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but invite malice, which is ready to do hurt without any invita-
tione and it over lies with an open side to the devil and all
his batbteries. So both Church and State, then happy, and never
Till then, 'nh?u they are at yhity within themselwves, and one
with anobhow.+4

Bofore the opening of the second Parliament gession called by
Charles on March 17, 1627, Laud was asked to preach the opening address.
s text for this seymon was Ephesians 4:3, concerning which he said:

That i% was a very charitable tie, but better lnmown than loved;

a thing so good, that it was never broken but by the worst men;
Day, 90 goeod it was, that the very worst men metended best when
they brolke ity and that it was so in the church, never yet
heretie renting hey bowels, but he pretended that he raked them
few truth: That it was so also in the State, seldom any unguiet
8pirit dividing her union, tut he pretends some great abuses,
which his integrity would remedy: "0 that I were made a judge

in %he land, that every men which hath any ocontroversy might come
to mg, that I might do him justice:® and yet no worse a man than
David was King when this eunning was used, I, Samuel 15. That
unity beth in the Cmreh and Commen-wealth was so good, that none
bul the worst willingly broke ity that even they were so far
ashaned of the breach, that they must seem holier than the rest,
that they may be thought to have had a just cause to breaic ite
And afterwards coming by degrees to an application, Good CGod
{saith he) what a preposterous thrift is this in men, to sew up
overy small rent in thelr own coat, and not care what rents they
not only suffer, but make in the coat of Christ? t is it?

Is Christ only thought fit to wear a tom garment?

Hany of ths seeds of contention which were to plague the reign of
Charles had been sown in the first Parliament. The king hoped that this

mssage irom the leading Bishop would settle some of the differences

between the FPuritans and the Anglicans in Parlisment, This was not to
be the case. The Paritans continued to attack merbers of the Church and

Land's efforts were for naughte

1‘Giiey1yn, Ope Giliey pe 139, As quoted by Heylyn from Laud's sermon
on Psalm 112, verses 3, 4, and 5.

1511id., pe 167. As quoted by Heylyne
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Although Land was degirous of establishing unity in the Church of
England, he was realistie in his view sbout the wide gap botween the
Mnglican Chureh and the Church of Reme. The Puritans have accused Laud
of being popiehly inclined; but the Controversy with Fisher published
in 1889 clearly defines the distinetion between the two churches. Laud's
argunents go to the heart of the matter and still stand as a definitive
statoment of the controversy botween ths two churches.i® The Church of
Rome has errors in her theology, and also "Rome is not infallible, and
England holds to the firm faith of Christ.®?

In maintaining this view of the Church of England, Laud breathed a
8piri% of toleranss which was wmsual for his daye He did not beliswe
that all the points of religion were fundamental for salvation. The scul-
saving foundations of faith were the Holy Seriptures and the Creeds, Any
doubbs which might arise concerning the articles about the faith should be
determined by a general cowneil in accordance with Sariptures. Here Laud
showed that ho wished to narrow the scope of dogmatism, "and to bring
opinions nob necessary to salvation to the bar of publie discussion by
duly authorized exponents, instead of to that of an smthority claiming
infallihility,” +2 This view was directed against the Chaweh of Geneva
a3 well as the Church of Rome; for Laud was oprosed "mo? so much that
their respective creeds were false, as that they dotd insisted upmn W
adopbion of articles of faith mhich he helisved 3o de dismiadle, or at
least wnnecessary to be enforced,™ ¥

Y gbid.
18vp, XXXII, 186,

*%. R. Gardiner, Prince Charles sad $he Sonish Msrriam (Lendons
Hurst & Blaciett, 1869), I, 195.

_>
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Laud and the Question of Divins Right of Kings

"The thres, Cod, the King, and the Clmrch . « « no man can serve
any ene of them truly, but ho serves all three."*C Laud had every desire
to serve all three to the best of his ability. In his desire to do so
he infuriated the Puritans who wished to be rid of the rule of the king.
Though many of the claims of the Puritans were just, Laud believed they
should not rebel and did all in his power to keep them beneath the sub-
Jection of the kinge This was not the proper time for this action, for
the temper of the times was violently opposed to this subjection.

The phrase "o Bishop, no King", which was used as a support for the
claim of Divine right for the king, did not originate with Laud. This
Wags the product of James I, who wished to use the Church as an inquisi-
torial power 4o defend the monarchy. The idea of using the Church for
an investigabing group was taken over by Charles I. "There is proof that
every stir of the episcopal activity had its origin in the court."?:

Although Laud did not formulate the doctrine of the Diwine Right of
Kings, he may be responsible for its clearest and completest expression,
written in the culmination of his power in 1640s

The most high and sacred order of kings is of Divine Right,

being the ordinance of God limself, founded in the laws of

nature, and clearly established by express texts of both
the 0ld and New Testaments.??

20
Duncan-Jones itey, Pe 84 From Laud's sermon before
Charles I. s ORe Clley

aﬁutto_n, ope gite, pe 37
®2Ibid., p. 26, Laud's statement is quoted by Hutton.




el

28
Hutbton evaluated this statement thuss

That this Divine Right was a right to govern wrong was a View

which Laud would have been the firat to reject; but to take up

arms against even tyranny was as olearly in his eyes unlawful .2
It was such a defense of the king which placed Laud into his latexr plights
however, it was part of his personal areed--God, King and Church.

Such blind obedience to Charles, and such a faithful effort to carry
out the projecta of the Church coupled to the great authority of office,
estranged many from the Arehbishope In time Laud realized that he stood
alone with the king ageinst the political and religious forces which
threatened to destroy both Church and State. He‘!rofoe to his friend
Strafford in lreland during the year 1638, "But then I have nothing but
the king's word to me; and should he forget or deny it, where is my
remedy?"“® Laud realized move clearly than ever, even at this early date,
that he was a minister of state like Richelieu of France, wholly dependent
on the king. Laud, reocognizing his position of dependence believed that
he had no course but to defend the doctrine of the Divine right of kings
in order o safeguard his omn position as Archbishop of Canterbury.

Laud's Ideal of Conformity in Things Ecclesiastical

The last of Laud's policies and indeed the one which caused the most
contention among the Puritens and other groups of low churchmen was his
ideal of wniformity of practice, which was "the surest propagator of the
wity of the spirit."zs

Broid.

de, pe Sle As quoted by Hutton.

BNp, XXXII, 188
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q The boat snalysis and desaription of the meaning this ideal had for
Lavd is taken from his dedication of the volume on the conference with
the Josuit, Fisher. The dedication is to the king and reads thuss

llo one thing hath made conscientious men more wavering in their ow
minds, or more apt and easy to be drasn aside from the sincerity of
religion professed in the Church of England, than the want of uni-
form and decent order in the many churches of the kingdom; and the
Romanists have been apt to say, the houses of God could mot be suf-
feved to lie so nastily as in some plages they have done, were the
true worship of God observed in them, or did the people think that
such it were. It is true, the inward worship of God in His Church
is the great witness to the world that our hearts stand right in
that service of God. « « « These thoughts are they, and no other,
which have made me labour so much as I have dane for decency and an
crderly settlement of the external worship of God in the Church; for
¢f that which is inward there can be no withess among men nor nho
example for men. Now, no external action in the world can be uni~-
Torm without some coremonies; and these in religion, the ancienter
they be the bebter, so that they may fit time and place. Too meny
overbimden the gerviee of God, and too few leave it naked. And
scarce anybthing hath hurt religion more in these broken times than
an opinicn in too many men, that because Rome hath thrust some un-
necessary and mony superstitious csremonies upon the church, there-
fore, tho Reformation must have done alljy not considering therewhile,
that ceremonies are the hedges and fence, the substance of religion
r from 211 the indignities which profaneness and sacrilege too com-
monly put upon it,%0

Such an emphatic view of the need for uniformity of ceremonies was in

direct opposition to the iconoclastic and enthusiastic view of religicn
held by the Puritans, Laud's desire for wiformity was grounded in his
fim belief that the outward ceremcnies would keep the unity of the Church,
which he desired so muche Se Re Gardiner evaluates this view and ideal

thuss

In this way, quite irrespectively of the value of the practices
which he inculcated, Laud, by his failure to take into account
existing habits, brought himgelf into collision with the hi
Paritanism of his time as well as with the mere discader an
wiruliness, of which there was enough to apu*e.z

*Siutton, ope gites ppe 52-3. As quoted by Hutton.
27mNB, AXXII, 188,
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CHAPTER IV
TiZ PRACTICES OF WILLIAM, ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY
Laud's Parsonality as it was Effective on his Practices

The policies of William Laud were discussed in the previous chapter;
the purpose of this chapter is to discuss his actual practices while he
Was irchbiahiop of Canterbury. Before any disoussion of his practices,
it might be well to note the perscnality of the Archbishop; for all that
be did as the Primate was affected by his perscnality.

Laud came to the Primacy with a conscious recognition that the
State tied down the Chureh ab every pointe On September 9, 1633, just
aftor his translation to Canterbury, he wrote to his friend Strafford,
then in Irelands

As for the Church, it is so bound up with the forms of the Common

Law that it is not possible for me, or any man, to do that good

which he would do or is bound to dos For your Lordship sees, no

man elearod, that they which have gotten so much power over the

Chureh will not let go their hold: but they have indaod,lfln@ with

a witness, whatsoever I was once said in passion to have.

It was because of this reason, namely, the State's hold on the Church
that Lend was not able to carry out the prineiples of toleration, “which
he himself hsld, while studiously obeying the law,"?

Though Lawud himself was tolerant concerning the question of holding
creads and articles of faith which might be disputable, he did not ques-
tion his right to punish those who maintained publicly that their articles

Yy, H. Hutton, Chureh Aggession of ko
the tixg_.ﬁ M(h% (itew !wk% and Coe, 1903), pe &4

*Ibia.
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of faith were necossary for salvation, Had the Romenists expressed them-
Selves with opinions only, this would have been one thing. Their constant
Protestations of the supremacy of the pope caused them to be punished for
disloyalty to the Crowne In this situation Laud obeyed the letter of the
Law,

The tolorencs which Laud advooated was rather umrealistic for his day
ad age. lien who would abide by the councils of the Church, or urge their
%jections in a quiet and peaceful way respecting the erder of the Clurch
Wre for and fow between. Such an idea as the abowe "eould ocnly have
Commended itself to one who was better acquainted with books than with
men ,né Ferhaps Laud's approach to his adversaries might have been differ-
ent had he thought of the crushing effect of his policies on the independ-
e of religious thoughte

Tho epirit of toleration which was Laud?s did not extend to the ser-
Mens whiech wore preached on predestination at the University of Oxford.
Sermons which raised controversy about the faith were violently opposed
by the Archbishop, lLearned diseuosions were tolsrated, but reachers who
attacksd the coremonies of the Clurch or the Synod of Dort were equally
Opposeds “It was bocauss he desirved a reasonable latitude that hs dis-
liked opinions being put forth as dogmase"®

Laud's spirit of toleration was actually the reason for his later
downfall, Because he did not persecute the Roman Catholics to the last
man, nor did he send those who would not accept the Canons of Dort to

3&&-. Pe 46,
4. R. Gardin Spsnish Marriage (London:
Hurst & Blackett, 1689 b 1%. 6 20,

®A, S, Duncan-Jones, Archbishop Laud (Londons Maemillan and Co.,
1927), pe 147,
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Bison, Laud found himself before the tribunal of Parlimment in 164l.
Thonas Fuller, cne of those present at this session of Parliament has
this to say about the policy of tolerations
48 for the Archbishop of Canterbury, much was his moderation in his
o dlovese, sileneing but three (in whom also a concurrence of
Other nonconformities) tirough the whole extent thereof. « « o
The Archbishop's adversaries imputed this, not to his charity, but
policy; fox-lile preying farthest from his own den, and instigating
obher bishops to do more than he would appear in himself. As for his
oW visitation articles, soms complained they were but narrow as they
Yiere made, and bwead as they were measured; his under-officers
nproving and enforcing the same, by their inquiries, beyond the let-
ter thereof,®
Another characteristic of Land's personality was his temper. Sharp-
witted, inteliigent, and frenk in his speech, Laud did not influence many
Peopls, nor did he win many friends. Although he had a temper which
Caused his enemies to smart beneath the lash of his tongue, he was always
ol of grief and usually ready to acknowledge his regret over such
incidents,” These regrets were usuvally expressed to God during his
Prayers after such incidents such as the one with Sherfislde®
Not only was his temper a drawback to his success as the Primate,
but also his ability to be insulted by eny opposition. Anyone who opposed
the will and the views of the Archbishop fell under his wrath, for "all
opposition he took as a personal insult,"’ This made it extremsly diffi-

cult for others to get along with the Archbishop.

¢, Puller, The Clueh of Britein freu the Bith of Jamus

Chpist wntid) 1648 (5rd editions
73. Po Law - (Londons
Lawson ,g%’lﬁggﬁl.%}m of Archbishop Laud

Cs Jo G, & F, Rivin s 1R7-284

®supra, p. 20.

95, R. Gardiner, "Willian Laud," of National
edited by Sidney Les’ (Londons Oxford, 16920, XXKII, 190, Hereafter
this volume will be referred to as DNB.
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Another characteristic of Laud was his legal mind, Wherever there
vas a statute or a rogulation of the Clmrech, Laud expected absolute obe-
dience to the lotter of the law, He tried to use the faree of his own
éxample as a means to move others to do things which might have helped
thon to conform to the general and ancient practices of the Church. lis
did not force on obhers that which had no written command or statute.l®

Laud's Use of the Right of Visitation in England

The various rights of jurisdiction and licensing which were part of
the Archbishopric of Canterbury have been diseussed previously.t One'a
abtention is now directed to the one privilegs which caused the greatest
Comuobion among the Puritans, This privilege was the right of visitation
by the Archbishop or cne of his subordinates. Almost the very first act
of the Archbishop was to arganise the visitation of his diocese. As early
a3 February 22, 1634, Laud gave orders to his Vicar-generals, Brent and
Lambe , about the various areas which should be investigated during the
visitation.*~ This visitation was nos only te be carried out in the Arch-
diocsse of Canterbury, bub also in the Archdiocese of York; for Laud's
former friend and promoter at court, Archbishop Niele of York, also con-
ducted a series of visitations in his Archdioceses Thess visitations
covered a period of three years, from 1684 until 1657,1°

In his desire to have conformity of practice and by it to achiewve

01pia,, xXXTI, 189,

Lsupra, pe 21,
lzﬂutton, OBe ﬁo’ pe 644

3mp, xxxrz, 190,
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Unity in the Chureh, Laud issued his articles of visitation. The writer
Was unable to uncover Laud's articles themselves; howsver, various authors

Writing on the subject have left a general list of the areas which these
articles investigated, William Hatton has recorded some of the area thus:

Generaliy, attention was to be given that no school should be kept
in any chaneel, that strict inquiry should be made into peculiars
held by prebendaries or lay persons; that order should be taken for
the use of the surplice and other decent ceremonies of the church;
that fonts be brought to their ancient places; inquiry as to obser-
vation of His lajesty's instructions; seats in cathedrals looked to,
and chancels severed from the church or other ways profaned to be

remedied,l4
Further instructions to the Viear-general read gsnerally:

tas there a font of stone set up in the ancient and usual place,

a convenlent and decent commnion table standing upon a frame with

o carpeb of pilk or soms decent stuff, and a fair linen cloth to lay
thoreon at the commnion time? This had been asked by Laud as Bishop
of London, and similar questions with regard to the dutiss of clergy
and churehmardens and the condition of the parishes were now pat.

But on the whole little was done in the parish clurches. The articles
of inguiry into the obligauons of the cathedral chapters, on the
obher hand were mihute,

Some of the othor arcas investigated weres

ae Did the clergy use the Common Book of Frayer or not?
be Did the parishoners make the proper responses?

C. UWere the churches kept clean?

Did the chwehwardens and sidesmen see to it that the people duly
atbended church every Sunday and holiday?

©s Vias thers a book in which the preachers! names wers entered?

fs Did the parishoners behave themselves reverently during the
gervios?

ge Did the parishoners kneel for the prayers?

. 1

14 mtton, op. gibes pe 64
k2 do, Pe 66e
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he Did the parishoners make a reverence when the blessed names of
Jesus was mentioned?

be Did the parishoners stand when the artidles of belief were read?

Je Uid everyune over sixteen commnicate thrice in the year, of
which Baster was to be one?

Ke UVere children, servants, and apprentices catechised on Sundays
and holy-days?

l. Vere the nams of the popish recusants sent in, and was care
taken o reclaim these people from their errors?

Me lare the hames of those who came only for the sermon sent in?

ne Viere the names of those who opened their shops on Sundays sent

in?

©s Vlas care taken to see that hospitals and almshouses were being
used by the people for whom they were intended?

De Were moral offenses inquired into?16

Hone of the above questions caused as much stir in the churches as
the next two. The first of the controversial questions to be considered
is the question of fixing the communion table at the east end of the
church. Sinece Rome was making a strong attempt to reclaim England for
herself, this move by Land suggested to many that he was trying to aid
the Roman Church. The faot was that Laud was not concerned with the
Romsn approach that the altar was a place to be worshipped. “To his mind
it was not so much the symbol of the yresance of the invisible God, as
it was the throne of the invisible King."’ For this reason he ressed
the question of the position of the altar in the east end of the church.
The requirements which Laud imposed on the clmrches have been recorded

16puncan—Jones, gpe gite, ppe 166-68. The list is compiled from
Several paragraphs concerning the visitation articles.

17mB, XXXII, 196.
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by Laud's biographer, Je lewson, thuss

It may here be remarked, that all the Archbishop required them to
do in his visitation was, to remove the table to the eastern ex~
tremity of the church, to elevate it a little above the level of
the pavement, and to yail it in, to protect it from profanation.l®

Pressing for conformity in this instence was not simply a grand or
hoble idea of Laude There was a previous statute concsrning the position
of the altar in the injunctions of Queen Elizabeth. The term Holy Table
is nged in the Injunctions which state that the Holy Table is to stand
vhere the altar had, out of service-time,

saving whon the Commnion of the sacrament is to be distributed;

at which time the same shall be so placed in good sort within the

Chanoel, as whereby the minister may be more conveniently heard of

the commnicants in his prayer and ministrations, and the commni-

cants also more cogganiently and in more number commnicate with
the said minigter.

A% the close of the servieo, the Holy Table was to be placed again in the
east end of the churche

Une of the greatest points of controversy becams the use of the altar
rails The Puritans later used this as one of the principal grievances
againgt Laud.”C However, Laud was not without reason in issuing this or-

der, for he hoped by it to overcoms some of the profanations of the Lord's

Table which Heylyn records tims:

Yor should it be permitted to stand as before it did, church-wardens
would keep their acocounts on it, parishoners would dispatch the
parish business at it, school-masters will teach their boys to write
upolr 1%, the boys will lay their hats, satchels, and books upon it,
many will sit and lean irreverently against it in semmon time, the
dogs will piss upen it and defile it, and glaziers will knock it

18Lm0n, OPe m" II. 756

19ee and Hardy, Documents of English Church History
(Lendon: Maemillan and Cos, 1898), pe 440,

2Opunean-Jones, gpe Gites Pe 171e
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full of nail-holese®t
The fact that such profanations were mentioned might indicate that this

order was necsssary. It seems obvious from the accounts of this regula—

tion that these things did occur and so Laud issued the order of placing

the altar rail sbout the chancale
Another feature of the visitation articles concerning the altar

Which was a bone of contention appeared in Laud's metropolitical visita-
tione This statute ho composed for his own Cathedral of Canterbury,

by whieh it was required that the Dean and Prebendaries and other

officers “at their coming in and going out of the Choir and all

approaches to the altar, thgg should by bowing toward it, make due
]

reverence to Almighty Gode
The second great point of opposition was the licensing of the clergy.

Yany of the Puritens were preaching without licenses. The preachers were
also failing to conform to the established order of service, they were
also stirring up all sorts of public debates with the content of their
Sermonse To combat this situation Laud relssued the Canons of 1603 whieh

gaids

That no person should be admitted into sacred orders, except he shall
at that time exhibit to the Bishop of whom he desired imposition of
hands, a presentation of himself to soms ecclesiastical preferment
then void in that diocesej or shall bring into the said Bishop a

true and undoubted certificets, that either he is provided of some
churoh within the said diocese, where he may atiend the cure of souls,
or of some ministers place vacant, either in the Cathedral Ciurch of
that diocese, or of some other Collegiate Church therein also situ-
ated, where he may execute his ministry; or that he is a fellow, or
ipn yight as a fellow, or to be a conduct or Chaplain in some collage
in either of the universities; or except he be a Master of Arts of
five years standing, that lived in either of them at his own charge,

“1p, Heylyn, Cyprispus Anglicus: or The awm of the Life and m
m Reversnd and &mte
2: m 22_ Ae Siele, 1671 2720

zzl.hmcm—Jonea, Ope Cibe, Do 172«
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= Algo added was the following commination or threats
1f any Bishop shall admit any persocn into the ministry, that has
hone of these titles as is aforesaid, then he shall keep and maih~-
%ain him with all things necessary, till he do prefer him to some
ecclesiastical living; and on his refusal so to do, he shall be
suspended by the Archbishop, being assisted '&h ancther Bishop,
from giving of Orders by the space of a year.

fnother statnte which was also included in the orders for 1633 was a
reissuing of the statuto of His lMajesties Instructions of the year 1629
which read: ™o private gentleman, not qualified by law, shall keep any
chaplain in his 1'101130."24 This order was provided for in the laws of the
lande Laud did not attempb to brihg anybhing new into the Churech, his sole
pirpese was to pressrve the ancient and accustomed rites of the Chmrche
The Puritans did not sec the matter as such, for Heylyn records, "yet was
it as mueh inveighod against as if it had been a new device, never heard
of fcm:zarl;f."'?'s

Laed also attempted to extend his right of visitation to the Univer-
sity of Cambridge. Under the influence of the Puritans many things were
done ab the University which did not conform to the accepted practices of
the Church of Englande There had been ho formal consecration of the
various chapels which had been built, in many of the colleges there were
RO chapels at all, In the Canons of 1603 mrovision was made that ths pre-
scribed forms of worship be used in the colleges and halls; that the fel-
lows and scholars should wear the surplice on Sundays end Holy-days, so
that they might abide by this form in their later ministriss; but these

250e0 and Hardy, ope Gite; pe 50910,
2 ep Pe 5176

*SHeylyn, gpe gite, pe 241.
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things were not being obeyed at the University. Laud wished to correct
this by his visitation; however, when the University officials heard of it,
thoy raised a great commotions The University of Cambridge claimed to be
cutside of Land's jurisdiction. Ths Barl of Holland pressed the case for
the University, and finally on June 21, 1636, the case was brought before
Charles I. Charles deecided in favor of the Archbishop; but before mach
eould be done, troubles arose in Secotland for Land and the King. The end
result was that soms of the chapels were embollished and Saint Mary's
Church had the altar raised, and “many of the Dogtors, scholars, and
others actually bowede"26

A% the University of Oxford Land's position as Chancellor was of
great assistance for the visitations.?’ In this area Laud was within his
rights both to visit and to make any changes which might benefit the
University, Indoed, the University benefited immensely under his super-
Vislon. Some of the reforms and bsnefits for which Laud was responsible

eres

a, Tha statutes of the University were collated, amended, and
accommodabed to the best advantage of the school.

be The University procured a confirmation by Charles I of its privi-
leges over the town, and also an enlargement of them to the town
of Tondon.

Professorships in Hebrew, Arabic and Public Orator were founded
and endowed by Laud.?8

d. TForeign and BEnglish scholars were encouraged; such as, Voss,
Selden, and Jeremy Taylore

201bids, ppe 296-97.

%Tsupra, pe 19
28Heylyn, ©De Cites ppe 297-99, Foints a, b, and ¢ mentioned.
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®e The University press was founded and established under Laud's
auidanhos ¢

fo The Bodleian Library received over 1,300 manusaripts from Laud 29
and a new wing to the library in which these were to be housed.

These measures increased the mmber of students at the University. The
inereased enrollment was also responsible for many new buildings which
had %o b erccted bo houss thems Laud established a tradition of good
government and ordsr during his Ohancellorship of Oxford.

Uhils s%ill only the Chancellor of the University of Oxford, Laud
had run inte Aifficulty with the feoffees for impropriation. These were
conaidsrable sums of mohey collscted to support and augnent "the incomes
of several worthy ministers in poor parishes.">C Funds were also provided
for the widows and orphans of other ministers. Peter Heylyn brought this
to the attention of the Chaneellor; firstly, because the meney remained
in the osame lay-hands as it did before, and the lecturer had to get his
8tipend from the profits of another parish; secondly, the men who held
the position of lecturer was noted for his nmoonfmity.m Fuller
svaluated the situation thuss

Arehbishop Laud bagan to look with a jealous eye on the feoffees

for impropriation, as who in process of time would prove a thorn

in the sides of episcopacy, and by their purchases become the prime

patrons, for number and greatness of benefices. This would mltiply

thelr dependents, and give a secret growth to nmoontoruty.“
Attorney Coneral Noy investigated the situation and called the feoffees

?91bid., pe 579, Points d, e, and £ mentioned.

%Cr. P, Stearns, oo piioialim dn tho Tuidh Letherlands
(Chicagos The Amarican Society of Church History, 1940), pe 22,

S heylyn, ODs Gibe, Pe 199

%%uller, op. gite, I1T, 47




