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al temati ve 1n theolo,:;ioal apeaul.at1on. •10 flu.a v.law 1111a •~ that. t.ba 

Church of Christ is v:1.sibla and 111 deriwd from the Chlrah �~� Rma. 

t~othing nerr was added to the oonoept of the Church, tm- this view had been 

held by many em:U"1en'ti leaders of the .Anglican ChurabJ naaely, Jewel, 

P'dl'ker, Hooker• and during Laud •a day Baiaro.fti aid Lab•lot Andrewa.U 

In his thesis for the deg19e of Baabelar of D1.T1nity taken in 1604, 

Leud aga.ui maintained the continuity of the Chlrch through the Romm 

Church.12 VlitJ1 ~uch a view of the oantinuity of the Cmrah, it ia not 

BUrprisuig to .find that Laud's great aim waa •s~ to restore to the 

Ohurah of Englmd a dilJlii'ied oimpl.ioity of worship and a loyal obedience 

to the formulations which had corm to her from the past throu.gb the aaa 

of her P..of orma·tiion. 1113 

Thot1eh Lsud worked with the v1n of the past, he was not forgetful 

of t he pr-esent. lb was greatly ocnoemed with the p.-eservat.1.on ot the 

unity of tlw Church in bis own day. In b1a sermon befCll'e Charles I at 

Whitehall on June 191 16261 he aaida 

f..Jld for the Church, that 1o as the aity too, just so, doctrines 
and di.ociplines are the walls and tow81"a of i ta but be the one 
11evor so true, and the other nevur ao per.feat, they come both 
short of ]:X'Ooervat1on, it that body be not at mit:y in itael.t. 
Tha Church, take it catholic, oan!'lot stand well, 1t it be not 
canpaoted together into a holy WP::bz llitb £&i.th arid charity • 
.And as tm whole cmrah is 1n regard of the affa1.n o.f Ohristen­
dozn, so is each partiaular Church 1n the nation aid k:lnalc:n in 
whioh it sojoums. If it be not at unity 1n it.self, it doth 

l °mzncan-Jcnes, 22• Sibl•, P• 1a. 
lllbii4., P• 48. 

12.c._ -·:au13, P• a. 
13Hutton1 9..2- .sc.1•, P• 31. 



but invite rnru.:l.ce, which 1a zwad1' to do bun wlthout my .uivi\a­
tiona and it over lies with an open aide to the dnil. and al1 
his batteries. So both Ohurah and State, then hapP7• am newar 
till tmn., \Tnen they aro at lU;\tJ within themael:vea, and CD9 
fdth anotlEre-14 

Before th9 opening of the oeOOlld Parl S-ament aeaaic:n cal led b7 

Charl8s on March 17, 1627, Laud was ulmd to pn,acb the opening addreaa. 

His text for this sei,mon was EJilesiana 418, canoeming 11hioh be Nida 

That it was a very charitable tie, but better knOllll t.ban lowdJ 
a t,hing so good, that it TlaD never broken but by the worst 1a1; 
nay ., Do good i t was, that the very worst IIMlll r,retalded best when 
thoy brolte i t.; and that it waa so in the church, newr yet 
heretic rent,mg her bowels, but be p-etended that he raked them 
fo;r truth: 'i'hat, it was oo also in the State, seldom 1!f1I1Y urquiet 
spirit, d ividing her union, wt be pratendo some 81"'88t. abuaea, 
nm.ch hia int3[.lZ"lty would remedy1 °o that I wre made a judaJ 
in t he l and., tha·ii every man which bath any oont.roversy might come 
to "', that I l!'.ieb,t do him justims" and yet no worse a man than 
David U3S lli..ng when this Clmning was Wied, I. 5amel 15. That 
un:i..ty both in the Crurah and Oanmcn-nealth was so good, that none 
but th3 uo1·ot vlillingly broke itJ that svm they ware so £ar 
aoha:i;-.od of t he breach, that they must sem holier than the rest• 
that, t hey may be thou@lt to haw had a Juat oause to break it. 
And a.i'ten1e.rda comit1g by degrees to an application• Oood Clod 
( aa:1 t h he) v1hat a Iftpo&terous thrift ia thia 1n IIIS'l1 to sew up 
every small rent in their OT11 coat, and not 08l'8 what rents they 
not ooly suffer, rut cake in the ooat of Obr1st? fjbat is it? 
Is Chri st o.oly thou~ fit to waar a tom garmant?l.5 

llony of ·t,ha seedo of contention which were to plague the re131 of 

Charles ru:id ooe-:i nmai in the first Parliament. The king hoped that this 

neosage i'rom too leooing Bishop would aettle some ot the ~f'erericea 

be~en tiw furi tam a1d the Angl.1cans 1n ParU ament. Thia was not to 

be the eaoo. The furitans oontinued to attack ID9Z'li>ere of the Church and 

Laud' o of forts were f or naight. 

14iJeylyn, .212• git • ., P• 1.39. As quoted by Heyl)n from Lald'a &81"1Dm 
on Psalm ll21 verses 51 41 and s. 

~.11 P• 167. As quoted by Hey]$l. 



Althottch ~cl wao d03iroua ot establ1Dbillg U!lit7 1D the C!mrah of 

En&l,.at'ld.• ha uas reru.it:Jtio in h13 viSlf about the w1de gap be'twNn 1a:e 

.AncJ.iean Cmroh and 'tm Chlrch of Rome. The Rirltms haw aGCIUNd Laud 

in 1659 clearly def'ines too distinctim bet1188n tbs taro amrobea. Laud•• 
ar~mmts go t,o tha heart o:r tlB matter and still stand as a de.ani'tiw 

atam~1t of too coin~rsy bet11Mft thrJ two churohes.16 The Cburah ~ 

Raoo ha.<:J orro~ in .hor thaology, and also "Rome is not ~alJ1hle• md 

England. hold.G to "the firm .faith of Chr1st.nl7 

In mainta.ini.~g thia rlew ot the Church of Engl.aid• Laud breathed a 

spirit of t,o~ru-100 ,'1bioh was unusual tor his day. He did not be11ew 

that all th:: 1).'.)i.nt.s of roligton wre .t'undamaita.1 tar aal.'f'llt1cn. Tba aoul­

saving i'oulXlnti ona of fat th were the Holy Saript;urea and tm Creeds. ~ 

doubts which migl1t or-ls0 oct1oaming tb9 articles about tha faith ebo,ld be 

detominod by a ccneral oouncU 1n accorda:u• with Sariptm,es. BerN Lllld 

~~ that ro m.sood to narro'7 the aoope ot do~ •and t.o bring 

op:k'1iono not n ecesGar"J to salftt1Cll to the bar at pmlio diSOUNim b;r 

duly autiloriood E-..xponmta, instead o! t.o that ~ ac mta:rlt,' cle1w1ng 

inral.llbili·~y. n 18 '1'h1s vi.elf was d1l'Ntted ,ar1!'>ri t.!l8 Q:aarci:i of Qmffa 

aa '\7011 as the Cmrah ot RomeJ !Oil' Lmd .. GI\ 11:c. 

their l'03J:l3 oti W Ql"88da ff9N ta1ae. U 

moption o£ articles of taitb midl he ~ 

least unnecessary to be entarOld..l.9 

17~. 

18mn. xxx:rr, 100. 
19s. R. Gardiner, ptipqa Cl)arl!I & ill! §rrj. •Na;au..111a (I-cndaa1 

Huret & Blackett, 1869)1 I• 195. 



27 

Laud arrl ·the Queation of Di 'riJte Right of 1'111811 

"Tbe thraa, God, the Kins, and the Clmrah • • • no 11111 Gal ._.. 

any one of t.hem tr-aly, but he serwa all tbree.~20 Laud bad effll:'j desire 

to serve all three to the beat of h111 abil1ty. In hie desire to do ao 

he inf'ur-.i.e.tad the furitans who wished to be rid of tbe rule of the king. 

Though many of t he claims ot the 1\iritana 1NN just, Laud bellevad tbey 

ahou.ld not rebel and did all in b1a power to keep them beneath the aub­

jeotion of the ld.ng. This was not the Pl"OP81" time for this action, tor 

the temper 0£ 1-110 times ns violently oppoaed to tbia subjeotJ.on. 

The phrase ''No Bishop, no King", lfbi.ah waa uaed as a support for the 

claim of Di Vina right tor the king, did not originate with Laud. This 

wu the product of James I, who wia.bed to use the Chu.J"ab as an 1nquisi,.. 

torial pov101" to defend the monarchy. The idea of using the Church for 

an invostieating group was taken aver b7 Charles I. "'l'bere is iroo.f that 

every atir of tha episcopal activ.l. ty bad its ori&l,n in the oourt.•21 

Alt.hough Lau.d did not formulate th9 doctrine of t.be Di Tine Right or 
Kings, ha may be responsible tor its clearest and completest expl"ession, 

written in the culmination of his power in 16401 

The most high and sacred order of kings 1a of Divine Ristit. 
being t he ordinanoe ot Ood .Him&elf, founded in the laws 01' 
nature, and clearly eatabliahed by UJr8&S texta of both 
the Old and New Teat.amenta.22 

20Dunoan.-Jones, .2Jil• o1t., P• 84. noo&n Laud's sermon before 
Charles I. 

21Huttop, ~. sil.•, P• 57. 
22Ibid., P• 26. Laud •a atatemlnt 1a quoted b7 Hutton. 
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Hutton evaluated this statemant '1ua1 

That t his Divine Right waa a r1g11• to goYel'll wcmg 11118 a Yi.­
which Laud woul d have bea'l the 1'1.rat to rejectJ but to take up 
aroa against evm tyranny waa as al.early 1n b1a eyu mumr1'u.l.. 2S 

It was such a defense of the king wh1oh plaoed Lmd into bis later pU.gbt.a 

however~ i ~ wae part, of his personal creed-Oocl, ling and Church. 

Suoh blind obedia1ce to Charles, and suoh a taU;hful .£tort to oarry 

out the projoots or t,he Church ooupled to the grea\ autbar.l.~y of o.t.t.1.ae, 

estrangad mo.ny i'ro1;1 t he Arohbiohop. In time Lam realised that he stood 

alone wl th the king against the polltioal and rellgloua taroea whiab 

tbreatenad to deatroy both Church and State. He wrote to his .tri.&lld 

Straf.f:ord in Ireland during the y,ar 1636, "But then I have nothing b\lt 

the king's Y1ord to me; «id should he forget or dmy it, where ia 'lit¥ 

remody?1124 Laud realized tlOre clearly than evar, even a\ w.a early date• 

that he was a minister of state like Riahelieu of J'rmae, wboll,7 dependant. 

en t he ki.ne. Laud, reoo{Jlizing h1s poaition of depmdmoe belleTed that 

he had no course but t o defend the dootrine ot the Di vine r1sbt or kings 

in order to safeguard his arm position as Arcbbiahop of Canterbury. 

Laud • a Ideal of ContOl'llli t;y 1n Things Eoalaaiaat1oal. 

The l ast or Laud •s polici.es and indeed the one whi.ob oa.uaed tbe moat 

CCJ1tenti on am.one ·iioo Puritans and other groups ot low ahurabNn wu bis 

ideal o! ui1ii'offlit y 0£ pract:i.ae, which waa "the aureat i:ropaaator ot the 

lllity·o! the spir1t.n25 

~-
2~., P• 31.. As quo1ied by Bllttcn. 

~ xx:uI. 100. 
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Tho boat analytiis and deaariptim ot the meaning t.hia ideal bad tor 

Laud is taken from hia dedioaticn of the vol~ en the oon.terenoe w1 th 

the Joou1t., Fl.oh'3%'o The dediaati<lO 1a to the ldng and reads thus1 

1Jo one thing hath made oon1cieot1oua t&1 more waT8Z'ing in their om 
m:inda, or more apt and easy to be drai aside from the ainoeri ty of 
reli&io.n pro.fessed 1n the Chlrch ot England, than tha want of uni,­
.i'orm and decant order in the many oburohea of the kin&dODJ and the 
Romanists have been apt to say, the houses ot Clod could not be suf­
fered to l i0 so nastily as in IOGl8 pl.acee they haw done• were t.h8 
true worship of God observed in them, or did the people think that 
such it we1·0. I~ is true, the inward worship or Ood in His Church 
is the great witness to the world that our hearts stand right 1n 
that s ervlao or God. • • • These thoughts are they, and no ot.her, 
r1hich have made me labour so muoh aa I haw dmo for decency and an 
orderly eat·liJ.o:1ent of the ext.emal worship of God 1n the ChurohJ for 
of ·that uhich is in.ward there oan be no wit.neaa ammg men nor no 
e:cnmple :£or men. Ncm, no extemal action 1n the \'.orld can be mi.­
form ..-rlthout somo coremonieaJ and these in rel1gLon, the ancienter 
they be the better I so that they may fit timo and plaoe. Too many 
overbt'tt"den tho service of God, and too ffltr leaw it naked. .And 
scare:..) anyl;tu.ng hath hurt reliBi,Cll more :i.n these broken times than 
an opinion i n ·i.oo many mm, that because Roae hath thruat some un­
necessary and many miperstitious oeremonieo upon the church• there­
fore., the Rof ormation mu.at have d(Jl8 allJ not consi.dering tberewhile, 
that ceremonies are tho hedges and fenoe, the substance of religion 
£rom all t he indim; ties whiah irofa'leness and aaarUege too com­
raonly put upon it.26 

Suoh a:."l. emphatic Vier, of the need for uniformity of caremorues \7aS in 

direct opposition t.o the iconoclastic aid E11thu81a8t10 view of rellgi.Cll 

held by tlio Purit,a.ns. Laud's desire far uniformity waa gl'O\mded 1n hiB 

firm belief that the outward oeremoni.es would keep the unity of tba Church., 

which he desi!-erl ao much. s. R. CJardiner evaluate& this view and ideal 

thus: 

In t his way, quite irreapeotively of the value of t he traot.1oea 
which he inculcated• Laud, by his failure to take into accot.nt 
existing habits; brought h1m8ell into coll1aioo with the hildm" 
Puritanism of his time as well as with the mere f&ardar ancl 
unruliness, of which there was enough to spare.2 

26. -tlutton, .!m• Slil:1•, pp. 52r-3. As quoted by Hut.ten. 

27Y!JL XXXII , 1ea. 



CHAP?E2 IV 

THB ffiAC'fiC~S OF l'IILLIAM, ARCHBISHOP 0, CANTERBURY 

Laud 0o fursonality as it waa Etfeatiw an bis &actioaa 

The r.x>l i oioa oi Uilliam Laud 1f8l"8 diHUBSed in the p-nioWI ohapterJ 

the [Alrpose of t his ohapto.r is to disauaa b1s actual p-aot1oea 1lb1l.e be 

was Ar ch.bi s! op or Canterbul"Je Before any ditoUBsian 0£ h1a iraat.toea, 

it might be uel.l to note tho personality of the ArchbisbopJ tar all that 

he did oo t ho l?imato was affected by his paraonallt7. 

Laud oorn0 'to the ~y with a aon1oioua reooautiion t.hat the 

Siate tied d o, ·!;he Ohurch at every point. en September 9• 16331 Juat 

attor hie 'trans l .'.l:'6ion to Canterbury, he wrote to his frierid Stratford• 

t h • in l.t'ol ...... >idi: 

,e fOX' '1.,he Church, it is so bollld up with the forms of the Ccanm 
Lm7 that it is not possible far me, or any man, to do that good 
which he would do or io boW'¥1 to doe For ytRD" Lordship aeee, no 
mun cleared, t ha·i they which have gotten so muah power over the 
Church will no·!; let go their hold a but they haft indeed,

1 
tangs with 

a witnes:J9 whatsoewr I was crioe aa1d in passion to haw. 

It was becauoe of t his reaaon, naimly, the State's hold ca the Church 

that Laud 1:ras not able to carry out the Jrincipl.ea of toleration, "Wbi.ob 

hg hi.mself hsl clg -rthile sttdiously obeying tbe 1.aw. 112 

Though Laud himself was tolerant concerning tho quest.ion ot holding 

creeds and articles of faith which might be d1aprt,able• he did not ques­

tion his r ight ~6 punish those who maintained publiol.y that t.heir articles 

1
Yi. H. Hllt ton, ll1i ~ Qbµrph ms ibl. Apqpgim 0£ Qbe•tea I l2 

ldW. lleatb ~ &mt, {1§25-1714.} (New Yerka Macwr:L1J111 and eo., 19057 P• 44. 

2rbid. 



al 

ot faith uare neoosDary far sal:nt1cn. Bad the lo11111ina GJ.&"88Nd thall­

lel.11ea With opinion s only, t.bia would haft been cme thing. '1'be1r ocnatant 

i:rotes t ations o:£ the a upremaoy ot the pope oauNd tha to be JU11ahld for 

disloyalty to tho OrCT.11l'l.a In thia aituatim Laud obeJ9(1 tiie latter ot the 

Law. 

The t ol.era.i.1ca Which Laud advooated was rdber unreal.iatio tor bis day 

and BlJi3• Men \'lho would abide by the oounoila ~ the Church, ar uz,ge their 

objections in a quiet and p,aae.tul ny respeating the order of the Omrob 

•re ff!r and .fcm betr}88n. &ah an idea as the aboW •oould CDly haw 

OOJmoond<:Jd it.::,elf to m e who was better acquainted with books t.l1al vi.th 

men. 04 
fu:rhapo Laud •s ap~ch to his adftl'Al"i.s m1ght haw betN:1 dilf'81'­

ent had he t.hought o! the crushing ei'feat ot his policies cm the 1ndepend­

tnce of roligicUD thought. 

Tm spirit of toleration which was Laud's did not extend to the 88%'­

maie vlhich t7oro ~eaohed on predestinat1cln at the Un1wrs1-t;y of Oxf'Cl'd. 

Se1'm0ns nm.ch raised controwny about tha faith were Yiolantly oppoaed 

by t he Archbishop. Lea.med d1smaaicna ware tolerated, bll'f; ireaohen who 

attackad tin ooramtX1iea of t.m Cwroh or the Synod ot Dort were aqua.Uy 

opposed. :1It was because he desired a reucmable latitude that bit dia­

lilced opinions being put forth aa do&IIU•"s 

Laud •s spiri t of toleratioo wu actually the l"988cal tor hie later 

d0'1!l.faU. Beoause he did not penemte the RoaaD CatholiC8 to the lut 

IDall• nor did he s end those who would not aoaept the oancms ~ ~ to 

s 
~ •• P• 46. 

4s. R. Gardiner, ~ Qharlff Dl ~ SJ!IW!h Men1 fffl (Lcadc11u 
lmrst & Blackett., 1869),-II; 170. 

sA. s. Durican-Jonea, ggbbifbeR W (London, Maamill.an and eo •• 
1927), P• 147• 



S2 

irteon, Laud i'ourn hl.Jr.self bef oN the~~ JIWl..1.alnt, in 18'1. 

Thomao Full er II cnG of those iresent at th1a aeaaim ot :All'll mrt, baa 

thio to say abou·& t he p,lioy of t oleraUana 

Ao tor the tu-cht>ishop of caiterbury, mah•• b1a IIDCleraUan 1n bia 
own diomce, silanoine rut throe (in whClll al.80 a ocnClll"Nboe of 
other noricon.form.t t i es) through the whole axtm\ thereof. • • • 
Too Archbishop 's adwrsarieo imputed this, not to hie oharit7, bu• 
poli cy; fo:x.-like zroy.ing tart.heat b'om hie <JIil den, and iJ:l.nip'Ung 
other bishops t o do more than he would appear ill h1maelt. As tor bis 
omi visitatio arti cles, some oomplained tbe7 were but narroar aa 1.he7 
,1era tlade, ~nd broad as tboy were maalll"8C11 h1a undEll'-Oi'.tioere 
i.rn,r.n~oVi.ne a."lq enfor cing the same, by their inquiries, be1(bl the let­
ter thereor . 6 

lu:iotmr charactm .. ist1c of Laid ts praanal.1ty was bis temper. ~ 

Witted, intellic.....ir~, and frank in his apeeab, Laud did not 1nflnenoe lllllbT 

peop].G, nor did h9 win n:my friends. Although be had a temper wh1ab 

causec1 his et10rai.es to snart beneath the luh ot hi8 tmgue, he was al1fa111 

1ul.l of er,i.of d usually r eady to acknowled4JJ bis resret owr auab 

1nc1dento. 7 
10000 r egret s were usually exi:nssed to Ood during h1a 

PN:lQr~ Bi"''-'8:r auch ineidonts such as the cme with Shm'.t1ald. 8 

Not onl y ·r:1ao hi3 ·~mper a dral'Jbaok to h1a IA.100888 as the &imate• 

but also hi:J ability t o be insulted by my opposition. ~e who oppoaecl 

th> l'iill and t he v1e~1s of tm Arabbiabop tell under his wrat.h, tor "all. 

oppo3ition ho too!: aa a ~ raonal insul.t.119 This made it extnatly c:111"n­

oult for other~ to eet along Tlitb t.ha .ANbbiabop. 

Chris;JWm-1ie;a~Jt~i_!~~.'1ffl2nJ!"ifiW,l ffr!'81f. 
? J. P. La 1son~ Ia, WI. illr.9. n.& S,.: Ar9bb!fb9p W. (LGndob1 

C. J. G. & F. IU.v.i.ngtoo,1829;,-II, 127-28. 

8;mtra, P• 20. 
9s. a. Gardiner, "ffl.ll1am Laud,• W,01~ Sil. .Nat.1ma1 D3:eenPbY, 

edited by Sidne y Loe (Londora oztard, l692~IXIII, 190. Beawafter 
this volume \Vil.l be referred to aa lll.• 



Another characteristio of Laud wu b1a le,al ldnd • ...,.,. tba"8 

was a ata·t;ute or a reeulatian of the Owrob, Laud a:pNtecl abaolate ol»e 

dienae to ·the letter of tho 1mv. He t.ried to UN t.ba far• o1 hie Olin 

8Zample as a iueano t o mow othar8 to do th1DSII wh1ab 111.i,it haw helped 

tmm to con.form. ·oo the eeneral am ana:i.ent praotioea of the Cmrab. * 
did not force en othara that which bad no Wl'itteo OtliilRld er atatute.lO 

I..aud •s Use of the Right ot Via1'8tim 1n illglald 

Th& variauf. rights of juriadict1on and lioenainB which were part ~ 

the Archbiohofli'.""lc o! Canterbury haw been d1amseed pwvioua17.ll Qle •a 

attention is ncr., directed to the cne i:rivile9111bioh oauaed the greatest 

conmotiot one tbs Puritans. 'l'hia i;rivilege WIIB the right 0£ viait.aUon 

by t ha Arohbiohop or cne of his aubal'd1natea. Almost the WI")" .t1rat act 

or the Archbiohop was to argaii• the viaita~CJD ot hia dioocae. All early 

u February 22, 16541 Laud gaw orders to h18 Vioal'-~ala• Brent 111d 

Lambe, about the various azoeas which should be inwat.1.pted du.rina the 

v1sitatim1. 12 This vlsitation was not cml.7 to be aarriecl mt 1D the Azoctl­

cliooose 0£ Canterbuey, but also in the Arohclioaeae of YarkJ for Lald '• 

former friand and promoter at court, Arohbiahop Niele of York, alao om­

ducted a series of visitations in bis Arahdiooeae. These viaitat1ma 

covered a period of three ,-an, frca 16154 until 1es1.1.S 

In his dasire to haw oontol'ID1t7 ot iracrt1• and b7 it to aahiew 

lOibid., XXXII, 189. 

llSum:t, P• 21. 

l2ttutton, 5!2• ~., P• 64. 

13.ow., XXXII, l90e 



unity in the Church., Laud isaiecl his articlu ot na1t&Ucn. The writer 

was unabl e t o uncover Laud's article• themselves, bo9wr, varioua author• 

l?riting cri ·lihe subject haw left a general l1et ot the azoeaa whiah '118• 

artioleo :ll'l.veatigated. William fbttm has recorded some ot the 111'88 thus 1 

Oonerauy, at t ention was to be g:lwn that no aohool should be kept 
in any chanool, that strict inquir.Y should be ma:1e into peml2ara 
held by prebanda:rieo or lay personaJ that order should be takan ~or 
·tha use of t he surpliae aid other deaent ceremonies ~ the oblrcti, 
t hat .fonts be brought to their ana:hnt plaoeaJ inquiry as to obser­
vat ion of His j eaty•s instruatiatsJ seats in cathedral.a looked to., 

cl chsncel [l severed from the church or other ways profaned to be 
!'Cr:lOOiecl. 1111 

fur°thOa" instructions to the Vicar-general read aenerallya 

1.'as 'tl1Gro a .font ot stone set up 1n the mcient am usual place, 
a convenient and decant 00011un:1 on table standing upon a £rame w1 th 
o. oorpat of s i lk ar some de09Dt stuff., and a £air linen cloth to lq 
thoraon at the 001111Union time? 'l'h1a had been asked by Laud as Bishop 
o.f Lore.don, and similar questions with regard to the duties of cl.ergy 
and ohu:rclmardene and the condition of the pariahes were now pit. 

t on the v,hole little was done 1n the parish chlrches. The articles 
of iJ.1quiry into the obllgatJ.ons ot the cathedral chapters., on the 
otile:' hand ?rare ninut.e.15 

Soc:ie of tmi other areas invelltigated wre 1 

n. Did t he clergy use the, OollJDOA Book 91, PrffiE or not? 

b . Did t he parisbonan. make the p-oper responses? 

o. Ware the churches kept clean? 

d . Did t oo churchwardens and sidesmen see to it that the people duly 
atfier,ood ohuroh every 5unday and holiday? 

e . rlas thara a book in wb1oh the i:reachel's • names were entered? 

f. Did ~ parishonera behaw thmselvu reverently durillg the 
oervioe? 

g . Did the paris honera kneel for the fraj'81"8? 

14nutton., S!l.1• ..2&1•, p. 64. 

l5lbid., P• 66. 
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h. Did 'tihe pariahalora Dike a renraioa 1lhen the blessed nana of 
JeaU!l was mttltioned? 

1 . Did ths parishonors atand whall the anl.alea ot beliet _.. read? 

j. Did everyone over s1x'tetlb OOlll'l.Ulicate thrioa in the year• of 
whi.oh Easter was to ba one? 

ka ' ":iare children, sa"8lts, and &P}rtllltioes oatieabised on 5unclaJB 
and holy-da;ya? 

1 . . re t he nm1es of the popish recuaanta sent in, and was aazoe 
taken t o reclaim these people from their errors? 

m. l./ei"O the names of those who came ooly for the sermori sent in? 

n • r:0ro the ruunas of those who opened their shope on Sund818 sent 
i..ri? 

o. ,1as care tal:en to see that hcapitala au1 almshouaes were being 
used by the poople for wban they wen intended? 

P• .iere moral oi'.fenoea inquired into?l6 

N aw oi: the obovu questions caused as 1111Gb stir in the churches aa 

too 11ext two. The first of tho controversial questions to be considered 

is the question of fixing the oomrmmion table at the east em 0£ the 

churah. Si.1'103 Rane-was making a strong attempt to rea.laim Engl.Amd for 

heraeLf• 'tihis move by Laid suggested to many that he 1f88 try.ing to aid 

th9 Roman Church. Tm .faat was that Laud was not conoemed wi"11 1ibe 

Roman approach that the altar was a plaGe to be wonhipped. "To his mind 

it waa not eo JD.lab the symbol of the JlNNDOB ot the 1n"1Bib1e God• u 

i ... G T./a.s the throne of tho invisible King.n17 Far tbia reaacm he pteaaad 

too quesuon of the poe1t1an of the altar in the east end ot the ahlrch. 

The requirements which Laud imposed on the cmrcbea haw been noorded 

1 6nuncan-Janes, aQ• all•, PP• 166-68. The list is oamp1Jed t'rcD 
several paragraphs conoeming tho v1111tatt.on articslea. 

l 7!!m., XXXII, 196. 
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by I.aud •e biog,:-aphar, J. laws~, tb.ula 

It may here be remarked, tba\ all the .Aralm1abop Nqu.t.red them 1;o 
do in his visitation was, to remo'Vlt the table to the •uteni ~ 
t .rem.t·~y of the ohurch, to elevate 1t a little abow the lnel ot 
tbs pr,;,ament, and to rail it in, to pr-oteat it frCll:l protanation.18 

l~esai.ne f oT oonformity in th1• instanoe wu not simply a grabd or 

nobl.0 .idea of Laud. There was a pl"nious statute conoeming th9 poaiticri 

o:f the altar i.n f,he injw1cti ons of Queen Elisabeth. The term Holy Table 

1a usoo in tha Injunctions , lhi.ch state that the Holy 'l'ab1- 18 to stand 

,1here the al tar boo, out of se.rvice-tiDe, 

o :vine 11!':on the Ccmrnn1.on of the sacrament is to be d1stributedJ 
at TJhich time the sama shall be so plaoed in good sort within the 
Chan.oolg aa whereby the mi.nieter may be more conveniently beard of 
tm COlT'z!I!W1icant s in bis pl'a.y8r and ministrations, and the coaawnJ,.. 
canto also more conveniently and 1n more DWlber C()lfflplf\ioate with 
the ~mid mi.niat.er .19 

!Lt the clo&:3 of the sorvics, the Hol1' Table was to be plamd again in the 

ea.at end o:r the am.irah. 

Ono of the greatest points of oontrowrey beoame the use 0£ the al.tar 

rail . The furit;lll.8 later used this as <me of the p-inai.p&l grievance• 

azainst Laud. 20 Howavor, J:.aud was not without reason-in issuing this 01"­

der, for hs hopod by it to o'V9raome &ome ot the p-otanations 01' the Lord's 

Table ,1hich Heylyn reoorda tws1 

For should it be i:erm1tted to atand as before it did, cblrab-wardca 
'7ould keep their aooamta m it, pariahoners would dispatch the 
parish ooainesa at it, school-maaten will .teaab their boya to llrit.e 
upon it, t he boys will lq their bats• aatahela, and booka upan it• 
many will sit and lean irrevveotly against it in SCfflDICtl ti.al• the 
does ·will piss upon it and de.tile it• and glaziers will Jmoak it 

18r.mvson, Jm• ~., II, 75. 

1 9aee and Hardy, PemM!H IJJYlkfN.n A( iDeJ 1 lb Qburqb JAator;r 
(Lmdona MaanUJan and Oo., 1896 , P• 440. 

20z.1uncan-Jcmes, .22• .s.Ll•, P• 171. 
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£ull or nail-holes.21 

Tho fact t hai; auoh irofanat100111 ware mention9d lligbt indioat.e tha\ th1a 

order was necaaDary. It seemo obvioua trom the aooounta ot thia regula­

t ion t hat t,hase t hinBS did ocoo.r and ao Laud issued the order of placing 

t he ru.tar r ail D.bout the ahanaal. 

Anot.hsr f eature 0£ the visitatioo artialeo oonoarning the altar 

which , as a bo!le of oantention appeared in Laud's metropolltical visita­

t i on. This statute le composed for bis own Cathedral ~ Canterbury, 

by whieh i t was r equired that the Dean and P.rebendariea and o~r 
officers 11at t heir ooming in and going out of the Choir and all 
approaches t o ·the altar, t~2 should by bowing toward it, make due 
reveronoo to Almighty Ood. 11 

'!'he oecood great p:,int of opposition was the lioansing of the clergy. 

?.A.atty of tho !uri t.ans were preaching without licenses. The ~ were 

also fniline ·to coni'om to the estahJ 1shed order of serv:Loa, they were 

also stirring up all aorta ot p.iblic debates with the content of their 

sermona. To combat this situation Laud nissu.od the Canaia of 1603 11h1oh 

said a 

That no ,E:-erson sbould be admitted into sacred orders, exoapt he aba11 
at t hat tina exhibit to the Bishop 0£ whom he desirocl imposition o£ 
hands, a presentation ot himself to aome ecaleaiastioal irefenaeot 
than void in that diooeae, or shall bring into the said Biahop a 
·Gru.0 and undoubted certitioate, that either he ie irovided of soce 
chlroh ui thin the sa1d diocese, whara he ma7 at tend the Q.1J"8 ot souls, 
or of some ministers place vacant, either 1n t-he Cathedral Cmrdl ~ 
that diooase, or ot some other Collegl.ate Church therein al.ea situ­
ated, where he may execute his min1str71 er Uiat be is a tell.ow, or 
1.n right as a fellow, or to be a canduot; or Obapl.ain 1n some ool.lege 
1n ei ther ot the un1vers1t1••J or except he be a MaatGr ot .Arts of 
f i ve years standil'1g, that 11"8d in e1 thar of them at his <>1'll cbarae. 

~1.P. Heyl.3Jl, Qmianua Anglicy, SI! lb!. Hiatgr;y ~ :Ma Wb. m Putih 
91: 1hl. .ltf.9!.1 fieYfflPd El BIP~ed Prelat.e IP 1 2 r, llz ~ B:ff1dlncp • 
l&ls. &Qhbishop gJ_ CapteJ:baey .Lalckin1 A. Siele, 1671}, P• 272. 

22nuncan-Jonea, Jm• c1 t., P• 172. 
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Also added v1as the follcming ocmm1nat1on or threat.a 

If my Biohop ah.all adm1.t ~ per8Cb into the m1n1atr:,, that bu 
none 0£ these titles as is aforesaid, then be shall keep aid ma1D­
taill him with all things neae11sar.,, 't1ll be do pretar b1a t.o aOll8 
ecolosiastioal livingJ and on bis refusal 110 to do, be ahall be 
suopendod by the Archbishop, being assisted ~h another BiaboJ>. 
from erlving of Orders by tho spaae ~ a )9&re 

J\.notherr 3tatnte TJhioh waa also included 1n the orders tor 16325 was a 

roisauing of the statuto ot His Majesties Inetruoticna ~ the 1NJ' 1629 

rrhi.ch reacla 11.No private gentleman, not qual1f'J.ed by law, aball keep sq 

c.ba~ai.n :l.n his houae."2-4 This order was prov;lded tar in the 1- ot the 

l and. Lau.cl did not attempfi to bring anything nEn'I into tbe Churah, b1a sole 

µirpcoe nas to pretnrvo the anoient and acrustomed rites ot the Church. 

Tll9 fu.ritano did not aeo the matter as snch, for Heyl)'n reoarda, •19t waa 

it oa nuc.h invoi gh:)d agaillst as if it had beEll a nn dev.t.ae, never bead 

of forr.n:rly . r,25 

Laud also a'!:i1'3mptod to extend his right ot vieitat.ioo to the Uni'ftl"­

s i t y of Ca..-nbricl~ . Under the influenoa ot tm J\lritana r:iany t.hillga 11181'9 

done at t he Um.varsity wbich did not ccni"orm to the aoextptecl iract1oes oL 

tho Church of England. There had bean no formal oonsearat1cn of the 

variouo ehapola whioh bad been built, in many of the colleaaa there _,. 

no chapel.a at all. In the Callens of 1603 JrOYiaion waa made that. 1ibe P"9-

sc:riood .forms of worship be used in the colleges and hall&J that tbe Jal­

lc:ws and scholars ohould l'IBar the 8UJ'pl.1oe on 5uMA18 aid HolJ-dap- ao 

that they lili~t abide b,Y W.S form in their later min1atr1eaJ but tha• 

250ee ain ~, 22• .£a:1•, P• 609-10. 

2~., P• 517. 

2511ey1~, !W• al•, P• 241. 
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things were not being obe)Vd at the Uniwrait7. Laad w1ebm to OOl"I'-' 

this by hio v.i.si·tationJ howewr, whln the Un1wra1t7 o.tt1cd.al.8 beard ot it, 

they raised a great oo!Illl0t1on. Tba un1nrsit7 ot CMbrlda- cla1med t.o be 

outside 0£ Laud • o jurisdiction. Thi Earl ot Holland p-eaaed the oaae tor 

tm University$ and f ina.lly cm Jine 21, 1ase, the cue was bJoouBbt be1'01'9 

Charles I . Charles decided in favor ot the ArchbiahopJ but before mob 

could oo dooo, troubles arose in Sootlmd tor Land and the King. 'l'he end 

result nas that some 0£ the chapels were embellJ.ahad and 8~ Kary•a 

Church had t l:19 altar raised, and "many of the Dootors, scholars, and 

others actually bor,ed.u26 

At tho Oniwrsity of oxtord Laud's position as Cbanaellar was ot 

crea.t ~oistano::> for the visitationa.27 In thia 111'98 Laud was within h18 

ri£:hts bo·th to viait and to make any ohlllgea llhiah might bene£1t tbl 

University . Inooed, the thivorsity benefited immerulely utlder hie SUJ>8Z'­

Viei • Soro of the reforms and b9net1ts tor whiab Laud was reepcnaibla 

\'J8!'8 I 

a . Tha statutes ot the University wre oollated, amended, and 
accoruroodated to the best adva1taa, of the school. 

b. The university i:rooured a contirmat1an by Chai-lea I ot 1'te pri vi.­
le gas over the town, and also an enlal-~ ~ them to ~ tolm 
of 1.Rl'.ldcn. 

c. P.rofessorshi~ in Hebnw, Arabic and Rlblla Orator wre .founded 
and endmted by Lald.28 

d. Foreit:11 and English scholars wn enoauragedJ suab as, VON• 
Seldon, and JefflfJY Taylor. 

26I-oid., PP• 296-97 • 

27Su;gra, P• 19. 

28Hey],3ll., .sm• sJ.1•, PP• 297-99. Fbints •• b, and c mmtioned. 



e. The lkiiversity pre11 wu touamd aid enabl.1abld 1IDMr Lm4•• 
guidanoe. 

£. 'l'ho Bod1eiar1 Library reae1wd cmr 1,soo IIIIU18Gf'1pu tram Llud 
and a rum wing to the l1bnl7 1n wbiab Ul8M 11111'8 \o be bouNd. 29 

The~ rreasuiw increased the DWlber of studanta at '\bl O'b1wrait7. 'fbll 

increaaed enrollment was also reapona11>1- tar IDllll7 nn ba.Ud1np wbi.ob 

had to bs erected to hoU89 than. Laid utabliabtd a tnd1'1.CIII d aoocl 

govamiant and order during hi.a Ohln•llanh1p ot Od'Cll'd. 

• ililo atill anJ.y the Ohlnaellar ot the Uniftl'ait7 d Od'ord• Lllll.d 

had run into dii'.t'".!.culty With thl teott•• tar iaprolS"2,atiab. Tm• wae 

oaneiderabl.£> sums o! money collacud t.o mppart IIJd ausnmt "the 1.noc•• 

of servora1. worthy ministers 1n poor pariabea.•80 J\1nda wn al.80 p-oT1ded 

tor the nidrn:,a and orphans ot othu' m1niatera. Peter ~ bftu&b' th1a 

to th3 a1i'OOl'lti on of the ChanaellorJ fintly, be01Uae tbl amq ra e1ned 

ill tho ams lay-bands as it did betare, and tat leawnr bad to aet h1a 

atipend from t ha profita ot another pariahJ aeoandly, the 1111 1lbo bald 

tha position of J.ecturer was not.eel tar bi.a nmOCllJ'and.-7. 81 Pull.at 

aval.uatod the situa°'1Cl'l tmaa 

Archbishop Laud began to look with a jealou eye en tha t~fau 
for improi:riation, as who 1n prooese of ti.a would Pl'Oft a tholtl 
in ·I.ho sules of epiaaopao,, ard bJ their pll'abuN beaDllla ~ {a'1a 
patrons, £or nUL'lber and great.neas of benetioea. Thia wmlcl mltiply 
t.heir dependents, 8bd giw a••--' ...,nb to nm~Cl"Jl1t7.u 

Attomey Gonaral l'Joy invuU&&tecl tbe a1b'1GD and elled 11m laoaN• 

29112M,. • P• 579. Pointe d, •• and t amtJ.aced. 

3~. p. Steams. Cmtnei1mtJ1e a .1111 Dltgb ··~,,,,, 
(Chicago, The Amariaan ~Y of ClmNh B1.ato17, 1'NO~ 22. 

Slaey,1.yn, 212• Sil•, p. 199. 

32Puner., 211• al•, III, 417. 


