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            Dedication

         

         This book is dedicated to my dear wife Ann who has supported my political career of more than sixty years since the very beginning. She has been my constant and cherished companion from the early years of tough initiation – from failing to win Islington North – a Labour stronghold – in 1966 to leading the Conservative campaign for Islington Council in 1968 and winning forty-seven of the sixty seats having held none before, and all the subsequent highs and inevitable lows that working in Westminster has brought us ever since.

         Ann is a doctor. She trained at St Thomas’s Hospital, Westminster before continuing her work at the SSKM Hospital in Calcutta, India where we lived while I worked for the Reckitt & Colman Group. On our return to the UK, she continued her work as a GP, setting up her own practice in Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, which she built up to a six-partner practice, only retiring in 1999. This she did, while raising our three children (and later, seven grandchildren) and supporting me throughout my career. Not only did she get actively involved with every election campaign but she also attended party conferences.

         Throughout our sixty-five years of marriage, Ann and I have been lucky enough to travel the world and this has given viius the unique and special opportunity to work together: each bringing our skill and knowledge from our respective professions. I can think of no better example than the aftermath of the Tsunami of Christmas 2004 which wreaked so much havoc and devastation in southeast Asia. Ann was by my side when, in early January 2005, we dropped everything to fly out to Sri Lanka to help in whatever ways we could: me as a politician, she as a doctor – dedicated to helping a country and its people that we both love so dearly in its hour of need.

         I am in absolutely no doubt that my successful career in politics would never have been achieved but for my wonderful wife, Ann.

      
   


   
      
         viii
            Acknowledgements

         

         My grateful thanks to the following people for their time, expertise and professionalism in helping bring this book to fruition.

         To archivists Nicholas Rogers and Duncan Rule at Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge; to Rev. Janet Wootton and her team at the Baptist Church, Bedford, including the team at the Bunyan Library; to Deputy Director of the Norris Museum in St Ives, Rachel Walmesley-Callagan; to David Beardmore for his knowledge on roads and conditions in Cromwell’s time; to Simon Brown for information on non-conformity in Bedfordshire; to Sarah Bridges and Andy North of the Northamptonshire Archives Service; to Stuart Orme, Director of the Cromwell Museum, Huntingdon; to Louise Siddique of the Parliamentary Recording Unit; to Melissa Hamnett, Dr Katy Barrett and Penny McMahon at the Parliamentary Heritage and Archives; to the Lord Roberts of Belgravia; the Lord Magan of Castletown and the staff of the House of Lords’ Library; to Lucie Skilton, my editor and the team at Unicorn.

      
   


   
      
         ix
            Foreword

            The Rt. Hon. Sir Lindsay Hoyle MP,

Speaker of the House of Commons

         

         It is a great pleasure to write the Foreword for this book for Michael, Lord Naseby, who offers a fresh and unique perspective on one of British history’s most complex figures: Oliver Cromwell.

         Oliver Cromwell was Lord Protector of England, Scotland and Ireland from December 1653 until his death in September 1658. Prior to that he was a disciplined military leader and politician, fighting on battlefields the length and breadth of the country during the British Civil Wars as well as on political battlefields in Westminster as an elected MP, firstly for his hometown of Huntingdon and later for Cambridge. He oversaw the trial and execution of Charles I; his was the third signature on the death warrant which signalled the end of over 700 years of monarchical rule in England. Cromwell not only witnessed these extraordinary events but actively contributed to the formation of a new world order in the form of the Commonwealth of England. He was instrumental in the setting up of new procedures and protocols which heralded the arrival of a new way of governance. x

         With change there is inevitably resistance and with the Restoration of the Monarchy in 1660, history has often chosen to overlook the constitutional changes that were Cromwell’s life work. Some of these changes, such as greater freedom in religion, we continue to enjoy in England today. Therefore, I am delighted that a long-standing parliamentary colleague Michael Naseby, still an active member of the House of Lords following twenty-three years serving in the House of Commons, wrote this new book which examines Oliver Cromwell in all his complexity: warrior, ruler, innovator and champion of parliamentary rule. It is this long experience at the heart of Westminster which enables him to assess Cromwell through the lens of one seasoned parliamentarian examining another.

         This book offers a deeply personal reflection on the figure who has continued to inform and inspire Michael throughout his life in Westminster.
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            CHAPTER 1

            ‘What’s in a Name?’: The Religious Landscape of Cromwell’s World

         

         I have been in Parliament since February 1974 when I was elected Member of Parliament for Northampton South on a majority of 179: the first Conservative MP for Northampton in fifty years. After twenty-three years of service, I lost my seat by 744 in the huge swing against John Major’s government, at which time I was Chairman of Ways and Means and senior deputy to the Speaker of the House of Commons, Baroness Betty Boothroyd (sadly no longer with us). My last task on the floor of the House of Commons had been to chair the highly contentious Maastricht Bill (officially the Treaty on the European Union) to take the UK out of Europe. Consisting of four clauses, MPs proposed more than 500 amendments that were debated for twenty-five days, three of which continued all through the night, providing quite the challenge for my two deputies and me.

         After the general election I was approached by both John Major, outgoing Conversative leader and Tony Blair, incoming Labour leader, asking if I was prepared to go to the House of Lords, to which my answer was a definite ‘yes’. Once the appointment to the House of Lords had been formally announced the next part of the process was to sign in an acceptance and agree a title. In my case, ‘Garter King’, 2the person responsible, told me I could not be Lord Michael Morris, as there was already another Lord Michael Morris, and so I was asked to go away and think about a name that reflected my life. I thought about Northampton in all its dimensions. Then, Northampton’s chief librarian asked if I was aware that most of the wounded from the Battle of Naseby – both parliamentarians and royalists – had been brought to three churches in Northampton, namely All Saints Church, St Giles and Holy Sepulchre. All three of them were in my constituency. I reflected: Naseby was the key battle in the First English Civil War resulting in our parliamentary democracy and now I knew that all those individuals who had suffered the most, from both sides, had been looked after in my constituency. This had real resonance. To me, the name Naseby felt synonymous with democracy and also reflected a tolerance, if not unity, between differing religious groups. I consulted the local council that covered Naseby village and they were more than pleased for me to use the name. And so, I became Lord Michael Naseby.

         *

         Despite all this, when I was at school and even at university, I was never very interested in politics. However, it was when I was working for Reckitt & Colman International in Sri Lanka, and a Sri Lankan friend was standing for Parliament there, that I got involved by using my professional experience by helping him with some publicity and marketing ideas. He got elected and rose to be Speaker of the Sri Lanka Parliament. His name was Ananda de Tissa de Alwis. 3

         It was this experience that sowed the initial seeds and I became interested in politics in both the UK and Sri Lanka; an interest that developed and eventually came to underpin my life’s work. In 2005, I was awarded the Presidential Honour of The Sri Lanka Ratna by President Chandrika Bandaranaike Kumaratunga; the highest award to foreigners. This was in recognition for the work I had done over the previous thirty years, from 1975 when I started the All Party UK Sri Lanka Group and supported the country through its huge challenges from 1975 until 2010.

         Closer to home in the UK, in 2015, I was instrumental in getting a new Act on the statute book with a Private Members Bill; the Mutual Deferred Shares Act 2015, designed to facilitate capital-raising as well as equality of opportunity within the Mutual Movement. This not only took an enormous amount of energy, but also a comprehensive understanding of how our government and policy-making procedure works. For a Bill to go through Parliament it must be researched and drafted; put to the House of Commons – for which I needed to brief colleagues in the House as, by this time, I was in the Lords – to be debated and accepted before it could be passed as a law. The Parliamentary Archives team has informed me that this Bill is one of only four to receive royal assent in the previous decade. I feel particularly proud of this achievement as an important example of our parliamentary democracy in action as well as a testament to those of us, and I am one of many, who work hard to uphold it. It felt like a fitting culmination of my near half-century working in Westminster. 4

         Reflecting back on where it all started, the years leading up to my being elected MP for Northampton South in 1974 gave me much valuable experience. In 1966, I stood for Parliament for Islington North, a rock-hard Labour seat which I did not win. However, due to the strength of my campaign and because I lived in Islington and knew, firsthand, the issues that were important to the local community, after the election, I was asked to lead the local Government campaign in Islington. The Conservative Party had no seats but, after a vigorous campaign which I led, we won forty-seven out of sixty seats. I was the first elected and, to date only, Conservative to be Leader of Islington Council. My lasting contribution was to save all the beautiful Georgian and Victorian squares which the Labour Council had started to demolish for council housing.

         Throughout those twenty-three years I worked to gain experience at the very heart of politics in Westminster. For two years, I was the Parliamentary Private Secretary to the two Minsters of State in Northern Ireland, spending considerable time in Northern Ireland at the height of its troubles. I was appointed to the Public Accounts Committee – Parliament’s investigatory committee for projects that have gone wrong; a role I held for over ten years. I was also appointed to the Council of Europe as one of the UK Government Members. A lasting memory was driving through the Health Committee’s consolidation of autopsy procedures, across Europe, to be implemented after tragedies such as the sinking of the ship The Herald of Free Enterprise – the awful event which was the catalyst for the formation of the work. 5

         In 1992, I was elected as senior deputy Speaker and Chairman of Ways and Means and it was in this role that, for the following five years, I chaired the annual debate on the Government’s contentious budgets, faced with a packed chamber of excitable MP’s. Add to this the extraordinary legislation following the country’s vote for Brexit, I feel my experiences have helped me to understand in depth the challenges that Oliver Cromwell faced in his tenure as an MP and political leader. Both of us started out with an interest in politics at a local level; serving the communities in which we lived (which also happened to be the same geographical area of the Midlands); both of us worked in Westminster in roles that not only required commitment to and faith in the parliamentary system, however contentious the issue, but also demanded a deep understanding of the protocols and procedures to uphold that system. Both of us were posted to Ireland as part of our roles and responsibilities to a serving government. Both of us have experienced a country ravaged by civil war – Cromwell as a military leader in the English Civil War and me as a friend and former resident of Sri Lanka. The parallels are quite extraordinary and lend me, I feel, a truly unique and special perspective on Oliver Cromwell.

         *

         My own fascination with Cromwell began at a very early age and long before any formal study of the man. It started in Pinner, Middlesex, in 1943, where my parents, my younger brother and I had moved after returning from Bromyard in Herefordshire, where I had been evacuated during the Blitz. 6

         My father had stayed in London as he was employed by the Ministry of Works, deployed every night after bombing by the Germans to sort out things on the ground. I was enrolled at St John’s Prep School. In break times we used to have play battles between the Roundheads and the Cavaliers, and I was inevitably drawn to being a leader of the Roundheads. I also went to bible reading classes with a friend, which were held, if memory serves me correctly, at the Baptist Chapel. The group was called Crusaders and could perhaps be chalked up as my first contact with non-conformity. Incidentally, I looked up the definition of the word ‘crusade’ and in addition to the religious wars fought by Christians against the Muslims from the eleventh to the thirteenth centuries it is interesting to note that the Oxford English Dictionary states a crusade is ‘a vigorous campaign for political, social or religious change’ while the Cambridge Dictionary promotes ‘a long and determined attempt to achieve, change or stop something because of strong beliefs’. I feel both are particularly relevant both to Oliver Cromwell and to me.

         After St John’s I went to Bedford School as a boarder. Bedford itself has a long history for being a hot bed of non-conformity with residents such as John Bunyan (1628–1688), author of The Pilgrim’s Progress from This World, to That Which Is to Come (1678), among others. However, at the time, Bedford School was Church of England and the name Cromwell only really appeared in the syllabus for A level history. But I was fascinated.

         *

         7Throughout his life, Oliver Cromwell was a dedicated Puritan – one of an estimated 20 per cent of the population of England and Wales in the seventeenth century. Puritans sought to ‘purify’ the Church of any remnants of Catholicism and aimed to live a humble and pure life, dedicated to God and not to His human representatives on Earth. Today, perhaps due to popular culture and important works such as Arthur Miller’s play The Crucible (1953), the name ‘Puritan’ has connotations of severity, strictness and even joylessness. Ask any primary school-aged child about what it meant to be a Puritan and they will invariably answer, ‘Puritans – and Oliver Cromwell – banned Christmas.’ The truth of this claim is revealing: in 1647, the Puritan Government did indeed ban 25 December as a public holiday because there was no mention of the date in the Bible and they felt it was being used as an excuse for drunkenness, gambling and other forms of excess – and excess was the domain of the Catholics. Interestingly, however, Cromwell at this time was not part of the ruling government but away from London fighting in the provinces for other injustices, namely the under-payment of the military. So, history may have been unkind to our protagonist on this issue, painting him as a stern villain with the subtle complexities of his character lost over the passage of time. In fact, Cromwell believed that Liberty of conscience was a natural right: ‘I meddle not with any man’s conscience.’ (Morrill, 2022), and that people should have the right to choose how they worshipped God – a democratic approach to worship that mirrored his belief in a democratic approach to secular governance. 8

         In the sixteenth century, the vast majority of Protestants had simply been known as ‘Puritan’. However, from the 1640s onwards, there was an increasing choice for individual families to choose to follow and worship, all grouped together under the heading of ‘Dissenters and Non-conformists’. It is important to understand just how significant religious non-conformity was and to note that the groups that emerged during and after the Civil War didn’t appear all at once. Some started in the late sixteenth century, others took shape amid the upheavals of the 1640s and 1650s and a few only became significant much later. However, setting them out in roughly chronological order helps show how one wave of religious change paved the way for the next.

         Independents – also known as Congregationalists

         The Independents had their beginnings in the late sixteenth century, when some reformminded members of the Elizabethan Church, frustrated by the lack of change from within, broke away to form their own congregations. This allowed them to choose and discipline their own ministers free from the authority of bishops. During the Civil War and the Interregnum, many independent churches were founded or expanded, with Cromwell’s encouragement. In terms of belief, they didn’t differ much from the Presbyterians; the real distinction lay in how each group thought the Church should be governed, but they still leaned heavily on Calvinist teaching – especially in their understanding of the Trinity. 9

         Presbyterians

         At the start of the Civil War, the Presbyterians were the dominant group on the parliamentary side. In 1646, Parliament even accepted the Westminster Assembly of Divines’ recommendation that England should adopt a Presbyterian system of Church government. However, in practice, the plan never came to anything, and the national Church remained unreformed in that direction.

         Baptists

         Baptists took a very different view of baptism from the Church of England. They rejected the idea of baptising infants, arguing that the Bible showed baptism should come after someone had made their own, conscious declaration of faith. In other words, only those old enough to understand and publicly affirm their belief should be baptised. A few Baptist congregations existed in the early 1600s, but most sprang up during the 1650s, when religious experimentation was at its height. Even then, the movement wasn’t entirely united. Particular Baptists followed Calvinist teaching and believed that salvation was reserved for the elect, chosen by God. General Baptists, by contrast, took a more Arminian view, holding that Christ’s offer of salvation was open to everyone.

         Quakers

         The Society of Friends, or Quakers, originated in the 1650s and were part of the tolerance of differing faiths (albeit all 10Protestant) under Cromwell’s rule. At the heart of their faith was the belief that every individual could experience the ‘Inner Light’ of God directly, without the need for clergy or formal sacraments. The atmosphere of religious openness at the time allowed them to explore these ideas freely. Although they emerged during the Interregnum, they went on to prosper well into the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, particularly in the North of England.

         Unitarians

         Unitarian ideas first took shape in the sixteenth century, particularly in Italy and Poland, before small groups began to appear in England and Wales. Although they were few in number during the Civil War period, the breakdown of old religious controls allowed more radical ideas to surface, including antiTrinitarian beliefs, which meant questioning the traditional Christian teaching that God exists as Father, Son and Holy Spirit. Figures such as John Biddle were already exploring these ideas in the 1640s and 1650s, laying the groundwork for what would later become organised Unitarianism. Even so, the movement developed only slowly, and its beliefs really came into their own in the late eighteenth century and early nineteenth.

         Evangelicals

         Evangelicals were not a denomination in their own right, and they only became a significant
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