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courts, there were many debates upon legal controversies. 

The debates centered about the vroblem of the conflicting 

jurisdictions of the temporal and ecclesiastical courts. 

Sir Edward Coke was the spokesman for the temporal courts, 

whiie Archbishop Bancroft represented the ccclesiastical 

courts. By common agreement victory at the time was tacitly 

acknowledged to rest with Coke and the conmon ew." The 

Archbishop accepted Coke's precedents and maxins, und the Chief 

Justice agreed that he would not enforce his legal rights to 

the detriment of the Church, The High Commission therefore con 

tinued till 1640 to fine, imprison, and cite men out of their 

dioceses. 

In the moantime a warm controversy sprang: up between the 

Furitens themselves as to the lewfulness of the policy of 

separation. It resulted in this that the lergor portion of 

the Puritans decided still to adhere to the Establishment. *~ 

The Puritans that tool this course of action were influenced 

by the reflection that tho Establishment was a true church, 

though they esteemed 1% corrupt in ceremony, anc by the fact 

thet the Separatists were even more persecuted than themselves. 

The more rigid of the Sevaratists were, on the other 

hand, already preparing to leave England. It was in 1607 that 

many of theso Separatists took their sad farewell of dear, 

cruel England. Since the Low Countries were then the most 

tolerant countries, most of the exiles were attracted to thom. 
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But this continental career of the Separatists was no gala 

festivel either. They were strangers in a new land with 

whose language they wore mostly unacquainted. Besides, these 

Separatists had been pred to agricultural pursuits, but now 

in the Netherlands they were forced to learn the mechanical 

trades. It was these same Separatists who, after expericncir 

hardships in the Hetherlands, yearned for a true and lesting 

home and found it in America in 1620, 

The death of Archbishop Bancroft on November 2, 1610 

merks the close of the period of reconstruction of the Church 

of England. Except for the fulfillment of the plans for the 

reconstruction of the High Commission by the issuance of the 

Letters Patent of 1611, Abbot, the new Archbishop, busied 

himself but little with the administration of the Church. *” 

Although Bancroft had done great things for the Establishment 

as en institution, nevertheless, at his death, the greatest 

issues had not been settled nor the worse difficulties obvi- 

ated. The situation hed been modified not remedied. The 

clergy was still ignorant, non-resident, and pluralist. Their 

incomes were - in general, as inadequate as before; the coer= 

cive power of the High Commission and of the ecclesiastical 

courts had been diminished rather than increased. lorevers 

the Puritens, though suppressed, were neither demoralized nor 

disorganized but tery active. 

When Bancroft passed away it was supposed that the 
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saintly and learned Andrewes would succeed hin. *> But Abbot, 

Bishop of London, a supporter and a man totally in sympathy 

with the Puritans, had written a book which gave as incorrect 

a deseription as wes possible of James! character; Abbot 

described him as "being zealous like David, learned as Solomon, 

religious as Josias, careful of spreading the truth as 

Constantine, just as Moses, undefiled as Jehosaphat or Hozekiah, 

clement as Theodosius."“* Abject flettory coupled with Scot= 

tish influence prevailed with the King so that George Abbot 

was translated to Canterbury on April 9, 1611, to the joy of 

the Puritans. 

Abbot's rule of 22 years strengthoned the hands of all 

the ecnemios of the Anglican Church. Under his presidency the 

High Commission Court becane exceedingly obnoxious to the 

public mind. Tho non-conforming clergy who had been obliged 

to give up their public ministrations, now took their places 

agein in their churches wearing no surplice, moving the cone 

munion table into the body of the church, encouraging the 

laiety to receive the Holy Commmion standing or sitting 

instead of Imeeling. As far as possible these non-conforming 

clergy dropped all usages which were disapproved of by the 

Presbyterians. *° 

The year 1511, the year of Abbot's accession to the 

Archbishopric of Canterbury, also marked the completion of 
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the King James Version of the Bible. At the request of the 

Puritans in the Hampton Court Conference, James appointed a 

new translation of the Bible to be executed by the most 

learned men of the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge. 

Fifty-four of the chief divines from both universities were 

nominated to undertake this gigentic and important task. 

Sinco some of those nominated died soon after, the work was 

Pinally undertaken by forty-seven divines who wore Givided 

into six companies, each company heving its particular section 

to translate .*® The work on the translation was begun in 1606, 

and 1611. marks the date of its completion, 

In order to repress the further growth of ruritanisn 

James I needlessly, end much to Abbot's disgust, wounded the 

feelings of the Puritans by sanctioning in 1615 a "Book of 

Sports," which allowed Sunday amusements. By this manifesto 

magistrates were directed not to disturb “any lawful recrea- 

tions, such as dancing, ocither of mon or women, archery, 

leaping, vaulting, “hitsunales, or May games ."*? The Puritans 

regarded Sunday as a Fast-day rather than a feast. To do any 

worl: on that day, mich more te indulge in any amisement was 

pronounced by some of their party to be es great a sin as to 

commit mrder or adultery. Therefore this enactment by James 

provee to be terribly offensive to the Puritans. 

Jemes policy of repression was reasonably effective in 
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checking the open spread of Furitanism. An ominous calm 

fell over the religious scenes during the closing years of his 

reign. But, nevertheless, the forces of dissent were geining 

strength and quietly extending their following throughout the 

lend when death ended the reis of Jemes I in 1625, 

Leoking back over Jemes' reign we find a contimal 

etrugele between Eing and Parliament, Parliament became cone 

vinced thet the Stuart theory of government which James had 

inaugurated wes radicelly opposed to that which es Enslishrien 

they had cherished. The furitans and Parliament therefore 

found in each other strong allies for the struggle to linit 

the powers of the King end churchmen for the purnoese- of securing 

liberty. That the Furitens found a powerful elly in Ferlia- 

nient is what gave them strength and encouregement even when 

the vreth of the King: and Bishops was being poured out on 

theme 

Yinat factors were responsible for that ever widening 

rift between James and Parliament that was so important to the 

Furitan movement? James was evidently out of touch with the 

national feeling of his time, and, although he was often 

wiser in his aims than the House of Commons, he usvally sought 

to attain these aims in an unwise ways? &t the same times, 

Jomes* Linencial difficulties, caused partly by an unevoidable 

growth of expenditure, but pertly also by his lavish generesity 

  

48. S. Re Gardinor, op. Cites De AIT. 

   



  

37 
2 

fo his favorites, led hin to press tne real or supposed rights 

of the Crowm farther than Elizabeth had cared to press thors 

The most important financial step taken by Jemes was tho’ 

levy of lergely increasec impositions, The claim of James to 

levy impositions naturally raised opposition in the House of 

Commons, as it aifected not merely the pockets of the members ‘ 

and their constituents, but also the constitutional nosition 

of Parliament. -The frequent convocetion of Parliament becane™ 

a necessity for the Growms and the House of Commons, in pro= 

portion es the Grown entered upon unpopular courses, saw its 

opportunity of bringing the Crown to act in accordance with 

its wishes by delaying or refusing a grent of subsidies, If 

however the King covld substitute 2 certain revenue from 

Impositions, levied by prerogative for en uncertain’ revenue 

from subsidies granted by Parliament, he would be relioved 

from the necessity of consulting Parliament except in really 

momentous crises. i 

Although the rift between Parliament and the King helped 

the Furitan movement to a great degree, nevertheless, the real 

energy of the Furitan movement was supplied by the Puritan 

preachers. Preaching becane fashionseble under James and was 

more pnd more resorted to by ail parties. *? The increase in 

the circulation of the Bible kept pace with proaching. 

Richard Greenhem and Henry Smith are responsible for 

launching Puritan or spiritual preaching. The spiritual 
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preachers were the dominant figuros in the pulpits of London 

and became the chie# animating force for soneatiag Puritanism 

in ail classes of society. During his reign. James I made the 

fatal error of alienating the pvlpit et a time when he was 

alienating a public which was already habituated to turning 

to the pulpit for inspiration and suidence. The more the 

royal policy fell into disfavor, so much readier became ell 

elements in the population to listen to the Furitan preachers. 

The preachers could and did make themselves strong by winning 

converts, by fashioning minds, by rousing imaginations whether 

of peors, squires, morchants, lawyers, vloughmen, artisans, 

shopkeorers, apprentices, or leborers, °°? 

liakine use of Cambridge as its seminary, the reform party 

built up for itself what ean fairly be called a kind of 

Puritan order of pranching brothers. As a rule, they accepted 

ordination, but as time went on they tended to avoid formal 

undertaking of the cure of souls, thet is, regular appoint=— 

ments as parish priests. That too often involved responsi~ 

Slities for strict performence of observances which presented 

aifficulties to their conscience. When they did accept pre=- 

sentetion to a living, it was generally at the hands of a 

synmathetic patron from among the Protestant nobles and squires 

and with some show of agreement consistent with Presbyterian 

principles on the part of tho parish. Often they found sup= 

port and’ the opportunity to preach as chaplains or tutors in 

great households, but the post which characteristically they 
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found most congenial and, we may add, remunerative was that 

of lecturer or special preacher to a congregation, for which 

the ordinary and prescribed services were performed by a 

regularly invested person. = The lecturer in such cases 

might or might not succeed to the ineunbency. 

Therefore it becomes evident when reviewing the reign of 

King James I that his reign was responsible for great in- 

creases in the number of those who espoused the Puritan cause. 

The similar increase in the number of papists is also evident >” 

On the other hand, this increase in the numbers of Furitans 

end papists naturally resulted in a decrease in mmbers of 

those who were enamored with the Episcopal hierarchy. This 

increase in the numbers of Puritans was promoted by the great 

success of the Puritan preachers, and indirectly by the arbie 

trary maxims of tho state that the king had advanced which 

resulted in Parlienent and Puritanism joining hands in a com-= 

mon struggle to curb the power of the Crowm and hierarchy. 

James was pursuing a course opposed to the wishes of the poople 

and watering the seeds already sown which were sure to bring 

forth their fruit under his successor. Under James, the skix 

mishing, the prelude of the great battle that was to follow 

began, > 
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