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ADDITIONAL NOTES.

Page 231. Since this volume was printed I have received, through the
kindness of Signor Hermann Ferrero, a copy of his Lettres de Henrictte-Marie
G sa seur Christine, duchesse de Savoie. The following extract from one
written on August 8, 1641, the day of the Suuday sitting of the Houses,
brings vividly before us the Queen’s feelings at the time :—

«“Je vous jure que je suis presque folle du soudain changement de ma
fortune, car du plus hault degré de contantement je suis tombée des (dans)
des malheurs inimaginables en toutes espesses; n’estant pas seullement en
mon particulier, mais en celuy des autres. Les soufrances des pauvres cato-
liques et des autres qui sont serviteurs du Roy monseigneur m’est plus sensible
que quoy qui me put ariver en mon particulier. Imaginés quelle est ma
condition de voir le pouvoir osté au Roy, les catoliques persécutés, les prestres
pandus, les personnes affectionné i nostre service elloygnés de nous et pour-
suivis de leur vie pour avoir tasché a servir le Roy, et moy retenue ysy comme
prisonnidre, que mesme I'on ne me veut pas permestre de suivre le Roy qui
s'en va en Escosse, et personne au monde & qui pouvoir dire mes afflictions, et
savoir avec tout cela ne pas témoigner en avoir du resantimant.”

Page 253, line 8. The name Hunsdon is impossible, as it was only a third
title of the Earl of Dover, who voted on the other side, and who is the writer
of the notes which I have used as my authority. Mr. Kitchin, whom I requested
to look at the MS. to see if I had made a mistake, assures me that there can
be no doubt that Hunsdon is the word written by Dover himself, and also
that the name occurs three times in the course of Dover’s notes. I merely note
this fact, not being able to see any solution of the difficulty.



THE

FALL OF THE MONARCHY OF CHARLES I.

— OO

CHAPTER X.
THE FIRST TWO MONTHS OF THE LONG PARLIAMENT.

O~ November 3 that famous assembly which was to
be known to all time as the Long Parliament, met at
Westminster. It was impossible that the view of
public affairs which was taken by the King should
satisfy the men who now came together from every
part of England. They were firmly persuaded, not
that a few things had gone wrong, but that everything
had gone wrong. The future Cavalier and the future
Roundhead were of one mind in this. Nor would
they be content to submit the choice of the abuses to
be abolished to the reason and conscience of the
King. They had resolved tc measure the remedies
which they desired by their own reason and con-
science. Charles had by his actions thrust into the
foreground the question of Sovereignty, and it could
never be put out of sight again. '
Unhappily it was rather to be wished than to be
expected that the claim to supremacy which Parlia-
ment was justified in putting forward, should have
been swollen by no unreasonable demands, and sup-
ported on no fictitious allegations. The worst result
of Charles’s system of government was, that this could
VOL. 1I. B
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THE FIRST TWO MONTHS OF THE LONG PARLIAMENT.,

not be. He had attempted to rule without under-
standing his subjects, and the process had not been
such as to enable them to understand him. Called
upon to interpret a series of actions to which they
did not possess the key, they naturally conceived that
the explanation was to be found in a more resolute
and consistent effort than any of which Charles was
really capable. They held that all that had taken
place was the result of a settled conspiracy to re-

. place law and liberty by an absolute despotism at

Strength
of the Par-
liament

in the
Scottish
army,

home, whilst the political despotism thus brought into
existence was to be subjected in turn to the eccle-
siastical despotism of the Pope. This, they believed,
was the deliberate intention of Laud and Strafford,
for as yet Charles’s name was not mentioned. It was
natural enough that it should be so, but it was none
the less fatal to any chance, if chance there were, of
an understanding with the King. Errors do not any
the less produce their evil crop, because they are
under the circumstances unavoidable.

No Parliament had ever met, since the days of
Earl Simon, with so great a strength of popular
support. Nor had it only to rely upon a vague and
unorganised feeling, always hard to translate into
combined action. For the first time since Parlia-
ments had been, it had behind it an armed and dis-
ciplined force, possessing more military cohesion than
any popular rising could possibly have had. That
army, indeed, was, in the eye of the law, an army of
foreigners encamped on English soil. But for the
moment it was regarded by most Englishmen with
more sympathy than that other army in the North
which was entirely composed of Englishmen. By
a strange combination of circumstances, it had become
impossible for Charles to defy his Parliament without
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defying the Scottish army as well. Unless he could
pay the 850l a day, which the Scots had agreed to
accept, their army would hold the Treaty of Ripon to
be at an end, would cross the Tees, and march south-
wards. There was no force in existence which could
be counted on to stop the Scots anywhere between
Yorkshire and Whitehall. It was, therefore, abso-
lutely necessary for Charles to find money, and he
knew perfectly well that if he dissolved Parliament
it would be out of his power to collect a single penny.

It was not now, as it had been in 1625, in 1626,in
1629, or even in the spring of 1640. A quarrel with
Parliament then had brought to him disordered
finances, and had frustrated his cherished plans. A
dissolution now would bring him face to face with
absolute ruin.

Plain as this seems to be, it took some little time
to drive it home to Charles’s understanding. In his
opening speech he asked the Houses to join him in
chasing out the rebels, and was surprised to find him-
self obliged to explain away the obnoxious term.!

" The new position of Parliament was emphasised
by the choice of a Speaker. Charles had intended to
propose the nomination of the Recorder of London,
Sir Thomas Gardiner, a devoted adherent of the
Crown. Contrary to all precedent, the City had
refused to send its Recorder to Parliament, and was
represented by four stout Puritans. Charles was
therefore obliged to look elsewhere. His choice had
fallen on William Lenthall, a barrister of some repute
in the Courts, and likely to be acceptable to the lead-
ing members of the Commons. Lenthall was better
fitted for the post than Charles could have imagined.
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! The King’s Speeches, Rushw. iv. 11, 17.
B 4
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CHAP. ledge of Parliamentary precedent, but he was the first
Ty to realise the position of a Speaker in t%mes ‘of poli-
Nov. s- tical controversy. He would not, like Finch, in 1629,
place himself at the service of the Crown. Neither
would he, like Glanville, in the Short Parliament, take
an active part in opposition to the Crown. He was
content to moderate and control, and to suggest the
means of reconciling differences, without attempting
to influence the House in its decision. Through his
whole career he had, as he said on one famous occa-
sion, neither eyes to see, nor tongue to speak, save as

the House was pleased to direct him.

Btraflord’s No one knew better than Strafford what danger
ing.  was impending over his own head. He had to bear

the burden of all other men’s offences as well as of
his own. To the mass of Englishmen he was the
dark-browed apostate, who had forsaken the paths of
~ constitutional usage to establish a despotic and arbi-
trary power. The Scots, too, loudly proclaimed him
as the enemy of their Church and country, and asthe
originator of that war which had been as obnoxious
to Englishmen as it had been to themselves. Court
favourites, whose schemes for their own enrichment
had been thwarted by his imperious frown, were eager
to remove such an obstacle from their path. The
Puritans regarded him as their deadliest foe. The
City of London had not forgotten how he had
threatened its aldermen, and had attempted to ruin
trade by the debasement of the coinage. Strafford
knew how powerful the City had now become. Even
Parliament could not raise subsidies for the payment
of the armies without considerable delay, and a
further application to the City for a loan was there-
fore inevitable. Without a loan the Royal army
would be compelled to disband, and the Scots, as
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Strafford expressed it, would be more than ever ‘a
rod over the King, to force him to do anything the
Puritan popular humour had a mind to.’ Yet Straf-
ford was not without hope. If only, he thought, the
Scottish requirements were known in all their fulness,
they would meet with universal resistance.

Strafford knew that his place of safety was in
Yorkshire at the head of the army. The belief of his
own family was, that Hamilton and Vane, anxious to
make their peace with the Parliamentary leaders,
persuaded the King to send for him. Charles himself
was eager to lean on that strong arm, and to consult
that brain so fertile in resources. He assured Strafford
that, if he came, he ¢ should not suffer in his person,
honour, or fortune.” The Queen seconded her hus-
band’s entreaties by declarations of her protection.
With a brave heart, though against his own judgment,
the doomed statesman set out from that loved home
at Wentworth Woodhouse, which he was never to
behold again. He knew that his enemies were pre-
paring to charge him with ¢great matters out of
Treland.” I am to-morrow to London,” he wrote,
“ with more dangers-beset, I believe, than ever any
man went with out of Yorkshire; yet my heart is
good, and I find nothing cold in me. It is not to be
believed how great the malice is,and how intent they
are about it. Little less care there is taken to ruin
me than to save their own souls.” !

Strafford was right about the danger from Ireland.
The English House of Commons, indeed, cared little
for the grievances of the native population. For the

1 Strafford to Radeliffe, Nov. 5. Sir G. Wentworth’s Narrative,
Whitaker's Life of Radcliffe, 214, 228. 1 do not give Whitelocke's state-
ment that the King said that they should not touch a hair of Strafford’s
head, as Whitelocke is not to be depended on in details,
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grievances of the Protestant landowners and the Eng-
lish officials they had a more open ear, and these were
precisely the classes on which Strafford’s hand had
weighed most heavily.! It was no mere wish to
swell the chorus of complaint which sent the Com-
mons to hunt on the other side of St. George’s
Channel for fresh charges against their enemy.
They instinctively felt that Strafford’s conduct in
Ireland was inseparable from his conduct in England.
It was there that he had shown himself in his true
colours as the arbitrary and irresponsible ruler ; and
it was there that he had forged that instrument of
tyranny, the Irish army, which, as they fully be-
lieved, was intended to establish a military despot-

! An extract from a letter of Sir John Leeke to his half-brother, Sir
E. Verney ( Perney MS8.), will show something of the temper aroused
by the working of one of Strafford’s financial expedients, the tobacco mo-
nopoly. Leeke's son-in-law, a Captain Hals, had commanded a ship which
was bringing home tobacco from Virginia, and had died on the
voyage. “When the ship came home,” wrote Leeke, # they considered
not our losses, but by strong hand locked up our hatches, and after some
few days got lighters and cellared it up; then foll to weighing. We had
1,100 rolls and odd ; all merchants, before that day, were allowed 2 lbe.
for every stick's weight ; they enforced us, to allow 3 lbe., by which we
lost 1,100 pounds of tobacco. Next we were not allowed an indifferent
weigher, but had the King's searcher put upen us, by whose crooked
hand, I vow to God, we lost 3,000 pounds weight of tobacco. To con-
clude, we had no more than 44d. a pound for the tobacco, which did
amount unto us in all 319). The tobacco was by them sold at 2s. per
pound, and 7 and 8 groats the pound. You may by this guess what they
ravished from my poor daughter. Our payment could not be, but at six
and six months, but we were not payed the first six months. They
alleged our tobacco did not prove well. It was God’s judgment if it did
not, for the widow and orphan’s sake. We had likewise one other parcel
for which we have not yet our money. If our great king and brave
parliament take this general statement into their consideration, 1 will lay
down more of this to your judgment. This monopoly, or rather hellish
plot, hath undone a thousand families here, and undone the island. Oap-~
tain Hals and his brothers did in those ysars carry off of the scum and
Iazy people of this kingdom six or seven hundred men and women. This
was a great ease to the kingdom, and kept many from the gallows,”
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ism in England. After some debate it was resolved,
on Pym’s motion, that a committee of the whole
House should take the Irish grievances into considera-
tion.

It would be a mistake to speak of Pym as the
leader of the House in the sense in which he became
its leader after some months of stormy conflict.
Again and again during these early weeks his opinion
was questioned, and he was not unfrequently out-
voted. But he was securely established as the
directing influence of a knot of men who constituted
the inspiring force of the Parliamentary Opposition.
He was trusted by the Earl of Bedford, the wisest
and most temperate of the Opposition in the Lords.
Hampden, the wisest and most temperate of the
Opposition in the Commons, was content to serve
under him, and with rare self-abnegation to abstain
from taking part, except in circumstances of absolute
necessity, in those set debates in which Parliamentary
fame is most readily to be won. The fiery Strode,
who had held Finch down in his chair;! the un-
relenting St. John ; Holles, Earle, and Fiennes looked
up to him as their guide. Nature and experience had
made of Pym a consummate Parliamentary tactician.
It had made him more than that. He wasnot indeed,
as Strafford was, a born reformer. He had not the
eagle eye of the idealist, impatient of the habits of
his age, and striving to improve the world in his own
fashion. His position was purely conservative, and he
brought with him the strength and the weakness which
conservatism always brings. To him Parliament was

' This identification, which has been much discussed, is put beyond
doubt by a passage in D’Ewes's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxiii. fol. 385. We
there learn that when the case of the prisoners of 1629 was before the
House, those of them who were members were ordered to withdraw, and
that Strode was one of those who went out.
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CHAP. the most conservative force in existence. It was the
Ry guardian of the old religion and of the old law against
Nov.s. the new-fangled nostrums of Strafford and Laud. It
was the strength of his feeling in this matter, com-
bined with the inventiveness with which he prepared
new bulwarks against attack, which gave him the un-
rivalled position to which he attained. The members
of that Parliament were of one mind in their detesta-
tion of innovations. They were as yet resolved to do
nothing that was new. Their spirit was the spirit
which had animated the Parliaments which, in some-
what similar circumstances, had met to oppose the
selfwill of Henry III., and which had justified their
demand to control on the ground that they were best
able to testify to the Jaws and customs of their
ancestors.
Nov. 7. The debate of November 7 was one long outburst
fo',':;w"';‘:.‘l of suppressed complaint. Strafford had clearly not
ok taken a true measure of the feeling of the country.
The general outcry began with the presentation of a
petition from Hertfordshire by Sir Arthur Capel.
Grimston and Rudyerd and Seymour ran over an
alinost endless catalogue of grievances. The whole
argument was summed up in an anecdote related by
Grimston. A poor man, he said, had applied to the
Court of King's Bench to be admitted to bail. Some
of the Judges hesitated. ¢ Come, brothers,” said one
of them, ¢“let us bail him; for they begin to say in.
the town, that the Judges have overthrown the law,
and the Bishops the gospel.”

Rudyerd’s More notable, perhaps, was Rudyerd’s speech.

ek Rudyerd was one of that class which is usually known
as that of moderate men ; that is to say, the men who
never go to the bottom of any difficulty. Susceptible
to all the breezes of popular feeling he took all the
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grievances of the nation to heart without drawing
any practical conclusion from the premisses which he
admitted. “We well know,” he now said, ¢ what
disturbance hath been brought into the Church for
petty trifles ; how the whole Church, the whole king-
dom hath been troubled where to place a metaphor,
an altar., We have seen ministers, their wives,
children, and families undone against law, against

conscience, against all bowels of compassion, about

not dancing on Sundays. What do those sort of men
think will become of themselves, when the Master of
the House shall come and find them beating their
fellow-servants?” It was impossible to put in a
clearer way the objections which all reasonable men
now entertain to the system of Laud. The enforcement
of the ceremonies, he went on to say, stopped the
mouths of diligent preachers. There was something
suspicious in the satisfaction felt by the Jesuits in
the recent changes, something dangerous in the new
habit of branding vigorous and hearty Protestants as
Puritans. It was a reproach to the Government that
so many of the King’s subjects had been driven to
seek refuge across the Atlantic.

Rudyerd then proceeded to give voice to another
feeling which was no less general than that against
Laud. Grimston had just been going over a long
list of oppressive exactions. Rudyerd reminded the
House that all this violence had been employed for
nought. This apparently all-pervading Government
had been the weakest which had been known for
generations. It had produced nothing but national
disgrace. Those who talked most loudly of advancing
the King’s authority had frittered away his revenue,
and had left him grievously in debt. The remedy
proposed by Rudyerd was to remove evil counsellors
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THE FIRST TWO MONTHS OF THE LONG PARLIAMENT.

from the King, and, without seeking any man’s ruin
or life, to effect a thorough reformation.! -

It would have been far better for England if
Rudyerd’s well-meant suggestion could have been
carried out. Unfortunately there was but one con-
dition under which it was practicable, and that con-
dition did not exist. If Charles could be trusted to
break off, once and for ever, from his old life, and to

" acknowledge, not in word alone, that his face had

been persistently turned in the wrong direction from
the very beginning of his reign, it might be safe to
allow the instruments of the evil system which was
to be abolished to pass the rest of their livesin secure
retirement. The knowledge that this could not be so
made a sharper course necessary. For the moment
Parliament was strong. But its strength would not last
for ever. Sooner or later the Scottish army must be
paid off, and must recross the Border. Weak as the
English army was for the present, it might become
strong if anything should occur to turn the tide of
popular feeling against the Scots. Above all, that
Irish Catholic army beyond the sea was a grim reality,
which Pym and his associates never lost sight of as
long as it remained in existence.

Probably the only true solution of the difficulty
was to be found in the abdication or dethronement of
the King. It could not be reasonably expected of
Charles that he should fit himself for the entirely
changed conditions which were before him, and his
presence on the throne could no longer serve-any
useful purpose either for himself or for his subjects.
Such a solution, however, did not come within the
range of practical politics. He certainly was not

! Speeches of Grimston and Rudyerd, Ruskw. iv. 34, 24. The former
is misdated.



THE LIST OF PROSCRIPTION.

likely to propose it, nor was any one else likely even to
think of it. If he was to be irresponsible, responsi-
bility would fall the heavier on his ministers. They
would receive more blame than was theirdue, because
he was to receive less than was his. The cry for
their punishment, in order that none might hereafter
dare to follow in their steps, would wax the louder
when it was perceived that only by their punishment,
perhaps only by their death, could their permanent
exclusion from office be made absolutely certain.

Some thought of this kind, not reasoned out,
but instinctively arising in their minds, was probably
present to the Parliamentary leaders when, at a pre-
liminary meeting, they drew up the list of proscription.
It was decided that Strafford, Laud, Hamilton, and
Cottington, together with some of the Judges! and of
the Bishops, should be called to account. No doubt
in so doing the Parliamentary leaders assumed that
there had been a more deliberate intention to over-
turn the constitution of the country than had really
existed.

If it is necessary to make some allowance for the
ignorance of the House of Commons in everything
that related to the political designs of the King’s
ministers, it is still more necessary to make allowance
for their ignorance in everything that related to
the ecclesiastical designs of the same men. The
notion that Laud and Strafford had been conspiring
with Con and Rossetti to lay England at the feet of
the Pope is so entirely in contradiction with the facts
of the case that a modern reader is tempted at once
to treat the charge as a fiction deliberately invented to

1 I here begin to follow the recovered fragment of Manchester's
Memoirs. See vol. i. 437. The most important passages have been already
printed by Mr. Sanford, though he was not aware of their authorship,
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serve the ends of a political party. To give way to
this temptation would be to commit the greatest in-
justice. The conviction was shared not merely by
Pym and Hampden, who afterwards opposed the
King, but by Falkland and Capel, who afterwards
supported him, and its existence as a conscientious
belief can alone explain the vehemence of anger
which it produced. Against the Catholics themselves
as a body, the general distrust exceeded all reason-
able bounds. It was thought that a number of per-
sons, who in reality wished for nothing better than to
be let alone, had combined to plan the extirpation of
Protestantism in England, and to risk that welcome
calm into which they had so lately entered, in some
fresh Gunpowder Plot for the elevation of their
Church upon the ruins of the English State and na-
tion. Yet, even here, the general suspicion was not
without foundation. What was not true of the
general body of Catholics was true of a few intriguers
who had gained the ear of the Queen, and who had
made her apartments at Whitehall the centre from
which radiated the wildest schemes for setting at de-
fiance the resolute will of the English people. Thence
had come those insensate projects, in which an English
Bishop and an English Secretary of State had shared,
for amalgamating the Church of England with the
Church of Rome. Thence had come those still more
insensate invitations to the Pope to lend aid in men
and money to bolster up the pretensions of an English
sovereign to rule his people in defiance of their
wishes. Thence came every petty and low contriv-
ance for setting at nought the strength of the Sam-
son who had arisen in his might, by binding him with
the green withs of feminine allurements. Never had
evil counsel more speedily avenged itself upon its
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authors than that by which the statecraft of James
and Buckingham and Charles had brought a Catholic
princess to be the bride of a Protestant king. To
condemn Henrietta Maria is impossible. Nothing in
her birth or education had taught her to comprehend
the greatness of the cause which she was opposing.
She had nothing of statesmanship in her, nothing of
the stern and relentless will which is indispensable to
the successful conspirator. All she wanted was to
live the life of a gay butterfly passing lightly from
flower to flower. Such a life, she found, was no
longer for her. Her pleasures were to be cut short,
her friends driven from her and thrust into danger.
It was all so incomprehensible to her, that she was
roused to mischievous activity by the extremity of
her annoyance. If the fulness of the Queen’s activity
was not known, at least it was suspected. The favour
shown to Catholics at Court, the appointment of
many of them to command in the Northern army,
the familiarity which had arisen between Charles and
the Papal agents, combined to bewilder the mind of
English Protestants, and facts occasionally occurred
which seemed to give warrant to-the wildest sus-
picions. It was likely enough that Catholic gentle-
men in the midst of the universal excitement would
be found to have collected arms in their houses instead
of trusting themselves to the mercy of their Protestant
neighbours. It waslikely enough that,in view of the
impending danger which they foresaw, some Catholics,
less wise than the rest, should mutter some foolish
threats. Such words would be certain to become
more violent in the mouth of rumour. In September
an apostate priest had sought to gain the favour of
Charles by trumping up a story of a great Jesuit
plot to murder him and Laud, and it was likely
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that the same man would be ready to trump up
stories equally unfounded to please the King’s op-
ponents.!

The belief in the existence of a plot for the violent
suppression of Protestantism is, therefore, only too
easily to be explained. There can be no doubt that
Pym was fully convinced of it. It is but a shallow
criticism which conceives of Pym as a man raised
above his fellows, and using their weaknesses for
the purposes of his own ambition. It is perhaps
more a matter of surprise that he can have supposed
that Strafford could have had any connection with
such a design. But it must be remembered that
the Strafford of Pym’s knowledge was not the Straf-
ford who stands now revealed —the high-minded,
masterful statesman, erring gravely through defect of
temper and knowledge. He saw but the base apostate,
who, from love of pelf and power, had betrayed the
sacred cause of English liberty. No error is so
utterly misleading as partial truth, and a document
which appeared to point to the worst possible inter-
pretation of Strafford’s motives, had unexpectedly
found its way into Pym’s hands. In the autumn the
younger Vane, who hud recently been knighted, had
occasion to inspect some legal documents, in view of
his approaching marriage. In order to obtain them
he borrowed his father's keys, and in the course of
his search he opened the door of the room in which
the Secretary kept his official papers. He there found
his father’s notes taken at the Committee which had
met immediately after the dissolution of the Short
Parliament, took a copy of them, and carried it to
Pym. Pym made a second copy for his own use. The

! The correspondence is printed in Rushw. iii. 1,310. Was the in-
formant the John Brown, who had another long story to tell the Com-
mons in the following April ?



PYM'S PROPOSALS.

original paper was burnt by the King’s command
before the meeting of Parliament.!

To Pym it was enough to know that Strafford had
advised the King to act ‘loose and absolved from
all rules of government,’ and that he had reminded
him of his army in Ireland as being ready ¢ to reduce
this kingdom.” It was at once clear to Pym, if it had
not been clear before, that the Lord Lieutenant was
the head of a conspiracy to overthrow, if necessary
by force, the fundamental laws of England, or, as we
should now express it, the constitution of the country.

If Pym bore hardly on Strafford as a man, he
could not bear too hardly on the system of govern-
ment which Strafford had supported. That system
had undeniably been calculated to establish an arbi-
trary power unknown to the laws of England. When
Pym rose, it was not to repeat once more the catalogue
of grievances which had poured forth from the lips
of others. *The distempers of the time,” he said, ‘“are
well known. They need not repetition, for, though
we have good laws, yet they want their execution,
or if they are executed, it is in the wrong sense.”
The whole political contention of the Long Parliament
at its commencement lay in these words. Parliament,
as Pym understood jt, was not merely called together
to propose laws and to vote subsidies. It had to see
that the laws were executed in accordance with the
interpretation put upon them by the nation at large,
and not merely in accordance with the interpretation
put upon them by the King and the Judges. It was
inconceivable to him that any one should honestly
think otherwise. ¢There was a design,’ he said, ‘to

! I’Ewes’s Diary, Harl. MSS. clxiv. fol. 162, b. The greater part of
this was printed by Mr, Sanford ; but he appears to have been unable to

decipher the whole of the passage. He omits the part about the burning
of the original notes,
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alter law and religion.” Those who formed it were
¢ papists who are obliged by a maxim in their doctrine
that they are not only bound to maintain their reli-
gion, but to extirpate all others.” Pym followed this
by evidence culled from the high-handed dealing of
Judges and Councillors during the past eleven years.
He especially referred to the proposal to bring in
foreign soldiers to support the King in 1639 and 1640.
He also referred to the widely entertained suspi-
cion that some mystery lay concealed in the visit of
that Spanish fleet which had been destroyed in the
Downs. In a few brief words he pointed the moral.
There was ¢ the Irish army to bring us to order. We
are not fully conquered.” In the end, he moved for
a committee to inquire into the danger in which the
King and kingdom was.

In the afternoon of the same day the Irish Com-
mittee met. A petition from Mountmorris was read,
with startling effect. “If we consider divers points
of this petition,” said Pym, “a man would think we
lived rather in Turkey than in Christendom.” Sir
John Clotworthy, one of the Ulster settlers, who had
obtained a seat in the English Parliament, unfolded a
miserable tale of grievances. A sub-committee was
appointed to examine these points. There was no
attempt to veil its inquiry in secrecy; Sir William
Pennyman, Strafford’s close friend, was named as one
of its members.

Pym was evidently in no hurry. The sub-com-
mittee on Irish affairs was not to hold its first sitting
till the 12th, and his own committee on English griev-
ances would take long to accomplish its task. He
probably intended that the impeachment of Strafford,
which he evidently meditated, should be preceded by
a long and exhaustive investigation, like that which



STRAFFORD TAKES ’l"HE AGGRESSIVE

-had preceded Buckingham’s impeachment in 1626.!
This intention, if it was really formed, was frustrated
by an unexpected occurrence. On the evening of
the gth Strafford had arrived in London.? His advice
to the King next day was to take the daring course
of anticipating the blow, by accusing the Parliamen-
tary leaders of treasonable relations with the Scots.®
There was no time to be lost. The day before, Charles
had announced his intention of expelling the Recu-
sants from London, and of withdrawing the Tower
from the custody of the garrison which had been
placed in it by Cottington. The 11th was fixed on
for the King's visit to review these men before
their dismissal, and it can hardly have been an
unintentional coincidence that the same day was
chosen by Strafford as that on which he was to bring
his charge against the members of the Houses. The

! My authority for the first days of the session is the Journals
elucidated by Manchester’s Memosrs, and the so-called D’Ewes’s Diary.
D’Ewes had not yet arrived in town, and this part of the MS. was
furnished by Bodvile, the member for Anglesea.

* Baillie,i. 272.

3 The statement of Strafford’s intention to accuse his opponents given
by Rushworth (Straf. T'rial, 2) is placed out of doubt by a passage in
Laud’s History of the Troubles:—*“1t is thought, and upon good grounds,
that the Earl of Strafford had got knowledge of the treason of some
men,and that he was preparing to accuse them ” ( Works, iii. 295). The
imprisonment by Strafford of Henry Darley, the carrier of Savile's let-
ters, points in the same direction. Manchester's account (Add..MSS.
15,567) is as follows:—* He therefore repairs to London, and makes his
address to Court, where he is received by the King with great ex-
pressions of favour and renewed assurances of protection; but within a
few days after his arrival at Court, his greatness appeared so to the
lessening of others, as it raised continuances of malice and envy not to be
1aid aside till they were put into a way of effecting his designed ruin.
Therefore, intimation wus given to some of the House of Commons that
the Earl of Strafford intended to prefer an accusation of high treason
against divers members of both Houses of Parliament. Whether this infor-
mation were real or feigned is uncertain, yet it wrought the effect designed
to hasten their intended impeachment of Ligh treason against him.”

yor. IL C
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King would be ready with an armed force, to guard
the prisoners when they arrived.

Strafford doubtless believed that the result would
be not merely to strike down those whom he regarded
as traitors, but to regain for the Crown that popu-
larity which it had lost. He could not think that
the English nation would be long content to be led
by men who had intrigued to bring a Scottish army
upon English soil, just as Pym could not think that it
would be content to be led by a man who had pro-
posed to bring an Irish army upon English soil.
If men were influenced more by the existing law
than by their fears and passions, Strafford might
have gained his cause. According to the letter of
that law it was treason to bring in a foreign army
against the King, whilst it was not treason to
bring in a foreign army to support the King. Scot-
land, too, was a foreign country in a sense in which
Ireland was not. The element which Strafford had left
out of his calculations was that the mass of English-
men wished the King to be resisted and not to be sup-
ported. It was this which paralysed hisaction. Few,
indeed, even at Charles’s Court shared his hopes and
fears. Treachery and irresolution hampered his feet
at every step. No sooner had his resolve been formed,
than some of those to whom the secret had been en-
trusted, betrayed it to the Parliamentary leaders.

On the morning of the 11th Strafford took his
seat in the House of Lords. The moment when his
accusation should have been brought, if it was to be
brought at all, was allowed to slip by. Itisnoexpla-
nation to [say that the Lords were engaged in other
business.! In such a case as this, business could be

3 Mr. Sanford suggested that Strafford was to have taken advanmgo.
of the report to be made by the Uommissioners for the Treaty of Ripon to
bring forward the subject (Studiss of th: G eat Rebellion, 310). But
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interrupted, and at all events there would be time to
speak when it was concluded. The only reasonable
supposition is that, when the moment for execution
came, Charles drew back, as he had so often drawn
back before. After a short visit Strafford left the
House without uttering a word.

The Commons were already in a state of violent
agitation. Few amongst the members had the slightest
suspicion of the blow which had been contemplated.
But the review at the Tower was no secret. Cradock,
one of the members for the City, rose to describe the
military arrangements. Strafford, he added, had
been heard to boast that in a short time the City
would be brought into subjection. At such times
vague rumours acquire a strange significance. ‘A
solicitor in the Bishop’s Court’ was reported to have
said that ‘he heard that the City should shortly be
about the citizens’ ears.” The explanation given by
Roe that the King had merely gone to hold a review,
was received with general incredulity. Then followed
the inevitable reference to the great Popish plot.
Rigby, the Puritan member for Wigan, declared that
a letter had been discovered, in which the Catholics
were required to fast in support of ¢ the Queen’s pious
intentions.” In reality these intentions had referred
merely to the Queen’s desire that her husband might
return safely from the war against the Scots. The
Commons would be certain to interpret them as re-
ferring to a plot against themselves. After a short
further conversation, Pym saw that his time was
come. He rose and moved that the doors should be
locked.! He then called on Clotworthy to repeat a

Strafford was not a Commissioner.” Besides the report was to be made at
3 P.M., whereas the King’s review at the Tower was in the morning. - -
1 The Journals (ii. 26) place the locking of the doors after the read.
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story which he had heard from Sir Robert King, the
muster-master in Ireland. It was to the effect that a
little before the break of the Short Parliament Rad-
cliffe had said to him, “ We know how to please the
Scots at an hour’s warning, and then when our armies
are together, the King deserves no good counsellors
if he will not have what he pleaseth in England.”
The debate then wandered off into talk about the
activity of the Recusants. At last a Select Committee
was named to prepare matter for a conference, ¢and
the charge against the Earl of Strafford.’?

The Committee thus named had in a few minutes
to draw up the accusation which was originally in-
tended to be the result of an inquiry extending over
many weeks. It is, therefore, no matter of surprise
that it was somewhat rambling and inconclusive. The
committee acknowledged that it was not yet in a
position to send up such a charge as they expected
ultimately to be able to prepare. Nevertheless it
recommended that no time should be lost. For the
present it would be enough to instance ‘my Lord
Mountmorris’s cause, and papists suffered in England
to increase in arms.’? With characteristic love of
fairness Falkland asked whether it would not be
better to discover the whole truth before bringing the
accusation. If Pym could not disclose all that he
knew, he had at least a sufficient answer ready. They
could not afford, he said, to give time to Strafford. If
he were allowed to remain at large, he would urge
the King to dissolve Parliament, or would take some

ing of Rigby’s letter. Our only knowledge of the debate comes from
Bodvile's Diary prefixed to D’Ewes’. Tt seems to have been written out
by some one who had no personal knowledge of the debate. Rigby ap~
pears as ‘ Digby.” Bodvile had none of I'Ewe+'s minute accuracy, and he
omits all mention of the locking of the doors, 1 CJ. i 26,

% Bodvile speaks of this report as if it had already been sent up to

‘the Lords. R is clear from the Journals that this was not the case.



STRAFFORD IMPEACHED.

other desperate course.! Pym knew, what Falkland
did not know, that the ordinary forms of judicial pro-
cedure were insufficient to meet the case of a minister
who, armed with the authority of the Crown, was
ready to have recourse to force.

The House agreed with Pym. He was directed
to carry up the impeachment without delay. He was
further to demand that Strafford, being charged with
High Treason, should at once be sequestered from the
House of Lords, and committed to prison. In a few
days the Commons would make known the grounds
of their accusation.

Followed by a crowd of approving members, Pym
carried up the message. Whilst the Lords were still
debating on this unusual request for imprisonment
before the charge had been set forth, the news of
the impeachment was carried to Strafford. “I
will go,” he proudly said, and look my accusers in
the face.” With haughty mien and scowling brow
he strode up the floor of the House to his place of
honour. There were those amongst the Peers who
had no wish to allow him to speak, lest he should ac-
cuse them of complicity with the Scots. The Lords,
as a body, felt even more personally aggrieved by his
method of government than the Commons. Shouts
of ¢« Withdraw ! withdraw !” rose from every side.
As soon as he was gone an order was passed sequester-
ing the Lord Lieutenant from his place in the House
and committing him to the custody of the Gentleman
Usher. He was then called in and bidden to kneel
whilst the order was read. He asked permission to

1 1 venture to take this from Clarendon (i. 243). He wrote from
memory, and his general narrative is inextricably confused. I think,
however, he may be supposed to have 1ememabered a scene like this,
which is characteristic of both the actors.
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speak, but his request was sternly refused. Maxwell,
the Usher of the Black Rod, took from him his sword,
and conducted him out of the House. The crowd
outside gazed pitilessly on the fallen minister, ‘no
man capping to him, before whom that morning the
greatest in England would have stood dis-covered.’
“What is the matter?” they asked. “A small
matter, I warrant you,” replied Strafford with forced
levity. “ Yes, indeed,” answered a bystander,  high
treason is a small matter.”!

With Strafford in custody, no sudden blow was
any longer to be feared. But the knowledge that it
had been contemplated raised an additional barrier
between the King and those who were in the secret.
The impeachment of Strafford was more than an at-
tempt to bring a criminal to justice. It wasan act of
self-preservation.

The Commons had now time to turn their atten-
tion to other matters. Sir George Radcliffe was sent
for from Ireland to answer to a charge brought
against him by Clotworthy—a proceeding which was
afterwards complained of by Strafford’s supporters as
stopping his mouth if he should be called on to give
evidence in his friend’s favour. More satisfactory
were the orders issued for the liberation of Prynne,
Bastwick, Burton, Leighton, and Lilburn, to give
them an opportunity of bringing their complaints be-
fore the House of Commons.

More pressing even than the removal of the
grievances of these injured men was the necessity of
raising money. The 50,000l. which had been advanced
by the City was now exhausted. The two armies in
the North must in some way or another be paid, and

1 L. J. iv. 88. Baillie, i. 272. Manchester's Memoirs, 4dd. MSS.
15,567, fol. 32.
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already an ominous suggestion had fallen from Pym
that the loss suffered by the country might be made
good out of the estates of those who had been the
authors of the mischief.! As yet, however, the
House turned away from the easy road of confis-
cation, and resolved that 100,000l should be raised
for the payment of the armies. Yet there was no
way by which thissupply could be hastened sufficiently
to provide for the necessities of the hour, and it was
resolved to apply to the City for a loan. The City, it
appeared, was ready to lend 25,000l. on condition
that the Londonderry lands should be restored, and
that the garrison imposed by the King should be
actually removed from the Tower, and the ordnance
dismounted from its walls. Unless this were done,
said Cradock, ¢ such jealousies would possess the City,
it would hinder supply.’?

The City was not alone in its suspicions. The
knowledge of the blow contemplated by Strafford had
overthrown for the time all feeling of the difference
between reality and exaggeration. A woman asserted
that a certain O’Connor, an Irish priest, had told her
that ¢ many thousands were in pay to be ready to cut
all Protestants’ throats,” and to begin by killing the
‘King ; and this nonsense was thought worthy of serious
consideration by both Houses.®

The 17th was devoted to a public fast. Dr. Bur-
gess, who preached before the Commons in the
morning, took for his text the words of the prophet
Jeremiah, which warned the chosen people to join

themselves to the Lord in an everlasting covenant,

1 Bodvile's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 5, b.

*? Ibid. fol. 7.

3 ItWd. fol. 6. L. J. iv. 89. The feeling of the Lords should be
noted, as showing that they who were not under Pym’s influence shared
this apprehension.
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and significantly reminded his hearers that the deliver-
ance of Israel from Babylon wasachieved by the victory
of an army from the North. Unwonted utterances were
heard from the London pulpits. Men who had long
been silenced, called out for the overthrow of
Episcopacy and the Prayer Book, and for the intro-
duction of the Scottish Covenant. Eager partisans
proposed to draw up a petition for the abolition of
Bishops. More prudent observers recommended a
short delay, till Laud and Strafford had been disposed
of! Already the Commons had given evidence of
their inclination to thrust aside the new ceremonial.
They had arranged to receive the Communion on the
22nd, as a test to exclude any Catholics whomighthave
been elected. They applied to Williams, who had
recently been liberated at the demand of the Peers, and
who was again acting as Dean of Westminster, to give
permission for the removal of the Communion Table
at St. Margaret’s to the middle of the church at the
time of the administration of the Communion. Williams
not only gave his consent, but expressed his readiness
to do as much for every parish in his diocese.?

In the meanwhile Charles was looking on passively
whilst Strafford’s impeachment was being prepared.
Hamilton, anxious to curry favour with the Commons,
assured him that all was for the best. After receiving a
remonstrance from the Irish Parliament, which was
now entirely in the hands of Strafford’s enemies,
Charles acknowledged that the Lord Lieutenant might
possibly have committed some actions which called
for investigation.® He was far from acknowledging
how completely the reins of government had. passed
out of his own hands; and when the Scottish and
English commissioners met at Westminster to com-
plete the negotiation which had been interrupted at

! Baillie, i. 274. 3 C Ji. 32, 3 Bmlie, i. 273.
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Ripon he fully expected to take part personally in
their discussions. Much to his surprise he found that
the commissioners of both nations were of one mind
in objecting to his presence, and he was therefore
compelled to give way. The negotiation was nomin-
ally carried on between himself and the Scots. In
reality it was carried on by the Scots with the English
Parliament.!

The House of Commons was busy with many
matters. Every member who spoke had some par-
ticular grievance to recount, and some particular
remedy to demand. There was no party organisation
and no recognised leadership. It was hard to fix
the attention of the House even to the most necessary
subject, and a debate once begun was apt to wander
away in all sorts of directions. At one time the ques-
tion of the monopolies appeared tobe coming into the
foreground. It wasordered that all monopolists should
be excluded from sitting in the House, though com-
plaints were aflerwards made that some escaped
through favour. ¢These men,” said Culpepper, like
the frogs of Egypt, have gotten possession of our
dwellings, and we have scarce a room free from
them. They sup in our cup, they dip in our dish,
they sit by our fire; we find them in the dye-vat,
wash-bowl, and powdering-tub; they share with the
butler in his box, they have marked and sealed us
from head to foot. . . . They have a vizard to hide
the brand made by that good law in the last Parlia-
ment of King James ; they shelter themselves under
the name of a Corporation; they make bye-laws
which serve their turns to squeeze us, and fill their
purses.’? At another time the ecclesiastical com-
plaints had the precedence. The provision of money,

! Notes by Sir J. Borough, Hurl. MSS. cceclvii. fol. 3.
* Rushw. iv. 33. C. J.ii. 24.
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however, would admit of no delay. On the 21st
Alderman Pennington, cousin of the sailor, and a
Puritan member for the City, announced that his con-
stituents had subscribed 21,000l to the loan. It was
suggested that the members of the House might be
willing to offer their personal security fordefinite sums.
Member after member rose to give his bond for 1,000l.
In a short time facility for borrowing 9o,000l. was
thus obtained.!

On the 23rd the House met under circumstances
of some excitement. The prospect of renewed perse-
cution had stirred the indignation of the Catholics,
and that indignation was likely to find a vent in pas-
sionate action. A member of the House named
Heywood had possession, as justice of the peace, of a
list of Recusants marked out for removal from the
neighbourhood of the Court and of the Houses.
As he was stepping across Westminster Hall with the
list in his hand, a man named James rushed at him

and stabbed him with a knife. The wound was not

serious, and there is strong reason to believe that the
assailant was a lunatic.® Yet the event carried con-
viction to the minds of the members that the great
Popish Plot of which they had heard so much was
indeed a reality. Pennington rose to offer a guard of
three hundred citizens. Pym thought that the best
means of meeting the evil was to put in execution the
penal laws. Sir Thomas Jermyn sensibly argued that
a guard at the doors of the House would only protect
the members when they were all in one place and
well able to protect themselves. Holles replied that
every man must take care of himself when he was

! D’Ewes’s Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 13. D’Ewes’s own diary
begine on Nov. 19.

2 On Nov. 78 committee was ordered ¢ to ta.ke into consideration his
unacy ' (C. J. ii. 37). Rudyerd stated that his brother had been mad, and
that he himself had often been out of his mind (S% J. Northcote's Notes,11).
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alone, but that the real danger was ‘a general assas-
sination.” The feeling of the House was for the
acceptance of Pennington’s offer. Common sense
prevailed in the end, and the idea was abandoned.
James, however, was not to be allowed to escape.
A Committee, appointed to consider his case, recom-
mended that a Bill should be prepared enacting that
¢ this fact of his’ should be held to be felony.?

Multifarious as the business of the House was, the
preparation of the evidence against Strafford occupied
the greater part of the attention of its most important
members. Of the Committee appointed for this pur-
pose Pym was the leading spirit. He obtained from
the Lords an order authorising the examination of
Privy Councillors upon oath, in order to enable him
to substantiate the charges which he intended to found
on the notes taken by Vane.?

The preliminary charge—as yet it had not assumed
its final shape—consisted of seven articles. The gist
of them all lay in the first. The Commons were
asked to declare ¢that Thomas, Earl of Strafford,
hath traitorously endeavoured to subvert the fun-
damental laws and government of the realms of
England and Ireland, and instead thereof to introduce
an arbitrary and tyrannical government against law,
which he hath declared by traitorous words, counsels,
and actions, and by giving his Majesty advice by
force of arms to compel his loyal subjects to submit
thereunto.” He had, it was added, been as greedy as
he had been tyrannical. He had converted to his
own use large sums belonging to the King at a time
when the army was unpaid. He had given en-
couragement to Papists with the object of gaining
their support to his evil designs. He had maliciously
stirred up enmity between England and Scotland, and

'CJ . 37, 2 L. J. iv. 9§, 96.
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had designedly betrayed Conway to his destruction at
Newburn, in order to make the quarrel between the
two nations irreconcileable. Finally, with a view to
self-preservation, ¢ he had laboured to subvert the
rights of Parliaments, and the ancient course of Parlia-
mentary proceedings.’ !

On these grounds Strafford was to be impeached
asa traitor. We cannot wonder that so it was to be.
If no candid investigator of Strafford’s actions can for
a moment admit that he was capable of stirring up
strife from motives of personal ambition, there can be
no doubt that, on every point, Pym had some evidence
upon which, in his ignorance of the true key to his
great opponent’s character, he might seem justified in
arriving at the counclusions to which he came.?

These charges were at once adopted by the
Commons. On the 25th they were carried up to the
Lords, and Strafford was immediately committed to
the Tower. In these articles the prisoner saw no-
thing but a fresh revelation of the malice of his
enemies. He at least was not likely to recognise his
own lineaments in this distorting mirror. « As to my-
self,” he wrote, not long afterwards, to his wife, ¢ albeit
all be done against me that art and malice can devise
... yetIam in great inward quietness, and a strong
belief God will deliver me out of all these troubles.
The more I look into my case, the more hope I have,
and sure if there be any honour and justice left, my
life will not be in danger; and for anything else, time
I trust will salve any other hurt which can be done
me. Therefore hold up your heart, look to the

t L. J.iv. 97, . .

? For Pym's speech see Northcote’s Diary, where Lord T. is Thomond,
not Dillou, as suggested by the editor. In the Somers Tracts, iv. 209, is
to be found a brief abstract of the speech, though this is not there stated.
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children and your house, let me have your prayers,
and at last, by God’s good pleasure, we shall have
our deliverance, when we may as little look for
it as we did for this blow of misfortune, which I trust
will make us better to God and man.”?

It would still be long before the trial could begin.
There were witnesses to be brought from Ireland,
evidence to be mustered and tested, managers to be
chosen and instructed. All this had to be done in the
intervals of the most pressing business. The Scottish
claims admitted no delay. The Commissioners of the
two nations meeting without the presence of the King

had easily found a formula by which Charles was to §eo

bind himself to accept those laws against which he
had struggled so persistently. This had been followed
by a demand which was far more galling than the
mere abandonment of power. Charles was asked
to send the incendiaries, as his advisers during the
late troubles were called, for trial before the hostile
tribunal of the Scottish Parliament. Naturally he
struggled hard against the proposal that he should
deliver up to the vengeance of their adversaries
men whose -fault was that they had served him too
faithfully. He replied that his Courts were open
to every complainant. The promise required of him
that he would not intervene to pardon offenders he
could not be induced to give.?

The English Parliament was ready enough to sup-
port the Scots. Money had been got together and
sent to relieve the two armies in the North. On
December 10 it was voted that, instead of 100,000,

! Strafford to Lady Strafford, Dec. 13, Biog. Brit. vi. 4,182.

3 The Scottish Commissioners in London to the Committee at New-
wstle, Adv. Libr. Edin. 33, 4, 6. Notes by Sir J. Borough, Harl.
VSS. ceeclvii. fol. 10-27. Rushw. iv. 366. Baillie, i. 279,
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as had been originally proposed, two subsidies,
equivalent to about 140,000l., should be granted.!
The Puritan tide had been rising steadily. On No-
vember 28 Prynne and Burton entered London in
triumph. At least a hundred coaches, a thousand
horsemen, and a countless crowd on foot followed them
in procession. On December 4 Bastwick returned
amidst the applauses of a no less numerous throng.
Their cases, together with those of Lilburn and Leigh-
ton, were ordered to be taken into consideration. In
London, at least, public feeling was running strongly in
the direction of Presbyterianism. Not that the scheme
of the Separatists was without support amongst the
small tradesmen and artisans. But in the face of the
common enemy all such divisions of opinion were for
the present waived. It was said that when Bishops
were removed, and the ceremonies abolished, it would
be easy to agree on the plan of the new house to be
erected on the ruins of the old one.?

As yet the work of destruction was in full
swing. The conviction that the Catholics had been
treated with undue favour at Court was continually
receiving fresh support, and the Catholics were likely
to pay a heavy penalty for their entanglement in
political strife. Orders were given to weed out
the Catholic officers from the Northern army® A
sharp report from Glyn pointed out that for some
time priests and Jesuits had been almost entirely un-
touched by the Recusancy laws. During the last
seven or eight years no less than seventy-four letters
of grace had been issued in their favour. Most of
these had been signed by Windebank. On this report
the House took sharp action. It directed the justices
of the peace In and around the capital, to proceed

1 CJ. i 49. - ? Baillie, i. 275. ' C J. il g0
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against Recusants according to law, notwithstanding
any inhibition. Windebank was sent for, that he
might give account of his interference.!

Windebank had but obeyed the orders given to
him, however cheerfully he may have carried out his
instructions. He was not the man to face his enemies
as Strafford had faced them. It may be that the
secret of the request which he had made to Rossetti
for Papal troops and Papal gold to be employed
against his countrymen, weighed heavily on his
mind. He kept out of the way as long as it was
possible to conceal himself, and when concealment
was no longer possible, he fled beyond the sea, with
the King’s connivance. He arrived in France bear-
ing letters of introduction written by the Queen her-
self.2

The treatment which the Catholics were receiving
at the hands of the Parliament had roused the Queen
to a heat of indignation which made her capable of
anything. Before the end of November, in spite of
her rebuff in the preceding spring, she had renewed
her application to Cardinal Barberini for money. She
informed him that 125,000l might be usefully spent
in bribes to the Parliamentary leaders to induce
them to deal more gently with the Catholics.® Her
temper was not softened when, a week or two after
the proposal was made, she herself received a warn-
ing that she would do well to dismiss her Catholic
servants. She replied proudly that she would rather
dismiss the Protestants, and fill their places with per-
sons of her own religion. Yet so powerless did she
feel in the early part of December, that she recom-

1 CJ0 44 .
* Rushw. iv. 91. Qiustinian to the Doge, Dec. 11, Ven. Transcripts.
* Barberini to Rossetti, Jan. 12, R. O. Tranacripts.
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mended Rossetti to leave England, on the ground that
it was no longer possible to protect him.

In these days of weakness, when the Queen and
her husband were alike feeling the bitterness of
obedience where they had been accustomed to com-
mand, the idea of the Dutch marriage rose before
their minds as a means of escape from their difficulties.
On December 10, the very day of Windebank’s flight,
Charles announced to the Privy Council that he had
given his consent to a marriage between his second
daughter and Prince William of Orange, though well-
informed observers were aware that if a fresh applica-
tion were made for the hand of the Princess Mary it
would not now be refused. Yet even those who
prided themselves on their knowledge of the King's
intentions, did not know all his secret. In reality
Charles was looking for help of a very substantial
kind from the father of the bridegroom. He
believed that Frederick Henry might be induced
to mediate between himself and the English Parlia-
ment, and he had little doubt that the result of that
mediation would be entirely in his own favour. It
cannot be said certainly whether he already contem-
plated the landing of Dutch troops in England to sup-
port him against his own subjects. Frederick Henry
was hardly the man to re-enact the sorry part which
had been played by St. Louis at Amiens, and it may
be that Charles would for the present be content with
merely moral support. He at once took a higher
tone than he had done since the meeting of Parlia-
ment. He would not allow the Houses, he said, to
punish his servants.! A few days after these words

! Giustinian to the Doge, Nov. 33, Dec. &, 12, 13, VPen. 7’mnacn'ptc
Vane to the Prince of Orange, Dec. 11, Groen Van Prinsterer, ser. 2, iii.
206,
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were uttered, Laud was impeached, and Finch had CHAP.
fled to Holland. —_—
The foundations for an attack upon the Lord 1l>,6c4°j

Keeper were already laid. On December 7, on St. geiutions
John’s report, the House resolved that ship money :nf,‘,:ey'
was an utterly illegal impost, and that the Judges who

had declared the contrary, had acted in defiance of

the law. To this result no man contributed more spported
than Falkland. Small of stature and without any Y -
advantages of voice or person, he placed himself at

once in the first rank of Parliamentary orators. Burn-

ing indignation against wrong gave light and strength

to his words. His ideal Commonwealth was indeed

very different from that of Pym. He was not anxious

to put an end to the meddlesome interference of the

few, merely to give free scope to the meddlesome
interference of the many, and he would be sure to
distrust any system which threatened to lay intellec-

tual freedom at the feet of a Parliamentary majority.

On the point for the moment at issue he was at one

with Pym, and in expressing the opinion which he

had formed he was far more vehement and impetuous.

He took no account of the natural tendency of the
Judges to give a hard and legal form to the political

-ideas which were floating in their minds, and he
treated their arguments as an insult to common sense,

They had seen danger from an enemy where danger

there was none. It was strange that they saw not the

law, which all men else saw but themselves. He then
proceeded to reason that there was now no more
question whether the Judges were to be punished or

not for past offences. Men who had delivered such
opinions could not safely be left on the Bench,

They were the advisers in all legal matters of the
House of Lords. If the law was to regain its force,

YOL. II. D
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they must be punished and removed. Had not Finch
declared that the power of levying ship money was
so inherent in the Crown that it was not in the
power even of Parliament to take it away? Had he
not gone round to solicit the Judges to give opinions
against their knowledge and conscience? Yet it was
this man who was now the keeper of his Majesty’s
conscience, and was always ready to infuse into his
mind opinions hostile to his Parliament.

Falkland was at once supported by his friend
Hyde. Hyde’s legal mind was shocked at the action
of the Judges, not so much because they had defied
the nation, as because they had brought the law into
disrepute. He moved that the eight Judges who
were left on the Bench out of the twelve who had sat
on it in Hampden’s case, might be asked to reveal the
solicitations to which they had been subjected. The
report of their answers was not favourable to Finch,
and, at Falkland’s motion, orders were given to draw
up a charge against him.!

Before the day arrived, when the impeachment
of the Lord Keeper would finally be decided on,
Finch unexpectedly sent a request to be heard by the
Commons. On the 21st he appeared, and was received
by the House with all the honour due to his office.
The manner in which his defence was made extorted
admiration even from his bitterest opponents. There
can be little doubt that, harsh and insolent as he was,
his most outrageous arguments had resulted from an
honest conviction that he was in the right. Yet he
could hardly have expected that any justification of
his conduct would find favour with the audience to
which it was addressed. His defence seemed to the
Commons to have been an aggravation, rather than a

! Rushw. iv. 86, D'Ewes’s Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii, fol. 53.
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mitigation, of his offence. Sir Thomas Jermyn the
Comptroller of the Household, asked ¢ whether this
‘were a treason within the statute or by the construc-
tion of the House’ Pym loftily replied, ‘that to
endeavour the subversion of the laws of this kingdom
was treason of the highest nature.” ’Tis treason,”
said Hyde, * to kill a judge, much more to siay justice
itself.” The vote for the impeachment of the Lord
Keeper as a traitor was carried with scarcely a dissen-
tient voice.! That night Finch followed the example
which had been set by Windebank. After an inter-
view with Charles, he fled across the sea in a vessel
belonging to the Royal Navy. He chose the Hague
as the place of his exile. It was a matter of course
that his impeachment was now finally voted, and at
the same time six of the Judges who were selected as

sharing his offence in the matter of ship money were’

ordered to give security that they would appear
whenever they were called for.

On the political questions before the House, on the
impeachment of Strafford and Finch, on the condem-
nation of ship money, and on the necessity of defen-
sive measures against the Catholics, the House was
practically unanimous. No Royalist party was in
existence. The few Privy Councillors who had a seat
in the House—Vane, Roe, and Jermyn—had no power
and probably no wish to defend the fallen system.

Division, if it came at all, would come from
_ another quarter. Whatever difficulties might arise
about the political system to be substituted for that
which had failed so utterly, men were pretty well
agreed as to the general character of the institutions
which they desired to found. They wanted to restore
the reign of law in combination with the authority

! Rushw. iv. 124. I’Ewes'’s Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii, fol. go.
»2
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of Parliament. With respect to religion they were far
from being equally unanimous, and they had an in-
stinctive feeling that it was here that the seeds of
future division were to be found. On the 11th a
violent petition for Church-reform and the abolition
of Episcopacy, signed by 15,000 Londoners, was pre-
sented to the House. An approving crowd of some

" 1,500 persons followed it into Westminster Hall. For

Its con-
sideration

postponed.

Dec. 9.
Attack on
the new
canons,

Dec. 15.
Holborne’s

in their
favour.

the first time opinion in the House was seriously di-
vided. “ There were many against, and many for the
same.” !

Yet, in spite of Vane’s official objection that
many of the petitioners were Brownists, the Commons
resolved to take their prayer into consideration on the
17th. When, however, the 17th arrived, it was dis-
covered that the House was too busy to attend to it
for the present, and the subject was postponed to a
more convenient season.

Yet, if the House was not as yet prepared to dis-
cuss the merits of Episcopacy, it was resolved to put
an end to that clerical domination which had been
the most generally obnoxious part of the Laudian
system. Of this domination the late canons and the
etcetera oath were regarded as the most complete ex-
pression, and when the question of their legality was
moved by Rouse there was no wish to evade the dis-
cussion. Yet even on this ground a small knot of
members threw themselves athwart the prevailing cur-
rent. Holborne, who had shared with St. John the
glory of the defence of Hampden, broke away from
the majority on the ecclesiastical question. Convoca-
tion, he argued, was an independent body, entitled,
with the King’s assent, to bind both clergy and laity,

1 The Scottish Commissioners in London to the Committee in New-
castle, Adv, Lidr. Edin. 33, 4, 6.
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80 long as its canons did not come into conflict with
the law of the land. In former reigns, canons had
been made which had never been confirmed by Parlia-
ment. “If we be of the Church,” he expressly added,
“ the canons must bind us.” To Holborne’s assertion
 that the laity were bound by the clergy in Convoca-
tion, St. John replied by the counter-assertion that
they were unable, unless their canons were confirmed
by Parliament, to bind even the clergy. When it was
put to the vote that the late canons bound neither
the clergy nor the laity, not a single voice was raised
in the negative.

The next day the obnoxious canons were voted to
have been illegal. It was impossible, in such a dis-
cussion, that Laud’s name should be forgotten. One
member asked whether there had not been ¢a prin-
cipal solicitor here’ as there had been amongst the
Judges. Sir John Holtham suggested that there was
good reason to accuse Laud of treason. Pym was of the
same opinion. On the 18th Grimston gave voice to
the general feeling. ¢ The Archbishop,’ he said, ¢ was
the root and ground of all our miseries.” He had
preferred Strafford, Windebank, Wren, ¢and all the
other wicked Bishops now in England,’ to their places.
At Pym’s motion a message was sent to the Lords
impeaching the Archbishop of high treason. The
Lords at once sequestered him from Parliament, and
committed him to custody. At the same time they
directed that Bishops Wren and Pierce, over whom
charges were impending, should give security for their
appearance whenever they were sent for.!

Whether Laud’s offence were properly characterised
as treason or not, there can be no doubt what his of-
fence was. Ifthe expression—the fundamental laws of

1 C J.ii. 54. D’Ewes's Diary, Harl. MSS, clxii. fol. 72, 82, 86.
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England—meant the supremacy of Parliament, Laud
was as guilty of assailing them as Strafford had ever
been. Modern writers frequently speak of him as if
he were altogether contemptible. Contemporaries
were of a very different opinion. They believed that
he was even more dangerous than Strafford could
possibly be, and there can be little doubt that, from
one point of view at least, contemporaries were in the
right. Strafford’s vigour and energy would but last for
his own lifetime. Laud was engaged in the formation
of an instrument which would outlive himself. It
was indeed a formidable thing to have in his hands

“the whole teaching power of England, to be able to

train those to whose utterances the nation was Sunday
by Sunday constrained to listen, and who were sure
to inculcate the duty of obeying the King at least as
loudly as they inculcated the duty of serving God.
Yet, if contemporaries were right in fearing Laud in
the day of his power, it may well be asked whether
they had still any reason to fear him in the day of his
weakness. No doubt if the Commons had had but to
reckon with Laud and Strafford alone, they might
have taken courage. Infavour of the fallen ministers
not a voice had been raised, or was likely to be raised.
Unhappily for the authors as well as for the victims
of Parliamentary vengeance, it was already an open
secret that Laud and Strafford did not stand alone,
and that Charles was only prevented by his fears from
favouring them again as he had favoured them before.
The one thing which would enable Parliament to be
magnanimous was the knowledge that there existed
in England a Government which it could trust.

In the midst of these attacks on the ministers of the
Crown the Commons had not been unmindful of the
effect which was likely to be produced on Charles him-



CHARLES'S DISSATISFACTION.

self. They had made an effort to win him over by pro-
viding for his necessities. St. John had reminded the
House that now that ship money and the monopolies
had been declared illegal, the King was poor. He called
on the members ¢ to provide a high subsistence for his
Majesty.” A message was accordingly sent to the
King for permission to take into consideration the
expenditure of the Crown. Leave was granted, and
it was resolved to set Charles’s finances in order as
soon as the Christmas vacation was over. That it
might be seen that the proper wants of the Crown
would be dealt with in no niggardly spirit, two ad-
ditional subsidies, making four in all, were voted as a
security that the armies in the North should not be
neglected.!
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What possibility was there that Charles should Effctof

be really soothed by any attention to his material

arlia-

interests? The power which he held to be rightfully ment upon

his own had been wrested from him. The statesmen
whom he honoured had been thrust into prison or
compelled to find safety in flight. The Church, of
which he believed himself to be appointed by God
and the law as the special guardian, was about to be-
come a prey to confusion. Worse than all, men were
honouring him with their lips, whilst they set at
nought every injunction which he gave. It might
be said of him, as was afterwards said of another
sovereign whose misfortunes might be paralleled
with his own, that a ‘king circumstanced as the
present, if he is totally stupified by his misfortunes
8o as to think it not the necessity, but the premium
- and privilege of life, to eat and sleep, without any re-
gard to glory, can never be fit for the office. If he

! D'’Ewes's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxxii, fol. 73, 97. Northcote's Diary,
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fecls as men commonly feel, he must be sensible that
an office so circumstanced is one in which he can ob-
tain no fame or reputation. He has no generous
interest that can excite him to action. At best, his
conduct will be passive and defensive. To inferior
people such an office might be matter of honour. But
to be raised to it, and to descend to it, are different
things, and suggest different sentiments.’ !

The Queen at least had no intention of acquiescing
in the position which Parliament was creating for her
and her hushand. The Dutch alliance had filled her
with unbounded hope. She bade Rossetti to remain
at his post ; and though he was recommended to sleep
every night at St. James’s, under the shelter of the
Queen Mother’s roof, he was told that the King would
not withdraw his protection from him. Why, she
asked her confessor, Father Philips, would not the
Pope send aid to her, as he had done to the Emperor ?
Philips repeated what Rossetti had said to her
some months before, that, unless her husband were
a Catholic, help could not be given. The Queen
answered that if the King declared himself a Catholic
he would be at once deposed. He had neither soldiers
nor money at his disposal, and the Catholics, there-
fore, would inevitably receive damage rather than
advantage. When Philips reported this conversation
to the Pope’s agent, Rossetti replied that the times
were not opportune for a war of religion. It would
be better to ask the King of France to interfere, on
the ground that his sister had been deprived of the
advantages promised her in her marriage treaty, or
that his nephews were being wronged by the diminu-
tion of that sovereignty to which they were the heirs,
or simply that his sister and her husband were un-

! Burke's Reflections on the Revolution in France.
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justly deprived of their rights. He might expect to
have in this the help of the Dutch. When the King
had in this way been restored to his authority, he
would see that it would be impossible to maintain
himself without crushing Puritanism, and that he
could only expect to do that by union with the
Catholic Church. Philips then proceeded to assure
Rossetti that the Queen had promised him that if the
Pope would send her money, the King, on regaining
his authority, would grant liberty of worship in all
his kingdoms.

If Pym and his allies had been striking in the
dark when they declared themselves convinced of
the existence of a Popish plot, they were not striking
altogether at random. No doubt, if they had been
more tolerant, there would have been no plot. Evil
begets evil, and the hard measure which they were
dealing out to the Catholics led to this invitation to a
foreign priest and a foreign king to intervene in the
affairs of England.

What part Charles had in the matter cannot now
be known. It is most improbable that the Queen
kept her plans a secret from him. If the Commons
were left in complete ignorance of these and similar
projects, there was enough in Charles’s bearing to
teach them that he bore no goodwill to the cause in
which they were engaged. Charles had not the art
of inspiring confidence where he felt none. So elated
was he shortly before Christmas with the vague hopes
of assistance which he had conceived, that he spoke
openly to Bristol of his intention to resist the demands
which Parliament was certain to make. ¢ Sire,” re-
plied the plain-spoken Earl, ¢« you will be forced to do
what you do not wish.”?!

! Rossetti to Barberini, 7= 2, R. 0. Transcripts.
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CHAP. Under the growing feeling that a contest with the
— King was imminent, it behoved the popular leaders
I;::‘" to provide for the unwelcome contingency. Pym had
Sods  long ago pointed out that the main source of the
Billfr  evils under which the country had suffered was to be
Puls-  found in the long intermission of Parliamentary life.
meet It was absolutely necessary that, before the Scots were
dismissed from England, and a permanent revenue
was voted to the Crown, provision should be made
that no such intermission should again occur. On
December 24, the day on which the Commons held
their last sitting before the short Christmas vacation,
Strode brought in a Bill for Annual Parliaments. If
in every year the King had not issued writs for the
elections before the first Tuesday in Lent, the returns
were to be made without the usual intervention of
the Crown. In future no Parliament was to be dis-
solved within forty days after the commencement of
the session, unless the consent of both Houses could
be obtained.
Dee. 0. Charles knew well how favourable was the pre-
concession  8ence of the Scottish army in the North to the preten-
Bt sions of Parliament ; yet it was only with considerable
reluctance that he agreed to a reasonable compromise
on the point of the incendiaries. The Scots them-
selves suggested a way out of the difficulty. Let the
King at least engage not to employ about his person
any man who had been sentenced by Parliament. To
this Charles, though after some hesitation, at last
assented.! ‘
Tk The Commons had allowed themselves no more
revenue.  than four days’ vacation at Christmas. When they
met again they took up the question of the King’s

! The reply of the Scottish Commissioners, Dec. 23. The last answer
of the English Commissioners, Dec. 30, Adv. Libr. Edin. 33, 4, 6.
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revenue. So loose had been the system which had
prevailed in the Exchequer that no balance-sheet ———
later than that of 1635 was to be found, and the
Commons had to wait till the proper information
could be obtained.

Before that time arrived the relations between
Charles and his Parliament had become such as to
render it unadvisable to place him in possession of
sufficient revenue to cover his expenses. On Decem-
ber 30 the Annual Parliament Bill was read a second
time, at Cromwell’s motion. During the past weeks
Cromwell had been steadily rising in the estimation
of the House. His cousinship with Hanipden had
doubtless introduced him to the companionship of
men of influence, but it is certain that he owed more
to himself than to his friends. His strong and vehe-
ment Puritanism would be sure to secure him the
sympathy of many members ; but his special strength
lay in his prompt appreciation of the practical neces-
sities of the day. Others might be able to look
farther into the future, or might have a wider grasp
of constitutional principles. No one was so ready as
Cromwell in keeping the House in mind of the action
which was needed to keep a hold on the immediate
present.!

Whilst the constitutional struggle was being fought
out at Westminster, the Northern army was ready to
disband for want of pay. Money had been sent,
but it had been sent slowly and irregularly, and there
was a disposition in the House of Commons to favour
the Scots, whom it trusted, rather than the English,
whom it distrusted. The House refused to listen to

! D'’Ewes’s Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 1o1. This characteristic
of Oromwell which shows itself already comes out much more strongly
in the spring and summer of 1642.
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a proposal that the officers should be entrusted with
the power of martial law. An early day was, how-
ever, fixed for pushing on the Bill of Subsidies.

At the same time attention was drawn to the army
which had been levied under Strafford’s authority in
Ireland. That army, as Sir Walter Erle reported,
numbered about 9,000 men. It was now scattered
over Ulster. It was mainly composed of Catholics,
and a detachment had ¢seized on Londonderry, and
said mass in the church.’ A message was at once
sent to the Lords to ask for a conference on the
threatening peril. '

Before the conference took place, a discussion
arose which it is difficult to report without a smile.
Some days before, a Mr. Harrison, one of the farmers
of the Customs, and a member of the House, had
advanced 50,000l. on the security of the coming sub-
sidies. As a reward for his patriotism he had been
knighted by the King. He had also done a good
stroke of business by securing the favour of the
Commons, as it was almost certain that there would
be an unpleasant investigation into the conduct of the
farmers in collecting Tonnage and Poundage without
a Parliamentary grant. Whatever this might be
worth, Harrison expected to receive interest upon his
loan at the usual rate of 8 per cent. An unexpected
difficulty arose. He was told that the Act of Parlia-
ment which had prohibited a higher rate, had ex-
pressly refused to countenance the taking of interest
at all, ¢ in point of religion or conscience.’

The problem was solved by a member who had
already acquired a hold of a certain kind upon the
assembly. The part played by the Speaker in a
modern House of Commons, of regulating the debates
by an appeal to the precedents of former times, was
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one for which Lenthall was little qualified. Sir
Symonds D’Ewes was just the man to supply his defi-
ciencies. His life-long studies in the legal antiquities
of the country enabled him, with the aid of an excel-
lent memory, to produce on the spur of the moment
any precedent that might be needed. In this way he
acquired an authority in the House, as long as no
higher statesmanship was required than his pedantic
self-complacency had at command. He now came to
the rescue of the members in their difficulty. To
take or pay interest, he said, was undoubtedly held
to be unlawful by the Church and law of England;
but it had never been held to be wrong to pay a man
damages for the loss which he suffered by abandoning
for a time the use of his capital. The House caught at
this sapient deliverance. The word ‘damages’ was
substituted for the word ¢ interest,” and every one was
content.!

On the 7th there was a fresh report by Erle on
the Irish army. The number, he said, ¢ was great,
near upon 10,000, all or most of them papists.” All
the strong places in the North of Ireland were in their
hands. Strafford was still their general, and many of
the officers were in the habit of repairing to him in
the Tower. It would be well to ask the Lords to
concur in a petition that this army might be dis-
banded. Vane’s official reply was not likely to allay
the suspicion felt. He said that the Irish army ought
not to be disbanded till the Scottish army was dis-
banded also. Charles, in fact, was well aware that he
could not for the moment venture to strike at those
whom he regarded as his enemies. Yet he would
not deprive himself of the power of striking at some
future time. It was not in his nature to throw him-

! D'Ewes’s Diary, Jam. 4, Harl, MSS., clxii. fol. 116.
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self frankly on his subjects’ loyalty, and to evoke the
sympathies which he had lost by a hearty co-opera-
tion with them in the work which they had on hand.
If he could have done that he might have saved him-
self, and might, perhaps, have saved Strafford as well.
By weakness and hesitation, by hankering after the
employment of a force which he had neither the .
power nor the resolution to wield, he was raising
the barrier between him and his subjects higher and
higher every day. Distrust at last would make the
breach inevitable, by driving the Commons to demands
which it was impossible for a king to concede, but
which would never have been made if they had been
able to repose confidence in him. The wisdom of
coming quickly to an agreement with his adversary
was never understood by Charles.



47

CHAPTER XI.
THE TRIENNIAL ACT, AND THE ECCLESIASTICAL DEBATES.

THERE was nothing in Charles’s mind repugnant to
the idea of asking for foreign support against the
English nation. Twice already he had attempted to
procure foreign troops to serve him against the Scots,
and he was equally ready to make use of foreign
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troops to serve him against the English. The habit of fhigeaia.

regarding his own authority as something distinct
from the nation, prevented him from feeling, as
Elizabeth would have felt, that there was anything
disgraceful in appealing to foreigners for assistance
against his own subjects.

‘When, on January 6, the Dutch ambassadors, who
had come to make a formal demand for his daughter’s
hand, had their first audience, there can be little
doubt that he was by this time under the impression
that, in case of extremity, the Prince of Orange would
be ready to give him material assistance in the main-
tenance of his authority in England. But, though he
had no objection to accept that assistance if things
came to the worst, he was not quite certain that
things had yet come to the worst. Appearances
were against the Parliament, but, after all, a better
gpirit might prevail. On three points he would never
give way. He would never consent to pass a Bill for
Annual Parliaments, or one for the abolition of Episco-
pacy, or to allow any of his ministers to be put to death
without his free consent. If any one of these points
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THE TRIENNIAL ACT.

were insisted on, he would at once dissolve Parliament,
and obtain aid from Holland to protect him against
the popular insurrection which was likely to follow.
As yet, however, matters had not come to this pass.
There was even hope that the King’s chief opponents
would come to blows with one another. Now that
the question of the incendiaries had been settled, the
negotiators on the part of England and Scotland were
disputing over the amount of money to be paid to the
Scots in compensation for their expenses in the war.
It was thought at Court that the English Parliament
was likely to take offence at the exorbitance of the
Scottish demands. If it came to a breach, the King
would have everything to gain. He would find him-
self engaged in a national war against the Scots, and
would be in a far stronger position than if he were
merely at the head of a Dutch force sent to defend
the Royal authority against his recalcitrant subjects.!

! There is nothing in any published documents which throws further
light on this offer of the Prince of Orange, and no engagement to assist
Charles with troops is known to have been afterwards given. It will be
seen, however, that there are strong reasons for thinking that money was
paid by the young Prince at the time of the marriage, and at a later
time actual assistance seems to have been contemplated. Rossetti says
that Father Philips came to ask him whether he had yet written to
Rome on the subject of the money which had been asked for. He ex-
pressed satisfaction on hearing that the request had been forwarded, and
told him that the Queen had spoken about it again, adding ¢ che il R3
sncora non sapeva quali aiuti gli fussero potuti bisognare, non essendo
totalmente disperato del Parlamento, ma quando succedesse il caso que
da Nostro Signore gli si somministrasse in qualche maniera forze, il Rd
almeno s'indurebbe a permettere la libertd di conscienza in tutt’ i suoi
Regni, non importando la qualitd del tempo il far in c¢id maggior dichia-
ratione et, a questo dal Padre Filippo mi fu aggiunto che egli havrebbe
havuto ancora ottima speranza del Rd medesimo, il quale, oppresso cost
malamente dallo spirito di questi Puritani contumaci, hora maggiormente
conosce non haver eglino altro fine se non la distruttione dell’autoritd
Regia, non havendo egli voluto credervi o aplicarvi per il passato, e perd
esso mi diceva pensare che I'intentione di S. Mta fosse di voler vedere &
che segno sia per mettersi questo Parlamento, e che cosa ne possa cavare
con minor pregiuditio possibile della Corons, poi determinarsi a quelli



THE QUEEN'S IRRITATION.

Thav the Queen had her full share in these re-
solutions—if, at least, any of Charles’s imaginings can
be dignified with the name of a resolution—is beyond
all doubt. By this time she had more cause than
ever for personal irritation. So great were the straits
to which the Court was reduced by the poverty of
the Crown, that Charles had been forced to announce
that he could no longer keep open table according to
custom for the members of the Upper House during
the session of Parliament. What was more annoying
still, he had been unable to pay to the Queen Mother
the allowance which he had granted to her, and she
had consequently been obliged to sell her jewels and
her horses, and to dismiss her servants.!

espedenti che credesse essere piu adequati alla qualita del bisogno, poiché
se il Parlamento premerd per levare i Vescovi (benché cid non si creda)
o voler similmente che ogni anno si tenga Parlamento, quando anché non
vi concorra il consenso di S. M*, e condannare alla morte senza che la
sentenzs eia sottoscritta di mano Regia, in questo caso si tiene che il R
vi 8i vorra opponere con disciogliere il Parlamento, sperando di poter in
cid prevalerai delle forze al presente delli Olandesi promesseli per con-
ditione matrimoniale, et in simil maniera assicurarsi dalle sollevationi
popolari, e sottrahere la casa Reale dai pericoli che potrebbono sopra-
stare, se non si trovasse prontamente armato, ma perchd gli Olandesi
promettono queste forze, accid venga conservata l'autoritd Regia che il
R3 non sia strapazzato, et che il popolo non si sollevi, dicendo che
quando si trattava di queste tre cose saranno sempre dalla parte del R3
con armi, ma mentre le medesime cessaranno non intendono che prende
principio la guerra, se hene hora il Parlamento procura di darli ogni
sodisfattione, havendo ancora aggiustato che pur un altro meee la tregua
debba durare, et hanno gid pagato il danaro per mantenimento dell’
essercito Scozzese. Tutta la difficultd stard sopra le pretensioni che
hanno delle spese gia fatte, e sin hora sta in ambiguo che cosa ne debha
seguire, ma ben presto si sentird, come vien creduto, qualche risolutione ;
et se venissero rotture tra gl' Ingleei et Scozzesi sarebbe molto avan-
taggioso per il R, poichd la guerra diventarebbe nationale, et in questo
modo potrebbe S. M* sostenerla 14 dove, quando fosse particolare, gl’
Olandesi per conditione del matrimonin faranno partiali a difendere
I'autoritd Regin.’ Rossetti to Barberini, Jan. %, R. O. Transcripts.

! @iustinian to the Doge, Jan. &, Ven. Transcripts. Rossetti to Bar-
berini, Jan, 18, R. O. Transcripts.
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Some time would elapse before an answer could
be received from Rome, or the question of peace or
war with the Scots could be finally determined. The
possibility that Parliament might demand the dis-
missal of Rossetti drove Henrietta Maria to open a
negotiation with some of the leading members of
both Houses. She had some hope that they would
be ready to please her in opposing the agitation for
the removal of the Papal Agent, because she knew
that they were anxious to remain on good terms with
France, and she believed that the new French am-
bassador, who was expected shortly to arrive in suc-
cession to Belliévre, would bring instructions to insist
that her intercourse with the Pope should not be
disturbed.! The Queen’s overtures were shortly fol-
lowed by rumours of impending official changes.?
Cottington, anxious to escape from the storm, was
ready to surrender the Chancellorship of the Ex-
chequer and the Mastership of the Court of Wards.
The simple-minded Juxon would certainly not cling
to the Lord Treasurer’s stafl; and the vacancies thus
made might be filled with some of the lords who had
hitherto taken part against the Crown. The rumours
thus raised died away almost as soon as they were
heard of. There is nothing to induce the belief that
any serious concession to the popular demands was
intended. No doubt the persons to whom applica-
tion was made refused to make any promise about
Rossetti, and for the present the negotiations came fo
an end.

The hope that the English Parliament would

! Rossetti to Barberini, Jan. 5 R. O. Transeripts.

* The first mention of these proposed changes which I have met with
is in Salvetti's Newsletter of Jan, 13. As this contains a week’s news,
the ramour may have sprung up on any day between the 8th and the
15th. :



THE SCOTTISH CLAIMS.

Eluarrel with the Scots was next in order. On the
12th the Scottish demands were formally announced
to the two Houses by the special direction of the
King. It is no wonder that he counted on the pro-
vocation which they would give. The Scots reckoned
their expenses in the late war at 785,628/, Of this
they were willing to put 271,500l out of account.
Of the remainder, or 514,128l., they offered to bear
as much ¢as the Parliament should find reasonable
or us able.” The claims thus made did not take ac-
count of the now considerable sum due for the
maintenance of their army, which had been accruing
gince the signature of the Treaty of Ripon at the rate
of 850l. a day. The claim of the Scots on this head
had now been running on for many weeks, and was
likely to run on for many more.! Such a demand
was sufficiently startling; but in the face of the
known sentiments of the King it was impossible to
reject it. Bristol, as a Commissioner, had fought
hard against it. ‘ When the Scots,” he said in an-
nouncing their resolution to the Houses, “ made this
vast proposition, it startled me to think what a dis-
honour was fallen upon this ancient and renowned

! Borough's Notes, Harl. MSS. ccclvii. 50. D'Ewes’s Diary, Harl.
MSS. clxii. 140. Baillie,i. 289. It is seldom indeed that any complaint
has to be made of Mr. David Laing’s editing, but he has here made Baillie

write pure nonsense. In his edition the passage runs : ¢ The particular compt
was given with the demand ; a scrole of two hundred and fiftie thousand

pound sterling, which we putt out of compt, five hundred and fourteen-

thousand pound [Scots] whereof we offered to bear ourselfsuch a proportion
as the Parliament should find reasonable or us able.’ I would suggest the
following changes. ¢ A scroll of 250,000l sterling which we put out of
compt [and] 514,000l whereof we offered,’ &c. This agrees with
Borough’s notes, which it should be remembered Mr. f.ning had not seen.
Since this was written I have seen the full account in the MS. in the
Advocates’ Library (33, 4, 6). The exact sum put out of account must
be the 271,500!. there charged on general losses. The claim made is
given, as I had supposed, in pounds sterling.
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TIE TRIENNIAL ACT.

nation ; but when I considered that this dishonour
fell upon us by the improvidence and evil counsels of
certain bad instruments, who had reduced his royal
Majesty and this kingdom to these straits, I well hoped
the shame and part of the loss would fall upon them.” !

On the 23rd the Scottish demands were taken into
consideration by the Commons. There was much
difference of opinion. The Scots had many e¢nemies
in the House. Some of these suggested that they
should have nothing till they had left England.®
Others thought that the money needed to pay them
should be raised out of the estates of the incendiaries.
In the end it was voted in general terms that a
friendly assistance should be given, though the
amount of it and the mode in which it was to be
raised were left to future discussion.?

If the English Commons were not likely to quarrel
with the Scots, neither were the Dutch likely to serve
Charles as he expected to be served. On the 19th
he announced to their ambassadors that he was ready
to accept their demand for the Princess Mary instead
of the Princess Elizabeth. He hoped that the mar-
riage treaty might be accompanied by a political
alliance between the two States. It is true that he
spoke of this alliance as one which was to be directed
against Spain, but there can be little doubt that his
thoughts were travelling in another direction. ~ ¢ Our
eldest daughter,” said the Queen, it may well be be-
lieved with her most winning smile, ¢ deserves some-
thing more than her younger sister.”

The question was referred to Commissioners ap-

} D'Ewes's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 140.

2 <]t is not unknown,’ the Seotch Commissioners had written on the
13th, ¢ what desperate desires and miserable hopes our adversaries have
conceived of a breach upon this article.” Adv. Lidr. Edin. 33, 4, 6.

3 ¢ J.ii. 71. D'Ewes’s Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 158,



THE DUTCH MARRIAGE TREATY.

pointed to draw up the marriage treaty. The Dutch-
men expressed their readiness to treat of a political
alliance as soon as the articles of marriage were
agreed on. But they intimated that, in their opinion,
such an alliance would be of little use unless the
King came to a good understanding with his Parlia-
ment.

The marriage treaty was quickly settled. The
only question at issue related to the time at which
the youthful bride was to be transmitted to Hollard.
Charles withdrew a demand, on which he had insisted
the year before, that his daughter should be allowed
the use of the ceremonies of the Church of England.
“Iv may be,” said one of the English Commissioners,
“that in three months there will be no such cere-
monies here.” !

Whilst every hope which the King had formed of
external assistance was thus failing him, the Commons
were showing no signs of flinching. The Bill for
Annual Parliaments, indeed, when it emerged from
Committee, had been subjected to considerable modi-
fications, partly perhaps in consequence of the know-
ledge that it was threatened with some opposition in
the Upper House.? It was now a Bill not for Annual
but for Triennial Parliaments. The old statutes of
the reign of Edward IIL, which enacted that Parlia-
ment should meet once a year, were indeed recited
in the preamble. But the machinery by which elec-
tions were to be held without authority from the
Crown was not to be called into existence until the
sittings of the Houses had been intermitted for three
years. On the 20th the Bill was sent up to the Lords.

! The Dutch Ambassadors to the Prince of Orange, Foc¥, Groen Van
Prinsterer, Ser. 2, iii. 330.
3 Giustinian to the Doge, Jan. #; {y, Ven. Transcripts.
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CHAP. Tt was accompanied by a Bill granting four subsidies
7»3-—4 to be specially applied to the relief of the armies in
dno. the North.!

e One concession at least Charles was ready to make,

et and it was one which at any other time would have

$Subsidy  heen received with gratitude. On the 14th Finch

(Jame Was formally impeached. On the 15th the King

pesched.  announced that from henceforth the Judges should

TheJuices D01d office on good behaviour and no longer, as had

e . Deen too often the case in his reign, at the good plea-

divsebené gure of the Crown. The place of Lord Keeper was

=™ now vacant, and if Charles had really been anxious

to come to an understanding with Parliament he

would have seized the opportunity of appointing

Jan.20. some lawyer who shared the popular feeling. The

1" man whom he selected was Lyttelton ; and Lyttelton,

Eepe™:  amiable as he was, had pleaded vigorously against

Hampden in the case of ship money. To Charles he

brought little advantage. He was personally brave,

but politically timid. He fell ill shortly after his

appointment ; and if there had been any expectation

that his great legal knowledge would be turned to

good account when he was called on as Lord Keeper

to preside on Strafford’s trial, that expectation was
doomed to disappointment.

Jan. 29. Bankes, who had taken part with Lyttelton in

Bankes

Chif Jus- pleading against Hampden, succeeded Lyttelton as
:‘::nm;:lw Chief Justice of the Common Pleas. Heath received
Hheas. ,;. @ FPuisne Judgeship which happened to be vacant. As

Heathle- one who had been driven from the Bench as not
Juigs sufficiently pliant in the days of Charles’s unquestioned
power, he might have had some hold on the public
sympathy. But he was known to have been one of
the staunchest upholders of the prerogative in its most

' €. J.i.70. L. J.iv. 136.
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exalted claims, and he had taken a leading part in CHAP.
those procaedmgs which sent Eliot to his glonous *——6*———
death jn prison. The Attorney-Generalship was given '+
to Sir Edward Herbert.

The strangest of all appointments was that of Jan.ag
Oliver St. John as Solicitor-General.! If he had been Seiiciter-
placed in a position of real authority, his name would &
have served as a sign that Charles at least wished
to appear desirous of approximating to the popular
party. A Solicitor-General, as all men knew, had no
real authority. He had a lucrative post, and Charles
seems to have thought that he could win over many
of his opponents by placing them in lucrative posts.

On this occasion the attempt failed, as it deserved.
St. John remained as staunch to his pnncxples as he
had been before.
Before St. John assumed his new office, he had ,_ Jm. 2.

. . . . . The Lords’
the satisfaction of seeing his contention in the ship resolutions

money case adopted by the House of Lords. On the :lf'i::mf
20th they passed a series of resolutions condemning "
the impost as illegal.

If Lords and Commons were of one mind on Tue Lords
the question of ship money, they were also of one Gaibiie.
mind on another point in which modern feeling would
be distinctly against them. It is sometimes said that
the distrust of the Catholics was a weakness inherent
in a Puritan House of Commons, and that even there
it would not have been very active but for the
machinations of Pym and his associates. Those who
hold this view can have paid little attention to the
journals of the House of Lords. On the 21st John cJom. a1
Goodman, a priest, who was specially obnoxious as a of Good-
convert from Protestantism, and perhaps, too, as a "

1 Croke's Reports, Car. 600. Foss (Liva.qf the Judges, vi. 347) gives
the date erroneously as the 18th,
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THE ECCLESIASTICAL DEBATES.

brother of the obnoxious Bishop of Gloucester, was
condemned to death under the bloody laws of Eliza-
beth’s reign. Rossetti, as soon as he heard what had
taken place, applied to the Queen, and the Queen told
the sad story to her husband. «“If he is only con-
demned for being a priest,” said Charles, I will
assure you he shall not die.” The next morning he
sent him a reprieve.

To show mercy to a priest was unfortunately
to rouse the indignation of all good Protestants.
The Queen, too, had herself contributed something to
the violence of the storm which followed on this
act of mercy. It must have been known to many in
both Houses that some, at least, of the Parliamentary
leaders had recently been tempted with offers of pro-
motion to support the continuance of that residence
of a Papal Agent at the Queen’s court, which had
made it the centre of a permanent intrigue against
the Parliamentary constitution of England.

The first outery did not arise in either of the
Houses. The City had been making preparations to
lend a further sum of 60,000l. On the morning of
the 23rd Pennington announced that, in consequence
of Goodman’s reprieve and of other suspicious cir-
cumstances, the City had decided to lend nothing.
The Commons at once answered to the touch, and
called on the Lords to join them in demanding the
execution of the condemned priest.

Charles determined, for the first time since the
meeting of Parliament, to intervene in person. He
sent for both Houses to appear before him at White-
hall in the afternoon. He had other matters besides
this affair of Goodman on which he wished to address
them. Since the London petition against the Bishops
had been presented, its principles had been acted on



ROOT AND BRANCH.

in the City. That petition asked that Episcopacy
might be destroyed ¢ root and branch,’ and the ‘root
and branch party,’ as it was afterwards called, showed
signs of increasing vigour. On the 13th a petltlon
was presented to the Commons from Kent, praying .5~
that ¢ the hierarchical power might be totally ab-
rogated.” Another followed from Essex in much the
same strain. The clergy did not as yet go quite so
far. Some Suffolk ministers asked merely for ¢ some
relief from their present burdens,” and another more
general petition presented by Sir Robert Harley, and
signed by about a thousand ministers, asked for a
complete reformation of the government of the
Bishops.!

The movement against the Bishops was at the
same time a movement against the worship en-
joined in the Prayer Book. In some London

churches, as soon as the minister began to read

the service, the congregation struck up a psalm to
drown his voice. In others the rails were pulled
down and the Communion Table carried off to the
centre of the church. A congregation of Separatists,
which had been in the habit of meeting in secret in
Deadman’s Place in Southwark ever since 1621, was
interrupted at a devotional meeting. Some of its
members were hurried to prison, and brought before
the House of Lords. They refused to engage to
attend their parish churches. They said that they
were only bound to obey the King in civil matters.
If an Act of Parliament ordered them to go to church,
it was invalid, as having been made by the Bishops.
The Lords dismissed the men with a reprimand, but
they issued an order which was intended to stop the

! D’Ewes's Diary, Jan. 13, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 142. Rushw. iv.
135, 152, The Eseex petition is printed in Rushworth with a wrong date,
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cuar.  disorders in public worship for the future. Divine

e service was to be performed everywhere in the

p.,;u:',',;,. churches according to law. No rites and ceremonies

sip- not so authorised, and in themselves likely to give
offence, were to be introduced. The order was not
free from ambiguity, but it was probably intended to
place the ceremonies of the Church on the footing of
Williams’s decision in the case of the Communion
Table at Grantham.!

Jan, 17. On the following Sunday three or four of the
peers, Saye and Brooke being probably amongst
them, appeared amongst the Separatists in Deadman’s
Place, seemed interested in all that they saw and
heard, and contributed liberally to the collection
made for the poor.?

Tg:"ﬁizz,’ Such was the state of affairs when the King

speech. ~ received the Houses at Whitehall. He began by
complaining of the slow pace at which business had
been moving at a time when there were still two armies
in the very bosom of the kingdom, and when the navy
and the coast fortifications were falling into decay for
want of money. Then he spoke of the distractions
which had impeded the course of government. He
knew that Parliament was not to blame, but there
were some men who ¢ put no difference betwixt refor-
mation and alteration of government.” Divine service
had been ‘irreverently interrupted, petitions tumul-
tuously given,” and much of his ¢ revenue detained or
disputed.’

He was ready, he said, to clear the way to a better
state of things. He was prepared to concur in the
reformation of ¢all innovations in the Church and
Commonwealth.” ¢All courts of justice should be

v L.J.iv. 133. Baillie,i. 293.
3 Crosby, History of the Engylish Baptists, i. 162.



THE KING'S OVERTURES.

regulated according to law,’ and ‘all matters of
religion and government’ reduced to ‘what they
were in the purest times of Queen Elizabeth’s days.’
Any source of revenue which proved to be illegal
or oppressive he was ready to abandon without hesi-
tation.

Coming to particulars he announced that he would
assent to a Bill to take from the Bishops any temporal
authority which was injurious to the State, but that

he would never agree to deprive them of their votes

in the House of Lords. Their right to this was so
ancient that it might be held to be amongst the
fundamental institutions of the realm.

On the Triennial Bill he was no less decided.
He would not part with the prerogative of sum-
moning Parliaments at such times as he saw- fit,
which indeed was inseparable from the Crown. He
had, however, a plan to propose, which he hoped
would give satisfaction, and which would show how
desirous he was to meet his people frequently in
Parliament. He ended by saying that they would
soon receive a message from him on the subject of
Goodman’s reprieve.!

To penetrate with absolute certitude to the
motives of any man is beyond our power. Yet it is
not impossible that for the moment, at least, Charles
meant all that he said. He might dally with his
wifé’s fantasies, but he had no real liking for them.
He had no steady wish to see a Dutch army landed in
England, or his throne supported by French threats
uttered on the invitation of the Pope. He had far
rather that Parliament should enter into a discussion
of its grievances in detail, and allow him beneficently
to lend an ear to their complaints, rectifying all that

v L. J. iv, 142.
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he saw to be amiss, and refusing to change anything
that he conceived to be advantageous.

Parliament, and more especially the Commons,
felt instinctively that if Charles wished for the redress
of grievances he did not wish it with his whole heart.
It was useless to tell them that he was ready to
return to the Church system of Elizabeth. They
knew that in the days of his unquestioned power,
he had professed to be following in the steps of
Elizabeth, and that there was nothing to show that
he meant to interpret her system otherwise than he
had interpreted it then.

Unfortunately for Charles, the power of carrying
conviction was altogether wanting to him. Actions,
not words, were needed for that. What a nation
looks for in such days of trial is the firm hand of a
leader who, sympathising with its desires and even
with its prejudices, can guide it with the moderation
of conscious strength. Charles could offer no such
rallying point. His speech was composed partly of
negations, partly of vague and uncertain invitations
to others to act. If he wereto rule the storm which
he had evoked, he should have directed his ministers
to introduce a Bill of Church Reform into the House
of Commons, and have shown at the same time that
he was ready to bow to any true expression of the
national will. This was what Elizabeth would
have done, in whose steps he expressed his deter-
mination to walk. He did nothing of the kind.
Like the unskilful boxer to whom the Athenian
orator compared his countrymen in the days of their
decline, he was ever attempting to parry the blows
aimed at him, never venturing to plant a skilful blow
in return.

It was inevitable that Charles’s speech should be



PARLIAMENT AND THE RECUSANTS.

taken by advocates of a large Church Reform as con-
taining a meaning more opposed to their wishes than
its expressions would literally bear. Between him
and them no understanding was possible. ¢ This
speech,” wrote D’Ewes in that inestimable diary in
which he has preserved so much of the words and
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acts of this famous Parliament, * filled most of us with

sad apprehensions of future evils, in case his Majesty
should be irremovably fixed to uphold the Bishops in
their wealth, pride, and tyranny.”! The feeling found
_expression in a request for a conference with the
Lords, and an order to Sir John Wintour, the
Queen’s secretary, Sir Kenelm Digby, Walter Mon-
tague, and two other Catholic gentlemen to give an
account of their part in the collection of the con-
tribution from the Catholics in support of the King’s
army in 1639.2 The ill-feeling was not allayed by a

The Catho-
lic contri-
butions to
the army to
be investi-

gated.

Jan. 25.
The King

message from the King justifying the reprieve of offes to

Goodman, and offering merely to banish him from
England. In regarding the action of the Catholics
with alarm both Houses were of one mind. The
Lords concurred with the Commons in asking the
King to put the Recusancy laws in execution, and to
begin by sending Goodman to the cruel death of a
traitor. :

Charles knew how much was at stake in the
demand for Goodman’s execution. If he did not
stand firm here, how would he be able to stand firm
when Strafford’s head should be asked for? On the
28th the detailed charges against the Lord-Lieu-
tenant were brought up by Pym from the Committee
which had been appointed to prepare them. To
Strafford the appearance of these lengthy articles

! D'Ewes's Diary, Herl. MSS. clxii. fol. 164.
30 J 74,
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conveyed a sense of relief. *I thank God, my lord,”
he wrote to Ormond, “I see nothing capital in their
charge, nor any other thing which I am not able to
answer as becomes an honest man.” !

Elaborate as the articles were, there was one
thought which overtopped them all. The belief that
Strafford had planned the introduction of an Irish
army to overpower resistance in England was drag-
ging him down to his destruction. Every piece of
evidence which gave the slightest authority to this
belief was eagerly caught at. The day after the
articles were read in the House, a member stated
that the Catholic Earl of Worcester and his son Lord
Herbert had in the preceding year ? received commis-
sions authorising them to levy forces in those shires
on either side of the Welsh border in which the in-
fluence of their house was predominant ; and that Sir
Percy Herbert, the Catholic son of Lord Powis, had
been gathering corn, and had removed powder and
munitions from the county magazine. It was easy
to connect these levies with a supposed intention of
landing Strafford’s army in Wales.

On the following day the articles against Strafford
were put to the vote in the House. As soon as the first
was read Sir John Strangways asked by what witnesses
it had been substantiated, and Sir Guy Palmes
seconded his demand for a reply. They were told that
the House must be content to leave such matters to
the Committee. When the question was put, more
than a third of the members present remained silent.
The Speaker told them that every one was bound to
say either Aye or No; ¢after which,” writes D’Ewes,

! D'Ewesd's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 176. Strafford to Ormond,
Feb. 3, Carte’'s Ormond, v. 245.
? D'Ewes says it was in 1638, but this is plainly a mistake.
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‘the Ayes were many and loud.’ The remaining
articles were then voted and transmitted to the
Lords.! '

Slight as the indication of feeling was, it gave
evidence that the unanimity with which the Com-
mons had hitherto proceeded, might not last for
ever. Even if Charles had been capable of profiting
by this position of affairs he would have been sadly
hampered by the Catholic surroundings of the Queen.
Henrietta Maria was violently annoyed by the late
action of Parliament in .demanding Goodman’s exe-
cution and the expulsion of Rossetti, and by the sum-
mons issued to her secretary and her favourite com-
panions to give an account of themselves before the
House of Commons. She suddenly discovered that
the English climate was injurious to her health, and
that she was in danger of falling into a consumption.
It would therefore be necessary for her to visit
France in April. Preparations for her journey were
ostentatiously made.

Doubtless it.was not mere vexation which brought
the Queen to this resolve. Before April came she
might expect an answer to her application to Rome,
and she probably hoped that the result would be the
direct intervention of the French Government on her
behalf. She may very well have judged it more
prudent to be absent from England when that inter-
vention took shape. If such were her thoughts, she
little knew Richelieu. The Cardinal, by whom France
was ruled, cared nothing for the family relationships
of his master, nothing even for the interests of his
church when they clashed with those of his country.
Instead of despatching a new ambassador to threaten
violence on behalf of the Catholics, he instructed

! D'Ewea's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii., fol. 182.
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Montreuil to enter into communications with the
popular party, and to explain that it would be agree-
able to France if Rossetti were allowed to remain.
Holland, who was in opposition to the Court, simply
because he had not latterly partaken sufficiently of
its favours, answered that he would do all that lay in
his power to forward the Cardinal’s wishes. It was
not to be expected that Richelieu would entangle
himeelf for Rossetti’s sake in English political strife.!
In the terror which was engendered by mutual
distrust, Charles and the Commons were alike look-
ing about them for support. The Commons had the
advantage in their firmer grasp on the actual con-
ditions under which the struggle was to be con-
ducted. On February 3 they voted that 300,000.
should be given to the Scots under the name of a
Brotherly Assistance. With this the Scottish Com-
missioners were completely satisfied, and all chance of
breach between the two kingdoms came to an end.?
Charles took the hint. As he had often done
before, he threw over the Catholics. He announced
that Goodman should be left to the judgment of
the Houses, though he hoped that they would re-
member that severity towards Catholics in England
would probably lead to severity towards Protestants
in the Catholic States on the Continent. A procla-
mation should be issued ordering all priests to leave
England within a month on pain of being proceeded
against according to law. As to Rossetti, he was in
England to maintain the personal correspondence be-

! Montreuil's Despatches, f—ﬁ , Feb &, Bibl. Nat. Fr. 15,995, fol. 183,
187. Roeaettx to Barberini, ya-¥, R. O. Transcripts. Giustinian to the
Doge, fo 3y Ven. Transcripts.

? The Scottish Commis«ioners in London to the Committee at New-
castle, Feb. 6, Adv. Libr. Edin. 33, 4, 6.
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tween the Queen and the Pope, which was warranted ~CHAP.

by her marriage treaty, as being necessary to the full ——

1641.

liberty of her conscience. Nevertheless, she was pre- "~

pared to dismiss him within a convenient time.!

The Commons took no further interest in Good- Coodman
man’s fate. He was allowed to remain unmolested prison.
in prison. It was not merely the death of one par-
ticular priest that had been the object of so much
clamour. The resentment of Parliament had been
roused by the notorious connection of the Queen’s
court with intrigues which were the more terrible to
the imagination because they were shrouded in
mystery. The day after the King’s message had been
delivered, the Queen sent & communication to the Feb .
Commons. Her project of visiting France had not
been received with favour even by her own coun-
sellors. The Protestant Henry Jermyn and the
Catholic Walter Montague agreed in preferring an
easy life at Somerset House to the uncertainties of
exile. Jermyn’s father, Sir Thomas, was therefore
commissioned to -inform the House of the Queen’s
earnest desire to establish a good understanding be-
tween her husband and his subjects, and to plead her
ignorance of the law in palliation of any illegality
which she might inadvertently have committed.?

The Commons were not much inclined to consider Assweror
this message as more serious than it really was. When —
Jermyn finished there was a long silence. Some mem-
bers then urged that they should proceed to the
business of the day without taking any notice of it. A
proposal made by Lord Digby to ask Jermyn to return
thanks to the Queen was coldly received ; though, in
order to save appearances, it was at last adopted.

1 L. J.iv. 151. DEwes’s Disry, Harl. MBS. clxiv. fol. 112.

? Rushw. iv. 129. I’Ewes's Diary, Iari. M5, elxi. fol. 176.
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CHAP. Another proposal that a Committee should be ap-

e pointed to draw up formal thanks to her received no

;eb“: support.! The possibility of an understanding between

the King and the Commons seemed to be farther off

than ever. Nor could Charles find comfort in the

reb.s.  action of the Lords. On the s5th the Triennial Bill

The Irien- was read a third time by the Peers. Both Houses, of

the Louds.  ope mind in attacking the influence of the Catholics

at Court, were also of one mind in their determina-

tion that from henceforth the King should carry on

the Government in compliance with the wishes of
Parliament.

If it had been possible for Charles to throw him-

self frankly upon his subjects, he would probably

. soon have found himself once more a force in Eng-

TheChurch land. The Church question was pressing for a solu-

el tion, and the unanimity which had characterised the

nation in its outburst of anger against the Laudian

coercion was not likely to be maintained now that

Laud’s authority was at an end. The lawyers and

the country gentlemen were indeed firmly resolved

that the authority of the bishops must be seriously

curtailed, and that, if they were to continue to exist,

they must be brought under subjection to Parlia-

mentary law. But when this was once settled, another

question equally urgent was certain to arise. A large

number of theorists, gaining strength from the hatred

which the bishops had drawn upon themselves, ar-

gued that Episcopacy was anti-Christian. A smaller

number of theorists argued that Episcopacy was of

Divine institution. To the mass of men it was a

mere matter of convenience. To the bulk of religious

men, or of men who, without being supereminently

religious, were under the influence of religion, it mat-

! D’Ewes's Diary, Harl. MSS. clxii. fol. 197.



EPISCOPACY AND THE LITURGY.

tered much more how the worship of the Church
was conducted than how the clergy were governed.
Laud had roused all the old dislike of the forms of
the Church into new life. There was eager and
bitter criticism of the Prayer Book abroad, and there
was a large number of the population of the towns
which would have cast out the Prayer Book alto-
gether. Such could never have been the aim of the
people as a whole. The new changes imposed by
Laud, the removal of the Communion Table to the east
end, the enforcement of bowing when the name of
Jesus was pronounced, the compulsory abstinence from
work on Saints’ days must be of necessity abandoned.
But the majority—in all probability the large majo-
rity—of Englishmen wanted no more than this. There
were thousands to whom the old familiar words of
the Prayer Book were very dear, and to whom its
lofty piety and restrained emotion had long served
as the sustenance of their spiritual lives. It was to
this feeling that Bishop Hall now appealed. His
Humble Remonstrance for Liturqy and Episcopacy
appeared in the last week in January. Its very title
was in itself significant. The question what was to
be the Liturgy of the Church had taken a prece-
dence over the question of Episcopacy which he had
not conceded to it in the preceding year. No doubt
he argued warmly now as then on behalf of the
Divine authority of bishops. But his main conten-
tion was in favour of the excellence of the Book of
Common Prayer, and of its adaptability to every
mood of Christian devotion. He admitted that some
things might call for a reformation ; but, when exist-
ing grievances had been redressed, the ancient build-
ing might well be left with all its fair proportions
unimpaired. No wonder Charles liked the book well.
F 2
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No wonder, too, that those who were hent on establish-
ing Presbyterianism in England held that all others
pitied it ¢ as a most poor piece.’!

If Episcopacy in its actual form found few sup-
porters in England, Presbyterianism was not without
its enemies. Though many minds had received a
strong Puritan impress from the ecclesiastical domi-
nation of the past years, there were others scarcely
less numerous which were filled with a distrust of the
government of ecclesiastics in any form whatever,
and who thought that the yoke of a popular clergy
was likely to be far harder than the yoke of an
unpopular clergy had ever been. In the House of
Commons this distrust of Presbyterianism was widely
spread. It found expression especially in three men,
in Hyde, in Falkland, and in Digby, the lawyer, the
scholar, and the gentleman.

Hyde was taking no mean part in the work of
cutting away the extraordinary powers which had
been acquired by the Crown since the accession of
the House of Tudor. He was zealous with more than
ordinary zeal to establish the supremacy of the law.
But with him the supremacy of the law was almost
equivalent to the supremacy of lawyers. He fully
shared in the contempt which is always felt by the
members of a learned profession for those who are
outside its pale. He had no idea that sovereignty,
when once taken away from a king, must be trans-
ferred to a nation. He had no sympathy with Pym’s
trust in the supremacy of the House of Commons.
Being himself without strong passions, he never took
account of the existence of strong passion in others.
The Church of his ideal was one in which there would
be no enthusiasm and no fanaticism, no zeal of any

! Baillie, i, 293.



HYDE, FALKLAND, AND DIGBY.

‘kind to break up the smooth ease of existence. He
loved the services of the Church, but he loved them
rather because they were decorous than because they
were expressive of spiritual emotion.

Far nobler, if also far weaker, was the character
of his friend Falkland. Falkland saw, before Milton
saw it, that new Presbyter would be but old priest
writ large. He feared lest intellectual liberty would
suffer from the new Church government as it had
suffered from the old.

In some respects Lord Digby, Bristol’s son and
heir, stood nearer to Falkland than to Hyde. But his
distrust of Presbyterianism was rather the feeling of
the polished gentleman versed in the ways of society
than that of the truth-seeking student. Possessed of
every quality which lifts a man to success except dis-
cretion, he looked down with the scorn of conscious

power upon the sophisms which passed muster in a.

popular creed. His versatility and lack of principle
made him easily the dupe of flattery, and the most
brilliant of living Englishmen ended a long career with-
out attaching his name to any single permanent result
either for good or for evil. There can be little doubt
that the Queen had already gained him over. At the
opening of the Parliament he had cried out as loudly
as any one against the iniquities of the Government.
In the late debate on the Queen’s message it had-been
his voice which had asked that formal thanks might
be returned to her for the friendly assurances which
she had given.

On February 8 the most momentous debate of
these months was opened in the Commons. Formally
the question at issue was whether the London peti-
tion, which asked for the abolition of Episcopacy,
should be sent to a Committee as well as the ministers’
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petition which asked only that the bishops might be
restrained by certain defined rules.

The debate was opened by Rudyerd. He argued
in favour of a scheme of limited Episcopacy, accord-
ing to which the bishop, being excluded from poli-
tical functions, would be bound in ecclesiastical matters
of importance to take the advice of a certain number
of the clergy of his diocese.! Then Digby followed.
No one, he said, was more ready than he to join in
clipping the prelates’ wings, but he could not join in
their extirpation. The secret of his displeasure was
not long concealed. He poured out his contempt on
the 15,000 citizens who had signed the London peti-
tion, as well as on the petition itself. He spoke of it
as a comet with a terrible tail pointing towards the
north. ¢ Let me recal to your mind,” he said, * the
manner of its delivery, and I am confident there is
no man of judgment that will think it fit for a Parlia-
ment under a monarchy to give countenance to irre-
gular and tumultuous assemblies of people, be it for
never so good an end.” The petition itself, he de-
clared, was filled with expressions of undeniable harsh-
ness, and its conclusion was altogether illogical. It
argued that because Episcopacy had been abused, its
use must be taken away. Parliament might make a
law to regulate Church government, but it was mere
presumption for those who were outside Parliament
to petition against a law actually in force.

Having thus assailed the petitioners, Digby turned
round upon the bishops. ¢ Methinks,” he said, ¢ the
vengeance of the prelates hath been so layed, as if it
were meant no generation, no degree, no complexion of

! Rushw. iv. 183. There are short notes of the debate in D’Ewes’s
Diary, Harl. MS8S. clxii. 206. The speeches are given by Rushworth in
a wrong order and assigned to a wrong date.
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mankind could escapeit. . . . Was there a man of nice
and tender conscience? Him they afflicted with scandal,

. imposing on him those things as necessary which
they themselves knew to be but indifferent. Was there
a man of a legal conscience that made the establish-
ment by law the measure of his religion? Him they
have nettled with innovations, with fresh introductions
to Popery. . . . Was there a man that durst mutter
against their insolencies? He may inquire for his
‘lugs ;’ they have been within the bishops' visitation,
as if they would not only derive their brandishment
of the spiritual sword from St. Peter, but of the mate-
rial one too, and the right to cut off ears. For my
part I profess I am so enflamed with the sense of
them, that I find myself ready to cry out with the
loudest of the 15,000, ‘Down with them! down
with them !’ even unto the ground.”

Other considerations held him back. It wasim:
possible that institutions which had existed since the
time of the Apostles could have in them ¢such a
close devil ’ that no power could ¢ exorcise ’ it, or ‘no
law restrain’ it. He was much deceived ¢if trien-
nial Parliaments would not be a circle able to keep
many a worse devil in order.’ He knew of no other
government which might not prove subject to ¢as
great or greater inconveniences than a limited Epis-
copacy.” Then, pointing his meaning still more plainly,
he expressed his firm belief that monarchy could not
stand with the government of Presbyterian assemblies.
Assemblies would be sure to claim the right of ex-
communicating kings; ‘and if a king,” he ended by
saying, ¢ chance to be delivered over to Satan, judge
whether men are likely to care much what becomes
of him next.’

Falkland followed in a higher strain. He dwelt
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more on the effect of Laud’s exercise of power on
thought than on its effect upon persons. He told how
preaching had been discouraged; how the King’s
declaration, whilst ostensibily imposing silence on
both parties, had been used to silence one; how the
divine right of bishops, the sacredness of the clergy,
and the sacrilege of impropriations had been ¢the
most frequent subjects even in the most sacred
auditories.” Some of the bishops—Montague was
doubtless in his thoughts—had so industriously la-
boured to deduce themselves from Rome, that they
had “given great suspicion that in gratitude they’
desired ¢to return thither, or at least to meet it half
way.” “Some,” he then said, “have evidently la-
boured to bring in an English, though not a Roman,
Popery ; I mean not only the outside and dress of it,
but equally absolute, a blind dependence of the peo-
ple upon the clergy, and of the clergy upon them-
selves; and have opposed the Papacy beyond the
seas that they might settle one beyond the water.”
“Nay,” he added, with bitter reference to Bishop
Goodman, ‘common fame is more than ordinarily
false if none of them have found a way to reconcile
the opinions of Rome to the preferments of England ;
and to be so absolutely, directly, and cordially Papists,
that it is all that 1,500l a year can do to keep them
from confessing it.”

With all this, and with much more than this,
Falkland could see no necessity for the abolition of
Episcopacy. Let all laws be repealed which em-
powered them to persecute, and let no ceremonies
which any number counts unlawful, and no man
counts necessary, against the rules of policy and St.
Paul be imposed upon them. ¢ Since, therefore,” he
said, “we are to make new rules, and be infallibly
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certain of a triennial Parliament to see those rules
observed as strictly as they are made, and to increase
or change them upon all occasions, we shall have no
reason to fear any innovation from their tyranny, or
to doubt any defect in the discharge of their duty.
I am as confident they will not dare either ordain,
suspend, silence, excommunicate, or deprive, other-
wise than we would have them.”!

It was with the sure instinct of a true debater
that Nathaniel Fiennes, Lord Saye’s second son, re-
plied to Digby and not to Falkland. That ecstatic
vision of a Liberal Church, where no ceremonies were
enforced which were unpalatable to any considerable
number of the population, had no hold on the actual
world around. In answer to Digby, Fiennes vindi-
cated the right of petition, against the notion that
the House of Commons was to stand apart from its
constituents, and to legislate regardless of their
wishes. Going over once more the long catalogue
of the oppressions inflicted by the bishops, Fiennes
traced the mischief, as Bacon had traced it before,
to the fact that bishops had acted despotically and
alone. Assemblies, he thought, were not so adverse
to monarchy as they appeared to be. It did not,
however, follow that the Presbyterian system must
be introduced because Episcopacy was abolished. It
might be that the Church would be most fitly
governed by Commissioners appointed by the Crown.?
Whatever might be the merit of this suggestion,
there can be no doubt that Fiennes kept his eye
more closely than Digby had done upon the stern
fact that the bishops of that generation had not

1 Rushw. iv. 184.

? It will be afterwards seen that the celebrated Root-and-Branch
Bill, in its final shape, provided for the exercise of episcopal jurisdiction
by lay Commissioners,
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merely acted harshly to individual Englishmen, but
had opposed themselves to the Parliamentary con-
ception of government. ¢ TUntil the ecclesiastical
government,” said Fiennes, “be framed something
of another twist, and be more assimilated to that of
the Commonwealth, I fear the ecclesiastical govern-
ment will be no good neighbour unto the civil, but
will be still casting of its leaven into it, to reduce
that also to a sole absolute and arbitrary way of pro-
ceeding.” Nor was it the political constitution alone
that was endangered. ¢ A second and a great evil,”
added Fiennes, “and of dangerous consequence in
the sole and arbitrary power of bishops over their
clergy is this, that they have by this means a power
to place and displace the whole clergy of their dio-
ceses at their pleasure; and this is such a power as,
for my part, I had rather they had the like power over
the estate and persons of all within their diocese ; for
if T hold the one but at the will and pleasure of one
man—I mean the ministry under which I must live
—1I can have but little, or at least no certain, joy or
comfort in the other. But this is not all ; for if they
have such a power to mould the clergy of their dio-
ceses according to their pleasure, we know what an
influence they may have by them upon the people,
and that in a short time they ay bring them to
such blindness, and so mould them also to their
own wills, as that they may bring in what religion they
please ; nay, having put out our eyes as the Philis-
tines did Samson’s, thcy may afterwards make us
grind, and reduce us unto what slavery they please,
either unto themselves, as formerly they have done,
or unto others, as some of them lately have been
forward enough to do.” Fiennes had yet more to
say against the existing ecclesiastical system. .He
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declared that excommunication had been degraded
to a mere instrument for raising fees. In every re-
spect the temporal part of the bishop’s office had
eaten away the spiritual. Bishoprics, deaneries, and
chapters were like useless trees in a wood. They
hindered the more profitable timber from growing.
It would be much better to supply their places with
preaching ministers. In conclusion, he refrained
from asking the House to abolish Episcopacy. He
would be content if the Londoners’ petition were re-
ferred to the Committee for its report.!

On this ground the debate proceeded. Almost
every member of note in the House, and very many
who were of no note at all, rose to express an opinion
on one side or the other. Pym and Hampden, St.
John and Holles, the future leaders of the Parliamen-
tary party, were all for the committal of the petition ;
though Pym is reported to have said ¢ that he thought
it was not the intention of the House to abolish either
Episcopacy or the Book of Common Prayer, but to
reform both wherein offence was given to the peo-
ple’? Hyde and Culpepper, Selden, Hopton, and
Waller, the Royalists of the days of the Grand Re-
monstrance, followed Digby and Falkland.

Slight as the difference might be between those
who took opposite sides on that day, their parting
gave the colour to English political life which has
distinguished it ever since, and which has distin-
guished every free government which has followed
in the steps of our forefathers. It was the first day
on which two parties stood opposed to one another

! Rushw. iv. 174.

? Bagshaw, A4 Just Vindication, 1660 (518, i. 2). Bagshaw, who was
at this time member for Southwark, speaks of Pym as ¢ a gentleman with
whom I had familiar acquaintance, and knew his mind in that point.’
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in the House of Commons, not merely on some inci-~
dental question, but on a great principle of action
which constituted a permanent bond between those

"who took one side or the other. How much this

separation of Parliament into two bodies habitually
acting together implied was little known then. For
some little time it was only on one question that
each group acted together at all. As that question
rose into prominence it swallowed up all other ques-
tions, and those who had taken their sides on this
February 8 were found agreeing or differing on all
other points as they had agreed or differed then.

It is absurd to speak of the two parties which
came into existence on that day as answering in any
way to our present political divisions. It might seem
at first, indeed, that no great political question was at
issue at all. Both sides professed, and honestly pro-
fessed, that they were in favour of that limitation of
monarchy which was implied in the passing of the
Triennial Bill into law. Both sides honestly professed
that they wished the Church to be under restrictions
imposed by Parliament. Even in purely ecclesiastical
matters there was a large amount of agreement.
Neither Fiennes nor Digby wished to see the bishops
again in possession of the powers which they had
hitherto wielded, or dreamed for an instant of ac-
knowledging any divine right in their order. The
difference between the two parties lay in this. The
one wished to leave the work of teaching and of con-
ducting religious worship to the ministers themselves,
whilst assigning to lay authorities all coercive juris-
diction. The other wished to retain the bishops as
depositaries of coercive jurisdiction, whilst placing
them strictly under the supervision of Parliament.

Such at least was the question ostensibly at issue.



THE TWO PARTIES.

If there had been no more than this between the
parties, the question would doubtless have been
settled one way or another without much more heart-
burning than attends the settling of any complicated
political difficulty in our own times. Both parties
felt instinctively that the question before them was
more than one of the arrangement of the manner in
which coercive jurisdiction was to be exercised. It
was rather a question of influence. The possession
of the pulpit brought with it the power of moulding
the thoughts and habits of men, which can only be
compared with the power of the press in modern
times. That the clergy would be far more Puritan

than they had been in the days of Laud was per- fa

fectly evident. Even if Fiennes succeeded in estab-
lishing a body of lay Commissioners to impose fines
and imprisonment upon ecclesiastical offenders, or to
decide testamentary or matrimonial causes, they would
have no power whatever to withstand the vast current
of opinion which would be created by the Puritan
clergy, and which would bear hardly upon those who
by character, by position, or by intellect, were inclined
to stand apart from the mass. To Pym and Fiennes
the danger was an unreal one. Partly they were
thinking too much of combating the immediate evil
before them to think at all of providing against an
evil in the future, and partly they sympathised too
strongly with the Puritan teaching to be anxious
to provide for the case of those who disapproved
of it.

In some sort, therefore, the party which followed
Digby and Falkland was groping about in search of
a shelter against the oppressive monotony of a demo-
cratic Church. But they neither took a true measure
of the proportion of the mischiefs to be counteracted,
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nor had they any clear conception of the fitting
remedy to be apphed The immediate work of the
day was to give to the ecclesiastical institutions of
the nation, as Fiennes said, another twist, to bring
them into some tolerable harmony with the religious
feeling of the greater part of the nation. The next
thing to be done was to provide space and room
enough for the free play of religious and social life
outside the organisation of the majority. What was
really needed was the proclamation of religious
liberty. It was precisely the thing of which no man
in the House had any conception. Those who came
nearest to it, Falkland and Selden, cried out for the
maintenance of bishops. Undoubtedly there are
conditions under which bishops are much safer
guardians of religious liberty than Presbyterian
Assemblies are likely to be. It was hardly the mo-
ment when this could be successfully alleged. The
existing bishops, in all good conscience no doubt,
had shown themselves strangely intolerant. Their
warmest defenders asserted loudly that if they were
to be retained at all they must be something very dif-

 ferent from anything that they had been in past years.

Indefinite-
nees of their
aim,

What Falkland and Digby offered to the world was,
not a set of living men qualified to guide the Church,
but a mere suggestion that a set of men, who had
conspicuously failed in guiding it with reasonable
prudence, might gradually be replaced by others
who would understand their duty better, though no
one knew on what principle the bishops of the future
were likely to be selected. Pym’s followers asked for
inquiry with a definite object in view. Digby and
Falkland resisted inquiry, and had no definite plan
of their own to offer.

No doubt the defenders of Episcopacy spoke of
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Parliamentary and legal restrictions on the exercise
of the office. But it needs little acquaintance with
the world to know that no restrictions will make an
efficient leader. It is better not to have a guide at
all than to have one who is hampered at every turn,
or who has no clear idea in what direction he wishes
to go. The direction in which the new bishops were
to go would depend very much upon the persons who
had the selection of them. On this point, however,
no new suggestion was made. There might be differ-
ences of opinion as to whether the bishops were the
successors of the Apostles or not, as to whether they
had been wise or foolish, self-seeking or self-denying.
But it was impossible to deny that they had been the
King’s nominees, and, for all that was said in the de-
bate, it would appear that the defenders of Episco-
pacy intended that they should remain the King’s
nominees still. By this consideration the question
was carried at once into the region of general politics.
The supporters of Episcopacy would gradually be-
come supporters of the independent authority of the
Crown. They would become apt to overlook Charles’s
faults, and to trust him more than he deserved to be
trusted. Those, on the other hand, who wished to be
quit of bishops, lest in retaining them in the Church
they should be retaining influences bitterly hostile to
the Parliamentary system which they wished to found,
would only be confirmed in their distrust of a king to
whom the bishops looked for support, and did not
look in vain.

That any decided resolution had been taken by
the leaders of the party which associated itself with
Fiennes on this question, beyond that required by the
exigencies of the moment, is most improbable. Pym
does not appear to have spoken at any length. He

79

CHAP,
XI.
1641.
Feb. 8.

The bishops
the King’s
nominees.

Position of
Pym.



8o

CHAP.
XI.
e
1641.
Feb. 8.

Feb. 9.
The ad-
Jjourned
debate.
Pennington
defends the
petitioners.

Argument
of Strang-
ways,

THE ECCLESIASTICAL DEBATES.

sympathised to some extent with the root-and-branch
policy, and he had made up his mind that the institu-
tions of Church and State must both receive another
twist. The exact way in which this was to be ac-
complished must depend upon the course of circum-
stances, and especially upon the conduct of the King.

When the debate was resumed the next day,
Pennington stood up to vindicate the conduct of his
counstituents. Those who had signed the petition, he
said, were men of worth, and known integrity ; and if
there were any mean men’s hands to it, yet, if they
were honest men, there was no reason but their hands
should be received. If pressure had been used, it
would have been signed not by fifteen hundred but
by fifteen times fifteen hundred.

It was thus that the root-and-branch party took
up the cause of the masses. It was not enough that
the control over religion should be wrested from the
King and the bishops to be handed over to the edu-
cated classes, which alone found a place in the House of
Commons. No wonder the prospect thus opened was
disagreeable to those who were determined not to be
dictated to by Laud, but who could see no reason
why they should not themselves dictate to the artisans
and peasants whom they despised. If we make a
parity in the Church,” said Sir John Strangways,
“we must come to a parity in the Commonwealth.
The bishops are one of the three estates of the king-
dom, and have voice in Parliament.” In these few
words Strangways had given voice to the strength
and the weakness of his party. Large numbers of
the country gentlemen who had shown a firm front to
the aggressions of the Crown, who had resisted the
payment of ship money, and who had risen up
against Laud’s ecclesiastical system, had no sympathy
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with Puritanism, especially when it took a popular
form. From self-interest or principle, they held
that government was for the few and not for the many,
and that the mass of men, ignorant and immersed
in the toils of life, were little capable of solving the
intricate problems of politics and religion.! They
thought with Shakspere—

Take but degree away, untune that string,

And hark, what discord follows ! each thing meets
In mere oppugnancy. The bounded waters
Should lift their bosoms higher than the shores,
And make s sop of all this solid globe:

Strength should be lord of imbecility,

And the rude son should strike his father dead.
Force should beright ; or rather, right and wrong
(Between whose endless jar justice resides)
Should lose their names, and so should justice too.
Then every thing includes itself in power,

Power into will, will into appetite;

And appetite, an universal wolf,

So doubly seconded with will and power,

Must make perforce an universal prey,

And, last, eat up himself.

Strangways’s words about parity in the Common-
wealth were more than Cromwell could bear. ¢<He

! In the Cheehire petition against Presbytery, presented to the Lords
on Feb. 27 (E. 163) various objections felt by laymen to the abolition of
Episcopacy are well brought out. “ We cannot but express our just
fears that their desire is to introduce an abeolute innovation of Presby-
terial government, whereby we who are now governed by the Canon and
Civil laws dispensed by twenty-six ordinaries, easily responsible to Par-
liament for any deviation from the rule of law, conceive we should
become exposed to the mere arbitrary government of a numerous Presby-
tery, who, together with their ruling elders, will arise to near forty
thousand Church governors, and with their adherents must needs bear so
great a sway in the Commonwealth, that if future inconvenience shall be
found in that Government, we humbly offer to consideration how these
shall be reducible by Parliament, how consistent with & monarchy, and
how dangerously conducible to an anarchy, which we have just cause to
pray against, as fearing the consequences would prove the utter loss of
learning and laws, which must necessarily produce an extermination of
nobility, gentry, and order, if not of religion,”
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knew no reason,’ he said, ¢ of those suppositions and
inferences which the gentleman had made.” His look
and tone were probably more irritating than his
words. Cries of ¢To the bar!’ were heard from
Strangways’ friends. Pym and Holles intervened,
and he was allowed to finish his speech. He re-
peated that he did not understand ¢ why the gentle-
man that last spake should make an inference of
parity from the Church to the Commonwealth, nor
that there was any necessity of the great revenues of
the bishops. He was more convinced touching the
irregularity of bishops than ever before, because,
like the Roman hierarchy, they would not endure to
have their condition come to a trial.’

The reply was characteristic of Cromwell. To the
truth which lay behind the objections of his opponents
he was wholly blind. For the practical work of the
moment he was intensely keen-sighted. Bishops to
him were not the ideal bishops which had their
existence in Falkland’s brain, but the actual Laud
and Wren who were then existing in England in
bodily shape. These men had stood in the way of that
stern Protestantism which was all in all to him. They
had imposed superstitious ceremonies. They had
persecuted the saints. The work of the day was to
break down their power. What was to be done next,
or what would be the remote consequence of what he
was doing, he did not care to inquire.

The temper which had been provoked may have
warned the leaders on both sides, that no good object
would be attained by prolonging the discussion.
Falkland and Culpepper offered a compromise. They
suggested that the greater part of the Londoners’
petition should be referred, together with the petition
of the ministers, to the proposed Committee, but that
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the special question of Episcopacy should be reserved
for future consideration by the House itself. Though
many voices were raised against this suggestion, it
was ultimately adopted without a division. A division
was, however, subsequently taken, on the addition of
six names, three from each side, to those of the Com-
mittee of twenty-four previously appointed for Church
affairs; a proposal which was resisted by the sup-
porters of Episcopacy, possibly on the ground that
they did not expeet that the weight of Roe, Holborne,
and Palmer, who were named from their own side,
would be equal to that of Holles, Fiennes, and the
younger Vane on the other. They were, however,
defeated by a majority of thirty-five.!

Falkland and Culpepper had gained for Charles
that respite which was all that he could reasonably
expect. If he had done <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>