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P HERE is no book of the
ﬁamc ptriod, which at the

» fiderable refults, than the
Sﬂppfsmfm far the Beggars. The chief hif-
torians of the Church of England fpeak of it,
and how, to ufe Bifhop Burnet's expreflion,
it “ took mightily.” Sir Thomas More an-
fwered it in  The Supplycacyon of Soulys,”
i, e, in Purgatory, and his controverfy with
Tyndal was the confequence.

Yet, after all, there is little known of the
real hiftory of the book; which is fhewn by
the very evident errors into which Burnet and
Foxe have fallen with regard to it. Burnet,
in his loofe way, places it under the date of
1534 ; and Foxe, in his account of the year
1530, making an apology however, that it
fhould have come in fix years before, and
quaintly adding, * the mifling of a few yeares
in this matter breaketh no great fquare in our
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flory.” This would bring back the date to
1524, but in the next paragraph Foxe fays
that it was probably written about 1528.*

But « The Supplication” muft have been
pubhﬂwdasmlyu 1524, or at the lateft in
1525: for in the year 1526 an injunction
was iffued by Cuthbert Tonftall, Bithop of
London, calling in all Englifh u-ﬁ.ui'!atiuns'nf
the Scriptures: (Foxe, 2, 284. Ed. 1641:
and Strype, Memorials 1, 165. Ed. 1721.)
and firitly prohibiting about eighteen other
books, at the head of which ftands, in bad pre-
eminence, * the Supplication of Beggars” Wil-
kins, (Concilia, 3, 706) gives us this edit or
injunétion, iffued by the authority alfo of War-
ham,’ Archbithop of Canterbury, Again, m
the year r5 30, a public inftrument agreed upon,
fays Wilkins, (3, 728) in an Affembly of the
Archbithop of Canterbury, the Bifhop of
Durham and others, by order of King Henry
the Eighth, was put forth * containing divers
heretical and erroneous opinions, felected from
various books, which had been confidered and

* Omiffions and errors fuch as thefe would break, one
might think, very great [quares in Hiftory, though we may
agree with Foxe, that in his ftory, an aflertion more or lefs,
mdamﬁ:ﬁnnnnn:mwmfumfwnddthmﬂm
ther, makes but littde difference,
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.condemned.” One of thofe is from * the Sup-
plication,” and is the paflage beginning, * There
be many.men of great literature, 8zc.” and end-
-ing “ in all holy Scripture.” And, once more,
in the fame year, (Wilkins, iii. 737). or, with
lefs probability, in 1529, (Strype, i. 165) a
Royal ' Proclamation was. publithed * for, re-
fifting and- withftanding of ‘moft:damnable he-
refies fown within this realm by the difciples of
Luther, and other heretics, perverters of Christ’s
religion ;” at the end of which, with fome other
books, ¢ the Supplication of Eeggnr.f " is firictly
prohibited. -

Neither is it mrmnwham th:Authur
and when we afcribe it to Simon Fifh, we have,
it may be, many authorities with us in number,
bat in fa@ only the Editor of. the Edition of
154§, and perhaps Foxe.* It is true that there
is not much evidence to fupport his ftatement,
.and-upon the other hand, it muft be acknow-

, ledged, even much lefs to contradi® it. .An
account of Fith is given:in Wood (Athens
Oxon. i. §9. Ed. 2813)and it is fuppofed that
he died of the plague about 1530. The Au-
thorthip of fuch a book as “ the Supplication™

* Compare sif s palfige in Sir Thomss More’s Apology,
{Werks, Lond. Fol. 1557, p- 881) cited by Dr. Blifs, in
his sddivions o the Athene, i gg.
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was not, in thofe days, an honour which a man
would rafhly claim, or which would be attri-
buted to any one without fome reafon.

Having been fo rigidly fuppreffed, we can-
not wonder at the extreme rarity of this traét :
fo rare indeed is it, that the copy from which
the prefent is reprinted, is the only one which,
after much enquiry, the Editor can trace.
About the year 1545, it was publithed in a
volume with another book of the fame fort,
““the Supplication. of the poor Commons :”
copies of which are in the Bodleian and the
Britifh Mufeum libraries: Foxe alfo has re-
printed it.

There are feveral ftories told how it was in-
troduced to the notice of Henry the Eighth;
and, although thefe may not be entitled to
much credit, yet, the fa& feems well authenti-
cated, that the king did read, and at firft was
well pleafed with it. - Henry, no doubt, would
be pleafed with any thing which might forward
his immediate purpofe. No ftories, however
exaggerated, no lies, however palpable, came
amifs to him about the Monks and Clergy of
his day, when his exchequer was exhaufted,
and the Abbey lands lay almoft within his
grafp, but ftill as yet, beyond it, for want of
pretext. Some fay that Anne Boleyn gave

him



him the book : others, that one of the copies
which were thrown about the ftreets was
brought to him, and Foxe gives ua a very cir-
cumftantial account, fufficiently curious to be
related here, whether true or falfe. He fays,
(ii. 280) ** One Edmund Moddis, the King’s
Footeman, being with the King in talk of
religion, and of the new bookes which were
come from beyond the feas, faid, if it might
pleafe his grace to pardon him, and fuch as he
would bring to his grace, he fhould fee fuch a
booke, as was marvele to heare of. The king
demanded what they were. He faid, two of
your Merchants, George Elyot and George
Robinfon, The King pointed a time to {peake
with them. When they came before his pre-
fence in a privy clofet, he demanded what they
had to fay or to fhew him. One of them faid,
that there was a booke come to their hands,
which they had there to fhew his grace. When
he {aw it, he demanded if any of them could
read it. Yea, faid George Elyot, if it pleafe
your grace to heare it, I thought fo, faid the
King, for if need were, thou canft fay it with-
out booke. The whole booke being read out,
the King made a long paufe, and thea fayd, if
a man fhould pull downe an old ftone wall, and
begin at the lower part, the upper part thereof

might



