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PREFACE.

It may be proper to premise that the substance of the
present volume was onginally delivered, for the most part,
in the form of popular lectures, and designed for the use of
the younger members of the Church, with the view of in-
ducing them to take a deeper interest in the Church of their
fathers. This circumstance accounts for the popular and
almost conversational tone thus imparted to the narrative.
The object of the volume is chiefly to exhibit the more pro-
minent features of our Church history; and it will be found to
consist, in a great measure, of a series of illustrations charac-
teristic of the several periods to which they relate, many
of them of a highly dramatic kind.

The author candidly avows himself a Presbyterian of the
old school; and he has been at no pains to conceal his sen-
timents. In support of the main facts of the history, which
have been amply authenticated in larger works, accessible
to all, he considers it superfluous to adduce authorities.
But he has advanced no statement, the truth of which he did
not endeavour to ascertain by personal investigation; and, in
disputed cases, the authorities to which he refers will speak
for themselves. The leading facts of our ecclesiastical his-
tory, so far as is requisite to form a candid and enlightened

D judgment on them, are placed beyond all dispute, having
d been admitted by respectable historians of all creeds and
A principles. The discrepancies which may appear in their
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accounts consist chiefly in the opposite interpretations’
which they put on the same facts, and the different conclu-
sions which they draw from the same events—interpretations
and conclusions which will vary according to the author’s
sentiments and prepossessions, and vary with regard to the
facts and events of the present day as well as those of the
past. Convinced that no writer of Church history who has
any principles to which he attaches importance can descnibe
the scenes and characters with which these principles are
identified, without imparting to the description more or less
of the colour of his own mind, the author does not attach
much value to the high professions of impartiality with which
some historians have ushered their productions into the
world. The topics included in this extensive survey are so
various, and, as they approach modern times, touch upon
so many points which may be held disputable, that the
author can hardly expect to escape from some censure; but
while he has aimed to authenticate his statement of facts by
appealing to the best sources of information, he is not con-
scious of having justly incurred the charge of misrepresen-
tation, or of having been misguided in his personal reflections
by prejudice or by partisanship.

The first portion of the present Work was published in the
year 1846, under the title of “Sketches of Scottish Church
History,” embracing the period from the Reformation to that
of the Revolution. It then appeared in two small volumes.
This portion has now been revised throughout, and what-
ever was only of passing interest, in the Appendices or else-
where, has been removed. But the body of the narrative
has been almost entirely retained. The continuation of
“The Story”—from the Revolution to the Disruption, is
recently written, and is now published for the first time.
Thus, in its present form, the whole book comprises, within
reasonable compass, a connected “Story of the Scottish
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Church,” from its earliest development at the Reformation;
with the varying fortunes of its progress, its revivals, its suffer-
ings, and its declensions—down to the aspect which it bears
at the present day.

No Church in Chrstendom, it is believed, affords so
many incidents of stirring interest, or furnishes to readers of
the present day so many lessons of paramount importance.

Several years ago, the proposal to complete my Sketches
of Scottish Church History,” by bringing down the narra-
tive to the present day, was suggested to me by a highly
respected member of the firm of Blackie and Son; but,
owing to various other avocations, the design, though par-
tially prepared for, was never till now carried into effect.
The continuation is now completed, and the whole appears
as a continuous story, down to the period which, it is be-
lieved, marks an historical epoch, sufficient to guide the
student of history in forming his judgment with regard
to present events in the light of a connected and compre-
hensive review of the past. Seldom, if ever, has the sacred
emblem of the Church of Christ—the Burning Bush—so ap-
propriately adopted by the Scottish Church after the Revolu-
tion in 1690, been more amply verified than in its whole
history, according to its ancient motto,

NEC TAMEN CONSUMEBATUR.
T. M‘C.

EDINBURGH, December, 1874.
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THE

STORY OF THE SCOTTISH CHURCH.

PART 1

FROM THE REFORMATION TO THE REVOLUTION.

CHAPTER 1. 1529—1540.

State of religion before the Reformation—Popery sn Scotland— Origin of
the Reformation—The early martyrs of the Reformation—Patrick
Hamilton— Stratton—Kennedy and Russell— Woman at Perth— Ferse-

culing character of Popery.

For several centuries before the Reformation, if we except
the Waldenses, who inhabited the inaccessible fastnesses of
the Alps, the followers of Huss in Bohemia, and the Lollards
of Kyle in Scotland, there was not a nation in Christendom
that had not bowed the knee to the authority of the Roman
church. The pope, affecting to be the vicar and representa-
tive of Jesus Christ, not in the lowliness of his character
when on earth, in which he set an example to his followers,
but in the splendour of his royal dignity in heaven, had risen
to such a pitch of arrogance, as to assume the honours, not
only of the head of the Church, but of supreme governor
over all the kingdoms of the earth. Our Lord has said, “ My
kingdom is not of this world,” teaching us that his church is
distinct from, and independent of, worldly kingdoms, and
claims no temporal dominion over men; but the Church of
Rome, in direct contravention of this statute, and interpreting
literally those passages of Scripture in which the glory of the
church is portrayed under images drawn from earthly things,
transformed herself into a worldly monarchy, and challenged,
in civil as well as ecclesiastical affairs, the homage of the
greatest princes of Europe. If at any time one of these
monarchs ventured to disobey the mandates of the Italian
priest who happened for the time being to be seated in the

chair of St. Peter, he was immediately excommunicated, and
» 1



2 THE STORY OF THE SCOTTISH CHURCH.

his kingdom laid under an interdict; the effects of which
were, that his subjects were absolved from their allegiance,
and his assassination was declared a meritorious service,
entitling the murderer to heaven—all other princes were
summoned to make war against him—the churches through-
out the country were shut up—the sacraments were suspended
—the dead were buried in the highways, and the muffled bells
rang a funeral peal, as if some fearful curse hung over the
devoted land. In such circumstances the stoutest potentate
had been made to tremble, and submit to the most humilia-
ting penance. Two of them—one, the King of England,
another, the King of France— were compelled to hold the
pope’s stirrup while he mounted on horseback; a third was
ordered to lie prostrate on the earth, while the haughty pon-
tiff, placing his foot on his majesty’s neck, exclaimed, “Thou
shalt tread upon the serpent, and trample on the dragon
and lion;” another was whipped by proxy, the cardinal of
Lorraine having received the lashes in the name of his royal
master, lying flat, as an old historian expresses it, “like a
mackerel on a gridiron;” while another, Henry IV., emperor
of Germany, having offended the pope, travelled to his resid-
ence to beg his forgiveness; and there did he stand at the
gate, barefooted and bareheaded, for the space of three days,
ere ‘“his holiness” would admit him to his presence; and
after all, the haughty pontiff deprived him of his crown, and
transferred it to another.

The spiritual power claimed by the pope was, as it still is,
not less extraordinary. Not content with assuming the pre-
rogatives and even the titles of the Deity, the lordship of
conscience, the gift of infallibility, and the power of absolving
men from the consequences of sin in a future world, he went
so far as to “exalt himself above the Most High.” He pre-
sumed to consecrate vice, and dispense with the obligations
of the divine law; he invented new sins, and created new
worlds in which they might be punished. Indulgences were
openly sold for money, by which the deluded people were
taught to believe that their guilt would be forgiven, and tne
souls of their departed friends redeemed out of a place which
they termed purgatory.!

1 Bellarmine, the standard author of the papists, goes so far as to aver,
that ‘' if the pope should command vice, and prohibit virtue, the Church
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Popery, however, with all its sanctified pretensions, was
only a vast conspiracy against the civil and religious liber-
ties of mankind, the ramifications of which extended over
nearly the whole earth, and every member of which, from
the pontiff down to the meanest monk, was sworn to ad-
vance the interests of the body. Swarms of priests and
confessors infested every country—penetrating, like the
plague-frogs of Egypt, into the recesses of every family,
from the chamber of the king down to the hut of the
cottager, and polluting everything they touched. This
motley band, by means of auricular confession, made them-
selves masters of the secrets of every court, every household,
and every bosom; a regular system of espionage was estab-
lished, by which secret intelligence of every movement
might be conveyed to head-quarters; and the complicated
machinery, obeying the touch of some unseen hand, could
be made to bear, with decided and irresistible effect, on the
accomplishment of its designs.

Some may be surprised how such a system of organized
oppression could have been tolerated so long without com-
bined attempt to shake it off. But we shall cease to
wonder when we consult the Scriptures, where we learn
that the antichristian system is the masterpiece of satanic
cunning, expressly devised for deluding mankind—* whose
coming is after the working of Satan, with all power, and
signs, and lying wonders; and with all deceivableness of
unrighteousness in them that perish.” We shall cease to
wonder when we consider that Popery is the religion of the
corrupt heart of man, admirably contrived to foster its pride,
and feed its lusts and passions; offering pardons which may
be procured for money, and presenting objects for worship
which may be seen and handled; enlisting all the fine arts—
architecture, music, painting, and. statuary—into its service;
appealing to every sense; enthralling the mind by the
mystery and plausibility of its doctrines; fascinating the
imagination by the gorgeousness of its rxtual and overwhelm-
ing reason itself by the magnitude of its pretensnons And
we shall cease to wonder, when we think on the power which

-would be bound to believe vice to be good, and virtue to be evil, unless she
would sin against conscience.” (See Bruce's Free Thoughts on Popery,

p. 20.)
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the popish clergy were able to wield in support of their
system; that the slightest heretical whisper was sufficient to
consign the suspected person to the dungeons of the Inquisi-
tion; and that, if he persisted in holding his opinions, he
was doomed to expiate, in the flames of a cruel death, the
crime of having dared to question the dogmas of the infallible
Church. For, after all, the Church of Rome would have found
it impossible to withstand the opposition which, from time
to time, her arrogance provoked, had not “the kings of the
earth,” intoxicated with ‘“the wine of her fornication”—in
other words, seduced, corrupted, and enslaved by her idola-
tries—*‘given their power to the beast,” by lending themselves
to be the tools of her policy and the executioners of her
vengeance.

The state of religion in Scotland, immediately before the
Reformation, was deplorable in the extreme. Owing to the
distance of this country from Rome, it was the more easy for
the clergy to keep up on the minds of the people a supersti-
tious veneration for the papal power; and our ancestors, who
heard of the pope only in the lofty panegyrics of the monks,
regarded him as a kind of demigod. Of Christianity, almost
nothing remained but the name. Such of the doctrines of
our holy religion as were retained in the profession ot the
church, were completely neutralized by heresies subversive
of them, or buried under a mass of superstitious observances.
An innumerable multitude of saints were substituted in the
place of Him who is the “one mediator between God and
man.” The exactions made by the priests were most rapa-
cious. The beds of the dying were besieged, and their last
moments cruelly disturbed, with the view of obtaining lega-
cies to their convents. Nor did the grave itself put a period
to their demands; for no sooner had the poor farmer or
mechanic breathed his last, than the priest came and carried
off his corpse-present; and if he died rich, his relations were
sure to be taxed for masses to relieve his soul from purgatory.
In Scotland alone, the number of convents, monasteries, and
nunneries amounted to upwards of a hundred and fifty.!
These were inhabited by shoals of monks and friars; the
monks being confined to their cloisters, and the friars per-
mitted to wander about preaching and begging. The profli-

1 Appendix to Spotr /oode’s History.
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gacy of the priests and higher clergy was notorious. The
ordinances of religion were debased, ‘divine service was
neglected, and, except on festival days, the churches (about
the demolition of which such an outcry has been made by
some) were no longer employed for sacred purposes, but
served as sanctuaries for malefactors, places of traffic, or
resorts for pastime.”! One anecdote will sometimes show
the state of matters better than whole pages of description.
It seems that a chief part of the priest’s office in those days
was cursing. A letter of cursing cost a plack; and nothing was
more common with the country people, when any part of
their property, even the most trifling article, was amissing,
than to pay the priest for cursing the thief. The process is
thus descnbed in a friar’s sermon, quoted by Knox: “ The
pniest whose duty and office it is to pray for the people stands
up on Sunday and cries, ‘Ane has tint a spurtill ;2 thair is a
flail stoun beyond the burne; the gudewife on the other side
of the gait has tint a horne spune: God’s malison and mine
I give to them that knows of this geir and restores it
not!’”3 '

Persecution and the suppression of free inquiry were the
only weapons by which such a system of corruption and
imposition could defend itself. Every avenue by which truth
might enter was carefully guarded; the Scriptures were
effectually kept from the view of the people by being locked
up in a dead language; the most frightful pictures were
drawn of those who had separated from the communion of
Rome; and if any person hinted dissatisfaction with the con-
duct of churchmen, or proposed the correction of abuses, he
was immediately marked as a heretic, and if he did not con-
sult his safety by flight he was immyred in a dungeon, or
committed to the flames. Such were the power and the vigil-
ance exercised by the clergy, that it was not safe to utter a word
against them, even in one’s sleep. It is recorded as a fact,
that one man, a precentor or chanter as he was called, was
actually apprehended, and had he not recanted, would have
suffered death, merely because he was overheard saying in
his sleep one night, “ The deevil tak the priests, for they are
a greedy pack!”4

1 M‘Crie’s Life of Knox, i. 23. ? Lost a porridge-stick.
3 Knox's History, p. 14. ¢ Ibid. p. 18,
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As an illustration of the gross ignorance which then pre-
vailed among the clergy, Buchanan informs us that in 1545,
when severe laws were enacted against the reading of the
New Testament, such was the blindness of the priests, that
many of them, scandalized at the term 7new, maintained that
1t was a dangerous book lately written by Martin Luther, and
cried out, ‘“they would have no new testaments; give them the
oldone!”! When Thomas Forrest, usually called Dean Thomas,
or the vicar of Dollar, was examined before the Bishop of
Dunkeld on a charge of having ventured to preach from the
gospel or epistle for the day, and “shown the mysteries of
the Scripture to the people in their own language, so as to
make the clergy detestable in their sight,” the following con-
versation took place: “My joy, Dean Thomas,” said the
bishop, “I love you well, and therefore I must give you
my counsel how you shall rule and guide yourself.” “I
thank your lordship heartily,” replied the vicar. ¢ My joy,
Dean Thomas,” continued the bishop, “1 am informed that
you preach the epistle or gospel every Sunday to the parish-
ioners, and that you take not the cow nor the uppermost
cloth from your parishioners; which thing is very prejudicial
to the churchmen. My joy, it is too much to preach every
Sunday; for in so doing you may make the people think that
we should preach likewise. But it is enough for you when you
find any good epistle, or any good gospel, that setteth forth
the rights of the holy church, to preach that, and let the rest
be.” “Truly, my lord,” said the vicar, “I have read the
New Testament, and the Old, and all the epistles and gos-
pels, and among them all I never could find any evil epistle,
or any evil gospel; but if your lordship will show me the good
and the evil epistles and gospels, then I shall preach the good
and omit the evil.” “I thank God,” replied the bishop, with
great vehemence, “I have lived well these many years,
and never knew either the Old or New Testament! Therefore,
Dean Thomas, I will know nothing but my portuise and
pontifical.”? From this saying there arose a proverb which
was commonly applied in Scotland, for many years after,
to persons who were grossly ignorant: ‘“Ye are like

1 Buch. Hist. p. 219, fol. edit.
3 «*My breviary and book of ceremonies.”



1538.] THE VICAR OF DOLLAR. 7

the Blishop of Dunkeld, that kent neither new law nor
auld.”

The fate of the vicar was decided in 1538. Having hap-
pened to quote, on his trial, the words of Paul, “I had
rather speak five words with my understanding than ten
thousand in an unknown tongue,” he was asked where he
found that? “In my book whilk is in my sleeve,” answered
the vicar. Upon this the public prosecutor started up, pulled
the New Testament out of his hand, and holding it up before
the people cried, “Behold he has the dook of heresy in his
sleeve, whilk makes all the pley? in the kirk!” Brother,”
said the wicar, “God forgive you; ye ought to say better,
if ye pleased, than call the evangel of Jesus Christ the book
of heresy; for I assure you, dear brother, there is nothing in
this book but the life, latter will, and testament of our Master
and Saviour Jesus Chnst, written by the four evangelists for
our comfort and instruction.” This, however, could not
avail him. The pope had condemned the English Bible;
and the poor vicar, Testament and all, were burned at the
stake.’

But the time had now arrived, in the all-wise providence
of God, when the eyes of men were to be opened to the
abominations of this mystery of iniquity. The Reformation,
it is well known, commenced in Germany in 1517, when the
heroic Martin Luther declared war against indulgences; but
it was a considerable time before its blessed light reached
the shores of Scotland. As we intend to confine ourselves
to the history of the Reformation in our own country, we
shall not enter into any general account of 1its rise and pro-
gress abroad. But there is one feature of this glorious work
which has been too much neglected by those who have
written its history,* and to which, as it characterized the Re-
formation in our own land no less than in others, we cannot
refrain from adverting—we mean the strictly religious charactes
of its origin.  Without denying that many who took a pro
minent part in promoting it were actuated by worldly and
selfish motives, and without overlooking the influence of

1 Spotswoode, p. 66; Row's MS. Hist. an. 1538.

2 Confusion.

3 Pitscottie, p. 356.

¢ This was written before the appearance of the admirable History of the
Reformalion, by Merle D'Aubigné.
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secondary causes, which contributed to its advancement,
such as the revival of learning, the invention of the art of
printing, and the posture of political affairs in the countries
where it was introduced—it ought never to be forgotten, that
the reformation of religion in the church was the result of its
revival in the souls of men. The first reformers were, with-
out exception, men of piety and prayer—men who had
deeply studied the Bible and their own hearts; and it was by
discovering in the Scriptures the true doctrines of salvation
which alone can purify the heart and pacify the conscience,
that they were led first to see the corruptions of the Church
of Rome, and then to seek their removal. The Reformation
was the triumph of truth over error. It was the preaching
of the pure gospel by the rcformers, and especially the great
doctrine of justification by faith through the righteousness of
Christ, that gave its death-blow to the papal system. It is
true, that had the reformers not received the support of the
civil power, in all " human probability the infant reformation
would have been strangled at its birth, as it actually was in
Spain and Italy, and the whole of Europe might have been
yet lying under the dominion of antichrist. And 1t is a
striking fact, that since the era of the Reformation, Protestant-
ism has made little farther progress in Europe, and that those
nations which refused to receive the Protestant religion con-
tinue Popish to this day; while in those that embraced it, the
gospel continues to flourish in proportion to the zeal with
which it was welcomed, and the purity in which it was
established. But though, in accomplishing his gracious
designs, God employs earthly means, and makes use of
events in the political world, it is not the less on that account
the work of God. History is a record of the operations of
divine providence; but it is also a record of human guilt and
folly, as exhibited not only in the malicious opposition of the
enemies of religion, but in the unworthy motives and mistaken
policy of its professed friends. And the first lesson which
the student of church history requires to learn, is to distin-
guish between these two things—to remember that the work
may be of God, though the manner of working is of man;
and not to confound the cause of truth and rightcousness
with the follies, the errors, and mismanagements of the in-
struments employed in advocating and advancing it.
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The first person who was honoured to carry the tidings of
the Reformation to Scotland, and to seal them with his blood,
was Patrick Hamilton.! This amiable and accomplished
young gentleman was of noble extraction, and nearly allied
to the royal family, being nephew of the Earl of Arran and
of the Duke of Albany. He was destined for the Church,
but while pursuing his studies he acquired some knowledge
of the reformed doctrine, and with the view of obtaining
better information he went abroad and paid a visit to Luther
and other reformers in Germany. The result was, a deeper
persuasion of the truth, accompanied with a strong and un-
conquerable desire to impart to his benighted countrymen
the beams of that saving knowledge by which his own soul
had been enlightened. His friends, aware of the danger to
which he would expose himself by so doing, used every argu-
ment to dissuade him from making the attempt. But the
motion was from God, and could not be resisted. On arriv-
ing in Scotland about the commencement of the year 1528,
his spinit, like that of Paul, was stirred within him, when he
beheld the ignorance and superstition which prevailed; and
wherever he came he denounced, in the plainest terms, the
corruptions of the Church. His clear arguments, aided
by his fervent piety, mild manners, and exalted rank, could

1 Patrick Hamilton, though not the first who introduced or suffered for
the reformed opinions in Scotland, may be considered the proto-martyr of
the Reformation, inasmuch as he was the first who suffered in that glorious
cause after the standard of the Reformation had been unfurled by Luther.
Before his time, two individuals, at least, had suffered martyrdom for their
religious opinions—James Resby, an Englishman, and scholar of Wickliffe,
who was burned in 1422; and Paul Craw, a Bohemian, and a follower of
Huss, who underwent the same cruel fate at St. Andrews about ten years
afterwards. In 1494 thirty persons, chiefly gentlemen and ladies of distinc-
tion, were accused of heretical sentiments, but conducted their defence with
such boldness, that they were dismissed with an admonition. In 1525 there
was an act of parliament passed, prohibiting the importation of Luther's
books into Scotland, which, they said, had always ‘' been clean of all sic
filth and vice.” If we may judge from the character of the Scots, who have
been accused of being usually ** wisc behind the hand,” it is highly probable
-that such books had already been introduced into this country.—Life of
Knox, ii. 28. ‘* The more t(‘;e subject is investigated,” says Dr. M‘Crie,
‘‘ the more clearly am I persuaded it will appear, that the opinions of Wick-
liffe had the most powerful and extensive influence upon the Rcforma-
tion. We can trace the existence of the Lollards, in Ayrshire, from the time
of Wickliffe to the days of George Wishart; and in Fife they were so nume-
rous, as to have formed the design of rescuing Patrick Hamilton by {orce
on the day of his execution.'—Lsfe of Melville, i. 8.
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not fail to produce a powerful sensation; and the clergy took
the alarm. James Beaton, archbishop of St. Andrews, was
at that time primate of the church and chancellor of the
kingdom—a cruel and crafty man, who scrupled at no
means, however flagitious, for effecting his purposes. Afraid
to proceed openly against Hamilton, he advised that he
should be decoyed to St. Andrews, on the pretext of a friendly
conference with him about his doctrine. The open-hearted
young man eagerly embraced the proposal, and fell into the
snare. It is needless to dwell on the revolting consequences.
He was easily induced, by some insidious pnests, to declare
his sentiments. At the dead hour of night he was dragged
from his bed, taken to the castle, and after confessing his
faith before the archbishop, was condemned to be burned at
the stake as an obstinate heretic. On the afternoon of Friday,
February 28, 1528, this gentle and gracious youth was led
to the place of execution, where a stake was fastened, with
wood, coals, powder, and other inflammable materials piled
around it. When he came to the place, he stripped himself
of his gown, coat, and bonnet, and giving them to a favour-
ite servant, “These,” he said, “will not profit in the fire; they
will profit thee. After this, of me thou canst receive no com-
modity, except the ensample of my death, which I pray thee
to bear in mind; for albeit it be bitter to the flesh, yet is it
the entrance into eternal life, which none shall possess that
deny Christ before this wicked generation.” When bound
to the stake he exhibited no symptom of fear, but commended
his soul to God, and kept his eyes steadfastly directed towards
heaven. The executioner set fire to the train of powder,
which however did not kindle the pile, but severely scorched
the side of the martyr. In this situation he remained unmoved,
till a new supply of powder was brought from the castle.
Meanwhile, the friars who stood around him cruelly molested
him, crying out, “Convert, heretic; call upon our Lady; say,
Salve regina.” “Depart, and trouble me not,” he said, ‘“ye
messengers of Satan.” One of them in particular, called
Friar Campbell, rendered himself conspicuous for his rudeness
in disturbing the last moments of the martyr. “Thou wicked
man,” said Hamilton addressing him, “thou knowest that I
am not an heretic, and that it is the truth of God for which
I now suffer—so much didst thou confess unto me in private
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—and thereupon I appeal thee to answer before the judgment-
seat of Christ.” At length the fire was kindled, and, amidst
the noise and fury of the flames, he was distinctly heard pro-
nouncing these last words: ‘“How long, O Lord, shall dark-
ness cover this realm? How long wilt thou suffer this tyranny
of men? Lord Jesus, receive my spirit.”

The martyrdom of this engaging and accomplished youth
produced a sensation very different from what his murderers
anticipated. They expected by this bold stroke, aimed at a
person of such high rank, to intimidate all others, and sup-
press the nising Reformation. The effect was precisely the
reverse. It roused the minds of men from the dead sleep
into which they had fallen—led them to inquire into the
causes of his death—created discussion—and ultimately, what
Hamilton had failed to do by his living voice wasaccomplished
by his cruel death.

Knox informs us that many even in the University of St.
Andrews began to “call in doubt what they had before held
for a certain verity, and to espy the vanity of the received
superstition.” And he relates, in his own homely way, an
anecdote which shows how matters stood: ‘“Short after this,”
he says, “new consultation was taken that some should be
burnit. A merry gentleman, named John Lindesay, familiar
(servant) to Bishop James Beatoun, standing by when con-
sultation was had, said, ‘ My lord, gif ye burn any man, except
ye follow my counsell, ye will utterly destroy yourselves.
Gif ye will burn them, let them be burned in ko' ccllars:
for the reek of Mr. Patrick Hamilton has infected as many
as it did blow upon.’”? The impression made by Hamilton’s
death on the popular mind was greatly aided by the fearful
death of Fnar Campbell, who had insulted him at the stake.
This wretched man soon after went distracted, and died in
the utmost horror of mind, with the last appeal of the martyr
ringing in his ears.

Notwithstanding all warmning and advice, however, the
flames of persecution were kindled throughout the country,
and numbers suffered between the years 1528 and 1540.
We shall select only two or three instances. The first pre-
sents a curious illustration of the impolicy of superstition,
and at the same time of the wonderful power of divine grace

1 Hollow, deep. 1 Knox, p. 18,
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in qualifying for martyrdom an individual who was as unlikely
to suffer, and who as little thought of being called to suffer
such a death, as any one who peruses this account. In the
history of the French Church we read of an honest country
gentleman, who had paid little regard to any form of religion,
but who was so pestered and annoyed by the priests with
some unfounded suspicions of heresy, that he began first to
inquire what heresy was, and from one step to another was
led to suffer willingly and intelligently for a religion of which
he had formerly known absolutely nothing. The following
case is somewhat similar: Mr. David Stratton! was a gentle-
man of property on the sea-coast of Angus. He was the
proprictor of some fishing-boats, out of which the Bishop of
Murray demanded tithe. Stratton, who was a man of stub-
born disposition and rough manners, was so incensed at the
increasing pride and covetousness of the clergy, that he
ordered his servants to cast every tenth fish they caught into
the sea, and sent word to the bishop that “if he wanted his
tithe, he might come and receive it where he got the stock.”
He was forthwith summoned to answer for heresy. Heresy
was a thing he had never dreamed of. He had hitherto been
notorious for his contempt of all religion. But now he was
led to make inquiry, and happily sought the acquaintance of
John Erskine of Dun, afterwards one of the leaders of the
Reformation, from whose conversation he derived singular
advantage. At this time Tyndal's translation of the New
Testament had found its way into Scotland, and was privately
circulated with great industry. One copy supplied several
families. At the silent hour of night they would assemble
together in a private house, and having ascertained that there
were no spies near them, the sacred volume was brought
forth from its concealment, and while one read, the rest
kstened with mute attention. One day Mr. Stratton retired
with the young laird of Lauriston to a solitary place in the
fields to -hear the New Testament read to him (he was un-
able to read himself); and it so happened that, in the course
of reading, this saying of our Lord occurred, “ Whosoever shall
deny me before men, him will I also deny before my Father
which is in heaven” (Mat. x. 33). These words produced the
most extraordinary effect on the mind of Stratton; he sud-

! Stratton was brother to the laird of Lauriston.—Life of Knox, \. aua.
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denly became as one enraptured or inspired; and throwing
himself on his knees, his hands stretched out, and his eyes
fixed for some time steadfastly towards heaven, he burst forth
in the following strain: “O Lord, I have been wicked, and
justly mayest thou abstract thy grace from me; but, Lord,
for thy mercy’s sake, let me never deny thee nor thy truth,
for fear of death or corporal pains.” The issue proved that
the prayer had been heard. Being brought before the
bishop’s court at Holyrood House, he refused to recant,
boldly defended the truth, and was sentenced to be hanged
and burned. The execution took place at the rood of Green-
side between Edinburgh and Leith, “to the intent,” it is
said, “that the inhabitants of Fife, seeing the fire, might be
stricken with terror.” He died triumphantly, anticipating a
joyful immortality.

The next case we shall notice presents an affecting proof
of the triumph of divine grace over constitutional timidity,
and the love of life so natural to youth. Alexander Kennedy
was a young gentleman of liberal education, residing in
Glasgow; he had a turn for Scottish poetry, and at the time
we refer to he had not passed the eighteenth year of his age
He was apprehended along with Jerome Russell, who was of
the order of Grayfriars,and is described by Knox as ‘“a young
man of meek nature, quick spirit, and of good letters.”
Kennedy, on being brought before his judges, and threatened
with the dreadful doom of being burned alive, was at first
inclined torecant. Ina short time,however, he recovered his
composure. The poor lad seemed all at once to have been
strengthened from on high; and after having thanked God
for having preserved him from apostasy, he- rose from his
knees: “Now,"” said he, addressing his judges, “I defy death.
Do with me as you please; I thank God 7 am ready.” His’
companion, Russell, though naturally mild, was roused by
the irritating language of his persecutors. “This is your hour
and power of darkness,” he said to them; “now ye sit as
judges, and we stand wrongfully accused: but the day will
come when our innocence will appear, and ye shall see your
own blindness, to your everlasting confusion. Go on, and
fill the measure of your iniquity.” On their way to the place
of execution, Russell, observing some symptoms of depression
in the appearance of his youthful fellow-sufferer, thus en-
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couraged him: “Brother, fear not; greater is He that is in
us, than he that is in the world. The pain that we are to
suffer is short, and shall be light, but our joy and consolation
shall never have an end. Let us, therefore, strive to enter
in to our Master and Saviour by the same strait way which
he has trod before us. Death cannot destroy us, for it is
already destroyed by Him for whose sake we suffer.” And
so both of them, after kneeling down and praying, cheerfully
yielded themselves to the executioners—they were fastened
to the stake—the faggots were lighted—and their spirits as-
cended, as it were in a chariot of fire, to the realms of ever-
lasting glory.

The next story is of a more harrowing description. It is
that of a female, the wife of one Robert Lamb, at Perth, who
suffered at the same time with her husband. Lamb’s crime
was, that he had interrupted a friar who was preaching that
a man could not be saved without praying to the saints; and
the only charge against his wife was, that she refused to pray
to the Virgin Mary when in child-birth, declaring that she
would only pray to God in the name of Jesus Christ. For
these crimes Lamb was condemned to be hanged, and his
wife to be tied in a sack and drowned. The circumstances
attending the last scene of this poor woman’s life were
sufficient to have moved any heart but that of a popish
inquisitor. Warmly attached to her husband, she implored, -
as a last and only favour, that she might be allowed to die in
his company. This affecting request was barbarously refused;
but she was allowed to accompany him to the place of his
execution. On the way she exhorted him to patience and
constancy in the cause of Christ; and on parting with him
she said: “Husband, be glad; we have lived together many
joyful days; and this day on which we must die we ought to
esteem the most joyful of all, because now we shall have joy
for ever. Therefore I will not bid you good night, for we
shall meet in the kingdom of hcaven.” After witnessing his
death she was ordered to prepare for her own, and was
taken for that purpose to a pool of water in the neighbour-
hood. Here the tenderness of the mother began to manifest
itself. She implored her neighbours to be kind to her father-
less and motherless children; and, with a look of anguish,
she took from her bosom the infant she was suckling, and

»
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committed it to a nurse whom she had provided. Yet all
this did not shake her fortitude or her faith ; she rose superior
to her sufferings, and calmly resigned herself to death.

On hearing of the courage and constancy of these early
martyrs of the Reformation, one cannot fail to admire the
power of faith in the gospel of Christ—that faith under the
strengthening influences of which, in more ancient times,
even ‘“women endured torture, not accepting deliverance,
that they might obtain a better resurrection.” The mental
heroism of these sufferers closely resembles that of the prim-
itive martyrs of Christianity, and far excels the most splendid
and admired examples of courage recorded in Roman history.
The conduct of the wife of poor Robert Lamb may remind
some of the noble matron of Rome, the wife of Pcetus, who,
when condemned to die with her husband, plunged the dag-
ger first into her own bosom, and then, handing it to her
husband, said with a smile, “Pcetus, it is not painful.” We
see in both the same noble contempt of death; but, when
more narrowly examined, how different do the cases appear!
Putting out of view the vast difference between the causes
in which they suffered, the Roman lady was obliged to die;
she could not have escaped by making any concessions. The
Scottish mother might have saved her life by saying a few
words, such as ‘“Hail Mary, queen of heaven!” Hers was
a voluntary sacrifice on the altar of.faith and a good con-
science.

Our admiration of the power of divine grace in these
worthies must increase when we consider that, at this time,
the number of the reformed was comparatively very small—
that the sufferers met with little sympathy from their neigh-
bours—and that there was, as yet, no public preaching of the
gospel in Scotland, so that it could only be from reading
the Scriptures that any acquired the knowledge of the truth;
and yet, in spite of these disadvantages, a single ray of that
truth, darting from a single text, was sufficient to open their
eyes, and, in the faith and hope of the gospel, they would
cheerfully submit to death in the most frightful forms.

It is true that the victims of popish cruelty in Scotland
were few when compared with those who suffered in other
countries; but no thanks to Popery for that! What our ax-

cestors endured was merely a sample of the bloody tragedy
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which it was now enacting in almost every nation in Europe.
Thanks, rather, under Providence, to the stout hearts and
stalwart arms of our reformers, who arrested its sanguinary
career soon after its commencement, braved its power even
on the throne, and never ceased till they had proscribed it
by the laws of the land.

We may be told by some that all the cruelties of which
we have been speaking are to be traced to the barbarism of
the age, and to ignorance of the principles of liberty, which,
they say, were not understood even by Protestants for many
years afterwards. This, however, is a mere theory, unsup-
ported by facts—the language of persons who are fond of
reducing everything to general principles. Protestantism
disavows, by the very right of protest which it claims for itself,
the nght of persecuting others for conscience’ sake. But
Popery, like every form of superstition, is, In its very essence
and spirit, a system of intolerance. It aims at universal
dominion; it denies the right of private judgment in matters
of religion; it lays the conscience and understanding of every
man at the feet of his priest; and, when it has once taken
possession of his mind, it hardens the heart, and fits it for
perpetrating atrocities which human nature, undebased by
its influence, shudders to hear of, and shrinks from beholding.
Our ancestors knew it better than we do; and it was one of
their articles of indictment against it, which shows that they
had feelings which were shocked, and a sense of human
rights which was outraged by it—that it was ‘““a cruel, bloody, -
and tyrannical superstition.”

How thankful ought we to feel to a kind and ill-requited
Providence, that we have been delivered from such a system
of oppression—that we are not called to suffer as our fore-
fathers were for professing the gospel of Jesus Chnst—that
we are permitted to enjoy, in unmolested peace, our religious
privileges! If David would not drink of the water of Beth-
lehem, because it was in his eyes “the blood of the men that
went in jeopardy of their lives,” but “poured it out unto the
Lord,” how dearly ought we to prize, and how devoutly ought
we to improve, to the glory of God, privileges which have
been transmitted to us at the expense of the blood of his
dear saints!



CHAPTER IL

1544 — 1559.

TAe last martyrs of the Reformation—George Wishart— Walter Mill—
Commencement of the Reformation—Scotland reformed by her nobles and
people—Arrival of Fohn Knox—Demolition of the monasteries.

In 1539 James Beaton, archbishop of St. Andrews, the
murderer of Patrick Hamilton, died, and was succeeded in
the primacy by his nephew, Cardinal David Beaton. This
prelate inherited all his uncle’s hostility to the reformed
doctrine, with even a larger share of his ambition, craft, and
cruelty. When James V. died of a broken heart, he forged
a will in the name of the deceased monarch, appointing
himself governor of the kingdom; and had this policy suc-
ceeded, there can be little doubt that he might have arrested,
to an indefinite period, the progress of the Reformation in
Scotland. Some idea may be formed of the wholesale
measures which this man had devised for the extirpation of
Protestantism, as well as of the numbers of the reformed at
this period, when it is stated, that before the death of the
king the cardinal had presented him with a list of #&ree
hundred and sixty of the chief of the nobility and barons,
with the Earl of Arran at their head, who were suspected of"
heresy and doomed to destruction.! A merciful Providence
interfered to defeat this atrocious plot. The forgery was
discovered ; and Arran, who was friendly to the Reformation,
was elected governor of the kingdom.

Baffled in his ambitious designs, Beaton retreated, like
a chafed tiger, to his castle at St. Andrews, and, taking
the law into his own hand, he sacrificed to his vengeance all
the Protestants who came within his reach. But the special
object of his hatred was Mr. George Wishart, a reformed

! Crawfurd's Lives, p. 79. o
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minister, brother to the laird of Pitarrow. All the accounts
of this martyr transmitted to us unite in representing him as
a person of the most amiable and venerable character. He
is described as a tall man of dark complexion, graceful in
person, and courteous in manners, of profound learning, and
remarkable for humility and charity. His piety wzs so
fervent, that he used to spend whole days and nights in
prayer and meditation. As a preacher, he had a wonderful
command over the feelings of his audience, and many were
converted under his ministry. Wishart’s popularity, however,
was gall and wormwood to the Romish clergy, and especially
to Beaton, who tried various plans, for some time unsuccess-
fully, to get him decoyed into his den. Hearing of his
success in Ayr, the cardinal sent the Bishop of Glasgow to
apprehend him. The bishop, whom Knox calls “a glorious
fule,”! found the preacher surrounded by so many gentlemen,
that he durst not execute his commission; but he took pos-
session of the church; and the gentlemen having threatened
to expel him by force, “Let him alone,” said Wishart, who
could not endure violence of any kind, “his sermon will not
do mekill hurt; let us go to the mercat cross.” The bishop’s
sermon, according to Knox’s account, was a very harmless
one indeed. ‘‘He preached to his jackmen, and to some
auld boisses? of the town: the sum of all his sermon was,
They say we sould preach; why not? Better late thrive
than never thrive. Haud us still for your bishop, and we
sall provide better the next time.”3
In Wishart's character piety was beautifully blended with
benevolence. He was so hiberal to the poor, that he parted
not only with his money, but even with his body-clothes, to
supply their necessities. The town of Dundee, which was
the first of the Scottish burghs that embraced the Reformation,
having been visited with a severe plague in 1544, he no
sooner heard of it than he hastened to the scene of death
with as much earnestness as others were fleeing from it.
“They are now in trouble, and need comtfort,” he said; “and
perchance the hand of God will make them now to magnify
and reverence that word which before, for fear of men, they
set at light part.” He was received with great joy by the
inhabitants; sermon was intimated for the very next day; and

2 A vain-glorious fool. % Old topers. 3 Kunox's Hist. p. 4.
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that the letter was a forgery of the cardinal’s, and Wishart
once more escaped; but, with a presentiment soon after
verified, he said to his friends on their return, “I know I
shall end my life in the hands of that bloodthirsty man; but
it will not be after this manner.” %I know assuredly my
travel is nigh an end,” he said on another occasion, with
something like the spirit of ancient prophecy, “but God will
send you comfort after me. This realm shall be illuminated
with the light of Christ’s gospel, as clearly as any realm ever
was since the days of the apostles; the house of God shall
be built in it; yea, it shall not lack (whatsoever enemies
shall devise to the contrary) the very copestone. Neither
shall this be long in doing; for there shall not many suffer
after me.”

Shortly after this Wishart was basely betrayed into the
hands of the cardinal by the Earl of Bothwell, under a pledge
of personal safety. He was conducted to St. Andrews, and
after a mock trial, during which he was grossly insulted,
mocked, and even spit upon, by his judges, he was con-
demned to the stake as an obstinate heretic. The crimes of
which he was accused were, such as denying auricular con-
fession, purgatory, the mass, and other inventions of the
Romish Church; and he defended himself with great meek-
ness and fidelity. Of one real heresy only did his enemies
accuse him, namely, of holding that the souls of men slept
after death till the resurrection; and of this he was so anxious
to clear himself, that he formally disclaimed it at the stake.
So determined was Beaton on accomplishing his object, that
though Arran, the governor, wrote to him to delay the trial,
declaring that ‘“ he would not consent to his death until the
cause was well examined, and protesting, that if the cardinal
should do otherwise, the man’s blood should be required at
his hands,” the haughty prelate, setting all authonty at de-
fiance, proceeded to carry the sentence into effect at his
own hand. On the day of execution the guns of the castle
were planted so as to command the street and the scaffold,
in case of any attempt to rescue the prisoner; and the front
tower of the palace was elegantly fitted up with cushions and
tapestry, that there, seated at their ease, the cardinal and his
clergy might enjoy the spectacle. That morning the devoted
minister was invited to breakfast with the governor of the
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castle. He replied, “ Very willingly, and so much the rather
that I perceive you to be a good Christian, and a man
fearing God.” Bread and wine having been set upon
the table, he said, “ I beseech you, in the name of God, and
for the love you bear to our Saviour, Jesus Christ, to be silent
a little while, till I have made a short exhortation, and blessed
this bread, so that I may bid you farewell.” He then spoke
about half-an-hour on the institution of the supper, and the
death of Christ; after which, he blessed the bread and wine,
and having tasted them himself, distributed them to the gov-
ernor and his friends. “As for myself,” he concluded, “there
is a more bitter potion prepared for me, only because I
have preached the true doctrine of Christ; but pray for me
that I may take it patiently as from his hand.” He was
then brought out, and fixed to the stake with a heavy chain.
The fire was lighted, and the powder fastened to his body
exploded. ¢ This flame hath scorched my body,” said the
sufferer, “yet hath it not daunted my spirit. But he who
from yonder high place beholdeth us with such pride, shall,
within a few days, lie in the same as ignominiously as now
he is seen proudly to rest himself.” The fire having now
been kindled, he was first strangled, and his body was soon
consumed to ashes.!

This happened on the 1st day of March, 1546. Nothing
could be more unlikely, at the time Wishart uttered this
memorable prediction, than that it should be fulfilled. The
cardinal himself paid no regard to it; he dwelt securely in
his fortified castle; the people of the town were at his com-
mand; and he had powerful friends throughout the country.
A late wnter is so perfectly sure that our ancestors could,
In no instance, receive premonitions of future events, that he
maintains it to be “more probable” that Wishart was privy
to some conspiracy against the cardinal, “than that he should
be endowed with the spirit of prophecy "2 But is therc
anything inconsistent with reason or religion in supposing
that God may, on special occasions, such as in times of hot
persecution, have granted to his faithful and prayerful ser-
vants premonitions and forewarnings of coming events,
beyond what could be discovered even by “an extraordinary

S tswoode, 79, 82; Pitscottie,  Knox,
‘Gavin's ediggn of Scols Worlﬁca?l“g; L
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degree of sagacious foresight?” ¢ That the Supreme Being,”
says Dr. Cook, ‘“may, in seasons of difficulty, thus enlighten
his servants, cannot be doubted.” To hold that this opinion
is inconsistent with the perfection of the Holy Scriptures,
is to mistake the matter entirely. Our worthies never pre-
tended to be endowed with the spint of prophecy, in the
sense in which this is true of the ancient prophets; they did
not lay claim to inspiration, nor require implicit faith to be
placed in their sayings as divine; they did not propose them
as rules of duty, nor appeal to th>m as miraculous evidences
of the doctrines they taught. But they regarded such pre-
sentiments as gracious intimations of the will of God, granted
to them in answer to prayer, for their own encouragement or
direction; and they delivered them as warnings to others,
leaving the truth of them to be ascertained and proved by
the event.

To insinuate, as some have done, that Wishart—the meek,
the unworldly, the beneficent, the tender-hearted Wishart,
who repeatedly interceded for the life of his enemies, prayed
for their forgiveness at the stake, and kissed the executioner
before he did his office—was “privy to the conspiracy” after-
wards formed against Beaton, is the strangest exhibition of
prejudice which modern times afford. The charge has been
revived: of late, in a more malignant spirit, by some writers
whose sympathies seem to be all in favour of the popish clergy,
and with whom, in estimating the justness of the accusation,
it is apparently enough to know that Beaton was a bishop,
and Wishart a reformer. Some idea may be formed of the
credulity, if not the chanty, of these gentlemen, when we
mention that the whole evidence on which they proceed is a
passage in some manuscript correspondence of the period,
in which mention is made of “a Scotishman called Wyshert,”
who, it seems, had been employed as a sort of go-between,
or confidential servant, in some conspiracy formed by Henry
VIII. against the life of the cardinal! After what we have
stated of the character of Wishart our readers may be safely
left to judge whether /e was likely to be the person employed
on this menial and degrading service; or whether, knowing
that such a conspiracy had been formed, he was a man capable
of telling it at such an awful moment, for the purpose of being
accounted a prophet; as if, after the manner of modern for-
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tune-tellers, he had first acted as a spy, and then pretended to
predict what he had discovered! In the hands of writers
actuated by such a spirit, or guided by such evidence, no man’s
character can be safe, and no man’s memory can be sacred.
But “the memory of the just is blessed ;” and it is consoling to
think that, in this case, as in many others of a similar kind,
Providence has preserved materials sufficient to vindicate
the character of the reformer, and make the odious charge
recoil on the heads of his accusers.!

The truth is, that the plot which had been concerted against
the cardinal by Henry VIIIL had completely failed, and his
assassination was the result of a more private conspiracy
which was formed some time after Wishart's death. This
conspiracy, as we are informed by our historians, was first
proposed by a hot-headed young man of the house of Rothes,
named Norman Lesley, who was instigated by some personal
pique against Beaton, and was heard to swear that ‘“‘these
two” (holding out his hand and dagger) “were the two priests
that would give absolution to the cardinal.”? With him were
associated his brother, John Lesley, William Kirkaldy of
Grange, James Melville of Carnbee, and some others, not
exceeding twelve persons in all. Early on the morning
of Saturday, 29th May, 1546, this small band surprised the
castle of St. Andrews, turned out the attendants, burst into
the chamber of the cardinal, and after upbraiding him with

1 See an able and triumphant ‘‘ Vindication of George Wishart the Martyr,
against Mr. Patrick Fraser Tytler,” which appeared in the Edindurgh Chris-
tian Monitor for 1823, vol. iii. p. 475, where the author shows the absurdity
of supposing that a gentleman of Mr. Wishart's rank and character, the
brother of a Scottish baron, would be designated by his friends *‘ a Scotish-
man called Wyshert,” and proves by direct historical testimony that this
g;rson could neither be the martyr nor his brother the laird of Pitarrow.

r. Tytler attempted a reply in the same periodical (iv. o), in which, how-
ever, he does not venture to repeat his charge against Wishart, or to answer
the arguments of his critic. More recently the charge has been revived by
the Rev. C. ]J. Lyon of St. Andrews, who has been satisfactorily answered
by the Rev. W. Lothian of the same place. In his History of Scotliand
Mr. Tytler does not venture to repeat the charge as to Wishart's share in
the conspiracy, though he still insinuates that, from his connection with the
conspirators against Beaton, he must have known of it; it is just possidle
that he might not! (vol. v. 417). This is pure conjecture. And to attempt
fixing such a serious charge on the memory of this vencrated martyr of the
Reformation, merely on conjecture, without adducing a single proof of his
implication in the plot, is altogether unworthy of the dignity of history—to
sax nothing of its impartiality.

Buchanan, b. 15; Spotswoode, p. 82; Pitscottie, p. 483.
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his perfidy and cruelty, fell upon him with their swords. He
died exclaiming, “I am a priest—fy, fy—all is gone!” The
inhabitants of the town, awakened by the terrified inmates of
the castle, ran to the palace, eagerly demanding a sight of
the cardinal ; and the conspirators, in order to satisfy them,

exposed his dead body on the very tower from which he had,

a few months before, in savage pomp, witnessed the execution
of George Wishart.

Far be it from us to vindicate this act of bloody revenge.
The rude and unsettled state of the times, and the arbitrary
violence of Beaton, who had set the example of acting in
defiance of all law in the murder of Wishart, may palliate the
irregularity, but cannot excuse the atrocity of the deed.!
Viewed as an event in providence, we may recognize in it a
just judgment from God on a cruel persecutor; while, at the
same time, considered as the deed of man, we condemn the
instruments whose passions were overruled for accomplishing
it. Beaton died unlamented, as he had lived undesired ; and
the general feeling as to the manner of his death was expressed
in the following couplet of Sir David Lyndsay :>—

‘“ As for the cardinal, I grant
He was the man we weel could want,
And we'll forget him soon;
And yet T think, the sooth to say,
Although the loon is weel away,
The deed was foully done.”

The martyrdom of Wishart did not arrest the progress of
the Reformation, nor did the fate of Beaton stop the fury of
persecution. New preachers, many of whom had fled from
England on the accession of ‘“Bloody Mary,” supplied the
place of those who had been put to death, and converts, both

Y The History of England records instances of the murder of bishops,
much more numerous and more revolting than any similar cases in Scotland.
The murder of Becket, archbishop of Canterbury, in the twelfth century, by
four English barons—that of Sudbur ry. archbishop of York, in the next cen-
tury, by Wat Tyler's mob—of Walcher, bishop of Durham—Ayscoth,
bishop of Sahsbury. and others, who fell victims to their own ambition,
oppression, and illegal practices, might be cited to show that the assassina-
tion of Beaton is not without its parallels in prelatic England; not to'sEea.k
of the cold-blooded judicial murders of Archbishop Cranmer, and Bishops
Latimer, Ridley, and Hooper.

* The Scottish poet, whose ingenious satirical poems contributed greatly
to the downfal of the Romish clergy.
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from among the clergy and laity, were daily added to the
reformed faith. The inhabitants of Edinburgh, almost in a
body, resolved no longer to attend mass, but to make an open
separation from the Church of Rome, an example which was
followed by many others in town and country. In vain did
the queen, the widow of James V., who was now regent of
the kingdom, try to stem the torrent. The clergy sunk every
day in public estimation, and various causes contributed to
accelerate their downfal. Instead of setting themselves to
reform the notorious abuses of the Church, they made an
ostentatious display of the most puerile of her ceremonies;
instead of prudently bending to circumstances, they rose to
a higher pitch of arrogance than ever. The very year of
Wishart's martyrdom Cardinal Beaton and the Archbishop of
Glasgow had a mortal quarrel in that city, the point of dispute
being which of their crosses should be carried foremost in a
procession. The cross-bearers happening to meet, a scuffle
ensued, and they pommelled each other with their crosses,
till both were thrown to the ground. Some time after, a
momentous controversy arose about the propriety of saying
the pater-noster to the saints. A monk called Friar Totts, in
a sermon preached in St. Andrews at the request of some
doctors in the university, engaged to prove that all the peti-
tions in the Lord’s prayer might, with great propriety, be
addressed to the saints. “If we meet with an old man in
the streets,” said he, “we will say, Good morrow, father; how
much more may we call the saints, Our fathers/ And seeing
we grant they are in heaven, we may say to every one of
them, Our father which art in heaven,” &c. This stuff might
have gone down a few years before, but the temper of the
times had changed; the audience could not refrain from
laughter, and the preacher was obliged to leave the town,
glad to escape from the persecution of the boys, who cried
after him on the street, “Friar Paternoster!” A scene of a
different kind occurred in the metropolis.  St. Giles, it seems,
was the patron saint of Edinburgh, and on his feast-day it
was the custom to parade his image through the town, with
drums, trumpets, and all sorts of musical instruments. When
this day arrived in 1558 (just two years before the Reforma-
tion) the clergy resolved to have it observed with all due
solemnity, and the queen, fearing a tumult, agreed to honour
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bidden by the law of God to put hands on myself.” The
wretch having pushed him forward, he went up with a cheer-
ful countenance, saying, ‘“I will go unto the altar of God.”
“As for me,” he added, when tied to the stake, his voice
trembling with age, “I am fourscore years old, and cannot
live long by course of nature; but a hundred better shall rise
out of the ashes of my bones. 1 trust in God I shall be the
last that shall suffer death in Scotland for this cause.” So
saying, he expired amidst the flames, on the 28th August,
1558. He was indeed the last who suffered in that cause;
and, as Spotswoode observes, his death was the death of
Popery in this realm. This execution roused the horror of
the nation to an incredible height. The citizens of St.
Andrews marked the spot on which the martyr died by
rearing over it an immense heap of stones; and as often as
the priests caused it to be removed, the sullen and ominous
memorial was restored by the next moming. The knell of
Popery had rung; and Scotland was prepared to start up as
one man, and shake itself free of the monster which had, for
so many centuries, prostrated 1its strength, and preyed upon

. 1ts vitals.

As a final resource to support their sinking credit the
priests contrived once more to get up a miracle, the last they
attempted in Scotland. Public notice was given, that on a
certain day, at the chapel of our Lady of Loretto, near
Musselburgh, they intended to put the truth of their religion
to the test, by curing a young man who had been born blind.
A great multitude collected to witness the miracle; and there,
sure enough, was the young man, apparently stone blind,
accompanied by a procession of monks, who, after solemnly
invoking the assistance of the Virgin, made him open his
eyes, to the astonishment of the beholders. But among the
crowd there was one Colville of Cleish, a brave gentleman
and a good Protestant, who immediately suspected the trick.
He took the young man home to his lodgings, and locking
the door, prevailed upon him, partly by threats and partly by
promises, to reveal the whole secret. It appeared that while
in the service of the nuns of Sciennes, near Edinburgh, the
boy had acquired the faculty of turning up the white of his
eyes, and keeping them in that position so as to appear blind.
The monks having come to the knowledge of this, thought
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of turning it to some account, and having kept him for some
years concealed, so as not to be easily recognized by his old
acquaintances, they had first sent him out to beg as a blind
pauper, and now produced him to act his part on the occasion
referred to. To confirm his narrative, the lad “played his
paivie” before Colville, by “flypping up the lid of his eyes,
and casting up the white,” to perfection. Upon this, Colville
exposed the whole story, and made the young man repeat
his exhibition at the cross of Edinburgh, to the confusion of
the whole fraternity of monks and friars, who would, no
doubt, have wreaked their vengeance on their former tool,
and made him blind enough, had not Cleish stood beside
him with his drawn sword while he made his confession, and
placing him, when he had done, on his own horse, carmed
him off to Fife.l

It is a great mistake to suppose that the Scottish Refor-
mation originated with the common people, or in the spirit
of rebellion. It would be much nearer the truth to say that
Scotland was reformed by her noblemen and gentlemen. At
both the periods of her Reformation the flower of her
nobility took the lead; her principal reformers were men of
superior education as well as high rank; and many of the first
Protestant preachers were converted ecclesiastics, who con-
tinued to officiate in the Church, after having abandoned the
mummeries of Popery, and become genuine pastors of Christ’s
flock. And though, unfortunately, the crown was unfavour-
able to the Reformation, it was not until every other method
had been tried, and tried ineffectually, that the Protestant
noblemen and gentry found it necessary to bind themselves
by solemn oaths for mutual defence, and to hazard their lives
in the cause of religion.

The first barnd of this description was formed in December,
1557, and was subscribed by the leading nobles and gentle-
men of the land. The demands of these reformers were at
first exceedingly few and simple; but it is remarkable that,
among these, even at this early stage of the Reformation, the
most prominent place was given to the popular election of
ministers. They requested ‘‘that public. prayers, and the
administration of the sacraments, should be celebrated by
ministers in their mother-tongue, that all the people might

1 Row'’s Hist. MS., p. 356; Life of Knox, i. qar.



1557.] FIRST BAND OF THE REFORMERS, 29

understand them; that the election of ministers, according to
the custom of the primitive Church, should be made by the
people; and that they who presided over that election should
inquire diligently into the lives and doctrines of all that were
to be admitted.”? The principal persons amonyg the nobility
and landed gentry “into whose hearts the Lord God of our
fathers did put such a thing as this, to beautify the house of
the Lord,” and whose names deserve to be held by all Scots-
men in everlasting remembrance, were—Archibald, earl of
Argyle; Lord James Stewart, afterwards Earl of Murray, and
commonly called the Good Regent, the Earl of Glencairne,
the Earl of Morton, the Earl of Rothes, Archibald, lord of
Lome, Lords Ochiltree, Yester, and Boyd; Sir James
Sandilands of Calder, John Erskine of Dun, "and a large
proportion of the lesser barons. The feudal system, which
then prevailed in Scotland, gave these noblemen and gentle-
men the virtual command of the whole community; they
reigned on their estates like so many princes. These were
not the men, when once enlightened by the truth, tamely to
submit to priestly domination. ‘They had long been disgusted
by the manners of the higher clergy, who, though in general
mean or base-borm persons, had claimed precedence of the
ancient nobility, thrust themselves into places of power, and
appropriated to themselves the greater share of the national
wealth. On the other hand, they saw that the reformed
preachers, who were in general the sons or relatives of persons
of rank, were men of principle and self-denial, mainly bent
on the promotion of the spintual interests of their country-
men. For some time they contented themselves with pro-
tecting these good men from the vengeance of the prelates,
and providing, by an act of council, that “it should be lawful
for every one that could read to use the English version of
the Bible, until the prelates should publish a more correct
one”—an act which, by giving “free course to the word
of the Lord,” had great influence in promoting the Reforma-
tion.

Hamilton, archbishop of St. Andrews, hearing that Argyll
kept one of those ministers, Mr. John Douglas, in his castle
as his chaplain, sent the earl a coaxing letter, in which, after
declaring he felt “bound in conscience” to inquire into this

1 Spotswoode, p. 169; Knox, p. 120.
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matter, and representing the danger to which he exposed
himself and his honourable family by defection from the
Church, he exhorted his lordship to rid himself “in some
honest fashion ” of Douglas, that perjured apostate who had
seduced him, offering to provide him with a learned preacher,
who, he would “lay his soul in pawn,” would teach him no
other than true doctrine. The earl’s answer is respectful
but spirited, and contains some shrewd hints which the
archbishop could not fail to apply to himself: *“Your lordship
declares that there are delations of sundry points of heresy
upon that man called Douglas. I have heard him teach no
articles of heresy, but that which agrees with God’s Word.
Your lordship regards your conscience; I pray God that ye
do so, and examine your conscience weill.  He preaches
against idolatrie; I remit to your lordship’s conscience gif
that be heresie or not. He preaches against adulterie and
fornicatioun; I refer that to your lordship’s conscience. He
preaches agamst hypocrisie; I refer that to your lordship’s
conscience. He preaches against all manner of abuses of
Christ’s sincere religion; I refer that to your lordship’s con-
science. My lord, I exhort you, in Christ’s name, to weigh
all these affairs in your conscience, and consider if it be your
dutie, not only to thole this, but in like manner to do the
same. Your lordship says you would take the labour to get
me a man to instruct me in your catholick faith. God
Almichtie send us mony of that sort, that will preache trewly,
and naething but ane catholick universal Christian faith; for
we Hieland rude people has mister of them (much need of
them). And if your lordship wald get me sic a man, I sould
provide him a corporal living, with great thanks to your lord-
ship. And because I am able to sustean more than ane of
them, I will request your lordship to provyde me as many
as ye can; for the harvest is grit, and the labouraris are few.”
We beg to make a remark here, once for all, on the style
of these extracts and anecdotes. Since the introduction of
the English dialect into our country the Scottish has been
disused by almost all except the humbler classes of society,
and hence has become associated in some minds with rude-
ness and vulgarity. But at the present era of our history,
and for many years after, the language of the court, the
bench, and the pulpit of our kings and queens,and the finest
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ladies and gentlemen of the day, though differing 1naterially
in its pronunciation from the coarse dialect or pafois which
now prevails, was universally Scottish. This very obvious
statement seems called for when we find such sentiments as
those we have now given actually stigmatized as “vulgar
scurrility!” There can be no question that much of the
disgust which some profess to feel at the sayings of our
worthy ancestors may be traced to the mere circumstance
that their thoughts and feelings, truly noble and refined as
they were in themselves, and as they might have appeared
in an English dress, were unfortunately uttered in their
own mother-tongue.

But to proceed. The nobility and .gentry resolved to do
everything in their power to suppress idolatry, and advance
‘“ the preaching of the evangel,” as they well termed the Re-
formation; and yet, anxious to proceed in the most orderly
manner, presented supplications to the queen regent, humbly
craving the reform of some of the most glaring abuses of the
Church. The queen, however, who was a determined Papist,
a Frenchwoman, and acting under foreign influence, instead
of listening to these petitions, had concerted with the bishops
to summon the reformed ministers to Edinburgh; and, in
order to get the gentry out of the way, had issued an order
for them to march to the border. The gentlemen of the
west, on their way through Edinburgh, discovered the plot,
and were so indignant that they went resolutely in. a body
to the palace, entered the queen’s chamber, where they found
her surrounded with her priests, and bitterly complained of
the deception.- Her majesty attempted to soothe them with
fair speeches; but Chalmers of Gadgirth, a gruff old baron,
who was very zealous in the cause, cut her short by saying,
“Madam, we know that this is the malicious device of these
jaivels (the bishops), and of that bastard (Hamilton, the
archbishop) that standeth by you; but we vow to God we
shall make a day of it! They oppress us and our tenants
to feed their idle bellies; they trouble our preachers, and
would murder them and us! Shall we suffer this any longer?
No, madam, it shall not be!” So saying he clapped on his
steel bonnet, and the rest of the gentlemen followed his
example. Alarmed for the bodily safety of the bishops, who
were trembling from head to foot, the queen interfered, and
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As the life of this reformer forms the subject of a work
with which many of the readers of these pages may be famil-
iar, we need not dwell on his previous history. Suffice it to
say, that John Knox was born at Gifford, a village near Had-
dington, in the year 1505; that he was a fellow-student of the
famous George Buchanan, who was classical tutor to James
V1., and one of the most learmned men of his age; and that
it was not long before both Buchanan and Knox embraced
the reformed religion, with all the ardour of youth, and all
the firmness of strong and cultivated minds. Knox had
formed a strong attachment to George Wishart, and waited
constantly on his person, bearing the two-handed sword
which was carried before him from the time that the attempt
was made to assassinate him at Dundee. When Wishart was
apprehended Knox insisted for liberty to accompany him;
but the martyr dismissed him with this reply, ‘“Nay, return
to your bairns (meaning his pupils), and God bless you; ane
ts sufficient for a sacrifice.” After the assassination of Beaton
he retreated for safety to the castle of St. Andrews, which
was then held by the conspirators. Knox had, before his
conversion, entered into priest’s orders; and-while he remained
in the castle he was unexpectedly called upon to officiate
to the Protestants who had there sought refuge. But the
castle having surrendered, he was sent, with other prisoners,
to the galleys. Upon regaining his liberty he repaired to
England, where he remained till the death of that good
prince, Edward VI., when the fires of persecution, kindled
by the bloody Mary, compelled him to flee to Geneva, and
he accepted the charge of the English congregation in that
city. But during all his wanderings his heart was fixed on
his native country. With the friends of the Reformation
there he kept up a constant correspondence; and he at last
resolved to devote himself, at all hazards, to the work of
emancipating Scotland from the darkness and thraldom ot
Popery. He arrived, as we have already seen, at a period
when his presence was much required, and at a crisis for
which his character was admirably adapted. Possessing firm
and high-toned principle, the foundations of which were
deeply laid in sincere piety and profound acquaintance with
the Scriptures; endowed with talents of no common order,

and an eloguence popular and overwhelming; ardent 1n s
3
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feelings, indefatigable in his exertions, daring and dauntless
in his resolutions, John Knox was the man, and almost the
only man of his time, who seemed to be expressly designed
by the hand of Providence for achieving the lofty and adven-
turous enterprise to which he now consecrated himself, spirit,
and soul, and body.

His arrival in Scotland was not long concealed from the
clergy. On the morning after he landed at Leith a person
came to the monastery of the Grayfriars, where the provincial
council was sitting, with the information that John Knox was
come from France, and had slept the last night in Edinburgh.
The priests were panic-struck with the intelligence, the
council was dismissed in confusion, a messenger was des-
patched to the queen, and within a few days Knox was pro-
claimed an outlaw and a rebel. Undismayed by this
sentence, he did not hesitate a moment on the course he
should pursue. He determined to present himself voluntarily
at Stirling, where the Protestant ministers had been summoned
to stand their trial. Having remained only a single day in
Edinburgh, he hurried to Dundee, where he found the
principal Protestants already assembled, with the inten-
tion of accompanying their ministers to the place of tnal,
and avowing their adherence to the doctrines for which
they were accused. Accompanying them to Perth, Knox
preached a sermon in that town, in which he exposed the
idolatry of the mass and image-worship. The audience
had peaceably dismissed, when one of the priests, as if
in contempt of the doctrine just delivered, began to cele-
brate mass. A boy uttered some mark of disapprobation,
and was struck by the priest; the boy retaliated. by throwing
a stone at his aggressor, which happened to break one of the
images. This, in the excited state of the public mind,
operated as a signal to some of the people who lingered on
the spot; and in a few minutes the altar, images, and all the
ornaments of the church were torn down and trampled under
foot. The noise soon collected a mob, who flew, by a sud- -
den and irresistible impulse, on the monasteries; and not-
withstanding the interposition of the magistrates, and the
entreaties of Knox and the other ministers, the fury of the
people could not be restrained till these costly edifices were

reduced to a heap of smoking ruins. This tamult was quite
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necessity of arming and combining in self-defence. For this
purpose they drew up another engagement or bond, in which
they renounced Popery, and pledged themselves to mutual
support in the defence and promotion of the true religion.
This bond received numerous subscriptions. And now,
having taken their ground, and finding their numbers daily
increasing, they saw that the only effectual method to pre-
vent the odious chains of ecclesiastical tyranny from being
rivetted on themselves and their postenty, was to make a
united and determined effort to shake them off for ever.
They demanded the reformation of the Church, and each of
them engaged, in his own sphere, to take immediate steps
for abolishing the Popish service, and setting up the reformed
religion in those places where their authority extended, and
where the people were friendly to their design.

St. Andrews was the place fixed on for commencing these
operations. In the beginning of June, 1559, the Earl of Ar-
gyle and Lord James Stewart, afterwards earl of Murray, who
was prior of the abbey of St. Andrews, made an appointment
with Knox to meet him on a certain day in that city. Travel-
ling along the east coast of Fife the reformer preached at
Anstruther and Crail, setting before the people the danger
in which the civil and religious liberties of the nation were
placed by the invasion of foreign and mercenary troops, sent
to enslave them by a Popish faction in France, and bidding
them prepare themselves either to die like men, or live
as freemen. Such was the effect of his exhortation, that
altars, images, and all monuments of idolatry in these
places were immediately pulled down and destroyed. The
Archbishop of St. Andrews, apprised of his design to preach
in that town, and apprehending similar consequences, assem-
bled an armed force, and sent information to the lords that
if John Knox dared to present himself in the pulpit of his
cathedral “he should gar him be saluted with a dozen of cul-
verings,! whereof the most part should light on his nose.”
The noblemen having met to consult what ought to be done,
considering that the queen, with her French troops, was lying
at Falkland, twelve miles from St. Andrews, while they “were
only accompanied with their quict households,” and fearing
lest his appearance in the pulpit should lead to the sacrifice

1 A species of fire-arms.
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of his life, and the lives of those who were determined to
defend him, agreed that Knox should desist from preaching
at this time, and urged him very strenuously to comply with
their advice. The intrepid reformer, however, disdained all
such fears, and would not listen to their solicitations. “God
is my witness,” said he, “that I never preached Christ Jesus
in contempt of any man, or to the worldly hurt of any crea-
ture. But to delay to preach to-morrow (unless the body be
violently withhalden) I cannot of conscience; for in this town
and kirk began God first to call me to the dignityof a preacher,
from the which I was reft by the tyranny of France and
procurement of the bishops, as ye all well enough know, and
it 1s no time now to recite. This only I cannot conceal,
which more than ane has heard me say, when the body was
far absent fra Scotland, that my assured hope was, in open
audience, to preach in Sanct Androis before I departed this
life. And therefore, my lords, seeing that God, above the
expectation of many, has brought the body to the same place,
I beseech your honours not to stop me to present myself
unto my brethren. And as for the fear of danger that may
come to me, let no man be solicitous; for my life is in the
custody of Him whose glory I seek; and therefore I cannot
so fear their boast nor tyranny, that I will cease from doing
my duty when God of his mercy offereth the occasion. I
desire the hand nor weapon of no man to defend me; only I
crave audience, which if it be denied here unto me at this
time I must seek farther where I may have it.”

This bold reply silenced all remonstrance; and the next
day being the Sabbath, 1oth June, 1559, Knox appeared in
the pulpit, and preached before the Lords of the Congregation
and a numerous assembly, without experiencing the slightest
interruption. He discoursed on the subject of our Saviour’s
ejecting the buyers and sellers from the temple, and over-
throwing the tables of the money-changers: ‘Take these
things hence: it is written, My Father's house shall be a
house of prayer; but ye have made it a den of thieves.”
From this he took occasion to expose the enormous corrup-
tions introduced into the Church under the Papacy, and to
point out what was incumbent on Christians in their different
spheres for removing them. On the three following days
he preached in the same place; and such was the influence
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and some were lamenting their destruction, exclaimed, that if
they knew the scenes of villany and debauchery that had
passed within these walls they would “admire the judgments
of Heaven, in bringing these haunts of pollution to such an

end.”?

3 Knox, Hist.
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1560 — 1572,

National establishment of the reformed religion— First meeting of the Generm
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Scotland—Anecdotes of Fohn Knox and Queen Mary— The murder o)
the Good Regent— Death of Fokn Knox.

There was a striking difference between the Scottish and
the English Reformation. In England the reigning powers
took the lead, and the people followed, as they best might,
in the wake of royal authority. In Scotland the people
were converted to the Protestant faith before the civil power
had moved a step in the cause; and when the legislature
became friendly to the Reformation nothing remained for it
to do but to ratify the profession which the nation had
adopted. The consequence has been, that the Church of
England, with all her excellencies (and they are many), has
never ventured to advance beyond the limits prescribed by
Queen Elizabeth; while the Scottish Church, carrying the
legislature along with her, has made varnous steps in refor-
mation—has, on more than one occasion, improved her
standards, pointed her testimony to the times, and discarded
from her creed and constitution everything which seemed,
even by implication, to symbolize with the apostasy of the
Church of Rome.

In the month of August, 1560, when, through the friendly
aid of England, the French troops had been expclled from
Scotland, and when, after the queen-regent's death, a free
parliament was assembled, Popery, as a matter of course,
was abolished, and the Protestant religion substituted in its
place. Considering the suddenness with which this change
was effected the business was wisely and well conducted.
A petition was presented to the parliament by the ministers
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and others, in the name of the people, requesting them to
secure, by legal enactments, the profession of the true religion.
The parliament then requested the ministers to lay before
them a summary of Christian doctrine which they could
prove to be agreeable to Scripture; and in the course of a
few days the ministers presented a confession, consisting of
twenty-five articles, which the parliament, after due examina-
tion, formally ratified and approved. This confession agrees
in all points with those of the other reformed churches, and
is not matenally different from the Westminster Confession
now in use, which was afterwards adopted by the Church of
Scotland. It was remarked, that when it was read over, in
the audience of the whole parliament, in which there were
several lords and bishops known to be disaffected to the
Reformation, only three of the noblemen voted against it,
giving no other reason for their dissent than, “We will beleve
as our forefatheris belevit;” ‘“the bishops spak nathing.”
Upon which the Earl-marshal, after declaring his own ap-
probation of the articles, protested, “that if any ecclesiastics
should after this oppose themselves to this our Confession
they should be entitled to no credit, seeing that, having long
advisement and full knowledge of it, none of them is found,
in lawful, free, and quiet parliament, to vote against it.”
This amounted, it will be observed, to a national establish-
ment of the Protestant religion. The nation, by its rulers
and representatives, passed from Popery to Protestantism;
and in its civil capacity ratified (not the gospel, indeed,
which no acts of parliament can ratify, but) the profession of
the gospel which the people, in their religious capacities, had
already embraced. And thus it appears that there was a
civil establishment of the true religion in Scotland before
there was even an established Church, for the reformed
Church of Scotland was not as yet regularly organized, much
less endowed. The legal recognition of the Presbyterian
Church as an organized society was a subsequent step, and
indeed not fully obtained till several years after this; the
settlement of regular stipends on the ministers was still later.
And yet, by the act of the state to which we have referred,
the Protestant religion became the national religion of Scot-
land. These are the plain facts; and we leave every one to
form bis own judgment on them. But if the principle of v\
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intended to brand the practice as odious and disreputable.!
And the other fact, to which we refer with pride (and England,
with all her boasted liberality, cannot say so much), is, that
NOT A SINGLE PAPIST SUFFERED DEATH IN SCOTLAND FOR
THE SAKE OF HIS RELIGION. We hear of four priests con-
demned to death for saying mass in Dunblane; but the
sentence was remitted, and they were merely set in the
pillory. Candour will ascribe this as much to the lenity and
liberality of our Protestant ancestors, as to the reluctance of
the Popish clergy to suffer martyrdom for conscience’ sake.
Very few of them, indeed, appear to have had much con-
science in the matter, except on the point of their worldly
emoluments ; and the only instance on record of their taking
the Reformation to heart, is that of a poor priest in Cupar ot
Fife, who was so much distressed at seeing his altars and
images demolished by the crowd, that on the following night
he wenc and hanged himself.

The first meeting of the General Assembly of the Church
of Scotland was held at Edinburgh on the 2oth of December,
1560. It consisted of forty members, only six of whom
were ministers; and its deliberations were conducted at first
with great simplicity and unanimity. As a proof of this, it
. may be mentioned that seven different meetings of Assembly
were held without a moderator or president.? It mayappear
still more extraordinary to some to be told that none were
appointed to represent the sovereign in the General Assembly,
as commissioner, for at least twenty years after the Refor-
mation; though during that time there were no fewer than
thirty-nine or forty assemblies, and though the supreme
magistrate, especially during the regency of Murray and
Lennox, was very friendly to the Church and her inter-

1 «« Upon the secund day of October, 1561, Archibald Dowglas, provest of
Edinburgh, with the baillies and counsale, causit ane proclamatioun be pro-
clameit at the croce, commanding and charging all and sundry monks,
freris, priestis, and all utheris papists and profane persons, to pas furth of
Edinburgh within twenty-four hours next efter following, under the pane of
burnying of disobeyaris upon the cheik, and harling of them throw the toun
in ane cart: at the quhilk proclamatioun the quenis grace was very com-
movit. And the samyn daﬁ Mr. Thomas Macalyean was chosin provest of
Edinburgh, and Archibald Dowglas dischargit, for making of the proclama-
tioun forrsaid without the quenis advyise, togidder with all the baillies”
(Diurnal of Occurrents in Scotland, p. 69).

% Life of Knox, ii. 18
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their own subsistence; and it became a matter of indispens-
able necessity that some means should be adopted to pro-
vide them with religious instruction.

Under the Papacy no regular provision had been made,
either for the.support of the poor, who were shamefully
neglected, or for the maintenance of a working clergy. Two
years before the Reformation a kind of proclamation was
issued and affixed to the gates of the monasteries and other
religious houses, in the name of “the blind, the lame, bedrals,
widows, orphans, and other poor,” complaining that the alms
of the Christian people had been unjustly stolen from them
by monks and fnars, who are described as ‘“haill of body,
stark, sturdie, and abill to work;” and charging them ‘“to
remove furth of the hospitals which they now occupied, that
we, the lawful proprietors thereof, may enter and enjoy the
commodities of the kirk, which ye have wrangouslie haldin
from us.” The preaching friars were left to shift for themselves,
and derived a miserable subsistence from the contributions
of the faithful, while the higher clergy and the monks lived
in luxurious ease. The reformed church, however, having
discarded these drones and dignitaries, and depending for
success on the preaching of the word, required funds for the
support of a ministry equal to the spiritual need of the whole
population; and our reformers justly considered that, after
the poor had been provided for, they had a claim on the
revenues of the Church for the support of such a ministry.

But other and more powerful claimants for the property
of the kirk appeared in the nobility and landed gentlemen,
whose ancestors had swelled the revenues of the Church by
large donations of land and money. Many years before the
Reformation, the laird of Grange, who was treasurer to James
V., and a secret friend of the Protestant cause, advised his
majesty, ‘“gif he wad do weill and be rich, to tak hame again
to the profit of the crown, all vacant benefices, by little and
little, as they may fall by decease of every prelate.” The
king relished the proposal so highly that, as Sir James
Melville informs us, he determined to carry it into effect;
and the style in which he attempted it affords a curious
illustration of the rudeness of the times. At his first meeting
with the prelates, “he could not contean him any langer,
and after many sour reproofs, he said, “Wherefore gave oy
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predecessors sa mony lands and rents to the kirk? Was it
to maintain hawks, and dogs, and harlots to a number of idle
priests? Pack you off to your charges, and reform your own
lives, and be not instruments of discord between my subjects
and me. The King of England burns you, the King of Den-
mark beheads you; but, by , I shall stick you with this
same whinger. And therewith he drew out his dagger upon
them, and they fled in great fear from his presence.”! Knox
tells us another anecdote, which shows how the nobility felt
on this point. After a dispute between the reformers and
some of the Popish clergy, in which the latter were so sorely
baffled that they could give no direct answer to the argu-
ments against the mass, the noblemen present said, “We
have been miserably deceived heretofore; for if the mass
may not obtain remission of sins to the quick and dead,
wherefore were all the abbacies so richly doted with our
temporal lands?”

It was very natural, therefore, when the Reformation
revealed the falsity of the pretences on which so much of their
wealth had bcen obtained by the church, and the costly
establishments of the prelates were abolished, that the landed
gentry should claim a portion at least of the forfeited property.
But in doing this, they showed a degree of avarice and
rapacity hardly to be expected from persons who had taken
such an active part in reforming the Church. Though the
Protestant religion had been established by the law of the
land, the Church, as we have said, was still unendowed; and
the ministers were supported very sparingly, on the benevo-
lence of the people, or of the gentlemen who received them
into their houses. Knox and his brethren, perceiving how
matters were going, and that the whole ecclesiastical property
would soon be swallowed up, insisted that a considerable
proportion of it should be reserved for the support of the
poor, the founding of universities and schools, and the main-
tenance of an efficient ministry throughout the country. At
last, after great difficulty, the privy-council came to the deter-
mination, that the ecclesiastical revenues should be divided
into three parts—that two of them should be given to the
ejected prelates during their lives, which afterwards reverted
to the nobility; and that the third part should be divided

1 Sir J. Melville's Memoirs, p. 63.
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between the court and the Protestant ministry. “Well!”
exclaimed Knox, on hearing of this arrangement, “if the end
of this order be happy, my judgment fails me. I see two
parts freely given to the devil, and the third must be divided
between God and the devil. Who would have thought, that
when Joseph ruled in Egypt, his brethren should have tra-
velled for victuals, and have returned with empty sacks unto
their families? O happy servants of the devil, and miserable
servants of Jesus Christ, if, after this life, there were not hell
and heaven!"!

But there was another thing that tried the temper of the
nobility, and the patience of the reformers, as much as the
settlement of the patrimony of the Church; and this was the
ratification of the order, government, and discipline of the
Church. For this purpose, in the year 1560, a commission
was given to John Knox, with Messrs. Winram, Spotswoode,
Row, and Douglas, to set down the heads of discipline, as
they had already done those of doctrine. This was effected,
and a plan of government was soon drawn up, and cordially
approved of by the General Assembly, under the name of 7%e
First Book of Discipline. When this book, however, was
submitted to the privy-council, it was warmly opposed by
some of the nobility, who dreaded that its provisions
would interfere with their selfish plans for approprating the
revenues of the Church. On this account, though subscribed
by a number of the nobility, barons, and burgesses in parlia-
ment, it did not receive a formal ratification. But it was
still regarded by the Church as a standard book, and contin-
ued to regulate her practice and guide her decisions.

The constitution of the reformed Church of Scotland, as

1 Even this pittance, it would appear, was not fully or regularly paid to
the ministers. Various means were taken to elude a settlement; and in 1567
we find the General Assembly, in their instructions to their commissioners
whom they sent to deal with the privy-council, thus expressing their disap-
pointment: ‘‘ That Satan, by his instruments, had of long time, and by many
subtile ways, laboured to hinder the progress of true religion within this
realm; and that now the same was in hazard to be utterly subverted, chiefl
through the poverty of the ministers that ought to preach the word of life
unto the people; some being compelled to leave their vocation, and betake
them to civil callings; others so distracted through worldly cares, as they
could not wait upon the preaching of the word so diligently as they wished."”
To prevent this, and also to provide for the ‘‘ poor and indigent members of
Christ,” they entreated that the patrimony of the church should be restored
to the just possessors. (Spofswoode, p. 209.)
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great tree,” and they were permitted to lodge under the
shadow of its branches, they surveyed it with the fond pride
of men who felt that they had a share in its privileges, and
therefore a stake in its prosperity.

Owing to the paucity of ministers, and as a temporary ex-’
pedient till presbyteries were fully organized, it was judged
proper, after supplying the principal towns, to assign to the
rest the superintendence of a large district, over which they
were appointed to travel, somewhat in the character of mis-
sionaries, for the purpose of preaching in vacant parishes,
planting churches and inspecting the ministers and readers
within their bounds ; of their diligence in which services they
were to give a report to the Assembly. These persons were
called superintendents. With strange inconsistency, those
very writers who taunt the Scottish Church with being
republican in her constitution, have laid hold of this circum-
stance as a proof that she was originally prelatical! But in
point of fact, these superintendents differed from other
ministers in little else than the greater amount of labour
allotted to them. They were the servants of the Church
courts, and were as much amenable to them as any func-
tionary in the excise now is to her majesty’s board of com-
missioners. They were admitted in the same manner as
other pastors, being elected by the people and ordained by the
ordinary ministers. They were equally subject to rebuke,
suspension, and deposition as the rest of the ministers of
the Church. They could not exercise any spiritual jurisdic-
tion without the consent of the provincial synods; and they
were accountable to the General Assembly for the whole of
their conduct. Nor was there anything in the appointment
of these superintendents inconsistent with the genius and
spint of presbytery—a system which, if we may so speak,
possesses a plastic character, capable of accommodating
itself to any country, to any form of civil government, and
to every condition of the Church. The grand peculiarity
of presbytery, which distinguishes it from diocesan episco-
pacy or preiacy, lies not in the want of superintendence—for
the pastor with his session forms the true primitive parochial
episcopacy, while to the presbytery belongs the superinten-
dence of the congregations within its bounds; nor does W

consist in the equality of its orders, for it has various orders:
Y
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than was paid by our reforming ancestors to the pre-
cept, “ Let all things be done decently and in order.” And
as to ornaments and dignities, people’s ideas of these things
will differ, according to the views they take of what true
omament or dignity is. If they refer to worldly ornaments
and dignities, of these the Reformed Church of Scotland did
not, and would not, boast; she disclaimed them as incom-
patible with the simplicity of Christ, and demeaning to the
spinitual glory of His Church. But there is an ‘‘honour
which cometh from God;” and of this distinction she was
emulous—in this, if we may so speak, she was proud to excel
all other churches. The basis of her constitution, of which
we have presented an imperfect sketch, may be given in few
words :—*“ ONE IS YOUR MASTER, AND ALL YE ARE BRETHREN."
Recognizing no earthly head, rejecting all earthly control,
she stood forth the immaculate spouse of Christ; and hold-
ing in her hand the Word of God, as the charter of her
rights, she pointed to her exalted King, seated on the throne
of heaven. Placed on such a footing, the ministry of the
gospel must command respect. That it has done so, is
testified by the fact, that while the prelates of Rome, with all
their mitres, croziers, and surplices, sunk into general con-
tempt, being hated by the people for their tyranny, and
scorned by the nobles for their arrogance, the humble presby-
terian pastor, faithfully discharging the duties of his office,
met with respect and affection from all classes of his flock.
And that it must continue to do so, may be augured from
the principles on which presbyterianism is founded—the
principles of common sense as well as of Scripture, and which,
however they may be now slighted by some, will, by the
blessing of God, survive the hostility that aims at their sub-
version, and flourish in a higher state of purity than ever they
attained in the palmiest days of presbytery, long after the
boasted fabrics of human wisdom and human folly have
crumbled into dust.

The infant Reformation had scarcely been established,
when its safety was endangered by the arrival in Scotland of
Mary Queen of Scots. This princess having been married
in early life to the French dauphin, was educated in the court
of France, under the auspices of her uncle, the Cardinal ot
Lorraine, and nursed up in a blind attachment to Paopery
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induce to desert his principles, or cool in his attachment to
the cause of the Reformation. Knox, the intrepid reformer,
perceiving that the queen was determined on prosecuting
her designs, and that preparations were making for the cele-
bration of mass in a more public and pompous manner than
she had ventured on at first, took occasion to denounce the
evils of idolatry from the pulpit, concluding his sermon with
these remarkable words: ‘“One mass is more fearful to me,
than if ten thousand armed enemies were landed in any part
of the realm, of purpose to suppress the whole religion.”
On hearing of this sermon, the queen sent for Knox, and
held a long conference with him. She charged him with
having taught the people to receive a religion different from
that which was allowed by their princes. He repled, that
true religion derived its origin and authority, not from princes,
but from God; that princes were often most ignorant on this
point; and referred to David, and to the primitive Christians.
““Yea,” said the queen; ‘“but none of these men raised the
sword against their princes.” ‘“Yet you cannot deny,” said
Knox, “that they resisted; for those that do not obey the
commandment, do in some sort resist.” ‘But they resisted
not with the sword.” “God, madam, had not given to them
the power and the means.” “Think you, then,” said the
queen, ‘‘that subjects, having the power, may resist their
princes?” “If princes exceed their bounds, madam,” rephed
the reformer, “no doubt they may be resisted, even by power.
For no greater honour 1s to be given to kings than God has
commanded to be given to fathcr and mother. But the
father may be struck with a frenzy, in which he would slay
his children. Now, madam, if the children anse, join to-
gether, apprehend the father, take the sword from him, bind
his hands, and keep him in prison till the frenzy is over,
think you, madam, that the children do any wrong? Even
so, madam, it is with princes that would murder the children
of God that are subject to them.”

On hearing these bold sentiments, so different from any-
thing that she had been accustomed to, Mary stood for
nearly a quarter of an hour silent and amazed. At length,
addressing the reformer, she said, “Weel, then, I perceive
that my subjects shall obey you, and not me.” “God forong

answered he; “but my travail is that both princes and subjecks
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obey God. And think not, madam, that wrong is done to
you when ye are willed to be subject to God; for he it 1s
that subjects the people under princes: yea, God craves of
kings that they be, as it were, foster-fathers to his Kirk, and
commands queens to be nurses unto his people.” “Yea,”
quoth she, “but ye are not the Kirk that I will nourish. I
will defend the Kirk of Rome; for it is, I think, the true Kirk
of God.” “Your will, madam, is no reason; neither doth
your thought make that Roman harlot to be the true and
immaculate spouse of Jesus Christ.” He added, he was
ready to prove that the Roman Church had, within five
hundred years, degenerated farther from the purity of religion
taught by the apostles than the Jewish Church, which crucified
Christ, had degenerated from the ordinances God gave them
by Moses. ‘“My conscience is not so,” said the queen,
“Conscience, madam, requires knowledge; and I fear that
right knowledge ye have nane.” “But I have both heard
and read.” “So, madam, did the Jews, who crucified Christ
Jesus; they read the law and the prophets, and heard them
interpreted after their manner. Have you heard any teach
but such as the pope and cardinals have allowed? and you
may be assured that such will speak nothing to offend their
own estate.” The queen, after some further reasoning, told
him, that although she was unable to contend with him in
argument, she knew some who would answer him. ‘Madam,”
replied Knox, fervently, “would to God that the learnedest
Papist in Europe were present with your grace to sustain the
argument, and that you would wait patiently to hear the
matter reasoned to an end!” “Well,” said she, “you may
get that sooner than you believe.” *Assuredly,” said Knox,
“if ever I get that in my life, I get it sooner than I believe;
for the ignorant Papist cannot patiently reason; and the
leammed and crafty Papist will never come to your presence,
madam, to have the ground of their religion searched out.
When you shall let me see the contrary, I shall grant myself
to have been deceived in that point.” Thus ended this
extraordinary conference. On taking his leave of her majesty,
the reformer said, “I pray God, madam, that you may be
as blessed within the commonwealth of Scotland, as ever
Deborah was in the commonwealth of Israel.”?

1 Knox, p. 2ago; M‘Crie’s Life of Knox, . 32, &<,
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Some time after this, the queen, although she had obtained
intelligence of the massacre of Vassy in France, where her
uncle, the Duke of Guise, had attacked a congregation of
Protestants peaceably assembled for worship, and butchered
a number of them, gave a splendid ball to her foreign servants,
at which the dancing was prolonged to a late hour. Against
this conduct Knox had inveighed in severe terms from the
pulpit, and he was again summoned before her majesty. In
his detence, he declared that he had been misrepresented,
which he would show the queen, provided she would be
pleased to hear him repeat, as exactly as he could, what he
had preached the day before. Mary was obliged, for once,
to listen to a Protestant sermon. When he had finished, she
told him, that if he heard anything about her conduct which
displeased him, he ought to come to herself privately, and
she would willingly listen to his admonitions. Knox easily
saw through this proposal, which was evidently intended to
prevent him from saying anything in public that might be
displeasing to the court. He excused himself on the ground
of his office; and, retiring, he jocularly observed, “ Albeit at
your grace’s commandment I am heir now, yit can I not tell
what uther men shall judge of me, that at this time of day
am absent from my buke, and waiting upon the court.”
“Ye will not always be at your buke,” said the queen, in a
pet, and turning her back upon him. As he left the room,
“with a reasonable merry countenance,” he overheard one of
the Popish attendants saying, “He is not afraid!” “Why
should the pleasing face of a gentilwoman afray me?” said
he, regarding them with a sarcastic scowl; ““I have luiked in
the face of mony angry men, and yit have not been affrayed
above measour.”

At this time Knox was the only minister of Edinburgh,
and there was only one place of worship—St. Giles'—which,
however, was capable of accommodating no fewer than three
thousand persons. We may conceive the effect produced
on this immense multitude by the eloquent declamations,
the fervent appeals, and overwhelming invectives, of such
a preacher as Knox. And we need not wonder that the
proud, the self-willed Queen of Scots, who had lived amidst
the flatteries and pleasures of a licentious court, and who
would not listen to the advices of her most sage and favourte
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The subsequent history of the unfortunate Mary is too
well known to require notice. For a short time a dark
cloud hung over the Reformed Church. The queen by her
alluring manners gained over a party of the nobles. The
Earl of Murray and other Protestant noblemen were com-
pelled to take shelter in England ; mass was openly celebrated,
and Knox, for his fidelity in warning the people against the
consequences, was accused of high treason, and placed in
such imminent hazard of his life, that his friends advised
him to quit Edinburgh for a season. To crown all, Mary
joined the league which had been planned by Catherine of
Medicis and the Duke of Alva, those bloodiest of all per-
secutors, and which bound her to join with them in the
extermination of all heretics—in other words, she signed the
death-warrant of the great mass of her own subjects, nobility,
gentry, ministers, and commons.! But these gloomy appear-
ances were soon dispelled by her own infatuated conduct.
Disgusted with Darnley, and irritated by the assassination
of David Rizzio, an Italian musician, whom she had made
her secretary,? she abandoned herself to the counsels of the
Earl of Bothwell, who, to gain his own ambitious ends,
plotted the murder of the king. The unfortunate Darnley
was decoyed to Edinburgh, and lodged in a house in the
outskirts of the town. On the morning of the 1oth February,
1567, the whole city was awakened by a tremendous explo-
sion, which was found to proceed from the house in which
the king was lodged having been blown up with gunpowder.
His dead body was found lying in the neighbourhood. The
whole kingdom was thrown into a ferment; the murder was
traced to Bothwell, the queen’s favounte; and the suspicions
of all fell upon the queen as an accomplice in the barbarous
deed. These suspicions were soon confirmed by her marriage
with the murderer of her husband, and led to a complete
change of government. The Protestant noblemen were
restored; the queen was obliged to abdicate the throne, and
ultimately to flee into England, and her infant son was
proclaimed King of Scotland, by the title of James VI.

1 Tytler's History of Scotland, vii. 18-20.

3 Rizzio or Riccio was suspected, on good grounds, to be a pensioner of
Rome. (Tytler's Hist. vii. 19.) His overbearing pride created him many

enemies, and among others the husband of Mary, who never rested il he adl
procured his destruction.
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Poor Mary might have lived and reigned happily, had she
not been a determined Papist. But she died the victim of
foreign intrigues more than of her private vices. The latter
might have been tolerated by her subjects; but she dealt in
larger crimes, and lent herself to traffic with the religion,
liberties, and lives of her countrymen. Her memory has
shared a similar fate; for her injudicious admirers have
sought to vindicate her at the expense of the reformers and
the Reformation. In defence of these, again, others have
been compelled to tell the truth; and the reputation of the
beautiful but frail princess, which was too tender to admit
of handling, has been fairly crushed in the collision.!

In awarding their due meed of praise to the instruments
employed by Providence in accomplishing the Scottish refor-
mation, it would be ungrateful to pass without notice the ser-
vices rendered to the cause by James, earl of Murray. This
excellent nobleman, who succeeded to the regency after the
deposition of his sister, Queen Mary, was universally respected
and beloved as a governor. Warmly attached to the Re-
formation from its commencement, and evincing by his
private virtues the sincerity of his religious professions, he
entered office at a critical period, and it may be said that
to his prudence and decision Scotland owed, under God,
the preservation of the reformed religion. To the unfortu-
nate queen, while she retained the reins of government, he
testified all brotherly kindness; but when she had forfeited
the regards of all good men, and the loyalty of all good
subjects, the noble firmness with which he upheld the dignity
of government, and prosecuted the murderers of the late

1 The history of Queen Mary is so inseparably intertwined with that of the
Reformation, that her honour can only be upheld and defended by sacrific-
ing that of the reformers. Even at this distant date (1874), a Life of AMary
has appeared in two volumes, by M. Petit of Paris, translated by M. de
Flandre of Edinburgh, in which a complete justification of the queen is
studiously attempted, at the expense of ruining the character of John Knox,
George Buchanan, James, earl of Murray, and the whole race of their Pro-
testant followers in Scotland whom her religion had consigned, but failed to
bring to the stake. Than this specimen of posthumous martyrdom, few
things could more clearly evince the insatiate malice of Popish vengeance,
and its readiness on any fitting occasion to repeat itself, with the same dis-
regard to historical justice, on all those who would venture to spcak in behalf
of the Protestant champions of three hundred years ago. Mr. Froude, in
his recent history of England, is the only genuine historian who has lately

succeeded in sweeping away the ashes which had gathered arqund the pile
of this Popish holocaust.
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king, exposed him to the vengeance of these mean-spirited
assassins. One Hamilton of Bothwellhaugh, whose life the
regent had spared after it had been forfeited to the laws of
his country, smarting under an injury which he unjustly
ascribed to the man who pardoned him,! lay in wait for his
victim as he rode through Linlithgow, and firing through a
window, mortally wounded him, and then made his escape
on horseback. This dastardly deed, which, in the manner
as well as the spint in which it was perpetrated, has nothing
to redeem 1t from a resemblance to the base attempts of a
modern Fieschi, has been actually applauded by some of
the partisans of Mary; while they hold up their hands in
horror at the execution of Archbishop Hamilton, who con-
fessed on the scaffold his participation in the infamous trans-
action! But Murray’s memory is embalmed in the page of
impartial history. De Thou, the great French historian,
affirms, that “he was a man without ambition, without
avarice, incapable of doing an injury to any one, distin-
guished by his virtue, affability, beneficence, and innocence
of life.” And Spotswoode, who must have conversed with
many personally acquainted with Murray, says: “He was
a man truly good, and worthy to be ranked among the best
governors that this kingdom hath enjoyed, and therefore to
this day honoured with the title of Z7%e Good Regent.”?
Knox did not long survive the good regent, whose untimely
death he, in common with the whole country, deeply deplored.

1 Life of Knox, ii. 165, and note W. The story, so often retailed, of
Regent Murray’s cruelty to Hamilton's wife, has been found out to be a
complete forgery, resting solely on the authority of Crawfurd’'s Memoirs, a
book which has been proved to be a tissue of fabrications from beginnin
to end. (See Preface to Historie of King Fames the Sext, Bannatyne edit.
Murray's assassination was the result of a plot, in which the lairds of Ferni-
herst and Buccleugh had a chief share. One of their followers, on the day
after the murder, and before it could be known on the borders, said, in
reply to another who threatened him with the regent's displeasure, ‘' Tush,
the reg:nt is cauld as the bit in my horse's mouth.” (Bannatyne's Mem.
p. 4 Ban. edit.)

2 See the character of Murray cleared from the aspersions of Dr. Robert-
son and other historians, in Life of Knox, vol. ii. note W. Mr. Tytler,
who manifests such horror at the assassination of David Rizzio, passes the
murder of Regent Murray without any expression of sympathy for the victim
or abhorrence of the crime. He even attempts to anticipate any such emo-
tions in the breasts of his readers, by repeating, as an undoubted fact, the

story about Hamilton's wife, and reiterating the charge of betraying Not-

folk, which even Hume has said he could prove to be ‘‘ no way dishonous-
able.” (Zyer's Hist. of Secof. vol. vii.)
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many have complained of my too great severity; but God
knows that my mind was always void of hatred to the persons
of those against whom I thundered the severest judgments.”
On Sabbath, after lying quiet for some time, he suddenly
exclaimed, “If any be present, let them come and see, the
work of God.” He then burst out into these*rapturous
expressions: “I have been these two last nights in meditation
on the troubled state of the Church of Christ, despised of
the world, but precious in the sight of God. I have called
to God for her, and commended her to her husband, Jesus
Christ. I have fought against spiritual wickedness in heavenly
things, and have prevailed.” Having seemed to fall into a
slumber, interrupted with heavy moans, and being asked
why he sighed so deeply, he replied, “I have during my life
sustained many assaults of Satan, but at present he has
assailed me most fearfully, and put forth all his strength to
make an end of me at once. The cunning serpent has
laboured to persuade me that I have merited heaven and
eternal blessedness by the faithful discharge of my ministry.
But blessed be God, who has enabled me to quench this
fiery dart, by suggesting to me such passages as these: ‘What
hast thou that thou hast not received?’ and, ‘by the grace
of God I am what I am.”” A little after, he said, “Now,
for the last time,” touching three of his fingers as he spoke,
“I commend my soul, spirit, and body, into thy hand, O
Lord.” He then gave a deep sigh, saying, “Now, it is
come!” His attendants perceiving that he had lost his
speech, requested him to give a sign that he heard them, and
died in peace; upon which he lifted up one of his hands and
sighing twice, expired without a struggle. He died in the
67th year of his age, November 24, 1572. His funeral was
attended by the Regent Morton, all the nobility in town, and
a vast concourse of people; and when his body was laid in
the grave Morton pronounced over it the short but emphatic
epitaph: “There lies he who never feared the face of man!”!

Such was the end of one whose name, while he lived, was
a terror to the enemies of the Reformation, ‘and whose
memory, since the day of his death, lay under a load of
unmerited reproach from which it has only lately been

1 James Melville has it thus: ‘‘ Here lies he that neither feared not fiat-
tered any flesh.” (Drary, p. 47.)






CHAPTER 1V.

1572 — 1586.

Attempts to aller the constitution of the Church of Scotland— Tulchan
bishops— Anecdote of Campbell of Kinyeancleuch—Andrew Melville—
Second Book of Discipline— The National Covenant of Scotland— Ex-
communication of Montgomery—Mclvilles intrepidity—Scenes between
Fames VI. and the Presbyterian ministers.

Knox at his death left the affairs of the Kirk in a very
unsettled state. Hitherto the Church of Scotland had con-
tended chiefly for the honour of Christ in his priestly and
prophetical offices, against the corruptions of the Papacy;
she was soon called to struggle for the glory of his office as
the King of Zion, against the encroachments of civil power
and prelatic ambition. Even before the death of Knox an
attempt was made to alter her form of government. In the
year 1572 a convention, composed of superintendents and
other ministers supposed to be favourable to this design, met
at Leith, and, through the influence of Morton, were induced
to consent that the titles of archbishop, bishop, &c., should
be retained; and that qualified persons among the ministers
should be advanced to these dignities. The General Assem-
bly, which was held the same year, condemned this innova-
tion; but it served the design of Morton, which was, that
these bishops should be nominally put in possession of the
whole benefices, but should rest satisfied with a small por-
tion: to themselves, and enter into a private bargain to deliver
up the rest to him and other noblemen who acted with
him. The ministers who were so mean as to accept of
bishoprics under this disgraceful and simoniacal paction,
exposed themselves to general contempt, and were called,
by way of dension, fw/chan bishops—a tulchan being a
calf’s skin stuffed with straw, which the country people sex
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in opposing the civil power, and setting themselves up as
spiritual dictators to king and subjects. The truth, however,
as attested by history, is, that the greater part of the Scots
ministers were a simple and facile race of men, easily
deceived or overawed; that persons of weak or worldly minds
were easily found, who, from fear of offending the great, or
losing their livings, fell in with the measures of the court;
and that, had it not been for a few active and energetic
spirits, stirred up from time to time by a gracious Providence
to stem the tide of defection, they would, on more than one
occasion, have bartered away their dearest pnvileges without
a struggle. Such, we are sorry to say, was the case at the
period of which we now speak.

An incident occurred in 1574 which displayed their
pusillanimity as well as the grasping avarice of the regent.
Among other plans for replenishing his coffers Morton had
fallen on the expedient of uniting three or four parishes under
the care of one minister. Mr. John Davidson, who afterwards
became minister of Prestonpans, and made a considerable
figure in the history of the Church, and who was at this time
a young man and regent in the University of St. Andrews,
had composed a poetical dialogue, which he called “A Con-
ference betwixt the Clark and the Courtier,” and in which he
exposed, in terms more plain than pleasant, the mischievous
and disreputable character of the practice.! Morton was
highly incensed at this jeu d’esprit, and threatened the author
with prosecution. The poem was presented to the General
Assembly for their judgment, and it was too evident that his
brethren were afraid to give it the sanction of their approba-
tion. On this occasion the honest spirit of Campbell of
Kinyeancleuch (the same who rated the nobility so severely
for truckling to Queen Mary) again manifested itself. Per-
ceiving that the Assembly were trifling in the matter, he
turned to Mr. Davidson and said, ¢Brother, look for no
answer here. God hath taken away the hearts from men,
that they dare not justify the truth, lest they displease the
world. Therefore, cast you for the next best.” “What is

! Among other lines, the poem contained the following :—

** Had gude John Knox not yet been deid,
It had not cum unto this heid:

Had they myntit till sic ane steir,
He had made heavin and eirth to hear.”
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name, was dangerous to the liberties of the Church. In
August, 1575, while they declined interfering with the civil
arrangement regarding these prelates, the Assembly decided
that “the name of bishop is injurie to all them that has a
particular flock over the which he hasane peculiar charge;” and
in several subsequent meetings various acts were passed to
the same effect, which, says Row, “were afterwards nven out
of the registers of the General Assembly (ye may easily judge
by whom);”! yet, by God’s good providence, a principal act
was concluded, and remains undestroyed, in the year 1580,
when it was declared that “the office of ane bishop, as it is
now used and commonly taken within this realm, has no sure
warrand, authority, or good ground out of the Scripture of
God, but is brought in by folly and corruption, to the great
overthrow of the kirk of God.”?

While matters were in the state now described the cause
of truth was revived, and a new spirit infused into the coun-
cils of the church, by the arrival in Scotland of another cham-
pion of the Reformation, whose name deserves a place next
to that of Knox—Andrew Melville. This accomplished
scholar and divine had been residing for ten years on the Con-
tinent, where he enlarged the learning which he had acquired
at home, and which had procured him a very high character
in the literary world. Endowed with all the firmness, intre-
pidity, and integrity of Knox, Melville was enabled, from his
superior literary endowments, to confer lasting beneﬁts upon
his country, by introducing salutary reforms into its univer-
sities, and reviving a taste for letters. He was successively
appointed principal of the University of Glasgow, and of the
new college, St. Andrews; and being also a minister and a
professor of divinity, he had a right to sit in the church
courts. It was not long before he was called to lend the
powerful aid of his talents in the struggle of the Church against
prelacy. And among other services he had a chief hand
in the composition of the Second Book of Discipline, which,
after long and deliberate discussion, was approved and
adopted by the General Assembly in 1578.

1 He refers to Archbishop Adamson, who obtained possession of the
;geg";r;::gs, and mutilated them in those places where prelacy had been con-

2 Row’'s MS. Hist. ad. an. 1575; Booke of Univ. Kirk, pp. 152, 1g4; llid.
Ban. edit. i. 342, ii. 453.
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from which Scotland was never entirely freed till the revolu-
tion—of the re-introduction of Popery. It was well-
known that Lennox was an emissary of the house of Guise,
and had been sent over to prevail on the young king to
embrace the Roman Catholic faith. Foreseeing that James
would succeed to the throne of England on the death of
Elizabeth, the crafty politicians of Rome, ever watching
to regain their ascendency in that kingdom, saw the advan-
tage of winning over the Scottish monarch. The pope
himself sent him flattering letters; Jesuits and seminary
priests were introduced into the country in disguise; and
letters from Rome were intercepted, granting a dispensation
to Roman Catholics to profess the Protestant faith for a time,
provided they preserved a secret attachment to their own
religion, and embraced every opportunity of advancing the
papal interests.! Such an unprincipled conspiracy against
true religion and civil liberty, a conspiracy so dangerous at
all times to a country divided in religious sentiment,demanded
a counter-combination equally strict and solemn, ‘and led to
the formation of the national covenant of Scotland. This
was drawn up at the king’s request, by his chaplain, John
Craig. It consisted of an abjuration, in the most solemn and
explicit terms, of the various articles of the Popish system,
and an engagement to adhere to and defend the reformed
doctrine and discipline of the reformed Church of Scotland.
The covenanters further pledged themselves, under the same
oath, “to defend his majesty’s person and authority with our
goods, bodies, and lives, in the defence of Christ’s evangel,
liberties of our country, ministration of justice, and punish-
ment of iniquity, against all enemies within the realm or
without.” This bond, at first called “the king’s confession,”
was sworn and subscribed by the king and his household, for
example to others, on the 28th of January, 1581; and after-
wards, in consequence of an order in council, and an act of
the General Assembly, it was cheerfully subscribed by all
ranks of persons through the kingdom; the ministers
zealously promoting the subscription in their respective
parishes.

But while this solemn transaction had a powerful influence
in quieting the public mind, and nvetting the attachment of

1 Life of Melville, i. 173. Note V.
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Therefore, sir, as divers times before I have told you, so now
again I must tell you, there are two kings and two kingdoms
in Scotland: there is King James, the head of this common-
wealth, and there is Christ Jesus, the King of the Church,
whose subject James the Sixth is, and of whose kingdom he
is not a king, nor a lord, nor a head, but a member. We
will yield to you your place, and give you all due obedience;
but again I say, you are not the head of the Church; you
cannot give us that eternal life which we seek for even in
this world, and you cannot deprive us of it. Permit us,
then, freely to meet in the name of Christ, and to attend to
the interests of that Church of which you are a chief mem-
ber. Sir, when you were in your swaddling clothes Christ
Jesus reigned freely in this land, in spite of all his enemics;
his officers and ministers convened for the ruling and welfare
of his Church, which was ever for your welfare, when these
same enemies were seeking your destruction. And now,
when there is more than extreme necessity for the continu-
ance of that duty, will you hinder and dishearten Christ’s
servants and your most faithful subjects, quarrelling them
for their convening, when you should rather commend and
countenance them, as the godly kings and emperors did?”
Dunng the delivery of this confounding lecture his majesty’s
passion, which was very high at its commencement, gradually
subsided; and the ministers were dismissed with fair promises.
Different opinions will, no doubt, be formed of the conduct
pursued by these undaunted presbyters. Those who are
accustomed to regard the interests of truth as of paramount,
because eternal, importance, will admire it as moral heroism;
while others, judging by an inferior standard, may denounce
it as officious insolence.! It is no doubt perfectly easy for
us, at this distance of time, to sit down in safe tranquillity,
and sagely to pronounce that this or the other measure was
too precipitate, and that the zeal of certain persons was quite
nregular.  But, as it has been well remarked, “if we look
backwards, and impartially consider the state of things at
that period, and the different circumstances affecting it, our

1 Some having blamed Andrew Melville with being too fiery, he replied,
“If you see j' fire go downward, set your foot on it and put it out; but
if it go wpward, let it go to its own place.” Mcanmg (says vamgstonc

P p

that his zeal was not for himself or outward things.” (Characteristics, axt.
*A. Melville.’)
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held in the Little Church of Edinburgh, on Tuesday, 3oth of
March, 1596. On this solemn occasion Davidson, who was
chosen to preside, preached so much to the conviction of his
hearers, and in their name offered up a confession of thier
sins to Heaven with such fervent emotion that the whole
assembled ministers melted into tears; and rising from their
seats at his desire, and lifting up their right hands, they re-
newed their covenant with God, “protesting to walk more
warily in their ways, and to be more diligent in their charges.”
This scene, which continued during three hours, was deeply
affecting, beyond anything that the oldest person present had
ever witnessed. As the greater part of the ministers were
not present to join in the sacred action, the Assembly ordained
that it should be repeated in the different synods and pres-
byteries, and afterwards extended to congregations; and the
ordinance was obeyed with an alacrity and fervour which
spread from presbytery to presbytery, and from pansh to
parishi till all Scotland, like Judah of old, “rejoiced at the
oath.”

But the satisfaction diffused by this exercise was of short
duration; it seemed designed, as a brief moment of sunshine,
to prepare the faithful ministers of the Church for the coming
storm. It was remarked by many that the Church never had
another Assembly like this during the reign of James; and Cal-
derwood, after detailing its proceedings, closes hisaccount with
these emphatic words: ““ Here end the sincere General Assemblies
of the Kirk of Scotland.”2 On the 17th of December of the
same year, when the minds of the people were in a state of
high excitement from rumours of the designs of the Papists,
information was conveyed to the ministers that Huntly, one
of the popish lords, had been all night in the palace, and that
his retainers were waiting for orders to enter the capital
Alarmed at this intelligence, Lord Lindsay and Mr. Bruce
were appointed to wait on the king, to set before him the
dangers that threatened religion. ‘What dangers see you?”
said his majesty. Bruce mentioned their apprehensions as
to Huntly. “What have ye to do with that?” said James;
“and how durst you convene against my proclamation?”
“We dare do more than that,” said LLord Lindsay; ‘“and we

229-243; Calderwood, p. 317.

1 Melville's Diary,
rf;'mnte:d) History, p. 323.

2 Calderwood's
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pulpit; and the king, on the other hand, threatened all with -
civil pains who ventured to condemn his measures, or
question his authority as supreme potentate of the Church.
“There would never be peace,” he said, “till the marches
were rid between them.” Determined, however, to “rid the
marches” in his own person, he summoned one of the most
zealous of their number, Mr. David Black, minister of St.
Andrews, to answer before the privy council for certain
treasonable speeches, as he termed them, which he had
uttered in the pulpit. Black, in his own name, and in that
of his brethren of the ministry, sent in a declinature to the
council, denying their authonty to sit as judges of his
doctrine, in the first instance, or till he was tried by the
Church courts. They saw clearly that this prosecution was
put out as a feecer, to ascertain how far the Church would
yield ; and, to use their own language, they feared “that their
yielding on this occasion would be held as an acknowledg-
ment of his majesty’s jurisdiction in matters that are mere
spiritual, which might move his majesty to attempt further in
the spiritual government of the house of God, and end in
either a plain subverting of the spiritual judicature, or at
least a confounding thereof with civil, if at any time profane
and ambitious magistrates might by such dangerous begin-
nings find the hedge broken down, to make a violent irrup-
tion upon the Lord’s inheritance; which the Lord forbid.” !
This faithful struggle for the liberties of the Church issued,
as might have been expected, in the defeat of the weaker
party, and Black was banished from St. Andrews.?

It was the delight of James, however, to gain his object by
policy rather than violence; and at length, by a series of
stealthy, wheedling, and disgraceful manceuvres, which he
dignified with the name of kingcraf?, he succeeded in over-
turning the Presbyterian polity. His first attempt of this
nature was made shortly after the tumult to which we have
referred, when he requested the Assembly to appoint some of
their number, with whom he might advise respecting affairs

1 Declinature of the King and Council's Judicature in Matters Spiritual,
&c., by Mr. David Black, 18th Nov. 1596

2 The king was afterwards so far reconciled to Mr. Black, as to allow his
admission into the vacant parish of Arbirlot. There he lived peaccably for
six years, and died of an apoplectic stroke, when he was in the act of dis-
pensing the communion elements to his people.
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these individuals, thus nominated without the knowledge or
consent of the Church, sat and voted in the ensuing parlia-
ment, directly in the face of those cautions which they had
so lately vowed to obscrve. ‘It was neither the king’s
intention,” says Spotswoode, “nor the mind of #%e wiscr sort,
that these cautions should stand in force; but to have matters
peaceably ended, and /Zke reformation of the policy made
without noise, the king gave way to these conceits.” !

The triumph of James, however, was not complete so long
as the General Assemblies continued to manage the affairs
of the Church; and it required other ten years of sad strug-
gling and manceuvring before he gained a victory, of which
it is hard to say whether it was more disgraceful to the victors
or more disastrous to the vanquished.

About the time of which we now speak several ministers
were involved in trouble by an event in which they had no
concern, and solely through the pragmatical obstinacy of
the king. All who have read the history of Scotland are
acquainted with “The Gowrie Conspiracy,” an enigma in
the life of James VI. which still seems to defy solution, and
is involved in as much mystery as it was at the time of its
occurrence. John Ruthven, earl of Gowrie, an accomplished
young nobleman, had just returned from his travels on the
Continent, and was universally beloved by all who knew
him. He was a zealous Protestant, and had spent a quarter
of a year at Geneva with Beza, the great reformer, who had
conceived for him the highest esteem and admiration, and
who could never afterwards hear his name mentioned without
tears. The citizens of Perth respected him so highly, that
they elected him provost in 1593, and continued him in the
office during his absence. Suddenly, in August, 1600, when
he had not been three months at home, the king, with a large
retinue, came to Gowrie’s house in Perth, saying he had
been invited by the earl’s brother, Alexander Ruthven. A
scuffle took place, and the inhabitants, on reaching the spot,
found their provost and his brother weltering in their blood.
James and his friends gave out that these two noblemen
had attempted to assassinate him, and that they had been
killed in the act, on the king giving the alarm. This story

1 Spotswoode, p. 454; Calderwood, p. 402 ¢f seg; Calderwood'’s Course of
Conformitie, pzssim.
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ministry” by hypocritically acknowledging himself persuaded
of the guilt of Gowrie, and against whom his majesty was
pleased to maintain his own veracity by the unanswerable"
arguments of deprivation and banishment.!

Robert Bruce, who has been thus introduced to our
notice, was a noble character, and deserves a more particular
description. He was second son to the laird of Airth, from
whom he inhented the estate of Kinnaird. In his youth he
was educated with the view of his nising to the bench; but
his conscience was so deeply impressed with an inward call
to the ministry, that he could obtain no rest till he was per-
mitted to attend the theological lectures of Andrew Melville
at St. Andrews; and on one occasion, in conversation with
James Melv1lle, alluding to the conflict of mind through
which he had passed, he said: ‘“Before I throw myself again
into such a torment of conscience as I have had in resisting
the call to the ministry, I would rather choose to walk
through a fire of brimstone, though it were a mile in length.”
With all his fervency, however, such was his lowliness of
mind that, when a preacher, he could not be prevailed upon
to enter upon the ministry, until he was, somewhat im-
properly, entrapped into it. At a sacramental occasion in
Edinburgh, in the church to which he was afterwards called,
one of the ministers desired him to sit beside him while
serving a table; and having left him, as if for a little, he sent
word to Mr. Bruce, who was still sitting opposite to the ele-
ments, that unless he continued the service the work must
necessarily be closed. The eyes of all were fixed on him—
many requested him to supply the minister’s place; and
Bruce, thinking he had been seized with a sudden illness,
proceeded with the scrvices in a manner which produced
the most unprecedented effect on all present. Having thus
commenced, he continued to discharge the duties of the
ministry ; and some time afterwards, when the commissioners
for the Church would have had him consent to be ordained
by the imposition of hands, Bruce, with characteristic spirit,
refused to submit to the ceremony, on the ground that it
would imply that his former ministry had been unlawful.
King James had such a high opinion of him, that when he

1 Narrative by Mr. Robert Bruce of his Troubles, A.D. 1600. (Ban Misc.
p. 163.)
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Gladstanes was succeeded in the primacy by John Spots-
woode, a shrewd and crafty politician, and the author of a
History of the Church of Scotland, which, as has been well
observed, might more properly be called ‘“Calumnies against
the Church of Scotland.” This historian, as appears from his
private correspondence, was engaged in all the jesuitical plots
of the government for overturning Presbytery, which he had
swom to support, and could hardly be expected to give a
fair account of transactions in which his own credit was so
deeply implicated, and for his share in which he was after-
wards excommunicated by the Church which he had betrayed.
His falsehoods and misrepresentations have been so com-
pletely exposed, that to appeal to him zoz as an authornty
on any point of history affecting the cause of Presbytery, may
be set down at once as a mark of blindfolded prejudice.}

It could hardly be expected that men thus intruded into
the government of the Church, under the wing of royal pre-
rogative, would find it easy to gain either respect to their
persons, or submission to their authority. In fact, the people
despised them, and the ministers continued to preach, to
rule, and to administer ordinances, as if no such persons as
bishops existed. The king found it necessary, therefore, in
the absence of all respect for their episcopal powers, to arm
them with civil authority. For this purpose he erected #4e
court of high commission, a sort of English inquisition, com-
posed of prelates, noblemen, knights, and ministers, and
possessing the combined powers of a civil and ecclesiastical
tribunal. This nondescript tribunal, the proceedings of
which were regulated by no fixed laws, was empowered to
receive appeals from any church court, to summon before it
all preachers charged with speaking against the established
order of the Church, and on finding them guilty to depose
and excommunicate, or to fine and imprison them. But
though thus invested with powers which enabled them to
set at defiance both the ecclesiastical and the civil junsdic-
tion, it must be admitted that, for several years, the bishops
had the prudence to refrain from exercising their authonty
to the extent which the king desired. “They took little upon

1 ] refer here particularly to the exposure made of Spotswoode's nume-
rous misrepresentations in Dr. M‘Crie’s Life of Melville, passim. Index,

vol. ii. 548.





















IT4 THFE, STORY OI' THE SCOTTISH CHURCH. [1617.

the practice of sittung at a communton-table. mn token of therr
fellowship, which was the common mode of all the other
reformed churches, was much more agreeable to the example
of the first supper, than that of receiving the elements indi-
vidually from the hands of a priest, while kneeling at an altar.

Against the holidays they objected, that the nativity of
Christ was of an uncertain date; that the institution of Chnst-
mas was an imitation of the idolatrous Saturnalia of the
Romans, to coincide with which it was changed by the Ro-
man Church to the 25th of December; that Easter and Pen-
tecost were revivals of the ceremonial law of the Jews; that
the anniversary days of the birth, crucifixion, and resurrec-
tion of Christ were no more consecrated by these events,
than were the forms of the manger in which he was bomn,
of the cross on which he suffered, and of the sepulchre in
which he was buried; that they tended, wherever intro-
duced, to diminish respect for the only day which God had
made holy, viz. the Christian Sabbath; and that those who
kept them came under the charge of “observing days, and
months, and years,” a practice expressly condemned in
Scripture.

The third article, respecting confirmation, was objected to
chiefly from having no foundation in Scripture, and because
it implied a confirmation of baptism, as if that ordinance,
administered by presbyters, were not complete without the
imposition of hands by a bishop.

The fourth and fifth articles, viz. the private administra-
tion of the sacraments of baptism and the Lord’s supper our
fathers condemned as inconsistent with the nature and design
of these institutions, both of which are Church ordinances,
and therefore to be administered only when the Church
is assembled, and as leading to superstitious notions of .the
virtue of the mere outward signs. Though important ordin®
ances, they denied them to be essential to salvation; and
to insist on either baptism or the eucharist being administered
privately seemed to them not only inconsistent with Scrip-
ture, but fitted to revive those popish doctrines against
which humanity and reason alike protested—that all unbap-
tized infants are excluded from bliss, and that the reception
of the consecrated host on a death-bed 1s essential to salva-
tion.
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challenge his veracity at the bar of the house, and, on failing
in his proof, to suffer the penalty of death. The nobleman,
disgusted at this conduct, or unwilling to expose his majesty,
declined the perilous task, and the articles were ratified as
the deed of parliament.!

The gratulations with which Charles had been received
on his arrival were now exchanged for very different symp-
toms. On expressing his astonishment at this change of the
public feeling, he was honestly told the reason by Lord
Loudoun: “Sire, the people of Scotland will obey you in
everything with the utmost cheerfulness, provided you do
not touch their religion and conscience.”

Prelacy had now been established in Scotland for thirty
years, and yet the antipathy against it was becoming every
day more intense. The conduct of the prelates and of the
clergy, especially that of the younger portion of them whom
they had obtruded on the flocks of the banished ministers,
did not tend to abate this feeling. These novices, who had
neither piety nor learning to recommend them, disdained to
mingle with the people; they aped the manners of the higher
classes, and even among these assumed a haughtiness of
demeanour which filled our nobles with indignation. An
incident, bearing on this point, is related by Sir James
Balfour. Charles was extremely desirous that the primate of
Scotland (Spotswoode) should have precedence of the chan-
cellor; “which,” says Sir James, ‘“the Lord-chancellor Hay,
a gallant stout man, would never condescend to, nor ever
suffer him to have place of him, do what he could.” Once
and again the king attempted to gain-this point, so anxious
was he to humble the nobility and exalt the clergy; and on
his coronation he sent Sir James to the doughty old chan-
cellor, with a request that he would “but only for that day
give place to the archbishop.” Lord Hay’s reply was in the
true spirit of a Scottish chief. ¢ He was ready to lay down
his office at his majesty’s feet, but since it was his royal will
that he should enjoy it with all the privileges of the same,
never a stoled priest in Scotland should set a foot before
him, so long as his blood was hot”? The prosecution of

1 Burnet's History of his Own Times, i. 24, 25; Row's Hist. pp. 250, 252;
Rushworth, ii. 183.
2 That is, so long as he lived.
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parish of Leuchars; and such was the repugnance of the people
there to his induction, that, on the day of ordination, they
barricaded the church doors, so that the ministers, with Hen-
derson, were obliged to effect their entrance by the window.
Some time after, having heard that Robert Bruce was to
preach at a communion in the neighbourhood, Henderson,
attracted by curiosity, went secretly to hear him, and placed
himself in a dark corner of the church, where he might remain
most concealed. Bruce came into the pulpit,and after a pause,
according to his usual manner, which fixed Henderson’s
attention, he read with his wonted dignity and deliberation,
these words as his text: “Verily, venly, I say unto you, He
that entereth not by the door into the sheepfold, but climbeth
up some other way, the same is a thief and a robber.” These
words, so literally applicable to the manner in which he had
entered upon his ministry, went “like drawn swords” to his
inmost soul. He who wished to conceal himself from the
eyes of men, felt that he was naked and opened before the
eyes of Him with whom we have to do. In short, the dis-
course of this powerful preacher was, by the divine blessing,
the means of Henderson’s conversion; and ever after he
retained a great affection for Bruce, whom he called his
spiritual fathet.

After this wonderful change, which went much deeper than
a conversion to Presbyterianism, Henderson continued to
discharge the duties of his retired parish in a manner much
more conducive to the edification of his people, and laid up
those stores of learning for which he afterwards found so
much use. He became a decided opponent of the prelatical
measures; and when matters came to extremity, his talents
as a public speaker, his piety and learning, his gentlemanly
and ingratiating manners, and his profound sagacity in busi-
ness, pointed him out to all his brethren as the fittest person
for taking the lead in their affairs.!

Among the nobility who entered with heart and soul into
the cause of the covenant, the most distinguished were the
Earls of Loudoun and Rothes. John Campbell, earl of
Loudoun, was a nobleman whose patriotism, prudence, elo-
quence, and fortitude, justly entitle him to be regarded as the

1 Life of Alex. Henderson in Dr. M'Crie’'s Miscel. Writings. Part i.
Life of A. Henderson, by Rev. Dr. Aiton, minister of Dolphington.
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himself bound in conscience to resent the insult offered to
the order. In short, his pride was piqued, and nothing would
satisfy him but unconditional submission. The only answer
he made on reading their supplication was, “When they
have broken my head, they will put on my cowl” He im-
mediately ralsed an army in England, with which he advanced
to the border, ordered a fleet to blockade the Firth of Forth,
and despatched the Marquis of Hamilton with another army,
to land in the north, and join the forces under the command
of the Marquis of Huntly. As the parliament of England,
with whom Charles had also quarrelled, refused to grant him
supplies for this outrageous undertaking, the bishops, by the
advice of Laud, came forward with large contributions. The
infenior clergy in the English Church declined all interference
in the quarrel; but the Papists, who expected everything from
the triumph of the king’s party, and acted under the private
directions of the queen, were not slow in contributing to the
object! The war thus commenced, having been instigated
by the advice, and supported by the money, of the prelates,
and being, moreover, mainly designed to support their Epis-
copal pretensions, was commonly called by the English the
“bishops’ war,” and Charles was termed in ridicule, ‘“Canter-
bury’s knight.”

The posture of Scotland at this crisis was sufficiently
alarming; but our fathers were not to be intimidated. They
would not submit to be trampled on by a bigoted court,
and an infuriated bench of bishops. ¢‘Certainly,” says Baillie,
“our dangers were greater than we might let our people con-
ceive; but the truth is, we lived by faith in God, we knew the
goodness of our cause, and we were resolved to stand to it
at all hazards whatsoever, knowing the worst to be a glorious
death for the cause of God and our dear country.” Animated
by such pious and patriotic sentiments, the nation rose almost
simultaneously, and made vigorous preparations for meeting
the threatened invasion. Charles, who had boasted in his
letters and proclamations that he would force the Scots to
anconditional submission, soon discovered the truth of which
the Marquis of Hamilton forewarned him, that “while the
fire-edge was upon the Scottish spirits, it would not prove an

1Clarendon'’s State Papers, vol. ii.; Hardwick's State Papers, vol. ii. pp.
118-124, &c.; Prynne's idden Works of Darkness, p. 177, &o.
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express their detestation of the “bigots and barbarians” by
whom tt-was inflicted. By others, again, he is represented
as a mean-spirited, vindictive, and ruthless bravado—as the
blackest criminal, destitute of either public or private prin-
ciple—the chief of a lawless banditti committing murder and
devastation in the spirit of cold-blooded, indiscriminate, un-
manly vengeance; and justly meriting, on these accounts,
the ignominious end to which he was brought. It is ex-
tremely difficult, in drawing the character and tracing the
history of such a man as Montrose, to avoid extremes; and
that both of these pictures are extremes can hardly be
denied. Mindful of the ancient adage, that ““no man ever
became most depraved all at once,” we are unwilling to be-
lieve that this nobleman, when he first took up arms in the
cause of Charles, contemplated the atrocities into which he
was afterwards led, by placing himself at the head of a bar-
barous and dlsgustmg horde, who had no feelings in common
with his countrymen, and whose sole object in following him
was pillage and plunder; and he may have persuaded him-
sclf that, in perpetrating these atrocities, he was actuated by
a pure regard for the interests of his sovereign. But it is
vain to deny, and indeed impossible to cxplain his conduct,
without admitting that there were mingled with this romantic
and mistaken feeling, motives of private animosity against
Argyll and the other chieftains of the covenant; and that,
having forfeited the forgiveness, and roused the resentment
of the nation, by imbruing his hands so deeply in the blood
of his countrymen, he became equally reckless and daring—
determined, apparently, to elevate himself on the ruins of
his country, and gain the darling objcct of his heart, though
he should convert Scotland into a field of slaughter and
desolation. His humanity and discretion while acting under
the banner of the covenant, were such as to elicit the warm
commendations of Baillie and his party, who drcaded no-
thing so much as tamishing the honour of their victories
with deeds of ncedless severity. T'o what extent his char-
acter may have been alterecd by becoming a renegade from
his religion and a traitor to his country, we shall not say;
but the change which marked his conduct may be estimated
from the following brief recital of his subsequent career.

‘The regular troops of Scotland being then enlg:gcd under
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and the Covenanters, we find Montrose among the keenest
partizans of the covenant. He was a member of the famous
Glasgow Assembly of 1638; he was among the first to take
up arms, and having been sent to the north, as we have
seen, without any orders to that effect, he forced the authori-
ties of Aberdeen to take the covenant. When the Scottish
army invaded England, the lot of his regiment being first to
cross the Tweed, he was the foremost person to plunge into
the river, which he did most courageously, to the admira-
tion of all. Soon after this exploit, however, having been
admitted to an interview with the king, he began to show a
disposition to desert to the Royalists. Naturally haughty,
jealous, and conceited—anxious to distinguish himself, and
impatient of all rivalship, superiority, or control—it is sup-
posed, on authority which has never yet been disproved,
that he was induced to change sides from seeing Argyll pre-
ferred before him in the council, and General Leslie in the
field. In 1640, he was detected in a clandestine corres-
pondence with the king at a very critical conjuncture; but
having craved pardon for the offence, he was generously for-
given. In the following year he was accused of complicity
in a plot to assassinate the Earls of Argyll and Hamilton,
generally known by the name of Zke /ncident, which is still
involved in considerable mystery. In 1643 he threw off the
mask, openly joined the king’s party, and raised an army for
the purpose of ruining the cause which he had so solemnly
pledged himself to maintain.

The character of Montrose, as might be expected from
the prominent part which he took in defence of the king,
is variously estimated by historians, according to their poli-
“ical leanings and predilections. In the eyes of the admirers

“harles and arbitrary power, who are animated by any-
~ charitable feeling towards the Covenanters,
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express their detestation of the “bigots and barbarians” by
__whom-t-was inflicted. By others, again, he is represented
as a mean-spirited, vindictive, and ruthless bravado—as the
blackest criminal, destitute of either public or private prin-
ciple—the chief of a lawless banditti committing murder and
devastation in the spirit of cold-blooded, indiscriminate, un-
manly vengeance; and justly meriting, on these accounts,
the ignominious end to which he was brought. It is ex-
tremely difficult, in drawing the character and tracing the
history of such a man as Montrose, to avoid extremes; and
that both of these pictures are extremes can hardly be
denied. Mindful of the ancient adage, that ‘“no man ever
became most depraved all at once,” we are unwilling to be-
lieve that this nobleman, when he first took up arms in the
cause of Charles, contemplated the atrocities into which he
was afterwards led, by placing himself at the head of a bar-
barous and disgusting horde, who had no feelings in common
with his countrymen, and whose sole object in following him
was pillage and plunder; and he may have persuaded him-
self that, in perpetrating these atrocities, he was actuated by
a pure regard for the interests of his sovereign. Dut it is
vain to deny, and indeed impossible to explain his conduct,
without admitting that there were mingled with this romantic
and mistaken feeling, motives of private animosity against
Arzyll and the other chieftains of the covenant; and that,
having forfeited the forgiveness, and roused the resentment
of the nation, by imbruing his hands so deeply in the blood
of his countrymen, he became equally reckless and daring—
determined, apparently, to elevate himself on the ruins of
his country, and gain the darling object of his heart, though
he should convert Scotland into a ficld of slaughter and
desolation. His humanity and discretion while acting under
the banner of the covenant, were such as to eliciM
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and the Covenanters, we find Montrose among the keenest
partizans of the covenant. He was a member of the famous
Glasgow Assembly of 1638; he was among the first to take
up arms, and having been sent to the north, as we have
seen, without any orders to that effect, he forced the authori-
ties of Aberdeen to take the covenant. When the Scottish
army invaded England, the lot of his regiment being first to
cross the Tweed, he was the foremost person to plunge into
the river, which he did most courageously, to the admira-
tion of all. Soon after this exploit, however, having been
admitted to an interview with the king, he began to show a
disposition to desert to the Royalists. Naturally haughty,
jealous, and conceited—anxious to distinguish himself, and
impatient of all rivalship, superiority, or control—it is sup-
posed, on authority which has never yet been disproved,
that he was induced to change sides from seeing Argyll pre-
ferred before him in the council, and General Leslie in the
field. In 1640, he was detected in a clandestine corres-
pondence with the king at a very critical conjuncture; but
having craved pardon for the offence, he was generously for-
given. In the following year he was accused of complicity
in a plot to assassinate the Earls of Argyll and Hamilton,
generally known by the name of Zk%e Zncident, which is still
involved in considerable mystery. In 1643 he threw off the
mask, openly joined the king’s party, and raised an army for
the purpose of ruining the cause which he had so solemnly
pledged himself to maintain,

The character of Montrose, as might be expected from
the prominent part which he took in defence of the king,
is variously estimated by historians, according to their poli-
sical leanings and predilections. In the eyes of the admirers
of Charles and arbitrary power, who are animated by any-
thing but 7 chantable feeling towards the Covenanters,

Montrose appeais in a ch at of the
most illustrious herces of antiquity—invested wit .

dazzling interest of romance—*a high-spirited gentleman,
accomplished in mind and body his heart overflowing with
lofty and generous sentiments.” And they dwell with rap-
ture on the splendid victorics which he achieved over his
countrymen, while they bewail his untimely fate as that of a
martyr, and can hardly find epithets sufficiently strong to
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express their detestation of the “Dbigots and barbarians” by

__whomrit-was inflicted. By others, again, he is represented

as a mean-spirited, vindictive, and ruthless bravado—as the
blackest criminal, destitute of either public or private prin-
ciple—the chief of a lawless banditti committing murder and
devastation in the spirit of cold-blooded, indiscriminate, un-
manly vengeance; and justly meriting, on these accounts,
the ignominious end to which he was brought. It is ex-
tremely difficult, in drawing the character and tracing the
history of such a man as Montrose, to avoid extremes; and
that both of these pictures are extremes can hardly be
denied. Mindful of the ancient adage, that “ no man ever
became most depraved all at once,” we are unwilling to be-
lieve that this nobleman, when he first took up arms in the
cause of Charles, contemplated the atrocities into which he
was afterwards led, by placing himself at the head of a bar-
barous and disgusting horde, who had no feelings in common
with his countrymen, and whose sole object in following him
was pillage and plunder; and he may have persuaded him-
self that, in perpetrating these atrocities, he was actuated by
a pure regard for the interests of his sovereign. But it is
vain to deny, and indeed impossible to explain his conduct,
without admitting that there were mingled with this romantic
and mistaken feeling, motives of private animosity against
Argyll and the other chieftains of the covenant; and that,
having forfeited the forgiveness, and roused the resentment
of the nation, by imbruing his hands so deeply in the blood
of his countrymen, he became equally reckless and daring—
determined, apparently, to elevate himself on the ruins of
his country, and gain the darling object of his heart, though
he should convert Scotland into a ficld of slaughter and
desolation. His humanity and discretion while acting under
the banner of the covenant, were such as to elicit the warm
commendations of Baillie and his party, who dreaded no-
thing so much as tamishing the honour of their victories
with deeds of ncedless severity. ‘T'o what extent his char-
acter may have been altered by becoming a renegade from
his religion and a traitor to his country, we shall not say;
but the change which marked his conduct may be estimated
from the following brief recital of his subsequent career.

The regular troops of Scotland being then en{;:gcd under
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General Leslie in England, Montrose suddenly appeared in
Perthshire, in September, 1644, at the head of an army com-
posed of Highlanders and wild Irishmen, most of the latter
of whom had been engaged in the bloody scenes of the
Irish massacre, and he gained an easy victory at Tibber-
muir over the raw and undisciplined recruits who were hastily
called out against him. Having made himself master of
Perth, he advanced northward to Aberdeen, flushed with suc-
cess. Here, also, the troops of the Covenanters, unprepared
for such treachery, were taken by surprise; and after a brave
resistance of two hours, were compelled to retreat. A drum-
mer, who had accompanied a commissioner sent to summon
the town to surrender, having got drunk, and been unhappily
killed on his return, Montrose, irritated by their refusal to sub-
mit, made this incident a pretext for indiscriminate slaughter,
and gave the inhuman “charge to his men to kill, and pardon
none.”! Orders so congenial to the savage dispositions of
his soldiery were promptly fulfilled to the letter. 'The scene
which followed is given in the homely language of Spalding,
a contemporary, and a townsman of Aberdeen, whose ac-
count being that of a stanch Loyalist and an admirer of
Montrose, cannot for a moment be suspected of exaggera-
tion: “ The livetennand (Montrose) followis the chase in to
Abirdene, his men hewing and cutting down all manner of
man they could overtak within the toune, upon the streits,
or in their houses, and round about the toun as our men
wes fleeing, with brode swords, but (without) mercy or re-
meid. Thir cruell Irishis, seeing a man weill cled, would
first tyr him (that is, strip him), and save the clothes on-
spoyled, and syne kill the man. Montrois followis the chasc
in to Abirdene, leaving the body of his army standing close
unbroken till his returne, except such Irishis as faucht the
field. He had promesit to them the plundering of the toun
for their good service. Alwaies (yet) the livetennand (Mon-
trose) stayit not, bot returnit bak fra Abirdene to the camp
this samen Frydday at nicht, leaving the Irishis killing, rob-
bing, and plundering of this toune at their plesour. And
nothing heard bot pitiful houling, crying, weeping, murning,
through all the streitts, Thus thir Irishis continewit Fryd-
day, Satterday, Sonday, Mononday.” The conduct of these

1 Spalding’s Hist. of the Troubles, ii. 264, Bannatyne cdit
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monsters to the unhappy women whom they found in the
town cannot be rehearsed. But to complete the picture,
the same historian (too faithful to be quoted in this part of
his narrative by the panegyrists of Montrose) adds, “ It is
lamentable to hear how thir Irishis, who had gotten the spoyl
of the town, did abuse the same. The men that they killed
they would not suffer to be bureit, bot tirrit them of their
clothes, syne left their nakit bodies lying above the ground.
The wyf durst not cry nor weep at her husband’s slauchter
befoir her eyes, nor the mother for the son, nor the dochter
for the father; which, if thay war heard (domg), then war
thay presently slayne also.!

This horrible scene of carnage, lust, and rapine, was per-
petrated in the presence, under the authonty, and by the ex-
press orders, of ‘“the gallant Montrose,” who was lodged in
the town, and kept the main body of his troops in the neigh-
bourhood, that his Irish followers might revel at pleasure,
and reap the full reward he had promised them “for their
good service,” and the next day he marched off with the rest
of his army, leaving the city at the mercy of the inhuman
instruments of his vengeance. And yet this reckless and in-
fatuated man could so far forget himself as to declare, before
his execution, that he “did all that lay in him to keep back
his soldiers from spoiling the country; and for bloodshed, if
it could have been thereby prevented, he would rather it had
all come out of his own veins.” If the remembrance of his
former behaviour, in forcing the inhabitants of this town to
embrace the covenant, could make no impression on his sense
of shame, we might have thought that their well-known par-
tiality to the cause of Charles might have recommended them
to his mercy; and the army of the Covenanters, by whom
alone resistance had been made, having fled, his conduct in
giving up the unoffending and unazmed to pillage and mas-
sacre is deprived even of the feeble defence of his taking re-
prisals upon the enemies of the king. But next to the guilt
of being accessory to such atrocious proceedings, which have
at least the palliation of being done in civil war, is that of
attempting to vindicate them ; and when we hear Dr. Wishart,
the panegyrist of Montrose, coolly describing the scene, by
telling us that “he entered the city and allowed his men

1 Spalding’s Hist. of the Troubles, vol. i., Bannatyne edit.
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two days to refresk themselves;,” and a later historian, who
surveys it in the nineteenth century, callously declaring that
Montrose ‘““stands as completely exonerated as any general
under whose command blood ever flowed or misery followed,”!
we are almost tempted to say that his conduct, bad as it
was, was not so inexcusable as the spirit which dictated such
vindications.

For four days did this monstrous cruelty continue, and it
ceased only then, because the approach of Argyll obliged
the rebels to evacuate the town. As Montrose was not in a
situation to cope with Argyll, he retreated northward, and
having gained fresh adherents, he penetrated, in the midst
of winter, into Argyllshire, and, in the absence of its chief,
overran that district with a vindictive barbarity of which only
the ferocious Irish of that age and the savages of the moun-
tains could have been found capable. The houses and the
corn were burned, the cattle destroyed, and all the males fit
to bear arms who fell into their hands massacred in cold
blood.? Argyll, resenting this invasion as a personal wrong,
hastened to the scene; but his soldiers, being mostly raw
recruits from the Lowlands, were easily routed by Montrose
at Inverlochy. The conduct of Argyll on this occasion, in
taking to his boat on the lake instead of leading his men,
has given occasion to his enemies to reproach him with pu-
sillanimity, Baillie vindicates him from this, by informing us
that, ““having a hurt in his arm and face, gotten by a casual
fall from his horse, whereby he was disabled to use either
sword or pistol, he was compelled by his friends to go aboard
his barge.” Be this as it may, it should be remembered that
Argyll was a senator, not a soldier; he never professed to
excel in that martial daring which, in the eyes of some men,
1s deemed almost sufficient to atone for the absence of every
moral and religious qualification. His firmness as a patriot,
his fidelity to his country at this awful crisis, and the services
he rendered to the cause of the covenant by the wisdom ot
his counsels and the energy of his measures, exposed him to
the slanders of the cavalier party, who, while they ndiculed
his religious, principles,"which they were incapable of appre-
ciating, were too glad of an occasion to exaggerate his defi-

1 Napier's Montrose and the Covenanters.
3 Brodie's Hist. of the British Empire, iii. §34; Spalding’s Troubles, &c.



1645.] FIRMNESS OF THE SCOTTISH CHURCH. 213

ciency in point of mere animal courage—a quality in which
it was their chief glory to excel. These slanders, transmitted
by successive historians, continue to be repeated to the pre-
sent day; and the memory of this nobleman lies under a
cloud, which is only beginning to clear away, as the princi-
ples for which he contended are beginning to be better
understood.

Meanwhile the troubles of the country continued to
increase. Almost every man who could bear arms having
been called to serve in the wars, agricultural operations were
suspended, and the consequence was, that famine, and its
general attendant, pestilence, soon made their appearance.
It might truly have been said, in the language of the prophet,
“the sword i1s without, and the pestilence and the famine with-
in ; he that is in the field shall die with the sword,and he that is
in the city, famine and pestilence shall devour him.”! The
plague, which spread quickly through the southern parts of
the country, had slain its thousands. The greatest alarm pre-
vailed in consequence of the excesses of Montrose, whose
hands were by this time deeply imbrued in the blood of his
countrymen; and who, elated by his successes, conceived
himself already master of the whole kingdom. ¢Only give
me leave,” wrote this vain-glorious man to the king, “after I
have reduced this country to your majesty’s obedience, and
conquered from Dan to Beersheba, to say to your majesty
then, as David’s general did to his master, ‘Come thou thy-
self; lest this country be called by my name.’”? The savages,
under the conduct of this leader, and of one Alaster Mac-
donald, a popish outlaw, exercised everywhere the most
‘ hornd and unheard-of cruelties,” so that the inhabitants fled
in all directions at the slightest notice of their approach; and
nothing was heard but the cries of women and children,
wailing over the loss of husbands, fathers, and brothers.

In these circumstances, the country may be said to have
been saved from absolute ruin by the firmness of the Scottish

1 Ezek. vii. 185,

3 The letter in which this bravado occurs was found among Montrose's
papers after his defeat at Philiphaugh (Burnct's 1{ist. i. 52?. Welwood
states that this letter ‘‘had as ill effects as the worst of King Charles’ ene-
mies could have wished, for it dashed out in a moment all the impressions
his best friends had been making upon him for a considerable time, towards
a full settlement with his people” (I elewvod's Aemoirs, p. 63).
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Church. At an extraordinary meeting held in February, 1645,
the General Assembly addressed a spirited remonstrance to
the Scottish parliament, urging them to execute exemplary
punishment on the authors and abettors of the civil war.
‘They also addressed “a solemn and seasonable waming” to
all classes, and to the armies both in England and Scotland,
pointing out the various sins of which they had been guilty,
and which they viewed as the causes of God’s wrath against
the land, and urging them to the duties of fasting, repentance,
and prayer. In this paper, after having described the pre-
vailing miseries, sins, and dangers of the country, they say:
“ Unless men will blot out of their hearts the love of religion
and the cause of God, and cast off all care of their country,
laws, liberties, and estates, yea, all natural affection of them-
selves, their wives, children, and friends, and whatsoever 1is
dearest to them under the sun, they must now or never appear
actively, each one stretching himself to, yea, beyond his power.
It is no time to dally, or go about the business by halves. If
we have been so forward to assist our neighbour kingdoms,
shall we neglect to defend our own? or shall the enemies of
God be more active against his cause than his people for it?
God forbid. If the work, being so far carried on, shall now
miscarry and fail in our hands, our own consciences shall
condemn us, and posterity shall curse us; but if we stand
stoutly and stedfastly to it,all generations shall call us blessed.”
The effect of these exhortations, which were echoed through
all the pulpits of the land, was highly encouraging. ¢ The
Covenanters,” as one observes, ‘“‘betook themselves to their
old shift of fastmg and prayer.” The minds of the people,
instead of yielding to despair, were roused to more vigorous
exertion. Shortly afterwards, the country was delivered from
its fears by the defeat of the royal forces at Naseby in England;
and this permitting the return of the regular troops under
Licutenant-general David Leslie, the Marquis of Montrose
was speedily discomfited at Philiphaugh; from which time it
may be considered that the strength of the king’s cause was
broken, and “none of his men of might could find their hands.”
Much has been written of the severity of the Covenanters
to the prisoners after this victory; and, particularly, in putting
to death a number of the rebels, who were some time after-
wards compelled to surrender at discretion at Dunavertic in
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the Highlands.! It is impossible for a Christian mind to
contemplate these horrors of war without shuddering, nor will
we undertake to vindicate all the measures of the Presbyterians
at this trying period; but certainly, if ever severity was justi-
fiable, it was in the case adverted to. What can be more
preposterous than to gloat, as some writers have done, with
evident delight, over the massacre of six fhousand trembling
fugitives after the battle of Kilsyth—a feat which Montrose and
his savages accomplished in their shirts, with “the sleeves
tucked up, like a butcher going to kill cattle;” and yet to
affect the utmost horror at the military and judicial execution
of some two or three hundred rebels, chiefly Irish, taken with
arms in their hands, and reeking with the blood of our
countrymen?? Blinded by prejudice, such writers can see
no distinction between the cry for justice against these mur-
derers, which rose from every quarter of the country, and a
base thirst for private revenge; nor will they condescend to
make the smallest allowance for the outraged feelings of a
people smarting under the threefold scourge of war, famine,
and pestilence, towards those whom they regarded as the
authors of all their miseries, and in whom they often recog-
nized the very ruffians who had been engaged in the murder-
ous scenes of the Irish rebellion.? Cruelty, in every form, is
justly an object of detestation; but it betrays a strange
perversion of mind to sympathize in its perpetration, and only
to revolt at its punishment.

The period which we now approach was, without excep-
tion, the most trying and perplexing in the whole history of
the Scottish Church. When we consider the circumstances
in which our ancestors were then placed by the course of
events, we will make great allowances for them, and not
hastily condemn them for measures which we cannot fully

1 Sir James Turner, who was on the spot, and no friend to the Cove-
nanters, distinctly refutes Bishop Guthric's account of this affair; and
declares that no quarter was promised to these prisoncrs (Zurner's Memoirs,

. 74)-

P 2 Napicr's Montrose and the Covenanters, ii. 422-473.

3 Such was the impression produced by the atrocious conduct of the Irish
Papists, that they were regarded in England as well as Scotland as having
Elaced themselves beyond the rules of civilized warfare. In 1644 the
English parliament passed an ordinance, that no quarter should be given
to the Irish who were found in arms against them. (OAimivos’s England,
i. 209.)
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approve. Distracted between the conscientious duty they
owed to the great Head of the Church, and the allegiance
they owed to their earthly sovereign—earnestly desirous to
see Charles on the thronc, and yct unwilling to offend the
English parliament, to which they looked for protection
against his despotic encroachments—dreading sectarianism
on the one hand, and Prelacy on the other—never had the
rulers of the Church found more difficulty in steering the
sacred vessel. Though events did not answer their expec-
tations (and we must not judge of their actions by the events),
it is impossible for any well-constituted mind not to admire
the straightforward, consistent principles with which they
prosecuted their course during this stormy epoch, manifest-
ing the most devoted loyalty to their unhappy prince, and
at the same time a steady adherence to the cause of liberty,
and to their religious engagements—a course that affords a
striking contrast to that pursued by the other two parties.
Indeced, one of the strongest attestations to the general recti-
tude of their conduct appears in the fact, that by the friends
of both of these parties they have been equally blamed, of
old and of late, for opposite extremes: the Republican party
sneered at their excess of loyalty, while the Royalist party
denounced them as the most base and disloyal of dema-
gogues.

The king, after his defeat by Cromwell, had betaken him-
self, in the spring of 1646, to the Scottish army, at that time
lying in the north of England, obviously with the design of
inducing them to take part with him against the English
parliament. This unexpected step placed the Scots in a
situation of cxtreme embarrassment. Their army had been
levied and sent into England expressly to aid the parliament
against the royal forces: they were supported by the money
of the parliament, and considered themselves solemnly bound,
by the brotherly covenant, to advance its cause. At the
same time, they had begun to suspect that some of the par-
liamentary leaders entertained designs against the king’s per-
son; and to refuse him the ¢ shelter and defence” for which
he professed to have thrown himself into their hands, seemed
as inconsistent with their engagements in the covenant, which
bound them to “ preserve and defend the king's majesty’s
person and authority, in the preservation and defence of the
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true rehizion and liberties of the kingdom,™ as 1t was repug-
nant to every feeling of honour and generosity. e was
received with every mark of respect; and had he complied
with the only terms on which they could engage to support
him, therc can be little doubt that he would have escaped
all his subsequent calamities. These terms were—That he
should dismiss his popishly affected counsellors, and sub-
scribe the Solemn League. The Scottish commissioners
were fully aware of the advantage to their cause by the
accession of such a convert; but, from the state of feeling
in the country, they were equally convinced of the impracti-
cability of success on any other terms. They entreated him
on their knees, and with tears in their eyes, to comply with
conditions so essential to both nations, as well as to his own
interests; assuring him that, in the event of his compliance,
not only would the whole Scottish people prove faithful to
him, but that the great body of the English would join in re-
placing him securely on the throne of his ancestors. To all
these solicitations Charles, who was buoyed up with false
hopes by his prelates, turned a deaf ear. His only answer
was, that he was bound, by his coronation oath, to defend
the Prelacy and the ceremonies of the English Church; and
that, ere he wronged his conscience by violating that oath,
he would forfeit his crown and his life. It may appear to
have been harsh to insist on the king taking a covenant
which bound him to extirpate Prelacy, while he professed to
believe it to be a form of divine institution; but when we
consider that this form had been already abjured and abro-
gated by the three kingdoms, it does not seem too much
that the sovereign should have been required to adopt the
national faith. The interests of a whole nation were not to
be sacrificed to the personal scruples of the monarch, espe-
cially when these related merely to a form of ecclesiastical
government which could not be shown to have any founda-
tion in Scripture, and the divine right of which had only of
late been asserted for political purposes. His majesty’s pro-
fessions of regard to his coronation oath, after the specimens
he had given of his duplicity, and after so often violating
that oath in regard to the civil liberties of his subjects, met
with little credit. They did not impose even upon Baillie,
who says: “ As to his conscience, none would believe him,
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though he were to swear it, that he had any conscience on
the subject.” The real grounds of his refusal to comply
were, as has been amply shown by others, purely of a poli-
tical kind. We shall merely add, for the sake of anticipating
another objection, that although  covenanting,” as it has
been ,practised by churches, is a religious duty, requiring
certain religious qualifications for the right performance of
it, yet the Solemn League, as well as the National Covenant
of Scotland, were properly national and public deeds, bind-
ing, indeed, to the external support of a certain profession
of religion, but not necessarily implying spiritual qualifica-
tions in those who entered into them. Religious vowing is,
in its own nature, a moral duty founded on the law of nature,
and competent to nations as well as individuals; and our
covenants may be vindicated on the same principle as the
oaths which Britain still exacts from thosc who hold the
highest official stations. The real source of all the prejudice
against these deeds has been, that they were sworn in sup-
port of Presbyterianism.

That no means might be left untried to relieve the royal
mind from scruple, Alexander Henderson was, by the king’s
special request, appointed to confer with him at Newcastle
on the points of difference between Prelacy and Presbytery.
Henderson declined a public disputation with his majesty’s
divines, on the ground that he had seldom found any good
result from such controversies. “ All that I intended,” said
he, “was a free yet modest expression of my motives and
inducements which drew my mind to the dislike of Epis-
copal gov emment wherein I was bred in my younger years
in the university.” Instead, however, of a familiar confer-
ence, the points in dlspute were discussed in a series of
papers which passed privately between his majesty and Mr.
Henderson. The result may be imagined. His majesty in
his answers carefully evaded the main argument. Hender-
son quoted Scripture, and Charles the fathers; and the time
was consumed in a heroic but hopeless attempt, by this most
unsatisfactory of all modes of discussion, to convince the
king on points where ncither his pride nor his policy would
yield. These papers are eight in number—five by his
majesty, and three by Henderson. ¢ After perusing them,”
says one who was wcll versed in the controversy, ‘it is difli-
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cult to read without a smile the panegyrics which the Epis-
copalian writers have bestowed on the incomparable wisdom
of his majesty, and the tnumph which he obtained over Mr.
Henderson in the controversy.”!

Grieved and heart-broken by the infatuation of the king,
whom he perceived to be obstinate to all means of extrica-
tion, this devoted servant of Christ, who was labouring at the
same time under a severe distemper, which he was persuaded
would prove mortal, returned by sea to Edinburgh on the
11th of August, 1646. Though sick and exhausted, he en-
joyed great peace of mind, and conversed much to the com-
fort of his brethren who visited him. Having revived a little,
he was one day so unusually cheerful, that his friend Sir
James Stuart could not refrain from congratulating him on
the change. “Well,” said Henderson, “I will tell you the
reason. I am near the end of my race, hasting home, and 1
am as glad of it as a school-boy when sent home from the
school to his father’s house. In a few days I will sicken
and die. In my sickness I will be much out of ease to speak
of anything; but I desire that you may be with me as much
as you can, and you shall see that all shall end well.” Soon
after this, as he foretold, he departed in peace. His body
was interred in the Grayfriars’ Churchyard, and a monument
was erected over his remains with a suitable inscription.
After the Restoration this monument was defaced by orders
from the government ; but it was afterwards repaired, and still
remains in a very perfect state. Not satisfied with their ven-
geance on his tombstone, his enemies attempted to blast his
reputation. Laying hold of his having died soon after his
conference with the king, they circulated the report that he
had become a convert to their cause, and that his death had
been hastened by remorse for the part he had acted against
his sovereign! They had even the effrontery to publish a
forged document, purporting to be his death-bed declaration,
in which they put into his mouth sentiments which he would
have sooner died than avowed. This disgraceful and unprin-
cipled trick, which resembles those so often resorted to by
Papists, was exposed at the time by the General Assembly,
who, immediatcly upon its appearance, appointed a com-
mittee to examine the pamphlet, and afterwards published a

1 Life of Ilenderson by Dr. M‘Crie, Misccl. Writings, p. 58.
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ances, and facilitated an eloquence which it allured all to
admire. His moral excellence cannot be estimated too
highly. Besides affection and honesty, which comprise most
goodness of the heart; and gentleness and frankness, which
include the best parts of a good manner, he was deeply im-
bued with two qualities which too rarely attend public emi-
nence—humility and simplicity. No detractor could pretend
to think so little of him as he really thought of himself. He
was utterly guileless; as unspoiled by applause as ever Scott
was. He might have been lived with without its ever being
suspected that he was anything but a contented, good-
hearted man. . . . That man of bold thoughts and of
burning imagination, on whose opinions and words the
country hung, as soon as the paroxysm of exertion was over,
became as soft and as artless as an infant. Nor was he
without that attraction of personal peculiarity which, when
unaffected, generally enhances the interest of amiable great-
ness. Every one loved the quaint, picturesque oddity of
his look, figure, and manner; his self-coined diction and
thick articulation; his taste for cumbrous jokes, and the
merry twinkle of the eye, and the funny expression of the
corners of the lips, which showed that graver cares had not
quenched the frolicsomeness that had distinguished his
youth. We were the fonder of him for his honest nationality.
His opinions, and tastes, and tones, and manners, and lan-
guage, and objects, were all saturated with Scotland. The
very sight of him first excited a momentary smile at his ex-
ternal peculiarities, then suggested the idea of some high
theme, scentless of the earth of vulgar anxiety, recalled his
eloquence, and gave him our veneration.”!

These graphic sketches may suffice to indicate the charac-
ter of the men under the influence of whom the Evangelical
party gradually rose to eminence and power in the Scottish
Church. Their influence, indeed, in carrying measures of
constitutional reform was retarded by the partial ascendency
of Moderatism, but indications of the¢ coming storm began to
appear so early as 1826. The debatc on pluralities that year
was signalized by a precocious sentiment uttered by Lord-
president Hope, who, as if he had scented afar off the

! Journal of Henry Cockburn, being a continuation of his Memorials, pp.
180, 189.
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1839, when they peremptorily refused to obey the orders of
their ecclesiastical superiors, being resolved to carry their
object into effect by condemning the veto as illegal, and by
following the order of the civil court as in the case of Auch-
terarder. In consequence of this direct act of disobedience
to their spiritual superiors, when the gentlest measures were
only met by the rudest and most offensive repulses, the
Commission were compelled in self-defence, and from pure
regard to the rules of the Church, which had been openly
defied, to pass upon the seven ministers of Strathbogie the
sentence of suspension.

The position of the Moderate clergy presented a striking
contrast to that which their fathers assumed during the
ascendency of their party in the last century. So long as
they commanded a majority of votes in the General Assem-
bly nothing could be more arbitrary and unyielding than
their determination to enforce their sentences on the inferior
courts of the Church. Thus, In 1752, as may be seen by
referring to that period of our narrative, so strict were they on
enforcing this subordination, in the case of Inverkeithing,
that they deposed Mr. Gillespie, simply because he had
failed personally to fulfil the orders of ‘“his superiors”—the
General Assembly. No sooner, however, had they failed to
secure an ascendency in that Assembly than an entire change
came over their ecclesiastical policy: the orders of the
General Assembly were openly disobeyed, and the courts of
civil law became the “superiors” whom they held them-
selves bound to obey. The great body of the Moderates,
with Dr. Cook at their head, now joined in common league
with the refractory ministers of Strathbogie. Even Mr.
Robertson of Ellon, following in the wake of his patron, Lord
Aberdeen, though occasionally staggered at the extreme lan-
guage of these sworn Erastians, was ready to throw his pro-
tection around the “conscientious” fugitives from discipline
in the north. Dr. Candlish took the opportunity on this
occasion to point out at once the inconsistency of the Mode-
rate party, and of explaining the vast difference between the
two cases in which the Church formerly and now exercised
her claim of junsdiction. After having proposed that the
Commission should proceed to censure against the Strath-
bogie ministers, he went on to say:—* Respect for the con-
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whole responsibility of rejecting an unacceptable presentee was
made to rest upon the judgment, or what was usually called
the liberum arbitrium, of the presbytery, and that no security
was afforded for giving effect to the conscientious objections
of the people. The Assembly of 1840 was characterized by
a splendid speech of Dr. Chalmers in moving the rejection
of this bill. * The leading principle of Presbyterianism,” he
said, ‘is that there is a distinct government in the Church,
and which the state must have approved of ere it conferred
on her the temporalities; and we must be as uncontrolled by
the state in the management of our own proper affairs as if we
did not receive a farthing from the treasury. I take this prin-
ciple to be the pecuhar glory of the Church of Scotland. . . .
This great fundmental principle of the Church of Scotland
—the principle of the exclusive jurisdiction of the Church in
1natters spiritual—once familiar, as Bishop Burnet tells us, as
a household word in the mouths of the peasantry of our land
—has faded in the quiet of centuries, and has fallen from the
memories and even the understandings of men. Our ark is
in the midst of conflicting billows, but our flag 1s all the more
unfurled by the storm which has been raised; and now,
spread abroad and expanded by the gale, it serves only to
make the motto of our establishment more patent to all eyes
—The Lord Jesus Chnst is the only King and Head of our
Church. We have nailed that colour to the mast, and we
will keep by it in all its fortunes, whether in the tempest or
in the sunshine.” .

The Commission held in August the same year was engaged
in preparing a libel against the Strathbogie ministers. The
contumacy of these clerical delinquents was renewed by their
refusing to appear in answer to the summons of the Assembly,
pleading that they did not intend to submit to the sentences
which had been passed against them, as they had applied for
and reccived an interdict from the Court of Session against
the whole proceedings which the Assembly had taken against
them. The speech of Dr. Chalmers on this occasion was a
signal display of eloquence and power. He indignantly re-
pelled the taunts of the Church’s adversarics; and when he
flung back on the dean of faculty, Mr. John Hope, the prime
mover of this agitation, his well-known adage, that ¢ what
firmness has done before, firmness may do again,” the burst
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Candlish was not only held up to opprobrium by Lord Aber-
deen in the House of Lords, but deprived of the chair of
Biblical criticism, to which he had been all but appointed by
the home government, who shabbily withdrew- the appoint-
ment at the last moment in favour of Dr. Robert Lee.
The painful duty of finding the libel proven against the
suspended ministers of Strathbogie devolved on the Assem-
bly of this year. The motion for their deposition was
founded on three grounds—they had broken the laws of the
Church, violated their ordination vows, and sinned against
Chnst. The sentence of deposition was pronounced,
and Mr. Edwards of Marnoch was deprived of his license.
On the evening of Saturday the 29th of May an extra-
ordinary scene was enacted. The house was in the midst
of a discussion on the eldership when the moderator an-
nounced that he had received a communication from Mr.
Alexander Peterkin, agent for the Strathbogie ministers, inti-
mating that there was a messenger-at-arms in attendance at
the door of the house prepared to serve the officials of the
Assembly with an interdict which had been issued that morn-
ing by the lord-ordinary, one of the judges of the Court of
Session, against the moderator and all others, to prohibit
them from carrying into effect the sentence of deposition
which the Assembly had pronounced on the seven ministers.

When the surprise created by this singular proceeding had
somcwhat subsided, a deputation was appointed to wait upon
the commissioner, who was then at Holyrood Palace, request-

ing his presence at the Assembly. His grace soon appeared,

and the moderator, Dr. Gordon, having communicated to
him the facts of the case, he rephed “I shall at all times
endeavour to be present with you when you require my
presence. It is my duty to do so; and in the exercise of that
duty I trust I shall not be found wanting, whether that duty
call upon me to uphold the rights of the Assembly, or to sup-
port and maintain the rights and prerogatives of the crown,

if they shall be attempted to be infringed from any quarter
whatever.” This violent and unconstitutional intrusion was
finally disposed of on the Monday following by the passing
of some resolutions, calmly but firmly asscrting the rights of
the Assembly, w hich it was resolved should be communicated
to the legislature, and to the Queen I councl.  Balng, Wiy,
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day of judgment, that I believe in my heart and conscience
that Christ is the great Head of the Church, and that he has
appointed office-bearers in it, distinct and apart from the civil
magistrate, to whom he has committed the keys of his spiritual
kingdom ; who are to loose and to bind, to lay on and to take
off, spiritual and ecclesiastical censures:—it has come, I say,
to thlS, that I am called upon either to renounce these prin-
ciples, or to renounce the privilegeswhich I hold as anordained
minister of the Church of Scotland. I am called on to say
whether I will or will not renounce this dogma—whether I
will declare that this article of the Confession of Faith is null
and void—an article which I cannot, I dare not relinquish,
because I have sworn to maintain it. But I am told that in
maintaining these principles I am acting in violation of the
law of the land. Why, fathers and brethren, I took the oath
to maintain that article in the Confession of Faith with the
perfect knowledge and sanction of the state; for the state had
embodied that article in an act of parliament. And when 1
came forward before my people, and fell upon my bended
knees, and received the hands of my fathers and brethren
upon my head, setting me apart to the office of the holy minis-
try, did the state, or did any servant of the state, interfere to
say,—I protest against suchan act,—I protest against your tak-
ing such pledge,—because, if you take it, you may at a future
period traverse some of the findings of the courts of law. No
such protest was taken against my ordination, and therefore
I stand here an ordained minister of the Church of Scotland,
and declare that I took the oath to maintain the great prin-
ciples for which we are now contending, with the perfect
knowledge and sanction of the state itself. They may have
changed their opinions; I have not changed mine.”!

Not such was the tone in which the proceedings of the
Assembly were soon after commented on in the House ot
Lords. On the 15th of June the Earl of Aberdeen, when
presenting a petition from the deposed ministers, took occa-
sion to say that the presumption manifested by the General
Assembly in those proceedings was never equalled by the
Church of Rome!

In the same year another case of violent intrusion occurred
in Aberdeenshire, that of Culsalmond, in the Presbytery of

1 Ten Years Conflict, vol. . pp. 209-1t1.






CHAPTER XL

1842 — 1843.

(Gathering clouds— The Forty— The quoad sacra muinisters—.Assembly d
1842—Motion for the abolition of patronage— The ‘‘ Claim of R:gk!.r
— Preparation for leaving the Establishment—The Convocalion— Dy,
Chalmers sermon— Dr. Fames Hamillon's picture of the Convocalion—
The converging lines of the Conflict,

Hitherto the non-intrusionists were a united, firm, and de-
termined band. But in the spring of 1842 a party, origin-
ating in the west, began to show symptoms of a disposition
to desert the cause by adopting something like the Zberum
arbitrium of Lord Aberdeen’s Bill. The defection of this
party, amounting to forty, a name which from this time clave
to them as a soubrigu.t, had a wonderful effect in raising the
hopes of hostile politicians. The private communications
which the leading men of this party held with the members
of government tended to increase their ignorance of the real
state of matters. “Five hundred ministers, did you say,
would leave the Establishment! bah! we know better; five-
and-twenty will be the outside of it.” About the same time
Mr. Young, the baffled presentee to Auchterarder, renewed
for a second time this interminable case: the amount claimed
by him in name of damages was {10,000 in the event of
the presbytery refusing to induct him into the charge; a sum
which ultimately rose, with expenses, to £16,000. This
brought the matter to a crisis. The question came to be
this —If the civil courts could rightly coerce and compel the
Established Church by civil pains and penalties to perform
an act so purcly spiritual as that of ordaining one to the holy
ministry in the name of the Lord Jesus Christ, the only
way in which the consistency of such an act of cnll
supremacy could be preserved was that suggested by Dr.
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ployed, and of the remarkable event with which it is
destined to be inseparably associated in the ecclesiastical
history of Scotland.”!

“The General Assembly of the Church of Scotland, taking
into consideration the solemn circumstances in which, in
the inscrutable providence of God, this Church is now
placed; and that, notwithstanding the securities for the
government thereof provided by the statutes of the realm, as
unalterably settled by the treaty of union, and the oath
required to be taken by each sovereign at accession, invio-
lably to maintain and preserve the same—which securities
might well seem, and had long been thought, to place them
beyond the reach of danger or invasion—these have been of
late assailed by the very courts to which the Church was
authorized to look for assistance and protection, to an extent
that threatens the subversion of the said liberties, govern-
ment, and discipline, with all the grievous calamities to this
Church and nation which would inevitably flow therefrom,
do solemnly, and 1n reliance on the grace and power of the
Most High, resolve and agree on the following Craim,
DEecLARATION, and PROTEST.”

The document therefore consists of these three parts—
first, the caim, which specifies the legal secunties referred
to; secondly, the dec/aration, in which they declare that they
cannot intrude ministers on reclaiming congregations, or
carry on the government of the Church subject to the co-
ercion attempted by the Court of Session; thirdly, the pro-
fest, in which they hold that all infractions made by Parlia-
ment of the Union settlement shall be held void and null,
and that while the Church will accord full submission to
such sentences in so far only as these may regard civil rights,
it shall be free to the members of the Church, or their suc-
cessors, at any time hereafter, when there shall be a prospect
of obtaining justice, to claim the REsTITUTION of all such
civil rights and privileges, and temporal benefits and endow-
ments, as for the present they may be COMPELLED to yield up,
in order to preserve to their office-bearers the free exercise
of their spiritual government and discipline, and to the people
the liberties of which respectively it has becn attempted so
contrary to law and justice to deprive them. The motion

! Dr. Robert Buchanan, Ten Years' Conflict, vol. ii. pp. 357.
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best side, and that whilst listening to the brotherly tone of
their communings, so unlike the defiance and disdain of high
debate, and to the noble sentiments of Christian heroism
and self-renunciation which were ever and anon expressed,
we wished that the world were present. And during the
devotional exercises, and at intervals throughout the deliber-
ations, when sudden light or consolation broke in, in a way
which brought tears to many eyes, we would have liked that
all Christians in the kingdom could be present, for we felt
assured that the Lord himself was there. And then, when
we looked at the materials of the meeting and saw before us,
with few exceptions, all the talent, and, with still fewer excep-
tions, all the piety of the Church of Scotland, we wished
that those were present in whose power it lies to preserve to
the Scottish Establishment all this learning and this worth.
There was the chairman, who might so easily have been the
Adam Smith, the Leibnitz, or the Bossuet of the day, but
who, having obtained a better part, has laid economics, and
philosophy, and eloquence on the altar which sanctified
himself. There was Dr. Gordon, lofty in simplicity, whose
vast conceptions and majestic emotions plough deeper the
old channels of customary words, and make common phrases
appear solemn and sublime after 4e¢ has used them. There
were Dr. Keith, whose labours in the prophecies have sent
his fame through Europe, and are yearly bringing converts
into the Church of Christ; and Mr. James Buchanan, whose
deep-drawn sympathy, and rich Bible lore, and Christian
refinement, have made him a son of consolation to so many
of the sons of sorrow. There were Dr. Welsh, the biographer
and bosom friend of Thomas Brown; Dr. Forbes among the
most inventive of modern mathematicians ; and Dr. Paterson,
whose AManse Garden is read for the sake of its poetry and
wisdom and Christian kindness, where there are no gardens,
and will be read for the sake of other days when there are no
manses. And there was Dr. Patnck M‘Farlan, whose calm
judgment is a sanction to any measure, and who, holding the

richest benefice in Scotland, most appropriately moved the
resolution, that rather than sacrifice their principles they
should surrender their possessxons And not to mention
‘names the poet must not speak,’ there were in that assem-
bly the men who are dearest of all to the godly throughout
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Wllson argaret, of 1gton martyrdom
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of, 18; penils of, 19: trial of, 20; mar-
tyrdom of, 2r; vindication of 22.

Witchcraft, crime of, 129.

Witherspoon, Dr. John of Paisley, his
pamphlet upon the theatre, 497; his
manner in the Assembly, 498 as a
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THE END.
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