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The prob l em is: ''.That were t he causes of the 
Civil Pfar? There are three interpretati ons : 
(1) The Religious, whi ch has given it the 
name r Puritan Revolution; (2) The Political, 
which has two opposing theories - the 'Whig ' 
against the ' Tory ' ; (3 ) The Class or Econo­
mic - this includes the 1Harxist 1 theory . 
l1.~any moder n histor ians regard the Civil War 
as having its origin in a combination of 
these three - the religious, political and 
economic. The intention of this thesis is 
to re-assert the religious interpre t ation, 
wit hout rejecting the other two. 

CHAPTER II: THE RISE OF PURITArHS!~! UNDER _ .... _ ...... __ 
ELIZABETH I AI\ID JAJI·IE~3"' I . • o o o • o o • o • •• 

Definition of the term 'Puritan' . There are 
thr ee stages in its development : (1) It vras 
a nickname loose l y applied to all who opposed 
Elizabeth's Religious SettJement; (2) At the 
turn of the century it applied to a definite 
party, who sought to reform both the exter­
nals and the government of t he Church; (3) 
Under James I and Charles I it was used to 
describe the religious and the constitutional 
opposition to the Crown, both within and 
v;ithout Parliament . 

a) Under Elizabeth .. l . .. .......... ... .... ..... 
Elizabeth asserts the Protestantism of 
the Church of England, and l1erseif as 
Governor of things rspiritual 1 and 
things ' temporal ' . She desires one 
thing - conformity to, and uniformi ty 
within, her Religious Settlement . 
This roused the opposition of the }ur­
i tans, who vJan ted a reform of the ex­
ternals of the Church . 
1563 is a very important date - ~fter 
their defeat in Convocation, the Furi­
tans turned to Farliament for support 
(i . e . - they no longer worked within 
the Church) , and opnosed not onlytfie 
externals, but also the goverrunent of 
the Church. 
The representative leader of this 
second stage of Furltanism is Thomas 
Cartwrlght . He is responsible for 
ran Admonition to Parliament' - this 

marks the adoption of the presbyter­
ian platform by the Puritans . Puri­
tanism is novr growing. Local classes 
and prophesyings are established . 
Elizabeth and her blshops impose 
stricter conformitv. 
Throughout her reign Elizabeth shows 
that she is in full control of the 
s ituation. 
Puritanism is more than a scheme of 
Church government, i t is a way of 
life . And so despite t he rejection 
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of its demand for reform, it continued, 
strengthening its hold on the nation . 

b) _Qnder James Is • • • • 0 • • ~ • • • • • • • • • 0 • 0 • • • • • • • • 

New hope of the Puritan reformers at 
the accession of a Scot to the throne. 
They present to James their ' lVJ.i llenary 
Petition'. James calls the Hampton 
Court Conference , to a llov.1 tl1e Furi tans 
to air their grievances. Dr . Reynolds 
and his deputation are too radical . 
James demands that they conform, or he 
would i

1harry them out of the land;' . 
Puritanism is still flourishing - the 
preachers are mainly responsible for 
this . James is not altogether out of 
sympathy vrith them . 
James' first Parliament sunport the 
Puritans - but for politicai advantage. 
This alliance is ominous for the crown. 
Puritan hopes for refon~ diminish . 
James' policies are unpopular with his 
people . 
Puritans, ho'"ever, increasingly active -
'lectureships' springing up- tracts 
and pamphlets multiplying. Already the 
Cler gy of the Church aligning themselves 
with the Crown, against the Puritans 
and the Commons . 

CHAPTER III: ELIZABETH I AND JAftiES I AND THEIR 
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Main business of the first Farliament was 
her Religious Settlement and her attempt 
at comprehension . Acts of Unifonnity and 
Supremacy are passed . Before ordination 
all c l ergy obl iged to t2ke an oath ack­
nowledging the supremacy of the Crovm. 
In 1563 Puritans begin to vrork +-1-frough 
Parliament . Parliament of l56b ..~..s their 
first attempt at refo~ by this means. 
In 1572 they made another attempt , 
issuing 'An Admonition to Parliament '. 
The years 1569-72 are important for 
Elizabeth because of the··,catholic Threat. r 
There is a double feeling within Parlia­
ment - fear for the future of the coun­
try, arid a passionate devotion for the 
crown. 
At tempts of Peter ~-ientv!orth t o gain free ­
dom of speech for Parlirunent . He i s Re­
primanded by t11e Crown and by the members 
of both Houses . 
By the turn of the century Parlirunent is 
growing in stature, conscious of the 
power it could wield. But Elizabeth 
proves that she can rule Parliament . 

b ) }_?mes I . e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

James is challenged by his very fir st 
Parliament . His political thought is 
coloured by the doctrine of the Divine 
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Right of Kings. The clergy are his main 
supporters. The Puritans present their 
' Millenary Petition' to him. He calls 
the Hampton Court Conference. Although 
the 1Petition 1 is very moderate, their 
demands are too extreme at the Conference, 
and James enforces strict conformity. 
The other disturbing question before 
James' first Parliat'lent met, was his 
proclamation regarding 1''ho could and who 
could not stand for election to Parlia­
ment. S.ir Francis Goodvrin is test case. 
'The Fonn of Apology and Sctisfactionr is 
presented by the Commons - it asserts 
the House's constitutional rights, and · 
its support of the PuritansQ James re­
f utes these clalins. 
Religious questions continue to be raised 
in his Parliament s . James 1 Roman Catho­
lic policies rouse the opposition of his 
people and his Parliament. 
During his reign the ecclesiastical 
courts also attempt to maintain their 
judicial independence of t he secular law 
courts. .They fail. 
The auestion of finance is the other 
main ... so,'rce of controversy between James 
and his Parliaments. His financia l posi­
tion is precarlous. The sys tem of 'lin­
positions ' is introduced- it stirs up 
opposition. The Commons presents its 
famous 'Protestation' in 1621. The stage 
is now set for the great ecclesiastical 
and constitutional cl ash between Charles 
and his Parlirunent. 

CHAPTER IV: CHARLES I Af\JD 'JZ~J:.URITAN UPHEAYJ;b. • • 57 

The attack on Calvinism and Puritanism is re­
doubled. The Arrninian party is gro;''ing with­
in the Church . Parliainent attacrcs them for 
their 1Catholic1 tendenci es . The party finds 
its only ally in the Crown - the split be­
tween these two fi1J1JIIfllli3, and the Puritans and 
the Comnons, widens. The case of Dr. ~'tonta­
gu . The Doctrine of the 'Divine Right of 
Kingsr is a source of great disagreement be­
tween Charles and his Parliament. The clere-y 
preach this doctrine from their pul pits . The 
foes of episcopacy tend to become the enemies 
of monarchy, and vic e versa . 
The death of Buckingham and the Crown's agree­
ment of the 'Petition of Right ' in 1628, in no 
way l essens t"he tension between Charles and 
the Commons. The questions of religion and of 
'tonnage and poundage ' were still not solved. 
The Farliamentary leader s ally themselves 
with the furitan r eformers - for tactical 
purposes . The Puri tans nov: definitely have 
a representation ·within the Comnons . Parlia­
ment's support of them is seen in 1629. 1629 
marks the dissolution of Farliatuent by Charles , 
anc1 the beginning of l1is e leven years of per­
sonal rule . ThG · tv1o main figures are Straff.:. 
ord and Laud, and their policy of ' Thorough '. 
Laud and hj_s ecc l esiastical policy. • .......•.•• 
The annini an party is gror1 i ng . Laud i s an 
Anninian, and on becoming Archbishop of Can-
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terbury, adopts an anti-Puritan policy. He 
cares greatly for ceremonies and therefore 
works for the uniformity of ceremony and wor ­
ship throughout England . laud makes full use 
of the disciplinary machinery at his dispos­
al - the system of 'w~tropolitical Visita­
tion', and the Court of High Commission. He 
strict ly controls the press and the pulpit o 
'Conventicles' are suppressed . All clergy 
are required to take the 1Et Cetera ' oath . 
The conflict between Laud and th~ Puritan 
leaders is intensified. Pamphlets and pub­
lications increase . The most famous pam­
phle teer is flilliam F:rynne - his prosecut­
ion wins sympathy and support for the Puri­
tan cause . 
Charles and his constitutional conflicts •••••• 
The financial question is the most im-
portant . Charles introduces 'forced 
loans' and 'ship-money '. Opposit i on is in­
tensified, and l eads to the case of James 
Hampden. 
In 1640 Charl es surrm1ons the 'Short' Par­
liament. He needs supplies and an army t o 
meet the Scottish threat. Pyffi and the Com­
mons demand the redress of grievances, be­
fore supply is granted. Charles dissolves 
Parliament. 
Charles is forced to Sl~mon the ' Long' Iar­
liament . Religious grievances have novJ 
come to the fore . But the attitude of the 
Commons is runc l erical' . The Commons is 
no longer prepared t o compromise . The 
arbitrary government of the Crown is first 
attacked. Strafford and Laud are convicted. 
Eight acts are passed preventing the re ­
establishing of arbitrary government . 
,.;ith the constitutional reform accomplished , 
the Comnons turns to the religious grievances . 
They are unan~nous that the present Settlement 
rnust l1e destroyed , but are divi6.Gd on what is 
to replace it . There is a spl it within the 
Commons - into the extremist 1 root- and- branch' 
Furitans , and the modera.te 'Episcopalean ' Pur­
itans. The former gain the ascende.ncy. This 
can be seen in the voting on the 'Grand Re­
monstrance' . War is now inevitable . 
The Parliamentary forces triurn.fh and the 
Church of England becomes Presbyterian -
the Puritans have triumphed . 

CriAPTER V: H ! CONCLUSION . • 0 • • 0 • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Religion played an important part in 17th 
century 1nglanc1. The Church y:as a political 
as v:ell as a religious organization . 
Three interpretations have been presented 
as to th3 causes of the Civil -~··Tar . 11e · have 
asserted the religious interpretation -
without rejecting the other tvro n 
Hhat, then, i s our conclus i on? Religious 
and Political discontent joined hands . 
Elizabeth created a r e ligious opposition, 
but controlled it effect i vely. James and 
Charles created a political opposition. 
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CHAPTER I: _ ...... _ .. ___ __ 
THE PROBLEM. 

The problem which confronts us at the outset, is 

the problem which has been facing historians for the past 

three hundred years: What were the causes of the English 

Civil War? What .matters were responsible for the decisive 

split between Crown & Parliament into two distinct parties, 

and which ultimately led to civil war? 

Many theories and interpretations have been given. 

In this chapter, we will find that there are three major in­

terpretations. The first is that it was a religious struggle -

and so the Civil War became known as the 1 Puritan Revolution'. 

The second is that it was a purely political conflict be-

tween the Crown and its V.inis ters, on the one hand, and the 

House of Comn1ons, which had by then become the 'mirror' of 

the Puritan element in the country, on the othero And the 

third is that it was a class, or economic, war. 

Contemporary historians tended to regard it as a 

twofold struggle - a conflict over religion on the one hand, 

and the constitution on the other. It was they who coined 

the phrase 'Puritan Revolution'. This interpretation, how­

ever, has subsequently been challenged, in .the light of the 

detailed research which has ·been conducted - especially in 

the field of economic history. And so the Civil 1'tar has been 

interpreted in terms of a social and economic conflict - it 

is said to be a class war. The social and economic factors 

have t ended to become emphasized while the religious have 

been pushed into the background - often excluded altogether. 

It is my intention in this thesis , therefore, to 

assert once Bjain the very real part played by religious 

matters in the ori gi.:1s of the English Civil ·war. 

Various interpretations have been given to the 

Civil ~·~ar. At one time, as we have seen, it was popularly 

known as the 7Puritin Revolution'. That is, a religious in­

terpretation was gi·1en to it . LUcy Hutchinson, an extreme 
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Puritan, in her biography of her husband (a prominent Parl­

iamentarian who was imprisoned after the Restoration for his 

part in the ttrial' of Charles I) represents this point of 

view. Philip Taylor, who has gathered together in book form 

a number of essays on the origin of the Civil War, has en­

titled the extract taken from Mrs. Hutchinsons' biography: 
11Puritanism and Liberty versus Prelacy and Despotism11

• He 

writes: 1 

She sees priestcraft and tyranny inextric­
ably mingled on the one side, true spirit­
ual religion and the defence of legal 
rights on the other. To her, Puritans were 
people who wanted a truly religious Reform­
ation; not the mere political change pre­
sided over by Henry VIII. To her, Charles I 
and his advisers seemed sympathetic towards 
Rome and watched ~ith envy the growth of 
absolutism in Europe. 

The origin of the Civil War for her , then, can be seen in 

this basic struggle between 1Puritanism and Liberty' on the 

one hand, and 'Prelacy and Despotism' on the other. 

S.R. Gardiner, in his 18 volumes on the history of 

England between 1603-56, was the greatest propounder of this 

theory . 2 He interpreted the Civil War as being basically a 

struggle for religious and constitutional liberty. 

Wi lliam Shaw, who wrote at the beginning of this 

century, gives a very similar interpretation. The Clvil 

War became a necessity, he argues, once the twofold pro­

gres.s of constitutionalism in civil life and of Puritanism 

in the· religious life, could no longer be contained and con­

trolled by the old civil and religious forrrE and institu­

tions. He writes:3 

In the domain of the civil as we ll as of 
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the religious agitation, there is notice­
able an extraordinary accentuation of 
feeling as the breach between King and 
Parliament widended, and it was this 
accentuation of feeling that led to the 
revolution itself. 

Shaw hesitates to refer to it as the 'Puritan Revolution', 
1 though. 

The general idea of Church reform that 
obtained in November 1640, had become in­
sufficient and useless in June 1641, and 
the scheme of June 1641 was SVJept away by 
the events of 1642 and 1643. It is such 
a desertion of its original basis that 
makes one hesitate to speak of this as the 
Puritan Revolution, for· the forms of Church 
discipline and government that ~ere finally 
adopted were not contemplated by - did not 
grow out of - Puritanism proper. 

It is important for· us to remember, however3 that a rejec­

tion of this term 'Puritan Revolution' does not necessarily 

imply a complete rejection of the religious interpretation 

of the Civil War; for, as we shall see, the religious and 

constitutional motives played an important part in the 

causes of the Civil War. 

A second interpretation of the Civil War is that 

it was a political struggle - the outcome of a political con­

flict between the King and the House of Commons. This is the 

most usual explanation of this 17th century revolution. It 

was first put forv1ard by the leaders of the Long Parliament 

of 1640 in their propaganda statements and appeals to the 
2 people. They argued that the Parliamentarian armies were 

fighting for the liberty of the individual and his rights in 

law, against a tyrannical monarch. This argument has been 

repeated, with additional details and adornment , by those 

historians who have been referred to as J1ft:rhig' ever since. 

Page 4/ • • • • • 
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T.B. Macaulay is the most famous of these. He points out 

that James I and Charles I were far more extreme and out-

spoken in their claims than Elizabeth had been, but that 

there had been no national crisis or peril to check the op­

position. The natural enemy of royal claims, he argues, was 

Puritanism both within and ·without ::?arliament . And so in 

1640, when Charles was forced by financial difficulties to 

summon Parliament once more, its leaders at once devoted 

their energies to limit his power. 1 

"I ncreasingly distrustful of the king's in­
tentions, Parliament refused him control of 
the armed forces needed to suppress rebell­
ion in Ireland. Charles' retaliation in 
attempting to arrest five members of the 
Commons, made inevitable a war to limit the 
royal prerogative". 

Another school of historians, which in opposition 

to the 'Whigs ', has come to be known as 'Tory', holds that 

the royal policy was not tyrannical, but rather that Charles 

I, as he told that Court ~hich sentenced him to death, spoke2 

not for my own right alone, as I a~ your 
King, but for the true liberty of all my 
subjects . 

Edward Hyde , Earl of Clarendon, the greatest contemporary 

historian who lived through the events about which he was 

writing, developed this in his several volumes of 'The His­

tory of the Great Rebellion' . This theory has cotre to be 

known as the 'Conspiracy theory'. Cl arendon adrnits that 

Charles I was badly advised and made mistakes, but he is 

equally sure that the majority of the moderate members of 

Parliament were led ast.ra.y by Pym, Holles, Vane, and - the 

most formidable in his opinion - Hampden. These men he 

flatly accuses of aiming at rebellion. Charles I and his 

Page 5/ ..... 
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advisers were really trying to protect the nation from 

economic exploitation by a small group of men seeking power 

and. wealth. The opposition which faced Charles in the end 

had been organized and inspired by these men who identified 

their interests with the House of Corrmwns in politics and 

with }uritanism in religion~ 

It is interesting to note here that G.~. Aylmer, 

in discussing these two major interpretations - the religious 

and the political conflicts - as causes of the Civil War -

says: 1 

these constitutional and ecclesiastical 
beliefs 1"1ere probably only held strongly 
enough to have caused a resort to armed 
force by relatively srra 11 numbers on each 
s ide •.• • These differences could scarcely 
have produced a civil war dividing the 
country against itself. ~~ore important 
perhaps are the role of personality and 
the unfolding logic of the crisis: Charles' 
temprament and outlook, th2 fears and 
chronic mistrust which he generated in others, 
and on the opposi te side the apparently 
aggressive intentions of Pym and his party. 
The war wou ld hardly have come about when 
it did but f .or a 1r.1hole sequence of events 
partly unrelated in themselves •••• 

The third major interpretation of the Civil War 

is thet it was a class war. The centrP.l controversy here 

concerns the part played by the..t class which is rather 

vaguely called the 'Gentry'. In 1941, the distinguished 

economic historian, R.H. Ta1~1ney, in an article entitled 

'The Rise of the Gentry', explained the Civil VJar in these 

t erms :2 

in a period of rising prices, and of 
gr eat transfers of land because of the 
economic squeeze on t he old aristoc­
racy, a decisive economic advantage 
was gained by the gentry • • •• who ac­
quired land on favourable terms, while 
both the small men who lacked resources 

Page 6/ 

1) G.E . Aylmer - T·,e struggl e for thQ.. Constitution 
1?.03 ... .:: _89' p. 1i4. ----·-

2 ) A.H. Taylor , .2.R!. _Q.it ., p. ix. 
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and the aristocracy with their antiquated 
methods and lavish display, lost ground. 
Because the Crown too had lost much of its 
economic power, the Civil 1':Jar could be 
provoked and carried to a successfUl con­
clusion by the gentry, V>'hO aimed in this 
way to bring their political influence into 
line with their economic power. 

In other words , the origin of the Civil r.~ar can be seen in 

the rise to power of the 'Gentryr class. 

In 1953, Professor H.R. Trevor-Roper produced his 

own rival interpretation. 1 Criticizing Professor Tawney's 

use of the concept 'Gentry', he argued that the Civil War 

was caused not by the rise, but by the decline of a section 

of the Gentry. According to him, the really .big profits at 

that time were made not by farming, but by holding court 

office and practising law. The Gentry - those who enjoyed 

none of these sources of income - then, inevitably got into 

financial difficultjes. And so the Civil War was the attempt 

by the declining gentry to regain power and position. And 

extreme Puritanism, Trevor-Roper argues, was the means by 

which they obtained their goal. 

Christopher Hill also regards the Civil War as a 

class war, but he gives a Marxist interpretation to the 

events . In the introduction to his book 1 The English Re-
2 volution 1 , he states that he intends proving: 

the English Revolution of 1640-60 was a 
great social movement like the French 
Revolution of 1789. An old order that 
was essentially feuda l was destroyed by 
violence , and a new and capi talist so­
cial order created in its place . The 
Civil war was a class war, in which the 
despotism of Charles I was defended by 
the reactionary forces of the established 
Church and feudal l andlords . Parliament 
beat t he King because it could appeal to 
the enthusiastic support of the trading 
and industrial classes in town and coun­
tryside, to the yeomen and progress ive 
gentry , and to wider masses of the popu­
lation whenever they were able, by free 

Page 7/ ..... 
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discussion, to understand what the struggle 
was really abo·:J. t • 

The rise of Puritanism and the rise of Capitalism 

then, went hand-in- hand, for the Civil War was the means 

whereby Puritanism trium;~hed and England became a capitalist 

society . 

R.H. Tawney, writing later in his life, illustrates 

this line of thought in an article entitled 'Religion and the 

Rise of Capitalism' :1 

Puritanism had its own standards of social 
conduct, derived partly from the obvious 
interests of the commercial c 1a sses, part­
ly from its conception of the nature of 
God and the destiny of man. These stan­
dards were in sharp antithesis, both to the 
considerable surviving elements of feud­
ali~m in Engli~3h society, and to the policy 
of the anthoritarian State , with its ideal 
of an ordered and graded society, v·hose 
different members were to be maintained · in 
their traditional status by the pressure 
and protection of paternal monarchy . Sap­
ping the forme r by its influence, and over­
throwing the latter by direct attack, Pur­
itanism became a potent force in preparing 
the way for the com~ercial civilization 
which finally triumphed at the Revolution. 

These three, strictly speaking, are the main in­

terpretations put forward as the causes of the English Civil 

War. There have been, of course, m~ny adaptations made to 

them, but most historians have interpreted the war in terms 

of a religious, or a political, or an economic struggle . A 

number of historians, \lo7riting in the last decade however, 

have argued against isolating these three factors so rigidly 

from one another. They have t ended to regard the Civil War 

as being the result of a combination, or a ¥'orking together, 

of these three fac tors. 

Christopher Hill, in a l ater ~ork 1The Century of 

Revolut ion (1603-1714 ) 1 , demonstrates this impossibility of 

shutting off the religious, constitutional, political and 

economic causes of the war from one another. 2 These,he 

Page 8/ • • • •• 
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1) Protestantism & Capitalism - Edited by R.F . Green, p.49 . 

2) c. Hill - The Century o.f Rev.Ql!.:.t ion 1603-1714, p. 101. 
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argues, correspond to the complexity of life in 17th Century 

England. The Civil War , for him, while being a religious and 

a political struggle~ was something more - for -what men were 

really fighting about was the whole nature, and future devel­

opment of English society. Allen French, in his book on the 

Puritan migration to the Americas, Interprets the Civil War 

as a religious, political and financial struggle. 1 Philip 

Taylor also represents this standpoint. He points out how 

necessary it is to break d01mn these factors and influences 

into their component parts for the purpose of analysing the 

origins of the Civil War; but he does warn against the ten­

dency to separate them so radically
2 

11as to lose sight of the 'forest' in con­
centrating too much on individual 1trees 111 • 

The separate institutions which must be studied he argues 

further- for example: the Church and law courts, bishops 

and the king, Parliament and tre constitution, property and 

the rights of men - were all closely linked . So much so, 

that any attack on, or desire to change , one institution 

was certain to involve otherso 

It is for this reason, therefore, that contempor­

ary historians, in their interpretations ~ hesitate to apply 

what we may call the ' either/or' system, preferring the 

1both/and 1 • In other words , they hesitate to speak of the 

rebellion as having any one single cause - it is rather the 

result of a number of factors, all of which were closely 

interrelated. It is interesting to note, in this connection, 

G.M. Trevelyan's comparison of three of the great national 

rebellions in history:3 

The French Revolution was a war of two 
societies ; the American Civil 1fvar was 

Page 9/ 
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1) A. French - Charles I ~~d the PurJJ~n QHhe~yel , p. 320 . 

2) A.M. Taylor, QQo __ .Qlt., Po xiii. 

3) G.M. Trevelyan - Engl~nd un~E:Lth~ __ stu.?-rts , p. 190. 
' 
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a war of two regions; but the Great Re­
bellion was a war of two parties. 

The war of two part i es, divided on political, economic and 

religious grounds. 

As I have already stated, the purpose of this 

thesis is to re-assert Puritanism and the religious factors 

as a very definite cause of the English Civil War. We shall 

be considering the Puritan reformers and the Furitan Move­

ment itself, then, and their relation to the Church, to the 

Crown, and to the House of Com~ons - attempting throughout 

to assess the part they played ln the events leading to the 

Civil War. 

Page 10/ ••.•• 
------- -.. ------~·---~------· ----------·--



- 10 -

CHAPTER 2: 

THE RISE OF PURITANISM UNDER ELIZABETH I AND JAMES I . 
---------~--------~~- -- ·- -----

"Like many another name afterwards carried with 

pride, n writes lvfartin , 11 
••• Puritan was first a nickname; 

given in scorn and bitterness and hotly repudiated by those 

t h . t 1' d 111 F l l th t th t o w om 1 vo1as app 1e • u er says a e erm came 

into use in 1564, in connection with the r esistance offered 

to the stronger action then being taken by Elizabeth to en­

force conf ormity: 2 

The English Bishops, conce1v1ng themselves 
impowered by their Canons, began to show 
their authority in urging the Clergy of 
the i r Diocess to subscribe to the Liturgic , 
Ceremonial and Discipline of the Church, 
and such as r efused, the same were brand­
ed with the odious name of Puritans . 

Whatever the date of its origin might have been, we can be 

sure of one thing; and that is , that this term was in full 

currency by 1572 , when the 1r-Ti ters of the ' 1ST Admonition 

to Parliament' protested against those3 

11who s landerously charge pore men (whom 
they have made pore) with greevous faults , 
calling them Puritans, worse than the 
Donatists 11 • 

Whitgrift, in answer ing the Admonition, argued ~4 

This name furitan is very aptely given 
to these men, not bycause they be pure 
no more than were the Heretiks called 
rcathari', but bycause they thinke them­
selves to be 'mundiores caeteris ', more 
pure than others, as Cathari dyd , and 
separate themse lves from all other Churches 
and congregations as spotted and defyled. 
Bicause also they suppose the Churche 
whiche they have devised , to be ·without 
all impuritie. 

Page 11/ .... .. 
·-----·---- ---- ·--------- ... .- ... -- ... --··- ··- - ·· 

1) H. Martin - Puri_~§:.Dl:.Sm & Richard B¥-ter, p. 11. 

2) Quoted i n F. Paget - An Introduction to the Fifth 
Book of Hooker's TreatTseoftneLaws of-Ecc1881as-
t~.~~Cf.Ol_it.v , p . Io . , ___ _ 

3) Quoted in ibid~ , p. 11. 

4) Quoted in Ibid. 
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The term tPuritan• in Elizabeth's time, then, was 

used merely as a nickname, and scornfully at that. At this 

stage, however, it is important for us to r ealize that, when 

using this term, their o9ponents did not think of these Tur­

itans' as constituting a definite or official party. They 

·were rather referring to a group of like-mi nded men who de­

sired the reform of the Church of Engla.nd to be taken a step 

further than Elizabeth had allowed . Miss 1'''edgwood illus­

tra tes this clearly, 1 

it was a term of abuse , merely . It might 
be applied equally to a devout cobbler 
expounding the scriptures according to a 
theory of his ovrn, or to a dutiful member 
of the Anglican communion whohad done no 
more than hazard the opinion that the 
surplice was a remnant of Rome. 

Illcy Hutchinson, VIife of a colonel in the Parliamentary 

army, also illustrates the diversity with V'hich this term 

could be used, and how it r.1as impossible to regard these 

Puritans as f orming a definite party: 2 

If any are grieved at the dishonour of 
the kingdom , or the griping of the poor, 
or the unjust oporession of the subject 
by a thousand ways invented to maintain 
the riots of the courtiers anj the swarms 
of needy Scots .•• brought in to devour 
lil<B locusts the plenty c=:- the · land, he 
was a Puritan, • • . • if any gentleman in 
his county maintained the good la~s of the 
lRnd, or stood up for any public interest, 
for good order or government, he was a 
Puritan . In short, all that crossed the 
vielNS of the needy courtiers , the proud 
encroaching priests , the thieving pro jec­
tors, the lev'd nobility and gentry • . . all 
these wer e Puritans . 

At the change of the century, however, we find 

the 'Puritans' being looked upon and regarding themse lves, 

as a party . But the nature of their opposition had chan­

ged - for they were no longer seeking r eform in ves tments 

Page 12/ ••.•• 
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l) c. V. We dgwood - The _K_iqg 's .Peace. __ 1637- 4.1, p . 95 . 

2) Quoted in c. Hill - The Century of Revo lution 
~3-1714, p. 105 . 
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and ceremonies alone, but rather a change in polity and 

Church government. In other words, episcopacy itself was 

becoming the target of their attacks . This is clearly 

brought out by James I himself, when he addressed Parliament 

soon after his accession: 1 

Puritans and Novelists , V·'ho do not so far 
differ from us in points of religion as 
in their confused form of polity and 
parity, being ever discontented V7ith the 
present government and impatient to suffer 
any superiority, which maketh their sect 
unable to be suffered in any well governed 
commonwealth. 

The term 'Puritan' then, referred to a party , which had 

definite aims and aspirations. 

And so it V·7as, that, during the fir st fo~.7 years of 

J&~es' reign, with Bancroft as Archbishop of Canterbury, the 

Established Church finally set its face against any further 

Calvinist reform, forcing the Purit ans to turn their ener­

gies from agitation within the Church (that is, through 

Convocation), into bringing pressure to bear upon the Crown, 

through Parliament . The term can now no longer be said to 

have purely religious connotations, for the Puritan movement 

v1as allying itself with Parl iamentary reform . .Arrtso, con­

cludes Pearl:2 

there arose that momentous alliance be­
tween the constitution onnosition in 
Parliament and the Puritan movement in 
the Church . This alliance assumed a re­
cognizable form in the sixteen- twenties 
'<'.'hen the leaders of the Puritans, John 
Preston and his c l erical friends, became 
associated with the Parliamentary oppos­
ition led by John Pym •••• 

By the tice of Charles I and the meeting of the 

Long Parliament in 1640, these religious and political 

overtones attached to the t erm 'Puritan' had come to be so 

complete ly identified vrith one another, that the name now 

Page 13/ • ••.• 
---·-----
1) 

2) V. Pearl- LOndon and the Outbreak of the Pur itan 
Reyolution,-p:- 160~ 
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meant those ·who supported Parliament in its conflicts v1ith 

the Crown. As John Davenport defined Purl tans - as being 

those1 

"who secretly encourageth men in opposi­
tion to the present government". 

Martin sums up this change in meaning:2 

In the 16th century the VJord meant the 
left VTing of the Reformers, who 1•1anted 
to carry the Reformation a stage further 
than the po~ers in Church and State thought 
desirabJe • In the 17th century the word 
mainly applied to those on the side of 
Parliament against the CroV>mo 

Puritanism at this stage had gained compJe te ascendancy in 

the House of Commons. During the opening sessions of the 

Long Parliament , the Puritan element had been united in 

their attack on La'J:i and Arminianism. 3 But no sooner had 

these reforms been accomplished, and an alternative system 

of Church government had to be found, than a split emerged 

within this party - the term 'Purl tan r could no1•· be used to 

describe tmo opposing parties. on the one side , were the ex­

treme anti-episcopalean Puritans , the so-called 'Root-and­

Branch' party , who sought to destroy the system of Church 

government by bishops, and repJa ce it with the Presbyterian 

model of government. And on the other side, were the more 

moderate Puritans, often referred to as 'Episcopalean' ~ur­

itans, who ~-~~ished to remove the abuses of the Laudian era, 

without changing the basic system of the Established Church 

and i ts government by bishops. 4 

Thus at the outbreak of the Civil r:ar, the term 

Puritan can be used to describe the religious and political 

opposition to Charles I and his government - despite this 

Page 14/ ..... 

l) I9id, p. 161. 

2 ) H • Mart in , o p o cit • , p • 13 • 

3) See - iDfr~, p.79. 

4) See infra, p. 79-80. 
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split l"i thin the Puritan movement itself. 

Having discussed the meaning of the term 'Puri­

tan', let us turn to consider the rise and development of 

Puritanism as a whole, keeping in mind this change in the 

nature and character of the movement itself. 

Elizabeth came to the thrJne in 1558, and the sit-

uation vrhich confronted her 1pas ·one of exceeding difficulty •1 

11Her father may be said to have seized 
the Church. Her brother and sister be-
fore her had, i n contrary \r.~ays, and with 
unhappy results, tried to reform it. She 
perceived that she must govern it or be 
ruined. 11 

The people of England, hm'ever, •nere divided in faith - the 

majority, esiE cially in and around London , were Protestants, 

vrhile a considerable number ·were still Catholics. What made 

it even more confusing was tha t there were differ ences and 

divisions within the r anks of the se two parties. 

So Elizabeth made herself safe, by affirming the 

independence and Protestantism of the Church of England. 

As head of the nation, she asserted her control over the 

state and over the Church, insisting that her bishops be 

men she could depend upon to uphold not only their own 

authority, but her's as 1Nell. The only religious tes t 

she unfailingly i nsisted upon, v1as that her subjects should 

be willing to swear a llegiance to herself as the Church's 

governor. 2 What Elizabe th desired above all else was uni­

formity. Men mus t confonn or be persecuted . But, and 

this is the interesting point , at no time did she demand 

uniformity of be lief; for she i s r ecor ded as saying so 

often: 3 

"I do not desire to open windor•7s into 
menrs hear ts and secre t thoughts". 

Page 15/ 
---~-·----

1) W. Haller - The __ Ri se of Puritani sm, p . 6 0 

2) Ib_id o , p . 7. 
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3) S.B. Babbage - Puritanism & Richard Bancroft, p . 2. 
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For example in her famous 'Apologia', she said :1 

v,re kno'~1 not, nor have any meaning to allow 
that any of our subjects should be moles­
ted either by examination or inquisition •• 
as long as t hey profess the Christian 
faith, not gainsaying the authority of the 
Holy Scriptur es and the articJe s of our 
faith contai ned in the creeds Apostolic 
and Catholic; or for matters of ceremonies 
• . • as long as they shf.l.l l show themse lves 
quiet and conformabl e •.• 

It was inevitable therefore, that Elizabeth's 

handling of the r eligious problem was not acceptabl e to 

many - the Protestant element more so than others. Eliza­

beth, to their dismay, did not reform or purify the Church , 
2 she mere ly 

"swept the rubbish behind the door. 11 

11The Puritan movement,:~ 

concludes Haller, 3 

"may be said to have sprung out of the 
shocl<: of that disappointment . " 

Or as Martin puts it, 4 

11Puritanism began as a refor m movement , 
-vrithin the Church, of those not satis­
fied with the way the political break 
had worl<ed out ecclesias tically. n 

To be sure , there was much that needed to be r e ­

formed, as the income and property, the organization, au­

thority and pr es t ige , and the lear ning and morality of the 

Church was in confusion and decay . Milton illustr ates this 

belief of the early Puritans that the Church system was in­

herent ly corrupt , in his work 'Reason of Church Government 

Page 16/ ••••• 
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2) l'l . Hall er, ~-gJt ., p . 8 . 

3 ) Ibid . 

4) H. ~.Kartin , lo~ cit ., p . J5 . 
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urged against Pre laty' :1 

They (that i s, the Clergy), admire and 
dote upon worldly riches and honours , 
with an easy and intemperate life to the 
bane of Chris t i anity; yea, they and their 
seminaries shame not to profess to peti­
tion, and never leave pealing in our ears 
that unless we fat them like boars and 
cram them as they list v-1ith wealth, ·with 
deaneri es and with pl uralities , 1•1i th 
baronies and stately pref erments, all 
learning and religion wil l go under foot. 

But Elizabeth did little or nothing to rectify these abuses, 

being more concerned v•i th maintaining the s true ture and 

balance of things as they '--ere . And so it was that the less 

moderate opponents of the Cro" n gr eP more a.nd more impatient 

at these he.l f measures and political compromises , and thus 

aligned themselves together in opposit ion, demanding that 

the long- anticipated r eforms be at once accompli shed. The 

desires of these men, ~"Jho were branded v1ith the odious and 

scornful name of 1Puritans', were understandable from are­

l igious point of viev' . They wished to purge from the ser­

vices v1hat they believed to be the r emnants of Roman super­

stition, and procure in every parish a 'preaching' mi nistry 

that V!as both earnest and spiritual-mi nded. In particular, 

they objected to the prescr ibed cl erical dress; to kneeling 

at the reception of the Lord ' s Supper, as implying adora­

.tion of the physicRl presence of Christ therein; to the use 

of the ring in marriage , as continuing the estimate of 

matrimony as a sacrament; and to the sign of t he cross in 

baptism , as superstitious . This, then , ~as the purifica­

tion they desired in the Church . 

William Haller wr ites of these early years of 

the movement: 2 

Popular unrest v1as the soi l in which the 
Puritan ~mvement arose , but its formal 

Page 17/ • • • • • 
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- 17 -

and conscious inception took place not · 
among the populace but among members of 
the academic intellectual class. 

And so it was at Cambridge that impatience with Elizabeth's 

failure to satisfy the most extreme Protestant hopes, found 

its earliest and most explicit statement. Led by men like 

Lawrence Humphrey and Thomas Sampson, the earliest Puritan 

discussion was over the use of the prescribed garments for 

the clergy - called the 'Vestiarian Controversy'. In 1572, 

for example, a tract entitled rA Vie•'7 of Popishe abuses yet 

remaining in the Englishe Church, for the v:hich Godly Mini­

sters have refused to subscribe', vras attached to the f am­

ous docume~t, 'An Admonition to Parlimaentr. This tract 

illustrates the controversy by sho;Ming that vestments were 
l dregs of popery: 

Copes, caps and surplesses, and such lyke 
baggage, the preachyng signes of popysh 
priesthode ... are as the garments of the 
Idole , to 1'lhich ~!e ••• say, avaunt and 
get thee hence . They are as the garments 
of the Balami t es, of popish priestes, 
enemies to God and all Christians. They 
serve not to edification, they have the 
she~re of evyll ..• they V'orke discorde ••• 
they bryng the ministerie into contempte, 
they offend tr1e weake , they encourage the 
obstinate. 

In this rra tter' hoTnever' the queen! s policy vras 

strongly opposed to modificat ion. And with the gradual 

triumph of Elizabeth and her bishops, the Puritans began to 

realize that they vrould not be allowed to overturn or dis­

rupt the es t ablished order of the Church, at \Mill. It is 

for this r eason that Elizabeth's second Parliament is im-

portant - as it marks a change in the method of their 

attack on the Establishment. Convocation met at the same 

t ime, and, as the supporters of the papal supremacy had 

been removed by the rigid application of the Oath of Sup­

remacy, the representatives of reform were firmly entren­

ched.. During thl s meeting of Convoca tion a se r ies of six 

Page 18/ • • • • • 
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articles ~ere debated . 1 

i) That all the Sundays in the year and 
principal feasts of Christ be kept 
holy days; and all other holy days to 
be abrogated . 

ii) That in all parish churches the min­
ister in common prayer turn his face 
tov1ards the people; and there distin­
ctl y read the divine service appoin­
ted, where a l l the people assembled 
may hear and be edified . 

iii) That in ministering the sacrament of 
baptism, the ceremony of making the 
cross in the Child 1 S forehead may be 
omitted, as tending to superstition. 

iv) That forasmuch as divers communicants 
are not able to kneel during the time 
of communion, for age, sickness and 
sundry other infirmities, and some 
also superstitiously both kneel and 
knock; that order of kneeling may be 
left to the discr etion of the ordin­
ary 'Within his jurisdiction. 

v) That it be sufficient for the minis­
ter, in time of saying divine service 
and ministering of the sacraments, to 
use a surplice; and that no minister 
may say service or min1ster the sac­
raments but in a comely garment or 
habit . 

vi) That the use of organs be r emoved . 

After a heated debate, andvuth proxies being invoked, these 

articles were defeated by one vote . 

This brought it homG to the Puritan reformers, 

more than anything e l se , that vic tory V7ould only come 

through an organized hostility to the existing order. And 

so V!e have the beginnings of 1Nhat ,.,e may call a Puritan 

party - though it must be r emembered that it 1Nas only 

many, many years later that the 'Puritan' party can be 

regarded as being organized Hnd fully constituted . 

Page 19/ ••• • • 
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J . B. Black warns us not to read too much into this Puritan 

unrest at this early stage:l 

Naturally the i"hole stneep of the puritan 
objection to the Establishment did not 
manifest itself at once , it was a slow 
development, stimulated by conflict and 
nurtured by persecution ••• 

Strype shows what the rec:ult of this defeat of 

the Puritan r eformers, in the 1563 meeting of ConvocRtion, 

was:2 

Hitherto the quarre l was only about 
wearing the cap and the surplice and 
such-like apuarel, and the posture in 
receiving communion; but now they attempt 
to move ano ther and a more dangerous 
matter in assaulting the hierarchy of the 
Church, and disproving and condemning the 
ancient, Vlholosome government used in it 
by archbishops and bishops, deans and 
archdeacons, and other ecclesiastical 
officers. 

In other v~ rds, the Puritans were beginning to attack the 

Royal Supr emacy itself . With this shift in the battle­

ground there came a change in the method of attack - for the 

Puri t.::m a ttack is nor·! made not 1:.1 i thin the council chambers 

of.the Church, but V7ithout. It disappear s from Convocation 

and appear s in Parliament . 3 

"From 1566 onwards Convocation is regard­
ed as hostile , and the hopes of ecclesias­
tical revolutionaries are concentrated in 
the House of Commons" . 

This change is significant as from this time on, the 

Puritans can be said to have sought to obtain their will 

by purely civil l egislation. 

This, however , '.''Cl.S an unconstitutional me thod 

of procedur e, 1~7hich soon brought the vrrath of the queen 

dmvn upon them. The r eason for this is that interference 

by Parlia11ent bet~'een her and Convocation was as unaccept­

able as Convocation interfering be tween her and Parliament. 

Page 20/ •••.• 
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She, as Supreme Governor of 'things spiritual' and 'things 

t emporal', stood in direct r e l ation to one on the eccles­

i as tical side and to the other on the civil side. In other 

v1ords , it was she who assented to the canons of Convocation 

on the one hand and to the acts of Parliament on the other . 

Therefore vre find all parliamentary intrusions or interfer­

ence in matters spiritual and ecclesiastical, being ruthless­

ly crushed by Elizabeth. For example, in 1566 the f irst of 

a series of ecclesiastical bills , initiated by the Puritans 

in the House of Commons, after being passed ~oth in t he 

LoF·er and Higher Houses, was ' s tayed' by the queen 1 s spec­

ial command. 1 

The r epresentative leader of this second stage of 

Puritanism, dur i ng the r eign of Elizabeth, ·was Thomas Cart­

wright, 1.'1hO v1as Lady Hargaret Professor of Divinity a t Cam­

bridge . Church government, for him, v1as to be presbyterian 

and not episcopalean. In 1569, in fact, he advocated the 

appointment of e lders i n each parish for discipline; the 

election of pastors by their peopl e ; the abolition of such 

offices as archbishop; and t he reduct ion of the clergy to 

essential parity. The issue betwes~1 the defenders of the 

Establishment and the Purit an r eformers , then, could not 

have been mor e clearly dravm. 

C'1rtwright soon roused the opposition of Arch­

bishop ?rhi tgift , the great defender of the Establishment , 

and anti-Puritan . It was he \'1ho was instrumental in 

Cart'wright 1 s eventual expulsion f r om the University. 

The changes advocated by Cartwright ·were later 

presented in an extreme but popularly effective pamphlet, 

ent i t l ed 1An Admonition t o Parlia~ent', in 1572. 

Hits signi ficance" , 

writ es Babbage , 2 

Page 21/ . . ... 
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ncannot be overestimated. This masterly 
document marked the explicit adoption 
of the presbyterian platform by the Pur-
itan reformers.'' . 

It was thus not only concerned with an attack on the Prayer 

Book and vestments, but also on the more fund~nental ques­

tion at issue - the polity and government of the Church. 

This is clearly illustrated in the additional note which 

was added in the second edition:1 

Neither is the controversie betwixt them 
and us as they would beare the world in 
hand, as for a cap, a tippet, or a sur­
plesse, but for great matters concerning 
a true ministrie and regiment of the 
churche, a~cording to t he word, v1hich 
things once established the other melt 
a1'ray of them selves. 

Puritanism was now grm'ling. A voluntary local 

classis - a kind of presbytery - V'7as organized by Puritan 

ministers in Wands>North near London, in 1572.. Similar or­

ganizations soon sprang up elsewhere. Bancroft gives us 

insight into these 'classes r, when he describes the manner 

in which a class is was conducted :2 

The manner of every particular classis is 
this ~ At their meeting (which is alY~rays 
in soiiE private house , but yet in their 
Mother Cities) first a Moderator is chosen 
in this sort: One of them conceiveth a 
Prayer for God's Direction in that Choice. 
Then he that conceived the Prayer, sitteth 
alone in Scrutiny, and every one giveth 
his Voice secretly unto him. He that hath 
the most Voices is chosen. 

Meetings of ministers for the purpose of preaching and 

discussion- the so-called 'prophesyings' - were also es­

tablished about the same time.3 

"The ministers, "Ti thin a precinet", says 
Bacon in describing them, "did meet upon 
a week day in some principal town 1>T her e 
there was some anci ent grave minister 
that was president, and an auditory ad­
mitted of gentlemen or other per sons of 
leisure. Then every minister successively, 

Page 22/ •••• , 
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beginning with the youngest, did handle 
one and the same part of scripture, 
spending severally some quarter of an 
hour or better, and in the whole some 
two hours; and so, the exercise being 
begun and concluded v17ith prayer, and 
the president giving a text for the 
next meeting, the assembly was dissol­
ved. And this VIas, as I take it, a 
fortnight's exereise; r·hich, in my op­
inion, was the best way tJ frame and 
train up preachers to han ~le the word 
of God as it ought to be handled, that 
hath been practised." 

It is interesting to note here that some of the bishops 

even encouraged the establishing of these rprophesyingsr, 

as a means of defence against what they called the 'seduc­

tions of Rome' • Many others, however, were very wary of 

these gatherings. This suspicion is reflected in a letter 

written by Bishop Scambler of Peterborough to Burghley~ He 

asked Burghley: 1 

Vouchsafe ••• to look upon theis scheires 
of Northampton and Rutland ·~ and ayde me 
with your counsaile • • • Those whom men 
doe call puritans and their fautours ••• 
are growen apparentlie to neglecte, if 
theie doe not abhorre, the devine service 
sette owte by publique authoritie •.. To 
their purposes they have drawen diuers 
yonge ministers, to whome it is plausible 
to have absolute authoritie in their 
parishes. In their waie8 theie be verie 
bolde and stowte, like men that seme not 
to be v1ithout great frendes. 

Or again as Strype wrote in his 'Annals':2 

These prophesyings were in danger of 
degenerating into controversies and 
contentious disputings. And the Furi­
tans took their advantage of it by 
broaching their doctrinese 

Archbi s hop Whitgift, with Elizabeth' s full 

support, promptly issued articles imposing the use of 

the Prayer Book, prescribing clerical dress and forbid­

ding all private mee tings. F~"om this time onwards, the 
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hand of repression can be said to have rested heavily upon 

the furi tans. 

When we consider Elizabeth and her relation to 

her Parliaments, v1e find the voice of the Puri tans begin­

ning to sound in opposition to the queen and her policy. 1 

Parliament expressed its opinion moDt vigorously on eccle­

siastical affairs ·· especially v1hen the Puritan element be­

gan to challenge Elizabeth's Church Settlement. In fact, 

the Commons seems generally to have favoured the Puritan 

desire for further religious reform. Douglas Nobbs, in his 

general history on England and Scot l and, comments on the re-
2 

lation betwe9n Cr0111Jn and Parliament: 

"All Elizabethan Parliament s were diffi­
cult to manage, and called for all the 
queen 1 s ability to carry her policy by 
mingling threats and coercion with ap­
peals to her success and to her popul­
arity". He continues: "The Puritan 
ideal JB d the Commons to develop an al­
ternative policy to the queen 1 s and to 
prescribe the course of her government. 
Natura lly, she was but confirmed in her 
conviction that Paritanism involved a 
politica l issue ••••• The Puritans, 
desperately aggressive, went too far in 
the logical exposition of their pro­
gramme, and were defeated; but the all­
iance of crov•n and gentry was shaken11

• 

During the reign of Elizabeth, therefore, the 

Puritan programme p."esented by Cartwright both in the House 

of Commons and in Convocation was rejected . But it is 

necessary thr t we r ealize tha t Puritanism, as such, was 

far more th<:m a scheme of Church government. And3 

11it is in thi..s l arger sense that Puri­
tanism can be sai d to have continued 
uninterrupted, to strengthen and ex­
tend its hold upon the English imagin­
ation." 
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Cartwright left behind him at Cambridge, many friends and 

disciples v1ho, despite their failure to purify the Church, 

devoted their energies to the task of converting the people 

to the ~uritan ideals and of training them in the Puritan 

vmy of life. And thus, even though Elizabeth and her bish­

ops would not permit them to transpose Calvinism directly 

into legal enactment, it did not prevent them from convert­

ing the nation - country gentlemen, lawyers, merchants, and 

many of the humbler foll{ - to godliness. 

Wakeman illustrates this great influence Puritan-

ism exerted over the English nation, \1'hen he writes :1 

Religious England, outwardly Catholic, 
V'as invrardly Puritan. The best, the 
purest, the noblest of Elizabethan heroes 
were Puritans. The more energetic of the 
great Universities were steeped in Puri­
tanism.. • • If Y'e inquire 1FT here the 
strength of this greRt movement lay ••• , 
we shall find it i n tv!o great principles -
the insistence upon the personal rela­
tionship between God and man, and the hat­
red of a professional religion. 

Now and then a Puritan preacher V7ould be drawn out in an 

attack upon the Established Church and its rulers, but by 
2 

and large most of them were content to 

"devote themselves, under cover of lav.1, 
to preaching the doctrine of faith and 
the sacred epic of man 1 s f all and re­
demption.11 

• 
These Puritan preachers, then, vr on more and more 

converts to the Puritan ~~~ay of life by the publicRtion of 

their sermons and more important, by the example of their 

ov1n conduct. In this way , they became the chief animating 

for ce for the spread of Puritanism among all classes of 

society. 

Elizabeth died in ~1arch 1603, and was succeeded 

by James I , the son of Mary Stuart , 1 Q.ueen of Scots '. 
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"The accession of a king who had been 
reared in the Church of John Knox" , 

writes Haller, 1 

11gave the Puritan reformers fresh hope. 
They prepared once more to advance their 
cause by .frontal attack." 

James had no sooner crossed the front al border as the new 

King of England , thHn he v'as presented with a petition -

the so- called ' Millenary Petition' - signed by several 

hundred Puritan ministers. It read: 2 

" · .• we, the ministers of the Gospel in 
this land, neither as factious men affec­
ting a popular parity i n the Church, nor 
as schismatics aiming at the dissolution 
of the State ecclesiastic2l, but as the 
faithful servants of Christ and loyal 
subjects of your Majesty, desiring and 
longing for the redress of divers abuses 
of the Chlrrch, could no less, in our 
obedience to God , service to your Hajesty, 
love to his Church, thRn acquaint your 
pr incely Majesty with our particular 
griefs •.• And although divers of us that 
sue for reformation have former ly, in res­
pect of times, subscribed to the Book, 
some upon protestation, some upon exposi­
tion given them, some with condition, 
rather than the Church shoul d have been 
deprived of their labour and ministry; 
yet now ~e, to the number of more than a 
thousand of your ~f:ajesty ' s subjects and 
ministers, al l groaning as under a com­
mon burden of human r ites and ceremonies , 
do V'ith one joint consent humble ourselves 
at your ~~ajesty' s feet to be eased and 
re l ieved in this behalf . Our humble suit 
then unto your Majesty is, that of these 
offences follo~ing, some may be removed, 
some amended, some quali fied: 

1) In the Church Service . That the 
cros.s·.rn-15apCfsm~ i nterrogatories 
ministered to infants, confirma­
tion, as superfluous, may be taken 
av1ay; baptism not be ministered 
by women, and so explained; the 
cap and surplice not urged; that 
examination may go before commun­
ion; that it be ministered vri th a 
sermon; that divers terms of 
1priests 1 and ' absolution' , and 
some other used ~ith the ring in 
marriage, and other such like in 
the Book, may be corrected; the 
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longsomeness of service abridged; 
church songs and music moderated to 
better edification; that the Lord's 
Day be not profaned, the rest upon 
holy-days not so strictly urged; 
that there may be an uniformity of 
doctrine prescribed; no Popish op~ 
inion to be any more taught or de­
fended; no ministers charged to teach 
their people to bov! at the name of 
Jesus; that the canonical Scriptures 
only be read in Church. 

2) Conc~rning Church IviinistQ£.§_ . That 
none hereafter be admitted into the 
ministry but able and sufficient men, 
and those to preach diligently, and 
especially upon the Lord r s Day; that 
such as be already entered and cannot 
preach, ~ay either be removed and 
some charitable course taken with 
them for their relief or else to be 
force~ according to the value of their 
livings , to maintain preachers; that 
non-residency be not permitted; that 
King Edl~rard r s Statute for the lawful­
ness of ministers' marriage be reviv­
ed; that ministers be not urged to 
subscribe but, according to the law, 
to the Articles of Religion and the 
King's Supremacy only. 

3) The Church Livings and Maintenance . 
That bishops leave their commendams -
some holding prebends , some parsonages, 
some vicarages with their bishoprics; 
that double-beneficed men be not suf­
fered to hold, some tvro , some three 
benefices \N ith cure, and some tv.'o , 
three or four degnitics besides; that 
impropriat i ons annexed to the bishop­
rics and colleges be demised only to 
the preachers incumbents, for the· old 
rent; that the impropriations of lay­
men's fees may be charged V·'i th a 
sixth or a seventh part of the worth 
to the maintenance of the preaching 
minister. 

4) For Church Disciplinen That the dis­
cipline and excommunication may be 
administered according to Christ's 
own institution - or, at l eas t, that 
enormities be redressed; as namely, 
that excommunication come not forth 
under the name of lay persons, chan­
cellors, official s, otc; that men be 
not excommunicated for trifles and 
tv1elvepenny matters; that none be 
excorrnnunicated l'!ithout consent of 
his pastor; that officers be not suf­
fered to extort unreasonable f ees ; 
that none having jurisdiction or re­
gisters' places put out the same to 
farm; that divers Popish canons (as 

Pa.ge 27/ . . . . . 
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for restraint of marriage at certain 
times) be reversed; that the long­
sameness of suits in ecclesiastical 
courts, V! hich hang sometful.es, t1po, 
three, four , five, six, or seven 
years, may be res trained; that the · 
oath 'ex officio ', V'hereby men are 
forced to accuse themselves , be more 
sparingly used; that licenses for 
marriage v:ithout banns asked be more 
cautiously granted . 
These with such other abuses yet re­
maining and practised in the Church 
of England, v1e are able to shev' not 
to be agreeable to the Scriptures, 
if it shall please your Highness 
farther to hear us, or more at large 
by writing to be informed, or by con­
ference among th.e l earned to be re­
solved.... Thus with all dutiful 
submission referring ourselves to 
your l\~ajes ty ' s pleasure for your gra­
cious ansv1er as God shall direct, vre 
most humbly recommend your Highness 
to the Divine Pajesty, v.rhom V'G be­
see ch for Christ's sake to dispose 
your royal heart to do herein vhat 
shall be to his glory, the good of 
his Church, and your endless comfort. 
Your ~~jes ty 1 s most humble subjects 
the runisters of the Gospe l, that 
desire not a disorderly innovation 
but a due and godly reform." 

These Puritan grievances , embodied in this peti-

tion, vrere not very r adice.l. In fa.c t, m2ny of them l 
11would have been endor sed by the Bishops , 
and indeed by anyone v1ith the interests 
of the Church 2. t heart. 11 

Almost everyone agreed , for example, that pluralism should 

be abolished and that a ' preaching' ministry should be es­

tablished . With regard to the rest of the petition, the 

reformers asked mainly for small modifications of ceremon­

ial, V'hich could be applied at the discretion of each par­

son in his parish. 

James , following Bacon's advice, called a Con­

ference at Hampton Court in 1604 , to a llow the Puritans to 

air their grievances against the Establishment .2 Unfor t­

unately for these Puritan reformers at Hampton Court , 
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Dr. Reynolds, the leader of the deputation, gre•r tired of 

James' delaying tactics and demanded that all clergy be 

allm!ed to meet every three weeks 'V~ithin prophesyings'. 

This brought the full vrrath of James dm'm upon him - and 

he replied: 1 

If you aim at a Scottish )resbytery, it 
agreeth as vrell '''ith monarchy as God and 
the deviL Then Jack, and Tom, and 1'1fill, 
and Dick shall meet and censure me and 
my council and all our proceedings •••• 
Therefore I reiterate my former speech 
'LeRoy sr avisera': Stay, I pray, for 
one seven years, before you demc:md, and 
then if you find me gro~ pursy and fat, 
I may, perchance, hearken unto you, for 
tha t government v•ill keep me in breadth, 
and give me v10rk enougho 

.d 2 He then turned to the Puritan delegates and sal : 

If this be all your party hath to say, I 
V·!ill make them conform themselves or e lse 
I 1"ill harry them out of the land or else 
r:ill do 17orse. 

James then stormed out of the Conference. 

·what he •Ims here demanding v1as strict uniformity 

and conformity - and this taken r·ith his phrase 'No Bishop, 

No King', merely emphasized his belief in the interdepen­

dence of episcopacy and monarch. 

Haller's conclusion of the Conference is that: 3 

If the success of Elizab~th in maintaining 
herself in that position had been due to 
tacit recognition of the expediency of 
toleration, the ill-success of the Stuarts 
1''as to be due in large measure to the ir 
failure to realize the inexpediency of in­
tolerance ineffectually applied~ 

J c:unes ' rebuffal of the r eformers at Hampton Court , r esult-
~t\c.l 

ed in the silencing ~ deprivation of numbers of non-

conformists of their posts in the Church. In this 'ray he 

hoped to prevent the Puritans from being able to put their 

ideas of Church government into effect~ 
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Nothing, however, could novr have completely sil­

enced them, Md so all Jrunes really succeeded in doing i11as 

to persecute many of their preachers just sufficiently to 

make enemies of them and thus heighten their personal pres­

tige in the eyes of the nationo Unwary Puritans 1 ·ere brought 

before the prerogative courts - ecc _;_esiastical and civil -

and often deprived of their livings, and commanded to be 

silent. But, on the v·hole , these Puritan preachers main­

tained the great influence they had been '.:~~ielding during 

Elizabeth's reign, by means of the.:r pulpits and of their 

publications. 

It vrould be misleading, hov1ever, if r·e were to 

say that James vras completely out of sympathy VIith the 

Puritans - for having been brought up as a member of the 

Church of Scotland, h.e cared nothing for ritual, and "In as 

a Calvinist in doctrine . But the one point on v·hich he did 

differ radically from the Puritans, v•as the relative auth­

ority of the bishops and their clergy. G.J\·1. Trevelyan says 

of this disagreement: 1 

It was in fact not for speculative or 
religious, but for politi~al, reasons 
that he disliked the Puri~ans •. He saw 
in them the sect that in Scotland had 
made his youth one long ht'miliation, 
his manhood one long struggle - men ·who 
vrou ld take the Lord 1 s Anointed by the 
sleeve and call him 1 God 1 s silly vassal 1 • 

The English Puritans 1''erc at this stage 
of their career of a milder temper: but 
the policy of suppression by ~·-'hich James 
thought to 'harry them out of the land' 
served to arouse in them the instincts 
which he most feared, and led them in­
deed to abolish Bishops and to put his 
son to death. 

When James' first Parliament met in 1604, the . 

House of Comnons sympathized r·i th the 1 Millenary Petition 1. 

Their interest hore vras mainly constitutional, for they 
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1 hastened to deny thRt they had 

11 P.ny PUritan or Brownist spirit". 

That their support v.;as moderate and res trained can be seen 

in the articles v:hich they presented to the House of Lords 

for their accGptance. They also affirmed their agreement 

with and belief in th(~ gGncral principle of enforcing uni­

formity , and the necessity to prosecute those 1nho refused 
2 

to conform. But, and here we come to the very reason ~"Thy 

they gave their support to the Puritan Petitioners, they 

maintained that they, and not Convocat i on, should do the 
. 3 

prosecuting. 

11The Royal Supremacy for them meant the 
supremacy of the King in Parliament, and 
they recognized no legislative povwr in 
Convocation at all." 

Thus, we are led to conclude that the Commons' support of 

the IJvrJ.llenary Potition' - though a minority probably did 

so for definite r e ligious reasons - nas because lt was a 

means of striking at James in their conflict 1'!i th him. 

It escaped the king , hovmver, hoi·' ominous this 

alliance betvieen tho Commons and the Puritans v1as, for it 

was an alliance between the constitutional and ecc l esias-

tical opposition in the country . And so v1e find him l ee-
. 4 turing Parlla~ent on 

"Puritans and f·~ovelists, who do not so 
far differ from us in points of religion 
as in their confused form of policy and 
parity ...• n 

nrn that sentence", 

concludes Trevelyan, 5 

Jamos summed up the mistake of his life . 
Because the Puritan leaders of the pre­
vious generation had desired a Presby­
terian 'policy' of Church government, 
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and a parity of clergy with their Bishops, 
therefore the servi ces and merits of all 
Puritans were; to be overlooked, they v1ere 
at once to be deprived of their benefices, 
and finally, together with all the ir lay 
adherents 'harried them out of the land'. 
James did not perceive that if •.• they 
were driven out by Bishops, the Presby­
terian 'pol icy' vwuld revive, v1 i th the 
arm of the House of Commons for its 
support ." 

The bishops ~ho believed that uniformity ~as 

necessary, i f not essential, for unity, and t hat no uni-

formity was possible except by meP.ns of the s trong hand of 

compulsion, \'ie lcomed this s t atement of James, 1No Bishops , 

no King' - thc=tt they were t he surest supports of his t hrone. 

v~rakeman interpr ets this alliance between episcopacy and 

monarchy as being the 1 

nbeginning of the rift be t~!een the Church 
and people , which was in a fGVI years to 
grow into R. chasm l arge enough to engulf 
both monarchy and Episcopacy in a common 
ruin. 11 

Puritan hopes for the immediate reform of Church 

goverTh~cnt during this period, then, did diminish, but the 

se tting forth both by precept nnd example of a mor al t emper 

and a V'ay of life , did not . In f act, the prertchers and 

·writers of tho tracts and publicatiuns under James incr eased 

in number and infl,Jence at e. faster rate t hP..n before , find­

ing a growing audience ever more wi lling to listen. 
11For Jamesn, 

2 
v1ri tes Haller, 

11made the fatal error of alienating t he 
pulpit at a time \A1hen he v•as a lienating 
a public which ~~ras already habitua ted to 
turning to the pulpit for inspiration 
and guidance 11 • 

All the time, opposition to JElliles and hls poli-

cies was grov1ing . Generally speaking, the man in the 
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street bitterly disapproved of the proposed Spannish marri­

age of Prince Charles , and of the failure to support Prot­

estantism on the Continent. Members of the nobility , on 

the other hand, whose families had risen to greatness under 

the Tudors , did not look with favour on the elevation of 

the many f avourites a t court, or on the intrusion of lead­

ing Churchmen into high political office. More and more 

peopl e VIere a lso disapproving of the extravagance and corru­

ption of the court , the great influence of the current court 

favourites, the pride of thep:elates, the corruption of 

t he judges, and the extortion practised by monopolists. And 
1 

so , Haller concludes , 

nstep by s tep the Stuarts and their 
creatures alienated subjects of all 
c l asses ... Consequent~y the more the 
Church fe ll under t he control of t he 
pre l ates, the more the prelates iden­
tified the Church vri th the Cr011:n, and 
the more royal policy fel l into popu­
lar disfavour, so much the readier be­
came a ll elements in the population to 
listen to the Puritan preachers." 

During the r eign of James I, therefore, the Puri­

t ans \"Jere increasingly active o In many parishes they est­

ablished 1 lectureships 1 for Sunday ~fternoon preaching. In 
2 fact, they used this to great advantage . 

0When the lec turer was paid, as he frequently 
V!as, ty a local corporation themselves hold­
ing Puritan views, his Oi'1n convictions were 
f ortified by the assurance of their protec­
tion; as he was not required to read divine 
service, but only to deli ver a sermon, there 
was no guarantee tl1at he even conformed to 
the B.ayer Book; and as he held no ecclesia­
stical preferment , there vras no t the same 
means of exerting pre?sure upon him as upon 
the beneficed clergy. rl 

These 'lecturers ' began to be used so effective ly by the 

Puritans , as a platform for their beliefs and demands , 

that JRmes was eventually forced to instruct his bishops 
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to suppress these afternoon services , rep l c.cing them 1~1i th 

elementary catechisms . 

At t he s2~e time there was an increRse in the 

number of tracts . And t he main targets of abuse v1ere the 

bishops . For example , an anonymous petitioner complained 
l that James had: 

been all moste three year es King of Ing­
land, and yet had nott abollished the 
false waies of antichriste ye t Remain­
inge Pith false 1:'1orshippe and false offi­
cers thereof ~~~ith th2ir maintenance. 

These tracts and pamphlets , then, V:'ere yet anot her effec­

tive means adopted by the Puritan leaders to expound thei r 

beliefs . And , lprhat 1Pas more, this vras all carried on des ­

pite the strict censorship with 1•1hich Jrunes and his bishops 

sought to control the press . 

The Purl te.ns were also, as 1·"e have seen, a grm~1ing 

force in Parliament, Phere their voice could frequently be 

heard in opposition to James . And as a result of James' ar­

bitrary treatment of Parliament, he drove the Commons int o 

a steedily grmning political sympathy "l-1:ith Puritanism. It 

is e.t this stage the.t the t erm 'Purl tan' can be said to have 

acquired very definite political overtones , and was often 

used - in the v;ords of John Davenport - of thosc2 

"v1ho secretly encourageth men ?-n opposi­
tion to the present government '1 • 

Therefore, when J8lnes died in 1625, the situation 

rms such that the Church can definitely be said to have 

sided with the Cro"~"n in its battl3 agc:inst the Purite.n and 

Parliamentary opposition. In fact, ~rites Davies, 3 

ila position v'as created in Y'hich the 
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Puritan found that any opposition to the 
Church was regarded as sedition at court, 
and any criticism of the monarchy as blas­
phemy in the pulpit . '' 

It was thus inevitable that the religious and the political 

discontent joined hands a.nd presented a united front in 

opposition to James' pol icies to''Tards the Church and State . 

With the accession of his son , Charl es, to the throne this 

conflict bet·ween the tVJo sides rapi dly came to a head . 
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CBAPTER 3: 

ELIZABETH I AND JAMES I AND lliEIR PARLIAf'f8NTS . 
~..;..__...-;;.;;;;;.;.;..=-.,;..;;._-"---~-=----:;;;..._~ .• - • -

Elizabeth's first Parliament met in January 1559, 

and the main business was the Religious Settlement and her 

attempt at comprehension . Sir Anthony Cooke defined the 

issues at stake: 1 

rre arc no~'l busy in Parliament about expelli ng 
the tyranny of the Pope, and restoring the 
royal authority , and re- establishing the 
true religion . But 17e are moving too 
s lov: ly; nor are there ·\'1 ant ing e. t this time 
sanballats and Tobiases (a reference to 
the bishops) to hinder and obstruct the 
building of our vralls. . • The zeal of the 
queen is very great, the activity of the 
nobility and people is also great ; but 
still the ','lork is hitherto too much at a 
stand .• . . But the result of this meeting 
of J-arliament nill, as far as I can judge , 
confirm my hope . 

This hope of Cooke , for the establishment of Protestantism 

in England, 1"as the hope of most Englishmen, especially after 

the bloody persecution of the Roman Ce.tholic queen, Hary. 

His extremist views might not have been acceptable to many, 

but even among these radicals there was a V!illingness to 

settle for less than extreme measures . 

Elizabe th, when summoning this first Parliament, 

made it c l ear that the issue had to be decided by2 

11Acts of Parliament or the Crovrn in 
Parliament . 11 

But she vras both cautious a.nd conservative . J.E . Neale, in 

his book '1Elizabe th I and her Parliaments", 
3 

brings this 

out 'Ill! hen he shows how, in the flrst session of Parliament, 

she favoured the passage of an Act repealing the papal and 

restoring the roya l, supremacy, l'Tith the further authori­

zation of communion in both kinds, thereby postponi ng to 
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a l~tcr date the vexed problem of the Prayer Book. This 

attempt, hov1ever, VTas defeated by the resolute determina­

tion of the radicals in the House of Commons, with the re-

sult that the 1Act of Uniformity' was finally p2ssed at the 

same time as the 1 Act of Sunrernacy'. The 'Elizabethan Set­

tlement' thus c~e into being- it consisted, first of all, 

of an 'Act of Supremacy' which enforced the renewed break 

from Rome and the queen's position as supreme governor of 

things spiritual and temporal; and secondly, of an 'Act of 

Uniformity' \7hich enforced Prot estantism once again in Eng­

land. In terms of this Act an oath was to be taken by1 

all and every archbishop, bishop, e.nd all 
and every other ecclesiastical person, 
and other ecclesiastical officer and 
minister •..• 

The oath read:2 

I, •...• , do utterly testify and declare 
in my conscience , that the queen's high­
ness is the only supreme governor of this 
realm , and of all other her highness's 
dominions and countries, as well in all 
spiritual or ecclesiastical things or 
causes, as temporal , and that no foreign 
prince, person, prelate, state or poten­
tate, has, or ought to have, any juris­
diction, pov.rer, superiority, pre-eminence, 
or authority ecclcsiastic~l or spiritual, 
-vv i thin tl1is realm; and U1crefore I do 
utterly renounce and forsake all foreign 
jurisdiction, powers , superiorities, and 
authorities , and do promise that from 
henceforth I shall bear faith and true 
allegiance to the queen 1s highness, her 
heirs and lawful successors, and to my 
PO"~.'·Jer shall assist and defend all juris­
dictions, pre-eminences, privil eges, and 
~uthorities granted or belonging to the 
queen 1 s highness, her helrs and success­
ors, or united and annexed to the imper­
ial crown of this realm. So help me God, 
and by the contents of this book . 

All such "Who refused to take . this oath , viere deprived of 

their office . Elizabeth thus became the 1 Supreme C~vernor', 
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of the Church. 

Elizabeth summoned her second farliament in 1563, 

with Convocation meeting simuJ.taneously. This mec;ting of 

Convocation, as we have soen, v1as the scene of a battle be­

tween the Puritans and the defenders of the Settlement. 1 

The Puritans began by r:.ttacl<ing the Prayer Book, and then 

put forv'ard their claims for reform. A heated debate en­

sued, and v1hen the vote vms taken it ~·:as found that the 

articles presented by the Puritan leaders were defeated by 

one vote . This was a bitter disappointment to the r adica l 

Puritans, and from this time on they sought to r·ork for re­

form through Parliament, R.nd not Convocation. Neale comments~ 

having failed to mould their ov·m assem'hly 
to their wishes and thus exploit the pro­
per constitutional machinery, the l eft 
1fling of the clergy vrRs driven back, for 
future occasions, on the irregular ex­
pedient of 1559 - on org~nizing its agi­
tation through the House of Commons. In 
consequence , not only the quality of 
Elizabeth:=tn parliamentary history .•• but 
thJ 1r.:hole future of English constitutional 
deve lopment was profoundly affected . 

Hith this change in the method of e.ttack of the Puritan par­

ty, there c~mo a change in its battle-ground - the controv­

ersy no longer centred on vestments, but now on polity; the 

Prayer Book and the episcope.l government of the Church .3 

Elizabeth's third Parlia;.nent of 1566 Pas the scene 

of the first atton1pt ~nade by the PuritPn e l ement in the House 

of Commons to achieve their desired rofonn of the Church 

through Pe.rliP..mont . A series of ecclesie.stica.l bills were 

passed, in Rll three readings, in the Commons, but after 

only one reading in tho Lords, Elizabeth ;1stayedn it; dis-

solv:Lng Parliament soon e.ftcn1ards. ~·rhen the next 'Parlia-

ment met in 1571, the Furitr:m l o.!Lders V·~ere better prepared. 
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They nm~! had a more dynamic leader in Thomas Carti'irigh t. 

He attacked the Prayer Book and the hierarchy of the Church , 

directly . Those ecclesiastice.l bills which had f ailed five 

years ec.rlier were once agHin presented, only to be rejected 

by the queen once more . During this meeting of Parliament, 

Elizabeth and her bishops aroused t~1e indignation of t he 

more Puritan- minded members by rigi dl y enforcing the 1Act of 

Uniformity' and the clerical subscription to tho service 

book. Thus in }~ay 1872, a bill was introduced to Je galize 

the Puritan disorders in worship . Frere and Douglas give 

a summary of this bill:1 

Of the Prayer Book it was said thc:t it 
had a soundness in substantial points of 
doctrine, but yet contained concessions 
to superstition y1hich the progress of the 
Gospel had made superfluous e . Of the pur­
itan ministers it said that they, for the 
better instruction of their congregations, 
had given up the strict observation of 
the book and follov·ed the l ead of the ap­
ostolic church ~nd the best reformed 
churches in Europe in conducting the wor­
ship . Their grieve.nce 1Nts that malicious 
adversaries of the truth prevented these 
godly illegal ities: they therefore asked 
that the Act of Uniforrnity might be en­
forceable only agai nst papistical services 
or superstitious use of the Prc:wer Book; 
th['.t a minister \'Jho 1"as e. preacher v-1i th 
cure of souls might be sec free by epis­
copal leave to disregard the Prayer Book 
altogether and conduct service as he 
pleased ...• 

The House finally compromis3d and agreed to a re­

casting of the bill , VJith tl18 more objectionable features 

toned down . Elizabeth once 0.ge.in acted swiftly - the 

Speaker revealed: 

Her Highness ' pleasure, that from hence­
forth no more bills concerning r2ligion 
shall be preferred or received into this 
House unless the snmo should be first 
considered and liked by the clergy . 
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Before Parliament dissolved, hm~7ever, a pamphlet 

entitled 'An Admonition to the ParliEtmGntr had been pub­

lished. Neale col'ilffien ts : 1 

'The admoni tion to Parliament •• is one 
of the important tracts - perh~ps, indeed 
the most .Luportant, in the history of 
Elizabethan Puritanism. It marked the 
definite adoption by the ')arty, or at 
l e2st by its clerica l leaders, of a Pres­
byterian platforrn and therefore of R re­
volutionary policy. 

It affirmed, among other things, that: 2 

'the offices of a Church are chiefly 
three, ministers or pastors, elders and 
deacons' - 'the outvmrde markes whereby 
a true christian Church i s knowne , are 
preaching of the vwrd purely, minis tering 
of the sacraments sincer ely, and eccles­
i as t i cal discipline ~hich consisteth in 
aQmonit ion and correction of faults 
severe lie . 1 

While the Prayer Bool< vms described as 
tan unperfecte booke, called and picked 
out of tha t popis h dunghill, t he r..-asse 
Bokc, full of all abhominations .' 

'VThi tgift v1as given the task of answering this ch;;.llenge c:md 

of defending the epi scopa l government of the Church - he did 

so in 1573 in a publi cat ion entitled 1 An ansv!ere to a certain 

Libel entitled. an Admonition to ParliRmcnt 1 . The queen in­

t ervenecl by issuing a royal proclamation, which denounced 

all religious dissunt in generPl, Pnd the publications of 

t he F-uritan press in particular. 

The years 1569 - 1572 are ~lso ~nportant in the 

reign of Elizabeth for another reason. They mark the most 

danger ous years of , what has been cPlled , the 1 Cat holic 

thre?.t 1 • The fj_rst positive reaction to the English schism 

f r om Rome in 1559, vms t he bull 1 Regnans in Exce lsis 

(1570 ) 1, in vJhich Pope }ius V proclaimed Elizabet h 1 s ex­

communication and depos i tion . It also called upon all 
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t hose fnithful to the church to remove her from the throne 

and absolved Englishmen from their oath of a llegi ance . This 

was a direct threat to Elizabeth's pos ition, and thus ended 

the long years of compromise, for it hRd the effect in Eng­

land of involving all Ca tholics in a dreadful dilemma. 1 

11It was no longer possible to be at the 
s~me t~ne a Rom2n Ca tholic and a patriot, 
for loyalty to the PapaC\T was nov1 brought 
into conflict "''i th loyalty to the Queen11

• 

From 1570 onwards , therefore, all Roman Ce.thol ics in England 

can be said to be those ¥7ho have chosen Rome and t heir re-

ligion deliberately. 

The Parl i e.ment of 1571 led tl1e attack agains t 

this Cntholic element in the country. An act was psssed 

making it treasonable to introduce or publish any papal 

bulls in England, 17hile another act deprived all those 1:Vho 

had f l ed abroad and f e.i led to return VJi thin R ye2.r , of their 

property. ·rne lav· of treason 1'7as r einforced by yet a thi rd 

act which included in the offence , any affirmation t hat 

El izabeth was not queen or r·as a heretic ancl schismatic .. 

Throughout the fifteen- seventies and fifteen- eighties the 

persecution of Catholics went on with gro~ving vigour, so 

much so tha t El izabeth's policy of comprehension :~!as en­

dangered . 

It is at this s tage of Elizabeth ' s reign that we 

find members of Parliament - despite the presence of a 

Puritan faction - filled ~ith a curious double fee ling: 

their fear for the future of the country , P.nd their passion­

ate devotion to the Crm,.,n. This can be seen VJhen the House 
' of Commons r er.ssemblod in 1576 o Peter Vfent:·'orth , one of t he 

Puritan leaders, immediately opened '')i th an oration on the 

freedom of speech . He compl2.ined that in the l as t two 

sessions he hnd attended at Parliament , he had seen free 

speech infringed - he argued that the Commons was duty 
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bound to discuss those points of1 

11ecclesiastical legislation and affairs 
of state which Elizabeth determinedly 
reserved for the prerogative •.•• He 
elaborated these points at length, ln­
dulging in so much of his own desired 
f reedom of speech that the house sat 
aghast 11 • 

He i s quoted as saying~ 2 

Certain it is • .. that none is ~ithout 
fault: no, not our noble queen. Since 
t hen her majesty has commit ted great 
faults • .. • 

Such language ~-ras unheard of in the Commons. Went\'lorth had 

clear ly gone too far; and the House v~as both angr y at his 

attack on the queen who had by then become the idol of the 

nation, and anprehensive of what she might do. They finally 

comrni tted Wentworth to the Tower for a period of four vreel<:s , 

without Elizabeth bringing any pressur e to bear on them. 

A new feature , hov1ever, does begin to emerge in 

the House of Commons, and thRt is that, although the Commons 

had been aghast at this attack on the queen, many members 

were becoming increasingl v and uneasily aware that there was 

much in what Went''!Orth had said . But, says Elton, 3 

11 t l1e problem of hovr to provide free speech 
for those who thought it their duty to 
oppose, '1-Ji thout ruining the co-operation 
of crown and parlia.:nent on Phich English 
government rested, 1'1as yet far from 
solved. 11 

In the Parliament of 1586, Wentv-:orth revived his 

agitation for free speech. He got his opnortunity when 

Anthony Cope introduced his ;7bil l and book11
, nhereby he 

sought to replace the Prayer Book vd t h a Puritan bool<: of 

discipline and rwrship; but Elizr.beth soon suppressed it . 

~'~entuorth in following up Cope, emphasized the position of 
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the House of Commons, concluding that anyone who1 

11 infringed the liberties of the House 
was to be regarded as an enemy to God , 

the pr ince , and the state . n 

This sounds more like a pronouncement of a St uar t parlia­

ment, and not an Elizabethan. It shows how even at the end 

of the 16th century , th~ Commons wa9 grmning in stature and 

influence, and '''as conscious of the power wh.tch it could 

wield . Elizabeth in her rela tionship with her Parliaments, 

horJ ever, continually refused to listen to any of these 

c l aims , and if ever a voice was r aised demanding constitu-

tional or even religious reform, she silenced it immediately. 

One factor in the international scene which she used shrewd-

ly and to her advantage, in this respect, was that the threat 

of a Spanish invasion hung over England . This threat had 

tl1e effect of uniting the nation, and fUrther strengthening 

her position as 'Governor' of a Protestant Church and State . 

She thus found herself able to defend her position and 

power over her Parliaments, 1nhich, a.s 1"8 v; ill see later, the 

Stuart Kings proved so inept at achieving during the next 

century. 

Despite this strict control she kept over all 

rspiritual' and 'temporal ' affairs , ·the question of relig­

ious reform and of the nature and position of the Church of 

England raised its head continually during the reign of 

Elizabeth. The main opponents of her se ttlement were the 

Furitans, whose voice v1as coming more and more to the fore 

in the House of Commons . In 1584, for example , both Houses 

of Parliament fully support ed a bill for the stricter ob­

servance of the Sabbath, and the queen was compelled to in­

tervene . I.ater in 1589, there was similar enthusiasm in 
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the Commons for a bill against pluralities, and on this 

occasion the queen intervened to stop its progress in the 

Upper House. Or again, in 1601, El~abeth's last Parliament, 

the same two bills came up for discussion before ·tl1e Cormnons, 

with the queen once more exercising her right of authority 

in nstaying11 it . There 1-;as thus not a session in ·which 

there v1as not some sort of confli ct between the queen and 

her Parliament over the question of the Establislli~ent. And 

yet , throughout her dealings with her Parliaments, Eliza­

beth showed t hat she could control them . In fact, her 

Parliaments 1 

11called for the queen ' s ability to carry 
her policy by mingling threats and coercion 
with appeals·to her success and to her 
popularity . 11 

V:ith the death of Elizabeth in 1603, James I came 

to the throne of England . And the first thing t hat strikes 

us is tl1e difference between El izabeth and James , especially 

in their relations with their Parliaments . In contrast to 

Elizabeth and her domination, James was unable to exercise 

this control and authority of the Crown. Ri ght from the 

beginning he Pas challenged by Parliament, who began to de­

mand not only religious but also constitution8l refonms . 

The first point to note about James I is that his 

poll tical thought was co loured by the doctrine of the Dj_­

vine Right of Kings . 2 James h~nself illustrated this doc­

trine in his 'True Law of Free ~::anarchies 1 , when he claimed 

an independent legislative poT·rer for the Crown. He argued :3 

For albeit the King make daily statutes 
and ordinances, enjoining such pains there­
to as he thinks meet, Pi thout any advice of 
Parliament or estates; yet it lies in the 
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power of no Parliament to make any kind 
of la':: or statute without his sceptre be 
to it, for giving it the force of a law. 

Charles in 1628 is also recorded in this vein saying:1 

I must avow that I owe the account of my 
actions to God alone . 

This affirmation of their ruling by 'divine right' could not 

help but alienate the Stuarts from thelr Parliaments . 

The developments of tl1e principl es of 'Divine 

Right' and 'absolute pov~er' was the special business of t he 

clergy, who wer e al\Arays convinced and earnest supporters of 

authority. As Fuller puts it, 2 

In all state alt erations, bo they never 
so bad, the pulpit V'Jil l be of the same 
n10od 1n i th the Council Board . 

Or as Goldv!in Smith says :3 

Severed from the Roman centre of eccles­
iastical authority they had noJ support 
but the throne, to which they clung with 
a loyalty often servile , giving to the 
King .•• more than a Catholic in the 
middle ages would have given to the F-ope . 
Jesuitism, with a centre of support above 
monarcl1ies, had preached tyrannicide: 
J'-inglicanism, having no centre of support 
but the monarchy, preached passive obed­
ience and Divine Rit ht . 

The clergy, then, fervently preached this doctrine of the 

Divine Right of Kings to rule, and vociferous l y supported 

the Cr own against Parliament . 

Before the first Parli~uent of JPmec met in 1604, 

there were signs of an enstrangment between the Crov'n and 

the Commons - trouble was brewj_ng over religious questions . 

The Puritan par ty within the Church of ~ngland had, by this 

time, a hold upon the nation. No sooner had James crossed 

the border into England, than he vms presented wi th the 

'l'lllenary Petition r, which 1''as an attern.pt by the leading 

clergy of tl1is party to obtain a further r eformation of the 

Page 45/ .•. • .•• 

1) Quoted in G. Davies - The Earl,y Stuart_~ - Po32 . 

2 ) Quoted i n J.R . Tanner, op . cit ., p . 2.3 . 

3) Quoted in ibid, p . 24 . 



- 45 -

Church in doctrine and worship1 - something ~,.hich Elizabeth 

he.d stoutly denied thefi1 . 

This f'e ti tion is important as it v:as pre sen ted by 

men v1ho did so2 

neither as factious men affec t ing a pop­
ular parity in the Cl1urch, nor as schis­
matics aiming at the dissolution of the 
State eccles:tastical, but as the faithful 
servants of Christ and loyal subjects of 
your i·:rajesty, dosiring and longing for the 
redress of divers abuses of the Church ••• 

Their demands were iJlore moderate th<m Puritan demands had 

been for the past 20 years, and much more moderate than they 

·would ever be again. rftcElwee argues that3 

to have conciliat3d them before they be­
came erabittered with espicopacy and all 
its 1'Torks Y.'ould not only have robbed tl1e 
nonconformists move;nent later in the 
century of most of its streng th but VJOUl d 
also 11ave deprived the government's poli­
tical oT;>ponents in the House of Commons 
of the por:erful support of Puritanice.lly 
inclined laymen, r ho 11ere particularly 
numerous in those cle.::.:ses directly re ­
presented ln Parlia"Tlent . 

Bacon, who say; tho danger that lay in a breach betv.1een the 

CrO'wn and the Commons, v~as in favour of granting concessions 

to the Furit.:::Lns in order t o preserve the unity of religious 

life in Englr.md. And so Je.mes call : d a Conference a t Hamp­

ton Court in 1604, to enable the Puritans to voice their 

dems.nds and grievances. 

Dr . Reynolds, the leader of tl1e Puritan deputa­

tion, unfortunately antagonized James, ~~ho thereupon re­

fUsed to meet the petitioners on any of the main points, 

and demanded that they conform or else he4 

11would harry tl1em out of the l e.nd11
• 
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1his Conference, if it did little else, shov1ed these Puri-

tan clergymen how little the~- could expect from James, es-

pecially after some three hundred clergy were ejected from 

their livings for refusing to conform. 

Yet another question arose, before James called 

l1is first Parliament, V!hich was to disturb the relationship 

bet1'7een Crmm and ~arlia11ent. Before the elections, James 

:tssued a proclamation, in ·which he described the ty_pe of 

persons to be chosen - he required, in particul~r, 1 

that an express care lJe had that th3re · be 
not chosen any persons bankrupt or out­
lawed, but men of knovm good behaviour 
and sufficient livelihood , and such as 
are not only taxed to the ~ayment of sub­
sidies and other like charges but also 
have ordinarily paid and satisfied the 
same . 

If any suc~1 person nas elected he would be rejected as un­

lawful and the e lee tora te v1ould be fined. One, Sir Francis 

Goodwin, Em ou.tlav1, was duly returned. James imnediately 

declared this null and void, in accordance 1:ith the terms 

of 11j_s proclamation, and Sir John Fortescue '.'letS chosen to 

replace him. 

"'!hen ParliB.J.11ent met in March, 1604 , the House of 

Commons questioned this nlling of Ja .• ws, and finally declared 

tha t Goodv1in had been lapfully electedo Jame2 replied to 

the effect that tl1e Commons derived a ll their privileges 

from him, and that they ought not therefore to :11eddle with 

the returns . And fUrthermore, he argued, he, as an absolute 

ldng, desired and comi!1anded thls . The reaction of the Com­

mons to this pronouncement is recorded by G. ,., . F-rothero :2 

Upon this unexpected message 
some amazement and silence: 
one stood up e..nd said, ' Tl1e 
mand i s like a t hunderbolt , 

the.r'e gr ev1 
but at l as t 

Prlnce's com­
his cormnand 
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upon our allegiance like the roaring of 
a lion; to his command there is no con­
tradiction r. 

IJ:1he Cow.mons thus surrendered to this argument of James .. 

In June , 1604, their differences and dissatis­

faction v1itl1 the Crown led the Commons to draw up, what has 

often been called, one of tl1e -,11ost remarl<:able po l itical 

doc"Lnnents of English history - 1The Forr11 of Apo l ogy and 

satisfaction to be presented to His ' ~jes ty 1 • It was, in 

fact, the firnt real constitutional document of James ' 

It nas very respectful in fonn; but 
1 

iithere could have b::en no clearer uarning 
to the l<ing of the danger of stc:rting · 
l eealistic disputes nith a body the maj­
ority of \l ho~-~1 had been trained in the law, 
and of falling baclc on large general 
claims to pol.'Jer and privilege to avoid 
some minor defeat •. .. Tl1e issue of ulti­
mat e sovereignty, so skilfully lcept out 
of debate in Tudor ti~es, had been thrust 
by three months of tactlessne~s into the 
forefront of political debate!{ . 

The Commons argued~2 

l'!o·J concerrJing the ancient rights of the 
subjects of this realm, chiefly consist­
ing in the privlleges of this I-Iouse of 
Parliament, the misinformation openl y de­
livered to your 1.:ajesty !1atl1 been in 
three things: F1irst , that vJe held no 
privileges of right, but of grace only, 
r.:;newed every Farliament b:: way of dona­
ture upon petition, and so to be limited~ 
Secondly, tl1at 1·1e are no Court of Record, 
not yet a Court tl1a.t ca.n command vier! of 
r ecords, but that our proceedings here 
are only to acts and memorials, and that 
th:; at tenclance ~ii th tl1e records j_s cour­
teey, not duty. Thirdly ancl lastly, tl1r.. t 
the exr:.mination of the return of writs 
for ~ ;:nights and burgesses is v-ri thout our 
cornpass , and due to the Chancery. A­
gainst nhich assertions, most gracious 
Sovereign, tending directly and appar­
ently to the utter overthrow of the very 
fundar.1entel privileges of our House , and 
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therein of the rights and liberties of 
the Phole Com1nons of your realm of England 
1'.Jhicl1 they e..nd their ancestors from time 
inrmemorable have undoubtedly enjoyed under 
your ~ .. ~ajes ty' s mast noble pregeni tors, we 
•.. . •. , do expressly protes t , as being 
deroeatory in the highest degree t o the 
t r ue dignity, liberty, and authority of 
your !tajesty1 s High Court of J-·nrlirunent , 
and consequently to the rights of all your 
I~ajesty's said subjects a1ij the v7hole body 
of th:Ls your kin~dom: And de sin: that 
this our protestP.tion ma~r be recorded to 
all posterity . 

Though this 'apology' V1as not principally concern­

ed l'lith matters of religion, .it does sho'~'1 that the sympathies 

of the Commons l ay 1Nith the Puritan ministers in their con­

flict with the King and his bishops . The religious eriev­

ances arising out of the f ailure of the Ham!Jton Court Con­

ference to 1neet the 'Mil l enary Petition' demands , seemed 

il1portant to many of them. And so in this document they 

also stated their vievv clearl y and blunt l y •1 

For matter of religion, it will anpear by 
exa11ination of trutll and r ight that your 
r~,·Iajesty should be i·,•isinformed if any man 
should deliver tha t the Kings of England 
have an absolute power in themselves either 
to alter Religion (17h1ch God defend should 
be in the por1er of any mortal man ·1 ~hat so­
ever), or to malce arw laws concerning the 
same otherwise, as ln temnoral causes , by 
consent of Parliament . 

Here, again, the Commons wer e making a lar[::er claiin than 

their predecessors, which was subsequentlv to le&d both 

sides to irreconciliab le extremes. 

James' decisions at the conclusion of the H&np­

ton Court Conference were e;i1bodied by Convocation in a 141 

Canons whicl1 enforced stricter disclpline and uniformity on 

tho clergy and laity alike, v:i th the penalty of excommuni­

cation for a ll nl1o challengr;;d tl1e authorities . Pm.er thus 
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lay in the hands of Convocation . The Com1T1ons reacted viol­

ently against this . 1 

11Their interest for the moment v~as purely 
constitutional", 

and they hastily asserted:2 

we have not come in any Puritan or Brown-
1st spirit , to introduce their parity or 
to ~ork the subversion of State eccles­
iastical as it now stands. 

Their sympathy v.1. th the Millenary Petitioners , then, ~~ras 

moderat e 8nd restrained, for they v:ished to make only some 

of the points in dispute optional - for exampl~ : the sign 

of thP Cross in baptism, or th8 use of the ring in marriage . 

Thus they 111holeheartedly agreed v· i th the general principle 

of enforcing uniformity , and of th~ necessity of prosecuting 

offenders. But , and here "'e come to the crux of the matter , 

farli~uent and not Convocation must do the prosecuting. The 

Royal Supremacy for them3 

"meant the supremacy of the King in Parlia­
ment , P.nd they recognized no legislative 
power in Convocation at all. 11 

There ~~~as, na.ture.lly enough, no possibi lity of 

James' accepting these claims of ParliBment, and so this 

protest of t he Co~nons had little practical significance , 

except cs 2 rallying force . 

This religious controversy be tV~7een James and his 

Parliarnents did not comc-; to an end with his r efutation of 

the 1 Apologyr of 1604. Soon after the dissolution of his 

first Parli8.ment , J ames issued ' /', Proclamation enjoining 

conformity' whereby all non- conforrnis t s '!}?ere to be deprived 
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of their benefices and silencedo The Council issued a 

letter, 'Proceedings against clergy who refuse to conform' 

in which it refers to James' F-roclamation~ 1 

Forasmuch as the time is nov-1 expired by 
which his ;:,!ajesty 1 s late proclamation , 
dn.ted the 16th day of July last , vras pre­
scribed and limited to all those of the 
dergy for the conforming 0f themselves 
unto the la~s and order s of the church 
you established v1ithin this rea lm, that 
h2.ve heretofore, under a nretended zeal 
of reformation but indeed of a factious 
desire of innovation, r efused to yie l d 
their obedience and conformity thereunto; 
by means nhereof a ll such as nersist in 
that ~ilful disobedience ~re subject to 
the penalty of deprivation f rom their 
benefices and other church IWings , of de­
position from their ministry, and other 
censures of the church which were , as 
·well at all times heretofore as presently, 
in vigour and force. 

In 1610 the House of Commons took up the cause of 

those ministers ·who had been deprived and silenced , in a 

1Petition concerning RGligion 1 • Again in 1614 the Commons 

shov1ed thHt mP.ny of its members p·ere Puritan-minded, 'IP.hen 

they ins isted on going as a body to receive Communion at 
2 St . Harge.re trs, Westminster, instead of the t.bhey, 

11for fear of 1 copes and v1afer cakes . 1 11 

In fact, the lUng's attitude totJJardt: the puritans generally 

~roused the opposition of his Farliaments , ~ith their 

grievances and ill-feeling over the question of ceremonies , 

addi~; fuel to the fire . 

If James ' policy flnd attitude towards the Puritans 

roused the hostility of his ~arliaments, his attitude to­

wards the Roman Catholics did even more so • . On his access­

ion to the throne he assured his 1Roman 1 sub j ects of his 

good'~Nill - in fact, priests w2re allo,"ed to enter and leave 

the country at v1ill and all l ay households ·went unfined . 

Fage 51/ ••.•• 
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Hov1ever, J ames soon found the 1 

"results of toleration intolerable 11
, 

and by 1605 h1s 117hole attempt at peace and compr ehension 

brolce dov·n . Roman priests 1'1ere expelled ::tnd all non­

conform1ng households persecuted . In 1605 there was the 

1 Gunponder Plot' , VJhereby, it is thought, th~: Ce.tholics 

hoped that in the resulting confusion they might be able to 

seize the reins of government . Their plo t, hov'ever, failed 

completely and2 

11 it inevitably deepened thA nc.tional 
hatr ed against the:-,1 , and increased the 
severity of the penal coden . 

~s a merns of further strengthening his position, 

James authorized the drawing up of a ne1~1 oath of allegiance. 

T'nose V'ho took the oath promised, 211ong other things :3 

hnd I do further swear , that I do from 
my heart abhor, detest, and abjure as 
impious and heret1cP.l, this damnable doc­
trine and position, that Princes ~hich be 
excommunicated or depri ''ed by the Pope, 
mPy be deposed or 11urdered by their sub­
jects or any other ~nhatever . 

This ~as the extreme limit of anti-Catholic legislation in 

the r e ir-n of J2mes . 

~ro sooner 1.11as the W'TJedic te danger over , ho-wever , 
\:.he. 

thc:m James relaxed~ sover ity of his administrat i on . This , 

once ?.gain, involved him in a. fresh quarrel '.'1i th his Parlia­

ments, :=md heightened the ens trP ngement V'hich alread_v ex­

isted between the t~o s ides . 

These religious qu-.;stions v1hicl1 Hrose in the early 

years of his reign, then, ell contributed to destroy4 

11 that good understanding between Cro,··n 
and l?arlia.rnent which hrd made tho Tudor 
constitution "'Orkable 11

• 
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In the beginning, v1e sm~r hOV'i James ::tnd the clergy became 

R-llies; the result of V!hich \-'las that James' treHtment of 

purely religi ous matters, in becoming constitutional, 

brought the clergy into collision ~ith Parli2~ent . For ex­

ample, in 1604 an attern~b·1as made by the clergy to exercise 

legislative power, by issuing a code of 141 ct1nons, nassed 

in Convocation and approved by the king. This question r;as 

again raised in 1606, and also in 1607, the sequel of 1"hich 

·was the passing of a bill by the Commons to prevent the en­

forcement of ecclesiastical canons ,.:hich hRd not been passed 

or confinned by Parliament . These attempts of Convocation 

and the clergy t o legis late thus failed . 

In the sRme ~ay, thG attempt of th~ eccliastical 

courts to maintain their judiciRl independence of the secu­

le.r la1~ courts failed in 1605 . This conflict be tween the 

ecclesiasticP.l courts and the courts of common lav' '\A'as noth-

ing nev: , but it '"as during th~ r eign of James thP..t it came 

to P.. head. 

The courts of common law claimed superiority, for 

it had bcGn their right since the time of Henry VIII to de­

cide what were the limits of eccl esiastical jurisdiction, 

and ~hether a certain case r aised a spiri tual or a tempor a l 

question. 

In 1605 .t,rchbishop Bancrof t formP.lly protested to 

the King. I n exaltine the authority of th~ Crown, his argu­

ment went as follows:- 1 

All jurisdiction flowc;d originally from 
the lcing, it flowed in t~o separat e 
str eams . The king possessed i n his ov'n 
person all spiritua l P.nd a ll temporal 
jurisdict i on; the one he delegated to 
the bishops and the other to the judges .• 
Thus if there \'lere any di spute as to 
\1lhat wa.s and vJ hat V·'2S not a matter for 
the spiritual courts, the~ proper arbi­
t er v1as the king. 
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Coke the Chief Justice of the Co~~on Pleas answered Ban-

croft , asserting the legislat i ve supremacy of Parliament , 

and thus of the common 1av.1 cour ts. 

AgRin, in 1607 Bancr oft raised the ques t ion of 

prohibitions. This time he carried his argument a step 

fur t her - he argues that , as JRmes was the sour02 of all 

juri sdiction , spiritu~l as well as temporal , it WRS there­

fore wit hin his power to 11·! i thdraw sp.ir i tun.l causes from the 

jurisdiction of the judges, and to hear and detcnnine them 

himself as the sunreme judge of the reF!.lm .l This argument 

naturally attracted JAmes , but v;hen he referred it to the 

judges, he met wi t h firm resistance from Coke . Coke's avovr­

ed intention throughout James' reign was , in fRet , toes­

tablish 'the Bench ' as Rn independent authority, .arbi t r at ­

ing between the Cr own and his subjects . Coke attempted 

this ln tv;o cRses - 'Peacham's Case' in 1615 , and the case 

of 1Commendams' in 1616 - but failed . This led to his ulti-

t d . . 1 2 rna e lSmlssa • 

:iFrom then on , II ·writes Aylmer, 11Coke ' s 
attempt to erect the common law into a 
kind of independent 1 third force' col­
lapsed . Comn10n la·.vyers either support­
ed the Crown, or th'3y tended to ,.,ork 
with the parli2mentary oppositionn . 

f':.nother factor '!lhlch was a source of controversy 

betT:Teen Jemes I and hls Parliaments WP.s over thn question 

of finAnce . The finF!.ncial position of JPmes on his acce-

ssion to the throne sc-:>emed hopeless . He appointed Robert 

Cecil, Earl of Salisbury , F!.S Lord Treasurer, Pnd he sue-

cecded in alnost halving the Crown's debts. He did so as 

a result of his system of 'Nevi Impositions' . Imnositions 

were the addit ional custons levied a t the norts for the 
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purpose of protecting native trade from the compet ition of 

foreign merchants - and the regulation of this had always 

been regarded r:ts being vested in the Cr ot"n . This incr ea.se 

in impos i tions arous<~d tty; discontent of the merchants, and 

their voice of pr otest was soon heard in the Commons. 

In 1610 this question was final l y debated . Hake-

\~? i ll in a speech out lined the v1ays in ':'7hich the Cr ov-m could 

raise revenue , and ended on a challenging note , saying in 

effect, that if the money derived from these sources v·Rs in­

sufficient , tl1e king shou ld come to Parli e.rnent for mor e . 

Thi s left no room for supreme sovereignty or abso l ute power , 

and James opposed Hakew ill vohoment ly . The fe.c t was, at 

this stage , thA.t many ~embers of Parl iament v1ere reluctant 

to vote any regulRr trx for th'3 Crov~n, fearing thRt the 

ki ng v:ould ther8by become independent of far l ir=>ment alto­

gether . The outcome of this debe..te was t hat , in c=m c=trrangc­

ment, Je;nes undertook to remit the more burdensome of the 

impositions, 1''hile the Com·nons agreed to gre.nt him there-
• rl l rnalnu.er 

11 on condition that it should be declared 
illegal by statute t o levey impositions 
in the future without cousent of Parlia­
ment . 0 

In 1611 , hovJever, fresh disputes arose over thi s 

matter, and Jf.l.mes decided to dissolve Par liament. 

During t he next thr ee years t he financi&l pos i tion of James 

went froin bad to v1orse, until he was compelled to cal l his 

second .F-arliement. He tried to ·continue his policy of bar­

gaining, but the Commons refused and r e.ised the question of 

impositions once agP-in , end at the sP..me time demanded the r e-

instatement of those c l ergy Y?ho had been deprived of their 

livings in 1604 . James r eplied by dissolving his second 

Parliament . Lionel Cre..nfield then beceme James' financier , 

and he ~-~~s so succGssful in reducing expendi ture , that by 

1621 and the ;n<~eting of the third Parli2mcnt , J ames ' finan­
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cial position 1'JP.S alrnos t stable . 

The attitude of James' third f.arliament was affec-

ted considerably by foreign policy. James ' pl:::.n to try and 

recover the Palatinate for his son- in-law by diplomatic re­

presentation at tho Snanish Court, and of his scheme for a 

Spanish marri~ge for his heir, roused popular animosity ~nd 

provoked ~arliament. The Commons then dre~1 up P. petition on 

mR.t ters Of foreign policy . JAJn8S rc;plied by 8.SSert ing the 

position of the Cro1hJD and by stating that the Commons derived 

all their privileges from him , This , in turn, resulted in 

tho House of Commons presenting its famous 'Protestation' in 

December , 1621.1 

That the liberties, franchises, privil eges 
and jurisdictions of Parliament are the 
ancient and undoubted birthright and in­
heritance of ttle subjects of Eng land; and 
the arduous and urgent affairs concerning 
tho King, State, and defence of tho rePlm 
and of the Church of EnglP.nd, and the 
maintenance and mal<ing of lav•s, and re­
dress of mischiefs Rnd grievances ~hich 
daily hF~.pnen withln this realm, are prop­
er subjects Rnd matter of counsel Pnd de­
bate in Parliament: and that in the hand­
ling r.nd proceedint; of those businesses 
every member of th::; House of Parlie.ment 
hath , and of right ought to heve, freedom 
of speech to propound, treat, reason and 
bring to conclusion the S"'me . 

James wR.s so incensed by this, \~1 hich he regarded 

as the effrontery of the Comnons, that he tore the docu-

ments from the Journals . Tanner 1s conclusion is that, 

whether the king tore this page from the Journals or not, 2 

he could not Rlter tho fHct tl1P.t the: 
Commons. . . . had now throTnn over all the 
Tudor limit.:::>.tions Phich \'Jarned them off 
matters of State or the forbidden ground 
of the Royal SupremA.c~r in matters of re ­
ligion, :::.nd hHj brought within the scope 
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of their survey all 1arduous and urgent 
affairs concerning the king , State , and 
defence of the realm, and of the Church 
of England' ~ 

The st2ge was now set for the great constitutional 

8.nd ecclesiastical c lasll be t l'leen the Crov1n e..nd F-arliarnent . 

~·illd 111i th the death of Jcv-;1e s I in 1625, his son Ch::trles I came 

to the throne, ancl it ncs he '\"ho had to try C'lnd hold together 

the power Md prestige of the Crovm , in face of the grov1ing 

dem::tnds of the Commons. 
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CHJ,.PrER 4: 

CH/RLES I f.i'TD THT.; PURIT/ J.T UPHE/ .VEL. 

When Charles I ascended to the throne of England 

i n 1625, the attack on Calvinism, and puritanism in partic­

ular, was launched with redoubled fury . In fact , right from 

the ver y f irst session of his first Parliament i n June there 

was t r ouble over religious questionS. 

The Arminian movement had beAn gathering str ength 

among both the educated clergy and the promising young men 

at the universities , bringing with it a tide of reaction 

against the Cal vinism of the Church of England . This move­

ment -- which must not be equated ~·rith the Arminian party in 

Holland - got its name f r om the Dutch theologiar Arminitt.s . 

Its most important tenet 1~as its objection to Calvin's doc­

trine of predestination. Thus the Arminia.n party in Engl and 

stood for the anti- Calvinist, or rather the anti- predesti­

nation, party in the Chur ch of England . The Arminians were 

attacked in the House of Commons for their allegedly 'catho­

lic' leanings in matters of doctrine and liturgy - for, in 

general, they put emphasis on the role of the ~riesthood, 

and of the Sacraments , and were mai:1ly concerned with a re­

vival of reverence and devotion in public and private v1or­

ship . Their unpopularity stemmed from the fear and hatred 

aroused by popery, and was intensified by their political 

views . 1 

nsome Anninians exalted royal power a!'ld 
prerogative in their sermons and writ­
ings, magnifying the powers of the king 
as against the traditional la~s of the 
land and the place of Parliament . n 

The v.·eakness of Arminianism on tre political 

side, lay in the fact that it was not a movement which 
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couli command either the sunport of the Parliement or of 

the populace. Tanner writes, 1 

11A position 1 halfvvay between two infall­
ibilities 1 - the infallibility of Geneva 
and the infallibility of Rome· - anpealed 
only to an educated minority; and the 
artistic and ceremonial revival with 
which it ~as associated, created in the 
popular mind an inevitabl ~ confusion be­
tween .Arminianism and Rome . 11 

Thus the Furitan members of the House of Co1nmons , who were 

profoundly suspicious of Roman Catholicism, were disposed 
2 to regard Arminianism as a 

. 
11peculiarly subtle and dangerous form 
of the Roman poison" . 

The Arminian party found its only 8.lly in the 

Crown, and this alliance inevj_tably resulted in the further 

widening of the gulf which already separated the Crown from 

the Co!Tillons on the one hand, and the Crown from the Puritan 

party, on the other. 

On his accession to the throne, Charles soon dis­

closed his religious position and sympathies , to his Parl­

iament . He did so i n the famous case of Dr. ~~ontagu, a 

leading Arminian divine . In a pa~phlet entitled 1 A Gag of 

the Reformed Gospel', Hatthev~ Kelli.:wn had attacked Calvin­

is~ in the Church of E~gland . Montagu replied to this in a 

pwnphlet entitled 'A neT Gag for an old Goose'. His reply , 

however, was not to the liking of the Commons, who imned­

iate ly presented a. petition complaining that Montagur s 

book smacked of }operty. ,,. 'hile this controversy had been 

raging , Charles had appointed Fontagu as a roya l chaplain, 

obviously v;i th the i ntention of protecting him from the 

wrath of the Furi ta.n element. Thus when the Commons summoned 

l) 

2) 
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Montagu to the bar, to ansv1er for his vie'''S, set forth in 

his pamphlet, Charles sent a message to the House, saying 

that; 1 

11 the things determined concerning ! :ontagu 
without his privity did not please him, 
for that he ·;ms his servant and chaplain 
in· Ordinary, and he had taken the busi­
ness into his own hands . 11 

Montagu was liberated. The King's second Farliament, how­

ever, reopened the matter, on the grounds that 1\'ontagu 's 

books disturbed the peace of the Church, set the King against 

his subjects, and tended to dra\"7 the people to Popery. They 

prepared to impeach him before the House of Lords . Charles 

replied by immediately dismissing 0 arliament. 

The result of all this was that the alliance , 

wl1ich had first been formed by James, be tween the Crm.vn and 

the Anninians , was firmly cemented by Charles . What made 

matters I~'~Orse at this time , and which made Charles' Arrnin­

ianism more significant thc:m l t might otherwise have done, 

was his marriage to the Roman Catholic princess , Henrietta 

Jl!aria . The CrOI'1n and the Arminian majority V'i thin the Church 

of England, then, had drawn together , in opposing the House 

of Commons and the Puriten element in the country . 

Another factor which drove a wedge bet·ween the 

Crovm and Parliament, and ~·1 hi.ch was also re8ponsible for 

the House of Commons and the Puri t e,ns allying themselves 

again::;t the Arminian Crown and Church, was the theory of 

the 'Divine Right of Kings' postulated by both Ja:nes I, and 

his son, Charles I . This doctrine coloured the political 

thought of these two monarchs . 

In order to understand 'Divine Right ' , however , 

we must first of all discuss the term 'prerogative' •2 

11 
• • •• The royal prerogative 11

, writes 
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Tanner, 11is neither more nor less than 
the legal exercise of the royal authority11

• 

This included the powers of legislation and taxation, of 

summoning and dissol ving Parliaments, and , under tre Tudors, 

the control of the Church . Thus it only required a1 

';few touches t o convert the Tudor doctrine 
of 1royal prerogative' in~o the Stuart 
doc trine of 'absol ute po:ver r • " 

It ~·~as James I, himself, who first tampered with 

this idea of prerogative . In a speech to the judges in 

1616, he said of his position in the state :2 

That which concerns the mystery of the 
Kingr s po1ver is not lawful to be dis-
puted; for that is to vrade into the weak­
nesses of 0 rinces, and to take away t he 
mystical reverence that belongs unto them 
that sit in the throne of God ..• o As for 
the absolute prerogative of the Cro~vn , 
that is no subject for the tongue of a 
lal'!yer, nor is lawful to be disputed . It 
is atheism and blasphemy to dispute what 
God can do; good Christians content them­
selves vith His will revealed in His 
·words: so it is presumption and high 
contempt in a subject to dispute what a 
King can do, or say that a King cannot do 
this or that, but rest with that which is 
the King 's revealed will in His law . 

The doctrine of the 1Divine Right of Kings' is 

closely connected ~··ith this doctrine of extraordinary pre­

rogative . In its earlier 17th century form it was little 

more than a right of inheritance ~ the right of James to 

succeed Elizabeth, and Charles to succeed James . But it 

wasn't long before this doctrine of Divine Right of inheri­

tance was brought ·to bear upon the doctrine of extraordinary 
3 prerogative and absolute power. The argument then bec&ne -

11 the state of monarchy was the .supremest 
thing on earth, because kings are not 
only God's lieutenants here below and 
sit on God's thrones , but even by God 
Hirose lf are cal Je d gods • 11 
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Therefore just as it is blasphemy to dispute what God can do 

and as all good Christians should content themselves with 

His ~~i 11 revealed in His word , so it is presumntious and con­

temptuous for anyone to dispute what a king can do and thus 

a good subject should cheerfully abide by his king's pleas.-. 

ure revealed in his la-r11 • 

This claim t o absolute power and of his right to 

rul e by 'divine right 1 was ria de all the easier because of 

similar reasoning in the 1\(iddle Ages . In the Hiddle Ages , 

the Pope had claimed sovereignty by divine rir-ht , and thus 

disobedience was a mortal s in. But it wasn't long before 

the Emperors of Europe issued a counter-claim to this - 1 

11that their authorit y existed by divine 
right anj had come to them , not by the 
grace of the Pope , but by the grace of 
God alone . n 

This was the claim of both Henry IV in France and James I 

i n England, for they both obtained their thrones by the 

right of birth alone, and '~~ithout the sanc t ion of the Pope . 

James I and Charles I , however, were not very 

successful in persuading their subjects to accept this doc­

trine . ~arliament , in f act, remained wholly unconvinced . 

This is well i llustrated in a COii1ment written in 1610 by 

an obser ver after one of James• many sneeches on this 

sub j ect:2 

I he~r it bred gener a lly much dis­
comfort, to see our monarchiall pm•1er 
and royal prerogative strained so 
high, and made so t r anscendent every 
V1ay , that yf the practlse should fol l­
ow the positions , we are not like ly to 
l eave to our successors that freedome 
we received from our forefathers . 
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This, in time, gave rise to a feeling of frustration in 

many who vvere in turn forced to formulate their own vieV!S 

of the l imitation of the monarchy and of the rights of 

par liament . 

The arminian clergy, on the other hand -whom 

many modern writers call 1 Laudian 1 - adopted this doctrine 

wholeheartedly a.nd preached it fervently from t he ir pulpits . 1 

Meet ;"3 
For exemPle, Laud, himself before the ~ of Parliament in 

1625, preached on this <iependence of ParliPment upon the king 

and on the sacred character of the kingly office:2 

The King i s God's i~mediate lieutenant 
upon earth, and therefore one and the 
same action is God's by ordinance and 
the King's by execution , and the power 
which resides in the King i s not any 
assuming to himself nor any gift from 
the people , but God's power as we ll in 
as over hi m. 

It was inevitable therefore th!=?.t the enemies of 

monarchy and t he foes of episcopacy became one and the seme, 

especially in the light of the Crown's affirmation: nNo 

Bishop, no K.ing . 11 The conflict between Crown and Parliament 

on this point is revealed in the Protestation of both Houses 

of ~~ay 26th, 1642; mhich r eads :3 

•.• this erroneous maxim being infused 
into princes that their kingdoms are 
their own , and tha t they may do with 
them what they will , as if their king­
doms v1ere for them, and not they for 
their kingdoms . 

This doctrj_ne of the 'Divine Right of Kings 1 , then, vJas a 

very defi nite factor in the alienation of Crov.~n from Par­

liament , e.nd in the eventual siding of Crown .q.nd Church 

against the House of Commons and Furitanism. 
1·re may sum up the position of Charles I , there-
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fore , in the words of Macki e: 1 

Incapable of appreciat i ng any other poi nt 
of view, he came to believe th~t all opp­
osition to the royal will was sin, and 
that" any concessions which he might make 
to opposition were but political surren-
ders to 1force majeure' , to be repudiated 
without shame as soon as opportunity arose . 
The t wo gre~t forces which moved the think­
ing part of his subjects, constitutionalism 
and Puritanism , were to him incomprehensible . 
In the ar bitrary power of the Crown , ... he 
sav1 the only true form of government . In 
the Church of England, as represent ed by 
the divines of the Arminian school, he saw 
the onl y true form of Church . 

1!Hth the death of Buckingham, Charles r chief ad­

visor, in 1628, and with the royal assent being given to 

the 'Petition of Right' (which dealt with the t~o main 

grievances of arbitrary taxation and arbitrary imprisonment ) , 

it might have been expected that the relations be t ween 

Charles and his .Parliament v1ould improve . There were , how­

ever, too many unsettled questions . Not only had uarlia­

mentary consent not yet been given to the levying of tonnage 

and poundage - a great source of disagreement between Crown 

and Parliament - but the religious question was once more 

coming to the fore. Dr . Mont::;,.gu, who had so recently caused 

an uproar in the Commons, was appoL1ted to the Bishopric of 

Chichester in 1628. Charles had also issued pardons to 

those ministers who had fallen under the displeasure and 

censure of Parliament; indulgences were be ing granted to 

Roman Catholic priests; Rnd Ar'ninian ceremonies were being 

revived in the Church. All these contributed to the rising 

tension in the Commons , especially among those of Furitan 

sympathies ~ 

Belloc argues that it nas at this stage that the 

Farliamentar.v~ leaders deterrnined finally to ally themselves 

more closely with Paritanism. Those leaders , he argued , 
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were for the most part indifferent to theology, but they 

had an unfailing sense of tactics and sal!'? how an alliance 

with the Puritan minority woulj add driving power to their 

plans . 1 Vvhether Belloc is correct in his assumption or 

not, there is one thing of which we can be sure , and that 

is that the Puritans now had a very definite renresentation 

in the House - albeit a minority - where their voi~e could 

be heard amidst the m;:~..rw other demands for reform . 

This can be seen when Parliament met again in 

1629. The Commons, influenced by this Puritan minority, 

prepared resolutions on religion, declaring that Popery and 

Arminianism were spreading . r.r. Rouse, in a speech to the 

Commons, said:2 

For an Arminian is the spawn of a Papist, 
. .. and if you rnarl< it well, you shall 
see an AnniniRn reaching out his hand to 
a Papist, a Papist to a Jesuit, a Jesuit 
glves one hand to the fope and the other 
to the King of Spain . 

He demanded that those who attacked the Orthodox position 

should be punished, and their books be suppressed . Holles, 

despite the Kings attempts to silence all opposition, then 

delivered a protestation to the Commons, which was carried 

by acclamation: It read .3 

1) Whosoever shall bring in innovation 
of religion, or by favour or coun­
tenence seem to extend or intro­
duce Popery or Arminianism or other 
opinion disagreeing from the true 
and orthodox Church, shall be re­
puted a capital enemy to this 
kingdom and commonwealth~ 

2) nhosoever shall counse l or advize 
the taking and levying of the sub­
sidies of tonnage and poundage, 
not being granted by .1--a.rliament, 

?age 65/ 

1) H. Belloc - Charles I l{in&_Q[_ England, p . 149. 

2) r~uoted in J.H. Tanner, op. cit. p. 68 . 

.... . 

3) Quoted in The Constitut ional Documents of the I-'uritan 
Revolution 1625-60 - Edited by s .R . dardiner·;-p-:-sz:-



... 65 -

or shall be an actor or instrument 
therein , shall be likewise reputed 
an innovator in the government and 
a capital enemy to the kingdom and 
commonwealth . 

3) If any merchant or person whatsoever 
shall voluntarily yield or pay the 
said subsidies of tonnage and poun­
dage: not being granted by uarliament, 
he shall likewise be _reputed a betray­
er of the liberties o~ England, and 
an enemy to the same . 

Charles immediately di sso lved Parliament , and from 

1629 - 1640 we have the eleven years of his personal rule -

often referred to as the 1Eleven Years' Tyranny'. And the 

two main figures associated ~ith this period, who helped 

mould and implement Charles 1 policies, are '1Ventworth (later 

Earl of Strafford), and. 1.'filliam Laud. 

From the correspondence of these two there comes 

that name v1hich has subsequently been given to the policy 

practised by Charles and his government - the policy of 

1Thorough'. Laud, writing in September 1633 , said:1 

For the State indeed, my Lord, I am for 
Thoro'~gh; but I see that both thick and 
thin stays somebody ~here I conceive it 
should not, and it is impossible for me 
to go through alone. 

A contemporary nriter said of Laud -'.nd v.rentworth , and their 

policy of !thorough' :2 

They struck a league lil<e sun and moon 
to govern day and night , Religion and 
State. 

This syste~ of 'thorough ', of the e~even years of 

Charles' per sonal rule, has tr·o asp:::;cts - the financial­

cum-constitutional, and the ecclesiastical" And it was in 

these two aspects that both v·ent~7orth and Laud roused the 

opposi t :· 1"\~ .of the Puritan element in Cl1urch and Parliament . 

---------- . 
l) Quoted in J.R. Tanner, QI?._~s ... t~ ~ p . 72o 

2) Quoted in ib~1: Pn 73n 
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V'Te must first turn to Laud and his ecclesiastical policy . 

As we have seen, it '''as about this time that the 

Arminian party was gaining more support in the Church, and 

was thus consolidating its position in the government. From 

the time that Charles had succeeded his father in 1625, it 

may be said thEl.t the ch.ief administ:ator in the Church had 

been 1'·rillia.m Laud - even though l' .. bbot t was still Archbishop 

of Canterbury . Abbott 1 s suprort of 1--uritanism 'vas not 

acceptable to Charles, 1 

11'·.;hile IY3.ud was not only his personal 
friend but also one in heart 1~1. th him 
in matters religious and ecclesiast icaL '' 

In fact, his influence vdth the ne~ king soon manifested it­

self in his being commanded to sun0ly him with a list of 

· the leading churchmen in the land, with 1 0 1 (Orthodox) and 

1P' (Puritan) agRinst their names, so that the king could 

be gu.ided in dispen~ing Church-patronage . It was inevit­

able, thereforA, that at the death of Abbott in 1633, Charles 

put forward Laud - the most distinguished member of the 

Arminian school - to succeed him. 

Laud immediately reverted to the anti-Puritan 

policy of ~·nitgift and Bancroft. /._,_most from the beginning 

he wielded gr eat influence in the affairs of the country . 2 

He complP. tely \·'on over the ear of the 
king, and became in effect the Chief 
~·finis ter of the Cro'Pn, r' ith a finger 
in evAry political pie . The inextric-
able mingling of po litics v1i th eccles-
iastical affairs nrevented even the 
good features of his Church policy from 
bearing fruit . When the people were at 
last driven into revolt the c~use of 
King c=tnd Church had become one and in-
divisible . 

Laud was pre-eminently occupied ~~ i th the ques­

tions of ceremony, ritual and church discinline, rather 

than wi th the 1 High Church' doctrines of the Arminians . He 
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called this out''7ard ceremonial the "beauty of holiness. 11 

He wrote: 1 

But all that I laboured for in this nar­
ticular WP.s that the external '17orship of 

.God in this Church might be kept up in 
uniformity and decency and some beauty of 
holiness. And this the rather, because I 
found that with the contempt of the out­
ward - worship of God the inward fell a­
way apace .. 

It is t:::.:e that the Puritans did care little for ceremonies . 

~filton brings this out cle:-.rly' vrhen he described the anc­

ient ceremonial of the Church as: 2 

deformed and fantastic dresses , • .. 
fetched from Aaron 1 s old V~rardrobe or 
the flamen' s vestry, by means of which 
the soul given up justly to fleshly 
delights, bated her ·wing apace dovln­
ward, and finding the ease she had from 
her visible and sensuous col league , the 
body, in nerformance of relj,gious duties , 
her pinions nov.r broken and flagging~ 
shifted off from herself the labour of 
high-soaring any morA, forgot her heaven­
ly flight and left the dull and droiling 
carcase to plod on in tre old road and 
drudging trade of outwRrd conformity . 

But 1t1.1hatever the ~~uritans might have thought of unifonnity 

of worship and cerJn'on~- , they cared greatly about unity and 

unifonnity of be lief. Thus, ~-Jhile Laud used the po1111er at 

his disposal, in the King ts Supremc.c:y, to enforce ceremonial 

uniformity , the ?urlta.11s in l·arlia.rnent sought to obtain the 

power which they did not as yet possess , to enforce a doc-

trinal unity. 

In his attempts to secure outward uniformity in 

religious affairs, Lcud made full use of the disciplinary 

machinery at his disposal - this machinery consisted of the 

system of visitation of diocese~, the ecclesiastical courts, 

and , at the very centre, the Court of High Commission . 

Page 68/ • . . • • 
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By using this system of 1Metropolitical Visita­

tion 1 , Laud was reviving the clairn of his ~·'edieval pre de-

cessors to visit, in r.erson , every parish in the who l e pro-

vince of Canterbury. He ~as thus able to establish his per­

sonal authority throughout most of England, seeing that his 

bishops ruled their dioceses as he ··lesired. 

The Court of High Commission, his other chief 

weapon, was a body of clergy And laity, to v•hom the Ying 

delege.ted his ecclesiastical power; thus making it 1 

11erastian not only in origin but in spiritr'. 

ftnd so we find authors, printers , lecturers, clergymen, 

conventicles, and even whole congregations, being forced 

to appear before this court and punished. 

Be tween 1634 and 1637 Laud conducted a visitation 

of the ~11hole of the Southern Province, with the Archbishop 

of York doing likeV<rise in the North·. Any clergyman who re-

fus ed to conform to t he Preyer Book, or who resisted the re­

moval of the Commun5on Table to the east end of the Church, 

or who objected to bowing at the name of Jesus during the 

services, for exarnpJA , were summoned before the Court of 

High Commission . The aid of this ()urt was also sought to 

maintain a censorshin of all theologicgl writin:,rrs, and es­

pecially to prevent the :Lrnportation of any Calvinist liter­

ature from the Continent. This censorship , then, was in 

episcopal hands , and not civil, and Laud was thus able to 

prosecute all Purl tans who attempted to spealc in print. 

In those days the pulpit ~-·as of as gr eat i mport-

ance as the press. The Sunday afternoon sermon was used 

"(111. th most vigour by the Puritans. Th1s 1,1ras the system, as 

we saw, 2 ·whereby leading I-uritan preachers were appointed as 

'lectur ers: to va~ious parishes to Cel~ver these sermons. 
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In order to sunpress these J-uri tan 'lectures', Laud 'issued 

instructions in 1629, to the effect that bishops should 

suppress these Sunday afternoon services in their dioceses , 

replacing them with e lementary catechisms . In addition, all 

'lecturers' were to read divine services from the Prayer 

Book in surplices, thereby affirmi~0 their 1 orthodoxy 1 • 

Fhat made these restrictions all the more onerous 

for the Puritans was the freedom, both to preach and publish , 

enjoyed by the Arminian faction& This can be seen in the 

case of ~~ontagu, for example. A Puritan, in such a posit ion , 

vrould have run the risk of severe punishment had he replied 

to Hontagu in an unlicensed pamphlet, (not that this nre­

vented them from doing so). Thus, while the ouri tans were 
t/,e 

forbidden to preach against the prerogative end ~1 estab-

lishment, the Arminien ;~rPs permitted to sunport it at will , 

and 1.~1ith vehemence at that . 

Another practice Y'h ic h laud ruthlessly suppressed 

was that of the meeting together of non- conformists or 

separatist bodies for the purpose of worship . These .little 

groups, kno\'ln as 'Conventicles', met secretly in private 

houses, or even out - of- doors. Banc.-.~·oft, though writing 

many years earlier, s ho'\flr.s lNhat these 1 conventicles' were 

like: 1 

They have brought the people in manye 
places to sorsake theire parrishe 
Churches, and to frequent Conventicles, 
.sometyme in ho~·1ses , sowe tymes in fields 
and ···oods (as though the ·word of God 
might not be nreached syncerelie and 
publiquelye in thej_se dayes) to for­
sake theire onne Fastors, and to fol­
l01Me them up e.nd downe the Contrye, 
anc1 to leave theire trades and occu­
pations, almost every daye in the 
vieeke (to theire greBt i :.1povArishing), 
for the attendance of theire novel­
t i es. 
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This was soon forbidden, ho"1ever, as the law only permitted 

services which ~ere conducted in the parish churches and by 

licensed clergymen. 

Yet another means by which Laud sought to enforce 

uniformity within the Church, was by insistlng that ever.v 

clergymFm, before being ordained by the bishop , should take 

the rEt Cetera Oath'. In doing so, ever,y clergyman ex­

Dressed his apnrovr>.l of the doc trine, discipline and govern­

ment of the Church, in its existing shape. He promised: 1 

"I, •.... , do s·wear that I do approve the 
doctrine, and discipline, or government 
established in the Church of Engl and as 
containing all things necessary to sal­
vat ion: and that I will not endeavour by 
myself or any other, directly or indirec­
tly to bring in any popish doctrine con­
trary to that "'hich is so established; 
nor will I ever give my consent to alter 
the government of th]_s Church by arch­
bishops, bishops, deans and archdeacons, 
etc., as it stands now established, and 
as being right it ought to stand , nor yet 
ever to subject it to the usurpations 
and superstitions of the see of Rome . And 
all these things I do plainly and sincere­
ly ackno"lflrledge and swear, according to the 
plain and common sense and understanding 
of the same 1'JOrds, '~~ithout any equivoca­
tion~ or mentRl evasion, or secret re­
servation ~hatsoever . And this I do hear­
tily, willingly, and truly, upon the faith 
of a Christian . So help me God in Jesus 
Christ . 

This was all part of Charles 1 and Lauds' attempt 

to stereotype the existing order, and to L~pose uniformity 

upon the Church . Any attempt at non-conformity v'as met 

ruthless ly by means of the prerogative courts. The in­

evitable r esult being that the unpopularity of tl1ese courts 

was greatly i ncr ease d. Aylmer writes , 2 

i
1Perhaps more important still, not only 
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among the clergy but also among laymen, 
middle- of-the- road Protestants came to 
join t he Furitans in opposition. Their 
disapproval of Laud 's insistence on al­
ters being raised and railed off .at the 
east end of the Churches, and his other 
changes in the ordering of such matters, 
merged in their deeper fear s of Cathol ­
icism. " 

In the late sixteen-thirties the religious con­

flict be tt~1een Laud and the leaders of the Puritan party was 

intensified . The trickle of Puritan pemphlets and publica­

t i ons became a flood , despite Laud's attemnts to control the 

press , and prosecute offenders . 

Prynne . 1 

The most famous of these pamphleteers was william 

Prynne's powerfUl intellect and massive 
lear ning were constricted within the 
r igid bonds of his fanatica l pre judices . 
He had no interests outside t he study , no 
wife , few fri ends, and he advoc~ted his 
Calvinist convictions v1ith the g lum fer­
ocity of the professional pedant . He was 
en exasperating, unl oved , unlovabl e man 
but his single-minded and ill- placed 
courage were to make him over the years , 
into a popular public character. 

Betv1een 1627, the date of his first publicat i on, and the 

assembling of the Long ?arliament in 1640 - six of these 

year s being spent in prison - he isuued P.lmost a score of 

tracts, mos t of them unli censed and of prodiguous length. 

The vividness of his language ca.n be seen in one of his 
? 

'epistles 1 , where he describes how the bishops climb: ·· 

little by litt l e from the ~iserable state 
of poverty , unto the highes t seats of 
poNer, and there greedie starvelings 
hungrier than ever suDpress the poore , 
scratch end rake together a l l thPt comes 
to hand, ... make la,"es and keepe not 
the same , ... • justifie the 1' 1icked for 
r eward and t Pke away the just mans des ­
ert from him. 
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His aim , then , '''as to overthrow everything established in the 

Church, and the immediate implementation of the Puritan 

clai ms . His method W8.s simply to provoke his onponents . 
11If the authorities ignored him , he was 
outraged. If they noticed him, he gre~ 
clamorous. If they pr oceeded publicly 
against him, he embraced the opportunity 
to make a louder outcry b·2fore a l arger 
audience . " 

1 

This is brought out in the series of pr osecutions , 

initiated by Laud and Charles, against three of the most in­

fluentia l of these furitan pamphleteer s - frynne himself, 

Henry Burton and John Bastwicke o They v1ere charged to app­

ear before the Star Chamber, and subsequently sentenced to 

be branded publ icly . Instead of discouraging the populRce, 

as wa.s intended , these prosecutions won a gre8t anount of 

support for the Puritans , especially from those "'ho ,,~~ould 

not otherwise have been inclined to the i r cause. 'L!hat 

roused popular indignation more than anything else , was 

that t hP. ver.v bi.shops v1 ho sought these prosecutions, sat 

as judges at this court . 

Laud, then, by enforcing his discipline indiscrim­

inately over clergy and laity alike , had, in the words of 

Wakeman:2 

the political result of turning what had 
been a constitutional opposition in all­
iance '''ith Puritanism, into a religious 
opposition in alliance with constitution­
a lism . 

The prosecution of the Puritans, the ever-increasing rol e 

of the bishops in political office , and the allegedly pro­

catholic, but undoubted Arminian, tendencies of the Crown , 

all came together in these years, to give a great addi­

tiona.l str ength to Puritanism . Thus men in the House of 

Commons, who in 1630 had been content merely to assert the 
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right of ?arliament to inquire into ecclesiastical abuses, 

were by 1640 prepared to attack Episcopacy and the Church 

establish~ent itself . 

Having considered the ecclesiastical conflicts 

during Charles' personal rule, l et us now briefly discuss 

the financial and cons titutional confl icts, in so far as 

they affected and drev• support for the Furitans now exert­

ing their influence in the House of Commons* 1 

The most serious cause of the administrative 

weakness of the Crov1n, and which V:'ElS responsible more than 

anything else for Charles having to recall Parliament , 1·ras 

lack of money . This had been the problem confronting the 

Crm~~n throughout the 16th and 17th centuries, especially 

since taxation was not larg2 . The ordinary revenue, even 

in peacetime, ~as insufficient for the running of the gov­

ernment . And thus it became the custom f or the Crov.1n to pro­

v1de the necessary sunplemeht by mea.ns of FArliamentBry 

grants . As these were no longer available to Charles since 

he had dissolved Parliemcnt , he had to find money else­

where . And it v•as in t hAse efforts that he alienated all 

classes in the country against him . 

He introduced the system of 'forest loans ' , appeal­

ing to all sorts of medieval precedents to impose various 

taxes and l evies - the most notorious of these being 1 ship-

money 1 • By law, tl1e Cror·n ·was allO'Ned to raise this levy 

from the coastal towns and counties l n time of war or in 

obvious national emer genci es . By 1636, however, Charles had 

extencled this tax from the coastal areas to the whole coun-

try, and i t was thus becoming a regular and permanent form 

of r evenue . It Pas this issue that led to one of the great 

constitutional lam cases during Charles' r eign- namely, 

that of John Hampden . 
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Hampden had refused to pay the small amount of 

'ship- money' for which he was assessed. His case was heard 

before all t welve of the common law judges. In giving their 

decisions, some of the judges advanced the doctrine of royal 

prerogative, while others spoke up for the liberties of the 

individual and of Parliement. The verdict, given in 1638, 

resulted in a victory for the Crown by the narrowes t of 

margins - seven to five. 1 

11Charac teris tically Charles tool< this 
result as a complete justification of 
his policy, but to everyone else it was 
obvious that a constitutional crisis was 
imminent • 11 

This decision naturally caused a general loss of confidence 

in the courts of law - especially by the Parliamentary lead­

ers. The summoning of Parliament now became a necessity for 

them , as they had nothing to hope for from the judges, re­

garding the constitutional reforms they desired . 

Fe must now turn to the year 1640 - the year in 

vrhich Charles' personal rule came to an end. In April of 

that year the Earl of Strafford advised Charles to summon 

Parliament . The reason for th1_s was thRt the Scots had re-

jected Laud and his policy of 1 thorough 1 , whereby he had 

tried to impose uniformity in England upon the Church of 

~cotland ~ This had led to the uniting of the Scots nation 

in the signing of the 1 National Covenant' , and of the sub­

sequent mobilization of the Scottish army and the threat 

of invasion . By recalling Parliament, Charles hoped to ob­

tain sunplies for another attempt to defend Episcopacy in 

Scotland, and coerce the Scots. He had thought, naturally 

enough, that he could depend upon the patriotism of Parlia­

ment to grant these supplies to protect England from invas­

ion - especi ally in the light of the traditional attitude 

of England towards the Scots . 
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Pym, had by this time, emerged as a leader of the 

House of Commons . To him the threat of invasion from the 

north, did not seem as of great importance as the common hat ­

red of Arminianis~ and the common grievances against the 

Cromn, now so widespread throughout the country. Thus, al­

though Charles offered to abandon 1ship-moneyt if the Com­

mons would grant him supplies, Pym succeeded in convincing 

the House that the redre ss of grievances must precede all 

supply. Seeing no hope forthcoming, Charles dissolved the 

' Short' Parliament 

In November of that year, however, by the irresis­

table march of events , Charles \'las forced to summon the 

1 Long 1 Parliament, which was to require of him an account of 

his eleven years of non- parliamentary government . 1 At the 

opening of the Long Parliament we find as much stress being 

laid upon religious as upon civil grievances . But the atti­

tude of the House of Com~ons was essentially what we may call 

'lay' or runclerical' . This was because in the past years 

the clergy, under the leadership of Laud, had meddled in sec­

ular affairs, with bishops often holding high political 

office. The clergy, and bishops especially, then, had to 

be restricted to their pur ely spiritual function. But the 

memberP of the House were resolved to assert and foster 

furitanism, of which Charles and his bishops had shown 

themselves so intolerant . Pym demonstrates this feeling 

of the House in a speech which he de l ivered soon after 

PP.rliament had been summoned . After speaking of the da.nger 

from the ~apists, Pyrn alludes to the corrupt part of the 

clergy:2 

FavouriteP such as for preferment 
prize not conscience, •.• end , worse 
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than Papis ts, these are willing to run 
into Popery; and these , though several , 
aimed at one end, and to its achieve­
ment walk on four feet - at first slow­
ly, now by strides - and are near their 
ends if they be not prevented. The 
first foot is ecclesiastical courts -
their action in discountenancing of 
preachers and virtuous men whom they 
per secute under the law of purity - their 
countenancing of preachers of a contrary 
disposition •.• and their frequent prea.ch­
ings and instructions to preach up the 
absolute monarchy of kings. 

These, then, vrere the principles underlying the 

first legislation of the Long Parliament, concerning relig­

ious and ecclesiastical affairs . Shaw sho\'lrs how, as the 

breach between the two conflicting parties in the stru~gle 

widened, 1 

i
1so did the tounds of these principl es , 

and finally episcopacy itself, the mach­
inery of the Church of England, was call­
ed into question . 11 

One point we must take into consideration here is 

the complete change of spirit between the temper of the 

Short Parliament and that of the Long Parliament . Belloc , 

though not reliable in matters of detail, nevertheless gives 

a fairly accurate picture when he says:2 

In that brief interval the mood had 
whol ly changed . No longer were the 
wealthy country gent l emen and lawyers, 
many of whom had at fJ r st been new to 
debate, amenable to compromise; the re ­
volutionary spirit hitherto concentrated 
in a fe'~' determined men had spread 
through such great nwubers of them that 
the tone, of the majority at least, was 
becoming fervid in favour of catastrop­
hic innovation. 

} ·ym illust rates thls new spirit of hostility towards the 

Crovm and its government, when he SHid to Hyde~ 3 

they must be of another temper than 
they v1ere in the last Parliament; 
that they must not only sweep the 
House clean below , but must pull 
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down all the cobwebs which hang in the 
top and corners. 

The long Parliament began by attacking the system 

of arbitrary government. It set before itself three princi­

pal objects : 1 

1) to release the sufferers from arbit­
rary governnent; 

2) to punish the men by whose advice 
arbitrary government had been estab­
lished; and 

3) to make it impossible for arbitrary 
government ever to be established 
again. 

The first of these was attained when the chief 

victims of the tlJilO prerogative courts, the Star Chamber and 

the Court of High Commission, were released and received 

compensation. The punishment of the evil counsellors ~as 

not long delayed either - as can be seen in the cases of 

Strafford and Laud. First of all, Strafford r1as impeached 

and sent to the Tower, and duly executed in l~a.y , 1641. 

Laud, the other representative of absolutism and propagator 

of the policy 1 thorough 1 ,- fo l lowed him to the block. And 

then 'INi th regard to the third purpose, the Long Parliament 

passed eight statutes2 , in order to prevent the re-establish­

ment of arbitrary govern..ment in the future. They were~ 3 

1) the Triennial Act, which stated that 
not more than three years should 
elapse Vl1i thout Parliament being 
summoned, thereby preventing a re­
currence of the 1Eleven Years' 
Tyranny'; 

2) An act which made it illegal for the 
Long Parliament to be dissolved by the 
Crown without its own consent; 

3) Tl1e Tonnage and f'oundage Act, v-1hich 
settled the controversy - between 
the Crown and Farl iament concerning 
impositions - final ly in favour of 
Parliament; 
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4) The act 1for the abolition of the 
Court of Star Chamber'; 

5) The Act rfor the abolition of the 
Court of High CommisSbn' - this act 
abolished the High Commissjon by re­
pealing the clause of Elizabeth's 
Act of Supremacy under which it had 
been constituted; and at the same 
time deprived the ecclesiastical 
courts, in general, of power to in­
flict fines, imprisonment or corporal 
punishment; 

6) m1 Act 1for the declaring unlawful 
and void the late proceedings touch­
ing ship-money, and for the vacating 
of all r ecords and process concerning 
the same r; 

7) An Act restoring 1 the boundaries of 
the royal forests to their limits in 
the twentieth year of King James 1 

; 

8) An Act 'for the prevention of vexa­
tious proceedings touching the Order 
of Knighthood .• ' 

nThe practical effect of these statutes 
taken- as H whole ~'~'as to deprive the 
Crov-rn of all the extraordinary pm''ers 
which it had ~assessed under the Tudor 
sovereigns." 

Having accomplished this, Parliament had achieved all that 

was necessary in the way of constitutional reform . It now 

turned to the ecclesiastical questions , ~hich to many of its 

members were the major issues . 

The impri sonment of Laud and the abolition of the 

Court of High Commission had by no means settled the eccles­

i astical controversies ~hich divided the t ro sides. It was 

generally agreed that th e drift towards Anninianisiil must be 

stopped, for most of the members of the Commons were one in 

their supnort of Purita.nism. In order to do this they 

thought it desirable that the control of the Church should 

be taken out of the hands of the Crown, governing through 

bishops, and that it should be placed instead under statutes 

Pa.ge 79/ • •••• 
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passed by Parliament. Thus the Co~mons was unanimous in 

this policy of destruction . But 1nhen it came to the ques­

tion, however, as to what system was to replace Episcopacy 

in the Church, a rift soon appeared, dividing the House in­

to two irreconcilable camns. In ot;her words, unity pre­

vailed in the House, so long as it ''las concerned with a 

negative programme. 

It i s at this stage that the Puritans can be said 

to be in complete ascendancy in the House of Commons . At 

first they had been united in their attack on Anninianism 

and Laud, and on the constitutional and religious reforms 

necessar,y. But when most of these reforms had been accom­

plished, and the time came for them to draw up an alterna­

tive system of Church government, they were divided. On the 

one side were the extreme anti-Episcopalean Puritans, the 

1Root- and-Branch 1 party , so-called because of the famous 

petition presented to the Commons ahd later embodied in a 

Bill. They sought to destroy the system of Church govern­

ment by bishops 1 r oot and branch' . This group had been 

maintaining close relations 1rith the Scots , and favoured 

the fresbyteri an model of government . On the other slde, 

were the more moderate Puritans, often referred to as the 

'Episcopalean Puritans ', who wished merely to remove the 

abuses of the Laudian era, without changing the basic system 

of the Established Church, as it had grown up and endured 

since the Elizabethan Settlement . 

The first signs of this division appeared in 

February, 1641. At this stage the moderate party had strong 

support outside Parliament. The views of this party are 

illustrated in a speech delivered by Lord Digby: 1 

There is no man within these walls 
more sensible of the heavy grievance 
of Church govern~ent than myself, 
nor whose affections are keener to 
the clipping of these wings of the 
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prelates whereby they have mounted to 
such insolences; nor whose zeal is more 
ardent to the searing of them so as they 
may never spring again . But having 
reason to believe that some aim at a 
total extirpation of bishops, which is 
against my heart, •..• I cannot restrain 
myself from labouring to divert i t - or 
at least to set such notes upon it as 
may make it ineffectual to the end . 

Vane, on the other hand, illustrated the stand-point of the 

1Root- and- Branch' party in a speech delivered in June, 1641. 

In it he asserted that the 1.\lho l e fabric of episcopal govern­

ment was :1 

111 r ot t en and corrupt from the very foun­
dation of it to the top ', and must be 
pulled down in the interest both of re­
ligion and of the c i vil State. 11 

The weak point of the moderate party, however, was 

that it offered no satisfactory guarantee for the supremacy 

of furitanism in the future . Consequently, when t he King 

he ld aloof and refused to ensure t he supremacy of Puritan­

ism if he continued to reign, the conviction gained ground 

among those 1Nho were hesitant , that unless bishops were 

abolished, the Crown wou ld mer ely r estor e them to their full 

authority, despite any limitations the Long Parliament might 

succeed in instituting for a time . Charles thus played 

dir~ctly into the hands of the 1 root - and-branch' party, and 

this , more than anything e l se , was responsibJe for the 

eventual triurnph of this party within the Commons . 

The Iri sh Rebellion, and the necessity of rai sing 

a military force in order to keep control in that country, 

resulted i n the final split be t ween these two parties and 

their alignment on opposite sides . The moderate party ­

which was opposed to great ecclesiastical changes - sunport ­

ed the Crown in this question of raising an army for Ireland, 

while the ' root- and- branch' party supported the Commons . 

These two parties, then , can be said to have become divided 

no t only on r eligious , but on const i tutional grounds as we l l . 
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This new division of parties in Parliament is 

clearly brought out in the voting of the 'Grand Remonstrance' 

in November, 1641 . This document con t ained a long list of 

the evils prevalent in the kingdom, a list of r eforms al-

ready achieved by t he Long Farliament, and a l ist of · the 

grievances still to be redressed . It also contained a state­

ment of the religi ous policy of the 'root-and-brancro party 

¥Jhich now had the support of t he majority 1.~1 ithin the Commons . ' 

It reads: 1 

We confess our intention is •.. to r educe 
within bounds that exorbitant power 
which theprelates have assumed unto them­
selves ..• And we do here declare that it 
is far from our purpose or desire to let 
l oose the golden reins of discipline and 
government in the Church, to l eave private 
persons or particular congregat ions to 
take up what form of Divine Service they 
please; for we hold it requisite that 
there should be throughout the whole 
realm a confonnity to that order which 
the law enjoin according to the :"ord of 
God .... And the better to effect the in­
tended Reformation, we deslr e there may 
be a general synod of the most grave , 
pious, learned, and judicious dj_vines of 
this island , assis ted with some f rom for­
eign parts professing the same religion 
with us - who may consider of all things 
necessary for the peace and good govern­
ment of the Church, and represent the re­
sults of their consultations unto the 
Parliament , to be t here allowed of and 
confirmed, and r eceive t he stamp of auth­
ority, thereby to find passage and obed­
ience throughout t he kingdom. 

The 'Remonstrance' was fiercely debated at every stage , 

and ~~hen the vote was taken it was carried by a majority 

of eleven. 

From this time on, the resort to armed conflict 

between the two opposing sides - the Crown and the Church on 

the one hand, and the House of Commons under the leadership 

of the extreme Puritan wing on the other - \'I as i nevitable . 
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Charles' attempt at personal rule and his desire for uni­

formity throughout his kingdom, both in Church and State, 

had failed. 

In conclusion, all that it is necessary to say 

is that with the triumph of the Parliamentary forces in the 

Civil War, the Church of England became, for the first time 

in its history, Presbyterian in its government and polity. 

The purge and reform of the Church, so long a1•1aited and 

hoped for by the Puritans since the time of Elizabeth, had 

now been fulfilled - despite the attempts of Charles and 

his chief ministers, Laud and Strafford, and their rigid 

implementation of the policy of 'thorough'. 
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CHAPTER 5: 

IN CONCLUSION: 

On looking at the documents published during the 

period preceding the English Civil Viar, it is clearly re­

vealed hov' the questions of religion and of Church govern­

ment loomed large for contemporaries. 

The Church of the 17th century was something very 

different from what we know as the Church today . It was a 

political as well as a religious organization. Christopher 

Hill illustrates this~ 1 

It guided all movements of men from bap­
tism to the burial service , and was the 
gateway to that life to come in which all 
men fervent~y believed . The Church edu- -
cated children; in the village parishes • • 
the parson's sermon was the main source 
of information on current events and prob­
l ems , of guidance on economic conduct . 
The Farish itself was an important unit 
of local government • • • • The Church, then, 
defended the existing order, and it was 
important for the Government to maintain 
its control over this publicity and prop­
aganda agency . 

It was inevitable therefore, that most social and economic 

and political conflicts tended to become religious in the 

end . This can be seen in the case of Oliver Cromwell and the 

army chaplains, who led the Parliamentary forces in the 

Civil \'Jar. For them, the war became primarily a religious 

conflict:2 

11Religion was not the thing first con­
tested for, 11 said Crorn\r.ell in one of 
his speeches , "but God brought it to 
that issue at last; and gave it unto 
us by redundancy, and at l ast it proved 
that which was most dear to us.ll 

There are ·three main interpretations given to the 

Civil Har .3 The first is tha-c it was a political conflict -
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between the Crown on the one hand, and the House of Commons 

on the other. The second is that it was an economic, or 

class war. And the third interpretation, and this is the 

one which we have been considering throughout, is that it was 

a religious conflict. 

Vve must not make the mistake, however, of thinking 

that because the purpose of this thesis has been to re-

assert the religious causes of the Civil l'rar that this nec­

essarily implies a rejection of the other two interpretations 

which have been presented. There were certainly social, econ­

omic and political factors which, together with these re­

ligious quest ions, gave rise to the Civil iilar in England. 

In fact - in the words of Christopher Hill - these factors1 

11correspond to the comRlexity of life in 
17th century England. 

What has been emphasized throughout, is that the 

religious factors did play a very important and significant 

part in the causes of the war . So much so , that if one is 

to come to any honest conclusion as regards the origins and 

causes of the English Civil Far, the Puritans and the re­

ligious conflicts which they instigated, must be tal<:en ·into 

consideration . 

What , then, is our conclusion? Hugh tiartin sums 

it up as follows: 2 

The significant fact is that religious 
and political discontent joined hands. 
Elizabeth hadcreated a religious oppo­
sition. James and Charles created a 
political opposition. Together these 
made the Civil ~ ·ar •.•• 

It was under Elizabeth, then, that the Furitan 

1novement originated - it sprung out of the shock of dis­

appointment that she had not taken the reform of the Church 
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of England far enough, in her Religious Settlement. 1 This 

was the religious opposition she created. Throughout her 

reign, however, Elizabeth asserted her position as governor 

of things ttemporalt and things 'spiritual'. I n almost 

every session of her farliament , her opponents could be 

heard, but she always showed that she could control them. 

She did so by2 

11mingling threats and coercion V·'ith 
appeals to her succe.ss and to her popu­
larity. u 

James and Charles, on the other hand, were unable 

to exercise this control and authority of the Crown, which 

had been the hallmark of Elizabeth's reign. It was they v·ho 

alienated their Parliaments and created a political opposi­

tion. And it was during their r eigns that the political and 

the religious discontent joined hands and presented a united 

front of opposition to the Crown and its policies. 

It is ~nportant to realize that Elizabeth had 

attempted to prevent anything lilce this from happening -

that is, a possible alignment between the Crownrs religious 

and political opponents in the country. She did so by in­

sisting that the tr·o spheres - the re ligious and the politi­

cal - were completely independent of each other, and thus 

all ecclesiastical affairs were to be under the jurisdiction 

of Convocation, while all political affairs fell under the 

control of Farliament. .ro interference in the affairs of 

either of these bodies by the other, was tolerated. 

And yet, it was during her reign that the possibi­

lity of such interference was created . Up to 1563, the 

Puritans had used the constitutional means placed at their 

disposal, in attemptine to v10rk for the r eform of the Church -
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that is, through Convocation. In that year, however, they 

were defeated, and so it was that they turned to Parlia'Tient 

for support, and from then on they used the House of Commons 

as the mouthpiece for their religious grievances and demands. 

The r esult was inevitable - when the Crown 11roved itself un­

abl e to exert its authority and control, the religious and 

the constitutional opposition in Parl iament gradually aligned 

themselves "lith one another~ 

Under J&ues and Charles, therefore, the Puritans 

and the House of Cornmons - 11 the religious and the political 

discontent i? - did just this. They joined hands and present-

ed a united front of opposition to the Crown . ~-ie have al­

ready seen how, at the outset, the Puritan reformers oppos­

ed the Religious Settlement of the Crov·m from ~~~thin the 

Church, but that after their defeat in 1563 they resolved 

to rorl<:: through Pc:.rliament - this, in time, naturally result­

ed in an identification of their progr amme for religious re­

form V·!ith that of the Collffions . The leaders of the Commons 

in aligning themselves :n i th this Puritan minority did so, 

purely ano. simply, for tl1e political advantage which could 

be gained from such an alliance. This can be seen in the 

case of the '1lillenary }etitionr . By the mee ting of the 

Long I-arliament in 1640 , hov,ever, the religious conviction 

which had been absent before, is now predominant . In fact , 

by the time the extreme Puritan wi ng - 'the root - and-branch ' 

party - had gained ascendancy in the Commons , the desire for 

religious reform has come right to the fore and seems to be 

more important than the constitutional grievances . 

Tl1is alli ance fanned between the Puritans and the 

CoiTmons was not accomplished by chance - circL®stances made 

it unavoidable . There are a number of reasons for this. The 

f irst is that the leaders of the Church of the early 17th 

century were Arminian, in opposition to the strict Calvinism 
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of the Puritan reformers •1 V!hen the Crown rose to the de-

fence of the Armini an cler gy , finally appointing an Armin­

ian bishop t o be primate of all England, the result was that 

the Puritans looked to the Commons for support. Another fac­

tor which further widened the gulf between the two camps, was 

that the Stuarts fervently believed in the Doctrine of the 

Divine Right of Kings, which they interpreted to mean that 

they had the right to rule absolute l y o2 By doing so, James 

and Charles antagonized their Parliament~ vrho , 1Pith ever in­

creasing urgency, demanded constitutional changes . r:11en the 

Arminian clergy preached and defended this doctrine from 

their pul pits , the religious s tate of affairs and the Purit­

an demand f or reform began to have added signi ficance . Yet 

a third factor l'lhich firmly cement ed the alliance between 

the Crown and the Church on the one hand, and between the 

1-uritans anc1 the Commons on the other, was the conviction 

that l~onarchy and Episcopacy were dependent upon each other •3 

J&~es I, in fact, often repeated the affirmation ' No Bishop, 

No King' • It was inevi tabJe therefore that the enemies of 

the monarchy became the foer. of episcopacy, and vlce versa . 

Thus i t is true to say that the religious and the 

constitutional spheres had become so i dentified ~~ith one 

another by the outbreak of the Civil r:ar, that any attempt 

at reform in one, was certain to involve the other . 

This brings us to our final point - that there 17ere 

not only relir,ious causes of the Civil t'rar, but religious 

ef:f_~-~ts as "\i;lell. With the defeat of Charles I c:md his 

' Royalist ' forces, the \'.'hole establishment in England 

collapsed . I\ ost importa,nt of a ll, was the destruction of 

the Religi ous Settlement established by Elizabeth in 1559; 
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and England became, for the firs t time in her history, Pres­

byterian. The gover nment of t he Church by bishops was abol­

ished, being replaced by the "Presbyterian poli ty of presby­

t eries and elders . In other wor ds , the reli gious demands 

the Pur itan reformers had been pressing for since the tiine 

of Elizabeth, were accomplished - England, and the Church of 

England especially, nere affected 1 re l igiously 1 by the Civil 

Vlar . 

It would be er roneous if v1e were to conclude from 

all this that Puritanism was mere l y a scheme of Church gov­

ernment, a movement bent on a further reform of the Church 

of England . It was more than that . 1 

It was a ne~~~ way of l ife, over running a l l 
the divisions which from time to time 
seamed its surface and threat ening in 
each of its manif estations to disrupt 
t he existing or der . 

And i t was in this sense that - c1espi te its failure t o ach­

ieve its desired reform because of the constant persecution 

by the Crm~n and its !·-ini.sters - it cont i nued , strengthening 

its hold upon the English nation. The preachers , more than 

anyone else , were the t r ue authors of its advance , by sett i ng 

forth the Puritan v1ay of life2 

by precept , image and example in pulpit 
and press, rather than agitation against 
the existing gover nnent or to the effort 
to erect separate churches in defiance 
of the law. 

Puritanism, then, was first and foremost a way of 

life , and it ·was as a result of this that it Pon so many 

supporters in its strurgle ,.1ith the Crovm and thR clergy of 

the Church over the Religious Settlement . It was so success ­

ful that , at tre outbreal<;: of the Civil 1. .. ar, it had gained 

complete ascendancy in the IIouse of Com.nons . It inspired the 

one army against the other in the !'lar itself . It was an 

id.eal , tl1erefore , for 1'1hicl.1 men ·were ~~' i lling to die . 

Page 89/ •...• 
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To pretend that religion was not a cause of the 

Civil War, then, is to ignore one of the most important 

aspects of the conflict , so far as the 17th century itself 

was concerned. 

-ooo-
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