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PREFACE.

I VENTURE to claim for the following biography that it is
one of the least original ever written. A great, if not the
greater, part of it consists of extracts from the writings of
others, chiefly contemporaries of its subject, and bearing
directly or indirectly upon his history. Where 1 felt so
disposed, I have written on my own account, and written
freely ; in other places, I have introduced my authorities and
stood by while they told their own story in their own words.
I hesitated long as to whether I should call this book a
“Life of Laud,” or * Materials for a Life of Laud,” and it
was only the clumsiness of the latter title which deterred me
from making use of it.

In making quotations from old books or manuscripts, it is
a question whether the better course is to give them as they
stand, or in modern spelling and phraseology. Some critics
object to the former as wearisome, others to the latter as too
commonly inaccurate. I have adopted both; but, for the
most part, I have given the literal rendering ; partly because
the English of the period with which I had to deal was not
so different from our own as to present difficulties, or prove
unpalatable to the modern reader, and partly because a
moderniser, like a translator, rarely succeeds in leaving all
its original freshness and force in the work which he
manipulates.

I anticipate accusations from my critics of having gone too
far afield in my attempts to throw side-lights upon the
career of Laud. It may be that on this count I am guilty.
If so, my excuse must be that I have sinned in an honest
endeavour to illustrate his life and character by recalling to
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the minds of my readers the times in which he lived and the
people with whom he was brought into contact.

All this has been easy to say: I must now tread upon
more delicate ground. A life of a Protestant Archbishop
written by a Catholic and a convert is likely to be looked
upon by the majority of English readers as an attack from
the enemy ; moreover, an idea still largely prevails in this
country that Catholics are never to be trusted when they
deal with historical subjects, and that converts are invariably
bitter. As to the two last mentioned imputations, while I
should be sorry to think it necessary to reply to the first of
them, I have something to say about the second. A convert
from the Anglican to the Catholic Church may regard the
establishment which he has repudiated in one of two lights.
He may either look at it with feelings of resentment as an
heretical body which long kept him away from what he
believes to be the true Church, by counterfeiting its authority,
its doctrines, and its ceremonies; or he may see in it an
heretical body, it is true, but one retaining many valuable
vestiges, traditions, and principles of the ancient Church, to
which, by the grace of God, they led him when followed to
their logical conclusions, and he may reflect that whither
they have led him, they may also lead others.

In attacking what they consider the errors of Anglicanism,
Catholics, like other combatants, cannot fight in silken gloves ;
the weapons they use, be they logic, invective, or even satire,
may be sharp and may cause pain ; but in order to prove that
the feelings of Catholics towards Anglicans need not neces-
sarily be bitter, I will copy some words used by the head of
the Catholic Church upon earth. I have already said that
much of this book will be found to consist of quotations; let
the first be from the writings of the Holy Father.!

In a letter to the English Bishops, dated 27th November
1885, Pope Leo XIII. says:—

1 If any quotation should appear on the title page and it should be objected
that it took precedence of the Pope’s, I would reply that usually, and certainly
in the present instance, the title page is not the first to be written, but absolutely
the last,
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“In your country of Great Britain we know that besides
yourselves very many of your nation are not a little anxious
about religious education. They do not in all things agree
with us; nevertheless, they see how important, for the sake
of society and of men individually, is the preservation of that
Christian wisdom which your forefathers received through St
Augustine from our predecessor, St Gregory the Great;
which wisdom the violent tempests that came afterwards
have not entirely scattered. There are, as we know, at this
day many of an excellent disposition of mind who are dili-
gently striving to retain what they can of the ancient faith,
and who bring forth many and great fruits of charity. As
often as we think of this so often are we deeply moved, for
we love with a paternal charity that island, which was not
undeservedly called the Mother of Saints, and we see in the
disposition of mind of which we have spoken the greatest
hope, and as it were a pledge, of the welfare and prosperity
of the British people.”

From the writings of a Pope I will turn to those of a
Prince of the Church and an honoured Englishman. In
1890, Cardinal Vaughan (then Bishop of Salford) wrote
in England’s Conversion by the Power of Prayer (pp. 8, 9)
that the Anglican Establishment had “changed its temper
and attitude. Its bishops, ministers, and people are busily
engaged in ignoring or denouncing those very articles which
were drawn up to be their eternal protest against the Old
Religion.” “Societies are formed, tracts and books are written,
lectures are delivered all over the country, to prove to the
people that the past three hundred years have been a dismal
mistake.” “In a word, Catholic doctrines and practices are
being reinstated all over the land, and the old heresies cast
out. The arch has been turned, the keystone alone is want-
ing. When a sick man is in a crisis of suffering, we pray the
more for him, because he is near to death or to a cure”
“ While some of us have been straining our minds and hearts
in one direction, shaking our heads and lamenting because
the conversions are so few,—behold, the whole country has
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become half. converted without observation. I do not say
that half the people, or any considerable section of the
people, are yet converted; but 1 say that the decay of pre-
judice, the advance of truth, the change in sentiment and
policy, and in faith and practice, justify us in saying that
England is half converted from what she was during the last
three centuries,—and this both within the Establishment and
without.”

Surely the words of this Pope and of this Cardinal, here
quoted, may, in the first place, dispose Catholics to look back
with some interest to the earlier history of the Establish-
ment, including that of Laud, and, in the second, lead
Anglicans to hope that Catholic writers, in dealing with
their Church and Churchmen, may not be altogether
ungenerous foes.

And well may converts look with a kindly spirit upon
their Anglican neighbours; for, if they consider it an inestim-
able privilege to have been received into the Holy Catholic
Church, it behoves at least the less distinguished in virtues
and attainments to reflect with modesty and gratitude upon
the extraordinary miracle of mercy which selected them—so -
few out of so many—to see the “ Kindly Light ” and to follow
it, while the vast majority of their former co-religionists,
some of them immensely their superiors in mental ability,
in the extent of their studies, and even, perhaps, in heroic
works of charity and self-denial, have not had this grace
given to them.,
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LIFE OF ARCHBISHOP LAUD.

CHAPTER L

MY hero was the son of a tailor. One of his bitter enemies,
and he had many, describes him as a man of very low birth,
“E faece plebis”; on the other hand, Heylin, who acted as
his Boswell, says:—“If Laud’s father was a tailor, he also
kept not only many Lomes (looms) in his house, but many
Weavers;”! and he adds that his mother was actually so
aristocratic as to be “sister to a Lord Mayor of London.”
Moreover, we should remember that the scope of the tailor’s
art was much wider in the sixteenth century than it is in the
nineteenth. Who has not read of that great tailor's son, of
fiction, Sir Piercie Shafto? with his “murrey-coloured double-
piled Genoa velvet, puffed out with ciprus,” his “rich crimson
silk doublet, slashed out and lined with cloth of gold, with
baldric and trimmings to correspond,” and his “ four suits of
as pure and elegant device as ever the fancy of a fair lady
doated upon, every one having a treble and appropriate
change of ribbons, trimmings, and fringes, which, in case
of need, may, as it were, renew each of them, and multiply
the four into twelve”? Obviously, a tailor, especially a
tailor who was also a weaver, might not only have been
a man of taste and skill, but also of at least very substantial
means, in the sixteenth century. As a matter of fact, when
Laud’s father died, he left him £1200, the equivalent of a
1 ¢Cyp. Angl.,” p. 43. 2 ¢¢ The Monastery,” by Sir Walter Scott.
A
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very comfortable little capital in our own days, besides
his stock in trade, his house in Reading, fand two houses
at Swallowfield.

“I was born Octob. 7, 1573, at Reading,” says Laud in
his diary.! ’

He was the only child of a second marriage,®? and a
delicate baby; for he says of himself :—“In my Infancy
I was in danger of Death by Sickness.” There is a tradi-
tion that he was born in a house situated on the north
side of Broad Street, which was noticeable for “the semi-
circular termination of the brick front in the upper storey.” 3
Mr Coates, from whom I quote, attempts to prove, and
apparently with success, that Prynne’s assertion that he
was born “at a cottage just against the Cage” is utterly
false. Broad Street was not very far from the modern
railway stations, on the northern side of the town. And
here it may be well to observe that the biographer of Laud
has frequently to balance his opinion somewhere between
the calumnies of Prynne, blended as they are with a certain
amount of truth, and the exaggerated panegyrics of Heylin,
and some of his other admirers, both contemporary and
modern.

Mr Bruce, in his interesting but unfinished essay, prefixed
to the “ Life of Laud ” in Dean Hook’s Lives of the Archbishops
of Canterbury tells us that, at Reading School, Laud “so
distinguished himself, that his master foretold his fuuret
eminence, and expressed a hope, that when Laud should
become a great man, he would not forget how much he owed
to the training he received at Reading School [Lloyd’s
‘Memoires’]. His master was severe in discipline, but came
to the conclusions just mentioned from observing the strange
dreams, witty speeches, generous spirit, great apprehension,
and notable performances of his pupil.”

It is easy to imagine the sharp, intelligent boy, rendered,
perhaps, more precocious by the delicacy of his early child-
hood, his inability to join in ordinary children’s games, and

1 ¢ Hist. W. L.,” p. 1. ? Benson, p. 12.
. 3 Coates’s ** History of Reading,” p. 411. 4 Vol. xi. p. 4.
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his consequently increased intercourse with older people,
attracting the attention of the schoolmaster. Then, a clever
Ziztle boy, for William Laud was small in stature, is apt to
receive more credit than he deserves, when he excels much
bigger boys of his own age. His face, again, if never
handsome, was noticeable. His portraits show us bright,
piercing eyes, with remarkably high eyebrows, which give
a half-surprised, half-supercilious expression to his coun-
tenance, and we read that he had a high, harsh, irritable
voice, and a nervous, impetuous manner. A master might
well be both interested and amused with a lad of this
description.

If a pedagogue was considered “severe” in those days,
great indeed must have been his severity. The floggings of
the period were serious matters, judging from the fact that
early in the seventeenth century, a son of the Bishop of
Bristol committed suicide in order to avoid one.!

A use of the rod, considered excessive even at the latter
end of the sixteenth century, may have helped to produce in
Laud that stoical contempt for such corporal punishments
as the pillory, whippings, ear-croppings, and nose-slittings,
which he exhibited in the Court of High Commission and
the Star Chamber, in later years. At the same time, we
must remember that, even in his school-days, there was
something of a reaction from the brutal severity of peda-
gogues. In 1581, the headmaster of Merchant Taylor’s
School wrote: — “For gentlenesse and curtesie towards
children, I do thinke it more nedefull than beatinge ; ”% and,
somewhere near the same time, Brinsley, the author of
Pueriles Confabulatiuncule, went so far as to suggest that
the birch-rod should be replaced by a “ Iytel twigge.”

Already, too, books of the Reading-without Tears type
had begun to come into fashion. Four years before the
birth of Laud, a book was published, entitled A4 delysious
Surupe newly claryfied for yonge scholars y* thurste for the
swete lycore of Laten speche. In the same year, William
Hayward wrote his Grammer Warre, in which Amo, king

1 ¢¢Cal. Sta, Pa.,” 1611-18, p. 120. 2 Mulcaster’s ** Positives,” Brit. Mus.
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of the verbs, and Poeta, king of the nouns, have a battle,
and the pronouns are called in as allies. Very nearly at the
same date, if a trifle earlier, Roger Ascham published his
famous Schoolemaister, or Plaine and perfyte way of teaching
children to understand writing and speakyng the Latin tong,
but specially purposed for the private Bringing up of youth in
Jentlemen’s and Noblemen's houses; and so long as forty
years before Laud’'s birth, an Eton master (Udall), had
written a book called Floures of Latyn Spekynge! In respect
to religious instruction, it may be worth mentioning that
Dean Nowell of St Paul’s, the successor of the famous Dean
Colet, published, three years before the birth of Laud, a
Catechism which became the standard work of its kind, and
remained so for many years.?

It is far from unlikely that Laud might have studied a
children’s reading-book which was much in fashion in his
youth, entitled, A Booke in Englyssh metre of the great mar-
chaunt man called Dyves Pragmaticus, very pretye for chyldren
to rede, wherby they may better and more readyer vede and
write Wares and Implements in this worlde contayned; or
a book some thirty years older, 7/%e Secret of Secrets of
Aristotle . . . very gode to teack children to read Englisk; or
a child’s book of about the same period, Andrew Borde'’s
Introduction to Knowledge, in which run the lines :—

“ I am an Englishman, and naked I stand here,
Musing in my minde what raiment I shall were.”

But one of the best known books for children, that
appeared immediately before Laud was born, was 7%e Sckoole
of Vertue, which was for long used as a lesson book and was
even reprinted in the early part of the present century. It
taught good manners and, with one or two of its fellows,
provoked a wicked writer to publish a sort of parody, called
The School of Slovenrie, the style of which may be judged
by the following couplet :—

“ When thou art set, devoure as much as thou with healthe canst eate,
Thou therefore wert to dinner bid, to help away his meate.”

1 See ¢ The Child and his Book,” by Mrs Field, p. 149. 2 Jb. p. 143.
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I mention these books to show that a great step had ‘been
made in juvenile literature just before Laud’s birth and in
his early childhood.

Among certain classes, a clerical career is regarded as an
important social advancement. The smallest Scotch farmer
hopes that his first-born son may some day “wag his
pow” in the pulpit; the Irish cotter that his boy may live
to be addressed as “yer riverence”; and in England, the
burgher sets before himself the sending of his son to college
and his subsequent “ ordination,” as the highest object of his
ambition. What more natural, therefore, than that Laud,
the tailor, should make up his mind to send his only child to
Oxford, with a view to his becoming a clergyman, and his
thoughts may have been directed towards churches and
benefices by the duties of his office of churchwarden, an
honour which he obtained only a couple of years before he
sent his son to college.

At a time when public feeling was beginning to run high
between the supporters of “Church and Queen” and the
Puritans, even boys would place themselves on one side or
the other; many of us have seen little lads giving and
enduring bloody noses, for the sake of religious tenets which
they but very partially understood ; and it is probable that
at a town like Reading the tendency was towards the school
of thought then held to be orthodox by the loyal and the
influential.

Of politics, again, much would no doubt be heard and said
at Reading. When we consider how many roads converge
on Reading on their way to London, it becomes evident that
that town must have been an important local centre of news
and gossip ; although it must be admitted that the London
road was then so bad near the town, and, owing to its low
level, so subject to floods, as to be sometimes impassable for
a month or six weeks together.! Even in the early years of
the present century, my father’s schoolmaster used, during an
illness of the then reigning monarch, to go every day to the
nearest post-town, await the arrival of the London coach at

1 Coates’s ** History of Reading,” p. 458.
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the inn where the horses were changed, and call out in a
pompous voice, as it drew up ;—“ Well, guard, and how is
poor king?” Much more must coachmen and travellers have
been pestered for news, in days when newspapers had only
just been invented, and that scarcely more than in name, and
even stage-coaches and guards were yet things in the dim
future.

And here it may be worth inquiring what subjects of
common conversation are likely to have come within the
hearing of, and to have influenced, the boy in whose career
we are interesting ourselves; for, if a dull, or even an ordi-
nary, lad cares little as to what anybody, except himself and
his play-fellows, are doing, a sharp, thoughtful, imaginative
boy, such as Laud is represented to have been, would listen
with pricked ears to his elders retailing “ the news.” Fathers
in our time can learn what is going on all over the world, as
they sit in silence with their newspapers; or impart their
ideas by writing to them; when Laud was a boy, on the con-
trary, political information was chiefly obtained by hearing
and communicated by speaking.

Queen Elizabeth was reigning in her full glory. Laud’s
historian would naturally like to imagine that he might have
seen her pass through Reading, accompanied by an impos-
ing retinue, and consider the effect such a spectacle would
produce upon an excitable boy, engendering in him those
strong opinions upon the Divine Right of monarchs for which
he afterwards became so conspicuous ; but truth compels me
to say that the queen, after making some stay at Reading when
he was three years old, an age at which her appearance can
scarcely have made much impression upon him, did not visit
that town again, so far as I can ascertain, until he was nineteen
and probably at Oxford. Nevertheless, a regal sojourn at a
provincial town would leave many traditions behind it for
several years, and little William would be brought up in an
atmosphere of stories about his excellent and almost super-
human queen and “governess,” as she was called. It is
pretty certain, too, that he would be congratulated on living
in the reign of good Queen Bess, so escaping the “fires of



1573-87.] Life of A rchbishop Laud. 7

Smithfield” and “Bloody Mary ” by fifteen years. The very
founder of the “Church of England, as by law established,”
of which he was to become so prominent a member, had been
living within twenty-six years of his own time, and within
twenty-seven, the great hero of the Reformation, Martin
Luther himself. Laud was born only a year too late to be
a contemporary of a man whose name became odious to him
—the notorious John Knox, and he can scarcely have failed
to hear a good deal concerning him in his boyhood. He
would hear also of another man remarkable in the religious
world, who had died seven years hefore his own birth; I
mean Saint Ignatius of Loyola, the Founder of the Society
of Jesus. A lad then unknown to fame, but one who was
destined to be celebrated in the history of the Church, Saint
Francis of Sales, was six years older than Laud; and a boy
much nearer home, and three years yet older, whose name,
William Shakespeare, was, if possible, even less known, was
to become far more famous than the subject of my memoir.

A boy at a grammar school in the early years of Laud
might possibly, I will not venture to say would probably,
hear some strong expressions used concerning an event which
had been brought to a conclusion just ten years before his
birth. This was the great Council of Trent, of which he had
much to say and to write as he grew older, and there is
every reason for believing that he had been brought up to
regard it with hatred and scorn.

In alluding to things ecclesiastical, it may be worth
observing that, at the time of his birth, the occupant of the
.Archdiocese, to which he was one day to succeed, was
Archbishop Parker, concerning the validity of whose orders
there has been so much and such bitter wrangling.

Perhaps, at seven years old, Laud may not have been
too young to at least partially comprehend the prevailing
gossip about the persecution of the Puritans, which was
then being carried on at the order of their fierce enemy,
Queen Elizabeth. As a set-off against this, when he was
eight, Father Campion, the Jesuit, was put to the torture.
When he was twelve, the following Act of Parliament was
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passed :—“ 27 Eliz. cap. 2, sect. 3.” I do not hesitate to
quote it at some length, as it was fraught with exceedingly
serious consequences.

“ And be it further enacted by the Authority aforesaid,
that it shall not be Lawful to or for any Jesuit, Seminary
Priest, or other such Priest,Deacon, or Religious Ecclesiastical
Person whatsogver, being borne within this Realm, or any
other Her Majesty’s Dominions, and heretofore since the
said Feast of the Nativity of St Jokn Baptist, in the first
year of Her Majesty’s Reign, made, ordained, or professed
or hereafter to be made, ordained, or professed, by any
Authority or Jurisdiction, derived, challenged, or pretended
from the See of Rome, by, or of what Name, Title, or Degree
so-ever, the same shall be called or known, to come into, be, or
remain in any part of this Realm, or any other Her Highness
Dominions, after the end of the same forty days, other than
in such special Cases, and upon such special Occasions only,
and for such time .only, as is expressed in this Act; and if
he do, then every such Offence shall be taken and adjudged
to be High Treason; and every Person so offending, shall
for his Offence be adjudged a Trayter, and shall suffer, lose
and forfeit, as in case of High Treason. - And every Person,
which after the end of the same forty days, and after such
time of departure, as is before limited and appointed, shall
wittingly, and willingly receive, relieve, comfort, aid, or
maintain, any such Jesuit, Seminary Priest, or other Priest,
Deacon or Religious or Ecclesiastical Person, as is aforesaid,
being at liberty, or out of hold, knowing him to be a
Jesuit, Seminary Priest, or other such Priest, Deacon, or
Religious or Ecclesiastical Person, as is aforesaid, shall also
for such offence be adjudged a Felon, without Benefit of
Clergy, and suffer Death, lose and forfeit, as in Case of one
Attainted of Felony.”

A lad of twelve would hear his elders rejoicing over the
passing of this Act with awe and interest, and the tone of
their remarks would probably have much in common with a
passage in Sir Edward Coke’s * Institutes,”! wherein he states

1 Lib. 3. cap. 37.
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that “these Jesuits and Romish Priests coming daily into
and swarming within this Realm, instilling” “ Poison into
the Subjects Hearts,” “ Her Majesty made it Treason,” for
any Jesuit or priest to come into her kingdom, “ Intending
thereby to keep them out of the same, to the end, that
they should not infect any other Subjects, with such
Treasonable and Damnable Persuasions and Practises, as
aforesaid.”

Close at hand were monuments of the stern usage applied
to the professors of these “ Damnable Persuasions.” Just
thirty-four years before Laud’s birth, the Lord Abbot of
Reading Abbey—and a great Abbot was he, mitred and by
right a peer of parliament, only ranking, it is said, after the
Abbots of Glastonbury and St Albans,—was drawn, hanged,
and quartered, with two of his monks to keep him com-
pany, at the pleasure of King Henry VIIL, “for denying the
king’s supremacie.” This martyrdom would, no doubt, be
represented as a mete and decent “execution” to the boy,
Laud. Had not the excellent Cromwell written to the very
bishop of the diocese himself, when he had remonstrated :—
“I can take your ‘writing, or thys heate of your stomach,
every whyt as well as I can, I trust, beware of flatterers.”
By King Henry VIII. and his admirers, it seems to have
been somewhat reluctantly admitted, that the first power
was the Almighty; but they were equally certain that the
second was the King’s Gracious Majesty, and the third the
bishops, subject to the pleasure of the king.

At Laud’s birth, there were still living three of the old
Catholic bishops who had resigned their sees—as they all
had done, to a man—rather than adopt the new religion.
These were Heath, Archbishop of York; Watson, Bishop
of Lincoln ; and Goldwell, Bishop of St Asaph. Only eleven
years before Laud was born, Jewell wrote to Peter Martyr:
“The Marian Bishops are still confined in the Tower.” The
last of these bishops (Goldwell) died when Laud was twelve
years ‘old.

When Laud was fourteen, the national fury was stirred up
1 ¢ Queen Elizabeth and the Catholic Hierarchy.” Bridgett and Knox, p. 40.
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against the Catholics by the news that that very Catholic
king, Philip of Spain, had sent a great Armada to take
possession of England and depose its queen. When the
English shores, with those of Scotland and Ireland, had
been strewn with its helpless wreckage, although a mad joy
took the place of frenzied terror, the popular animosity
against the co-religionists of its author in no degree abated.
In the opinion of most loyal Englishmen, the destruction
of King Philip’s great ships in the seas surrounding these
islands was as much a divine judgment upon the wicked, as
that of Pharaoh and his hosts in the Red Sea; and as Philip
meant Popery (by the way, almost his first war had been
against the Pope), it was also a divine judgment, nay, more,
a divine decision and pronouncement upon the wickedness
and falseness of that religion. So thought the English
Protestants; and I would ask every fair-minded Catholic
to make due allowances for my hero, if, at the impressionable
age of fourteen, when he heard of the approach to his native
land of a dreaded power, with the professed object of over-
throwing its monarchy, government, and religion, in the
name of a religion other than his own, he began to hate
that religion, and if, when he heard of the utter rout of the
enemy, he thought that, once crushed, it should never again
be permitted to raise its head, and that every Englishman
who professed it was a dangerous rebel.

Earlier in the same year, another blow had been struck
at Catholicism in this country, in the execution of Mary,
Queen of Scots. Popular feeling in our own days is, on the
whole, rather in favour of that unfortunate queen; but it is
highly improbable that much sympathy would be felt for her
misfortunes in the unromantic home of an English burgher,
loyal to Queen Elizabeth, in her own times. He would
regard her as a traitorous rebel, who would upset the then
ruling powers if she could, and any disturbance of the ruling
powers might disorganise the woollen and tailoring trades,
and lessen the profits of Mr William Laud. On the arrival
of the news that her head had been severed from her body,
the bells were rung, and bonfires were lighted in and about
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London, nor is it likely that so happy an incident would
escape public recognition at loyal Reading.

There was perhaps more heartfelt joy throughout the
country in the following year, at the death of the queen’s
favourite, Leicester, who held, among others of greater
importance, the post of Chancellor of Oxford, which many
years later fell to the lot of Laud.

We now come to a very important period in Laud’s life,
his career at Oxford. Probably because the mayor and civic
authorities had the right of nomination to a scholarship
there, he was sent to St John's College. It was then a very
new establishment, having been founded only thirty-four
years earlier by Sir Thomas White; and it was just a year
younger than Trinity. The spirit of these two new colleges
was supposed to be rather in the direction of a variety of
knowledge than of theology and the classics, and Sir Thomas
Pope, who founded the last named, said :—*“I remembre,
when I was a young scholler at Eton, the Greek tongue was
growing apace, the studie of which is now alate much de-
cayed.” When the advantage of a classical education was
advocated, he replied :—* This purpose I will lyke; but I
fear the tymes will not bear it now.”

Laud’s father would feel an additional interest in sending
his son to St John's, because its founder had followed the
same trade as himself in the same town of Reading. Having
left it for London, of which city he became Lord Mayor, and
in it distinguished himself for his services during the rebellion
of Sir Thomas Wyatt, receiving knighthood as a reward
from the hands of Queen Mary, Sir Thomas White amassed
a large fortune, and is understood to have first intended to
build a college at Reading, but afterwards to have decided to
do so at either Oxford or Cambridge. I dwell upon some
details here because the name of Laud is so intimately
connected with St John’s College, and if Sir Thomas White
founded it, Laud did much for it in the way of building and
adornment.

The story goes that White dreamed that he should build
a college at a place where he should find two elms of equal
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height growing out of the same tree, and a third near them,
of lower stature; that he went to Cambridge and failed to
find them, but afterwards discovered them ¢ without the
North Gate of the City of Oxford,” on the site of the present
college of St John the Baptist.! Eventually he erected that
college at which he gave elective scholarships to the towns
of Reading, Coventry, Bristol, and Tunbridge.

1 Coates’s ¢ Hist. of Reading.”




CHAPTER IIL

LAuUD was fortunate enough to escape being at Oxford
under the chancellorship of Leicester, by two years; but that
chancellor’s works remained. As Huber says of him:—
“ The character of this chancellor and his coterie is enough to
explain even the worst phenomena of Oxford ; nor can we be
surprised that as soon as he recognised in the University a
useful tool, he used it unscrupulously. He bestowed upon
his servants and creatures all academic influence and emolu-
ments, without care for the rights and claims of men or
things.”1

It is difficult for us to realise the condition of Oxford at the
end of the sixteenth and the early part of the seventeenth
centuries. The author just quoted tells us that only in 1638
was the principle introduced “of a real examination as a
preparation for the academic degree, the granting of which
had until then depended upon a plurality of votes, although
nominally upon the old scholastic exercises, which for a long
time had become a practical nullity ; ” and he adds in a foot-
note :—* Real examinations may have taken place in Oxford
up to the thirteenth century ; but they had completely fallen
into disuse at all events after the end of this century.”

As to the discipline prevailing at Oxford, an undated
document among the Domestic State Papers,? but assigned
to the time of Laud’s boyhood, may give some idea.

“12 or 15 persones, most M" of Arte,”—Masters of Arts,
and not undergraduates, be it observed — “of Christe’s
Church, standing in y° highwaye, there cam by them in
God’s peace and the Quene’s, a pore myllner a horse backe,

1The ““English Universities.” From German of V. A. Huber. Ed. F. W.
Newman.

2 Vol xxiv. 19,
13
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w" five and six small gristes under him, whome they torned
besides his horse, and threwe the same griste downe, some in
one place and some in another, and some in wet and fowle
places; and as many of them as could ryde on the said horse
got uppone him, and rode up and downe ye towne; and the
poore miller went after them, desyrenge them to have his
horse agayne, for that he was a servaunt, and shold have
blame for his long taryeinge.” “ Beinge also requested
gentlye to delyver the poore myller his horse, by divers
honest inhabytants of the towne, they gave them very evyll
and opprobrious words, unmete to be repeated.” “Havinge
had their pleasure in rydeinge, they whipped the poore
fellowe w"* his own whippe.” “Yet not so contente, they
tooke his hat oute of his hand, and rent yt all in peeces, and
so departed away, levinge the poore myller w*out recom-
pense for his injuries, being a very evill example.” And
further on—“ No man'’s servant nor the M" himself, can sit at
their owen dores, nor goe about their busynes in the eveninge
quietly, but he shalbe beaten, and havinge any thing in his
hand, y* shalbe taken awaye frome him, as wyne and wyne-pot.
And yf a man goe w™ a lanthorne to see his waye, yt shalbe
smytten out of his hand and broken, and the party beaten.”
Moreover, “certeyne of the University,” “w® swords and
bucklers and clubs, and other weapons,” “ went up and downe
the streats, misusinge both men and women, w* opprobryous
words, they lienge in their beds, neythur thincking nor doinge
any harm to them; and all (as y' should seme) was to
begynne a new ryot, or rather an insurrection.”

The most violent town-and-gown rows of modern times
were nothing to these, and it would be easy to multiply
evidence that a spirit of wild and coarse lawlessness pre-
vailed among the members of the university for many years
after Leicester's chancellorship had ended. As time went
on, and Laud himself became chancellor, strong measures
were taken to repress this disgraceful condition of things.

In the days of Elizabeth, the old scholastic philosophy
was tabooed at Oxford, as was everything that was sup-
posed to have any Catholic tendency. Under Leicester’s
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influence, Puritanical teaching was encouraged there, al-
though his royal mistress would have had it otherwise ; but
it was difficult to regulate the religious tone of a university
to the exact taste of a queen of whom De Silva could write :
—*“The Catholics hate her because she is not a Papist, the
Protestants because she is less furious and violent in heresy
than they would like to see her.”?

Shortly before Laud’s arrival at Oxford, there was a fierce
contest as to the election of a successor to Leicester in
the chancellorship. The champion of the Puritanical party
in the Church of England was the Earl of Essex, that of the
High Churchmen was Lord Chancellor Hatton. The latter
obtained most votes in Convocation and was elected ;
but his reign was short, as he died in 1591, and Lord
Treasurer Buckhurst became chancellor in his stead.

Either the religious views of Laud were greatly influenced
by his tutor, or they were two men of singularly sympathetic
ideas. Buckeridge belonged to a party, already in existence
and gradually increasing in power and numbers, which
endeavoured to take its stand midway between Puritanism
and Catholicism, a party which, even in our own days shows
no signs of failing ; on the one hand, it declaimed against
Calvinism, and on the other against “ Popery.” Each of its
clerical members had, as it were, awakened with the sudden
discovery, “Hullo! T am a priest!” The rest—the “sacra-
mental grace,” the “apostolical succession,” the “power of
absolution,” the “ branch-of-the-Catholic-Church ” theory, and
so on, followed as corollaries.

There had indeed been much to bring about a reaction
from the state of things which had been tolerated by the
indifference of the new Church. Queen Elizabeth wrote to
Archbishop Parker of “ the unclean and negligent order and
spare keeping of the houses of prayer,” a thing that “ breedeth
no small offence and scandal to see;” and of the “ unmeet
and unseemly tables with foul cloths, for the communion of
the Sacrament ;” and of “ the place of prayer desolate of all
cleanliness and of meet ornament for such a place, whereby

1 Froude’s ¢ Hist. of Eng.,” vol. xi. p. 292,



16 Life of Archbishop Laud. [EitBen

it might be known a place provided for divine service.” I
quote from Mr Froude. The same author tells us that the
Bishop of London, a few years before Laud’s time, complained
of the Protestant exiles who came from other countries and
leavened the newly-made Church of England, as “for the
most part facinorosi, ebriosi, et sectarsi”” And, about a year
later, Lord Sussex wrote to Cecil :—“ The people without
discipline, utterly devoid of religion, come to service as to a
May game ; the ministers for disability and greediness, be
had in contempt ; and the wise fear more the impiety of the
licentious professors than the superstitions of the erroneous
Papists.”

The bitterness of the Puritans, again, was in itself sufficient
to awaken a reaction. Two black-letter fly-sheets 2 of about
the year 1571, speak of “abolishinge and abhoringe all
tradicions and inventions of man whatsoever,” of “ the fylthye
cannon lawe,” the “abominable ” “reliques of Anti-Christe,”
“ the filthyness and pollution of these detestable traditions,”
this “idolatrouse trash,” and “ them that have receaved these
markes of the Romysh beast.” The writer of one of them
goes on to say:—“I will not beautifie with my presence
those filthy ragges which bryng the heavenly worde of the
Eternell our Lorde God into bondage,subjection, and slaverie.”
“ They,” the Episcopalians, “glad and strengthen the papists
in their errour, and greve the godlie.” “God geve us
strength styl to stryve.” A supplication to the queen, which
accompanies them, beseeches her “now in the thirteenth
year of her reign,” to “imitate Jehosaphat, and cast down
idolatry.” Let her “cut down, root out, and utterly destroy
all monuments of idolatry, as forked caps and tippets, sur-
plices, copes, starch-cakes, godfathers, and godmothers,” &c.

Nor was all the strong language used on the Calvinist
side. One of the opposite party, when it got into full power,
wrote :—“We ” “have kept ourselves warm with the hopes
of rubbing, fubbing, and scrubbing those scurvy, filthy, dirty,
nasty, lousy, itchy, scabby,” “stinking, slovenly,” “logger-

1 Froude's *“ Hist. of Eng.,” vol. vii. p. 468.
2 ¢ Cal. Sta, Pap.,” vol. xx. Nos. 107, 107 i., 107 ii.
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headed, foolish, insolent, proud, beggarly, impertinent, absurd,
grout-headed, villainous, barbarous, bestial, false, lying,
roguish, devilish, long-eared, short-haired, damnable, atheisti-
cal, puritanical crew.”* I have omitted the strongest adjectives.

No life of Laud would be complete without some notice of
the position of the rival parties in the Church of England
during his university career, and this must be my apology
for dwelling upon it at some length.

It should be remembered that less than twenty years
before Laud’s time, one Anglican bishop, Ridley, who had
died for his cause, had knocked down the altars in the
churches of his diocese, and substituted tables in the middle
of the buildings, which the Catholics called “ oyster-boards ” ;
that Bishop Hooper, who had also been put to death, had for
a long time refused altogether to wear any Episcopal vest-
ments ; and that Bishop Ponet had wished that the title of
bishop should be abandoned.? About a dozen years before
the birth of Laud, Bishop Jewel showed his opinions pretty
plainly in his letters. “ We have exhibited,” he says, “to
the queen all our articles of religion and doctrine, and have
not departed in the least degree from the confession of
Zurich.” This is pretty strong, considering the opinions at
Zurich! “As to your expressing a hope that our bishops
will be consecrated without any superstitious and offensive
ceremonies ; you mean, I suppose, without oil, without chrism,
without the tonsure. And you are not mistaken; for the
sink would indeed have been emptied to no purpose if we had
suffered these dregs to settle at the bottom. Those oily,
shaven, portly hypocrites we have sent back to Rome, whence
we first imported them.”3

In a publication, entitled 4 Refentive to Stay, &c., London,
1580, is to be found the following elegant profession of faith :
—“With all our heart we abhore, defie, detest, and spit at
your stinking, greasy, anti-Christian Orders.” Nor must the
opinions of the Anglican bishops shortly preceding Laud’s
days be overlooked. Archbishop Cranmer, having been

1 ¢ Cal, Sta, Pap.,” vol. ccexxiv. No. 50.
2 Macaulay’s ** Hist. of Eng.,” vol. i. chap. i. 3 « Zurich Letters,” xxii.
B
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asked a question by Henry VIII,, replied :—“ The civil
magistrates under the King be Lord Chancellor, Lord
Treasurer, admirals, sheriffs ; the ministers of God's Word
under his Majesty be bishops, parsons, vicars, and such
other priests as be appointed by his Highness to that
ministration ; as for example, the Bishop of Canterbury, the
Bishop of Durham, the Parson of Winwiche, &c., all the said
officers be appointed, assigned, and elected in every place by
the laws and orders of kings and princes. In the admission
of many of these offices be divers comely ceremonies and
solemnities, and whick be not of necessity, but only for a good
order and seemly fashion ; for if suck offices and ministrations
were commilted without such solemnity, they weve nevertheless
duly committed, and there is no more promise of God that grace
is given in the committing of the ecclesiastical office than it is in
the committing of the civil office.”

When asked :—“ Whether in the New Testament be re-
quired any consecration of a bishop or a priest, or only
appointing to the office be sufficient?” he answered :—“In
the New Testament he that is appointed to be a bishop or a
priest needeth no comsecration by the Scripture, for election or
appointment is sufficient” And to the same question, Bishop
Barlow, who is reputed to have consecrated Archbishop
Parker, through whom all the Anglican clergy claim their
orders, replied :—“ Only the appointing.”! Besides all this,
Barlow, when he was Bishop of St David’s, is reported to
: o King’s Grace, being Supreme Head of

nd, did choose, denominate, and elect
med to be a bishop, that he so chosen
shop as he is or the best in England.”®
1ow that neither Cranmer nor Barlow
\ succession, and it follows that they
itention of imparting that which they
1ave no power to impart, but did not

As Macaulay says :—“ The founders

nallwey, pp. 449, 450, 451, in his ‘““Lectures on

xlvi., quoted by Fr. Gallwey.
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of the Anglican Church had retained episcopacy as an
ancient, a decent, and a convenient ecclesiastical polity, but
had not declared that form of church government to be of
divine institution.”

On the other hand, it is a mistake to dwell too much upon
the High Church Orthodoxy of Laud, as if he had been the
inventor, or originator of that school of religious thought and
ceremony. Archbishop Bancroft, who occupied the See of
Canterbury, had zealously “muzled” the “ Puritan faction,”
as Heylin tells us;! and if, as was undoubtedly the fact,
many clergymen never used a surplice when they administered
the communion at their “oyster-boards” in the middle of
their churches, others “did in the ministration of the Sacra-
ments bestir themselves in a White Vesture.” 2

If any single bishop can be justly called the founder of
High Anglicanism, it should be rather Andrews than Laud.
In his reply to Bellarmin, Bishop Andrews says:—* We
acknowledge a presence as true and real as you do, but we
determine nothing rashly as to the manner of it.”® In his
writings he affirms that to bishops were “transferred the
chief part of the Apostolic function, the oversight of the
Church ; and the power of commanding, correcting, and
ordaining.”* It is evident, however, that he considered these
special powers to have been “transferred” to them more
for the sake of discipline and convenience, and as a sort of
afterthought under unexpected circumstances, than as hav-
ing any supernatural character. Accordingly he proceeds to
add :—“The occasion which caused the apostles to appoint
bishops seemeth to have been schisms.” It necessarily
follows, of course, that without the schisms no bishops would
have been required.

Heylin tells us that Andrews introduced the custom for
the clergy of making an “obeysance towards the East,
before they betook themselves to their seats” in church.® In
Canterburies Doome, by Wm. Prynne, page 134, there is a
description of Bishop Andrews’ private chapel, with an

1 “Cyp. Angl.,” pp. 57-8. 15 p. 6. 3 3. p 23
4 ¢‘Lib. of Angl. Cath. Theol. Andrews,” p. 356.  ® ** Cyp. Angl.” p. 16.
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elaborate plan. On the communion table, leaning against
the wall, is a very large cushion, with a great alms-dish
resting against it, an arrangement which still prevails, or till
lately prevailed, in certain English cathedrals. On either
side was a candle-stick and candle, although, be it observed,
he states in his writings, that “ the burning of tapers in their
churches at noon-day is altogether a pagan custom.”! At
the north and south ends of the table were “stuffed kneeling
stools.” A few feet from the communion-rails, right in the
middle of the chapel, and in front of the lectern, which was
apparently the most honoured thing in the building, and
was raised on three steps, stood a table “for music.” On
this music-table was a censer and incense boat, “ wherein y*®
clarke putteth frankincense at y° reading of the first lesson.”
Among the other properties of the sanctuary was a silver-gilt
canister for wafers. Possibly, like the candles, the wafer-
canister and the censer were for ornament and not for use;
otherwise, Bishop Andrews was rather an advanced ritualist
for his day. But, like not a few modern ritualists, he was
very “low” in some respects. For instance, it is clear that
he did not encourage weekly “celebrations,” and would not
tolerate them except on Sundays. “The sacraments,” he
says, “and discipline are for the Sabbath day, but not for
every Sabbath? Again, he would not admit that either the
Catholics or the Easterns could possibly interpret Scripture
aright. He says:—*“ And so both jointly and severally their
grounds are false, and ours are the only true means of inter-
pretation.”® Like many of the loftiest of modern High-
Churchmen, too, he hated Catholics, and especially Jesuits.

,” he observes, that “the Jesuits” *“resemble

priests of the Indians, called brachmans, men-

)sorius ; he saith, ‘these heathen clergy-priests

hilosophy and the mathematical arts, insomuch

* learning and counterfeit holiness they continue

stime the singular contrivers of all fraud and

Angl. Cath. Theol. Andrews,” p. 372. ? 25. p. 163
‘2. p. 373
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Besides his candlesticks and wafers, and censers and
incense, he had taken a high flight in drawing up, and using
with some ceremony, forms for the consecration of churches
and chalices. Now I want the reader specially to bear in
mind all these High-Church practices of Andrews. To say
that Laud “revived,” or introduced most of these things
into the Church of England is a mistake. In all his life
he never did anything “higher” than Andrews had done,
unless it were the putting of a cross, and, in at least
one instance, a crucifix, over a communion -table. Cer-
tainly he greatly spread and even enforced some of the
ritualistic customs of Andrews, and, what was more, he
was abused for them, and he suffered for them; but, so
far as I have been able to ascertain, he never made a
single step in advance of Bishop Andrews, or probably of
one or two other bishops who preceded or were contempor-
aneous with him, either in doctrine or in ritual. Laud was
energetic, determined, and thorough; but he was not re-
markable for originality, nor can I find that he sought out
Catholic usages and endeavoured to implant them in the
new Anglican establishment. Early in the seventeenth
century, he obtained the friendship of Andrews, became
devotedly attached to him, and took his theology and ritual
as his model. When impeached for high treason many
years later, on account of teachings and practices which
were said to be popish, his chief defence was that he had
only taught and done things which Bishop Andrews had
done and taught before him.

Another bishop, “high” as to the real-presence, was Bishop
Morton. He says “that the question betwixt us and the
Papists is not concerning the Real Presence, which the
Protestants (as their own Jesuites witness) do also profess.” !
It must, indeed, have been puzzling for the faithful Anglican
to know in which of his pastors to believe, when another
bishop, Bishop Cooper, “in language remarkably clear and
strong,” maintained, “that no form of Church government is
divinely ordained, that Protestant communities, in establish-

16 CYP- Angl.”
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ing different forms, have only made a legitimate use of their
Christian liberty ; andthatEplsmpacy:sycmlndysnted
to England because the English constitution is monarchical. ™!

It may not be unnatural for outsiders to retort that there
are even more dissensions in the Anglican Establishment
now than there were then. This I do not deny ; but, since
then, three hundred years have given it a certain stability,
dignity, and maturity, and time has proved to its rival schools
that they can co-exist within it without shattering its fabric;
moreover, not a few, nor they the least influential, of its
members, pride themselves more upon its comprehensiveness
than upon any other of its virtues. That particular virtue
had not been discovered at the period of which I write.

1 Macsulay’s ““Hist. of Eng.,” vol. i. chap. i.



CHAPTER IIL

IF Buckeridge, Laud’s tutor at St John's, was “the leading
controversialist in sacramental matters,”? on the High-Church
side, other, and higher authorities in the university were of
a very different stamp. Abbot, who afterwards became
Archbishop of Canterbury, was Master of University College.
As Mr Benson says of him?:—* His favourite tenet was the
descent of the visible Church, not through the main unmis-
takable channel, but through by-waters and side-streams.
That a man should have gravely held the truth to have
passed through Berengarians, Albigenses, Wicklifites, Hus-
sites, to Luther and Calvin, is nearly incredible ; yet this was
the text of Abbot.” Another strong Calvinist, and a corre-
spondent of Calvin himself, was the President of Magdalen,
Dr Lawrence Humphrey, the Regius Professor of Divinity,
and a disciple of Zwinglius., When such a man was lecturing
in the divinity schools, the theological tone at Oxford was not
likely to be very Episcopalian. The President of Corpus
Christi College, Dr Rainolds, was also a strong Puritan.

The year after his arrival, Laud obtained the coveted
scholarship in his college. Learning and science were at this
time beginning to make rapid strides, and to the very year
in which Laud was elected a scholar, is commonly attributed
the invention of one of the most important instruments of
science—the microscope, although it was probably known in
a primitive form before that date.

Of Laud’s undergraduate life we know little. Wood
describes him as “a very forward, confident, and zealous
person.” He was made a fellow of his college in his fourth
year at Oxford, when he was a few months under twenty.
Early in the following year, his father died, and although his

1 Benson, p. 18. 2 25 p. 19.
3
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mother was to have the income of her husband’s property
for her life, his own fortune, if a small one, was assured, and
he was in no danger of becoming one of the penurious clergy
so common at that period.

¢ A gentle squier would gladly entertaine,
Into his house some trencher chaplaine :”

“——he would contented be
To give five markes and winter liverie.”
Bishop Hall.

Or as Peacham says in his Complete Gentleman .—“ If they”
(English gentlemen) “can procure some pouge Bachelor of
Arts from the Universities to teach their children to say
grace, and serve the cure of an impropriation ; who, wanting
means and friends, will be content upon the promise of £10
a yeare; at his first coming to be pleased with £5.” A
modern writer says :—* Harrison admits, with a sigh, that
the lower ecclesiastics were generally despised ; but he seeks
to explain the fact, less by their ignorance, and immorality,
than by their poverty.”! Laud had the good fortune not to
be one of these.

The mention of the clerics of the period, reminds me of one
professing a different religion, who died the year after that of
Laud’s father’s death. I am thinking of St Philip Neri, the
founder of the Congregation of Oratorians. Everyone knows
the story that whenever he met the students of the English
College in the streets of Rome, he used to take off his hat
and salute them. He could not but know that those among
their number who should return as priests to their native
shores would be in imminent danger of death; that, in
fact, such a return would of itself be a capital offence; and
many of them, as they returned his salute, might well have

" —*“Morituri te salutant.”
‘d says ? :—“ From the defeat of the Armada till
f the queen, during the lapse of fourteen years,
s groaned under the pressure of incessant per-
ixty-one clergymen, forty-seven laymen, and two
7 Huber'’s ¢‘ Eng Univ.,” vol. i. p. 341.
? Lingard’s * Hist. of Eng.,” vol. vi. p. 257.
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gentlewomen suffered capital punishment for some or other
of the spiritual felonies and treasons which had been lately
created.” Besides these, many Catholics were imprisoned,
or fined, or whipped, or had their ears bored with a hot iron,
or were racked, or otherwise tortured for the sake of their
religion. Yet in spite of all these persecutions, Mr Froude
tells us that shortly before Laud’s first arrival at Oxford, it
was a nursery for Jesuits! Father Edmund Campian, the
Jesuit, had been a Fellow of Laud’s own college, Father
Parsgns had been a Fellow of Balliol. I may observe, in
passing, that Oxford has continued to be a “nursery for
Jesuits”; at tht present moment, one exceedingly able Jesuit
Father is a Fellow of Laud’s beloved St John’s itself, and a
good many others are, or have been, Fellows, or Masters or
Bachelors of Arts at Oxford. But to proceed. “Oxford
became a perpetual recruiting ground from which year after
year flights of students passed over to Rheims or to another
college which the Pope had erected at Rome.”? Only three
years before Laud went to St John’s a correspondent of
Walsingham’s wrote :—“ Those who are seminary priests
learnt not their papistry abroad, but carried it with them
from their colleges at Oxford.”®> Mr Froude says:—* The
pupils whom Campian and his friends had trained at Oxford
had caught and retained his spirit. They grew from boys
to men. They took their degrees and became fellows, and
Holt of Oriel, Arden of Trinity, Garnet, Bryant, Sherwin,
Emerson, and many more, wandered together by Cherwell
and Isis, brooding over their master’s teaching, and resolving
one by one to break the ties of home and kindred and devote
their lives to the cause of the Catholic faith.”

Laud took his degree of Bachelor of Arts when he was
twenty-one. At twenty-three he had a serious illness, and
the next year another. When he was twenty-five he took
his Master's degree, and in the same year he was appointed
“Grammar Reader,” shortly after which he “fell into a great
sickness.”  Possibly these three successive illnesses may

! Froude’s ““Hist. of Eng.,” vol. xi. 308, 12. Ly (2
3 Domestic MSS., 1585.
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have interfered with his theological studies, although the
preparation for Anglican ordination was not a very serious
matter in those days; or it may be that he was engaged for
some time in educating others ; at any rate, he was not made
a deacon until he was twenty-seven, nor a “priest” until he
was twenty-eight.

In the meantime, when he was twenty-five, Protestants
throughout Europe were encouraged by the famous Edict of
Nantes, by which Henry IV. of France granted toleration
to his Protestant subjects. To Laud, this might appear a
somewhat qualified blessing; for, in France, Protestantism
meant Calvinism, which he hated, and an edict which in that
country threw open posts of trust, profit, and honour to Cal-
vinists in France, might encourage men of their way of think-
ing in England. The horrible and detestable “ massacre of St
Bartholomew ” had taken place in the year preceding Laud’s
birth, and perhaps he may have reflected that French
guarantees of security and freedom to Protestants were not
always to be trusted, especially as King Henry, who granted
the edict, had abjured Protestantism and become a Catholic
only five years earlier.

In the same year as that in which the Edict of Nantes was
promulgated, a young man was elected to be one of his
brother fellows, on whose career he was to exercise con-
siderable influence. This was Juxon, who became his
intimate friend, and eventually succeeded him in the Pre-
sidency of St John’s, the Bishopric of London, and the
Archbishopric of Canterbury. Like Andrews, Juxon was
an Anglican bishop who held very high views and had the
good luck to suffer very little for them. Laud was made the
scapegoat.

Laud’s mother died the year that he was made deacon, so
he then became possessed of the whole of his little fortune.

Both his deacon’s and his priest’s “orders” were received
from the hands of Dr Young, the Bishop of Rochester.
That ecclesiastic “found his study raised above the system
and opinions of the age, upon the noble foundation of the
Fathers, Councils, and the ecclesiastical historians, and



Girea séor] Life of Archbishop Laud. 27

presaged that, if he lived, he would be an instrument of
restoring the Church from the narrow and private principles
of modern times.”! That Laud had read considerably
among the works of the Fathers—in each of whom he
appears to have seen an Anglican—and that he had at
least dipped into the writings of more modern Catholics,
including those of a living theologian who was then
attracting considerable attention — Bellarmin—is evident
from his Conferences with Fisher.

The year in which Laud received Anglican priests’ orders
the famous Earl of Essex was executed, and, in the next, a
beginning of many changes important to Laud was caused
by the death of Queen Elizabeth. But at that time, what-
ever his secret ambition or aspirations may have been, he
was not a courtier, and the death of a queen did not much
affect his daily life. Far more important events to him must
have appeared his appointment to the Divinity Lectureship
at St John’s in the year the queen died, and to the Proctor-
ship of the University of Oxford in the following year, when
he himself was thirty. In his divinity lectures, he publicly
displayed his colours. He lectured, says Heylin, on “the
perpetual Visibility of the Church of Christ, derived from
the Apostles to the Church of Rome, continued in that
Church (as in others of the east and south) till the Reforma-
tion.”2 Such a doctrine was certain to rouse the ire of
Abbott, the Vice-Chancellor, since, as the same author tells
us, he traced his Church “ from the Berengarians to the Albi-
genses, from the Albigenses to the Wickliffists, from the
Wickliffists unto the Hussites, and from the Hussites unto
Luther and Calvin.” Coming from so prominent a member
of the university as the Proctor of the year, Laud’s lecture
would appear the more atrocious in Abbott’s eyes, and the
two principal officers of Oxford were thus placed in violent
opposition to each other. To the enmity between Abbott
and Laud I shall have to refer presently. Nor was the
Vice-Chancellor his only opponent. Scarcely had his term

1 A quotation (authority not mentioned) in Mozley’s Essay on Laud.
* ¢ Cyp. Angl,” p. 49.
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of Proctorship ended before he was “ shrewdly ratled by Dr
Holland,”? for maintaining, when he “ performed his exercise
for Bachelor of Divinity,” that “there could be no true
Church without Diocesan Bishops.” Evidently, Dr Holland
thought that to follow the lead of the Vice-Chancellor was
a very safe policy, and Laud found himself practising what
a modern writer has called “the gentle art of making
enemies.”

Six months after he had been elected Proctor, Laud was
appointed Chaplain to the Earl of Devonshire,—a man of
quite a different family from the later Earls of Devonshire,
and the present Duke,—who had but just received that
title from King James I, together with the Garter. This
nobleman had held a command in the fleet which opposed
the Armada ; he had also been Lord Lieutenant of Ireland,
and had put down a rebellion at the Battle of Kinsale.

To enter the service of so distinguished a man, was a step,
and indeed the first, for Laud in a secular direction. The
appointment to such a post would have an additional
attraction to him, because his patron, if Camden is to be
trusted, was nearly as eminent for learning as for valour,
having in those respects, “ no superior, and but few equals,”
and Moryson, his secretary, describes him as “beautiful in
person, as well as valiant; and learned, as well as wise.”
Unfortunately, his morals were not so unimpeachable as his
bravery, his learning, or his wisdom. When a young man,
he had fallen in love with the sister of no less a person than
the great Earl of Essex, who was beheaded for high treason
at the Tower three years before Laud obtained the chap-
laincy ; he had asked her to marry him, and she had con-

’ er friends had forced her to marry Lord Rich,
1 of Warwick, as Lord Devonshire, or Charles
vas at that time, was only a younger son with
ects. While his wife, she had three sons and
i; but it is to be feared that, owing to her
Blount, she was anything than faithful to him.
reen the husband and wife became more and

1 ¢«Cyp. Angl.”
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more strained, and some four or five years after Lord Rich’
had been present at the sacking of Cadiz, he divorced
Penelope—for that was her name.

Clergymen, who enjoy the patronage of influential and
clever magnateg with loosish morals, sometimes find them-
selves placed in difficult positions. To Laud, who, by the way,
had lately been dignified by the title of Bachelor of Divinity,
Lord Devonshire one day presented himself, and asked him
to marry him to Lady Rich. This was a couple of years
after he had been appointed to the chaplaincy. Many
clergymen would have winced at such a request; but to a
High-Churchman it must have been exceptionally odious.
Some authorities maintain that Laud was threatened ; that
he was what Americans call “cornered” in some way, is
almost certain. At any rate, “serving my ambition and
the sins of others,” as he says, he gave way, and consented.
The thought that he was doing exceedingly wrong must
have sorely seared his conscience; but more excruciating
still must have been the reflection that his conduct could
only be justified on the most extreme Calvinistic grounds.
Would not people say :—*Is Saul also among the prophets ?”
Would not every good Churchman turn his back upon him,
and would not every Puritan chuckle on hearing what he had
done? Well might he write in his diary—*“ My cross about
the Earl of Devon's marriage, Decemb. 26, 1605, die Jovis.”
And at such a holy season, too, to commit such an act! one
can almost hear him saying to himself in mournful tones.

If he sinned, he repented! A well-known Jesuit author
writes to me :—“In the first editions of my * * * * [ had
a note reflecting strongly on Laud for having married Lord
Devonshire to Lady Rich in the lifetime of her husband.
But when I found that he so regretted it in his after life,
and kept its anniversary as a fast day, I struck his name
out of the note on p. 101 of my third edition.” It was
doubtless of this false step that Laud wrote :—* Lapidatus
non pro sed a peccato”—* Stoned not on account of a sin,
but &y a sin”; for it was on St Stephen’s day that this
particular sin was committed.
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Nor was the offence without its temporal punishment.
King James, the theologian, ecclesiastical lawyer, and pedant,
was furious. The unfortunate earl wrote him an apology ;
but His Majesty's ire was so implacable as to cause the de-
linquent to die of “the spleen” within a year. As to Laud,
it is probable that to this event must be attributed the
slowness of his advancement during the next few years, so far
as regal favour was concerned. Mr Benson in his brilliant
“ Study ” of Laud, says:—*I came, the other day, upon the
actual petition of Lord Rich for divorce, filed among the
Lambeth papers.” (The very mention of the Lambeth papers
makes a biographer of Laud almost wish that, like Mr
Benson, he were the son of an Archbishop of Canterbury!)
¢And there is also a curious relic, attributed by tradition to
the time of Laud, which has undoubtedly reference to the
same event. This is a portrait, rather stiff and Flemish in
style, which hangs in the great corridor of the palace, of a
sweet-faced, gentle lady, her bunches of auburn hair standing
out very strongly against a pale-green background. On the
back, in large old letters, are traced the words, ¢ A Countess
of Devonshire’ It cannot be doubted which.”! If this
portrait was brought to Lambeth by Laud, one would
have thought that he might have hung many a pleasanter
memento upon his walls.

Sixteen years after he had committed his fault, he per-
formed a curious penance for it. It so happened that he
had to preach before the court, in the very chapel in which
the so-called marriage had been performed. The subject he
chose for his sermon was the peace of the Church, and in
the course of it he said :—* Yet will I do the people right;
for though many of them are guilty of inexcusable sin, as
sacrilege, so too many of us priests are guilty of other as
great sins as sacrilege.”? Perhaps he thought that his con-
gregation would expect him to make what is called “some
allusion in his sermon ” to the incident which would naturally
be in the minds of all his hearers, and he may have said this
to satisfy them.

1 Benson, p. 35. 3 Ib., p. 35, note,
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It would seem that the Earl of Devonshire had printed a
defence of his conduct, and at the same time aired his
heterodox views upon the subject of divorce; for there is an
entry in the Calendar of State Papers: — ‘“ Censures on the
Earl of Devonshire’s Tract touching Marriage and Divorce,
by Wm. Laud.”! And the very next entry runs:—
“ Dissertation on Matrimony, Divorce, &c., from Matt. 19,
v. 6; probably connected with the above.” If the dates are
correct, Laud’s censure of his patron’s tract must have been
written only four months after the unlucky marriage
ceremony.

He wrote a very good private prayer of contrition for the
part he had taken in the unhappy business, and there can be
no doubt that he was heartily ashamed of it, and heartily
sorry for it.

Less than two months before Lord Devonshire’s marriage,
the whole of England had been excited by the discovery
of the horrible gunpowder plot. It would be difficult to
exaggerate the effect that is likely to have been produced
upon Laud by such an incident at such a time. It should
be remembered that he had only been four years in priest’s
“orders,” that, at thirty-three, he was beginning to attain
some celebrity, as one of the leading young clergymen of
the High-Church School at Oxford; and that he had
just been Proctor, and had had the courage to brave the
displeasure of the Vice-Chancellor himself for the sake of
his advanced views. Placed in the forefront of the battle
against Puritanism and Calvinism, he could scarcely help
reflecting upon the source from which he had derived, if
not stolen, his weapons: indeed, he boldly asserted that
the Anglican Church had obtained her orders through Rome ;
what would be more natural, therefore, than that he should
be inclined to consider the claims of the Catholic Church?
Let us assume this to have been the case; I make the
assumption in no unfriendly spirit towards his memory ;
let us suppose that he was beginning to think that, after
all, Rome might not be quite so black as she was painted.

1 ¢ Cal. Sta. Pa.,” 1603-10, 1606, April? Nos. 53 and 54.
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And then, what happened? News came to him that a most
diabolical conspiracy to destroy the whole Parliament by
means of the cowardly and dastardly medium of an
explosion of gunpowder had just been discovered; that
the object was the overthrow of the prevailing Protestant
powers and the introduction of Catholic powers; that the
conspirators were all what are termed ‘““good Catholics;”
that one of them was the owner of large properties in three
of the midland counties; that another was not only a
knight of high character and great estates, but very highly
connected, and, worst of all, that two Jesuit priests had been
privy, and even consenting, to the plot. Here would be
a nice story for a man considering the attractions of the
Catholic Church.

We, of course, know that the gunpowder plot, although
undertaken by Catholics, was a freak as mad and as un-
authorised as it was wicked ; that about four months before
its discovery, the General of the Jesuits himself, Father
Aquaviva, had written “very earnest letters” to the Jesuit
afterwards accused, Father Garnet, “ wherein he saith that
he writeth % mandato Pape, that we were expressly com-
manded by His Holiness to hinder by all possible means all
conspiracies of Catholics” ;! and that both this same Father
Garnet and Father Blackwell, the archpriest of England,
did all they could to make these wishes of the Pope’s gener-
ally known among English Catholics. We also know that
Catesby had twisted the Pope’s exhortation, of some five or
six years earlier, when the succession to the English Crown
was in dispute, to support the Catholic claimant, into a very
different thing, namely an exhortation to depose the Protest-
ant monarch, when he was no longer a claimant but a king ;
that he had asked Father Garnet “whether, in case it were
lawful to kill a person or persons, it were necessary to regard

innocents which were present, lest they also should
h withal,” to which Father Garnet had replied that “in
1st wars it is practised and held lawful to beat down
:s and walls and castles, notwithstanding innocents were

1 Hatfield MS.
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in danger, so that such battering were necessary for the
obtaining of victory,”! and that, in conversation with his
accomplices, he had exaggerated this reply into the consent
of a Jesuit to the gunpowder plot. We know that, a little
later, he had revealed the plot to Father Greenway under seal
of confession, giving him permission to inform Father Garnet
also under seal of confession ;? and that both these fathers
had done all they could to dissuade him from his purpose
without avail, and had suffered intense misery of mind in
consequence, but had considered themselves bound by the
inviolable seal of the confessional not to reveal the matter to
others. We also know that while Father Greenway was
undoubtedly bound by that seal, Father Garnet, after his
arrest, wrote to the latter:—*“To testify that I do and
always did condemn the intention, and that indeed I might
have revealed a general knowledge had of Mr Catesby
out of confession, but hoping of the Pope’s prevention,
and being loth to hurt my friend, I acknowledge to
have so far forth offended God and the King, and so ask
forgiveness ” ;3 the “ Pope’s prevention” referring to a letter
he himself had written to the General, requesting him to beg
the Pope to forbid all Catholics in England to take up arms
against the Government, on pain of excommunication.* We
know, too, that, instead of having confessed himself guilty,
without reserve, as was given out, what Father Garnet really
wrote was:—“I, Henry Gamnet, of the Society of Jesus,
priest, do here freely protest before God, that I hold the late
intention of the powder action to have been altogether un-
lawful and most horrible, &c. &c. I also protest that I was
ever of opinion, that it was unlawful to attempt any violence
against the King’s Majesty and Estates after he was once
received by the realm. And I acknowledge that I was
bound to reveal all knowledge that I had of this or any
other treason out of the sacrament of confession. And

1 Hatfield MS.

2 Greénway’s Relation, Stonyhurst MS., p. 109. I quote from * Father Henry
Garpet and The Gunpowder Plot,” by the Rev. J. H. Pollen, S.]J.

3 Hatfield MS., 113, fol. 154.

4 Father Pollen’s ** Father Garnet and the Gunpowder Plot,” p. 13.

c
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whereas partly upon hope of prevention, partly for that I
would not betray my friend, I did not reveal the general
knowledge of Mr Catesby’s intention, which I had by him,
I do acknowledge myself highly guilty, to have offended
God, the King’s Majesty, and estate, and humbly ask of all
forgiveness, exhorting all Catholics that they no way build
upon my example.”! We also know, as, for that matter,
every Catholic knew then, that to profane the sacrament by
receiving Holy Communion, with the intention of perpetrat-
ing an atrocious crime, would be a fearful sacrilege and to
eat and drink damnation.

The opinion of the arch priest (the chief ecclesiastic of
the Catholic Church at that time in England), on the gun-
powder plot may be worth quoting. Dr Hook writes? that,
on Nov. 28, he “published a letter to the English Papists, in
which he condemned the late plot as ‘a detestable and
damnable practice, odious in the sight of God, horrible to
the understanding of men.’ He exhorted them °‘not to
attempt any practice or action, tending, in any degree, to the
hurt or prejudice of the person of our sovereign lord the king,
the prince, nobility, counsellors, and officers of state, but
towards them, in their several places and degrees, to behave
as becomes dutiful subjects and religious Catholics.’” 8

But all that I have to do with this matter, on the present
occasion, is to consider what the effect of the news of the
horrible affair would be, or be likely to be, at the time, upon
a man with some inclinations towards the Catholic Church,
as I am assuming may have been the case with Laud. Let
us endeavour to imagine the feelings with which high
Anglicans would receive the news that a band of Catholics,
containing some desperadoes, but also comprising two or
three well-known country gentlemen, if not a peer or so,
and a couple of the Jesuit fathers at Farm Street, had almost
succeeded in blowing up with dynamite the principal
Government buildings in London, with the intention of

1P. R. O. Dom. James I., xx. 12.
3 ¢¢ Lives of the Archbishops of Canterbury,” vol. v. p. 226.
3 Collier, vii. 320.
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placing England under Irish rule. Would such news be
conducive to conversions to the Catholic Church among
respectable High-Church Anglicans? I ask the question in
order to do justice to the subject of my biography; and it is
only on his account, and with a view to a right understand-
ing of his conduct, that I introduce the subject of the
execrable gunpowder plot into my pages.



CHAPTER IV.

LAUD’s life was destined to be a stormy one. The tempest
about the part he had taken in Lord Devonshire’s marriage
was still raging, when another burst forth about a different
subject. This was a sermon. The notice of it in the Diary
is as follows:—“Anno 1606. The Quarrel Dr Ayry picked
with me about my Sermon at St Mary’s, Oct. 21, 1606.”
He was now in hot water once more with a Vice-Chancellor,
for Airy had succeeded Abbott. Heylin says that Dr Airy
stigmatised the sermon for “‘containing in it sundry
scandalous and Popish passages’; the good man making
all things to be matter of Popery, which were not held forth
unto him in Calvin's Institutes”' As Mr Gardiner says,
Laud “escaped a public recantation; but became a marked
man, as Popishly inclined.”

Not only was Laud attacked for sermons: he was also
attacked sz sermons. I may allude here, although chrono-
logically it should be noticed rather later, to a virulent
onslaught made upon him by Abbott’s brother, in a sermon
from the university pulpit. Having described Laud’s teach-
ing, he apostrophised the teacher of it, and staring straight
at the place where Laud was sitting, he exclaimed:—
“What art thouy, ROMISH or ENGLISH? PAPIST or

) TESTANT? Or what art thou? A mungrel, or
>ound of both?”2 And then he went on to call him
>rotestant by ordination; a Papist in point of free will
the like!” ‘A Protestant in receiving the sacrament;
pist in the doctrine of the sacrament!” “What!” cried
vith passionate vehemence. “Do you think there are
heavens?” He was now pretending that our Lord was
1 ¢ Cyp. Angl.” 2 ¢ Diction. of Nat. Bio.,” Lawd.

3 ¢ Cyp. Angl.” pp. 57, 58.
36
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speaking. “If there be, get you to the other, and place
yourself there; for into this, where I am, you shall never
come!”

So strong was the feelmg agamst him, that “it was a
heresy,” he wrote, “to be seen in my company, to salute me
in the street.”

It may be well, at this stage, to consider how far Laud
merited the accusation of “Popish inclinations.” As I have
already said, he did not “go further,” to use a modern term,
in his High-Churchism than Andrews, or several others of his
contemporaries. Indeed, some of his pronouncements would
be considered very moderate indeed by high Anglicans of
our own days. “All sides agree,” he says, in his Conference
with Fisher, “ in the faith of the Church of England, that in
the most blessed sacrament the worthy receiver is by his
faith made spiritually partaker of the true and real body and
blood of Christ truly, and really, and of all the benefits of
his passion. Your Roman Catholics add a manner of this
his presence, transubstantiation, which many deny, and
the Lutherans a manner of this presence, consubstantiation,
which more deny.” “It is safer communicating with the
Church of England than with the Roman or Lutheran,
because all agree in this truth, not in any other opinion.”!
Here he appears to claim a lower view, as to the real
presence, for the Anglicans than for the Lutherans. Again
he says :—*“Protestants of all sorts maintain a true and real
presence of Christ in the eucharist; and then, where is any
known or damnable heresy here?? Surely this was making
no high claim—to put his Church on the same footing with
other Protestant Churches as to the eucharist! In a note on
the same page, he quotes the article xxviii. :—* The body of
Christ is given, taken, and eaten in the supper {of the Lord)
only after an heavenly and spiritual manner.” On the fol-
lowing page he quotes Cranmer:—"If by this word really
you understand corporaliter, corporally in his natural and
organical body, under the forms of bread and wine, it is
contrary to the holy word of God.” Then he quotes Ridley,

1 ¢¢ Conf. with Fisher,” Oxford, 1839, p. 241. 3 1b., p. 247.
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and says:—“And for Calvin, he comes no whit short of
these.”! He keeps harping on the point that Lutherans
and Calvinists and Anglicans all hold variations of the same
doctrine on the real presence, all of them being diametri-
cally opposed to that of the Catholics. “As for the
Lutherans, they neither deny nor doubt of his true and real
presence there; and they are Protestants. And as for the
Calvinists, if they might be rightly understood, they also
maintain a most true and real presence, though they cannot
permit their judgment to be transubstantiated ; and they are
Protestants too.”2 We are all Protestants, and our differ-
ences of opinion as to the real presence, are much the same
as those 'twixt tweedledum and tweedledee! he seems to
say.

On the subject of purgatory, again, he is what the
majority of my fellow-countrymen would call “ very sound.”
The Primitive Church, says he, never did “acknowledge a
purgatory in a side-part of hell.”® He is equally “sound ”
on baptism ; for he continues, in the same sentence :—“nor
make the intention of the priest of the essence of baptism.”
And, for all his talk about getting orders through the
Church of Rome, he was at heart “sound” on the question
of Apostolical succession. “Most evident it is,” says he,
“that the succession which the Fathers meant is not tied
to place or person, but it is tied to the verity of doctrine.” ¢
And, again :—* For succession in the general I shall say this;
it is a great happiness where it may be had visible and
continued, and a great conquest over the mutability of this
present world. But I do not find any one of the ancient

‘athers that makes local, personal, visible, and continued
succession, a necessary sign or mark of the true Church in
any one place.”® It is quite clear, therefore, that Laud, who
was naturally fond of ceremonial, decency, and order, and
such like things, was of Cranmer’s opinion, already quoted,

1 the admission of many of these offices be divers
ceremonies and solemnities, and which be not of
ference with Fisher,” Oxford, 1839, p. 249. 3 1B., p. 246.
275. ¢ 1b., p. 323. 8 2., p. 322.
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necessity, but only for a good order and seemly fashion ; for
if such offices and ministrations were committed without
such solemnity, they were nevertheless duly committed.”
And that “appoyntement whiche the Appostels by necessyte
made by common election and sometyme by their owne
several assignment, could not then be doon by Christen
princes, ‘bicause at that tyme they were not; and nowe at
these dayes appertayneth to Christian princes and rulers.” !

Very strong evidence of his opinion on the question of
the necessity of consecration and Apostolical succession in
bishops is given on page 141 of his own History. He
writes :—* Neither s Episcopacy in all the Parts and Powers
of i1, that whick it was in time of Popery, and still is in the
Roman Church.” (The italics are his own.) “Nor is the
other Form of Government” (i.., Presbytery) “recetved, main-
tained, and Practised in all other Reformed Churches ; unless
these men be so straightlaced, as not to admit the Churches
of Sweden, and Denmark, and indeed, all, or most of the
Luthkerans, to be Reformed Churches. For in Sweden they
retain both the Thing and the Name; and the Governours
of their Churches are, and are called Biskops. And among
the other Lutkerans the Thing is retained, though not the
Name. For instead of Bishops, they are called Superin-
tendents. And yet even here too, these Names differ more
in sound than in sense. For Bishop is the same in Greek,
that Superintendent is in Latin. Nor is this change very
well liked by the Learned. Howsoever, Lutkher, since he
would change the Name, did yet very wisely, that he would
leave the Thing, and make choice of such a name as was not
altogether unknown to the Ancient Church.”?

Here, therefore, we have it in black and white, in Laud’s
own writing, that in their Superintendents, the Lutherans had
the Thing, Bishop. That the Thing had not been honoured
with the “divers comely ceremonies,” commonly called con-
secration, that the Thing had no pretension to orders, made
no difference : it was Bishop, quite as much as the Anglican

1 I quote from Estcourt’s * Question of Anglican Ordination,” pp. 70, 71.
3 ¢« Hist, of the Troub. and Tryal of Will. Laud,” p. 141.§

. TE——— ——
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Archbishop of Canterbury was Bishop. If words mean any-
thing, Laud’s words mean this, and they show how far he
believed in Apostolical succession, and in any orders, for
that matter. When we add to this that he distinctly denied
the necessity of intention for the validity of a sacrament;
that he even denied the necessity of a “ purpose to do therein
as the Church doth,”! adding, “ nor is the intention of either
bishop or priest of absolute necessity to the essence of a
sacrament,” we begin to realise how far Laud was doctrinally
a High-Churchman.

The Anglican position in his days is thus described by one
of Laud’s modern Anglican biographers :—* There is more in
Episcopacy than a form of government. But this was not
seen at first ; the primary impression of many of the Refor-
mers being that they were all, episcopal or otherwise, on an
equal footing. This will account for the evident unwilling-
ness on the part of the rulers of the English Church at the
time of the Reformation to commit themselves to any state-
ment on the subject of orders, which might have the effect of
cutting off the foreigners from communion. This was only
natural, for foreigners were invited and encouraged to come;
it would have therefore been most unmannerly to have
passed any enactment against them. The validity of orders
conferred by the foreign consistories was therefore looked
upon as an open question. Many who had received no other
ordination were admitted to livings, and divines, sound in
the main, were unwilling to pass any decided opinion. Even
Traat o e aigher ground than the lawfulness of

¥s necessity as justification of ordination
2 the more advanced in the new doctrine
necessary limitation, and that under all
sters were equal to Bishops. Hence the
1 the question was enveloped in Queen

A few lines further on, he says that
t Minister so ordained in these French
incorporate himself with ours, and to

h Fisher,” Oxford, 1839, p. 229.
wd ” by the Rev. John Baines, p. 125.
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receive a public charge or cure of souls among us in the
Church of England (as I have known some of them to have
done of late, and can instance many others before my time),
&c,” “nor did our laws require more of” them “than to
declare ” their “ consent to the religion received among us,
and to subscribe the Articles established.” Bishop Cosin
was more than twenty years younger than Laud, and a
High-Churchman, who got into trouble for his extreme views.

Obviously, in the opinion of the most orthodox Anglican
divines of the time, it was the same in the case of the clergy
as in that of the bishops. If the foreign ministers had not
got the Name of priests, they had the Thing, and as to priest,
presbyter, and minister, “these names” differed “more in
sound than in sense.”

When one asks oneself why Laud should have been
selected as the object of attack by the Puritanical party, one
can only reply that it was probably for the same reason that
one ritualist clergyman is chosen for prosecution by the
Church Association instead of another, in these days.
Chance, no doubt, has much to do with it; aggressiveness,
or at least self-assertion, may have more; personal distinc-
tion, in some cases, perhaps, most of all, while personal
charms may save many. The late Mr Machonochie was not
so “high” as certain of his unprosecuted fellow-clergy, and
Bishop Andrews, who used wafer-bread for communion, was
left in peace, while poor Archbishop Laud pleaded, without
avail, as he stood, a prisoner, at his trial—“ For Wafers, 1
neither gave, or received the Communion but in Ordinary
Bread.”!

Much was made by Laud’s enemies of his prayers for the
canonical hours ; but these, which are given in his Devotions,
have practically nothing in common with the Divine Office
of the Catholic Church. Nor were any of his prayers of
a particularly Catholic tone, and it is a matter for surprise
that one who had such an inclination towards the Church’s
ceremonies did not avail himself to a greater extent of her
devotions.

1 ¢ Hist, of the Trial and Troub. of Will, Laud,” p. 342.
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Perhaps Laud reached his “highest” point when he
“approved Auricular Confession,” as Heylin tells usl In
the nineteenth century, it strikes one as curious that his
enemies dwelt less on this point, when accusing him of what
are now termed “popish leanings,” than on little ceremonies
and ritual observances which are now practised in the most
evangelical of churches.

The question of his attitude towards the Catholic Church
itself will necessarily present itself from time to time, as we
proceed ; and we shall find that it varied considerably at
different periods of his life, more, perhaps, on account of
political than religious causes; therefore, in dealing with it
in the present chapter, I will be somewhat brief.

First let his own Boswell speak for him. Having alluded
to the question of a reconciliation of the Anglicans with
Rome, he proceeds 2:—*“ Admitting, as we may say, that
no such Reconciliation was upon the Anvil,” he “had some
thoughts (and [ have reason to believe it) by Conferences
first, and if that failed, by the ordinary course of Ecclesiasti-
cal censures, of gaining Papists to the Church; and therefore
it concerned him in part of Prudence, to smooth the way, by
removing all such Blocks and Obstacles which had been laid
before them by the Puritan Faction.” In another place he
saysd:—“Seeing the Puritans grown so strong even to
endangering of our Peace both in Church and State, by
the negligence and remissness of the former Government,
he thought it necessary to show some countenance to the
Papists ; that the ballance being kept even between the
parties, the Church and State might be preserved (as indeed
they were)in the greater safety.” And again*:—* It was the
Petulancy of the Puritans on the one side, and the Pragma-
ticalness of the Jesuites on the other, which made the breach
wider than at first ; and had those hot spirits on both sides
been calmed a while, moderate men might possibly have
agreed upon such equal terms, as would have laid a sure
foundation for the peace of Christendom.”

An important witness to the staunchness of his Protes-

14 Cyp. Ang.,” p. 390, *J3,p.391. 35.,p 386 ¢JB,p. 388



s Cent ) Life of Archbishop Laud. 43

tantism is his friend, Lord Clarendon, who declares that “ no
man was a greater or abler enemy to Popery.”! Again, he
speaks of “the Protestant Religion” being “ more advanced
against the Church of Rome (without prejudice to other useful
or godly labours) especially by those two Books of the late
Lord Arch-Bishop of Canterbury his Grace,” i.e, Laud, “and
of My Chillingwortk, than it had been from the Reformation.”
Yet he admits that Laud “was always maligned, and
persecuted by those who were of the Calvinian Faction,
which was then very powerful, and who, according to their
usual maxim, and practice, call every man they do not
love, Papist.”?

Laud’s great enemy, Prynne, is scarcely fair or accurate in
making out that he invariably tolerated priests and Jesuits,
although “he hath bin so carefull that a poore man could
not goe to a neighbour Parish to heare a Sermon, when he
had none at home, could not have a Sermon repeated, nor
prayer used in his own Family, but he was a fit subject for
the High Commission Court; yet the other,” that is to say
the toleration and encouragement of Catholics, “hath beene
done in all parts of the Realme, and no notice of it by any
Ecclesiasticall Judges or Courts.” 3

There is plenty of evidence on the other side. In the
Whiteway Diary, in the British Museum, there is an entry,
%22 Oct. 1634. I heard Allison, a Coachman, and Robins,
an alderman of Yarmouth, censured in the Star Chamber for
slandering the present Archbishop of York, Dr Neile, as if
in the king’s return from Scotland last year he should have
petitioned him for a toleration of Popery.” Allison was
sentenced to be fined £1000 to the king, and 4500 to the
archbishop, and to be whipped in the pillory at York,
Yarmouth, and Ipswich. In passing sentence, “ Dr Lawde,
Archbishop of Canterbury, spoke wittily and bitterly.”
We read in the same diary, on “4 Dec. 1623. At this
time a Popish lawyer about London was censured at the
Star Chamber, for saying that King Henry VIIL. did ...

1 Clarendon’s ** Hist, of the Rebellion,” book iv. p. 572.
2 /3. book i. p. 90, 3 ¢* Canterburies Doome,” p. 30.
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the Protestant religion [an indelicate expression] 20 kave his
ears cut off, kis nose split, kis forehead marked with B for
blasphemy, whipped about London, and fined £10,000 to the
king.” And again, “25 Feby. 1633. The City of London
was fined in the Star Chamber at £70,000, for suffering of
Papists to plant in their plantation of Londonderry in
Ireland,” &cl

I merely make these quotations in order to show that,
in the Star Chamber, Catholics were not unduly favoured
in Laud’s time, and I may, for the same purpose, quote
Lingard, who says that Laud published a letter, which was
- also signed by the Bishop of Rochester, “ directing that not
only Catholic priests and the harbourers of priests, but all
persons in possession of papistical or heretical books, all
who had been, or were suspected of having been, present
at the celebration of mass, all whose children had been.bap-
tised or were taught by popish priests, or had been, or were
about to be sent to popish seminaries, should be appre-
hended and brought before His Majesty’s commissioners
for ecclesiastical matters.” 2

From this it is obvious that Laud did not hesitate to
persecute the Catholics; questions and instructions in his
visitations, when a bishop, afford similar evidence; on the
other hand, he seems to have taken more pleasure in
persecuting the Puritan and “the precise.”

Even on the scaffold, as the writer of the supplement to
his History says, “his great care was to clear his Majesty
and the Church of England, from any inclination to Popery.” 3
In his speech, which had been written beforehand, the poor
old man said :—“I have always lived in the Protestant
Religion established in England, and in that I come now
to Die”* Yet even then his stronger antipathy to the
Puritans than to the Catholics came out, when he said :—

1T quote from *‘ Records of The English Province S. J.,” by Henry Foley,
PP. 71, 72.

? Lingard’s ** Hist. of Eng.,” vol. vii. p. 223.

8 ¢ Hist, of the Troubles and Tryal of Will. Laud,” p. 446.

4 15., p. 450.
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“The Pope never had such an Harvest in England since the
Reformation, as he hath now upon the Sects and Divisions
that are amongst us.”?!

As I have said before, it is in his Conference with Fisher
that we can best judge of his feelings towards the Catholic
Church. Here he says: — “Rome and other national
churches are in this universal Catholic house as so many
daughters.” “Rome is an elder sister.”? “ The Protestants

edid not get that name by protesting against the Church of
Rome, but by protesting against her errors and superstitions.”3
And again, “ I heartily pray that he” (God) “ will be pleased
to give all of you” (Papists) “a light of his truth and a love
to it, that you may no longer be made instruments of the Pope’s
boundless ambition, and this most unchristian brain-sick
device, that in all controversies of the faith he is infallible.” ¢

No. Whatever he may have been, William Laud was not
a Catholic, and it is very doubtful whether he ever had much
inclination towards Catholicism. Protestants, and perhaps
Catholics also when judging Protestants, are apt to forget
that a love of ceremonial and ecclesiastical pomp and power
do not necessarily betoken any leaning towards the Church of
Christ. Many excellent Catholics, nay, many great saints,
have had no taste for music, architecture, or painting, have
cared little for ceremonies, and have shunned all offers of
power and place as if they were the plague.

1 s Hist. of the Troubles and Tryal of Will. Laud.,” p. 443.
3 ¢¢ Conf. with Fisher,” Oxford, p. 262. 3 5., p. 111. 4 1. p. 320.



CHAPTER V.

HAVING disposed of Laud’s quarrel with Dr Airy, we
come, in the next year, 1607, to his presentation and
induction to his first benefice, “ the Vicaridge of Stanford
in Northamptonskire.”

Five months later, he writes :—*“ The Advowson of North-
Kilworth in Leicestershive given to me, April 1608.” He
now began “to get on,” to use a modern phrase. “I pro-
ceeded Doctor in Divinity in the Act, anno 1608.” He was
then thirty-five. Almost more important, so far as his
advancement was concerned, was his appointment in August,
of the same year, as chaplain to Dr Neile, then Bishop of
Rochester, a man of tact and amiability. Moreover, he had
some influence with the king, and, by its use, he was enabled
to direct the future of Laud into a new and most important
channel.

In the same year was born the greatest ornament of the
school of thought which Laud most detested. John Milton
was as opposite to him in character as in creed ; but, what-
ever his influence upon his time, he will not figure much, if
at all, in this biography.

Within fourteen months of his appointment to Dr Neile’s
chaplaincy, a great event occured in the life of Laud—his

eached before the king. If he had what is
nanner,” he knew well enough how to act the
pulpit. In one of his sermons before the
is passage, which may serve as a specimen of
- And, Sir, as you were first up, and have
‘um in the ears of your people ; not that they
d pray,’ and ‘serve God’ alone, but go with
wouse of the Lord; so go on to serve your
ar merit, and the nobleness of your heart will
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glue the hearts of the people to you. And your religious
care of God’s cause and service will make Him, I doubt not,
‘arise,’ and haste to the ‘ maintenance’ of your cause, as of
‘His own.””

One of his latest, and, I might add, one of the best of
his biographers, Mr Benson, says of his sermons in general
that they “are curiously difficult reading ; they are closely
argued, emphatically stated, but have not the quality of
permanence. I know of no reading where the attention so
persistently wanders and is so rarely enchained.”! In truth,
his style was not very exhilarating. For instance, he begins
the sermon from which I have just made an extract:—
“ This psalm in the very letter is a complaint of the waste
that was made upon the city of Jerusalem, and the profana-
tion of the Temple that was in it. And these go together;
for when did any man see a kingdom, or a great city, wasted,
and the mother church left standing in beauty? Sure I
think never. For enemies when they have possessed a city
seldom think themselves masters of their own possessions,
till they have, as they think, plucked that god out of his
house, which defended the city.” And he ends with:—“ As
we have therefore now begun, so let us pray on as the
prophet did, that God, even our gracious Father, will be no
longer like unto one that sleeps ” (and then he continues with
“ thats ”—that he will do this, that he will do that, and that he
will do the other, for about half a page, finally winding up
with :—* That after the ‘maintenance of His own cause’ here,
we may in our several times be received up to Him in glory,
through Jesus Christ our Lord, to whom, with the Father,
&c.” In short, it is impossible to read Laud’s published
sermons from end to end without being reminded of that
barrel-organlike tone which characterised the preaching
common in Anglican pulpits forty years ago. He was very
fond of parading his knowledge of the Fathers, after this
fashion :—*“ So the ancient Fathers, Justin, Tertullian, Origen,
Athanasius, and the rest, are clear, and upon very good
grounds, &c.”

1 ¢¢ Archp. Laud,” A. C. Benson, p. 199.
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A court preacher, in those days, of course, would have
been nothing if not quasi-astrological and classical; ac-
cordingly we find him saying things of this sort :—“Join
them, and ‘keep the unity of the Spirit, and I will fear no
danger though Mars were * lord of the ascendant’ in the very
instant of his ‘session’ of Parliament, and ‘in the second
house, or joined, or in aspect, with the ‘lord of the second,
which yet Ptolemy thought brought much hurt to common-
wealths” And, again:—“As you may see in that brag of
the heathen in Minutius Felix.”

In order “to be near my Ld. of Rochester,” he exchanged
his advowson of North Kilworth for West Tilbery in Essex,
in the year in which he first preached before the king, and in
the following, “ My Ld. of Rockester gave me Cuckstone in
Kent, Maii 25, 1610.” About four months afterwards he
resigned his Fellowship of St John’s College. “Left Oxford,”
he says, “the 8th of the same month” (October 1610). And
doubtless not a few of the authorities at Oxford would be
heartily glad to get rid of him.

Less than a month after he had left Oxford, he wrote :—
“] fell sick of a Kentish Ague, caught at my Benefice,
Novemb. 5, 1610, which held me two months.” Perhaps this
made him anxious to quit so unhealthy a living, at any rate,
before the month was out, or his fit of ague over, he “left
Kuckstone, and was inducted in Norton, Novemb. 1610 by
Proxy.”

With the above, stands the entry, “In the midst of this
Sickness, the Suit about the Presidentship of St John’s
began.” His old tutor, Buckeridge, who had for some time
held the presidentship, resigned it, and he was proposed in
his stead. Party feeling ran very high on either side; but
he had many staunch friends in his old college, and in May
he was elected. Whether by accident or design—it was said
that one of the fellows tore it from the bursar’s hand and
burned it—the paper on which was written the result of the
scrutiny was destroyed. Lord Chancellor Ellsmere, incited
by Abbott, then Archbishop of Canterbury elect, objected to
Laud’s appointment, and appealed to the king.
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In the Calendar of State Papers! we find the Bishop of
Winchester, Bilson, writing in June to King James, as to
“illegal methods pursued in the election of Dr Laud as
President of St John’s College, Oxford,” and a reply from
the king, inquiring “whether the illegality in Dr Laud’s
election proceeded from faction or misconstruction of the
Statutes,” adding that, “the Council on both parties are to
be re-heard for a final decision.” In August, King James
heard the case at Tichbourne, in person, sitting three hours
over it, and confirmed the election. A few weeks later, we
find him writing to the Bishop of Winchester, that he “con-
siders the election of Dr Laud as President of St John’s
College, Oxford, was no further corrupt or partial than all
elections are liable to be; therefore wishes it to stand, and
clearer interpretations of the Statutes to be made for the
future.”?

According to Heylin, Laud felt no ill-will towards his
opponents at his election. *To the other fellows,” he says,
“who had opposed him in his election, he always showed a
fair and equal countenance, hoping to gain them by degrees;
but if he found any to be intractable, and not easily to be
gained by favours, he would find some handsome way or
another to remove them out of the college, that others, not
engaged either side, might succeed in their places.” This
is not exactly the disposition commonly assigned by his-
torians to Laud; but it should be studied for what it is
worth ; nor should we forget that to “remove” his enemies
“out of thecollege” was not unconducive to his own interests,
or that unless this had been done in a “ handsome way,” the
obnoxious fellows would have refused to go.

It was not so much to any of the fellows as to Abbott
that he attributed the opposition to his election. On May
10, 1611, he wrote in his Diary :—“ The Archbishop of
Canterbury was the original cause of all my troubles.”

Among the Stonyhurst MSS. (4nglia, vol. iii. n. 103) is
a letter written during the same month by the Jesuit, Father
Coffin or Cuffyn, a/ias Hatton, alluding to this same Arch-

1 P, 43, June 14, 1611. 3 15., p. 76, Sept. 23, 1611.
D
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bishop in the following terms:—*“To Bancroft the pseudo
" Archbishop of Canterbury succeeds George Abbot, a brutal
and fierce man, and a sworn enemy of the very name of
Catholic.” And what follows shows the strong anti-
Catholic spirit then prevailing. “The King meditates the
extermination of all Catholics ; the prisons are everywhere
crammed ; the Catholics hide themselves in caves and holes
of the earth, and others fly before the face of the persecutors
into these parts. An infinite number of pursuivants riotously
pass through every county of England, and it is incredible to
tell how they harass and afflict the most innocent men; for,
- entering the houses and lands, they carry off everything
—beds, tables, covers, clothes, chests, trunks, and especially
money. If they find the master of the house they thrust the
infamous oath of supremacy upon him, and if he refuses to
take it, they carry him off to the nearest gaol, there in
poverty and chains, in darkness and squalor, in hunger and
nakedness,—vel ducat vitam, vel animam agat. The times
of Elizabeth, although most cruel, were the mildest and
happiest, in comparison of those of James.”?

Another testimony to Abbott’s persecution of Catholics
is to be found in the Chronological Notes of the English
Congregation of the Order of St Benedict® by Dom Bennet
Weldon, O.S.B. of St Edmund’s, Paris. He gives an account
of the martyrdom of Father Maurus, a Benedictine monk.
“ He was banished and so went to Douay, from whence
returning to England, he was soon taken and pursued to
death by the aforementioned George Abbot, Titular Bishop
of London, to whom he was carried to be examined. The
chief proof of his priesthood urged against him was that as
he came by water from Graves End, that he might not be
discovered he flung into the Thames a little bag where his
Breviary, faculties, medals and crosses were, which a fisher-
man catching in his net, carried to George Abbot, Titular
Bishop of London (now bdecome) Titular Archbishop of
Canterbury. As soon as Father Maurus heard the fatal
sentence, he answered with a loud voice, ¢ Thanks be to God,

14¢Records of the Eng. Prov. S. J.,” series 1, p. 70, 2 Chap. xxvii.
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never any news did I ever more wish for, nor were there ever
any so welcome to me, &c.” ‘But be you all witness I pray
you, that I have committed no crime against his Majesty
or the country: I am only accused of Priesthood and for
Priesthood condemned.” This said, he returned to prison
as unconcerned as if nothing had been done against him,
whereas the said Titular Bishop, George Abbot, who sat
with the Judges to hear him condemned, withdrew from the
company like a man possessed with Orestes’ furies. R. F.
Maurus gave up his life on Whitsun Eve on the gth of June
(1612) very courageously with Mr Newport a Secular Priest.”

I dwell the more upon Abbott’s persecution of Catholics ;
because I wish to show that Laud, when, in course of time,
he succeeded Abbott in the archbishopric, although guilty
of occasionally persecuting them, nevertheless to some ex-
tent curbed the zeal of the pursuivants, and that he even
threatened one of them, who had made himself notoriously
obnoxious, with a whipping.

It seems probable that the hearing of the appeal against
Laud’s election to the Presidentship of St John's raised him
in King James's estimation ; for, within little more than a
couple of months, he made him one of his own royal
chaplains. It is, more or less, from this date, that Laud’s
court life may be said to have begun. His presidentship,
together with the inheritance which had befallen him on his
mother’s death, gave him tolerable wealth for a bachelor, and
he had no reason to be afraid of the expenses which his
visits to the royal palaces might entail upon him. Of the
monarch at that time presiding over the court, it is not
necessary that 1 should say much: everybody knows him to
have been a clever fool, and an intolerable prig; everybody
is aware that he was as ugly as he was vain, as shrewd as
he was unpractical, as drunken as he was religious, and as
bombastic as he was cowardly.

His finances were already in a low condition. Indeed, in
the very year that he made Laud his chaplain (1611), he
endeavoured to raise the wind by means of the ingenious
device of a new dignity, which he offered, to the number of
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two hundred patents, to any gentlemen of good family, or
possessed of clear annual incomes of 41000, who would
provide him with the monetary equivalent of thirty soldiers
for three years; that is to say, £1095. The dignity was to
be termed a Baronetcy. This honour was not so greedily
sought for as had been expected, and at the end of six years
less than half of the two hundred patents had been sold,
the amount thus realised being about £101,835.

Laud had not been many months President of St John’s
College, before a death occurred which made some stir in
his university. Like Laud, Sir Thomas Bodley had been
fellow of his college (Merton), had served the office of
proctor, and had risen to royal favour; but, after being em-
ployed in several embassies, he had fallen into disgrace, and
in 1597 retired into private life. He then set to work to
restore the public library at Oxford, which he rebuilt. The
first stone of this library, which now bears his name, was
laid the year before Laud was made President of St John’s,
and the year afterwards Bodley died. It is merely to show
that even great public benefactors have their detractors,
and with no desire to lessen the credit of a celebrated name,
that, in addition to the panegyric of Isaac Wake in a letter
to Carleton, announcing the death of Sir Thomas Bodley—
“leaving all lovers of learning sorrowful bemoners of their
owne loss in his,”! I quote a few extracts from the State
Calendar recounting letters from Chamberlain to Carleton,
during the months succeeding his death :—*Death of Sir
Thomas Bodley. Particulars of his will. He has left
legacies to great people, £7000 to his library, and £200 to
Merton College ; but little to his brothers, his old servants,
his friends, or the children of his wife, by whom he had all
his wealth.,” *“Sir Thomas Bodley’s executors cannot excuse
him of unthankfulness to many of his relatives and friends,
he being ‘so drunk with the applause and vanitie of his
librarie, that he made no conscience to rob Peter to pay
Paul’” “The great funeral at Oxford is the last act of Sir
Thomas Bodley’s vanity, whose ambition appears in many

1 ¢Cal, Sta. Pa. Dom.,” 1611-18, p. 168,



XVIIth Cent) Life of Archbishop Laud. 53

ways.”! Be all this, however, as it may, Bodley’s example,
and the sensation made by his death and imposing funeral,
so soon after Laud had taken up his position. as President
of St John’s, is not unlikely to have imbued the latter with
an ambition to distinguish himself, as he subsequently did
by adding to the literary treasures of his university.

A period at which Laud was rising in court favour may
not be unfitting for a notice of a criticism by a foreign
ambassador on that court and sundry other English matters.
If Sir John Digby, writing from Madrid,? is to be trusted, the
Spanish Ambassador sent home the following report of the
English court :—* That the King grows too fat to be able to
hunt comfortably ; spends much time in reading, especially
religious works, and eats and drinks so recklessly that it is
thought he will not be long lived; he is obstinate in his
religious opinions.” “ That the Prince is a fine youth of
sweet disposition, and, under good masters, might be easily
trained to the religion his predecessors lived in.” “That
Catholics are persecuted by the Archp. of Canterbury”
(Laud’s great enemy, Abbott) “and Bp. of London, and by
the King, in hope to propitiate Parliament into granting
subsidies, and that he may have their forfeitures to give to
his servants,” Anti-Catholicism, therefore, would appear to
have been the best method of rising in court favour at
that particular time. About the same period, Laud writes of
more than one “unfortunateness” which he had with people
whose names are only hinted at by initials. It is just
possible that these “unfortunatenesses” may have been the
result of his refusing to join in the violent no-popery cry
then evidently in repute at court.

In the court, as at Oxford, death carried away an
important personage at the end of the year 1612. Sir
Thomas Lake wrote to Carleton? in November, of the
“death of the Prince of Wales in the pride of his years,
on the anniversary of a memorable deliverance, and the
eve of his sister’s marriage. The king, apprehending the

1¢¢ Cal, Sta. Pa. Dom.,” various letters, 3 J5., vol. Ixxiv. No. 58.
3 /5., vol. 1xxi. No. 31.
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worst, and not enduring to be so near the place, removed
to Theobalds, and kept his bed.” We see something of
the character.of James I. here. “The queen is at Somer-
set House. They have not seen each other ‘for feare to
refresh the sense of the wound.’”

The “sister’s marriage” here spoken of was destined to
give Laud some trouble in the future. Prince Frederick,
Elector Palatine, had just come to England to marry the
Princess Elizabeth, when Henry, Prince of Wales, was taken
ill and died. This approaching marriage was ecagerly
encouraged by the Puritan and Calvinistic party in this
country. To Laud’s enemy, Abbott, it must have been
especially grateful, and we find him feasting the bridegroom
and all his followers. About seven weeks after the death
of Prince Henry, the betrothal took place, and received
Abbott’s benediction, for which he in his turn received a
present of plate from Prince Frederick, worth £1000! On
the fourteenth of the following February, he married the
royal couple in the chapel at Whitehall.

Some notes, in Laud’s handwriting, attributed to the same
year, refer to, and are placed with, some satirical papers
“relating to the foundation of a Mock College for Innocents
or Fools, to be called Gotam College, Oxford.”2 His notes
are indorsed upon a complimentary ode, addressed to
himself.

Dr Neile, now Bishop of Lincoln, continued to patronise
Laud. The year after the marriage of the Princess Elizabeth,
that is to say in 1614, Laud being then forty-one, he gave
him the Prebendary of Bugden. During the same year,
Laud suffered from ‘““a most fierce salt Rheume,” in his “left
Eye, like to have endangered it.”3 In the following year, he
reached a higher ecclesiastical grade, being made Archdeacon
,of Huntingdon by the Bishop of Lincoln.

It was somewhere about this time that Abbott’s brother,
then Vice-Chancellor of Oxford, made the violent onslaught
upon Laud, mentioned in a previous chapter, from the pulpit

1 Howe’s ¢“ Chron,,” p. 1007.
3 ¢¢Cal. Sta. Pa. Dom.,” vol. Ixxv., Nos. 56-66. 3 Diary, p. 3.
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of St Mary’s, calling him a “mungrel,” and asking him
whether he was a Papist or a Protestant. The matter
appears to have been referred to the king, for the following
entry of a letter occurs in the Calendar of State Papers
(Domestic) in June 16151 “ The King permits Dr Laud’s
return to Oxford, having made an end of all those matters,
the Archbishop having acknowledged the error of his brother
in it, and Dr Abbot having apologized by saying that all
the University understood Dr Laud’s remarks were meant
for him. Imperfect. Indorsed [by Laud], ‘What His
Magistye sayd concerninge Dr Abbot’s sermon against
me.’”

To have wrung an apology from Archbishop Abbott, or
at least an acknowledgment of the error of his brother, was
a great triumph for Laud. Perhaps his patron, the Bishop
of Lincoln, may have aided him ; nor is the latter unlikely
to have been in the royal favour just at that time, as he was
then engaged in pressing his clergy to furnish arms to the
king. In the very same month he wrote to the following
effect, to one, John Lambe. “The clergy of the diocese,
being less forward than was hoped in the benevolence, they
are no longer to enjoy exemption from providing arms for
the musters. Requests him to search the old books, and
give notice to them of what is required of each. Those
whose livings are below £40 are to be spared; those of
£40 and £50 to be put two to a musket; of £60, two
to a corslet; of £70 to £100, muskets; £100 to 4140,
corslets; £140 to £200, petronels; and above £200,
lances.”? Abbott, however, wrote to Neile commending
his action.

As court chaplain, Laud was summoned from Oxford to
Woodstock, in 1616, to preach’ before King James; and he
“ preached, with great applause ” (sic) “ from Miriam’s leprosy,
as a warning to detractors against Government.”® Next to
his God, Laud worshipped his king, and how far he did this
on principle, and how far with a view to obtaining royal

1 ¢ Cal, Sta. Pa. Dom.,” vol. Ixxx., No. 124. 3 5., vol. Ixxx., No. 123.
3 [b., vol. Ixxxviii., No. 61.
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patronage is a question upon which his various biographers
have differed considerably. Without committing myself un-
conditionally to either opinion on the matter, I may say that
I am inclined to think that his faith in the Divine Right
of Kings, and especially of English kings, was almost as
strong as his faith in Christianity.



CHAPTER VL

IN the year 1616—that of Shakespeare’s death, by the
way, an event probably of little interest to Laud, whose
nature was anything but poetical—the subject of my story
had so far advanced in royal favour as to be taken to
Scotland by King James I. The feeling in that country
towards anything like High-Church practices may be under-
stood when I say that Laud gave great offence there, by
once wearing a surplice at a funeral! Chamberlain writes
to Carleton :—“ Exceptions taken by the Scotch at Dr Laud,
for putting on a surplice at a funeral, and at the Dean of St
Paul’s for commending the soul of the deceased to God, which
he was forced to retract. They are so averse to English
customs, thata Scottish bishop, Dean of the King’s chapel, re-
fused to receive the sacrament with His Majesty, kneeling.” 2
The king, himself, did little to make Laud popular
by telling the Scotch divines that “he had brought some
English theologians to enlighten their minds”® As Mr
Benson very truly says, “Had Laud known it, on this
occasion was sown that vast unintermitting Scottish hatred
of the man that was so great a factor in his fall.” ¢
It was, to all intents and purposes, a religious republic
that King James attempted to reform in Scotland. Without
denying that King Charles was chiefly responsible for his
own overthrow, it may be pretty safe to assert that James
did much to prepare it by his treatment of ecclesiastical
matters in the North. He began by selecting thirteen
clergymen of what he considered orthodox views, and
appointing them to the vacant Scottish bishoprics. For the
moment, however, we will take our leave of Scotch affairs
1 Nichol’s Progresses. 3 ¢¢Cal. Sta. Pa. Dom.,” 1611-18, p. 473.
3 Mozeley’s ‘“Essays,” vol. i. p. 129. ¢ *“ Archp. Laud,” Benson, p. 37.
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to notice those of Laud. While he was yet in Scotland,
the deanery of Gloucester fell vacant, and was bestowed
upon him by the king.

This appointment showed what a step he had made in
the king’s graces. Only three or four years earlier he had
apparently made so little progress, and was so little noticed
by the king, that he was on the point of altogether retiring
from court, and contenting himself with Oxford life, when his
friend and patron, Neile, dissuaded him and induced him to
make another trial. This was rewarded by the journey with
the king to Scotland and the “ Deanry ” of Gloucester.

This deanery, however, was not found to be a bed of roses.
The Bishop of Gloucester, Dr Miles Smith, was a great
Hebrician, and a translator of the so-called “ Bishop’s
Bible ” ; but very Calvinistic in his views. One of the first
things that his new dean did, was to remove the communion-
table from the “middest of the quire ” ! and place it altarwise
against the east wall.

The Bishop was furious. “No sooner had he heard what
the new Dean had done about the Communion Table, but he
expressed his dislike of it.” “He is said to have protested
unto the Dean, and some of the Prebends, that if the
Communion Table were removed, or any such innovations
brought into that Cathedral, he would never come more
within those walls.”? He deputed his chaplain to write
about the matter to the chancellor of the diocese, acquainting
him “with the strange Reports which were come unto them
touching the situation of the Communion Table in the place
where the High Altar stood before, and that low obeysances
were made to it, assuring him how much the secret Papists
would rejoyce.” He went on to express his astonishment
“ that no man should have any spark of Elias Spirit to speak
a word in God’s behalf, and the Preachers should swallow
down such things in silence, and that the Prebends should be
so faint-hearted as to shrink in the first wetting, especially
having the Law on their side against it.” 3

Whatever “ the Law ” may have been, Laud had a power-

1 ¢Cyp. Ang.” p. 63. 1 15, p. 64. 3.
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ful precedent for his treatment of the communion-table, in its
position in the king’s own chapel, to say nothing of many
of the cathedrals, and he held his own against the bishop,
who is said never to have re-entered his own cathedral on
account of the objectionable situation of what he termed the
“ Nehushtan.” I do not suppose that Laud broke his heart
at his absence. It is often thrown in the teeth of ritualists
that, unlike the early High-Churchmen of the Anglican
Establishment, they refuse to obey their bishops when they
object to their advanced proceedings. In the conduct of
Laud towards the Bishop of Gloucester, they have a
valuable precedent. Among the state papers, is a letter
to Laud,! in which his correspondent complains of a libel,
in much the same tone as that expressed in the letter of
the bishop’s chaplain already quoted, and advises that the
attention of the Court of High Commission should be called
to it, attributing the whole matter to “ that scismaticall faction
of the Puritanes.”

Laud had not long been Dean of Gloucester when another
living was given to him, that of Ibstock in Leicestershire.
The following year, he received a reminder that court
favourites did not invariably come to a happy end, in the
execution of Sir Walter Raleigh, whose courageous conduct
on the scaffold was, as it were, a sort of precursor of his
own.

About the same time, or a trifle earlier, arrived in England,
an ecclesiastic whose presence did a good deal to encourage
the king in his theological designs. Much as James, his son
Charles after him, and Laud also, desired to make the
Puritans “conformable,” the great wish of their hearts was,
that the Catholics should acknowledge the Anglican Estab-
lishment to be the Catholic Church in England, and that
they should become, what Mr Froude terms, Catholics with-
out the Pope. It is almost needless to say that the majority
of the Catholics in England, that is the majority of the
English people, had lost, or shall I say been robbed of, their
Catholicism and become Protestants in the days of Edward

1 Domestic, vol. xc., No. 75.
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VI. and Elizabeth; indeed, it was their tendency to go too
far in this direction, which was the principal religious trouble
of the Stuart kings; but what the latter most anxiously sought
for, was that the remnant still faithful to their Catholicism
should come to the Anglican churches, receive communion in
them, and acknowledge the king as head of the Church in this
country.

King James flattered himself that many English Catholics
would be led to do this by the example of an illustrious
Roman Catholic foreigner, Marco Antonio de Dominis, no
less a personage than His Grace the Archbishop of Spalatro,
who came to England and joined the Established Church of
the country.

He had the reputation of being a good mathematician and
man of science, and he is said to have been the first to pro-
mulgate the true theory of the rainbow. He was consecrated
Bishop of Segni, and was afterwards raised to the Arch-
bishopric of Spalatro. There the spirit of reform overcame
him, and, having offended the Pope, he had to fly from his
archdiocese. At Venice, he became acquainted with the
Anglican Bishop Bedell, who was then acting as chaplain to
the English Ambassador, Sir Henry Wotton. Bedell brought
him to England, where he published a book and dedicated it
to King James.!

So far as ecclesiastical rank was concerned, he was the
richest “take” of any foreign convert since the establish-
ment of the Anglican Church, and possibly the chief
authorities in that body may have flattered themselves that
if an Italian Archbishop had joined it, there were hopes that
the Pope himself might follow him. To Laud and James
his “ conversion ” must have been a matter of unqualified and
intense satisfaction.

In the year 1618, Brent wrote a letter? to Carleton, be-
ginning by saying that the king was in bed with the gout,
and going on to inform him that the Archbishop of Spalatro
had been made Master of the Savoy. He was “printing a
book more strongly against Rome than ever.” Nine days

14 Ency. Brit.,” 8th Ed., vol. vii. p. 100, 2 Dom., vol. xcvi. No. 51.
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later! the archbishop himself wrote to the receiver of the
above letter, sending a copy of his book, and informing him
that the king had made him not only Master of the Savoy,
but also a Prebend of Canterbury, and Dean of Windsor.

The estimation among Catholics of the validity of Angli-
can orders is well known; but a somewhat different com-
plexion might be put upon the question, if this Catholic
bishop actually consecrated any Anglican bishops, at any
rate so far as their own individual successors are concerned.?
Chamberlain wrote to Carleton, in Dec. 1617 :—* The Archbp.
of Spalato assisted the Archbp. of Canterbury and other
Bishops in laying hands on the new Bishops of Bristol and
Lincoln, Drs Felton and Montaigne.” 2 Yet there is nothing
in this to show that he was the consecrating bishop: the
inference, indeed, would be exactly the contrary.

Nearly a year later, we find a letter between the same
correspondents saying that the archbishop had “sunk in
estimation, by intruding into a parsonage in the gift of the
Dean and Chapter of Windsor.”* In fact, Laud’s great
friend, Montague, said that de Dominis was so greedy of
preferment that he would “be circumcised and denie Jesus
Christ, if the Grand Signior would make him chiefe Muftie.”

This dignitary only affects my biography in so far as
the joining the Anglican Church by so exalted a Catholic
ecclesiastic was an important event during the life of Laud,
and, although it obliges me to anticipate, I will dispose of
him as shortly as I well can.

In March 1622, Locke wrote : >—“ The Bishop of Spalato
has resigned the Deanery of Windsor,” and there is a
document of a date but little later, of still greater importance.®
It reports that the archbishop requested the king for his

! Dom., vol. xcvi. No. 62.

2 The difficulty, however, would still remain, that *“in the ordination of a priest
or bishop,” ‘“ there was them no express mention made in the words of ordaining
them, that it was for the one or other office. In both it was said, ¢ Receive the
Holy Ghost, in the name of, &c.’”” (Burnet’s ** Ilist. of Ref.” ii. b. i., p. 252, ed.
Pocock). It was not until 1662 (see Keeling’s “‘ Liturgize Britannice ") that the
words, *‘ Receive the Holy Ghost, for the office and work of a Bishop, &c.,"” were
added.

3 ¢Cal. Sta. Pa. Dom.,"” 1611-18,p. 504. 4 5., p. 595.

87b., p. 366. 8 /5., p. 367.
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dismissal, when the Bishops of London and Durham, and the
Dean of Winchester, were sent to him by His Majesty to
accuse him of holding intercourse with the Pope. He denied
that he had held direct intercourse; but he said that he
wished to go to Rome in the hope of promoting “the good
of England by persuading the Pope to allow of the Oath of
Allegiance ; also that he thought, as both Churches agreed
on fundamentals, a reconciliation might be effected.” “He
said he desired the union of the two religions by mutually
yielding ; gave his opinion on transubstantiation, the worship
of the Virgin, &c.” A series of communications between
the king and himself was carried on through letters and
messengers. Then Abbott, Archbishop of Canterbury, went
to him and censured him “for returning to a Church which
he had called Babylon.” He replied that Pope “Gregory
XV. was a good man, and many things were now reformed,
but he would always protest the Church of England to be
orthodox in fundamentals. Then they told him that the
King did not grant him leave to depart, but ordered him to
begone from the realm in twenty days, never to return at his
peril.”1 There is no evidence that Laud had anything to do
with this peremptorydismissal; but it sounds rather in his style,
and we know that he was at that time in favour at court.

A curious letter? exists from the Archbishop of Spalatro
to Cyril, Patriarch of Alexandria. Protestant re-unionists
then, as now, turned to the East, and apparently with as
little success. The summary of the letter runs:—“Long
groaned under the Egyptian bondage of the Church of Rome,
but at last escaped a year before to Goschen, which is
England, where, under a wise and pious King, true defender
of the faith, the cause of Christ triumphs. Sends him a copy
of the first part of his work on ecclesiastical republics.
Vindicates therein the Eastern Church from the calumnies
of Rome. Interests him to become an agent in healing the
disunion between the Eastern Church and that of England,
and to communicate any difficulties that he may see therein
to the Archbp. of Canterbury or to himself.”

1 4 Cal, Sta, Pa. Dom.,” 1619-23, pp. 367-8. 2 /3., p. 369.
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In the same year, he returned to Rome and was reconciled
to the Catholic Church. It is of this period, that, in his
famous Conference with Fisker, Laud wrote to that Jesuit :—
“When you had fooled the archbishop of Spalatro back to
Rome, there you either made him say, or said it for him (for
in print it is, and under his name), that since it is now defined
by the Church, a man is as much bound to believe there is a
purgatory, as that there is a trinity of persons in the Godhead,
How far comes this short of blasphemy, to make the Trinity
and purgatory things alike and equally credible.”?

The archbishop, however, once again changed his mind,
and wrote letters to England, recanting the recantation of
his recantation. These epistles were intercepted, and the
heretic was imprisoned in the Castle of St Angelo, where he
died.2 Shortly before that event, the then Rector of the
English College at Rome is reported to have said of him to
Sir Edward Sackvill :—* He was a Male-content Knave when
he fled from us, a Railing Knave while he lived with you,
and a Motley, parti-colour'd Knave now he is come again.”3

Laud was a good deal at court during the years in which the
king was so much interested in this archiepiscopal pro#gé, and
the very unsatisfactoryoutcome of the whole businesswould not
be likely to make him hope much for the future of the Anglican
Establishment from renegade bishops of the Church of Rome.

We must now go back to the period of Laud’s life at which
we left it to consider the incident of the conversion to
Anglicanism of this Sicilian dignitary.

Great changes and developments were beginning at Oxford,
especially in the direction of natural science. These advance-
ments were chiefly owed to the energy of Laud, Saville,
Camden and Aldrich, and the first of them, the Professorship
of Natural History, was founded in 1618. The need of
increased knowledge of natural history in those days may be
judged from a work that was published more than sixty
years later. The whole book is full of curiosities; I can

1 ¢ Conf. with Fisher,” Oxford, p. 298.
2 ¢¢ Ency. Brit.,” 8th Ed., vol. viii. p. 100, and Beeton's ** Ency.,"” vol. i.
3¢ Scrinia Reserata,” by Jobn Hackett, p. 104.
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only give here a few specimens. It tells us that swallows in
winter either “joyn bill to bill, wing to wing, and foot to foot,
hanging together in a conglomerated mass,” and sink into
the sea, or else they go to warm “countreys” where “they
have been found naked and without their feathers.” “As for
the Cameleopardus, he is begotten by a mixt generation
between the Camel and Leopard, or Panther.” “As for your
mimick Dogs, it is supposed that they come from a com-
mixtion of Dogs with Apes.” The long streaming spiders’
webs sometimes seen stretching from railings, are meteors,
and not things “spun from the spider’s bowels,” according
to the “fond opinion,” “engrafted among the ignorant.”
Birds of Paradise “have no wings, neither do they fly, but
are borne up in the air by the subtility of their plumes and
lightness of their body.”? At the same time, it is only fair
to say that science was rapidly advancing, and that at about
the very time of the establishment of the chair of Natural
History at Oxford, Harvey made his great discovery con-
cerning the ¢irculation of the blood.

A Professorship of Geometrywas founded at Oxford in 1619,
one of Moral Philosophy in 1621, one of Ancient History in
1622, one of Anatomy in 1626, and one of Music in the same
year ; Botany followed in 1632, and Arabic four years later.

Laud was seldom long without an illness or seizure of some
sort, and, in the year 1619, he says that he “fell suddenly
dead for a time at Wickham,” on his “ return from London.”

Laud was now, and had been for some little time, a
courtier, and to courtiers this year, 1619, was a memorable
one. First came the death of the queen, on the second of
March. There were long delays before the funeral, which
did not take place until May. On March 27th, Chamberlain
writes to Carleton that the queen’s funeral is “postponed,
because the Master of the Wardrobe will not pay double
prices, as are usually charged now, for want of ready money ” ;2
and again, nearly a month later :—*“ The delay in the Queen’s
funeral causes remarks; the charge is to be more than three
times that of Queen Elizabeth’s, though money is so scarce

1 Speculum Munds. 34¢Cal. Sta. Pa. Dom.,” 1619-23, p. 27.




£ 46) Life of Archbishop Laud, 65

that her plate will have to be coined.” Then he mentions
“ contests for precedency among the Lady Mourners.”* And
when it is over, he writes, on May 14th :—“ The procession
at the Queen’s funeral was very dull.”2 To Carleton, also,
Brent writes that the cost would be “more than £40,000.” 3

In the meantime, “ the King had a violent attack of the
stone.”4 Within a month of his wife’s funeral, he returned
in state to Whitehall. “ He was gaily dressed and attended,
which will seem strange to the Ambassadors in mourning,
come to condole [on the Queen’s death]l”s And Brent
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