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AT TrHOME MoRI mortem deplorant et ii quorum instituto pro viribus
adversabatur: tantus erat hominis in omnes candor, tanta comitas, tantaque
benignitas. Quem ille vel mediocriter eruditum ab se dimisit indonatum ?
Aut quis fuit tam alienus, de quo non studuerit bene mereri? Multi non
favent nisi suis, Galli Gallis, Germani Germanis, Scoti Scotis: at ille in
Hybernos, in Germanos, in Gallos, in Scythas et Indos amico fuit animo.
Hzc naturz benignitas sic MorUM omnium animis penitus infixit, ut non
secus ac parentem aut fratrem plorent extinctum. Ipse vidi multorum
lachrymas qui nec viderant MoRUM, nec ullo officio ab eo fuerant affecti :
ac mihi quoque dum hzc scribo, nolenti ac repugnanti lachrymz prosiliunt.
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PREFACE.

I. Character of Sir Thomas More.
I1. Lives of him, particularly the one here published.
III. ¢ Who wrote More’s Life of Sir Thomas More ?” an-
swered.

IV. Account of the male posterity of Sir Thomas More.
V. Conjectures respecting the wrong appropriation of this
Life.

I

) MONG the many eminent men

who have done honour to the

XS English nation, there are a few
X2 whose names are

Familiar in our mouths as household words,

and towards whom a respect is felt which par-
takes of the nature of a personal attachment.

They are not perhaps the greatest men of
our country, or those whose actions and cha-
racters have had the most extensive and most
lasting influence on the state of society. Even
Sir Thomas More, who is one of them, may not
attain to the first three. Yet it is evident that
there must be some considerable merit where



X PREFACE.

this feeling exists; and in respect of Sir Tho-
mas More, though a writer of high and de-
served reputation has lately spoken of him as
“ that too-highly extolled man,” yet it must
be allowed by every one, that in him met many
great and glorious qualities.

It is not, however, the grander features of
his character and history which occasion so
many pleasurable associations to be connected
with his name, as circumstances of a lighter or
adventitious character. We see him in the
midst of his family, as that happy group are
transmitted in the living and speaking picture,
by the great artist of the age; we are delighted
with his ingenious political romance; we repeat
sayings of his, in which is apparent that agree-
able turn of humour by which he was distin-
guished ; and we read the story of his life, told
in a lively and popular manner, by two members
of his own family, Roper his son-in-law, and
More his great grandson.

It is these circumstances which have main-
tained towards him what we may call a national
attachment. But whatever defects there may
have been in his character, and whatever mis-
takes in his public conduct, there must ever
remain much that will command the approbation
not only of the popular voice, but of those who
judge wisely concerning the beauties and defects
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of human character. On an impartial estimate
it might even be found that there is less in More
to disturb the feeling of settled admiration, than
in the character of, perhaps, any man who has
been deeply engaged, as he was, in the great
affairs of society in dubious times. But when
compared with the time-serving people by whom
he was surrounded, the encomium of Burnet is
not, perhaps, too high-wrought, when he calls
More “ the glory of his age.” In the profession
to which he was educated, we see him making
his way along a path crowded with competitors,
to the very highest honour. As a diplomatist,
he showed great skill. As a member of the
council of this empire, he contributed to raise
its glory, and to give England a weight unknown
before in the politics of Europe. He made his
theological knowledge bear with effect upon the
controversies which then disturbed the nations.
He found time also to cultivate the fields of
polite and elegant literature. He was no mean
scholar, and to him more than to any individual
of the time, is it to be attributed that England
was enabled to share so early in the reviving
literature of Europe. What can be desired
more for a great and venerable name? But
whatever he was he became by the most honour-
able means. All was the result of genius and
mdustry. There was nothing of finesse, nothing
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of the supple arts by which some men rise.
When at the bar he interpreted more rigidly
than others do the rule to defend only the right.
As a judge, he was ever inc()rrupt, impartial,
and averse-to the procrastination of judgment.
As a representative of the Commons, he was
jealous of his country’s rights,—independent,
fearless. In his high stations he was above the
love of lucre. He scrupled to receive some of
the usual profits of his offices. At his death
he left little to his family, or rather to those
who stepped in between his children and their
rights. All his moral qualities were bound
together by a strong sense of religious obliga-
tion. From his youth up he was one that feared
the Lord; and by the providence of God he
was called to give the last strong proof of his
desire to submit in every thing to his will, by
bending his head to the axe rather than do that
which his conscience disapproved.

Whether he were right in maintaining that
there was a power on earth which, in spiri-
tuals, was above the king and parliament, is a
question of argument, evidence and intellect,
not of morals; or whether it was, as he sup-
posed it to be, his duty to maintain the unity
of the great Christian corporation, then about
to be broken. But when he had come toa
determination on these great questions, it then
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became a point of morals what his conduct
should be. And who shall say that he acted
wrongly in following his. convictions? He did
not ~put forward: his opinions ostentatiously,
when they opposed those of the sovereign. He
wished for retirement and repose. Nor were
the opinions hastily adopted, or maintained
merely with a blind obstinacy. They were the
deliberate convictions of a cool and understand-
ing mind; and they were held in opposition to
the strongest temporal inducements. Can we
wonder that those who thought with him, re-
garded him as “ England’s honour, faith’s zealous
champion, and Christ’s constant martyr.” And
those who do not agree with him must allow,
that whatever honour belongs to the man who
is content to suffer death, rather than yield a
point of religious faith or practice, that honour
belongs to More.

It is urged by the writer who has ventured
to speak of him as “ this too-highly extolled
man,” that he was a persecutor. Alas! this is
the evil extreme to which a high sense of reli-
gious obligation is always tending. More lived
at a time when, rather than at any other period,
zeal for the church, or against it, would be
likely to avail itself of unhallowed weapons.
Some of the facts, however, to which the writer
appeals, in proof of his charge, may be ques-
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tioned, may be doubted, in the form in which
they stand in his work. Would that the stain
could be entirely removed from the character
of More, and far from me to seek to palliate the
wrong! But if the memory of More is to be
loaded with infamy on this account, candour
will ask the question, who in those days had
learned to respect the religious scruples of
another ? And, who had taught men to draw
that fine line between the needful defences of a
national church, and the persecution of those
that dissent from it ?

The occasional coarseness which appears in
his controversial writings admits of the same
sort of apology. It was the allowed and ad-
mitted practice of the disputants of the age.

It may be regretted that Sir Thomas More
did not sympathise with the efforts which the
human mind was then making to free itself from
spiritual bondage. Still looking upon him in
his public character, seeing his integrity, his
self-command, his piety, his knowledge, his
wisdom, and his eloquence, rather than seek to
reduce the feeling of affectionate veneration
with which his countrymen, from age to age,
have dwelt upon his memory, I would say, with
one of his illustrious contemporaries, “ Inter-
fecistis, interfecistis, hominem omnium Anglo-
rum optimum !”
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Many of the distinguished persons who ap-
pear in our annals have only a public life by
which they are known. More may be contem-
plated by us as he appeared when retired from
the affairs -of state he sunk into the bosom of
his family. By the light afforded us in his cor-
respondence, the memoirs of his life, and the
representation of the family circle, by the hand
of Holbein, scarcely less particular and distinct,
we enter his domestic retirement, and find there
every thing to win our esteem and engage our
love. Severe to himself, he was indulgent to
others. The natural cheerfulness of his spirits,
his sweetness of temper, his affability, and that
not unbecoming humour which never forsook
him, made him the delight of his whole family,
and his house one continued scene of harmony
and peace. We look upon the picture which
the great artist of the age has left, and long to
become members of a family in which it is appa-
rent that all the domestic virtues and graces
were in perfect vigour. Three more beautiful
examples of female excellence than hisdaughters,
England, rich in female excellence, has not yet
produced. His house was not the abode only
of affection and domestic union. His retire-
ment was into the bosom of a family that was
highly accomplished. The severer studies of
that house were blended with the cultivation
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of music, painting, and poetry.* Like his friend
Erasmus, who is represented by Albert Durer,
with a vase of flowers upon the table at which
he is writing, More was a lover of flowers, and
of other beautiful or singular productions of
nature. His house at Chelsey was a little
museum of natural history. Adjoining to it was
a garden, with a terrace and alcove, from
whence there was a view of the course of the
Thames, with the city of London in the distance.
No illustrious foreigner visited England without
seeking an introduction to More. None de-
parted without admiration of his wisdom, his
eloquence, and of the generous hospitality of
his house. There was no eminent person of
his own country whose name we do not find
associated with that of More; and the most
eminent for learning, virtues, and accomplish-
ments, he numbered amongst his friends.

II.

We know much concerning him. Many of
his own letters are extant. In the correspondence

* In that curious tract of Richard Pace, which is full of
notices of his literary contemporaries, ¢ De fructu qui ex
doctrind percipitur” Basil, 1517, it is incidentally men-
tioned, that More learned to play upon the flute with his wife

“ Sicut Morus meus didicit pulsare tibias cum conjuge.”
p. 35.
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of Erasmus he and his family are often men-
tioned. The notices of him by his learned con-
temporaries are innumerable. His own writings
form two large volumes. His son-in-law, Roper,
who lived in the same house with him for six-
teen years, has left a memoir on his life and
domestic habits which is full of curious and
the most authentic information. Stapleton, an
able writer, prepared a more elaborate tribute to
his memory by interweaving with the simple
narrative of Roper, passages from his corres-
pondence, the letters of his friends, and the
writings of his contemporaries. In the reigns of
Elizabeth and James several persons appear to
have employed themselves in translating Staple-
ton’s work into English, introducing at the same
time any new facts, or such reflections as the
circumstances of the narrative suggested to
their minds. Several of these are in the Bod-
leian and Lambeth libraries.  One is printed by
Dr. Wordsworth in his Ecclesiastical Biography.

Another is the Life of Sir Thomas More
which is now for the third time committed to
the press. It is evident that Roper and Staple-
ton are the two authorities on which the writer
of the following Life chiefly relied: but it is
also evident that the writer has introduced no
inconsiderable portion of new matter, and that
he has given to the work all the air of an origi-

b



Xviil PREFACE.

nal composition. Proceeding as it does from a
member of the family of More, who lived at a
time when there were still traditions preserved
respecting him, it claims to stand as an original
authority. © Mr. Cayley speaks of this work and
the Life by Roper as the safest guides for the
biographers of More,* and it has been usually
quoted as an original authority by all who have
undertaken to write on the character and actions
of this illustrious man.

Respecting its literary merits different opi-
nions have been expressed. Anthony Wood
pronounces it to be ¢incomparably well-written.’
Grateful for the new facts which he found in it,
he has, perhaps, pronounced too favourable an
opinion.. Jortin declares this decision to be
worthy only such a writer as Wood. That the
feebleness of the translations and the general style
of the composition might not satisfy one of so
pure a taste as Jortin, is what might be expected:
yet there is a sincerity, earnestness and occa-
sional depth of feeling which may atone for de-
fects of style, and in some places the language
may be said to rise into eloquence. Jortin adds
that the author was ¢a very fanatic’ That he
was deeply impressed with the peculiarities of
the catholic system is every where apparent,
and also that he did not rise above some of the

* Memoirs of Sir Thomas More, p. 7.
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puerile superstitions of the time. But the tone
of the work is rather subdued than wiolent. 'The
memory of his great ancestor was associated in
his mind with the religious feeling. He thought
himself honoured above all earthly dignities in
being the descendant of such a man, the inheri-
tor of his name, the partaker in his dying bene-
diction. He alludes to some mysterious inter-
course which he imagined to have passed between
them: Secretum mewm mihi!.  But this may, and
in fact does, add a charm to his work, which
those may feel who are placed at the farthest
distance from the point of faith at which he
stood. These pages are Parentalia of a grate-
ful descendant at the tomb of an ancestor whe
deserved them.

In the two editions of this work which have
appeared, justice has not been done to the
author. The first was hastily and carelessly
prepared at some foreign press. There are seve-
ral errors which are at once apparent. There
are many more, and some of them of considerable
importance, which discover themselves to one
acquainted with another text. In one instance
an entire line has been omitted. In the second
edition there is a superstitious adherence to the
text of the first. The most apparent faults of
the press are repeated: we have. worrkie for
worthie, and dearh for death, and the text is care-
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fully set to right in the notes. This in a work
like the present, which cannot be looked upon
as a monument of the state of our language, is
useless scrupulosity. In the present edition, I
have corrected at once what were obviously the
typographical errors of a printer but imperfectly
acquainted with our language. I have done
more. I have ventured upon reducing the
orthography of the whole work to the standard
of our own times, following in this, what has
been done for Cavendish and other writers of
the age of More.*

The critical reader will also find that the
text of the printed copies has been abandoned
in some instances for another. Wherever this
is done it is on the authority of a manuseript
of the work which must have been written
during the life of the author. This valuable
manuscript was communicated to me in the
‘most obliging manner by Mr. S. W. Singer, to
‘whom the public is indebted for so many reprints
of our earlier writers, so many valuable illustra-
tions of them, and so much new and curious
information in the literature, the history, and
the arts of England. The readings of this
manuscript, when they have been adopted, are

* It is proper to add that two or three immaterial pas-

sages are omitted in this edition. The most zealous assertors
of the integrity of our old writers will not regret them.
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so decidedly superior to those of the printed
copies, that not a doubt can remain that they
are the genuine readings of the author. Yet in
some instances when there was a difference be-
tween the two, it seemed that the text of the
printed copies was to be preferred. The text of
this edition is therefore to be taken as the result
of the comparison of the printed text with this
manuscript.*®

The two former editions were printed, the
first about 1631, the second in 1726. Another
eentury has now passed: and the two former
editions are rarely to be seen. The second
edition is far from being of frequent occurrence.
The first has always been among the libri rariores.
Fuller, who lived when it first appeared, says,
that it is ¢ rare to be had, and in the amiable
spirit of his character remarks, that it is more
fairly and impartially written than one would
expect from so near a relation. Anthony Wood
found it difficult to obtain a copy; and Fiddes,
who when he had finished his Life of Wolsey

* The manuscript is a small quarto of 202 leaves. It
contains the prologue, the verses on the portrait, and an acros-
tical poem which is notin the printed copy. No name of any
author is mentioned, nor is there any title page. The critical
reader of the following Life will find some passages in which
he will be persuaded, as I am, that we have not the genuine
text of the author; but I did not feel myself at liberty to give
what is probably the true reading when there was no sanction
for doing so either from the printed copies or the manuscript.
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began something upon that of More, was unable
to procure it. ‘

111

Besides the injustice which has been done
to this author by the very careless manner in
which his work was conducted through the
press, he has suffered a more serious injury. He
who made this offering to the memory of his
great ancestor, so creditable to his filial piety
and his literary talents, has now for two centuries
been deprived of the credit and honour which
ought to belong to him. All later writers on the
life of More have aseribed this work to a Thomas
More, who was a distinguished member of the
catholic priesthood in the reign of James I., and
he by whose exertions it principally was that the
pope was induced to consecrate a bishop for the
English catholics. Anthony Wood and Dod, the
catholic historian, have interwoven a few of the
notices of himself which the author has dispersed
through this work, with genuine facts in the life
of this Thomas More, and presented the com-
bination as the true account of this writer.
In the title-page of the second edition, the work
is said to be by Thomas More, who is there,
however, converted into an “ esquire;” but it
is evident from the preface that the same per-
son is intended.  Even the original editor, who
produced the work within 'six or seven years
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of the death of this Thomas More, ascribed it
to him, though indicating his name in the title-
page only by the initial letters M. T. M. The
whole current of later writers on More’s Life
is in favor of his right to this work; and no
suspicion has, I believe, gathered in any mind
that this Thomas More was not the writer. I
shall, however, now ask the question,

Wxo wroTE More’s Lire or Sir THoMAS MoORE ?

Some years ago, when the attention of the
editor was first directed upon the fortunes which
had attended the posterity of Sir Thomas More,
a suspicion arose that there was some errorin
the account given of them in the Athenee. ' It
appeared to him confused, disrupt, intricate,
and improbable. A hasty comparison of it with
the copy of the first edition of this work in
the Bodleian, confirmed the suspicion; but
having soon after become possessed of that edi-
tion, I was convinced that Wood had fallen
into a great error, and had misled the many
who follow where a writer so generally accurate
as he is has led the way.

But, though I was convinced that the work
could not possibly belong to the person to whom
Wood had aseribed it, I did not'discern with
equal clearness to what other member of a nu-
merous family it ought to be attributed. To
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some member of the family of More it indis-
putably belonged, for the writer speaks through-
out of his ¢ ancestor, and indeed describes
himself as the son of Thomas, son of John only
son of the chancellor. But having occasion not
long ago to consult one of those records

Where to be born and die
Of rich and pdor makes all the history,

a date was discovered, coinciding with a fact
which the author relates concerning himself, by
which the whole mystery was dissipated, and
the true author stood confessed in clear day
before me. Thus it is that those who are con-
tent to toil in even the humblest of the original
authorities of our public history are sometimes
rewarded. '

Anthony Wood’s notice of Thomas More,
which is the received account of the presumed
author, follows.

“ Thomas More, born anew and baptized on
that duy of the year (6th July) on which Sir
Thomas suffered death. This Thomas having
the estate come to him, married and had several
children ; but being a most zealous Catholic, and
constantly affected to the French nation and
crown, did at his own cost and charge, with
unwearied industry, assemble all the English
persons of note that were then in and about
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Rome to supplicate his Holiness for a dispatch
of a contract between the King of England and
Henrietta-Maria of France, an. 1624-5, which
being done, the said Thomas, who was the
mouth or speaker for the said English persons,
died xi April, (according to the account followed
at Rome,) an. 1625, aged 59, and was buried in
the middle almost of the church of St. Lewis in
.Rome, leaving behind him the life of his great
grandfather, Sir Thomas More, incomparably
well-written, published (at London, I think*) in
4to. about 1627,f and dedicated to Henrietta-
Maria before-mentioned. Over the said Thomas
More’s grave, was soon after laid a monumental

* A glance at the work would satisfy those who are con-
versant with early typographical execution, that it was printed
abroad; and no more need to be said upon it had not Wood
expressed this opinion, and were not the fact of its being
printed abroad of some consequence in the solution of certain
difficulties in its history. For confirmation of this point, see
the accented a at p.14; the apostrophized e at p. 48 and
187; and the word Noe in the ornamented N at p. 286;
beside several odd and French blunders in orthography and
the division of syllables. It was probably printed either at
Paris or Louvaine. No date of place or time, or name of
publisher, appears in the title-page.

+ This has been since hastily adopted by all who have
had occasion to mention this work, as the date of the first
impression. But it could not have been printed till several
years later than 1627, since the original editor, in his dedica-
tion to the queen, speaks of her *“ hopeful issue.”
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stone at the charge of the English clergy at
Rome, and an epitaph engraven thereon.

D. 0. M. S.
Tuomz Moro, Dioc. Ebor. Anglo,
Magni illius Thomae Mori
Anglize Cancellarii et Martyris
pronepoti atque heeredi:
Viro probitate et pietate insigni :
qui raro admodum apud Britannos exemplo
in fratrem natu minorem
amplum transcripsit patrimonium
et Presbyter Romza factus.
Inde jussu sedis Apostolicz in patriam profectus,
plusculos annos
strenuam fidei propagandse navavit operam.
_ Postea
Cleri Anglicani negotia
septem annos Rome et quinque in Hispania
P. P. Paulo V. et Gregorio XV.
summa cum integritate et industria
suisque sumptibus procuravit.
Tandem
de subrogando Anglis Episcopo
ad Urbanum VIIIL. missus
negotio feliciter confecto
laborum mercedem recepturus
ex hic vita migravit
XI. Apr. M.DC.XX.V. &t. sue LIX.
Clerus Anglicanus Meestus P,” *

* Wood’s copy of this inscription, which he received from
an unknown hand, is in some places corrupted. It is here
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To the memory of Thomas More, an English-
man of the diocese of York, great grandson and
heir to the great Thomas More, Chancellor of
England and Martyr: a man remarkable for
probity and.piety ; who, by a sacrifice, rareindeed
in England, transferred his ample patrimony to
a younger brother, and became a priest at Rome.
From whence he was sent for some years by
order of the Apostolic see into his own country,
where he laboured strenuously in propagating
the faith. Afterwards he was the agent for the
English clergy seven years at Rome and five in
Spain, while Paul V. and Gregory XV. were
Popes. This office he filled with great integrity
and industry, and supported. it at his own ex-
pence. At length having been sent to Pope
Urban VIIIL ona mission respecting the appoint-
ment of a bishop for England, and having hap-
pily accomplished the business, he went to receive
the reward of his labours on the 11th of April,
1625, in the 59th year of his age. The English
Clergy, lamenting his death, placed this to his
memory.

Wood’s notice of him is for the most part com-
piled from an account which the original editor

given from the Appendix to John of Glastonbury, p. 655,
where Hearne has printed it, and without reserve described it
as the monumental inscription of Thomas More, author of
the life of his great grandfather.
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has given of the supposed author, in a dedi-
cation to Queen Henrietta Maria prefixed to
the first edition.

¢« The author of this treatise, eldest son by
descent, and heir by nature of the family of that
worthy martyr, whose life is described in it:
had he lived himself to have set it forth to the
view of Christian eyes, would not have thought
upon any other patron and protector to dedi-
cdte it unto, than your most excellent majesty.
For he was most constantly affected always to
the French nation and crown, next after the
dutiful obedience which he ought to his own
natural lord and sovereign. And this his affec-
tion did he manifest in all occasions, but espe-
cially in the treaty of the happy marriage of
your highness, with the king our sovereign lord
and master ; assembling at his own costs and
charges, with unwearied industry all the Eng-
lish persons of note and esteem, that then were
in and about Rome, and with them all (as the
mouth of them all) supplicating to his Holiness
for the dispatch of this most hopeful and happy
contract, yielding such reasons for the effecting
thereof, as highly pleased the chief pastor of the
church under Christ our Saviour. The same
affection did he testify sufficiently in the last
period of his life, leaving his body to be buried
in the French church -at Rome, where with
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great content of the French nobility it Lieth
interred.”

This notice and the epitaph are evidently
the two sources from whence Wood drew his
account of Thomas More, and he has inwoven
from the work itself only the two additional cir-
cumstances of his baptism on the day on which
Sir Thomas More suffered death, and of his
having been married and having children before
he became a priest.

A little more attention to what the author
has discovered concerning himself in the work,
would have shown that what he relates of
himself is wholly irreconcilable with the suppo-
sition, that the author is the person indicated in
the epitaph and by the original editor of the
work.

I. It is manifest that the work was written
after the year 1615; for Sir George More is
spoken of as lieutenant of the Tower, and in
that year he first entered on his office. Now in
1615, and long before, Thomas More was a
priest. There are two passages in the life which
seem to show that it was not the work of a
priest, but a layman; and in the prologue, the
writer distinetly speaks of himself as a « world-
ling,” in contradistinction to others of his family
who had betaken themselves to a religious life.

II. It is evident from the epitaph that
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Thomas More took upon himself the office of
the priesthood early in life, so as to render very
improbable the supposition that he had married
and become the father of a family before he be-
came a priest. There is, moreover, not the
slightest evidence that he was ever married.

I11. The editor of this work says, that Thomas
More was “ the eldest son by descent, and the
heir by nature of the family of that worthy
martyr whose life is described :” and in: the
epitaph we are told that he was the “ pronepos
et heres” of Sir Thomas More. This is as op-
posite as possible to what the writer declares
concerning himself, that he was “ the youngest
of thirteen children of his father, the last and
meanest of five sons.”

IV. Of Thomas More, we learn from the
epitaph, that having inherited the family estate,
he disposed of it to a younger brother, having
embraced a religious life :

Qui raro admodum apud Britannos exemplo
in fratrem natu minorem
amplum transcripsit patrimonium
et Presbyter Romee factus.

In exact correspondency with this, but in
fatal correspondency as respects the claim of
Thomas More to this work, we read in the
author’s prologue; “1 was the -youngest of
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thirteen children of my father, the last and
meanest of five sons, four of which lived to
man’s estate, and yet it hath been God’s holy
pleasure to bestow this inheritance upon me.”
And he proceeds, “ which though perhaps I
have no cause to boast of, because it may be a
punishment unto me for my faults, if T use it
not well, and a burthen that may well weigh
me down full deep; yet will the world con-
jecture it to be a great blessing of God, and so
I ought to acknowledge it; and, although I
know myself unfittest and unworthiest of all the
four to manage the estate, yet they either loathed
the world before the world fawned on them, living in
voluntary contempt thereof, and died, happy
souls, in that they chose to be accounted abject
in the sight of men, or else they utterly cast off
all care of earthly trash by professing a strait
and religious life, for fear lest the dangerous
perils of worldly wealth might ruin their souls,
and the number of snares which hang in every _
corner of the world might entrap them to the
endangering of their eternal salvation, and left
me, poor soul, to sink or swim, as I can, by
wading out of those dangerous whirlpools, among
which we worldlings are engulphed.”

This appears complete as respects the claim
of Thomas More; but the comparison of
this passage with the epitaph throws a strong
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light upon the real author. If we can discover
to whom Thomas More, the priest, transferred
the family inheritance, or in default of this, who
possessed the inheritance at the time when this
work was composed, and then find that such
notices of himself, as the author has thrown out
in the progress of his work, meet in the pos-
sessor of the family estates, it can no longer be
doubted that we have found the person to whom
we owe this work.

It has already been shown that it was com-
posed after 1615: it was, however, finished
before 1620, for in that year Edward More,
the writer’s uncle, died, who is spoken of as
alive.

During that interval the estates of the More
family were possessed by him whose name is
placed in the title page of this edition; Cre-
sAcke Morg, of More Place, alias Gobions, in
the county of Herts, and of Barnborough, in
Yorkshire.

For proof of this I may content myself with
a general reference to the pedigrees of “the
family, and to the historians of the county of
Herts. They all show, at that period, a Cresacre
More the possessor of the estates of the family.
It may be added, that in 1624, when Bernard
Alsop published his edition of Robinson’s trans-
]ation of the Utopia, he dedicated it to Cresacre
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More, and speaks of his possessing the “ land”
of his ancestors.

And in this Cresacre More meet all the cir-
cumstances which the writer has disclosed con-
cerning himself. He was the son of Thomas,
son of John, son of the Chancellor. He was
married, and the father of children. He was
the youngest of thirteen children, five of whom
were sons. This, however, requires some proof.
Thomas More, son of John, resided at Barn-
borough, on the lands of his mother’s inheri-
tance, the estates in Hertfordshire being cruelly
kept from the family during the whole reign of
Elizabeth. The earliest entries in the parish
register of Barnborough are in 1557, and from
that time we have a series of baptisms of the
children of Thomas More, in the following
order :

1557 John 1566 Thomas
1562 Jane 1567 Henry
1563 Magdalene 1568 Grace
1564 Catherine 1572 Cresacre:

and from that time there are no more entries
of the children of that prolific bed. Here, how-
ever, are only eight.. But there were others
born before the useful practice of registering
baptisms began at Barnborough. Of these we
know of three, from an entry of his children
then born, made by the father at the visitation
c
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of Yorkshire in 1563. Eleven of the thirteen
are thus accounted for, and it may reasonably
be presumed that there might be two others
between Grace and Cresacre, whose names do
not appear in the register.

But the author has mentioned one circum-
stance of a very critical nature. When he says
that “ some one may ask, why he of all the
family, being the youngest and the meanest,
should undertake to write concerning so famous
a person?” he replies, “ Let this suffice, that
as Doctor Stapleton was moved to take pains
in setting forth the actions of Sir Thomas More,
because he was born in the very same month
and year wherein he suffered his glorious manr-
tyrdom, so was I born anew and regenerated
by the holy sacrament of baptism on the very
same day, though many years after, on which
Sir Thomas More entered heaven triumphant,
to wit, on the sixth day of July.” In the regis-
ter of Barnborough is this entry,

“1572. Cresacrus More, filius Thoma More
ar. fuit baptizatus sexto die Julii.”

1V.

Of Thomas and of Cresacre More, the pre-
sumed and the real author of this work, little is
known. And while presenting that little to the
public, I shall at the same time take notice of
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some other members of the family of More, who
have gained a literary celebrity, and give in fact
some account of the male posterity of Sir Tho-
mas More, freed from the errors and misconcep-
tions with which the published accounts gene-
rally are infected, owing to the wrong appro-
priation of this work. i

Besides his three accomplished daughters,
Margaret Roper, Elizabeth Dauncy, and Cecilia
Heron, Sir Thomas More had one son, who was
named John, after his grandfather, Sir John
More, the judge. The date of his birth is fixed
to the year 1510, by an inscription on the paint-
ing of the More family, now at Burford Priory,
the seat of Lenthall, Esq.* for it is there
said that he married in 1529, being then « wtatis
19.”  Too much has perhaps been said of the
want of capacity in this son. Jortin describes
him as one of the “ herotim filii,” and compares
his life to that of an antediluvian patriarch, of
whom nothingis recorded but that he was born,

* The inscriptions upon this painting are the best authority
for many dates of occurrences in the More family. I have
been enabled, through the kindness of a friend, to present
them to the reader in the Appendix to this work. The de-
fect in the transcript must be excused; but the inscriptions
are in better preservation than would be supposed by the
readers of Wood, who says, A. O. i. 35, that they are ¢ now
scarce legible.” This was said in 1692.
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married, and died. Wood speaks of him as
« little better than an idiot.” Some have seen,
or thought they saw, indications of weakness in
the portrait left by Holbein. Rawlinson de-
scribes the figure as “ librum tenens, legensque,
sed vultu tristi mitique, demisso ne dicam
stultulo.”* That he was not what might have
been expected from the son of such a father,
and the brother of such accomplished ladies, is
not improbable. Nature is often seen giving
in one generation great weakness and great
strength, or denying to a second generation
what she had bestowed on the foregoing. But
still I cannot but think he has been underrated.
In a letter to his children, given in this work,
full of affection and kindness, Sir Thomas More
speaks of the purity of the Latin phrase in
which his children had addressed him; but he
commends the letter of his son more than
those of his daughters. He had written elegantly
and sported pleasantly, returning jest for jest,
but not forgetful of the respect owing to a father.
His proficiency in the Greek tongue is celebrated
by Grinzeus, one of his father’s friends, who dedi-
cated to him an edition of the works of Plato.{
Erasmus inscribed to him his account of the

* See his letter to Hearne in the preface to Hearne’s edition
of Roper’s Life.
+ Basil, 1534, folio.
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works of Aristotle. He had a character marked
with sufficient strength to venture the denial of
the king’s supremacy, after the execution of his
father. He lay, on this account, some time in
the Tower, under sentence of death.

During the happier period of the life of Sir
Thomas More, John More and his wife formed
part of the family in his house at Chelsey, where
he lived with all his children about him. We see
them, and seem to live with them, in the paint-
ing which the great artist of the age has left of
them. The piece is full of mind, and of a sweet-
toned morality. What a crime in Henry to
have broken up the union of such a family as
this!* When the darker times came on they

¢ The painting here meant is that at Nostell Priory, the
seat of Charles Winn, Esq. in Yorkshire. This is the painting
which was formerly in the House of the Ropers, Well Hall, in
Eltham. In 1729 Sir Rowland Winn, Bart. great grand-father
of the present Mr. Winn, married one of the three daughters
and co-heirs of Edward Henshaw, Esq. by Elizabeth Roper,
his wife, heiress to the Ropers. He purchased the shares of
the other co-heirs in this picture, and carried it into Yorkshire,
This is the picture described by Lewis, and is indisputably, in
all its parts, by the hand of Holbein, possessing the beauties
and the defects of that master. The persons represented in it

are—
1. Sir Thomas More, aged 50.

2. Alice More, his wife, aged 57.
3. Sir John More, aged 76.
4. John More, aged 19.
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were compelled to separate; each went to his
own home, save Margaret, who remained the
comfort and peculiar delight of her father. It
is doubtful whether John More retired into
Yorkshire, where he had a good estate of his
wife’s inheritance, or continued about London.
But when the king had shown a determination
to destroy as well as ruin his unbending coun-
sellor, we find John More lingering upon the
steps of his honoured father, and casting himself
at his feet, as he walked through the streets of
London after sentence, the headsman going
before, holding the axe with the edge towards

. Anne More, wife of John, aged 18.
. Margaret Roper, aged 22.
. Elizabeth Dauncy, aged 21.
. Cecilia Heron, aged 20.
. Margaret Clement.

10. Hem"y Pattison.

11. John Harris, aged 27.

12. An anonymous in an inner room.
One like this is at Barnborough Hall, the seat of the Mores.

Mr. Lenthall’s picture has Siv John, Sir Thomas, and John

More, with four other male, and four female figures, besides
another female, who appears as a portrait in a square frame.
Some of these are supposed not to have been members of Sir
Thomas More’s household, but descendants of his son John.
This is implied by the inscriptions, and by the shields of arms,
More quartering Cresacre. It probably came from More
Place, when the Mores abandoned their estates in Hertford-
shire and returned into the North.

© 00 N D W
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him. Sir Thomas raised him from the ground,
blessed and kissed him. This was a little before
a scene still more affecting; for when Sir Tho-
mas arrived at the Tower Wharf, he found his
daughter Margaret there awaiting his arrival,
and the moment the sad proeession appeared in
sight she rushed through the guard, who with
bills and halberds encompassed him around,
and openly in the sight of all embraced him,
took him about the neck and kissed him, unable
to pronounce more than “ Oh, my father! Oh,
my father!” It is circumstances such as these,
related by his own family, which endear to us
the memory of Sir Thomas More. In a farewell
letter, written just before his execution, he re-
members his son, “ Commend me, when you can,
to my son John; his towardly carriage towards
me pleased me very much. God bless him and
his good wife, and their children, Thomas and
Augustine, and all that they shall have.”

Of John More, from the time of his release
from the Tower, till his death in 1547, nothing
is known. He probably retired to Yorkshire,
and lived upon the estates of his wife, for the
property of Sir Thomas More was confiscated,
and his lands settled on the Princess Elizabeth,
afterwards queen, who kept possession of them
till her death. The principal estate, and the
seat of her family was at Barnborough, in the
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south of Yorkshire, a pleasant village on the
high grounds north of the Dearne, consisting of
the church, hall, parsonage house, and a few
cottages, looking down on the plains of Mais-
beli, the supposed scene of the great battle
between Hengist and Ambrosius.

Not far from Barnborough is the castle of
Coningsborough, the ancient seat of the Earls
of Warren. A moiety of Barnborough was held
of that castle. Another moiety was held of the
castle of Tickhill, a few miles further distant.
The two great houses of Newmarch and Fitzwil-
liam held Barnborough. Both subinfeuded; and
the tenants of the Fitzwilliams’ moiety was the
family of Cresacre.

The Cresacres may be traced at Barnbo-
rough to the earliest period to which the records
of private families usually ascend; and the
estate descended in regular succession from
father to sSon till the death of Edward Cresacre -
in 1512, who left Ann Cresacre, his only
daughter and heir, then aged one year, whom
afterwards John More took to wife.

The marriages of the Cresacres had been
with the principal families of the vicinity. Their
pedigree is adorned with the names of Hastings,
Wortley, Mounteney, and Wasteney. Their
arms, three rampant lions, appear in the
church of Barnborough, and their crest a cat-a-
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mountain, with which, in the traditions of the
villagers, a romantic story is connected of an
encounter between a Cresacre and a wild cat
from a neighbouring wood, which ended in the
death of both the combatants at the door of the
church.

The church contains evidence of the attach-
ment which Cresacre More manifests in this
work for the puerile observances of the Catholic
system having existed in the earlier Cresacres.
A stone, which covers the remains of one of
them, has a cross of Calvary wrought upon it,
formed by the union of nine strings of beads,
three forming the head, three the shaft, and
three the feet. But there is a very elaborate
monument, with the effigies cut in oak, of one
of them, all curiously inscribed with texts of
Seripture, and passages from the ancient rituals
of the church. To the honours, the estates,
and to the deep feeling of religion which
characterized this family the Mores suec-
ceeded.

The connection was brought about by acci-
dent. Sir Thomas proceeded upon the old
feudal plan, and bought a wife for his son. But
the author of the Life before us informs us that
his grand-mother was bought in a mistake,
“upon error for another body’s lands lying in
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the same town, as was afterwards proved.” The
intention was, I presume, that John More should
have married one of the four co-heirs of SirJohn
Dynham, in whom the other moiety of Barnbo-
rough was vested.

Thus in the days of the court of wards and
liveries were matrimonial alliances formed. It
is added, however, by her grandson, that while
her inheritance formed the only livelihood for
the son and grandson of the Chancellor, that
she proved a good wife and careful mother. The
education of the children of John More devolved
upon her, and to her the family may have owed
the recovery of the family estates in Hertford-
shire. They were granted to her by Queen
Mary in the first year of her reign, subject how-
ever to the lease of them to the Princess Eliza-
beth for life.*

After the death of John More she married
George West, a gentleman of the neighbour-
hood, of equal rank with herself, nephew of Sir
William West, a favourite of King Henry VIII.
They were married on the 13th of June, 1559,
and in the same year the only daughter of John

¢ See History of Hertfordshire, by Mr. Clutterbuck, vol. i.
p- 451, who has added some useful particulars respecting the
Mores’ estates to what was to be found respecting them in the
works of his predecessors.
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More became the wife of John West,* a son of
George by a former marriage. This double
marriage of West and More, of which no notice
is taken in any of the published accounts of the
family, appears in the visitation of Yorkshire of
1563, and in the parish register of Barnborough.
These Wests were implicated in the feud between
the Wests and the Darcies, which is the subject
of a contemporary historical ballad, in which
Lewis West, one of the family, lost his life. The
“ Symboleography” of William West long con-
tinued to be the best book of legal precedents.
George West appears, after the marriage, to
have removed from Aughton, the family seat, to
Barnborough, where he was buried on the 12th
of June, 1572, a few days before the birth of
Cresacre More.

Ann Cresacre, again a widow, conveyed
Barnborough and her other estates to her eldest
son, Thomas More. A brass-plate, formerly af-
fixed to the stone which covered her remains in
the church of Barnborough, is now at the hall,

* The issue of this marriage was three children, Godfrey,
Anne, and Jane. Godfrey married Catherine Revel, daughter
of Thomas Revel, and had a daughter, Anne, who married
Godfrey Bradshaw. The marriage of Thomas Revel and Anne
West, widow, appears in the register of a parish near the resi-
dence of the Wests, which, there is reason to think, is a second
marriage of Anne More, grand-daughter to the Chancellor.
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from which we learn that she died on the second
of December, 1577, in the sixty-sixth year of
her age. '

John More and Ann Cresacre had five sons.
Their names were Thomas, Augustine, Edward,
a second Thomas and Bartholomew. Only the
two first were born before the death of Sir
Thomas. The names of all of them appear in
the Visitation ; and we have some account of
each in this work of Cresacre More’s, who was
son to the elder Thomas.

I. Thomas, the eldest son, was born in the
house at Chelsey, on the eighth of August, 1531.
When Sir Thomas More saw the cloud that was
gathering over him, he settled the estates in
Hertfordshire on this grandson, then a child
of two years old. As this settlement was made
before any statute concerning the oath of supre-
macy had passed, and consequently before any
treason could be committed under it, the family
thought it hard that this provident conveyance
should be frustrated; especially as one like it
was respected, made only two days before in
favour of the Ropers.

This Thomas More, grandson and next heir
to the Chancellor, appears to have been no com-
mon character ; but he lived in a reign when
the religious principles he professed must neces-
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sarily have excluded him from all public em-
ployments, and when they would subject him to
obloquy and active persecution. The writer of
the following life of Sir Thomas, who was his
son, had an intention of preparing a memoir of
his life. “ My father, only right heir of his
father and grandfather, was a lively pattern unto
us of his constant faith, his worthy and upright
dealings, his true Catholic simplicity, of whom 1
have purpose to discourse unto my children
more at large, that they may know in what hard
times he lived, and how manfully he sustained
the combat which his father and grandfather
had left unto him as their best inheritance.” It
1s to be regretted if this intention was never
embodied in the act.

He married in 1553, Mary Scrope, a niece
of Henry Lord Scrope, of Bolton. The grand-
mother was a daughter of the third Percy, Earl
of Northumberland. She was thus related to the
succeeding Earls of Northumberland and to the
Earl of Arundel, and others of the chief of the
nobility. He resided at Barnborough during
the whole reign of Elizabeth, and there his
numerous children were born. In the parish
register he is uniformly described as an esquire ;
and we find by the names of the sponsors at the
baptism of his children, that he lived in respect
and amity with the principal families in the
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neighbourhood.* Most, if not all these sponsors,
were professors of the reformed religion; but
there were, besides the Mores, several families 1n
that part of the kingdom who adhered to the old
profession, and especially one very active family,
the Mortons of Bawtry, who were supposed to
have had more to do with the movements against
Queen Elizabeth than it would have been safe
for them to have acknowledged. I have not
found the name of Thomas More connected
with any of the efforts of the Catholic party in
that reign, though the ¢ sea-maid,” at whose
“ music” so many of the chief of the Catholic
party of the north, like “ stars”

Shot madly from their spheres,

was lamenting her captivity in the castle of
Sheffield, but a few miles distant from Barn-

* 1 add the names, as showing who in those times were the
principal friends of the family of a great but obnoxious man.

Francis Frobisher, Esq. Ursula Wray, Gent.
Wentworth. Thomas Reresby, Esq.
Richard Brown, Gent. Thomas Wombwell, Gent.
Beatrice Brown. Dorothy Killam, Gent.
Claricia Scrope. Henry Maleverer, Gent.
William Hawley, Gent. Thomas Normavile, Gent.
Elizabeth Hammond, Gent. Benedicta Mountford, Gent.
Frances Holmes, Gent. 4 Nicholas Denman.
James Washington, Esq. Grace Rokeby.

Catherine Vicars, alias Cartwright.
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borough ; and the Earl of Northumberland, his
relation by marriage, was at the head of one
formidable inswrrection in her favour. Yet he
was an object of suspicion. During the severe
administration of the Earl of Huntingdon, Lord
President of the north, he was committed to
prison on the charge of recusancy. This fact
we learn from the heralds’ list of the gentry of
Yorkshire, made previously to the Visitation
of 1584.

He was seventy years of age at the death
of Queen Elizabeth. That event restored to
him the estates of his family in the south, and
he seems to have then abandoned Barnborough.
His will, which was proved in 1606, abounds in
indications of a mind deeply embued with the
religious feeling. He leaves benefactions to the
parishes of Barnborough and Chelsey. The
prominent feature in the character of the later
Mores and of the Cresacres appears in his earnest
injunction on his successors to continue the pay-
ment of three shillings to the poor of Barn-
borough, on Saint Cuthbert’s day for ever, pur-
suant to the directions left by his ancestor,
Percival Cresacre, on pain of his curse and male-
diction:

He was the father of Thomas and Cresacre
More ; but before we take notice of his children,
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it may be proper to speak of the younger sons
of John More and Ann Cresacre.

I1. Augustine.—We learn from the life that
he continued in the profession of the Catholic
faith, and died unmarried.

III. Edward.—The first-born after the death
of Sir Thomas, and “ so enjoyed not so directly
his blessing as his elder brothers Thomas and
Augustine did.” To this, Cresacre attributes it
that he and his two younger brothers “ degene-
rated from that religion and those manners which
Sir Thomas More had left, as it were, a happy
depositum unto his children and family.” And he
continues— as for my uncle Edward who is
yet alive, although he were endowed with ex-
cellent gifts of nature, as a ready wit, tongue at
will, and his pen glib ;* yet God knows he hath
drowned all his talents in self-conceit in no
worthy qualities, and besides burieth himself
alive in obscurity in forsaking God, and his mean
and base behaviour.” I find him mentioned in
the will of a Protestant clergyman in the neigh-

* Can this be the Edward More mentioned by Ritson as
the author of < A lytle and bryefe treatyse, called The Defence
of Women, and especially of Englyshe Women, made agaynst
The Schol-hows of Women.” - Printed by John Kynge 1560,
quarto. . The author dates from Hambledon, the seat of John
Scrope, whose daughter Thomas More married. The date of
the work is 1557, when this Edward More was twenty-one.
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bourhood, 1580, «“ To Mr. Edward More, of
Barnborough, the dagger which my Lord Darcy
gave me.” He had a daughter who is mentioned
in the will of her uncle. His burial is registered
at Barnborough, May 2, 1620, being probably
the last surviving grandchild of Sir Thomas
More.

IV. Thomas More, the second son of that
name. The respect of the family to the me-
mory of their martyred ancestor could not be
satisfied with only one child of that name. But
this Thomas departed from the faith of his
ancestors. “ He lived and died a professed
minister,” by which is meant a minister of the
reformed church. Cresacre says of him further,
that « for all that he was very poor, bringing
up his children, whereof the eldest son is still
living, in no commendable profession.” Three
sons of his are mentioned in the will of the
elder Thomas. Their names were Cyprian,
Thomas, and Constantine. For any descendants
of their’s I have inquired in vain.

V. Bartholomew. He also conformed to the
Protestant system, but he died early. “ Mine
uncle Bartholomew,” says Cresacre, « died young
of the plague, in London, and therefore might
have, by the grace of God, excuse and remorse
at his end.”

Of the thirteen children, the offspring of

d
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Thomas More and Mary Scrope, eight were
daughters, most of whom were married to gen-
tlemen of the midland counties. Of the five
sons, one died young. We learn from the in-
scription on the Burford picture that four were
alive in 1593. The anonymous life, published
by Dr. Wordsworth, informs us that in 1599
only three were living. The few particulars
follow which can now be recovered respecting
the four who attained to man’s estate. ~Among
them is the supposed and the real author of the
work before us.

I. John. He was the first-born son, for he
is distinctly described as the “ son and heir” of
his father, in the register of his baptism, 1557.
On the Burford picture he is said to be aged 36,
1593. There is thus an exact correspondency
between the above date en the picture and the
time of the birth of John More. In the pedigree
of More, in the Ashmole MS., F. 7., he is said
to have died without issue in the lifetime of his
father. His name does not appear in his father’s
will; and it is evident that by his death the
number of the sons was reduced to three in 1599.

II. Thomas More, the presumed author
of this work was baptized at Barnborough, Ja-
nuary 13, 1565. When his elder brother was
dead, without issue, he became strictly the head
of the family, the “ pronepos et heres” of Sir
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Thomas More, as he is described in his epitaph.
But he had devoted himself, before his brother’s
death, to a religious life, and had taken upon
himself the office and character of a priest. The
date of his entrance into the church is fixed by
a passage in the Life of Magdalene, Lady Mon-
tacute, by Richard Smith, afterwards Bishop of
Chalcedon. Smith wrote in 1609, and he says
of this Thomas More, that he had then laboured
in the conversion of his countrymen, not less
than twenty years. He took orders in the
English college at Rome, and proceeded imme-
diately to England, at the express command of
the Pope. He was received into the household
of Lady Montacute, a zealous catholic, daughter
of the Lord Dacre who made that free remark
to Henry, that he might hereafter absolve him-
self from his own sins. This lady, of whom
Smith has left an exceedingly curious account,
lived unmolested in the open enjoyment of the
rites of her church, through the whole reign of
Elizabeth. She had a house in London, and
another at Battel, in Sussex. More was one of
three priests entertained in her house, and Smith
was another. She died in 1608, when More
appears to have returned to Rome to assist Dr.
Smith in his character of agent for the English
clergy. We are informed, by Dodd, that when
Smith was recalled, More received credentials
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to act wholly, sent him by the arch-priest, Mr.
Birket, dated October 27, 1609. He was con-
firmed in the office by a common letter from
the clergy, signed May 1, 1614 ; and by another
from the arch-priest, Dr. Harrison, dated April
23, 1617. We are told in the epitaph that he
was seven years at Rome and five in Spain,
acting on behalf of the English clergy; and that
he was afterwards employed in a mission to
Pope Urban VIII. of great delicacy and import-
ance. 'The object of this mission was to engage
the Pope to consecrate a bishop for the English
nation. He succeeded, and not long after, his
friend Dr. Smith appeared in Lancashire with
the ensigns of episcopal authority. It was
during that mission, or soon after he had at-
tained his object, that he was engaged in soli-
citing the Pope to favour the union of King
Charles 1. with Henrietta-Maria of France, a
union which raised for a time the spirits and the
hopes of the friends to the old profession in
England. The negociations were not concluded
when he died, on April 11, 1625. He was in-
terred in the church of St. Lewis, at Rome.
The inscription on his tomb has been already
given, written it is probable by his friend the
Bishop of Chalcedon. Dodd has passed this
censure upon him, “He left several schemes un-
finished, which he had laid for the benefit of the
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clergy, but were obstructed by the warmness of
his temper, a disposition very disagreeable to
the Italians.”

The fact that he relinquished the inheritance
which had descended to him is noticed by Dr.
Smith in 1609; who, after describing him as
great-grandson and heir to Sir Thomas More,
says, that preferring to possess rather the virtue
than the wealth of his ancestor, he transferred
his ample patrimony to a younger brother, and
devoted himself to the cultivation of literature
and virtue.

ITI. Henry More, baptized March 15, 1567,
and aged 26, 1593. He must have been one of
those brothers of Cresacre More who betook
themselves to a religious life, but T have not
been able to recover any particulars of his life
and character.

The name of Henry More must not, how-
ever, be dismissed without a further notice.
In the whole range of the historical litera-
ture of the English Catholics, there is no more
curious work than the < Historia Provincise
Anglicanz Societatis Jesu;” or as it is called
in a second title, *“ Historia Missionis Anglicans
Societatis Jesu, ab anno salutis, 1580, ad 1619.”
It was printed at St. Omer’s in 1660. The
author was Henry More, a priest of that society ;
and Dodd says that he was “great-grandson of
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Sir Thomas More, and brother to Thomas
More, a noted person among the -clergy.”*
Dodd refers to Alegambe, p. 176, as his autho-
rity. But Alegambe does not say that the author
of the history of the mission was great-grandson
of Sir Thomas More, but only that he was of
his family ; and when he describes him as bro-
ther of a Thomas More, he does not mean the
Thomas More of whom we have just been
speaking, but another person of the name.
Alegambe further says, that this Henry More
was of the county of Essex. He tells us that he
studied in Spain, was admitted into the society
of Jesuits in 1607, and was living, and in Eng-
land, when the memoirs of celebrated members
of that order were collected. Alegambe then
mentions the two works translated by him as in
Dodd ; and says nothing of the History of the
Mission, which, however, as it was posthumous,
Dodd is doubtless right in adding to the cata-
logue of his writings.

That the Thomas More mentioned by Ale-
gambe as being brother to this Henry, was not
the Thomas More the supposed author of the
life of Sjr Thomas More, is evident from Ale-
gambe’s own notice of him ; where we find that
he was of the county of Cambridge, and that he

* Church History, vol. iii. p. 120.
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died in 1623, at the age of 36 ; so that he was
born after, and died before the person with
whom Dodd has confounded him.

IV. Cresacre More. The name of this
person may hereafter find a place in the col-
lections of our literary biography. At present
he is absent from all; not excepting Dodd’s,
which is a large catalogue of Catholic writers.
While his elder brethren betook themselves to
a religious life, he continued a layman. On
the Burford picture and in his father’s will he is
called Christopher Cresacre More. It was not
unusual for the Catholics of those times to as-
sume other names than those given at baptism.
He took the estates of the family, both in
Yorkshire and Hertfordshire, by the gift of his
brother and the will of his father, who made
him his sole heir. The estates must have been
considerable, but there were many sisters to be
portioned.

He resided at More-Place, or Gobions, in
Hertfordshire. It is in the parish of North
Mimms. In that parish Henry Peacham was
born, who tells us that there “ Merrie John
Heywood wrote his Epigrammes, and also Sir
Thomas More his Utopia.”* To its literary
honours may now be added that there in all

* The Complete Gentlemar;, p- 95.
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probability Cresacre More composed the ac-
count of the life of his great grandfather.

North Mimms, I am sorry to add, has not
been careful to preserve the memory of her dis-
tinguished inhabitants. = On enquiry lately
made by a friend residing near that place, it
was discovered that there were no memorials of
the Mores in the church, and that all the early
registers are lost.

From Chauncy we learn that Cresacre More
married a daughter of Thomas Gage, Esq. of
Firle, and that she died on July 15, 1618;*
also that Cresacre was living in 1638. He
might survive that date some years, as no will
or administration of his is to be found before
1640.

The spirit of religious devoteeism which ap-
pears in his work would probably give a colour-
ing to his whole life and character; and the re-
tirement of a man who had persuaded himself
that he had communication with the spirit of
his martyred and sainted ancestor, would pro-
bably partake of monastic seclusion; and this
may account for the little that is now to be col-
lected concerning him. He had one son and
two daughters. The daughters entered fully

* Vincent (MSS. in the College of Arms, vol. iii. f. 370)
says, 1610.
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into the spirit of the family. Helen More, of
whom there is a portrait by Lochon, was one
of them; she was born in the house of her
grandfather at Layton on March 25, 1606 ; she
changed her baptismal name for the name of
Gertrude, and became a Benedictine nun in the
English congregation of our Ladies of Comfort
at Cambray ; she died in early life in 1633, and
many years after her death there appeared a
volume of her “« Spiritual Exercises.” This
work is dedicated to the other daughter of Cre-
sacre More, whose name was Bridget; who, like
her sister, devoted herself to a religious life,
and became prioress of the English Benedictine
nuns of our Lady of Hope in Paris. Dodd has
a valuable notice of this lady. She had lived
with her sister at Cambray, from whence she
removed to Paris, in 1652, and was the first
prioress of the English Monastery of Bene-
dictines ; she died on October 11, 1692, at the
age of 83.*

As we recede from the illustrious person,
who is the glory of this race, the interest be-
comes weaker. Cresacre More left one son;
who bore the family name of Thomas, and mar-
ried a daughter of Sir Basil Brooke. In the
civil wars he adhered to the king, and suffered

* Dodd, vol. iii. p. 497.
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much in his estate on account of his loyalty.
His son and heir, Basil More, sold the property in
Hertfordshire, and Barnborough became once
more the retreat of this family. Basil More lived
till the year 1702. In his time it is probable that
much of the present house at Barnborough was
built, of which a wood-cut is here given.

Basil More had a numerous progeny, of whom
another Christopher Cresacre More was the
second but eldest surviving son. Christopher
Cresacre More had a daughter married to Charles
Waterton, Esq. of Walton, from whom is de-
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scended the distinguished traveller and naturalist
of that name; and a son Thomas More, of Barn-
borough, Esq. who died on the 28th of August,
1789. By Catherine, his wife, daughter of Peter
Gifford, Esq. of White Ladies he had his son and
heir, Thomas More, the last male of the family.
This Thomas More embraced a religious life, and
was the Principal of the English Jesuits at the
dissolution of the order. He did what his rela-
tion and namesake had done two centuries be-
fore ; voluntarily divesting himself of the family
estates, settling them on his sisters, and going
to reside abroad. He returned to England, and
died at Bath on the 20th of May, 1795, when it
is supposed that the whole male progeny of
Sir Thomas More became extinct.

One of his sisters was a nun professed ; an-
other was twice married ; her first husband was
Peter Metcalfe, Esq. and her second Robert
Dalton, of Thurnham, Esq. There was issue of
both marriages. Thomas Peter Metcalfe, the
only son of the first marriage, by Theresa
Throckmorton, his wife, had one daughter, now
the wife of Charles Eyston, Esq. and one son,
Thomas Peter Metcalfe, who by royal sign
manual, dated June 24, 1797, took the name,
arms, and crest of More, and is the present
owner of Barnborough.*

* See for this descent, D. 7. 14. f. 332 in the College of Arms.
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V.

It having now been shown,

I. That Thomas More could not have been
the author of this work, although in the Epistle
Dedicatory of the first Edition published while
the true author was alive, it is ascribed to him :
and

II. That it was the work of his younger
brother, Cresacre More, it becomes a curious
part of our enquiry, how it happened that so
misleading an account of the author should ac-
company the first Edition, especially since there
must at that time have been many persons who
would instantly perceive that there were pointed
contradictions between the account of the au-
thor, which the editor had given, and notices of
himself in the work from his own pen.

But here I am sorry to say, we are left
entirely to conjecture and probability. The
simplest hypothesis on which the fact can be
explained appears to be this: That the manu-
:seript was found amongst the papers of Thomas
More, when he died at Rome, in 1625 ; that it
was hastily concluded to be his own work ; and
the Epistle Dedicatory prefixed to it without
much consideration, or by some person ignorant
of the fact that it would be contradicted by the
work itself.

Another conjecture may, however, be made.
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As the name of the author is indicated in the
title page only by the initial letters M. T. M.
so to the dedication the initials M.C.M.E. are
subscribed.  As the former is evidently Ma-
gister Thomas More, so may these be read
Magister Cresacre More Eboracensis, especially
as on a close inspection the letter E appears a.
size taller than the other letters. And nothing
is more probable than that Cresacre More
might not be unwilling to recal to the mind of
the queen what Thomas More, his brother, had
done to further her union with the king, and the
merit generally of his family in respect of a cause’
to which all of Medicis blood were so devotedly
attached. He might also by an allowable fraud
in which he himself was the sufferer, not be indis-
posed to give to his brother the credit of having
produced this memoir of their common an-
cestor, and consent to its publication in his
name from a foreign press. The manuscript
we may suppose was abroad; had been written
some years; Cresacre’s recollections of its con-
tents were but imperfect; the printer was in
haste; and Cresacre’s intentions that its contents
should conform to the tenor of the dedication,
frustrated by some negligence of his agent.
When the work appears, the inconsistency is
perceived, and he endeavours to suppress it:
whence its rarity.
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This more complex hypothesis has the ad-
vantage of taking up the initial letters sub-
scribed to the Epistle Dedicatory, and also of
accounting for such a dedication at all being
prefixed to it, which would hardly have been
found there, had the publication been absolutely
surreptitious, and no member of the family of
More hoping to be in any way benefited by it.

It is remarkable, and the coincidence is proba-
bly not accidental, that Roper’s life of Sir Thomas
More made its appearance from a foreign press
soon after the king’s marriage with Henrietta-
Maria. Both brought out, it is possible, by the
better prospects which at the beginning of the
reign of Charles I. began to dawn upon the
Catholics. It is curious, indeed, to observe how
the parties interested in the reputation of Sir
Thomas More seem to have availed themselves
of every possible opportunity for exalting his
character, and bringing it to bear upon the
state of religious feeling and opinion in Eng-
land. For in the reign of Queen Mary, and
nearly in the same year, 1556, Roper wrote the
life of More; an anonymous life, now in the
Lambeth library, was composed; Ellis Hey-
wood wrote his “Il Moro,” dedicated to Car-
dinal Pole ; and the great folio of the works of
More was published. In 1588, when the con-
version of England was expected through the
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Spanish Armada, the “ De Tribus Thomis,” of
Stapleton, appeared. In 1599, when there was
a prospect of a disputed succession, the anony-
mous life was composed, which Dr. Wordsworth
has published ; and soon after Charles I. had
taken a Catholic for his queen, the lives by Roper
and by Cresacre More issued from the press.

Perhaps the present edition may be the
means of bringing to light some new fact which
may bear upon this enquiry; and this curious
literary question may not be left to hypothesis
and conjecture.  Other facts concerning the
work are, it is believed, now firmly established,
and the public will no longer read as the work
of a priest that which belongs to a layman, or
attribute sentiments to a long residence abroad
which were the natural growth of our own soil.
We read a work with the greater pleasure when
we know something of the habits, character,
feeling, and prejudices of its author. There is
also a” beauty in truth that she should be
 desired; and be the truth established of what
insignificance it may, the removal of error is the
eradication of a prolific weed, which for aught
we know may overrun and infect the whole
garden.

Some books of considerable rarity in our
early literature are quoted in this volume. I
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should not do justice to the sense I entertain of
obligation and respect, if I did not add that I
have been indebted for the opportunity of con-
sulting them at leisure to my valued friend,
Benjamin Heywood Bright, Esq. to whom others
engaged in similar pursuits owe the like obli-
gations.

CORRIGENDA.
P.157, 1. 20, for “sister’s,’ read © sisters’.’—p. 190, L 12, for Manuers,’ read ¢ Manners’)—
p- 299, .7, for ¢spake of it a sermon,’ read ¢ spake of it in a sexmon,’—p. 369, L. 14, for
verbal,’ read ¢ verba.’



THE LIFE

OF SIR THOMAS MORE.

THE PROLOGUE.

2 S I have much and often thought
of the rare and admirable virtues

the blessed life and glorious death of that worthy
champion of Christ’s church, Sir Thomas More,
so also have I often had an earnest desire, espe-
cially for the spiritual behoof of myself and my
children (who are as small brooks derived by
natural propagation from that spacious sea of
rare perfections; or like tender twigs drawing
sap from the fruitful root of his noble excellen-
cies) to give them a taste, according to my poor
ability, of some few of his most heroical virtues;
yet professing myself utterly unable to set down
his life in writing, as he deserveth.
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For if that Apelles, the principal painter that
ever lived, was thought only fit to draw with his
pencil the portraiture of Alexander the Great;
or if Lysippus, the most curious engraver, was
the only man which was suffered to carve in
brass the beauteous feature of the same so
worthy a personage; for fear lest that some
unskilful workman might rather blemish his
favour than any ways grace it; what courage
can I have to undertake a work of so great dif-
ficulty as this, who know myself a very puny in
comparison of so many famous men, that have
undergone this business already, finding in the
very beginning of this mine enterprise, my small
capacity overwhelmed with the plenty and co-
piousness, of this subject? And if I should
boast my wit and skill to be equal with learned
Stapleton’s, who at large and with great dili-
gence and dexterity hath set forth the life of
this great servant of God in his book, intitled,
“ The Three Thomases,” I should vanish away
in mine own pride, knowing myself right well
most unworthy to be compared unto him; or if
I should challenge unto myself more certainty
of the matter related than my great uncle Mr.
William Roper could have, every one might
judge me both vain and arrogant, of whose sin-
cerity none that ever knew him or heard of him
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can doubt, I being the third in descent from Sir
Thomas, and he his own son-in-law, with whom
he had familiarly conversed the space of sixteen
years together, as he himself confesseth. Yet
for all this, I have now at last ventured to dis-
course a little of the life and death of this glo-
rious martyr (for so without envy I hope I may
call him), “non ut electus ex multis, sed quasi
relictus ex omnibus,” not as one that may be
thought fit to set his life forth with good grace,
but as he, who only upon a natural affection to
his ancestor, trusting chiefly of God’s aid, and
this saint’s holy prayers, is emboldened to say
somewhat thereof; this being one property of
affection, to suppose that whosoever hath
spoken, or whatsoever hath been said of him
whom we love, all that we think nothing, if we
ourselves have not said somewhat in his praise ;
although, alas! we are often the unfittest men
for that purpose, we being not able to utter
what we conceive, because our passion taketh
away much of our conceit; and therefore we
utter for the most part either broken words or
unperfect sentences, more intelligible to him
that searcheth the secrets of men’s hearts, than
to others that hear them spoken, or read them
in our writings.

But one may ask me, why I should chal-
lenge more affection to this man than any other
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of my kin, of whom few or none have endea-
voured to write any thing hitherto; I answer,
that though I have had more cause perhaps
than any man else to love him, and honour him,
which is best known to myself, and not fit to be
related unto all men; “secretum meum mihi;”
yet will I not ascribe to myself so great a privi-
lege of loving him best, I being the youngest
and meanest of all my family; let this suffice
him, that is a curious searcher of this my deed,
that as Doctor Stapleton was moved to take
pains in setting forth the actions of Sir Thomas
More, because he was born in the very same
month and year, wherein he suffered his glorious
martyrdom’; so was I born anew and regene-
rated by the holy sacrament of baptism on the
very same day, though many years after, on which
Sir Thomas More entered heaven triumphant,
to wit, on the sixth day of July. And therefore
have I had some special confidence of his parti-
cular furtherance and blessing. TFor how, I
pray you, could I ever have hoped to have lived
as heir of Sir Thomas’s family, and to-enjoy
at this time some part of his inheritance, all
which, by his attainder, he had lost utterly from
himself and his children, if hisprayers had not,
as it were, begged it at God’s hands? Besides,
I was the youngest of thirteen children of my
father’s, the last and meanest of five sons, four
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of which lived to men’s estate; and yet it hath
been God’s holy pleasure to bestow this inheri-
tance upon me; which, though perhaps I have
no cause to boast of it, because it may be a
punishment for my unworthiness, and a burden
which may weigh me down full deep, yet will
the world conjecture it to be a great blessing of
God, and so I ought to acknowledge it. And
although I know myself the unfittest and unwor-
thiest of all the four to manage this estate, yet
they either loathed the world, before the world
fawned on them, living in voluntary contempt
thereof, and died happy souls, in that they chose
to be accounted abject in the sight of men; or
else they utterly cast off all care of earthly
trash, by professing a straight and religious life,
for fear lest the dangerous perils of worldly
wealth might gall their souls, and the number
of snares which hang in every corner of this
world, might entrap them to the endangering of
their eternal salvation, and left me, poor soul, to
sink or swim as I can, by wading out of those
dangerous whirlpools amongst which we world-
lings are engulphed; the multitude of which
eminent perils do force me to cry first and
chiefly to Christ Jesus, saying, with his ‘apostle,
“ Lord, save me, for I am in danger of drown-
ing;” and then also to crave the especial assist-
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ance of Sir Thomas More’s prayers, by whose
intercession I hope to waft this my poor bark
unto her assured haven of heaven, though shaken
and crushed with wind and weather.

But none of us must think that his assist-
ance is all; we must put our own helping hands
thereto :

Nam genus et proavos, et quee non fecimus ipsi
Vix ea nostra voco :

his merits are not our warrant, yea rather
his examples have laid a greater load on the
backs of his posterity, in that we are bound to
imitate his actions more than any other, or else
more harm will fall upon us, because we have
not followed the footsteps of our worthy fore-
father, according as Moses commanded the
Israelites, saying in his canticle, “ Interroga
patrem tuum, et annunciabit tibi; majores tuos,
et dicent tibi;” which the apostle also coun-
selleth all Christians in these words, “ Quorum
videntes conversationem, imitamini fidem.” But
should 1 therefore wish I had not been his
grandchild, because I have incurred a greater
bond, and shall run into greater infamy by for-
saking my duty? No, God forbid; yea rather
this will T boldly affirm, not upon vain glory
but upon the confidence I have of this singular
man’s blessing; if God would have given me
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choice, before he created me of nothing, whether
I would be the son of some famous emperor,
magnificent king, noble duke, courageous lord,
or his whose I was, I would most willingly have
chosen to be the same I am, to God’s eternal
glory be it spoken.

Wherefore relying upon the assistance of this
most excellent saint, I will endeavour briefly to
set down for mine own instruction, and my
children’s, the life and death of Sir Thomas
More; who was as a bright star of our country
in the tempestuous storms of persecution, in
which we sail to our heavenly city; on whom
God heaped a number of most singular endow-
ments ; as, abundance of wit, profound wisdom,
happy discretion, perfect justice, exceeding tem-
perance, sweet affability, and all excellencies of
nature and morality, besides supernatural and
theological gifts; as, charity in a high degree,
both towards God and his neighbour; a faith
most constant, which would not be daunted with
any threats or disgraces that his prince or his
counsellors could thunder out against him, nay
not with death itself; a magnanimity not to be
overcome either by fear of any losses, or hopes
of any dignities; religion, and such devotion as
scarcely could be looked for in any of a lay pro-
fession ; which perfections began to shine in his
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infancy, and continued in the progress of his
actions, and did not end, but ,ncreased by his
most glorious death, which was an entrance into
a most happy kingdom, wherein he both can
and will have compassion, and help us in these
our miseries; because he was raised by God to
be one of the first famous warriors in this our
long persecution. Wherefore he may worthily
be set before our eyes, as a perfect pattern and
lively example to be imitated by us; for he had
more to lose than most men in the land, being
second to none but to the chiefest, either in
worldly dignity or his prince’s favour; and yet
did he willingly forego all, yea life itself, rather
than to wrong his conscience, in consenting to
any thing against the law of God and justice,
as by this ensuing discourse will particularly
appear.



CHAPTER L

o2k IR Tromas More was the only

& ifi son of Sir John More, knight, one
*’é of the justices of the King’s-bench;
S99 a singular man for many rare per-
fections which his son setteth down in his own
epitaph, extant amongst his Latin works, term-
ing his father a man “ civil,” that is to say,
courteous and affable to all men: “ sweet and
pleasant in conversation,” that is, full of merry
conceits and witty jests: “ innocent and harm-
less,” to wit, neither desirous of revenge nor
maligning any for his own private gain: “ meek
and gentle,” that is to say, of an humble carriage
in his office and dignity : “ mercyful and pitiful,”
that is, bountiful to the poor and full of compas-
sion towards all distressed persons: “just and
uncorrupted,” which are the aptest titles which
can be given to a judge, as if he would say, that
he was neither moved with friendship, stirred up
with hope of gain, nor wrested with any threats
from performing his duty, and that he shut up
always his left eye to all affection of friendship,
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and from all bribery.* Camden also reporteth
of him, for proof of his pleasantness of wit, that
he would compare the multitude of women
which are to be chosen for wives unto a bag full
of snakes having among them but one eel; now
if a man should put his hand into this bag, he
may chance to light on the eel, but itis a hundred
to one he shall be stung with a snake.f Many
such witty similitudes would he use in private
discourses and in public auditory.

By these his perfections of wit and grace one
might guess that his child was likely to prove
singular, having so good a father. But he far
surpassed in all these and many more excellen-
cies; so that our family hath been much more
dignified by this son than he any way drew worth
and dignity from his ancestors; the considera-
tion whereof hath caused many men to think
and say, that Sir Thomas More was of mean
parentage, and the first of his house; yea, some
have not stuck to write, “ by birth no gentle-
man,” grounding their error upon those words
which he setteth down in his epitaph, ¢ Thomas

* The words of the Epitaph which are here commented on
are these: “ Homo civilis, suavis, innocens, mitis, misericors,
®quus et integer.”

+ See Remains, p. 251. Camden however had the anecdote
from the writings of Sir Thomas More. He does not say from
which, and it is not worth searching for.
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More, born of no noble family, but of an honest
stock ;” which is true as we here in England take
nobility and noble ; for none under a baron; un-
less he be of the privy council, doth challenge it,
and in this sense he meant it. But as the Latin
word “ nobilis”* is taken in other, countries for
gentry, it was otherwise: for Judge More bore
arms from his birth, having his coat quartered,}

* The word “ nobilis” does not however in fact occur in the
epitaph. The expression is, ¢ familid non celebri sed honesta
natus.” SirJohn is, as far as is known, the first of his family.
The only attempt at carrying up the pedigree above him is in
that valuable volume of the Ashmole Library, F. 7, where we
have the descent and alliances of many persons connected with
our literature. But the attempt is very unsuccessful. It
only shows the name of his grandmother, who was Joan,
daughter of John Leicester. She married ——— More, and had
More, father to Sir John. This pedigree shows two
brothers of Sir John, named Richard and Christopher, who
are not noticed in the printed accounts of the family. It might
be in reference to reflections cast on Sir Thomas More’s des-
cent, that Richard Croke, in the dedication of his translation
of a grammatical work of Theodorus in 1516, having occasion
to mention Sir Thomas More, describes him as ¢ vir et moribus
et literis et natalibus generosissimus.”

+ More does not write as if he were acquainted with the
technical language of armoury. What he means is, that Sir
John More used to quarter the arms of some other family with
his own ; which showed, that he not only inherited arms from
his paternal ancestors, but that he was descended also from the
heiress of some other family entitled to the distinction of coat-
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which doth argue that he came to his inheritance
by descent; and therefore, although by reason
of King Henry’s seizure of all our evidences, we
cannot certainly tell who were Sir John’s ances-
tors, yet must they needs be gentlemen, and as
I have heard, either came out of the Mores of
Ireland, or they came out of us. "And as for Sir
Thomas More, he was, as I have said, a knight’s
eldest son, and sole heir to a judge of this realm.
But whatsoever the family was or is, if virtue
can ennoble any, sure it hath by these two ex-
cellent men been made no ways contemptible.
Yet if we, as God forbid we should, degenerate
from their footsteps, we may cause it soon to be
base and of small reckoning, vice being the chief
stain that tainteth even the noblest families.
The name of Sir Thomas’ mother was Hand-
combe, of Holliwell in Bedfordshire ; yet Doctor
Stapleton had not heard so much, who saith,
that her name is unknown ;* by reason of which
words some have taken great exceptions, as
though she had been some base woman, though
he doth in the same place tell this reason thereof,

armour. The arms quartered with those of More on the mo-
nument at Chelsey are, three bezants on a chevron between
three unicorns’ heads.

¥ Stapleton’s words seem to imply, that Sir Thomas did not
himself know the name of his mother: ¢ Matris nomen nesci-
tur, quippe quee adhuc infante Thoma Moro mortua est.”
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“ because she died soon after she had brought
forth this child;” but to have been a woman of
more than ordinary virtue, that, which Doctor
Clement reporteth from Sir Thomas’ own mouth
of a vision which she had the next night after
her marriage, seemeth, in my judgment, forcibly
to argue: in which she saw in her sleep, as it
were engraven in her wedding ring, the number
and favour of all her children she was to have,
whereof the face of one was so dark and obscure,
that she could not well discern it; and indeed
afterwards, she suffered of one of her children
an untimely delivery. But the face of one of
her other, she beheld shining most gloriously,
whereby no doubt Sir Thomas’s fame and sanc-
tity were fore-showed and presignified.

She brought forth before him to Sir John two
daughters; one called Jane, afterwards married
to a noble gentleman called Richard Stafforton ;
and Elizabeth, wife to the worthy gentleman
Mr. John Rastall, Judge Rastall's father. Sir
John, after his first wife’s death, married succes-
sively two others; Mrs. Bowes, widow, before
called Barton, and Alice, one of the Mores of
Surry, great aunt unto Sir William More, whose
son now living, is Sir George More, lieutenant
of the Tower of London, a man no way inferior
to his noble ancestors.* This lady outlived her

“The printed copies omit the name of the second wife.
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sonsin-law, Sir Thomas, dwelling upon her join-
ture in Hertfordshire, at a capital messuage
called then More Place, now Gobions, in the
parish of North Mimms ; but being a little before
her death thrust out of all by King Henry’s fury,
she died at Northall, a mile from thence, and
there lieth buried. '

Sir Thomas was born at London, in Milk
Street, where the judge his father, for the most
part dwelt, in the year of our Lord 1480,* in the
twentieth year of the reign of Edward the Fourth.
Shortly after his birth God would show by
another sign, how dear this babe was unto him:

After speaking of Sir George More, this clause is added, ¢ if
his religion were answerable to their’s;” and ¢ no way inferior,”
is changed to « little inferior,”

* This is the date usually given as that of More’s birth, on
the authority of this work ; neither Roper nor Stapleton having
mentioned it. More has here followed the inscription on the
painting of the More family at Burford. We may observe, that
if Lewis has given the inscriptions correctly from the Well Hall
picture, or if those inscriptions were themselves correct, Sir
Thomas More’s birth should be carried back to 1476, for he
was “ aged 50” when Anne Cresacre was  aged 15,” and her
birth is fixed by very decisive evidence to 1511. As there is a
correspondency between the two paintings in the ages of the
other parties, we should probably rather follow the Burford
picture in the age of Anne Cresacre, who is there said to be
¢18” when Sir Thomas was ¢ 50,” and SirJohn ¢ 76.” Pitz
says, that Sir Thomas was in his 52nd year at the time of his
death, 1535; which would bring down his birth to about 1484.
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For his nurse chancing to ride with him over a
water, and her horse stepping aside into a deep
place put both her and the child in great
jeopardy ; whose harms she seeking suddenly to
prevent, threw the infant over a hedge into a
field near adjoining, and after by God’s help
escaping safe also, when she came to take him
up again, she found him to have no hurt at all,
but sweetly smiled upon her, that it might well
be said of him “ Angelis suis Deus mandavit de
te, ne te forte offendas ad lapidem pedem tuum;”
and not his foot only but his whole body.

This was no doubt a happy presage of his
future holiness, and put his parents in mind that
he was that shining child of whom his mother
had that former vision. Wherefore the father
had the greater care to bring him up in learning
as soon as his tender age would permit it. And
so he put him to the free school in London
called St. Anthony’s,* where he had a famous

* One of the four Grammar Schools founded in London
by King Henry VI. a great patron of good learning, in the
twenty-fourth year of his reign. In the time of Sir Thomas
More, St. Anthony’s was the most famous school in London.
¢ T myself in my youth,” saith Stowe, ¢ have yearly seen, on
the eve of St. Bartholomew, the apostle, the scholars of divers
grammar schools repair unto the church-yard of St. Bartholo-
mew, the Priory in Smithfield, where, upon a bank boarded
about, under a tree, some one scholar hath stepped up, and
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and learned man, called Nicholas Holt, for his
master ; under whom, when he had rather gree-
dily devoured than leisurely chewed the grammar
rules, he outstripped far, both in towardliness of
wit and diligence of endeavour, all his school-
fellows, with whom he was matched. And being
born to far greater matters, his father procured
him to be placed shortly after in the house of
the most worthy prelate that then lived in Eng-
land, both for wisdom, learning and virtue,
whose like the world scarce had, Cardinal Mor-
ton, archbishop of Canterbury, and lord high
chancellor of England, whose grave counte-

there hath apposed and answered, till he were by some better
scholar overcome and put down: and then the over-comer
taking the place, did like as the first: and in the end the best
apposers and answerers had rewards: which I observed not
but it made good schoolmasters and also good scholars dili-
gently against such times to prepare themselves for the obtain-
ing of this garland.' I remember there repaired to these
exercises, amongst others, the masters and scholars of the free
schools of St. Paul’s in London, of St. Peter’s at Westminster,
of St. Thomas Acon’s Hospital, and of St. Anthony’s Hospital;
whereof the last named commonly presented the best scholars
and had the prize in those days.”—London, p. 75. He men-
tions among the famous persons who have sprung from this
school, Sir Thomas More, Nicholas Heath, archbishop of York
and lord chancellor, and Whitgift, archbishop of Canterbury.
The school was in Threadneedle Street. It had fallen to decay
in the time of Stowe, and come to nothing.—London, p. 186.
Of Nicholas Holt, the good schoolmaster, little is known.
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nance and carriage was such that he easily
allured all men to honour and love him: a man,
as Sir Thomas More describes him in his Utopia,
of incomparable judgment, a memory more than
credible, eloquent in speech, and, which is more
to be wished in clergymen, of singular wisdom
and virtue; so that the king and the common-
wealth relied chiefly on this man’s counsel, as he
by whose policy king Henry the seventh both
got the crown of England from Richard the
the usurper, and also most happily procured the
two houses of Lancaster and York to be united
by marriage.

In this famous man’s house this youth
learned most diligently abundance of wisdom
and virtue; and now he began to show to the
world what man he was likely to prove. For
the Cardinal often would make trial of his pre-
sent wit, especially at Christmas merriments,
when having plays for recreation, this youth
would suddenly step up amongst the players, and
never studying before upon the matter, make
often a part upon his own invention, which was
so witty and so full of jests, that he alone made
more sport and laughter than all the players
besides; for which his towardliness the Cardinal
much delighted in him, and would often say of
him unto divers of the nobility who at sundry

c
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times dined with him, that that boy there waiting
on him, whosoever should live to see it, would
prove a marvellous rare man.

But when this reverend prelate saw that he
could not profit so much in his house as he de-
sired, where there were many distractions of
public affairs, having great care of his bringing
up, he sent him to the University, and placed
him in Canterbury College at Oxford, now
called Christ Church, where in two years’ space
that he remained there, he profited exceedingly
in rhetoric, logic and philosophy, and showed
evidently, what wonders wit and diligence can
perform, when joined, as seldom they are, in one
painful student. There his whole mind was set
on his book; for in his allowance, his father
kept him very short, suffering him scarcely to
have so much money in his own custody as
would pay for the mending of his apparel, even
no more than necessity required; and for his
expenses he would expect of him a particular
account ; which course of his father he would
often speak of and praise, when he came to
riper years; affirming that by this means he was
curbed from all vice and withdrawn from many
idle expenses, either of gaming or other naughty
company, so that he knew neither play nor other
riot, wherein most young men in these our
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lamentable days plunge themselves too timely,
to the utter overthrow as well of learning as all
future virtue.

This strictness of his father increased in
him also great reverence after unto him again,
in so much that in all his life after he was so
dutiful unto him, that he never offended nor
contradicted him in any the least word or action,
still showing towards him admirable deeds of
humility, even in that time when in the eye of
the world, he far surpassed his father in dignity,
which may be seen by [his]] asking him blessing
every day duly, even after he was lord chancel-
lor of England. And when he and his father
met publickly at Lincoln’s Inn, or other where,
he would still offer him the place of precedence,
though the Judge, by reason of his son’s office,
did still refuse it: such was the piety and sub-
missive mind of this humble man. Such again
was the provident care of the father towards his
son, that one can hardly guess which of the two
were more worthy—the father of such a son, or
the son of such a father: yet I judge the father
more happy that enjoyed such an admirable son,
and wish that my children may imitate in this
kind their virtuous ancestor.
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CHAPTER II.

%) HEN this towardly youth was
S come to the age of eighteen
years, he began to show to the
V) world his ripeness of wit; for
he wrote many witty and goodly epigrams,
which are to be seen in the beginning of his
English works. He composed also many pretty
and elegant verses of the vanity of this life,
and the inconstancy thereof, which his father
caused to be set up with pictures and pageants,
which are also in the beginning of his great
English volume.* He translated for his exer-
cise one of Lucian’s Orations out of Greek
into Latin, which he called his first fruits of
the Greek tongue; and thereto he added
another oration of his own to answer that of
Lucian’s; for as he defended him who had
slain a tyrant, he opposeth another with such
forcible arguments that this seemeth not to

* Those to whom the Works of More is a book not easily
accessible, may find these verses in the Appendix to Mr.
Singer’s Edition of Roper’s Life of More. No. XXI.
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give place to Lucian’s, either in invention
or eloquence. Now as concerning his divers
Latin epigrams, which he either translated out
of Greek into Latin, or else composed of his
own, many famous authors that then lived do
make mention of them with great praise. For
Beatus Rhenanus in his epistle to Bilibaldus
Pitcheimerus writeth thus; “ Thomas More is
marvelous in every place, for he ecompoundeth
most elegantly, and translateth most happily.
How sweetly doth his verses flow from him.
How nothing in them seemeth constrained.
How easy are all things there that he speaketh
of. Nothing is hard, nothing rugged, nothing
obscure. He is pure, he is witty, he is elegant.
Besides he doth so temper all things with mirth,
that I never read a merrier man. I could think
that the Muses have heaped on him alone, all
their pleasant conceits and witty merriments.
Moreover his quips are not biting, but full of
pleasantness and very proper; yea rather any
thing than stinging; for he jesteth, but without
mordacity; he scoffeth, yet without contumely.”
The like judgment of his epigrams doth that
famous poet, Leodegarius a Quercu, public rea-
der of Humanity in Paris, give, and that not so
much by his words as by his deeds: for he,
having gathered of the epigrams of divers singu-
lar famous men a collection, he hath set out
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more epigrams of Sir Thomas More’s than of any
other writer. Yet because rareness of any excel-
lent quality is still envied by some man or other,
one Brictius, a German, wrote a book against
these epigrams of Sir Thomas More, which he
calleth Anti-Morus, but with such commen-
dation that, Erasmus earnestly besought Sir
Thomas that he would not overwhelm his friend
Brictius with such an answer as his rashness
deserved : adding this of his foolish book Anti-
Morus— I hear what learned men speak of
Brictius now after he hath written his Anti-
Morus, which as I hear them not willingly of
him, so would I not willingly hear them so
spoken of you. Wherefore seeing, I perceive,
how hard a matter it is to temper an answer to
so spiteful a book, but that you must give scope
unto your passions, therefore I deem it best for
you to despise and condemn utterly the whole
matter. Yet this I could not, most excellent
More, counsel you to do, if there were any thing
in that malicious Anti-Morus which did truly
blemish your fame, so that it were necessary for
you to wipe it away,” &c. Which friendly
counsel Sir Thomas in some sort followed : for
although he had answered Brictius fully in a
little treatise, which already he had published,
before this letter from Erasmus came to his
hands, yet upon the receipt thereof, he endea-
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voured by all the means he could, to get all the
copies again into his hands, and then suppress
the book, so that it is now very hardly to be
found, though some have seen it of late. And
Sir Thomas sent Erasmus a letter to this effect,
that although Brictius by his malicious book had
endeavoured so much to disgrace him, that he
wanted no will but skill and power to overthrow
his name utterly, yet this should prevail more
with him, that Brictius was friend to Erasmus
than that he was his own enemy. Which kind
of answer showeth expressly how easy he was
to forgive injuries, especially such as touched
him so near in his reputation: following herein
the counsel of Christ himself in the Gospel of
St. Matthew, who saith, “ Love your enemies,
and do good to them that hate you: that you
may be the true imitators of God, who causeth
the sun to shine as well upon the wicked as on
the just.” But can we think so heroical an act
in so young years, for he was not now of the full
age of twenty years, as Rhenanus writing to
Bilibaldus testifieth, could proceed from one
who had not been practised before in the school
of Christ, and in the earnest search of perfection.
Surely no; for this young man had, even from
his infancy, laboured with all might and main to
enrich himself with all virtues; knowing that
learning without virtue is to set precious stones
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in rotten wood, and, as the wise man saith, as a
gold ring in a hog’s snout.*

When he was about eighteen or twenty years
old...... he began to wear a sharp shirt of
hair next the skin, which he never left off wholly,
no, not when he was lord chancellor of England.
Which my grandmother on a time in the heat of

* Mr. Cayley has given a satisfactory account of the affairs
between More and Brictius. ¢ Brictius had written a poem in
1513, entitled Chordigera, describing an action of that year
between the English ship Regent, and the French ship La Cor-
deliere. As he had given a false account of the engagement,
and insulted and calumniated the English, More wrote several
epigrams in derision of ' the poem. Brictius piqued at the
affront, revenged himself by an elegy, which he entitled, Anti-
Morus, in which he severely censured all the faults which he
thought he had found in the poems of More: but the piece
was not published till 1520, and then at Paris, “in compliance
with the wishes of the author’s friends.” Erasmus in a very
good letter to Brictius, civilly though freely, insinuated to him,
that he was a very child compared to More, and launched outas
usual in praise of his English friend. More at first despised
the poem, and wrote to Erasmus that, to prove to the world the
contempt in which he held it, he had a design of re-printing it
himself. He however afterward wrote an answer toit; which
was no sooner published, than he received a letter from Erasmus,
wisely exhorting him to pass the matter in silent contempt, for
that alone was the conduct which the attack deserved. Sir
Thomas soon saw his error, and following his friend’s advice, he
immediately recalled the publication, so that very few copies of
it escaped into the world.”—Cayley’s Memoirs of Sir Thomas
More, p. 79.
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summer espying, laughed at, not being much
sensible of spiritual exercises, being carried away
in her youth with the bravery of the world, and
not knowing “ quea sunt spiritus,” what is the true
wisdom of a Christian man. He added also to
his austerity a whip every Friday and high fast-
ing days, thinking that such cheer was the best
alms that he could bestow upon himself . ..." .
He used also much fasting and watching, lying
often upon the bare ground, or upon some bench,
laying some log under his head; allotting him-
self but four or five hours in a night at the most,
for his sleep, imagining with the holy saints of
Christ’s church, that his body was to be used as
an ass, with strokes and hard fare, lest pro-
vender might prick it, and so bring his soul, like
a head-strong jade, to the bottomless pit of
| R He had enured himself with strait-
ness, that he might the better enter in at the
narrow gate of heaven, which is not got with
ease, “ sed violenti rapiunt illud,” that is, they that
are boisterous against themselves snatch it away
by force.

For this cause he lived four years amongst
the Carthusians, dwelling near the Charter-
House, frequenting daily their spiritual exercises,
but without any vow. He had an earnest mind
also to be a Franciscan friar, that he might serve
God in a state of perfection. But finding that
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at that time religious men* had somewhat dege-
nerated from their ancient strictness and fervour
of spirit, he altered his mind. He had also,
after that, together with his faithful companion
Lillie, a purpose to be a priest; yet God had
allotted him for another state, not to live solitary,
but that he might be a pattern to remind married
men how they should carefully bring up their
children; how dearly they should love their
wives, how they should employ their endeavours
wholly for the good of their country, yet excel-
lently perform the virtues of religious men, as
piety, charity, humility, obedience, yea, conjugal
chastity.

He heard mass every day before he under-
took any worldly business; which custom he
kept so religiously, that being on a time sent for
to the king whilst he was hearing mass, he would
not once stir, though he were twice or thrice
sent for, until it was wholly finished, answering
them that urged him to run quickly, that he
thought fit to perform his duty first to a better
man than the king was; imitating therein the
famous act of St. Ludgar, first bishop of Munster,
who being sent for to Charles the Great, whilst
he was singing in the quire the canonical hours,
he would not once stir till all were ended. And

* The printed copies add, ¢ in England.”
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being asked by the emperor, why he neglected
to come when he was sent for unto him, an-
swered, “ I have always thought your command
is by me to be obeyed, as I doubted not but God
is to be preferred : therefore, I have been care-
ful to finish that which I was about, not for the
contempt of your imperial majesty, but for your
safety and the duty which I owe unto God;”
with which answer the emperor no whit dis-
pleased, but delighted, answered him with thanks,
saying, that he had now found him such a one
as he had ever formerly thought him to be.
Neither was King Henry at that time any way
angry with Sir Thomas, but rather highly pleased
for this his neglect. He used every day to say
our Lady’s matins, the seven psalms and litanies,
and many times the gradual psalms with « Beati
immaculati in via,” and divers other private
prayers, which he himself composed. He se-
lected also many sentences of the psalms, imi-
tating therein St. Jerome’s Psalter; which are
extant in the latter end of his English works.
When he determined to marry, he pro-
pounded to himself for a pattern in life a sin-
- gular la.yman, John Picus, Earl of Mirandula,
who was a man most famous for virtue, and
most eminent for learning. His life he trans-
lated and set out, as also many of his most
worthy letters, and his Twelve Precepts of Good
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Life, which are extant in the beginning of his
English works. For this end he also wrote a
treatise both learned, spiritual, and devout, of
the Four last Things of Man. He left it im-
perfect, being called by his father to other stu-
dies. He frequented many sermons, especially
of those men who were most excellent for good
life, and spiritual direction, such as Doctor
Colet, the most famous Dean of Paul’'s; who, as
Erasmus writeth, was wont every day to preach
at Paul’s; besides many other sermons which he
made at the court, or elsewhere, expounding in
them the Pater Noster, the Apostles’ Creed, the
Ten Commandments, the Seven Sacraments, or
some other matter of necessary instructions,
which he never left off until he had perfected
the whole ; that thereby every one might learn
what they should believe, what to follow, and
what to shun; and the means how every Chris-
tian might come to perfection in their sundry
states of life: and his life did not disagree with
his doctrine, for he exercised himself in all works
of charity, and mortification of the flesh. He
erected and founded the goodly free school of
Paul’s, dedicating it to the little boy Jesus, as
he was found disputing with the doctors, at
twelve years old; of which famous act, Sir Tho-
mas writing unto him, compareth it by a fit
antithesis to the horse of Troy, out of which the
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Grecians issued to surprise that city: ¢ in like
manner,” saith he, “ out of this your school
many had come that have subverted and over-
thrown all ignorance and rudeness.” But fear-
ing lest all these his devout exercises might
not be so meritorious if he followed only his own
will, for a young man is in great danger of him-
self to want discretion, the mother of all virtues;
therefore he chose this worthy dean for his
ghostly father, for he was accounted one of the
cunningest physicians for the soul that could be
found, and a safe guide of perfection in the
dangerous passage of youth, that by his expe-
rience he might the more easily overcome the
devil, the world, and his own flesh, by following
his wholesome lessons; neither to overthrow
his own body, nor do harm to his soul; to
whom he was as obedient in all spiritual affairs,
as he was to his father in all dutiful obligation,
whereby he arrived to proper obedience, one of
the chiefest helps that a spiritual man can have
to heaven. And because every man may see
what affection he bore unto this man, his ghostly
physician, I set down here a most excellent
letter of Sir Thomas More’s to Doctor Colet,
which beginneth thus :—

“ As I was lately walking in Cheapside, and
busying myself about other men’s causes, I met
by chance your servant, at whose first encoun-
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ter I was marvellously rejoiced, both because he
hath been always dear unto me, and also espe-
cially for that I thought he was not come to
London without yourself. But when I had
learned of him that you were not returned, nor
minded to return of a long space, it cannot be
expressed how my great joy was turned into
extreme sorrow and sadness: for what could
happen more troublesome unto me than to be
deprived of your most grateful and moral con-
versation, whose wholesome counsels I was wont
to enjoy, with whose delightful familiarity I was
accustomed to be recreated, by whose weighty
sermons I have been often stirred up to devotion,
by whose life and example I have been much
amended in mine own, finally in whose very face
and countenance I have settled my trust and
confidence of my progress in virtue. Wherefore
as I found myself greatly strengthened whilst I
found and enjoyed those helps, so do I see my-
self weakened and brought almost to nothing,
being deprived of them so long. For having
heretofore by following your footsteps, almost
escaped out of the pit of hell, so now, like ano-
ther Eurydice, but in a contrary manner, for
she was left there, because Orpheus looked back
upon her, but I fall again by a certain fatal
necessity in that dangerous downfall, for that
you cast not your eye upon me. And what I
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pray is there in this city that doth move any
man to live well, and not rather by a thousand
subtleties and devices swallow him up in wicked-
ness, who would endeavour to climb up to the
hard hill of virtue. Whither soever any one
cometh, what can he find but the feigned love,
and the honey poison of venomous flattery; in
one place cruel hatred, and in another suits
and quarrels most pestiferous and hateful.

“ Whither soever we cast our eyes what
can we see but victualling-houses, fishmongers,
butchers, cooks, pudding-makers, fishermen, and
fowlers, who minister matter to our bellies,
and set forward the service of the world and
the flesh. Yea, the houses themselves, I know
not how, bereave us of a great part of our sight
of heaven, neither do they suffer us to look
freely towards it, so that our horizontal circle is
wholly cut short by the height of continued
buildings. For which cause I pardon you the
more easily that you do delight to remain still
in the country where you are, for you find there
a company of plain souls void of all craft where-
-with citizens do most abound. Wheresoever
you look, the ecarth yieldeth you a pleasant
prospect, the temperature of the air refresheth
you, and the very bounds of the heavens do
delight you. You find nothing there but boun-
teous gifts of nature, and saint-like tokens of
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mnocency. Yet I would not have you so car-
ried away with those contentments, that you
should be stayed from hastening hither ; for if the
discommodity of the city do pester you, yet your
parish of Stepney, of which you should have great
care, may afford you like delight to these which
you now enjoy, from whence you may quickly
return to London as into your inn, where you
may find great matter of merit. In the country
men are most commonly innocent, or at least not
loaden with great offence, and therefore any
physician may administer physic unto them;
but as for citizens, both because they are a multi-
tude, and also for their inveterate customs in
sinning, none can help them but he that is very
skilful. There come into the pulpit at Paul’s
divers men that promise to cure the diseases of
others, but their lives do so jar with their sayings,
that when they have preached a goodly process,
they rather provoke to anger than assuage any
sore ; for they cannot persuade men that they
are fit to cure others, when themselves (God
wot) are most sick and crazy, which causeth
them that have ulcered sores not to endure to be
touched or lanced by such ignorant physicians.
But if such a one be accounted by learned men
most fit to cure, in whom the sick man hath
greatest hope, who doubteth then that you alone
are the fittest to cure their maladies, whom every
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one is willing to touch their imposthumes, and
in whom what confidence every one hath, both
you have heretofore sufficiently tried, and now
the desire that every one hath of your speedy
return may manifest the cause more evidently.
Return, therefore, my dear Colet, at least for
Stepney’s sake, which mourneth your absence
no less than a child doth for his mother; or else
for London’s sake, in respect it is your native
country, whereof you can have no less regard
than of your own parents. Finally, although
this be the least motive, return for my sake, who
have wholly dedicated myself to your direction,
and do most earnestly desire your return. In
the mean while I pass my time with Grocine,
Linacre, and Lilly*; the first, as you know, the

* Happy is the man who has three such friends. The age
did not present, at least in England, three more learned, more
useful, or better men than Grocine, Linacre, and Lilly. Gro-
cine was many years older than More. He was the divinity
reader at Oxford, and the first who taught Greek literature in
that university. Linacre was the famous physician of that
name, and had been More’s tutor in Greek, at Oxford; and
Lilly, who was nearer More’s own age, was distinguished by
his attainments in Greek literature, and his accuracy as a
grammarian. He has been mentioned before in this life.
When More intended to take upon himself the office of the
priesthood, Lilly, it appears, entertained the same design.
With this agrees what Wood relates of him, that soon after
he left Oxford, he undertook a journey to Jerusalem for reli-

D
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director of my life in your absence ; the second,
the master of my studies; the third, my most
dear companion. Farewell, and see you love me

as you have done hitherto.
¢ London, 21 October.”

By this letter it may clearly be seen how he
gave himself, even from his youth, to the true
rules of devotion, that thereby he sought to
profit as well in holiness as in learning; for if
Christ hath pronounced them happy that hunger
and thirst after justice, surely in this letter he
showed a great earnestness to aspire to perfec-
tion*; and his example may move all his to
follow his footsteps herein, that their chief and
principal endeavour in their youth be to seek

gion's sake. On his return he stayed some time in the Isle of
Rhodes, studying the Greek and Latin tongues. At Rome
he attended the lectures in grammar and rhetoric of Sulpitius
and Sabinus; and on his return home, opened a school in
London, where he taught grammar, poetry, and rhetoric. When
Colet had founded his school at St. Paul’s, he named Lilly
the first master. Such a choice of intimate friends is highly
honourable to More, who was then young; and not less honour-
able is it to him that he was thought worthy of their friend-
ship.

* This word, ¢ perfection,” which occurs so often, is used
in a Catholic sense of it, founded on the saying of our Lord,
« If thou wilt be perfect, go and sell that thou hast and give
to the poor.” In the mendicant orders this state of perfection
was supposed to be exhibited.
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out a skilful physician of the soul, who both can
and will guide us in the path of Catholic doc-
trine and duty, and when we have found him, to
follow his counsel precisely, and make the secrets
of our hearts known unto him.

This dutifulness of the ghostly child to so
rare a father made Colet also admire this young
man’s towardliness, so that this doctor would
profess to many, and at sundry times say that
there was but one wit in England, and that was
young Thomas More, although many flourishing
youths at that time lived in England which were
of hopeful expectation. And no doubt God did
further him with particular grace and towardli-
ness, because he was so extraordinarily devout,
so that Ido imagine it may be said of SirThomas
which Saint Thomas Aquinas witnesseth of him-
self, that he learned more by prayer and spiri-
tual exercises, than ever he could do by any
study; for what study soever Sir Thomas applied
himself unto, he grew in short time most famous
therein.

And, first, how great a poet he was accounted
even in his youth, we have already partly re-
hearsed. Then what declamations he made, full
of all rhetorical eloquence, to the amazement of
all his auditory, many have witnessed who heard
them and have read them. How pure a Latin
style he attained unto, his singular epistles, yet
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extant, to divers personages do evidently show ;
so that one would imagine he had spent all his
life time in humanity only. And although his
towardliness to eloquence seemed far to dis-
agree with the serious studies of the common
law of this land, so that few could suppose that
such a wit would have had the patience to have
taken a law-book in hand, yet such was his
obedience to his father, that at his command he
studied busily the law.

He used to eat at his meals but of one dish,
which was most commonly powdered beef, or
some salt meat (although his' table was always
furnished with much variety), and what meat he
first tasted, on the same would he for that time
make his whole refection upon. In his youth
he abstained wholly from wine. In his latter
years he would taste thereof, but first it must
be well allayed with water, as Erasmus to Hut-
tenus witnesseth. He had no care what appa-
rel he wore, insomuch that being once told by
his secretary, Mr. Harris*, that his shoes were

* John Harris, a favourite servant, who has the honour to
be introduced into Holbein’s painting of the family. He lies
buried at Neumarck, in Germany, in the same church with his
son-in-law, John Fowler, a native of Bristol, who settled as a
printer at Antwerp and Louvaine. Fowler published an edi-
tion of ¢ The Dialogue of Comfort,” Antwerp, 1573, 8vo. with
a portrait of Sir Thomas More, very well executed.
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all torn, he bade him tell his man that looked
to him thereof to buy him new, whom for this
cause he called his tutor, for he bought all his
apparel at his own discretion, Sir Thomas never
busying his head about such base matters,
chusing rather to be in all things at the discre-
tion of others than at his own guiding, that he
might in all his actions exercise the true virtues
of a Christian man, obedience and humility.
Yea, although he were more wise and dexterous
in discerning all truth from falsehood and virtue
from cloked vice, yet would he for the most
part in his greatest affairs and studies ask his
man Harris his advice and counsel, and if he
thought the contrary better, he would willingly
submit himself to his opinion, for Harris was a
man of great judgment, a trusty servant, and of
an excellent deep understanding.

These were his foundations on which he laid
his future building: which by how much the
more it was to be raised to splendour and beauty
by so much he laid his ground-work of humility
the lower: and whatsoever hardness he used se-
cretly, still kept he in outward semblance a sin-
gular alacrity, being merry in all company and
full of jests, chiefly eschewing the vice of singu-
larity. Yea he was very cunning in dissembling
his virtues so that few came to know what holy
exercises he practised, even as in his writings he
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often feigned matters cunningly to have-heard
them of others which he himself invented, as in
the preface of his Utopia he artificially discours-
eth as though Raphael Hithlodius had told that
whole story unto him, “ commento perjucundo,”
as Paulus Jovius doth testify. So he feigned as
if an Englishman called Rosseus had pleasantly
confuted Luther’s book, as he discoursed with
his host in Ita‘ly, who afterwards published all
their communication in print, by which means
Luther could never learn who he was that an-
swered him, after his own furious fashion, which
angered him sore. Lastly, his three books of
Comfort in Tribulation, a work most excellent
and divine, he invented to have been spoken
by two Hungarian kinsmen, about the Turk’s
persecution ; but thereby he most lively repre-
sented the terrible storms of cruelty which King
Henry the Eighth and heresy would raise in our
poor distressed country.
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CHAPTER IIIL

2 IR Thomas having determined, by
) the advice and direction of his
ghostly father, to be a married
24 wman, there was at that time a plea-
sant concelted gentleman, of an ancient family in
Essex, one Mr. John Colt, of New Hall, from
whom Sir Henry Colt that now liveth is lineally
descended, that invited him unto his house,
being much delighted in his company, proffer-
ing unto him the choice of any of his daughters,
who were young gentlewomen of very good
carriage, good complexions, and very religiously
inclined ; whose honest and sweet conversation,
and virtuous education, enticed Sir Thomas not
a little ; and although his affection most served
him to the second, for that he thought her the
fairest and best favoured, yet when he thought
with himself that it would be a grief and some
blemish to the eldest to have the younger sister
preferred before her, he out of a kind of com-
passion, settled his fancy upon the eldest, and
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soon after married her with all her friends’ good
liking*.

Now when he began to be clogged with wife
and family, children also began to grow fast
upon him, for his wife (whose name was Jane)
as long as she lived, which was but some six
years, brought unto him almost every year a
child, for whose maintenance he applied himself
busily to the practice of the law; and because
he would have his wife near unto his father, he
placed her in Buckler’s Bury. By her he had
one son, called John More, my own grandfather,
who was his youngest child, and three daugh-
ters; his eldest Margaret, a woman of singular
wit and wisdom, rare piety, and more than
extraordinary learning, who was married to
William Roper, of Eltham, in the county of
Kent, esq., whose grandchild, now living, is Sir
William Roper. The second, Elizabeth, was
afterwards matched with Sir John Dancey’s son
and heir. The third, called Cecily, was married
to Giles Heron, of Shacklewell, in the county of

* The Baronetage speaks of five daughters of the Colts,
who all married : Jane to Sir Thomas More, Alice to Edmund
Buggs, esq., Mary to William Kemp, of Finchingfield, esq.,
whose daughter married George Cavendish, gentleman usher
to Cardinal Wolsey, Bridget to Lawrence Foster, esq. and

to Copledike.
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Middlesex, esq. His son, my grandfather, mar-
ried Anne Cresacre, sole daughter and heir of
Edward Cresacre, of Baronborough, in the
county of York, esq., whom Sir Thomas bought
of the king, being his ward, upon error for ano-
ther body’s land, lying in the same town, as was
afterwards proved. My great grandmother,
having brought forth these four children, died
soon after; and within two or three years he
married one Mrs. Alice Middleton, a widow, in
London, by whom he had no children. This
he did, because she might have care of his
children, that were very young, from whom of
necessity he must be very often absent. She
was of good years, of no good favour nor com-
plexion, nor very rich; by disposition very near
and worldly. I have heard it reported, he
wooed her for a friend of his, not once thinking
to have her himself; but she wittily answering
him, that he might speed if he would speak in
his own behalf, telling his friend what she had
said, with his good liking he married her; and
did that perhaps which otherwise he would
never have thought to have done. And indeed
her favour, as I think, could not have bewitched
or scarce ever moved any man to love her; but
yet she proved a kind and careful mother-in-law
to his children, as he was always a most loving
father, not only to his own, but to her daughter,
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who was married after to Mr. Allington, and
mother to Sir Giles*. He brought up together
with his own children, as one of them, Marga-
ret Giggs, after wife to Doctor Clement, a
famous physician, who proved also very famous
for her many excellent parts, as learning, virtue,
and wisdom. All these he bred most carefully
to learning, and many godly exercises; often
exhorting them to take virtue for their meat,
and play for their sauce; getting good means to
maintain them by his practice in the law, which
he first studied in an inn of chancery, called
New Inn, where he profited exceedingly; and
from thence went to Lincoln’s Inn, of which
house his father then was, where he allotted
him small allowance for the reasons before
alleged ; and, as it seemed, his great patron, the
good cardinal was now dead.

But he so applied that study whereto he
betook himself (being apt to any), that in short

* This is inconsistent with what is found concerning the
Allingtons, in the peerages. A Sir Giles Allington, who was
with Henry VIIL. at the siege of Bulloigne, married to his
second wife, Alice, daughter of John Middleton, sister and
heiress of Thomas Middleton, and widow of Thomas Erling-
ton, esquires. She had three sons, William, Richard, and
Philip; but no Giles. Sir Giles, who appears to be the per-
son intended by Mr. More, was a grandson of Sir Giles, who
married Alice Middleton, but by a former wife. . Such at least
is the account in the peerages.
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time he was made and accounted a worthy outer
barrister; yea, still proceeding with most notable
fame, he became a double reader*, to which few
but rare and singular lawyers do ever attain.
Every one began to admire him both for a man
of judgment, uprightness, and other most excel-
lent parts, as ready delivery, boldness in a just
cause, and diligence in his client’s case, and no
great taker of money, unless he had thoroughly
deserved ; for which causes every man strived
to have him of their counsel in all suits. The
city of London chose him within a while judge
of the Sheriff’s Courtt, some say recorder of

® Stapleton, in his Life of More, thus explains what is meant
here by a double reader. ¢ Juri municipali seu legum Britan-
nicarum studio operam dedit, in eoque tantos progressus fecit,
ut tum in hoc jure bis legerit, vacationum tempore, quod &
festo S. Joan. Baptistee usque ad S. Michaelem excurrit. Est
autem hoc legendi munus valde apud nostros splendidum, quod
non nisi senioribus defertur, et non nisi & peritissimis exerce-
tur, reliquis minus idoneis magnam quandam pecunize taxam
lecturee loco solventibus.” P. 168.

+ Roper says one of the under sheriffs. The anonymous
life published by Dr. Wordsworth,“ Under Sheriff of London.”
Hoddesden says, “ one of the under sheriffs of London;
some say recorder ;” but Hoddesden’s is so poor a compilation
that it has no independent authority. Stapleton writes
thus: ¢ There are in London three public officers, a mayor,
and two sheriffs ; but because for the most part the persons
holding those offices are unskilful in the law, est unus perpe-
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London, which I think not. Yea, there was not
at that time any cause of importance in any of
the king’s courts of this realm, but he was of
counsel for one of the parties, still chusing the
justest side, and therefore he continually went
away victorious. By all which means he got
yearly, as he told his son Roper, without any
grudge of conscience, to the value of four hun-
dred pounds, which was a large gain in those
days, when lawyers sped not so well as now they
do; neither were they then so plentiful. But
his fame exceeded all others, wherefore he was
chosen twice agent for the Still-yard merchants*,
which business he dispatched with singular
dexterity.

King Henry the Seventh now reigning, was
a prince of singular virtues, as wisdom and reli-

tuus (ut in jure vocatur) syndicus civitatis, qui pro istis shyre-
vis jus dicit, judicisque urbani officio fungitur.” P. 169.
Pitz states the matter thus: ¢ electus est primum populi Lon-
dinensis orator, deinde syndicus urbis.” P. 718.

* The merchants of the Steel-yard were foreign merchants,
chiefly of Germany, who enjoyed certain privileges in London,
by charters from our kings. They were the great importers
of corn. See Stowe’s ¢ London,” p. 234. The writer of the
anonymous Life says, that he was twice sent abroad on the
business of these merchants. Roper that he was engaged by
the merchants of London to go abroad on their business.



SIR THOMAS MORE. 45

gion, if that covetousness, the root of all mischief,
had not seized upon him towards his latter days,
which caused him to lay upon his subjects many
impositions, and to raise sore exactions, by the in-
stigation of two caterpillars of the commonwealth,
Empson and Dudley, who in the beginning of
King Henry the Eighth’s reign were rewarded
according to their deserts for their wicked coun.
sel, to teach other men by their deaths, how
injustice and rapine is punished by God. This
king, I say, had called together a parliament,
wherein he demanded three-fifteenths for the
marriage of his eldest daughter, the Lady Mar-
garet’s grace, who then should be, as she was
indeed shortly after, bestowed upon the King of
Scots. It chanced that Sir Thomas was then
one of the burgesses, for many had now taken
notice of his great sufficiency. When the con-
sent of the lower house was demanded to these
impositions, most of the rest, either holding their
peace, or not daring to gainsay them, though
they seemed unwilling, Sir Thomas, making a
grave speech, pronounced such urgent argu-
ments why these exactions were not to be granted,
that hereupon all the king’s demands were
crossed, and his request denied; so that Mr.
Tyler, one of the king’s privy chamber, went
presently from the house, and told his majesty
that a beardless boy had disappointed him of all
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his expectations.* Whereupon the king con-
ceived great indignation against him, and could
no way be satisfied until he had in some sort
revenged it. But forasmuch as he, having yet
but little, could not lose much, he devised a
causeless quarrel against Sir John More, his
most innocent father, and clapped him up in the
Tower of London, keeping him there prisoner
until he had forced him, against all justice, to
pay one hundred pounds, as a fine for a cause-
less offence. Many also counselled Sir Thomas
More to ask the king's mercy, that his father
might be released, amongst whom was Doctor
Fox, then Bishop of Winchester, one of the
king’s privy council, who pretended great love
towards him, purposing indeed to get the king
thereby a better means to revenge his displea-
sure. But when Sir Thomas had asked the
bishop’s chaplain, Doctor Whitford, a very holy
and grave man, afterwards a father of Sion, he
that translated the “ Following of Christ” into
English, what he were best to do, he requested
him for the passion of God not to follow his
lord’s advice; saying moreover, that the bishop
would not stick to agree to the death of his own

* This was probably in 1502, when the treaty for the mar-
riage was settled. She was not delivered up to the King of
Scot$ till August or September, 1503.
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father, if it was to serve the king’s affection ; for
which cause he returned no more to my Lord of
Winchester, but determined to have gone over
sea, thinking he could not live in England without
great danger, standing now in the king’s dis-
pleasure, and therefore he studied the French
tongue at home, sometime recreating his tired
spirits on the viol; where he also perfected him-
self in most of the liberal sciences, as music,
arithmetic, geometry, astronomy, and grew to be
a perfect historian; his chief help in all his
labours being his happy memory, of which he
modestly speaketh thus: « I would I were as
wise and as learned ‘ut memoria non usque-
quaque destituor,” as that my memory doth not
altogether fail me.”

But King Henry dying shortly after, and his
son, King Henry the Eighth, striving at the be-
ginning of his reign to win the applause of his
people, cast Empson and Dudley into prison, and
attainted them of high treason, for giving per-
nicious counsel to his father their prince, and
when they were going to execution Sir Thomas
asked Dudley, whether he had not done better
than they; to whom with a sorrowful heart he
answered, “ Oh, Mr. More, God was your good
friend, that you did not ask the king’s forgive-
ness as many would have had you done: for if
you had, perhaps you should have been in the
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like case with us now.” So that to shun present
dangers by offending God, or our country, is not
always the safest way even for our bodily good,
the contrary turning oftentimes to our great
fame, glory and profit.

Those great parts of nature and diligence
which every one noted in Sir Thomas, coming
to the young king’s ear, who was at that time
greedy to entertain all rare men into his service,
he caused Cardinal Wolsey, then Lord Chan-
cellor, to move him to come to the court: and
albeit the cardinal travailed earnestly with him
to effect it, alleging how dear his service must
needs be to his majesty, who could not with his
honour allow him less than he should lose
thereby to recompense him fully, yet loath to
change his estate, which was certain, made such
means to the king by the cardinal, as that his
majesty was at that time satisfied to forbear
him.

Yet did the king use him in divers embas-
sages: sending him into France to challenge
certain debts which the king of England de-
manded to be due unto him, that had been there
unjustly kept back ; in which charge he satisfied
both the kings fully of his wise demeanour and
sufficiency. After this he was also sent embas-
sador into Flanders, to confirm a league betwixt
England and Burgundy, which he happily finish-
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ing, the king offered him at his return a yearly
pension, which Sir Thomas refused, as he writeth
to Erasmus in these words:

“ When I returned from my embassage of
Flanders, the king’s majesty would have granted
me a yearly pension; which surely, if ‘I should
respect honour or profit, was not to be con-
temned by me, yet have I as yet refused it, and
I think I shall still refuse it, because either I
should forsake my present means which I have
in the city, which I esteem more than a better,
or else I should keep it with some grudge of the
citizens, between whom and his highness if there
should happen any controversies (which may
sometime chance) they may suspect me as not
trusty and sincere unto them, because I am
obliged to the king with an annual stipend.”

About this time he composed the famous
book, his Utopia, in Latin, so much praised and
extolled by all the learned men of the age, about
the year of our Lord 1516, being six and thirty
years of age. This was of all nations so much
applauded that very shortly after it was trans-
lated both into French, Italian, Dutch, and Eng-
lish. The judgments of divers learned men
concerning which work I think good to set
down here in English, as Doctor Stapleton re-
citeth them in his Three Thomases. And first
Budeus, a singular man, sayeth thus of it in an

E
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epistle to Lupsetus, “ We owe to Thomas More
the discovery of Utopia, for he hath divulged to
the world in this our age a pattern of a happy
life and perfect rule of good behaviour. This
age and our posterity shall have this history as
a seminary of most wholesome doctrine and
precepts, from whence they may transport and
accommodate every one to their own cities and
kingdoms, these excellent ordinances and de-
crees.”

John Paludanus to Peter Giles speaketh thus
thereof, “ You may see in Utopia, as in a
looking-glass, whatsoever belongeth to a perfect
common-wealth. England truly hath many ex-
cellent learned men, for what may we conjecture
of the rest, if More has performed so much; first,
being but a young man, and then distracted with
many public and domestic businesses; last of
all, professing any thing rather than learning.”

Peter Giles also, to Jerome Buslidian, speak-
eth thus, and giveth it this praise: “ So many
miracles meet heve together, that I am in doubt
which most to admire, his most happy memory,
which could set down so many divers sayings
verbatim, having but heard them once, and his
wisdom for marking and setting down all the
fountains from whence either the happiness or
mischief of any common-wealth do arise: or
else his clegant style, that hath comprised, with



SIR THOMAS MORE. ol

such pure Latin and such rigour of speech, so
many and sundry matters, and especially he that
is so much distracted with public and domestical
affairs.”

Buslidian, a great counsellor of Charles the
emperor, in a letter to Sir Thomas sayeth thus :
“In the happy description of the Utopian
common-wealth there is nothing missing which
might shew most excellent learning together with
most perspicuous and absolute knowledge of all
human things: for you excel many in sundry
sciences, and in them are so skilful that you af-
firm every matter in writing as though you tried
it by experience, and you write most eloquently
whatsoever you affirm; a marvellous and rare
happiness, and the more rare by how much few
can attain thereunto.” And further in the said
letter he affirmeth, that this Utopian common-
wealth far exceedeth the Lacedemonian, Athe-
nian, or even the Roman; in that it is rather
framed to provide for upright and able magis-
trates than in decreeing laws and statutes; by
whose prototypen, that is the pattern of their °
honesty, the example of their manners and be-
haviour, and the portraiture of their justice, the
whole state and true government of every perfect
common-wealth may be framed.

Paulus Jovius in his book of the praises of
learned men, speaketh thus: “ More’s fame will
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always last in his Utopia, for he therein hath
described a kingdom very well governed with
most wholesome laws, and much flourishing with
rich peace, shewing how he loathed the corrupt
manners of this wicked age, and that he might
shew by a pleasant fiction the right path to a
blessed and most happy life!

Finally, Hutten, Vives, Graphius, and Lasius
affirm that Sir Thomas had an incomparable wit,
greater than a man’s, and “ pene divinum.”

About this time he also wrote for his exer-
cise the history of King Richard the Third, both
in Latin and English, which is so well penned that
if our Chronicles of England were half so well
set out, they would entice all Englishmen to read
them over often.

These his works set out at that time when he
was most employed in other men’s affairs, shew
how diligent and industrious he was; for thushe
writeth in his Utopia: “ Whilst I daily either
plead other men’s causes, or hear them some-
times as an arbitrator, otherwhiles as a Judge;
whilst this man I visit for friendship, another for
business: whilst I busy myself abroad about
other men’s matters all the whole day, I leave no
time for myself, that is for study, for when I come
home I must discourse with my wife, chat with
my children, and speak with my servants. And
seeing it must needs be done, I number them
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amongst my affairs and needful they are, unless
one will be a stranger in his own house, for we
must endeavour to be affable and pleasant unto
those whom either nature chance or choice hath
made our companions : but with such measure it
must be done that we do not mar them with af-
fability, or make them of servants our masters by
too much gentle entreaty and favour. Whilst
these things are a-doing,a day amonth a year pas-
seth, when then canI find time to write: for I
havenotyet spoken of meat or sleep, which things
only, bereave most men of half their lives. As
for me, I get only that spare time which I steal
from my meat or sleep, which because it is but
small, I proceed slowly: yet it being somewhat,
now at the length I have prevailed, and have sent
unto thee, Peter, my Utopia.”

Besides all these, to show the more his excel-
lent parts of ready utterance, pleasant conceits,
and sharpness of wit, even to the admiration of
all men, he read a lecture in St. Laurence’s
church at Lothbury, where Sir John More, his
father lieth buried, out of St. Augustine’s books
De Civitate Dei,not so much discussing the points
of divinity, as the precepts of moral philosophy
and history, wherewith these books are replen-
ished. And he did this with such an excellent
grace, that whereas before all the flower of Eng-
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lish youths went to hear famous Grocinus, who
was lately come out of Italy to teach Greek in
the public university, under whom, as also that
famous grammarian Thomas Linacre, Sir Thomas
himself had profited greatly, of whom he had
Aristotle’s work interpreted into Greek, now all
England almost left this lecture and flocked to
hear Sir Thomas More.
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CHAPTER 1V.

W< T fortuned shortly afterwards that a
ship of the pope’s arrived at South-
<y ampton, which the king claimed as
Jo=2 %, a forfeiture; yet the pope’s legate os
wrought with the king, that being seized on, he
obtained to have the matter pleaded by learned
counsel : for the pope’s side, as their principal
man, was chosen Sir Thomas More; and a day
of hearing being appointed before the lord chan-
cellor and other the chief judges in the Star-
Chamber, Sir Thomas argued so learnedly and
so forcibly in defence of the pope’s part, that
the aforesaid forfeiture was restored, and he by
all the audience so highly commended for his
admirable, upright demeanour, that for no
entreaty would the king forbear any longer to
use him. Whereupon he brought him perforce
to the court and made him one of his privy
council, as Sir Thomas testifieth himself, in a
letter to that worthy prelate, John Fisher, bishop
of Rochester:

“ I have come to the court extremely against
my will, as every body knoweth, and as the king
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often twitteth me in sport for it. And hereto
do I hang so unseemly as a man not using to
ride doth sit unhandsomely in his saddle. But
our prince, whose special and extraordinary fa-
vour I cannot claim, is so affable and courteous
unto all men, that every man who hath some
little hope may find somewhat whereby he may
imagine that he loveth him dearly, even as the
citizens’ wives of London do, who imagine that
our Lady’s picture near the Tower doth smile
upon them as they pray before it. But I am
not so happy that I can perceive such fortunate
signs of love, and of a more abject spirit than
I can persuade myself that T have it. Yet the
king’s majesty is so virtuous and learned, and
so industrious in both, that by how much the
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