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THE LORDS BALTIMORE.

HE memory of the founders of States and of
T great institutions, benevolent, literary or civil,

should be cherished with patriotic fervor, and
that of the Baltimore family should be especially
interesting to every Marylander; not that all the
members of it were persons of splendid abilities,
or of great achievements, or even of honorable
conduct, but they were all more or less intimately
connected with the early history of our State, and
several of them rendered distinguished services to
mankind.

There is no connected history of the family
extant. There is no complete biography of any
one of them. The materials for the history of
them are very scant, and they must be sought in
old chronicles, colonial records, books of peerage
and contemporary periodicals. From these some
disconnected facts may be drawn, some of which
it is not easy to reconcile with others.

If I have succeeded in bringing together some
memoranda of this family and stringing them in
chronological order and historical sequence, I shall
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have done what was never before attempted, and
shall have furnished to the student of Maryland
history many interesting facts which he could only
find scattered through many volumes.

The first character claiming our attention and
the founder of the family is GEorGE CALVERT.
He is the real founder of the colony of Maryland,
although he never resided here and did not even
live to hear of the successful establishment of his
projected settlement in this Western world.

It would be highly desirable to give a satisfac-
tory sketch of some of the minute particulars of
his life; but as the historians who have written
upon the affairs of his two colonies have been
sparing in their accounts of both his character
and his life, and the few American biographers
who have briefly mentioned him® have given
barren and contradictory accounts of him, so that
it is impossible, at this day, to gratify the reader
with many interesting incidents relative to him.®
There is no man distinguished by so large and
active a participation in the cclonial history of
this country of whom so few memorials remain
in published records. It is,in part, the reproach
of our State, that so little is known of him. Ior
there is good reason to believe that manuscripts
and other relics of his history exist, which have

(1) Belknap’s American Biog. Dictionary. Allen’s Amer. Biog. Dict.
(2) Bozman’s History of Maryland, vol. i, 232.
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not been brought to our notice on this side of the
Atlantic.V

He is said to have been descended from a noble
family in Flanders, but he himself an Englishman,
was born at a place called Kipling in Yorkshire,
England, in the year 1582.% His father’s name
was Leonard Calvert, who lived at Danbywiske,
and his mother’s maiden name was Alicia Cross-
land. He was educated at All Saints College,
Oxford, which he entered in 1593, where he re-
mained four years, when he obtained the degree
of Bachelor of Arts in 1597, and was created
Master of Arts eight years after, August 30th,
1605. He acquired such proficiency in the ancient
languages that at the ecarly age of fifteen he pub-
lished a Latin poem on the death of a friend, a
diplomatist and gallant soldier, whose death was
made the theme of college exercises, which per-

(1) Kennedy’s Life and character of Calvert, p. 15. For interesting
facts relating to this subject, see preface to J. H. Alexander’s ¢ Index to
the Calendar of Maryland State Papers,”” p. 7.

(2) Bozman says, p. 232, ‘“no place called Kipling appears on any map
or any common description of Yorkshire,” and thinks it may have been
crroneously written or printed for Ripley, which is a small town in the
‘West Riding of Yorkshire, but all the old English authorities are against
him. Grainger’s Biograph. Dictionary, vol. ii, 42, calls it Kepley. There
is some difference among writers as to the year of his birth ; some placing
it in 1580, and others in 1582; one cause of these disagreements is the
mispunctuation of a sentence in Woods’ Athenaz, by which he is made
fifteen years old at the time of leaving, instead of entering, the Uuiver-
sity. It is by no means probable that he became a commoner at Oxford
at the age of eleven, and if he was fifteen when he entered, he must have
been born in 1578. Fuller says he was fifty-three years old when he died,
which would make the year of his birth about 1579.—Streeter’s MS.
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formance I shall notice hereafter when I come to
speak of Lord Baltimore’s writings. After leaving
the University he made the tour of Europe, as is
still the custom of young Englishmen of fortune,
after having finished their college studies.

On his reture to England, which must have
been in 1602 or 1603, (‘“the beginning of the
reign of James I.,”") and when he had attained the
age of twenty-four or twenty-six years, he was
appointed, September 3d, 1606, prothonotary and
keeper of the writs, bills, files, records and rolls
within the Province of Connaught and Thomand,
Ireland. He was also appointed Clerk to the
Crown and of the Peace and of the Assizes and
Nisi Prius for life, but he surrendered this office
April 1st, 1616. Before this, in addition to these
important trusts, he was appointed one of the
Commissioners to go to Ireland to cxamine the
condition of affairs and to listen to the grievances
and adjust them. The King bestowed not only
honors upon him but rewards. In 1620 Calvert
received a grant of the increased customs on silk
for twenty-one years, and an annual pension of
£1000. Whilst Clerk of the Privy Council, he
became a great favorite of King James, and
accompanied him on his excursions. Being well
acquainted with foreign languages, he was also
at this time entrusted with the Italian and Span-
ish correspondence, a position held by John Mil-



9

ton, under the Commonwealth. He was elected
to Parliament in 1620 and subsequently again,
where he stoutly maintained the royal preroga-
tives against the party which favored parliamen-
tary power and privilege.

He was so highly esteemed for his knowledge
and penetration in State affairs,” that his abilities
recommended him to Sir Robert Cecil, who had
been one of the principal Secretaries of State at
the death of Queen Elizabeth, and who, by artful
‘management as well as for his great services in
securing James’ succession, was continued in that
office by King James. Sir Robert appointed young
Calvert his chief clerk, and when the former was
advanced to the office of Lord High Treasurer, as
Earl of Salisbury, he still retained his favorite
clerk and made use of his prudence and fidelity
in many important affairs, and procured for him
afterwards the post of one of the clerks of the
Privy Council.

He must have been regarded as a man of dis-
tinguished abilities, or he would not have been
elevated to such positions of responsibility over
many other young men of influential families.
He must have discharged his duties faithfully,
for in 1617, he was knighted and became Sir
GEORGE CALVERT, a distinction earnestly coveted

(1) «A forward and knowing person in matters relating to the State.””—
Woods' Athene, Oz.
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and highly prized by all loyal Englishmen.”” In
1618 or 1619, he was made one of the Secretarvies
of State upon the disgrace of Sir  Thomas Lake
and his family, still advancing in position and
securing the confidence of his sovereign by his
correct knowledge of public business and by his
fidelity.®  Buckingham informed him that the
King, after due consideration, had determined to
appoint him to the office, from which Sir Thomas
Lake had necessarily been dismissed. Calvert
professed some hesitation in regard to assuming
so important a station, and particularly urges his
unworthiness to assume an office “so recently
filled by his noble lord and master;” but he did
not decline the proffered honor. Buckingham re-
ported his replies to the King, who was so much
pleased with his modesty and frankness, that he
called him into his presence. Then he questioned
him on many points, and among other queries,
enquired what kind of a woman his wife was:

)

“She is a good woman,” answered Calvert, “and

has brought me ten children; and I can assure

(1) Nichols’ Progresses of James I., vol. iii, 437.

(2) ¢ Chalmers, in his Annals, (ch. ix,) says, that Sir George Calvert
was made Secretary of State to James I, through the interest of Sir Robert
Cecil. But as Sir Robert Cecil (created Earl of Salisbury, in 1605,) died
in 1612, and Sir George was not made Secretary until 1619, there scems
to be an inaccuracy in his statement. Chalmers possibly meant, that he
was originally patronized and introduced at Court, by Cecil, as above
mentioned. He had not been knighted at the date of the Second Charter
of Virginia, (to wit, May 2, 1609,) as he is therein nnmedvGeorge Calvert,
Esquire, being one of the patentees.”’— Bozmman i, 233, note.
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your majesty, she is not a wife with a witness.”
This latter assurance must be construed to have
meant, that Lady Calvert was by no means a
second Lady Lake, and gave the King great satis-
faction, for he had, at this period, an especial
horror of head strong, high spirited wives, since he
had seen so much of the wilfulness and violent
temper of Lady Lake and others.® The King
bestowed upon him the further bounty of a pen-
sion of £1000, (May 2, 1620.)

Believing that the Duke of Buckingham was
instrumental in procuring this preferment, Sir
George presented him with a jewel of great value,
but the Duke returned it, with a message, that he
(Sir George) owed his advancement to his own
merit and the good pleasure of his sovereign.®”

Sir George thought that one good turn deserved
another. It is said that even at the present day,
valuable presents are made to high officers and
influential persons for political favors bestowed,
and some even go farther and maliciously declare
that sometimes presents are made before offices
are bestowed or services rendered!

Rapin,” an old- historian of England, tells a
story in which our Sir George does not appear too
favorably. In 1620, the Spanish Minister Gonde-
mar, was intriguing to have the Prince of Wales

(1) Streeter’s MS. (2) Belknap ii, 364.
(3) Hist. of England, Lond, 1743-47, vol. ii, p. 200.
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marry the Infanta of Spain. “He had bribed
with presents all those who had the King’s ear
and who had cherished him in his vain project,
particularly the Earls of Worcester and Arundel,
Lord Digby, Sir George Calvert, Sir Richard Wes-
ton, and others popishly affected.’ This, if true,
shows that Sir George was not above a certain
weakness, said not to be uncommon in the present
day. But it was not only gentlemen who were
presumed to be weak enough to take a bribe, but
this crafty Spaniard also tickled the palms of the
ladies with gold, for it is said, *“ he bribed the very
ladies, especially those who talked much and to
whom much company resorted, that they might
alloy such men as were too sour in their expres-
sion, and stop them if they run too fast.” But it
seems Gondemar had neglected the Lady Jacobs,
who, upon his passing her window, instead of
answering his salutation as usual, only gaped with
her mouth, which repeating next day, he sent to
know the reason. She replied, “she had a mouth
to be stopped as well as other ladies.”®™ It was
this same Gondemar who influenced the king to
arrest Sir Walter Raleigh, in July, 1618, and
whom, to the disgrace of England, James brought
to the block soon after.

In 1620-21, Sir George obtained a seat in Par-
liament for the University of Oxford. Soon after,

(1) Kennedy’s Life and Character of Calvert,
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he repaired to Ireland to reside there for some
time, the king having made him a large grant of
land.®

This was an interesting and eventful period in
English history. Besides the formidable stand
made by the House of Commons against the
King’s prerogative, other subjects more immedi-
ately affecting the interests of the infant colonies
in America were agitated. These were the to-
bacco trade and the fisheries.® The King had a
horrible aversion to the use of tobacco, though
many of his subjects were destined to grow rich
in that trade, and his own revenues to be increased
by it.®” Besides his several proclamations against
the growing, importation, and the use of the novel
plant, he published a treatise, entitled “A Counter-
blast to Tobacco,” and he said, “were he to invite
the devil to dinner, he would have three dishes:
first, a pig; the poll of a ling and mustard, and
third, a pipe of tobacco for digestion.” This sub-
ject occasioned a fierce debate in Parliament, and
one of the members in the course of the discussion
observed: ‘ He thought not to speak of this vile
weed. When he was first a Parliament man, this
vile weed was not known. He abhored it the
more because the King disliked it.”

(1) Lodge’s Pcerage of Ireland, iv. ed. 1750.
(2) Kennedy, p. 88.
(3) See the Debate in Chalmer’s Annals, ch, iii, vol. iv, 84.
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Sir George, as we have seen, was appointed as
one of the Secretaries of State, in 1619, as suc-
cessor to Sir Thomas Lake, which place he held
until 1624, when he resigned it according to Ful-
ler,® for the following reasons: ‘He freely con-
fessed to the King that ke was then become a
Roman Catholic, so that he must be wanting in his
trust or violate his conscience in discharging his
office.” “This his ingenuity,” adds Fuller, “so
highly affected King James, that he continued
him Privy Councillor all his reign, ....... and
soon after, created him Lord Baltimore of Balti-
more, in Ireland.® Calvert had been in constant
fear of dismissal ever since the rupture of the
Spanish match. Throughout the later stages of
that very long and intricate negotiation, his posi-
tion was mortifying, for he remained in London
while the King was at Royston, New Market, or
some other of his numerous palaces, communi-
cating with Calvert through Conway, a creature
of Buckingham’s, who had been made nominally
a colleague, but really the superior of Calvert in
the State department. Conway suggested the in-
structions, and Calvert put them in diplomatic

(1) Worthies of England, iii: 419, ed. 1810.

(2) An Trish Baron is not a member of the English nobility, and none
of the Baltimores ever became such. An English Baron sits in the
House of Lords; an Irish Baron gets nothing with his title, except the
social courtesies. While it gives him no right so sit in the House of
Lords, it prevents him from sitting for any Irish constituency in the
House of Commons.
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form. It was during the earlier stages of that
part of the negotiation conducted by the Earl of
Bristol, when the alliance seemed absolutely be-
yond a doubt, that Calvert began, according to
some, to lean to the papists. For years he had
performed offices in the punishment of “recu-
sancy,” which none but a Protestant and a rather
zealous one, would have done.

It has been on the contrary stated, with appa-
rent authenticity, that he continued to be one of
the principal Secretaries of State, until the death
of King James, which occurred on the 27th of
March, 1625, only three days after the year 1624,
according to old style. On the death of James
and the accession of Charles to the throne, it is
certain that he ceased to be one of the Secretaries.
It is highly probable, that on his retirement from
office, whenever that occurred, he received the
diploma of unobility, but to this circumstance of
his life also different dates are annexed. Accord-
ing to some, he was created Lord Baltimore in the
year 1623, but this seems to be plainly contra-
~dicted by the Virginia commission of July 15th,
1624, in which he is styled by the King himself,
“8ir George Calvert, Knight.” - Belknap and
Allen, his American biographers, seem to be
more correct, who state him to have been created
Baron of Baltimore, in 1625, when he most proba-

(1) Beatson’s Political Index, iii, 147.
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bly received this honor from Charles the First,
shortly after the death of his father, James, and
Sir George’s resignation of the Secretary.®

This report of Fuller concerning his conversion
to the Church of Rome at this time, has been
called into question. It is maintained by some
that he was a Catholic from his early youth, or
even born in that communion.®

Hereafter, we shall know Sir George as Lord
Baltimore. After his retirement from public office,
he is principally distinguished as the founder of
the Colony of Maryland, or as the person to whom
the Charter was first intended to be granted.
This was in 1632; but Maryland was not the
first colony he aimed at establishing. While he
was Secretary of State, he obtained a Charter from
King James, granting to him, his heirs and as-
signs, to be absolute Lord and Proprietor (with
the County Palatine, many civil and military pre-
rogatives and jurisdictions, such as conferring
honors, coining money, &ec.,) of the province of
Avalon, in Newfoundland. He gave it this name
after the old Avalon, in Somersetshire, which was
so called from Avalonius, a monk, who was sup-
posed to have-converted the British King Lucius

(1) Bozman, i, 24

(2) For an exhaustive discussion of this subject, see Kennedy’s Life and
Character of Calvert, A Review of Kennedy in United States Catholic
Magazine, Balt. 1846. Kennedy’s Reply in same Magazine, April, 1846,
and Editor’s Remarks on the Controversy.






