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Dear Fellow S.K.C.M. Members: One of my favorite correspondents and most
knowledgeable readers responded to the Jan./Feb. issue of this publication, marking its
first anniversary with this March issue, with some corrections. When I told him that the
corrections were welcome, I was being serious. To speak selfishly, how does one learn if
one is not open to correction? Speaking altruistically, you, our readers, deserve to receive
correct information or a correction. Accordingly, we open with Errata.
Errata
It is not any of the Acts of Uniformity that excludes Roman Catholics from the

Throne. (Jan./Feb. 2010 Communiqué, p. 2) The Acts of Uniformity qphuk KNOwz k1 Owz Kk NOwd wh

modified slightly in the XIX Century and radically in 1965 by the Alternative and Other
Services Measure) relate primarily to requirements for public worship and use of the BCP.
They do contain a provision requiring clergymen to repudiate armed rebellion against the
King and the National Covenant.

Respecting the Throne and line of succession, all non-C of E adherents were (and still
are) excluded by the Act of Settlement (1701). It requires future sovereigns and their

consorts to? NODOwWP Ow" 66O USDP OO wk b UTUwH a und B plud B0 (uetH QubsUS 11 G GBEu

The 1701 Act $ettledzthe Crown on the Electress Sophia of Hanover, establishing the
"OU0UT wOl w ECOYT U ww2 OxT DE wp E U w éldensistér. Ulhd séhl
of Sophia and Ernest, Elector of Hanover, King George I ascended the Throne in 1714
when Queen Anne died, and was the first of the Hanover Dynasty to reign. The Act was
put into place in 1701 to resolve ambiguities about the succession before William III died
(1702). He and Mary II were first cousins, both grandchildren of James VI & L.

Lest this monthly e-publication be termed the Tangential Tribune, your editor now
takes us back to Charles I. The heir-Ex x EUl OUOw' 1 OUaow" T EVUOI
typhoid in 1612. Charles was chief mourner at his funeral. Elizabeth left England in 1613
to join her husband, Frederick V, Elector Palatine; she and Charles would never see each
other again. (Elizabeth returned to England in 1661 and died the same year.) To top off a
triad of tragediesOw " 1 E U O1 #J AndeuoO2thhatk, died in 1619. Charles was chief
mourner at her funeral. He had lost the three people to whom he was closest. From the
age of 12, Charles was mentored by King James, who took the responsibility very

UwoOi ws Oba

Uz Owi OEI U

seriously. James was described by 2 DUWWUEOEDPUw! EEOOWEUwW? 01 1 wET U0wUOUUOC

2311 w*PIOE LWOWwWOOT w+ BYI il fathewdied & Theabaldsiin 665] itU
again fell to Charles to be chief mourner at a royal funeral. Planned by Charles himself,
with the assistance of Inigo JonesOw ) E O1 Uz U w Odill kodhtiv® bedriutie Wrost
elaborate ever. Ironically, for King Charles there were none, use of the Prayer Book
having been criminalized. In future issues: King James mentors Charles, ? 3 UE D
11 D] cGrinued apologetics, and more Milton when the editor has the stomach.

+l UwUUwx EUUDED x EUI w Babsidn) didnidgsacfifiCepandpdriods ResurtedhibdhE 7

As always, I am,

Your fellow votary of Saint Charles,
Mark Wuonola

Late News ¥ The Revzd Canon Marshall V. Minister, R.I.P.

We heard just yesterday of Father Ministerz recent death in Omaha. He was a Life Member, since 1951, and
an Inaugural Member of the Order of Bl. William Laud (2009) More details will appear in our next issue.
Canon of Omabha after being rector of Saint Charles, King and Martyr in Fort Morgan CO, Fr. Minister had
been a fighter pilot in the storied 93¢ Bombardment Group. Fr. Minister was Vicar of Saint Paulg Mission
in Fort Morgan. In partnership with the parishioners, who approved the change unanimously, their
bishopz support for the new dedication, to Saint Charles, was secured. It was implemented together with
the churchz attainment of parish status, in 1951. The formal dedication, when the churchz debt was
formally discharged, by the Bishop of Colorado, 26 April 1957 is a key milestone in the American Regionz
history. Thus Fr. Minister was responsible for the first Caroline church dedication in the New World. (Not
in the Western Hemisphere as is sometimes said| several of the early dedications in England are of

OwOduw
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churches West of the Greenwich meridian.) It is remarkable that in this same issue of the Communiqué are
reported some recently discovered details of the dedication of the First American Shrine on 29 Jan. 1897.

Apologetics

Our excerpts of articles and sermons continue from the Dec. 2009 and Jan./Feb. 2010 issues. We have
been discussing the common situation of being called to speak about Saint Charles, or having the subject
come up in a casual discussion. People will ask you questioO U wb i 1 OwUT 1T awOOOPpwa dUz Ul wbOUI UI |
and things Carolinian*d ww w@U1I UOUDOOI UwpPpDPOOwWOi U1 Owl EYI wUOO! UT bOT woOOwi
wondereE WEEOUUZz 6 wwp3 T OUIT wp OsfribguaEdpirefade to b fubstivh GeEignédunQidapgior O
Y 0 U O x z Wi gddd)dunter-measure is to begin your response by saying that you have [or had] always
wondered about it, too.) Although it is natural to feel the fighting spirit when cornered, you will think
better if calm. DOOz Uw x 1 UOD U w a Glefdndive languthéntatie, Br&fpry. That is a negative
PPDUOI UUOwI OUwWUUUT dww( i wa OUwE 606 z#A0udDi O PudWEIEE 2w UNO wi@HE | udO@Dulli x wu
but not 100% sure. Offer to bring your interlocutor a copy of an article on the subject; then find one that
makes a good witness. Perhaps you can find something by an author of whom he has heard. Does it go
without saying that giving incorrect information undermines credibility? Il w07 EUz UwOOUwWUEO]I OwEUWEw
question, one can reasonably conclude UT EUw DO w E O1 U Oz QLunkE £ vhad politiEaD lendb
sometimes get by with. When you discuss Caroline= subjectsOWE OOz Uwl Owx EUC0wUT T wEOUET UUwOI u
But of course, beware, because many of the sources you might consult have swallowed the Whig history
OTTazYli wUl EEwOUWET 1 OwUEUT T OOwkT BDOT wi YI tfoasusel nly seEdf th wUOUVUET Uw
Eleventh Edition of the Encyclopadia Britannica (1910-11) but its article on Charles I is prejudiced, not subtly
and slightly, but blatantly. Take a look at it sometime. $ Y1 OQw# EOl w51 UOOPEE wéfrek it OOE wbU Oz U
DUWEOI EVUwi UOOwi 1 UwpUPUDPOT UwOT EQwUT I wU I Wixu iEED EUuws OWDE Buld 1T Guwsdd @
It was not my intent to impugn that author who has done so much to acquaint readers with King Charles. It
is the case that she is careless with details| details of which there is no question. It takes no time to fact-
ET 1 EQuwsi EEQUzwOi EQwi EYipaiEd udadHGE o BN Gl E & e Beuiizw U x § A
author, whether carelessly, in haste, thought to be inconsequential, in the exercise of literary license, or
or rhetorical impact, whatever the hidden agenda might be.

After all, Cromwell respected * D OT w" I EUOT U ww8 OUwOEa wi REOEDPOOwW?61 EUY»

It is clear from many sources that Cromwell, cynic and opportunist that he was, admired what he felt
PEUwWUOT T w*POT zUwB&EOHD@lALLOWdOODWOOUIwWO! wiT | wUeGdte®d WOOWET OE w
ExT OUPUOCSww" UOOPT OOWEPEOz OwUI EOOAWET OPI Y1 WEWPOUEwWO! whT ECw"
buncombe that his father, James I, had imparted to the Prince. What Cromwell admired about Charles was
(as he thought) that he could fool the people so well. Such a rationalization would undoubtedly have
occurred to Cromwell. It would explain Eikon Basilikez Uapudar appeal when compared to lkonoklastes, the
x O1 Ow, B O UrébltmlltarEixéh Ofadi Charles been a faithless opportunist, he could have just said that
trends in society obviated the need for faithfulness E OWOE UT OwOUwUT EVWE OwWOEUT whEUwW? EQwI Y (
Massachusetts magistrate said a few years ago. It might be noted that Milton used that very argument
when asked to explain why Ikonoklastes E D E O z &Jthe@IBVOYork Times best-seller list. So did that wretched
Attorney John Cooke (pE OUOUT Ow UOw U1 1 w s' DivHousldppet Wogethed ither Jpéticdd D ET 7 K
SIyrEOOPEDET w! UD khé titl®afi thehodR D&rid Buitlen so deftly reviewed in the Dec. 2009 SKCM
News. Propagandist to the end, still justifying the regicide, and with arrogant EOOET UET OUDPOOwWUOOwUT T ws x|
Cooke wrote to his wife from prison (Sept. 1660),

261 wzgOEOI Oa O &d) Folghutlor thd pGbliaguod and would have enfranchised the people

and secured the welfare of the whole groaning creation, if the nation had not more delighted in

Ul UYDUUET wUOT EQwi UT 1 EOGOS~
Did not the groaning creationz realize that it was freedom for Cromwellz goons to enter their residence on
the day formerly called Christmas searching for any evidence of papist festivities such as the traditional
roast goose or plum pudding. He thereby demonstrated his contempt for the people, a fact worth noting
well. (The House of Lords and the Bench of Bishops were abolished by rather straightforward measures.
6EVWEWEI EEETl zUwUDOI wdDOUUI | PEDI OUwi OVUwUT T w+OUEws/ UOUI EVUOU;



s Ul T EUE E U N6t Pradatiding Whatthy pkeached, Cooke advised his daughter, Freelove, shortly before
his execution, as follows:
P(wxUEawli 11T wol YI UwOl EUOWEOGawxUDPET OWEUUOWET wi UOEOT wEOE wOI
OUEDOEOEI UG »
His hubris in the first quotation is a stark contrast to the humility he counsels in the second quotation.
Which words reveal the real John Cooke? Did Cooke think women should aspire to virtue, leaving
Oxx OUOUODUOWOUws x UET GritybPdb@itful @AWE] wx UEEOUDE] E
To Cooke and Cromwell, the underlingsz w OO O0a wi UOE Ub Oheulbogul) uatichale Bdd the O &
social and governmental changes he championed, that is, to help them. To put it bluntly, like totalitarian
dictators everywhere, | T wUOT OUT T Uw Ul EVw s OUE b GidWisgosabted @ xud 1UOI®IP It IOW Wb & XDk
stupid, and P E U Oz U w O U E p(Cais Déo) uHe Eedlikell hbw wrong he had been to use regicide as a
tactic to accomplish his enthronement as a dictator. I think it likely that he realized this before the
beheading, as he saw his loyal partisans distancing themselves from the proceedings, but in his pride
EOUOE Oz Unuksé. OEO W wEUT ExUwi 1T wi EEwOOwWUT OUT woOl wUbT T OwEOEWPUOOT
E E Y B U UtilikeSthe many ambiguities and urban legends detailed in the last issue*, a story that is
unverifiable but has more than a ging of authenticityzabout it, says that a man came at night as many did to
pay his respects to the beheaded King.** The man wore a cloak, its hood pulled forward and tightly held,
ostensibly to conceal his face and muffle his voice. Slowly he walked around the KD O1 z Uw Ol EEHe OWE OT | DOB
man stopped deliberately at one point, mMUOUT UDOT OQw?" UUI Owdl ETl UUPUad fromu | U1 Uwhit t
O7 1T wi UE Uhand zacoolirBsUhaUthe man was Oliver Cromwell. They were not uncertain of their
conclusion, but even then stated it cautiously. - OUT DOT wPEUWUEDPEWEUOWOOE]I OwEI EEUUI wUOE
less said, the better concerning such things. After the Restoration, the paranoia induced by totalitarianism
persisted.
Whig historians enjoy using this story. They think that it makes their hero look good, human, and
compassionate. While they see it as evidence of a Cromwellian modicum of conscience, I see it as an
obviously staged event at which his identity was intentionally ineffectually disguised. The Whig historian
implies that Cromwell had 0Ow OB OOw" T EUOT Uwi OUwUOOT wUi EUOOOudeathD wOOwi BT 11
ordered that macropodine body to reach a certain verdict and to impose a certain sentence. After all, the
Whig historians are propagandists. " UOOPT OOwbPEUwi I EUEWUOwWUEaAaOwW? ( wbDPOOWEUUwWOI i
PUn?> wOOwWUT OUT whT OwUUT T 1 NikeltHe stdeyun6t bedallse it) darYHe &ptinuadIdrodnidréll® B b
benefit| but because of its verismod ww3 T OUIT w6 I Bvhaulaibh thet Gddande Bidkegpectation was that
i1 wpOUOEDZ OwET wii EOT ODdhis Brévidingdtaud glirpseb i fedl sl O b O O w
Along with other bits one reads, it appears thaOw" UOOP1 OOWE D E Oz Juproablfoutsol OwOOOOWEE |
insecurity and vanity. ' 1 WEDEOz OwPEOUWPDUWUOWET wOoOOPOwWUT EQwi T whpOUI wbUOG
removed it only behind locked doors. As we often emphasize, he was not stupid. In fact, stupidity is not
among the seven deadly sins, is it? No, based on my reading on the subject, it seems probable that even
before the trial was over, Cromwell realized that it was a bad move. Remember that Cromwell was
Ox1 UEUDOT wbDOWE ws UDPOI wrie Bdd. xtHe tud Odruded the§udgk GruadvinteWaabverdict
the court would reach (guilty of treason) and what sentence would be imposed (death by beheading). As I
mentioned, too, in the previous issue, the death warrant had been signed in advance. Delays then
necessitated changing it| altering the date and coercing two new signatories. They were needed to sign
OYI UwUOT T wi UEVUUT UwET EEVUUT wOT OUT wOPOwUDPT OEVUUTI UwpbpOUOEOZz Dw
themselves from the still-ongoing proceedings and left town were commonly known. Why was this an
issue? Because the sentence had to be carried out within a certain number of days after the sentencing.
Otherwise it would be obvious that the verdict specified on the death warrant had been written before the
NUETT wxUOOOUOEI EwUT T wUI OUI OET Gww6eil awEOUOEOZUWEWOI POw x UOX
Physical coercion was required to convince just two signatories to perjure themselves and commit forgery
by signing an improperly dated document stating a verdict that the judge had not yet uttered. It is clear
from contemporary documents that it would have been very difficult, if not impossible, again to obtain the
Ul gUPUDOT wOUOET Uwoi wUDT OEVUUT Uwi UOOwWUT T ws NOUOUUzwi 1 EUDPOT wl
All this fits together then. As with the death warrant time warp explained above, Cromwell likely
realized that either exile or imprisonment would have been a better sentence to impose than beheading, but
felt that to change his mind wOUOE wi EY1 wOE E 1 zud b Our B BB B Ows ( z Uwbk 1 Ul wEC




sBUWEUOUUI EwUDT T OwUOET UwUT . wOEBLBODh OQIT L wOOWIwD O D @= U D00 Diwd |
knew that the capital sentence had not been a necessity| if only he had not jumped the gun, prematurely

completing the death warrant, signatures and all. Similarly, he would have lost face if the capital sentence

had been reduced or clemency had been exercised.

(Ow0T 1 OwUl 1 OUwWOE Y Bxi bbbk wdd $tupitiny (whiéh Gsbt @ Gry), ut pride. He EPE Oz Uw
PEOUWUOWOOOOWEEES ww' T wi EEWw0OWOIl T x wUx wE x xthekdehth @érdartd 6 ww' 1T WEDEC
had been prepared prematurely, before the verdict was reached and a sentence imposed. Those who hold
up Cromwell as the father of democratic govl UOOT OUWE 0Oz Uw Olalfeted @ddranDitr@w &nU O w 01 1
exhibit for all to inspect. One hopes he is embarrassed, but doubts it.

Unverifiable hearsay that they are, the facts are susceptible of many interpretationsd uCw@ O1 ET1 UUDPUa 2 w
may have been a subtle form of ostentation, not unlike the un-subtle extemporaneous public prayer he
bellowed out in an Irish church, thanking God for His help and His demonstration of His favor in effecting
U7 E U wE E a,zhd vicYoBy Bvlle@elba his orders all those Irish priests were hanged upside-down. He was
attempting to make his gietyzand Favor with Godzgenerally known. In his arrogance he thought he could
tell posterity how to interpret eventsd ww/ 1 UT ExUw?" UUI Owdl E1l UUDPUa? wPEUwWOI EOV0wWUOu
I PUws EDUT UPUI zwOl EOVwWUOWET wbOI i 11 EVUEOOWT PUwYODPET wdOl EOUwWUC
U171 w* BOT z UNh& dhierathar0FEdndvell would have dared to give voice to such a thought/

Did Oliver Cromwell know what he actually thought on a given day? It infuriated him that as events
unfolded, what he thought one day did not look right the next day. He tried to control what others should
think but couldng control his own thoughts. 6 1 7z OO w O1 Yuthat eQKddght: $ D O U U lrdinGnad) w E
preserved for post mortem study, but after the Restoration, CroOP1 OO0z Uwx UOYDET EWEYPEOwWOUUUDPUDC

* Another simple point on which sources disagree is how long our Martyrg body was exhibited. No less an authority

than Clarendon says the body was available to be viewed for several days, but the majority of historians agree that the

Kingz body was embalmed on the evening of the 30" and the ordinary wooden coffin encased in the leaden coffin and

soldered shut immediately. The story of Cromwellz visit is not affected in either case. More of these historical errors in a

future issue. There are many; they are euphemistically called $naccuracieszby historians. My view is that a measurement

of some sort, e.g., Charlesg height, may be inaccurate, but a question having an answer that is yes or should be

expressible in prose as a statement that is either right or wrong (erroneous),

*s" EUOODOI z wi 1 ChiarldH, @Badles 1, orlbdth) 4hdii€l ddrived from the Latin Carolusd wws " EUOODOT PEOz wi 1 81 U

refers to the Emperor Charlemagne (Charles the Great) although its origin is uncertain; possibly it originated with Charles

MartelOw" T EUOT OET O1,prvith Chirlénkagnk tirhsklfU The distinction between the terms is not hard and fast:

s " E U O OdtQihcprin®ily used in relation to Charlemagne or the French kings Charlesbut s " E U O O B Gdecbfér O 7

the English kings Charles only rarely. 37 1 wl 0a 00001 a ugQu Qufsa’ uEl URS>OMEOE @t thik ddyménétdy U U w U E 0

Ol WUUET is & GeungD@tropymic suffix, logically used in connection with the Holy Roman Emperor. The Libri

Carolini or Laroline Booksz exemplify the application of Larolinezto Charlemagne, being four volumes written for that

emperor containing arguments against the 27 Nicene Council and sent by him to Pope Adrian I. The word

s " EUOOY mfilleBdEtndine of the predecessor Merovingian Dynasty, is synonymous withg * EUOO0D OT PE Oz
JA]" EUOOD OPEOD oOuirabitnft wfOok ﬂHdDa}ﬂj&ciﬁwe for, the Carolinas. In France, supporters of Charles X,

and in Spain, supporters of Don Carlos and his successors are called Carlists. The name Charles means strong/manly.

Carl, Karl, and Carlo are equivalents, in addition to those already mentioned, and the diminutives, Charlie, Charley, and

Charlot. Feminine forms are Carla, Charlotte, Carlotte, Carlotta, Carlota, and the diminutives Lotte and Lotta. Among

U.S. malesz Christian names, Lharlesz is tenth in prevalence at about 1.5%, based on the 2000 census, while among

American Region S.K.C.M. members it is at least three to four times that.

** The soldiers who stood guard allowed many visitors to do this. Really? Yes they did: for money. A monetary
inducement would get you a few minutes in the presence of the Kingz body, Ew OOEOw Ol wUi 1 w* B0l zUwi EPUOW
ensanguinated linen, or a piece of the block (as mentioned in the Jan./Feb. issue)| s EWwEl Dx wBOD&OF Dw&oap Owpi Ul
chip with blood on it was very desirable. Some of those seeking these opportunities were pious and loyal supporters of
the King and his Cause, while others were motivated by idle curiosity, rejoicing at the rebelsz temporary triumph, or
morbid motives. One of the soldiers was overheard (perhaps in a pub) saying said that he wished there were many more
King Charleses to be beheaded so he could continue to make such good money.
Today these souvenirs, relics as we would say, are rarities. They were put into lockets, rings, or little frames. Few
have survived, most of them probably having been lost because they were hidden during the Commonwealth, never to be
retrieved, or discarded by persons not knowing what they were. A locket containing a few tiny strands of hair or a piece
of blood-soaked fabric, if its chain of custody is well-documented, typically brings £2 - 4,000 at an auction house such as
Christiezs or Bonhamz. Some are bought by private collectors or for display in museums; others are bought by private
collectors or for veneration by pious societies such as ours. Your editor is aware of only two that have come up for sale in
over two decadesztime.



Our parent, UK. Society purchased one such relic at auction back in the 1950s to add to its collection displayed on
the altar at each years 30 January Banqueting House gathering. After the solemn celebration of the Most Holy Sacrifice of
the Altar, one of the relics is offered for veneration. Let us give thanks that these were not stored with the archival
materials destroyed in the Blitz.

The above discussion pertains to relics of hair and blood, primary relics. Secondary relics are more plentiful; they
include articles such as pieces of the Garter Robe worn by the King to the scaffold and removed just before he lay down.
Other secondary relics remain intact, such as shirts and other articles of clothing worn at his beheading. These are of
course much rarer than articles of clothing worn by the King during his life. A complete list was published serially in
Church & King in the 1950s. Perhaps as a result of the publication of this information, a large piece of the scaffold Garter
Robe and the Garter Star embroidered on it were associated with each other. The details of that detective work will be the
subject of a future article.

Apologetics: Why Commemoration of the Royal Martyrdom Is Important
Editorg comments on this essay, its author, A. Pierce Middleton, and his mentor, Samuel Eliot Morison

It is unfortunate that so few historians| professors, scholars, researchers, and free-lancers| OBOPW?EOOT w
UDET Uw Ol wUT 1 w U UdD thaoseutcEa®didubiasy ISaufar @ Ifeatured quotations from sermons
delivered to, and articles P UD U UT Owi OUwOU U w2 OE Bavelappeatbdihe® hnbnpraoaslywThisT H 00
feature has appeared twice but no guesses of authorszor preachersz identities have been submitted. The
anonymity is to make it easier for you to evaluate the articles, sermons, and excerpts without being
distracted by any knowledge about their authors, pro or con. Here we make an exception. The following
essay is by recently-deceased 76-a 1 EUw Ol OET UOw3 1 1 w Irde Wid&letoh, PR 1933 e/ D1
matriculated at Edinburgh University (where and when he joined S.K.C.M). Following that, he pursued his
doctorate at Harvard under the direction of Prof. Samuel Eliot Morison, who stood at the apex of XX
Century American historians, and was an ardent sailor and horseman. He was known to deliver his lectures
at Harvard in riding attire, his crop close at hand.
Morison was a versatile scholar, neither the sort to learn s OO UT WEOEwOOUI wE Eroldtbw O1 UUwWEOE w
sort to fancy himself an omniscient generalist, nor the propagandist whose entire oeuvre serves his agenda
(whether hidden or not), political, religious, sociological, linguistic, methodological, PT EUIT Y1 U8 ww, OUBDU OOz L
Pulitzer Prize winning Admiral of the Ocean Sea, a biography of Christopher Columbus, was one among his
output of more than three dozen books. Among these are the masterful two-volume set The European
Discovery of America, five volumes of Harvard history, his 15-volume History of U. S. Naval Operations in
World War Il (To enable first-hand observations, he was directly commissioned into the U. S. Navy, attaining
an E 0D UE Oy dhditbeFoGeriew Oxford History of the United States.
At the time of his book on Columbus, the revisionists were already saying that Columbus did not know
PT 1 Ul wil wpEUwWT OPOT OWEDPEOZ UwOOOP wbk i wasbruaimisdior o tkplsitlandOwi 1 wWOEET w
enslave the natives he encountered, racist and imperialist ignoramus that he was. Modern historians, who
have the resources to be the most sophisticated are often the greatest oversimplifiers. I think it was Morison
who wrote that anyone who had sailed in mid-ocean or who had used celestial navigation knew the Earth to
be spherical, not flat. Actually a big part of Columbus$ mission was to evangelize the inhabitants of lands
he found. Missionaries as well as explorers, the Spanish discoverers took the Catholic religion wherever
they went. As our Lord and Savior commanded, they went and they baptized, just like Saint Paul in the
northern Mediterranean, Saint Augustine in Britain, Saints Cyril and Methodius in Russia, Saint Thomas in
India, Saint Mark in Egypt, Saint Boniface in Germany, Saint Henry in Finland, Saint Francis Xavier in the
Far East, and the Spaniards, Portuguese, English, Dutch, and French in the Americasd ww# DE Oz UwOUU w+ OUE wl
UOOT U1 POT wEEOU U w Ud al dafiensubifing thént) & w & dd& Babnt Paul of the Glorious
Company of the Apostles or our Lord Himself issue an Executive Order nullifying the Great Commission? I
must have missed that. Perhaps historians in our post-Christian age cang believe that anyone would have
taken such a mandate seriously, even a Dominical one. After all, many Christians have so little regard for
their faith that they cang stomach evangelization of those of other faiths despite our Lordz and Saint Paulz
position on the subject. None of these could understand why Charles would bother about his oath.
A ship's captain was usually close to the priest. There was always a priest, usually the best educated
man on board; the captain consulted him on a variety of topics. This is evident in place naming. Each
prominent topographic feature and each place a party went ashore was named, the saints of the church



calendar appearing in order (the coast of California is a good example). Most sailors in those days were
Ol OwoOl wi EPUT OWEPEUT woOl wiOiT T wOET EOzUwxOPb1 UWEOEwWOT wOTl 1 wbbOODPOI
Both Admiral Morison (as he preferred to be called) and Pierce (Canon Middleton preferred) were
matter-of-fact, unaffected, and unbiased; their only agenda was to inform their readers honestly, and to
interest them in the subject area about which they had chosen to write. Both were drawn to and fascinated
by maritime subjects. Both were communicants of the Church of the Advent, Boston, Middleton while in
graduate school, and Morison, for most of his life, living a block from the church.
Canon Middleton was editor of The Anglican, the magazine of The Anglican Society. Society member
Canon J. Robert Wright is currently its president and Father Cody Unterseher, The Anglicanz U w1 Emd OU 8 w
following article appeared as an editorial in The Anglican and was reprinted in Volume 1, Number 1, of
SKCM News (June, 1974). He died on 18 October 2009. May his soul rest in peace. Amen.

Restoring King Charles the Martyr to the Prayer Book
by3 1 1 wlQaon Krthur Pierce Middleton, Ph.D.
1974

In providing the Church with an otherwise excellent calendar of saints, the Standing Liturgical
Commission has unaccountably made one almost unpardonable mistake, i.e., omitting King Charles the
Martyr on 30 January. Certain facts relative to the Royal Martyr are beyond dispute: 1) He lived and died a
faithful and devout communicant of the Church; 2) in an age of licentiousness, his personal life was spotless;
3) he could have saved his life had he been willing to abandon the apostolic character of the Church of
England; 4) stunned by remorse at his martyrdom, the English people began almost at once to venerate his
memory; and 5) at the Restoration of Crown and Church in 1660 King Charles was formally canonized by
the Convocations of Canterbury and York and Parliament, authorizing a collect and propers for use on 30
January.

This black-letter holy day was kept with great regularity in England and in the American Colonies until
the decline of interest in the royal Martyr in the late XVIII Century. The struggle against monarchy in
America in 1775-82 put an end to its observance here. In England the Evangelical Movement found other
outlets for its enthusiasm. The Whig historians, imbued with liberal principles, identified Charles I with the
divine right of kings and Cromwell with championship of representative government. In 1859 Queen
Victoria ordered * DOT w" T EUOT UwUT | w, EVVaAUZUWEEAWEUOxxT ESdww! U0wOT 1T wbdo
have corrected their bias. The King acted within the constitution and law of the land; Cromwell and the
Puritan party were rebels and innovators. It was not Charles but Cromwell who abolished Parliament and
set himself up as a dictator. The miscarriage of justice by the Regicides exceeded anything done in the Court
of the Star Chamber. The King did defend the rights of the common people, whereas the Puritan party was
the representative of the rising power of the bourgeoisie.
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Even more telling is the considered opinion of the Church historian, Mandell Creighton, Bishop of London:
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Surely the Church should restore King Charles to its calendar. How many saintly kings have there been
who were prepared to die for it? The redoubtable Bishop of Arizona has memorialized the House of
Bishops to restore the observance of 30 January as his day. I heartily endorse his request and hope that the
General Convention will put its stamp of approval upon it.

Editorial note. When it was first established in the U.S., our Society should have made 30 Januaryz
inclusion in the Prayer Book its first priority. When a painting of the Martyr King was unveiled on 29 Jan.
1897 at Philadelphiag Church of the Evangelists, which was S.R.O,, filled to overflowing, with worshipers
standing outside on the street. An expression of support was sent by the Presiding Bishop, Dr. Williams.
That prelate wrote, ?I have no doubt that I entirely agree with you in your esteem of King Charles I.> The
President of the d.ower Houseg Dr. Dix, wrote ?I am in cordial sympathy with the occasion?. Bishop Perry
of the Diocese of Iowa, historiographer of the Episcopal Church, preached. The celebrant of first vespers
was Fr. Robinson of Evangelists; he was assisted by Dr. Mortimer and Fr. Moffett, rectors of Philadelphiaz



Saint Markz and Saint Clement. The Bishop of Delaware, the personal proxy of the Superior of C.S.S.S.,
and the vicar of Saint Bartholomew3z, Brighton (England) were also Present. Eight more U.S. bishops and
the Superior of O.H.C. sent letters of support. A prayer modified from one in the State Service was
sanctioned for use on the occasion by the Bishop of Pennsylvania.

The painting, after van Dyckz ?King Charles in the Robes of State?, was executed by Oswald Fleuss of
London, from a watercolor by Queen Victoriaz own artist, whom she ordered to produce an Pexact copy? of
the rarely seen original at Windsor Castle. Her Imperial Highness enthusiastically supported the project to
place a portrait of King Charles in a church in the former colonies. The Martyr Kingz likeness is larger than
life-size, its proportions magnified by the buildingz diminutive breadth. He is robed in white and wears his
earthly crown while bearing a martyrg palm

More about this event will appear in the future. We are grateful to our resourceful contributor, Richard
Mammana, who transcribed this account, found in the Harvard Library (Catholic Companion, Feb., 1897), and
to our faithful supporter, the Revzd Canon Barry E. B. Swain, SSC, for bringing the photograph in the 1904
Guidebook to the Church by the Revad Henry R. Percival, S.T.D., its rector 1880-1903, to our attention.
These memberszcontributions illuminate an important event in our Societyz largely unknown early history.

S

SEND EDITORIAL CORRESPONDENCE, SUGGESTIONS, AND INQUIRIES BY EMAIL OR POST TO DR. WUONOLA.
eMAIL COMMUNIQUE EDITORIAL BOARD:
LEE HOPKINS (SAN FRANCISCO), J. DOUGLASS RUFF, ESQ. (CHEVY CHASE), & MARK A. WUONOLA, PH.D. (BOSTON)
MEMBERSHIP [$15 ANNUAL DUES] AND INQUIRIES: J. DOUGLASS RUFF, SECRETARY,
5500 FRIENDSHIP BLVD., SUITE 2009 N g CHEVY CHASE MD 20815-7212

3615T ANNIVERSARY OF THE ROYAL MARTYRDOM g A.D. MMX g 350™ ANNIVERSARY OF THE RESTORATION



