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Word, tho’ fo many Years fince, Well, what
fay they ? It feems Dr. Duck, then my Chancellor,
had cited thefe Church-wardens into my Court?
therefore either there was, or at leaft to his Judg-
ment there feemed to be fomewhat done in that
Bufinefs againft the Jurifdiction of the Church.
They fay then, that the Court ended, Dr. Duck
brought them to me, And what then? Here 1s 2
Caufe, by their own confeflion, depending in the
Ecclefiaftical Court; Dr. Duck in the King’s Quar-
ters, where I cannot fetch him to teftify; no
Means left me to know what the Proceedings
were; and I have good caufe to think, that were
all the Merits of the Caufe open before your
Lordfhips, you would fay, Sir The.Dacres did not

all according to Law. But what is the Heart of

this Charge ? 1t 1s, fay they, That I commanded
Dr, Duck to profecute them. And what fault was
in this? For if it were juft, why fhould not
Dr. Duck go on with his Profecution £ If Dr. Duck
and I were both miftaken in the Particular, twas
eafy getting a Prohibition.  Yea, but they fay I
{aid, If this snuft be fo, Sir Thomas Dacres fball be
Bifbep of Liondon, and I'l] be Sir Tho. Dacres. For
ought I fee inthe Weight of it, this whole Charge
was but to bring in this Speech. And truly, my
Lords, my old decay’d Memory is not fuch, as
that I can recal a Speech thirteen or feurteen Years
fince. Butif Idid fay it, I prefume *tis not High-

Treafon for a Bithop of Louden to fay fo much of

Sir The. Dacies. © Mr. Browsne, In the lummingup
¢ the Charge againft me, laid the Weight of the

¢ Charge in this, That thefe Church-wardens were

¢ profecuted for executing the Warrant of a Juftice
¢ of Peace upon an Ale-houfe Keeper, for tip-
¢ ling on the Sabbath-Day, contrary to the Sta-
¢ tutes Jac. 7. & Car. 3. To which I anfwered,

¢ That thole Statutes did concern the Ale-houle

¢ Kecpers only ; nor were the Church-wardens
¢ called in queftion for that 5 bur becaule being
¢ Church-officers, and a Church-man tippling
¢ there, they did not complain of that to the Chan-
¢ cellor of the Diocefs, Mr. Browne replied, There
 was no Clergrman there. Iam glad I was fo
¢ miftaken, But that excufeth not the Church-
¢ wardens, who being Church-officers, fhould have
¢ been as ready to inform the Bifhop, as to obey
¢ the Jultice of Peace.’

IV. The fourth Inftance was about Marriages
in the Zotwer, which I oppofed againft Law, The

Witnefs Sir #illiam Balfore, then Lientenant of

the Tewwer. He fays, that I did oppofe thofe Mar-
riages: And fo fay I. But I did it for the Sub-
ject of Luglend’s fake : for many of their Sons
and Daughters were thereundone. Nor Banes, nos:
Licence, nor any Means of Fore-knowledge to
prevent it Was this il1? He fays, That when he
{pake with me about it, I defired him to fpeak
with his Majelty about it, becaufe it was the
King’s Houfe. What could I dowith more mode-
ration ? He coniefles he did {o, and that he moved
the King that the Caufe might be heard at the
Council-Table, not at the High-Commiflion, To
this his Majelty inclined, and I oppofed nothing,
fo the general Abufe might be rectified. Then he
fays, Mr. Attorney Noye faid at the Council-Ta-
ble, it was the King’s free Chapel, and that no
Pope in thofe Times offer’d to inhibit there, Firft,
if Mr. Ateorney did fo fay, he muft have leave to
{peak freely in the King’s Caufe. Stcondly, (as
I humbly conceive) the Chapel for ordinary Ufe
of Prifoners and Inhabitants of the Zower, where

Iy
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thefe diforderly Marriages are made, is not thys
which is called the King’s free Chapel 5 but g,
ther, in the fide of the White Tower by the Kiye,
Lodgings. Thirdly, if it be, yet I have herel,
not offended ; for I did all that was done by the
King’s Leave, not by any Affumption of Pop]
Power. Then he tells the Lords, That in aDjf.
courfe of mine with him at Greenwich, about thi
Bufinefs, I ler fall an Oath, I am forry for it, i
I did, but that’s no Treafon. ¢ And I know whop,
¢ the Deponent thinks ro pleafe by this Interpofi-
¢ tion: for to the Matter it belongs not.> In cop.
clufion, he fays truly, That the King commiited
the Bufinefs to fome Lords and Judges, that {o an
end might be put to it ; and 1n the mean time
ordered, that till it were ended, there fhould b,
no more Marriages in the Tower. How this By
{inefs ended, I know not. It began, Iam fur;
by Authority of his Majefty’s Grant of the High-
Commiflion, to queftion and punifh all fuch A-
bufes, 2am in locis exemptis, quain noi excipts,
And his Majefty having gracioufly taken this Cyre
for the Indemnity of the Subject, Itroubled Iny-
felf no more with 1t; my Aim being not to cut o
any Privileges of that Place, but only to preven
the Abules of that lawlels Cuftom. ¢ And if ex,
¢ beno be a confiderable Circumttance, as it ufes
‘to be 1n all {uch Bufinefles, then 1t may be
¢ thoughe on too, that this Gentleman the Lien.
¢ renant had a confiderable Share for his part o
¢ of the Fee of every Marriage. Which [ behiey,
“ was as dear to him as the Privilege.”

V. The next Inftance is broke out of the Towvr,
and got as far as Oxfoid. The Witnefs, Alderman
Nixon. He fays, The Mayor, and the Watch fer
by hun, were difturbed by the Proctors of the
Univerfity, and a Conftable impriloned. The
Night-Walk, and the keeping of the Watch, 3
the antient, known, and conftant Privilege of the
Univerfity for fome Hundred of Years; and fo the
Watch fet by theTown (purpofely to pick a Quar-
rel) was not according ro Law, He adds, That
when the Right Honourable the Earl of Berkfire
would have referred the Bufinefs to the King's
Counfel learned, I refufed, and faid, I would
maintain it by my own Power, as Chancellor, If
I did fay this (which I neither remember nor be-
lieve) I might better refufe Lawyers, (not the
Law, but Lawyers) than they a fworn Judge of
thetr own Nomination, which they did.

The Cafe was briefly this. There were fome
five or {ix Particulars which had, for divers Years,
bred much Trouble and Difagreement between
the Univerfity and the City ; of which (to my
beft remembrance) this about the Night-Watch,
and another about Felons Goods, were two of the
chief. The Univerfity complained to me, T was
fo far from going any By-way, that I was refolvec
upon a Trial at Weffminfler-Hell, thinking (as 1
after found ) that nothing but a legal Trial would
fet thofe two Bodies at quiet. The Townimen
liked not this ; came fome of the chief of them
to London ; prevailed with their Honourable Stev-
ard my Lord the Earl of Berdfirz, to come (e
me to Lambeth, and, by his Lordfhip, offer’d te
have all ended withcut {o great a Charge at Law,
by reference to any of the Judges, I faid I had
no mind to wrong the Town, or put them (o
charge, but thought they would fly oft from all A-
wards 3 and therefore ftuck to have a legal Trial,
After this, fome of the chief Aldermen came to
me with my Lord, and offer’d me, That if the

T Univerfity
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Univerfity would do the like, they would go down
and bring it up under the Mayor and Aldermens
Hands, that they woufd_ i’f;u_ld to fuch end as Judge
Yones, who rode that Circuit, fhould, upon Hear-
ing, make. They did {o, and bmqght the Paper
fo fubfcribed ;s (and therefore 1 think Alderman
Nivow's Haad is to it as well as the reft: ) Upon
this I gave way ; the Univerfity accepted ; the
Tudge heard and ﬁzttfed.‘ And now when they
{aw my Troubles threatning me, they brake all,
whiftled up their Recorder to come and complain
at the Council-Table, his Muyefty prefent. And
{remember well, I told his Lordfhup, (then mak-
ing the aforefaid Motion to refer to the King’s
tearned Counfel) that Ius Lordfhip well knew
what had paffed 5 and that being fo ufed as I had
been by the Townfmen, I would trouble myfelf
with no more References to Lawyers, or to that
effect. And 1appeal to the Honour of my Lord,
whether this be not a true Relation,

V1. The fixth Inftance concerns the putting of
one Mr. Grant out of his Right. He fays, (bu
he s fingle,and in his own Caufe) That Mr, Biidges
was prefented to an Impropriation s and that fuing
for Tythe, he {the {aid Grant) gat a Prohibition,
and Mr. Bridges 2 Reference to the then Lord
Keeper Coveintzy and mylelf 5 That we referred
them to the Law, and that there Grens was non-
fuited, and fo outed of his Right, Firlt, In all
this there’s nothing faid to be done by me alone.

zcondly, The Lord Keeper, who well underftood
the Law, thought it fitteft to refer them to the
Law s and {o we did, If he were there non-fuited
firft, and outed after, it was the Law that put him
out, not we. ¢ Yet your Lordfhips fee here was
¢ 2 Prohibition granted a Cafe, which the Law it
¢ felf after rejelted.

V1il. Then follows the Inftance, That I had a
purpefe to abolith all Impropriations, The firft
Proot alledged was a Paffage out of Bithop Mous-
tagne’s Book, p. 210. That Tythes were due by
Drvtue Right, and then no Impropriations might
ftand. And Mr., Pryan witneffed very carefuily,
That this Book was found in my own Study, and
given me by Bifhop Mountague. And what of this ?
Doth any Bithep print 2 Book, and not give the
Archbithop one of them? Or muft I anfwer for
every Propefition that is in every Book that is in
my study, or that any Author gives me? And if
Bithop Aanirtague be of Opinion that Tythes are
due by Divine Right, what is that to me? Your
Lordihips know many Men are of different Opi-
ntons in that Difficulty 5 and I am confident you
will not determine the Controverfy by an A¢t of

Parliarment.  They were nibbling at
Liers, i fize, my Diary in this, to fhew thar it was
. 28, one of my Projefls to fetch in Im-

propriations ; bur it was not fit for
tor their purpofe : For *tis expreffed, That if I
lived to fee the Repair of §¢. PouP's near an end,
L would move his Majefty for the like Grant for
the buying in of Impropriations. And to buy
them from the Owners, is neither againit Law,
hor againit any thing elfe that is good ; nor is it
any Ufurpation of Papal Power.

2. The fecond Proof was my procuring from
the King fuch Impropriations in reland, as were
In the King’s Power, to the Church of Ireland.
* Which Mr, Nicolas (in his gentle Language)
“ calls Rﬂbbing of the Crown. My Lords, the
Cafe was this, The Lord Primate of Arinagh writ
into me, how ill conditioned the State of that

Church was for want of Means s and befought me
that I would move his Majefty to give the Impro-

priations there, which yet remained in the Crown
for the Maintenance and Incouragement of able
Minifters to live among the People, and inftru@
them ; affuring me, they were daily one by one
begged away by private Men, to the great Preju-
dice both of Crown and Church. And the Truth
of this, the Lord Primate i now in this Kino-
dom, and will witnefs. acquainted the King’s
great Officers, the Lord Treafurer, and the Chﬂ?l-
cellor of the Excheguer with it.  And after lopg -
Deliberation, the King was pleafed, at my hum?-

ble Suit, to grant them in the Way which I pro-
pofed : which was, That when they came into the

Clergy’s Hands, they thould pay all the Rents re-
ipectively to the King, and fome Confideration for
the feveral Renewings. And the Truth of this ap-
pears 1n the Deeds : So here was no Robbery of the
Crown. For the King had all his fet Rents referved
to a Penny, and Confideration for his Cafiyalties be-
hide.  And, my Lords, the Increafe of Popery ig
complained of in Jreland : 1s there 1 berter way o
hinder this Growth, than to place an able Clergy
among the Inhabitants ? Can an able Clergy be had
without Means? Isany Means fitter than Impro.
priations reftored ! My Lords, T did this, as hold-
ing it the beit Means to keep down Popery, and
to advance the Proteftant Religion. And T wilh
with all my Heart T had been able to da 1t fooner,

before fo many Impropriations were gotren from
the Crown into private Hands.

VIII. Next Iwas charged with another Projeét
in my Diary, which was to fettle
fome fixed Cominendasns upon all the
{maller Bifhopricks. For this, I faid,
their own Means were too fmall 1o
live and keep any Hofpitality, little exceeding
Four or five hundred Pounds a Year. ;1 confide-
red that the Coinmendass taken at large and far dif-
tant, cavfed a great Diflike and Murmur among
many Men ; that they were in fome Cafes Muze-
ria odiofa, and juftly complained of.  And here-
upon [ thought it a good Church-Work to fertle
fome Temporal Leafe, or fomeBenefice, fire Cura,
upon the leffer Bifhopricks, but nothing but fuch
as was 1 their own Right and Patronage ; thar fo
no other Man’s Patronage might receive Preju-
dice by the Bifhop®s Comiendamn : Which was not
the leaft Rock of OHfence, againft which Conmers-
damns endanger’d themlelves, And that this was
my Intent and Endeavour, is expreffed in my Dia-
ry 5 and I cannot be forry for 1t.

IX. Then I was accufed for fetting old Popith
Canons above the Laws. Mr. Burton is the {ole
Wimefs. He fays, 1t was in a Cafe about a Pew,
in which thofe Canons did weigh down an A& of
Parliament. ¢ I did never think till now Mr. Bur-
¢ fon would have made any Canons Pew-Fellows
¢ with an Act of Parliament.’ But ferioufly, hould
not Mr. Burfon's Teltimony for this have been
produced at the fecond Inftance of this Day ? For
in the end of that is juft fuch another Charge 3
and the Anfwer there given will fa- 2c Hen, VIIL.
tisfy this, and that by Aé of Par- c1g. § ult.
liament too.

X. After this came a Charge with a great Out-
cry 5 That fince my coming to be Archbiﬂmp,_l
had renewed the High-Commuffion, and put 1n
many illegal and exorbitant Clanfes, which were
not in the former, Both the Commiffions were
produced. Upon this, I humbly defired thﬁt

ne
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the Docket might be read, by which their Lord-
thips might fee all thofe Particulars which were
added in the new Commiffion, and fo be able to
judge how fit or unfit they were to be added.
The Docket was read ; and there was no Particu-
Tar found, but fuch as highly deferved Punifhment,
and were of Ecclefiaftical Cognizance : as Blaf-
phemy, Schifm, and two or three more of like
nature.

1. In this Charge, the firft exorbitant Claulfe
they infifted on, as added to the new Commiffion,
was the Power given 7z Locis Exeinptis, & won Lx-
eiptis; as if it were thereby intended to deftroy
all Privileges. No, not to deftroy any Privilege,
but not to fuffer enormous Sins to have any Privi-
lege. Befides, this Claufe hath ever been in all
Commiffions that ever were granted. And I then
thewed it to the Lords in the old Commiffion there
prefent, 2. 28, 32, 35, 42. ¢ Nay more, this Pro-
< ceeding tam in Locis Excuptis quain non Lxemp-
< 175, is allowed to the Governors of the Church,
¢ in the Exercife of their Ecclefiaftical Jurifdic-
¢ tion, by A& of Parliament In
« Queen Elizabeth’s Time: which
<« would never have been allowed,
¢ had it then been thought fuch a dangerous Bu-
¢ finefs, as ’tis now made againft me.’

2. The fecond Claufe was Power to cenfure, by
Fine and Imprifonment. This alfo I fhewed 1n
the old Commiffion, Fo/. 37. and 1s {I concelve) in
plain purfuance of the Act of Par-
liament upon which the High-Com-
miffion 1s grounded. For the King
fays there, Fol. 13. (and fo ’tis In
the new) That he grants this Power by virtue

of his Supreme Authority, and Pre-
*Tre Hordsof rogative Royal, 2 and of the faid
the Statste A @ Nay farther, ’tis added in
are, By virtue ) .
of this Al this latFer Commlfﬁon, ./ff:‘d %}* ol

Authority Ecclefiaftical, which is not
exPreﬂ'ed in the former. And fure I would never
have caufed Authority Ecclefiaftical to be added,
had I any Plot (as ’tis urged) either to exalt the
Clergy above the Laity, or to ufurp Papal Power;
which all Men know is far enough from afcribing
Feclefiaftical Authority to the King. And as for
Fine and Imprifonment, if that Power be not ac-
cording to Law, why was it firft admutted, and
after continued in all former Commiflions

1 Eliz. ¢. 2.

1 Eliz. . 1.
§ S.

1. The third Claufe was the Nai Obflante, which

he faid was againft all Law, and of fuch a bound-
lefs extent, as was never found in Commiffion or
other Grant in Euglend. And he here defired the
Lords that he might read it, which he did, with
oreat Aflurance ot 2 Triumph. But after all this
Noife which Mr. Nicelas had made, 1 fhewed the
fame Noir Obftante 1n the Old Commifiion, Fv/.
62. word for word, which I humbly defired might
be read and compared: It was fo. The Lords
looked ftrangely upon its Mr. Nicoles was {o
{tartled, that he had not patience to itay till his
Reply, (which he faw impoffible to be made) but
interrupted me, and had the face to fay in that
Honourable Affembly, That I need not ftand up-
on that: for he did but name that, without much
recarding it. And yet at the gtving of the Charge,
he infifted principaliy upon that Clwle, and in
higher and louder Terms that are before exprel-
fed, Had fuch an Advantage been found againit
me, I fhould have been accounted extremely neg-
ligent, if I compared not the Commiffions toge-
ther; or extremely impudent, if I did,
-
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4. The fourth Exception was, That by th;
Commiffion I took greater Power than ever any
Court had, becaufe both Temporal and Ecclefi,-
ftical. Firft, Whatloever Power the High-Con,.
miffion had, was nqt taken by them, till given by
his Majefty, and that according to Ulfe and Sta-
tute, (for ought hath been yet declared.) Sccong.
Iy, They have not Power of Life or Limb, there-
fore not fo great Power as other Courts have,
Thirdly, They may have more various Power in
fome refpets, but thar cannot make it greager,
< As for the Expreffion in which ’tis faid, 7 ¢4}
¢ this Powei 5 that is put moft unworthily and un.
¢ juftly too, to derive the Envy as much as he could
< upon my Perfononly.” Forhe could not holdfrom
comparing me to Pope Bouiface V111, and faying,
That I took on me the Power of both Swords. Byt
this was only ad facicndum Populuin. For he knows
well enough, that to take both the Swords, as the
Pope takes them, 1s to challenge them originally
15 due to him and his Place : Not to take both, a
under the Prince, and given by his Authority ; and
{onotIalone, butallthe Commiflioners take theirs,

5. Fifthly, to prove that this valt Commiflion
(as it was called) was put 11 execution, Mr, By
ton 1s produced. He fays, That when he was cal
led into the High-Commiflion, he appealed to
the King, and pleaded his Appeal; and that chere-
upon I and the Bifhop of Laudon writ to the King
to have him fubmit to the Court, He confeflis
he was difmifled upon his Appeal, tili his Maeftv’s
Pleafure was farther known., And 1t was our Du-
ty, confidering what a Dreach this would nuke
upon the Jurifdiction of the Court, to inform his
Majefty of it; and we did {fo. The King declared
that he fhould fubmit to the Court, as 1s confefled
by himfelf. Then he fays, Becaufe he wauld not
fubmit to the Court, he was cenfured notwith-
{tanding his Appeal. And he well deferved i,
that would not be ruled by his Majefty, to whom
he had appealed. And the Commiffion had Power
to do what they did. Befides, himfelf confefics,
all this was done by the High-Commifiion, not by
me. Nor doth he urge any Threat, Promife, or
Sollicitation of mine, any way to particularize the
Actupon me: And farther, heis fingle, and in his
own Caule.

XL Then followed the laft Charge of this Day,
which was the Patent granted for the Fines in the
High-Commiflion, for fintthing the Weft Endof S,
Paul’s cried out upon as tllegal, and extorted from
the King, and fuch as took all Power from him
for the fpace of the Ten Years, for which time it
was granted. ‘This 1s the fourth time that §%,
Paul’s 1s ftruck at. My Lords, let it come as of-
ten as it will, my Projeét and Endeavour in that
Work was honeft and honourable to both Church
and Kingdom of Eugland. No Man in all this
Search and Purfuit hath been able to charpe me
with the turning of any one Penny or Pennyworth
to other ufe than was Iimited to me. Itook agreat
dezl of care and pains about the Work, and can-
not repent of any thing I did 1n that Service, but
of numan Frailty. And whereas *tis faid, this Pa-
tent was extorted from his Majefty ; as there 13
no Proof offered for it, {o is there no Truth it
For his Majefty’s Piety was fo forward, that no-
thing needed to be extorted from inim, Thuswent
I on, bona fide, and took the prime Direction of the
Kingdom for drawing the Patent, the Lord Keeper
Coventry, Mr. Noy, and Sir Henry Martin. And
therefore if any thing be found againft Law in 1t it

¢annot
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cannot be ! mputed to me, wh(? took all the care [
- u'd to have it beyond Exception. And I marvel
what Security any Manﬂuﬂl have, tlmg nd}renturcs
upon any greatand publick Work in this Kingdom,
.+ fuch Counfel cannot be tru [’tcd.for druw_mg up of
bis Warrant, ¢ And whereas 1t was (21d, This
. Patent for the ten Years fpace took away both
« Juflice and Mercy from the King; that’snothing
. {o: For whateverthe Words be, toenable me the
« hetter for thar Work, yet thefe being infepara-
. ble from him, may be ufed by him, notwith-
« {tanding this or any other Patent. And if thefe
¢ e infeparable, (as’tisgranted they are) no infepa-
¢ rable thing can be taken away 5 or if 1t be taken,
¢ s void in Law, and the King Is where he was
« 1 the Exercife of hisRight, both for Juftice and
« Mercy. And o 1 anfwered Mr. Browne’s fum-
« mary Charge againit me. And as tor that which
¢ ke farther urged concerning 82 Gregory’sC hurr:‘h,
« Mr. Juigo Fones and others were trufted with
¢ that whole Bufincfs, and were cenfured for 1t in
¢ this prefent Parliament.  In all which Iixami-
¢ nacion no pact of the Charge il on me” And
hecaule here are fo many things wrged about
I'ree-Chapels, Lay-Fee, Patents, Appeals, and
e like, [ humbly d.fire a Sa/ve may be enter’d
for me ;5 and that my Counlel may be heard for
Matter of Law, if any Doubt ftick with your
}ordfhips,

This Day ended, Idid, according to my Refe-
lution formerly tuken, move the Lords for Means,
confidering my Charge in comirg, and liow oft I
1ud attended, and was not heard.  Their Lord-
fhins confidered of my Motion, and fent me out
word I fheuld petition them. I did humbly peu-
tion their Lordlhips May 6. My Petition was pre-
fently Cnt down to the Houfe of Commons, that
fo by both Floufes it might be recommended to
the Committes for Sequelirations.  Buot uvon a
Specch in the Houfe of Commons, that it was fic
to f¢ whatwould becowmie of me, before theytrou-
bled themfelves wich thinking of Means for me,
my Petition was calt sfide.

Atmy parting from the Foufe, I wasordered to
apsear again on Thurfilay, Mey g. but then fatrly
wit 0ff by an Order (fent to the Licutenant of the
Tower) to Monday, Adey :3.. So the Scorn and
Charce of thi: Day was feiped. Bar then Tap-
pearzd according to this Order, and had Scorn
plety, for what I efcaped the Day before: And,
it Jong Attendance, was difiniffed again un-
heard; and had Thurfday, Aday 16. affigned unto
me.  That Day held, and proceeded thus,

The Ninth Day of my Hearing.
I.MM}’ 16. 1614. The firlt Charge of this

D1y was about a Reverfion of the Town-
Clerk’s Office of Shresefbury to one Mr. Lee, which
he defirrd might be inferted 1nto the new Charter,
Firft, Mr. Lee is fingle here, and in his own Cate.
Secondly, it appears by his own Confeffion, out of
the Mouth of Mr. Barnard, that thare was a Refe-
rence of this Byfinefs to thofe Lords to whom
Shicizfbury Charter was referred; Forhefays, That
Mr. Parnard told him his Bufinefs was ftayed, and
he thought by me; but did not know whether the
Lord Keeper’s Hand were notin it. So 1tfeems by
himfelf, this was done by the Lords Referees, and
not by me. Thirdly, I did noc then think, nor
do naw, that the Reverfion of a Place, to be fold for

three hundred Pound, (as he confeffes thdt was) was
fit to be put into a Town-Charter, But yetneither
I, nor the Lord-Kecper, did any thing inthat Stop, -
but what we acquainted nis Majelty with, and had
his Approbation of. Andwhereas ke fays, That he
acquainted the Right Honourable the Earl of Dsifer
with the ftay that was made, and that thereapon
his Lordfhip fhould fay, Have we two Kings 2 [
cannot believe that Honourable Lord would fo fay,
unlefs he were much abufed by Mr. Le2s Informa--
tton, both in regard of his Love to me, and in re-
gard 1t could not proceed from a Man of {o great
a Judgment as that Lord is.  For I befeech your
Lordfhips confider, may not Lords, to whom a
Bufinefs 1s referred, give his Majefty good Reafon
to alter his Mind in fome Particulars which they
have debated, and not he? And may not this be
done without any one of them raking on him to
be a fecond King ?

II. The fecond Charge was laid on me by Sir
Arthur Hafelrig, (which fhould have come in the
Day before, as Mr, Nicolas faid, but that Sir /-
thur was ablent 10 the peceflary Service of the
State.) Sir Arthur, betng fingle and in his own
Cale, fays, ThatSir Fobir Laiube prefented a blind
Parfon to a living of lus, If Sir Fobn did that, or
any unworthy thing elfe, eatem babet, ler him an-
fwer for himfelf. He fays farther, Thatthis Living
1san Impropriation, and fo a Lay-Fee by Law
and that when he rold me fo much, I made him
this Anlwer, That if Tlived, w0 Man fhoudd same cr

frand upoirhis Lay-Iee. I concetve, my Liords, here’s

a great Miftake 1n the main: For I have been cre-
diblv informed, and do believe, that Benefice is
prefentative, and {o no Lay-Fee. And then there’s
no Fault to prefene unto it, fo rhe Clurk be fir,
Secondly, There’s a main Miftake .0 my Words,
which I remember well, and where 1t was that I
fpake them. My Words, under this Gentleman’s
Favour, and your Lordthips, were thefe, and no
others That I bad good Lifsrination that the Benefice
coas profentatives and that if ived, I boped ta order
it fo, that wo Mau foruld wake a profcnative Bengfiee
g Lay-Ieey there were too many of their already.
Thirdly, If I did fpeak the Words as chey are
charged, if they come within that Statute of Six
Months, fo often mentioned, to that I refer my-
felf : <chatfocver the Bird at this time of 1oz Year
frags, as M. Nicolas was plealed to put irupon me.
And truly, My Lords, I could eafily recarn 2ll his
Bitternels upon himielf, could it behit my Perlon,
my prefent Condition, or my Calling,

[1I. The chird Charge was about the refufing of
a Pardon, which Mrs. Baffwick faid fhe produced
in the Fhigh-Commiffion Court fome nine or ten
Years fince: And the adds, That I fhould then fay,
it thould not ferve his turn, But this was no reject-
ing of the Pardon; for fhe confefles [ fuid I would
move his Majefty about it.  So that if 1t did not
ferve his turn, it was from the King himfelf, upon
Motion made, and Reafon. given, not from any
Power affumed by che High-Commiflionor my/eif.
And the A&, whatever it were, was the Aét of
the whole Court not mine. As for the Words, (it
mine) I give the fame Anfwer as before, notwith-
ftanding Mr. Nicglas his Bird.

IV. The fourth Charge was, That whereas
there was a Proclamation to be printed about the
Pacification withthe Seots, it was fuddenly ftopp’d:
and an Order after for burning of the Pacifica-
tion. [Firft, Mr. Hunfeot is ingle in this Charge.

Secondly,
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Sccondly, Whatfoever was done in this, was by
Order of Council: And himfelf names an Order,
which' could not come from me. Thirdly, He
charges me with nothing but that I fent word the
Proclamation was to be ftayed; which, if I did,
1 did it by Command. How{oever, this concerns
the Scetifb Bufinefs, and therefore to the Alt of
Oblivion I refer myfelf. < With this, that I fee
¢ by this Teltimony, Mr. Hunfrours (for I took
¢ his Name uncertainly) hath not yet forgotten,
¢ Thou fbalt commit Adultery 5 fo delirous he is to
¢ catch me at the Prefs,

V. The firft Charge was about a Benefice in
Northamptonfiire, 1n the Cafe of Mr. Fantrye and
Mr. Fobnfon, and Dr. Beal’s {ucceeding them. In
which broken Bultnefs, {for fuch it was) Firlt,
That Bufinefs was all along aéted by the High-
Commiffion, not by me. Secondly, That though
in the Cafe of Simony the Benthce be loft, ipfo
fafto, yet that muft be proved before the Incumbent
can be thruft up, and another inftituted, elfe
Churchmenwere in amiferable Condition for their
Livelihood, Excommunication is in many Cafes
void in Law, #pfo falto; and yet, ante latamn Sen-
tentiam, till Sentence be orderly pronouncedagaintt
it, no Min fhall be {ubjeéted to thofe fearful Con-
fequences which follow upon 1t. ¢ And upon this
¢ ground of natural Equity, that in the Statute
¢ concerning the Uniformity of Common. Prayer
¢ proceeds:® Where ’us faid, = That
a Parly once convicled for depraving the
Coinmon Praycr-Book andrelapfing into
the fame Crime, fhall be deprived of all bis Spiritual
Promotions, ipfo facto. But how? without any le-
oal Proceedings? No, God forbid: Forthe Words
preceding immediately in the Statute, are, That be
muft be firft legally convilied of that criviinal Relapfe
and then follows 7p/fo fuife, and not before. And
therefore the Super-1nftitution, before the Simony
tried and judged, was illegal 5 befide the great
danger to the Parifhioners, while two Parfons,
and their feveral Friends are fcrambling for the
Tythes.  Seco: dly, Fautrye was not cenfured for
the original Caule of Simony, but for an Intruder,
and Colluder too with Fames, to abufe the King’s
Grant of the Benefice. Thirdly, It fcems Fantiye
had no better Opinion of his own Caufe : For he
went to his Bencfice in Ferfey, and fet not his Title
on foot again till after feven Years; and that, I
think, was when he heard that Mr. Fobufon was a
Pretender to 1t. And his Bond upon the Sentence
was to make a final Peace. For the Prohibition;
which he fays was refufed, I have anfwered that
before, 1n the Chargeabout Prohibitions. Befides,
it appears by v Law, that as Prohi-
bitions may be granted in fome Cafes,
fo in fome Cafes they may be refufed.
For Dr. Beal, there 1s not the leaft thew of Proof
offered, that I brought him 1n, if to do fo be a
Crime,

Thusfar Mr. Fauntrye went. As for M. Fobnfor's
Title, hefays, Thatthe Lords order’d it for him;
and declared that we 1n the High-CommiiTion
could put no Man out of his Freehold. Where
firft, 1f your Lordthips have order’d thisBufinefs,
I muft crave to know how far I fhall have leave 1o
fpeak to it: For if there be any Errors charged
upon the Sentence given in the High-Commiffion,
it they may not be {poken to, they cannot be fa-
tishied. This I am fure of, the Commiffion hath
Power todeprive: For the < Statute
aives 1t Power to ufe all Ecclefiaftical

and Spiriiual Genfures ; of which De-

3 Fli=. ¢, 2.
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ptivation is known to be one: And that Power
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exprefly given to'deprive fome Offenders of )]
their Spiritual Promotions, by the fol-
lowing ¢ Statute. Therefore I think
it follows neceffarily, either that we
have Power over Frechold n that Cafe, or el
that 2 Benefice is not a Freehold. Bur I have g
reafon, howfoever, tofpeak any thing (were I lo[;
never {o free) againft your Lord(hips Order,whic),
very honourably left Dr. Beal to the Law; as s
confefled by Fobnfon.

Befides thefe two in thetr own Caufe, one My,
Feirkins is produced; but to what end I know nor,
unlefs it be to befpatter Dr. Beal.  He fays, Thy
{feven Years fince Dr. Beal was Vice-Chancellor of
Cambridge 5 that in his Scrmon then he inveighed
bitterly againit the Power of Parliaments, and na-
med fome unfavoury Speeches of his, both concern-
ing their Perfons and Proceedings. Surely, if Dr.
Beal did as is tefbified, he was much to blane
But what is this to me? If 1t be faid I did not py.
nith him: How could I punifh that I knew not?
And I profefs I heard not of it tll now ag Bar. I
it be faid I did prefer him 5 that I do abfoluely
deny. And neither Mr. Fenkins, nor any other,
offers the leaft Proof that [ knew the one, or did
the other.

VI. The fixth Charge was concerning the Sa.
tutes of the Univerfity of Oxford 5 in which, and
the Cathedrals of the new Ereftion, Mr, Niccis
{ays I took on me to be an univerfal Law-giver,
Many fuch Offices he beftows upon me, which
God knows, and I believe he too, that I never ai-
feted. No, my Lords, the great Neceffities of
that Untverfity called upon me for 1tz Their St
tutes lay in 2 miferable confufed Heap. When any
Difficultyarofe, they knew not where to look for
Remedy or Direction.  Then into the Convori.
tton-Houle, and make a new Statute 5 and tha
many times proved contrary to an old one con-
cerning the fame Bufinefs: Men in the mean time
fworn to both, which could not pofiibly be kep
together. By this means Perjury was 1o a manicr
unavoldable: And themfelves confels
i their © Regifter, (which isnow i © Jurati ane
Court (that till this was done, they :fhé::gﬂ?
did na fort fwear, that they mighe fal. 69, ’
be forfworn.

Befides, my Lords, I did not abolith any i
old Books, 1n which the Statutes lay fo contufed,
fome in one Book, and fome in another 5 butleft
them all intirely in the Univerfity, in cafe in after-
times any ufe nught be made of them,  Nor did |
with them, as fome anciznt Philofophers are fard
to have done with the Works of fome thar went
before them; that is, make themaway, ro advance
their own [Honour the more, as if withour any
helpof tormer Patns, they had done all themfelves:
Holding 1t Honour more than enough for me,
that God had fo highly bleffed me in this Work,
as to finifh and fettle thole Seatutes, which the
greatelt Men 1n thetr Times, Cardinal 476/ bt
ard after him Cardinal Peol, aflayed, but left as
imperfect as they found them. Ngicher did T any
thing 1n1 this Work bat by the Confent of the Unt-
verfity, and according to an A& (and a Delegacy
thereby appointed) of their own Convocation.

Mr. Nicolas fays, There is a Rafure in one of
the Acts, and fupplied in other Ink, I told your

dI Eﬁ:ﬂ. ¢, 2,

Lordthips then prefently, (being loth to lie never

fo little under fuch an Imputation) that if there
be any fuch, it muft be charged upon the Univer-
firy, not upon me, for thofe Records were never

10
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in my hands? nor is it fo much as faid they were.
And fince I withdrew to make my A_nfwcr, Lhave
viewed the Record, and an Alreration or Addi-
+ion thete is 3 and ’tis 2 known Hand. *Tis Dr.
Duppa’s Hand, now Lord Bithop of Sa/ifbury, and
chen Vice-Chancellor; who 1 doubt not but is
“ble to give 2 good account of what hedid therein,
and why. And for ought appears, ’tis nothing but
che Amendment of fome {lip, which their ignorant
Regitter French had failed in, and the Vice-Chan-
cellor thought it fafeft to mend wich his own Hand.
And for myown part, if ever I did any thing worth
Thanks from the Publick inall my Life, I did it in
this Work for that Univerfity. And I wifh with
all my Heart the Times were {o open, as that [
might have the Univerfity’s Teltimony both of me
nd ir. ¢ Since I cannot, a great Lord, prefent in
¢ the Houfe when this Charge was laid againit me,
¢« fupplied in part their Abfence 3 for he was over-
¢ heard to fay to another Lord, [ think my Lord
¢ 4rchbifbop hath done no good Work in all bis Life,
¢ but thefe Men will object it as a Crime againft bin
¢ before they bave done.”

With this Charge about the Statutes 1t was let
fall, (and I well know why, ¢ It was to heat a No-
¢ ble Perfon then prefent,”) That I procured my-
{tIf to be chofen Chancellor of that Univerfity.
it [ had fo done, it might have been a great Am-
bition in me, but furely no Treafon. But, my
Lords, I have Proof great ftore, might Ibe enabled
to fetch it from Qxford, that I was fo far from en-
deavouring to procure this Honour to myfelf, as
thac I laboured by my Letters for another. And
is well known, that when they had chofen me, 1
went ipftantly to his Majelty, fo foon as ever 1
heard it, and humbly befought him that I might
refufe ir, as well forefeeing the Envy that would
follow me for it; and it did plentitully every way.
But this for fome Reafons his Majefty would not
fuffer me to do,

Then were objectedagain{t me divers Particulars
contained in thofe Statutes: As, Firft, The making
of new Oaths. The Charters of the Univerlity
are not new, and they gave Power to make Sta-
tutes for themfelves, and they have ever been upon
Oath. Secondly, The next Illegality is, That Men
are tied to obey the Proctors in finging the Licany.
This is antient, and in ufe long betore ever I came
to the Univerfity ; and it is according to the Li-
wrgy of the Church of England, eftablifhed by
Law. Thirdly, The Statute of Bannition from
the Univerfity. But there is nothing more antient
in the Univerfity-Statutes than this. Fourthly,
That nothing fhould be propofed In Convocation,
but what was confented unto among the Heads of
Colleges firft; which was faid to be againtt the Li-
berty of the Students. The young Maiters of Arts,
void of Experience, were grown fo tumultuous,
that no Peace could be kept in the Univerficy, till
my worthy Predeceflor, the Right FHonourable
William Earl of Pembroke, fettled this Order among
them: As he did alfo, upon the fame grounds,
fettle the prefent way of the Choice of their Proc-
tors. In both which I did but follow and confirm
(for fo much as lay in me) the good and peaceable
Grounds which he hadlaid in thofe two Bufinefles.
¢ And Mr. Brswne, who, in the famming up of my
¢ Charge, urged this againft me, mainly miltook
“ in two Things. The one was, That he faid this
“ Inhibition -of Propofals was in ‘Congregations;
“ whereas it was only in Convocations, where

* more weighty Bufineffes art handled. The other
Vor. L

¢ was, That this ftay of Propofals was made till ¥
¢ might be firft acquainted with them, No; it was
“-but till the Heads of Colleges had met, and con-
¢ fidered of them, for avoiding tumultuary Pro-
¢ ceedings. And when my Honourable Predecef-
¢ {or made that Order, it was highly commended:
¢ every where: And is it now degenerated into 2
¢ Crime, becaufe it 1s made up into a Statute?*
Fifthly, That fome Things are referred to arbitra-
ry Penalties. And thut fome Things are fo refer-
red, 1s ufual in that Univerfity, and many Colleges
have a particular Statute for it: Nor Is this any
more Power than ordinary School-Mafters have,
which have not a Statute-Law for every Punifh-
ment they ufe in Schools. And in divers things.
the old known Statute is, That the Vice-Chancel-
Jor thall proceed groffo modoe, that is, without the
regular Forms of Law, for the more {peedy ending;
of Differences among the Scholars, .,
Sixthly, That the * Statute made by IEK’ '5- %
me againft Conventicles is very ftrict:
But for thefe that Statute is exprefs de #llicitis
Conventiculis; and 1 hope fuch as are unlawtul
may be both forbid and punifhed. Befides, it i
according to the Charter of Richard the Second to
that Univerfity. Seventhly, The {eventh was the
Power of difcommoning. But this alfo hath ever
been in power and in ufage in that Univerfity,
as is commonly known toall Oxferd Men: And no
Jonger fince than King Faines his Time, Bifhop
King, then Vice-Chancellor, difcommoned three
or four Townfmen together. Eighthly, That
Students were bound to go to Prifon upon the
Vice-Chancellor’s, or Proétor’s Command, This
alfo was antient, and long before my coming to
the Univerfity. And your Lordfhips may be fure
the Delegacy, appointed by themiclves, would not
have admitted 1r, had it not been an-
tient and ufual. Ninchly, and laft- > Tit 9. § 2.
ly, * About the ftay of granting Gra-
ces, unlefs there were Teftimony from the Bifhop
of the Diocefs. This was for no Graces, but of
fuch as live not refident in the Univerfity, and fo
they could not judge of their Manners and Con-
verfation, And for their Conformity to the
Church of England, none (as I conceive) can be 3
fitter Wicnefs than the Bithop of the Diocefs in
which they refided.  And, my Lords, for all thefe
thus drawn up by fome of their own Body, I ob-
tained of his Majefty his Broad-Seal for Confirma-
tion? and therefore no one thing in them 1s by any
Aflumption of Papal Power, as ’tis urged; but by
the King’s Power only. ¢ As for the Statutes
« themfelves, there was fcarce one urged againit
¢ me, but it was either a Statute or a Prefcription
¢ of that Univerfity long before I was born into
¢ the World, and could not therefore be of my
¢ new making, And this was my Anfwer to Mr.
¢ Browne in the Houfe of Commons. And fuch
¢ Bannition, Difcommoning, and the like, are
¢ well known to be.’
- VIL Then followed the feventh Charge, About
the Statutes of fome Cathedral Churches. Firf,
my Lords, for this, I did it by Letiers-Patents
from the King, bearing date Mar. 31. decimo Ca-
roli, and is exrant upon Record. And all thar wag
done, was per juris remedia, and fo nothing intend-
ed againft Law, nor done, chat I know. They had
extreme need of Statutes; for all lay loofe for want
of Confirmation, and Men did what they lifted:
And T could not but obferveit; for I was Dzan of
Gloucefer, where 1 found 1t fo. In feeking to re-
g U medy



882
medy this, I had nothing but my Labour for my
Pains ; and now this Accufation to boot. The
Particulars urged are, 1. That I had ordered that
nothing thould be done 1n thele Statutes, me fncon-
fulto. And I had great reafon for it. For fince
I was principally trufted in thatWork by his Ma-
jefty, the King, if any Complaint were made,
would expett the Account from me. And how
could I give it, if other Men might do all, and I
not be fo much as confulted before they pafled ¢

2. That I made a Statute againft letting Leafes
into three Livres. But firft, my Lords, the Statute

which makes it lawful to let Leales
13 Eliz.c.10.  for one und twenty Years, or three
§ penult. Lives, hath this Limitation In it,

That theyfballnotlet for inany inore X ears
than are limited £y the [aid Colleges or Chuiches. Now
in Winchcfter-Church, and fome other, the old lo-
cal Sratute is moft plain, that they fhall let no
Leafe into Lives. Let the Dean and Prebendaries
anfwer their own Aés, and therr Coniciencies, as
they can. And in thofe Statutes which I did not
find pregnant to that purpole, I did not muke the
Statute abfolute, but left them free to renew all
fuch Leafes as were antiently i Lives belore.
And this give me Leave to fay to your Lordfhips
without offence; If but a few more Leafes be
granted into Lives, no Bifhop nor Cathedral
Church fhall be able to fubfift. And this 1s con-
{iderable alfo, That, asthe Statute of the Church
yet ftands, the Laity have the benefit, by the
I eafes which they hold, of more than five parts
of all the Bifhops, Deans and Chapters, and Col-
lege Revenues in Eugland. ¢ And fhallitbe yet
¢ an Eye-fore to ferve themielves with the reft
¢ of their own? This Evidence Mr. Browne,
¢ whofe part it was to fum up the Evidence againit
¢ me at the end of the Charge wholly omitted:
¢ for what caufe, he beft knows.’

VIII. The next Charge was about my Injunc-
tions in my Vifitation ot /#7uton and Sarum, for
the taking down of fome Houles. But they were
{fuch as were u; »n confecrated Ground, and ought
not to have been built there; and yet with Caution
{ufficient to prelerve the Leflees from over-much
Damage. For it appears apud Aéta, that they
were not to be pulled down till their feveral Leafes
were expired. And that they were Houles not
built long fince, but by them ; and thac all this
was to be done, to the end that the Church nught
fuffer no damage by them : and that this Demoli-
tion was to be made juxta Decreta Regni, accord-
ing to the Statutes of the Kingdom. ‘Therefore
nothing enjoined contrary to Law: or if any thing
were, the Injunftion took not place, by the very
Tenour of that which was charged. ¢ Mr, Brewne
¢ omitted this Charge alfo, though he hung hea-
¢ yily upon the like at §t. Paul’s, though there
¢ was Saiisfaction given, and not here.’

IX. The ninth Charge was my intended Vifi-
tation of both the Univerfities, Oxford and Cam-
bridge. For my Troubles began then to be fore-
feen by me, and Ivifited them not. 1. This was
urged as a thing directly againft Law, But this I
conceive cannot be, fo long as it was with the
King’s Knowledge, and by his Warrant, 2. Se-
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condly, Becaufe all Power of the King’s Vificatigne
was faved in the Warrant, and that with confey,
of all Parts. 3. Thirdly, Becaule nothing in ]
was furreptitioufly gotten from the King, all bejpe
done at a moft fuil Council-Table, and grep
Council at Law heard on both Sides, 4. F ourthly,
Becaufe it did there appear, that three of my Pre.
deceflors did actually wvific the Univetfities, ang
that Fure Ecclefie fie Metropolitice. 5. I ifthly,
No Immunity pleaded, why the Archbifhop fhoulg
not vifit; for the Inftunce againft Cardinal Py
s nothing, For he attempted to vifit, not only
by the Right of his See, but by his Power Leg.
tine from the Pope 3 whereas the Univerfity-Cha.
ters are exprefs, that fuch Power of Vifitation cap.
not be granted per Br:llas Papales,  And yet now
’tis charged againft me, that I challenged this by
Papal Power*. ¢ Mr, Browne wholly negle&ed
¢ this Charge alfo, which making fuch a Shew, |
¢ think he would not have done, had he found i
¢ well grounded.’

X. The tenth Charge was my Vifutation of
Merton-Collage 10 Oxfoird, The Witnels Sir Natha.
niel Brent, the Warden of the College, and prip.
cipally concerned in that Bufinels. He faid, Fif,
That no Viftation held fo long. But it he confult
his own Ofiice, he may iind one much longer, held
and continued at A -Souls-Coliage Dy my worthy
Predecefior Avchbilhop £7Liszift. Secondly, He
urged that I fwubd toy, [ woidd be 17 ardear for fe
ven Years, TH Ldid o fay, there was much need |
fhould make iz good. Thurdly, Thatone Mr., Rich,
Nevil, Fellow of that College, lay abroad inan
Ale-houfe ; that a Wench was gor with Child 1n
that Foufe, and he accufed of it and that this
was complained of to me. and Sir Neth, Broa: ac-
cufed for confpiring with the Ale-Wife againtt
Newvil. 1am not here to accule tixe one, or defend
the other. But the Cale 1s this ¢ This Caufe be-
tween them was publick, and came ro Hearingin
the Vice-Chancellor’s Court, Witnefies ex mined,
Mr. Nevil acquitted, and the Ale-Wife punifhed.
Inall this I bad no hand. Then n my Vifitation
it was again complained of to me. I Iiked not the
Bufinefs 5 but forbare to do any thing in i, be-
caufe 1t had been legally cenfured upon the Place.
¢ This part of theCharge Mr. Brewre urged againit
‘ me in the Houfe of Commons, and I gave icche
¢ fame Anfwer.” Laftly, When I fat to hear the
maln Bufinefs of that Coliege, Sir Nathaiiel Brent
was beholden to me that he continued Warden.
For in Archbifthop Warban’s time, a Predeceflor
of his was expell’d for lefs than was proved againft
him. And I found that true which one of my Vr-
fitors had formerly told me, namecly, That Sir Ne-
thaniel Brent had {o carried him{elf in that College,
as that if he were guilty of the like, he would lny
his Key under the Door, and be gone, rather than
come to anfwer 16, Yet I did not think it fic o
proceed fo rigidly. But while 1 was going to
open fome of the Particulars againft him, M.
Nicolas cut mie off, and told the Lords, this was
to {candalize their Witnefles.  So I forbare.

XI. Then followed the laft Charge of this Day,
concerning a Book of Dr. Baffwick’s, for which he
was cenfured in the High-Commiilion. The Wii-

nefles

* The Archbifbop kad collected many Papers, Decrtis, and Precedents, to affert bis Privilege of wifiting the Uniwerfities, in
Right of bis See, absut the Year !63 5 Which being feized on by Prynn, ameng his other Papers at Lambeth, avere by hin, after
the Archbifbcp's Deat, publifped in bis own Name, wwith this Title, The Plea of the Univerfity of Oxford refuted, e,  Londir
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neffes in this Charge were three. Mr. Burion, a
mortal Enemy of mine, and fo he hath fhewed
imielfs Mrs. Baffwicka Woman and a Wife, and
well tutored: for fhe bad a Paper and all writ-
e which the had to fay; tho® I faw it not til]
swas too late,  And Mr, Hunfeot, a Man that
~omes in to feeve all tarns againt me, fince the
Sentence paffed againdt the Printers for Thou fhalt
ot Adulicry.

1o the Particulars of this Charge, *tis firlt faid,
That chis Boole was written coitra Lpifeccpus Latia-
7. But how cunningly foever this was pretended,
seis more than manitett, it was purpofely written
and divuleed againit the Bifhops and Church of
pocdand,  Secondly, That T faid that Chriftien
}g;ﬁmps were before Chriliid.n Kings: So Duitesn
and Mrs, Baltoick, And with due Reverence o
211 Kanaly Authority be it fpoken, who can doube
it that There were many Cortitian Bithops, before
ay Kirg wes Chriftian? Fhirdly, Mr. Baiton

lays, Thar I applied thofe Words in

Pt st ogm the Plalm, Wb thon oy’ sinke
Privees i afl Lands, 10 the Biihops.

vor this, i I did errin it, many of the Fathers of
e Church mitfled me, who interpret thar place
rh- And if 1 be miftuken, *iis no Treafon. Bue
1 (hall ever follow their Comments before Mr. Bup-
tii’s. Fourthly, Mrs, Befiwwick laysthat [then fuid,
No Bifpss, aind o Kizg @ It Ldidlay fo, Hearned itof
' awife dnd experlenced Author, King

€ o Faines, who fpake it out and plainly
LE{ l?:"c‘: . 1n the Conference at Hamptow-Crurt.
7 And Thope it cannot be Treafon in

me to regeatit. Iifthly, Mrs. Dafwick complain-
ed, That I conmitted her Hufhand ciofe Prifoner.
Not 1, but the High-Commuifion ; not clofe Pri-
foaer to ix1s Chamber, but to the Prijon, not to go
abroad with his Keeper; which s all the clofe
Imprifonment which I ever knew that Court ufe,
Lattly, The Pinch of this Charee, 15, That I faid
I recorved my Jurifdiciion from God,

spH.8.cuz. gad from Cliifts contrary to an AG
of Parliament, which fays, Bithops

derive thewr Jurifdiction from the King, This is
witnelied by all three, and that Dr. Byjicoick read
the Satute.  Thar Statare fpeaks plainly of Juriif
diction 7 Frig conrlentisfo, and Places of Judicuture,
and no other, And all this forinfecal Jurtldiction,
Tand all Bithoys in Kagland derive from the Crown.
But my Order, my Calling, my Juritdidtion 7ir Foro
Confeientice, thatis from God, and from Chrift, and
by Divine and Apoftohicel Right.  And of this
Jurifdiction it was that I then fpake 4f I named
Jurifdiction at all, and nor my Calling in general.)
For I then fat in the Highi-Commltion, and did
exarcifle the former Juridiction under the Broad
Sealy and could not ke fo fimple to deny the Power
by which I then far. Befide, the Ca-

Car. 1. nons of the Church of Euglaud, to
which I have fubfcribed, are plain

forit. Nay farther, the Ufe and Exercile of my
Jurildiction in Foro Confeicntie, may not be but by
the Leave and Power of the K'ng within his Do-
minions, And if Bifhops and Presbyters be all
one Order (as thefe Men contend for) then Bi-
fhops muft be Fuie Divino, for fo they maintain
that Prefbyters are. ¢ This part of the Charge
* Mr. Biswne prefied in his Report to the Houte of
“ Commons ; and when I gave this fame Anfwer,
“ he in his Reply faid nothing but the fame over

“and over again, fave that he faid, I fled to he
Voi. L.

¢ knew not what inward Calling and Jurifdiction:
¢ which Pont, as I exprefled it, 1f he underftood
* not, he fhould not have undertaken to judge me.?

The 16th of May I had an Order from the
Lords, for free Accefs of four of my Servants
to me.

On Friday, May 1. 1 received a Note from the
Committee, that they intended to proceed upon
part of the fixth Original Article remaining, and

upon the feventh; which feventh Article follows
i1t bec Verba.

VIL. That he hath traitoroufly endeavoured to
alier and fubvert God’s true Religion by Law
(Ei"t,tbliﬂ1fd i this Realm, and inftead thereof to
fet vp Popifh Superftition and Idolatry : and to
that end hath declared and maintained in Speeches
and printed Books divers Popith Doctrines and
Opinions, contrary to the Articles of Religion
cftablifhed. He hath urged and enjoined divers
Popifh and Superftitious Ceremonies, without any
warrant of Law; and hath cruelly perfecuted
thofe who have oppofed the fame, by corporal
Punifhment and Imprifonment; and moft anjuftly
vexed others, who refufed to conlorm thereto, by
Ieclefiaftical Centures of Excommunication, Sui-
penhion, Deprivation, and Degradation,contrary to
the Law of this Kingdom.,

The Tenth Dey of my Hearing.

w ONDAY, Moy 2o, 104y, This Day
i E Mr. Serpeant /F2:! undertook the Bufineds
agamnit me.  And at his entrance he made a2
Speech, being now to charge me with Matter of
Religion,  In this Spzech he fpaxe of a Tide,
which came not 1 all at once: And o he fid 1t
was in the intended Alteration of Redigion. Irdt,
A Connivance, then a Toleration, then a Subver-
fion. Nor this, nor that: bura Tide it -ems he
will have of Rehgion.  Arnd I pray God his
Truth (the True Proteflant Religton here cfta-
blithed; fink not to fo low an Ebb, that Men
may with exle wade over to thar {ide, which this
Gentleman feems moft to hate.  He fears both
Ceremonices and Dodlbrine : but in both he fears
where no Fear 155 which I hope fhall appear, Ile
was pleafed to begin with Ceremonies.

I. In this he charged firlt my Chapel at Lain-
beth, and Innovation in Ceremonies there,

r. The firft Witnels for this was Di. Featly : he
fays, (1.) There were Alterations fince my Prede-
ceflor’s time. And Ifay fo too,or clfe my Chapel
ruft lie more undecently than is fir to cxprefs. He
fays, I turned the Table North and
South, The Injunction fays it thall Tnjun 3. of 3,
be fo. © And then the Innovation Eudx. fine.
¢ was theirs in going from, not mine
¢ in rewurning to that way of placing it. Here
¢ Mr. Browne, in his lalt Reply in the Houfe of
¢ Commons, {aid, That I cut the Injunétion fhort,
¢ becaufe in the Words nimmediucely following *uis
< ordered, That this Place ¢f flanding fha!l be aller-
< ¢d, woben the Continunion is adminiffred. Bt hrit,
¢ the Charge againft me is only about the Place of
¢ it of which that Injunction is fo carctul, that it
¢« commands, That cwhen the Commuirion is done, it
< be placed whcie it flood before.  Secondly, 1t was
¢ pever charged agatntt me, that 1 did not remove
¢ it at the time of Communion, nor doth tha

5U 2 ¢ Realon
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¢ Reafon expreffed in the Injunction require it;
¢ which 1s, #hen the Number of Communicants s
¢ great, and that the Minifter may be the better beard
¢ of them. Neither of which was neceffary 1n my
¢ Chapel, where my Number was not great, and
¢ all might eaftly hear.?

(2.) The fecond Thing which Dr. Featly faid,was
in downright Terms, That the Chapel lay nafti-
ly, all the time he ferved in that Houfe. Wasic
one of my Faults too, to cleanfz it ?

(3.) Thirdly, He fays, the Windows were not
made up with coloured Glafs, till my Time. The
Truth is, they were ail fhameful to look on, all
diverfly patched, like a poor Beggar’s Coar. Had
they had all white Glafs, I had not fhirred chem.
And tor the Crucifix, he confeiles it was {tanding
in my Predeceflor’s time, tho® a little broken:
fo I did but mend it, I did not fet it up (as was
urged againft me.} ¢ And 1t was
¢ utterly miftaken by * Mr. Browne,
¢ that ] did repair the Story of thole
¢ Windows, by their like in the Mafs-Book. No,
¢ but I and my Sccretary made out the Story, as
¢ well as we could, by the Remains that were un-
¢ broken. Nor was any Proof at all offered, that
¢ I did 1t by the Pi¢tures in the Mafs-Book ; but
 only Mr. Prynn teftified, that fuch Pitures were
¢ there 3 whereas this Argument is of no Conle-
¢ quence : There are fuch Pictures in the Miflal,
* therefore I repaired my Windows by them. The
¢ Windows contain the whole Story from the
¢ Creation to the Day of Judgment: three Lights
‘ 1n a Window ; the two Side-Lights contain the
¢ Types in the Old Teftament, and the Middle-
¢ Light the Antitype and Verity of Chrift in the
¢ New: And I believe the Types are not in the
¢ Piftures 1n the Miffal. In the mean time, I know
“no Crime or Superftition in this
¢ Hiftory. And tho’ Calvin do not
¢ approve Images in Churches, yet
¢ he doth approve very well of them
¢ which contain a Hiftory ; and fays plainly, that
“ thefe have th ir ule, in docends &5 admonendo, in
“ teaching and admonithing the People : And if
¢ they have that ufe, why they may not inftru&
“in the Church, as well as out, I know nor.
¢ Nor do the Homilies in this Par-
¢ ticular differ much from Cafvin.’

But here the ® Statute of Fdzw. VI,

a Inn bis Reply.

Calv. 1 Inftit,
¢ i1 §12.

Heom, of Idad.
par. 2. To, 2.

. 27. fine. _ _
(&4 EdVI, Was charged againft me, which re-
c. I0. quires 2hz Deftrutiion of all Images, as

well in Glafs-windowos, as elfewbere.
¢ Andthiswasalfo earneftly prefled by Mr. Brewire,
¢ when he repeated the Sum of the Charge againit
¢« me in the Houfe of Commons.” To which Ian-
{wered at both times: Firft, That the Statuie of
Edw. V1. {pake of other Images 5 and that Images
in Glals-Windows were neither mentioned, nor
meant in that Law : the Words of the Statute are,
Any Images of Stoney, Timber, Alabafier or Eayih,
groven, carved or painted, taken ont of any Church,
&ec. fhall be deftroyed, &c, and not referved to any
fuperftitions Ule. So here’s not a Word of Glals-
windows, nor the Images that are in them.  Se-
condly, that the contemporary Practice (which is
one of the beft Expounders of the Meaning of
any Law) did peither deftroy all coloured Win-
dows, tho® Images were in them, 1n the Queen’s

41. The Trial of Dr. William Laud,
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a fmall Fine, and but Imprifonment at the Kio
Will for the third. ¢ A greatway fhort of Pupig,
¢ ment for Treafon. And.I could not but wg,.
¢ der, that Mr, Browne fhould be fo earneft in i
¢ Point, confidering he is of Lincolus-Inn, wher
¢ Mr. Prygn’s Zeal hath not yet beaten down g
¢ Images of the Apoftles in the fair Windows of
¢ that Chapel ; which Windows alfo were fi; up
¢ new long fince that Statute of Edw. VI, Ay
¢ *tis well known, that I was once refolved to by,
¢ returned this upon Mr. Srowae 1n the Houfe of
¢ Commons, but changed my Mind, lefl thereby |
¢ might have fee fome furious Spirit on work ¢
¢ deftroy thofe harmlefs goodly Windows, to the
¢ juit Diflike of that worthy Sociery.”

But to the Statute Mr, Bresere added, That the
Deftruction of atl Images, as well i Windows,
as elewhere, was commanded by the FHomilis
of the Church of Eng'and, and thofe
Homilies confirmed 1n the Articles
of Religion, and the Articles by At
of Parliament.  This was alio urged before; and
my Anfwer was, Firlt, That tho’ we {ubfcribed
oenerally to the Dodtrine of the Homilies, s
good 5 yet we did not exprels, or mean thereby
to jultify and maintain every particular Phrafe or
Sentence contained 1n them. And Secondly, Tha
the very Words of the Article to which we fub.
{cribe, are, That the Homilies do contaiin a griy
and @ wholfomre Defliiue, dnd neccffary for th
Trmes. Godly, and wholefome for all Times; but
neceflary for thofe, when Peopie were newly
weaned from the Worthip of Tmages: arterwards,
neither the Danger nor the Scand!alike, ¢ Uy,
¢ Browne tn his Reply L, That hece the Doc-
¢ trine contained 1n the Homilics was wholiome
¢ and gocd, it mult needs be necafLiry alfo for il
“ Times. But this woreyy Gentlemar 15 heren
* much miftaken. Strong Meat, as wali fpiritul
¢ as bodily, i1s goed and whollome; but the’ it
“ be {o, yet if it had been neceffary at all Times,
“ and for all Men, the Apoftle would never have
“ ted the Corinthians with Milk, and not with
¢ Meat, 1 Cos. iii. 1, 2. The Meat always gooil
¢ 1n itfelf, but not neceflary for them which wer:
¢ not able to bear it

(4.) The tourth Thing which Dr. Featly telti
fies, 1s, That there were Bowings ar the coming
1nto the Chapel, and going up to the Communion-
Table, ¢ This was ufuat in Queen Llizabeid's
¢ time, and of old, botix among Fews, asappears
“ in the Story of Hezekiah, 2 Chron. xx1X. 28. and
¢ among, Chriftians, as is evident in

Are. 35.

. - T B. Rhﬂnﬂni
¢ Rbenanus’s Wotes upon Leriellian’  ynoe in
And one of theny, which have writ-  Tere de Co-
ten againft the late Canons, confufizs  rea. sl p.

13,

it was ulual in the Queen’s Time;
but then adds, That that wes a Time  Bp-Mortonde
of Igrorance. What, a Time of fuch  Milsl.o.es.
a Retormatier, and yet full a Time of fgrorance!
I pray God tiwe oppotite be not a Thine of Pro-
favenels, and ali 1, well, ¢ Mur, Proweye, in the
¢ Sum of his Charge civen me in the rloule of
¢ Commons, lidtanced in this oo, 1 anfwered
¢ as before, with this Additen, Shall [rews 19 Mo
“ in cach Houfe of Parlament, and focli [ ot bow
< fo God 1n bis Houfe, whe:bor 1 doy or oot L0 (ORI
¢ to worflip bim ? Surdy Iiinfl woifoip God, avd

titne, nor abftain from fetting up of new, both in ¢ Jew to him, e’ scither silter vor Compnnion

her and King Fames’s time.  And as the Body of
this Statute 1s urterly miftaken, fo 1s the Penalty
too ; which, for the firft and fecond Offence, is but

¢ Table be in the Courch.
(5.) For Organs, Candlefticks, a Fifture of a
Kiftory at the back of the Altar, and Copes at
Cormi-
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Communions and Confecrations ; all which Dr. work, The Bible was fo fent me by a Lady, and
Fgarly named : Firflt, Thefe Things have been in fhe a Proteftant; I was loth to deﬁgéc the \}ﬁ’?ﬂ??{:
Wfe ever fince the Reformation. And Secondly, but the Bible I kept in my Study from any Man’s

Or. Featly himfelf did twice acknowledge that it
was in my Chapel, as it was at Whitehall ; no dif-
ference. And it is not to be thought, that Queen
Tlizabeth and King fawies would have endured
e all their Time in their own Chapel, had they
heen Introductions for Popery. And for Copes,
they are allowed at Times of Com-
munion,by the Canons of the Church.
So that thefe, all or any, are very
poor Motives from whence 0 arguc
.n Alteration of Religion.

» The fecond Witnefs againft my Chapel was
Gir Nathanicl Brent : But he fays not fo much as
Dr. Featly ; and in what he doth fay, he agrees
wich him, faving that he cannot fay, whether the
picture at the back of the Communion-Table, were
nat there before my time.

7. The third Witnefs for this Charge was one
Nir. Boreman, who came into my Chapel at Pray-
crs-time, when I had {fome new Plate to confecrate
for ule of the Communion ; and I think it was
brought to me for that end by Dr. Featly. This
Man fays firft, He then faw me bow, and wear
a Cope. Thav’s anfwered. Secondly, That he faw
me confecrate fome Plate 3 that in that Confecra-
con T ufed fome part of Solomoi’s Prayer at the

Can. Ecclef,
angl. 2.4

Dedication of the Temple ; and that in my Prayer -

1 did defire God to accept thofe Veflels. No Faule
in any of the three. For in all Ages of the Church,
efpecially fince Conflanting’s time, that Religion
hath had publick allowance, there have been Con-

{ecrations of facred Veflels, as well as

+Tho. p. 3+ of Churches themfelves. * And thefe
q- ﬁ3t ;1# ﬁ. . . hi -
2 Seeqndum,  10ANIMALE Things are holy, in that

they are deputed and dedicated to
the Service of God. And we are faid fo mintfler a-
baut boly Things, 1Cor. ix, 13. And the Aliar is
faid to [andtify the Gift, St. Matth. xxii1. 19. which
'+ could not do, if itfelf were not holy. So then,
if there be no Dedication of thefe Things to God,
no Scparation of them, from common ufe, there’s
weicher Thing nor Place holy : And then no Sacri-
lee ; no Difference between Churches and com-
mon Houfes, between Holy Tables
(fo the Injunction calls them) and or-
dinary Tables. But I would have no
Man deceive himielf 3 Sacrilege 15 a
gricvous Sin, and was feverely punifhed, even a-
mong the Heathen. And St. Paul’s Queftion puts
it home, would we confider of it Thou which ab-
borreft Idols, committeft thouSacrilege? Rom. 1L 22,
Thou which abhorreft Idols, to the very defacing
of Church-windows, doft thou, thou of all other,
commit Sacrilege, which the very Worfhippers of
Idols punifhed? And this being fo, L hope my
ufe of a part of Solomon’s Prayer, ot the Wards
of my own Prayer (Tbat God would be pleafed to
accept them) fhall not be reputed Faults.

But here ftepped in Mr. Prynn, and faid, This
was according to the Form in Miffals parve. But
s well known I borrowed nothing thence. All
that [ ufed was according to the Copy of the late
Reverend Bithop of Winchefter, Bithop Andrews,
which I have by me to be deen, and which him-
felf ufed all his time,

1L Then from my Chapel he went to my Study;
and there the fecond Charge was, 1. Thatlhad 2
Bible with the five Wounds of Chrift fair uponthe
Cover of it. This was curioufly wrought in Needle-

i rjm!ﬂ. of Q_{
Lliz, in fine,

Hand or Eye, that might take offence at it. < Mr.
¢ Browne touched upon this, and niy An{wer was
¢ the fame, Javing that I mentioned not the Lady.
¢ 2. That I had in my Study a Miffal, and divers
¢ other Books belonging to the Rowman Liturgy.
My Lords, *tis true, I had many ; but T had more
of the Greek Liiturgies than the Reoman: And I had
as many of both, as I could ger. And I would -
know, how we fhall anfwer their Errors, if we
may not bhave their Books ? 1 had Liturgies, all
I could get, both antient and modern. Il:l‘md alfo
the Alcoran in divers Copies, If this be an Argu-
ment, why do they not accufe me to be a Turk ?
3. To this Charge was added my private Prayer-
book, which Mr. Pryun had taken from me 1n his
Search. Where firft I obferved, That the Secrets
between God and my Soul were brought to be
divalged 1n open Court. ¢ Nibil gravius dicans :
“ But fee whether 1t can be parallel’d in Heathe-
¢ nifm.>  But what Popery was found in thefe
?rayers ? Why, Firft, they faid, My Prayers were
in Canonical Hours, Hora fexta, & Hora nona, &c.
I injoined mylelt feveral Hours of Prayer; that,
I hope, 1s no Sin: And if fome of them were
Church-Hours, that’s no Sin neither : Seveis trines
& Day will I praife thze, (Plal. cxix.) was the Pro-
phet David’s, long before any Canonical Hours.
And among Chrittians they were in ufe before Po-
pery got any head. God grant this may be my
greatelt Sin. Secondly, The Prayer which I made
at the Confecration of the Chapel at Hammerfuith.
I defired that might be read, or any other. No
Offence found. ‘Vhirdly, The Word Profiratus 1n
my private Devotions, before I came to the Encha-
rift. If Idid fo to God, whar’s that to any Man ?
But I pray, in all this curious Search, ( ¢ and Mr.
¢ Prynn here, and al] along,pared no Pains) why
were no Prayers to the B, Virgin and the Saints
found, if I were fo fwallowed up in Popery ?

[11. From my Study he went on to my Galle-
ry. The Serjeant would find out Popery ere he
had done. Thence I was charged with three Pic-
tures : The firft of them was a fair Picture of the
four Fathers of the Weftern Church, St. Ambrofe,
St, Ferome, St. Auguftine and St. Gregory. It wasas
fawful to have this Picure as the Picture of any o-
cher Men.  Yea, but there was a Dove pittured
over them, and that ftood for the Holy Ghott.
That’s more than any Witnefs did or durft depole.
The Second, was the Ecce Flomo, as Pilate brought
Chrift forth, and thewed him to the Fews, This
Pictare is common, and I yet know no hurt of 1,
{o it be not worfhipped ; and that I
deteft as much asany Mao, and have
written as much againft it as any Fro-
teftant hath: And it was then read
in part, And for both thefe Pittures
I anfwered out of Calvin; That itis
lawful to make, and have the Pic- _
tare of any Things, guorum fust capaces Oculi, which
may be feen. Now the Dove was vifible and {een,
St. Fobn i. g2, 33. Lhat’s for the firlt Picture.
And for the fecond, the Ecce Hamo, why did Pi-
Inte fay Ecce, but that the Jews might and did {ee
him? Fobrxix. So both Pictures law{ul by the
Rule laid down by Calvin.

¢ Mr, Browne charged againft both thefe Piftures
< yvery warmly. And when [ had anfwered as be-
¢ fore, in his Reply he fell upon my Anfwer; ?_ﬂftii

L4 a1
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faid it was in the Homilies, (but either he quo-
ted ot the Place, or elfe flipped it Thatevery
¢ Pictore of Chnft wasaLye, btc:iufe“ hole Chrift
¢ cannot be pictured. But by this Argument 1t
¢ 15 unlawiul 1o pl&ure any Muan, for the whole
< Main cannot be pittured. Who ever drew a Dic-
¢ rure of tnc Soul 7 And yet who fo fimple as to
¢ {zy th= PiZterz of a Manis a Lye? Befides, the
¢ Erceliziis, isa Picture of the Humanityof Chrift
only, wiich may as l‘lv.iuu} be drawn & any
¢ ¢ther 2an. And it mavbe | m.lj, '-"lve farthe
¢ Aniw.r, when I fee the P;,.a:: in ne Hemi-
Jies.?
Thethird Picrure found 1 my Gailerv, Imarvel
Wiy It wae producedy for it rades 1o taad : of our
Saviour, S:. _} 7 X. 1. 2. whrre ho favs, 1hat
the Shephord eniors 1 0 t‘- Sawonela by the
Door, bt they which crm up o (LT ALOLINT
TIV, are Thioves .ni Rebrors rd 1o thar Pic-
the Pope andthe Frirarss c ibingupiog
11 at the Windows : So uis a5 direétly aganil Po-
PErY as cun be. B..m.iu, 2w witneflid bofore
the Lords by NIr. 700 ws Due Co) an ar cient Ser-
vant, both to 3;11..'1: Hc[m. morcre and o Sely That
bOIh the Ecce Flois Sl thp: Pioore, wore ‘1 the
b;ﬂlf:l’} W hLi hecame ﬂr (O L.'f?.’.' o W hl[:l"
s about joriy Years fince : So it w.sro brought
th [hEr by 7e to countenance Prporv. *And [ hope
your Lor.dthins do not thisk me fuchaFool; it |
had an In:o~:ion to aiter Redigion, [ thould hang
the Proiciiion of it openly 1n my Gallery, thcrcby
to bring prefvnt Danger upon mviclf, ai ‘11.1 defiroy
the Work which, thembcives 1.*._1., [ :nronded cun-
ningly. Andif there beany Lrror o havirg and
keeping fach Pictures, yer this is no i Hiwent
Proot thar I had any Intcmiun to alier the Reli-
gion eftabli‘hed, which I defire mayv be tiken no-
1ce of cnce for all.

IV, From mv Gad Lr', the Serjzint croficd the
Water 10 :'.'" -h’.:.;, and dtre in hadle s ferat
th : time ho LﬂUh no I-ave ¢! Cupizin Gy, or his
Vfi.',.. o't Lomeere ) At the Court he
met Sirffoemv L amov. 10 This Kmighe berng pro-

duced by hum zzai-ft me, Livs, T et i my r.me
Bow;r L WETC conitaneyutzd in the Chapelthere.
Bu:, Fiz::, Dr. Fea v told your Lerdihe, there
Was fCINIrS i Ny (.hup-‘-l but as 1t vos in ufe a

f.'.,__,

L |
1- ""'-"‘J' +
\- a e

{5 RN S AN Su all the Popery 1 coula bring, wos
there “otore. Ard, Secondly, 1t bow.ng to God

33 hﬂw i1 fhoulj [
-0 there can be no §

it hisuen houf': - not amils,
yet know not th

1.4 [ Ir ']C
. contiant doing of it Lued jear! [
> B #-ﬂ? ('1-.. :?.fmfnf JI, P “" ﬂ i '-" l rf iy ;f
euUVET!
Fam amsyrees - s .
¢ um. freguzitor far: S0 SL_,_m oz teachis.
T“nru*u [ am very lorry, that any

Reverencs to (ol ia his Houle, and 1 the time
oi his Worihip, thouid be thought
too much. | am furs the Homiites,
FECIp fe oiten preficd azainfl me, cry out

agzinft the Neglectof Reverence in
rhe Church. This Paflage wis read; and by thisit
feems, the Devii’s Cunning was, {o foon as he liw
Superfhition thruit our of this Church, to bring
Irreverenceand Profanenefs in. ¢ Here \’Ir Browi

"-'"IFJI'

* having prefied tius Charge, replies upon me in
¢ his hit, Thar I would adm:t no Mean, but ei-
¢ ther there muft be Superdtition or ProfanencSs ;
¢ whereas my Words can infer no fuch thing, |

® JIltlely Pr3azes neere
defaced in thr tize :f

laced in the Gaﬂtrj
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¢ faid this was the Devil's Praflice: T would hay,
¢ brought in the Mean between them, and pre.
< ferved it too, by God’s Blefling, had I been g
“ alone’

3, Sir Jlenry fays next, That he knew of
Bowings in thut (_hilpf.’l b:fore my time, bug by
the R!gHt Honcurable the Knighrs of the Garge:
atthair Solr:mn"tv. No time tl;u’ Did he neve
fee the King his ANafler o a.r betore my nme Qg
did he ever fechim oiier, ortie Lord Chan nberkil,
atrend him there, withour Bowmy and aneelin.
two 2 And tor tho l{'*;-;f:'a of e )
G..I’tn, T u.ﬁf .‘:‘::' he do e vathout
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Jfrer much prefling for fome Maintenance, con-
dering how oft I was made attend, and with no
{mall Expence, on May 25. I had an Order from
-he Committee of Sequeftrations,to have Two hun-
dred Pounds allowed me out of my own now fe.
quefter’d Eftate : It was 2 Month before I could
ceceive this. And this was all that ever was yet
Nlowed me fince the Sequeftration of my Eftate,
being then of above two Years continuance.

The Eleventh Day of my Hearing.

I ONDAY, May 27. 164. This Day Mr,

1_ Surjeantﬁff’ﬂdﬂ followed the Charge upon
me 5 and went back again to my Chapel-windows
it Lambeth : Three Witnefles aganft them.  The
teft was one Pember a Glafier. He fays, there was
1 one of the Glafs-windows on the North-{ide,
the Picture of an old Man with a Glory, which he
chinks was of God the Father,  Bat his thinking
{o is no ’roof; nor doth he exprefs in which of
the Noreh-windows he faw 1t. And for the Glory,
that is ufual about the Head of every Saint, And
Me. Brozone, who was the fecond Witnefs, and was
irufted by me for all the Work of the Windows,
hoth at Laindetb and Creydon, fays exprefly upon his
Oath, that there was no Picture of God the Fa-
ther in the Windows at Lanbeth,  But he fays, he
found a Picture of God the Father in a2 Window
at Creydox, and Archbifnop Crzammer’s Arms under
it 5 and that he pulled 1t down. So 1t appears this
Picture was there before my time, and continued
there in fo zealous an Archbifhop’s time, as Cran-
mer was well known to be 5 and it was pulled down
in my time. Neither did Tknow till now, that ever
fuch a Pilture was there 5 and the Witnefs depofes
he never made me acquainted wich it The third
Witrefs was Mr., Prynz. He fays, He had taken
a Survey of the Windows at Lambeth. And T doubt
not his Diligence, He repeated the Story in each
Window. [ have told this before, and fhall not
repeat it. He fays, the Pitures of thefe Stories
are in the Mufs-Book. If it be {o, yet they were
not taken thence by me. Archbifthop Morron did
that Work, as appears by his Device in the Win-
dows. He fays, the Story of the Day of Jude-
ment was ina Window 7 atrie, that mult not come
into the Chapel. Good Lord ! whither will Ma-
lice carry a Man ? The Scory oppofite is of the
Creation ; and what, muft not that come 1nto the
Chapel neither # The Chapel is divided into an
inner and outer Chapel : in this ourward the two
Windows mentioned are; and the Partition or
Skreen of the Chapel, which makes it two, was
juft in che fame Place where now it ftands, from
the very building of the Chapel, for ought can
be proved to the contrary. So neither I, nor any
Man elfe, did fhut out the Day of Judgment. He
fays, I had read the Mafs-book diligently. How
elfe fhould I be able really to confute what i1s a-
mifsin it 2 He fays, I had alfo a Book of Pitures
concerning the Life of Chrift in my Study. And
1t was fit for me to have it ; for fome Things are to
be feen in their Pitures for the People, which
their Writings do not, perhaps dare not avow.

I1. The fecond Charge of this Day, was about
the Adminiftration of the Sacrament in my Cha-
pel.  The Witnefles two. ‘

The fieft was Dr. Haywood, who had been my
Chaplain in the Houfe, They had got from others
the Ceremontes there ufed, and then brought him

upon Oath. He confefled he admi- ,
niftred in a Cope ; and the Canon  Cap, Beclef: -
warranted 1t. He confeffes (as it was. Angl. 24,
urged) that he fetched the Elements
from the Credential (a little Side-Table as they
called 1t} and fet them reverently upon the Com-
munion-Table. Where’s the Offence? For firft,
the Communion-Table was little, and there wag
hardly room for the Elements to ftand convenient-
ly there, while the Service was in Adminiftration;
And, Secondly, I did not this without Example ;
for both Bifhop Andiews, and fome other Bithops,
uled it foall their time, and no Exceptions taken.
The fecond Witnels was Rob, Cornwall, one of
my menial Servants : A very forward Witnefs he
ewed himfelf, but {aid no more than is faid and
anfwered before ; both of them confefling that I
wais fometimes prefent.

I1I. "The third Charge was about the Ceremo-
nies at the Coronation of his Majelty, And, firft,
out of my Diary, Feb. 2. 1625, *tisurged,that [ car-
ried back the Regalia, offered them on the Alar,
and then laid them up in their Place of Safety.
1 bare the Place at the Coronation of the Dean of
Weftminfter, and I was to look toall thofe Things,
and their fafe return into Cultody, by the Place I
then executed ; and the offering them could be no
Ofience : For the King himfelf offers upon folemn
Duays; and the Right Honourable the Knights of
the Garter offer at their Solemnity : And the Of-
fertory is eftablithed by Law in the Common-
Prayer Book of this Church: And the Preben-
daries affured me it was the Cultom for the Dean
{oto do. Secondly, They charged a Marginal Note
in the Book upoa me, that the Unchion was 72

formd Crucis. That Note doth not fay that 1cought

fo to be done; but it only relates the Pratticey
what was done. And if any Fault were in anoing-
ing the King in that Form, it was my Predecel-
for’s Fault, not mine; for he {o anointed him.
Thirdly, they fay, there was a Cru- ,
cifix among the Regalia, and that It Heylin affram-
ftood upon the Alear at the Corona- e, that the
tion, and that I did not except a- E” Crucifi

: : cingy fowid a-
gainft it. My Predeceflor executed ., 7z, Re-
at that time, and [ believed would  galia,cvas then
have excepted againft the Crucifix f{_”f-:f’r“ﬁﬂ”
had it {tood there: But I remember [ifo of I as v
not any there 5 yet if there were, 1f 5. 144,
my Predeceflor approved the ftand- o
ing of it, or were content to connive at it, 1t
would have been made but a Scorn had I quarrel’d
it.  Fourthly, They fay, One of the Prayers was
taken out of the Pomtifical. And I fay, 1f 1t were,
it was not taken thence by me : And the Prayers
are the fame that were ufed at King Fames’s Co-
ronation : And {o the Prayer be good (and here’s
no Word in it, that is excepted againft) ’tis no
matter whence ’tis taken, ~

Then leaving the Ceremonies, he charged me
with two Alterations in the Body of the King’s
Oath. One added, namely thefe Words (agreeabls
to the King's Prerogatives; )the other ontted, name-
Iy thefe Words, (que Populus elegerit, which the
People have chofen, or fhall chufe.) For this latter,
the Claufe omitted, that fuddenly vanilhed ; for it
was omitted in the Oath of King Fames, as
is confeffed by themfelves in the
= printed Votes of this prefent Par- 2 P.706.
liament. But the other highly infift- .
ed on, as taking off the total Affurance which the
Subjefts have by the Oath of their Prince for the

Performance
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Performance of his Laws. Firft; I humbly con-
céive this Claufe takes off none of the Peoples
Affurance ; none at all.  For the King’s juft and
legal Prerogative, and the Subjects Affurance for
Liberty and Property, may ftand well together,
and have fo ftood for Hundreds of Years. Se-
condly, That Alteration, whatever it be, was not
made by me ; nor is therc any Interlining or Al-
tération fo much as of a Letter found in that Book.
Thirdly, If any thing be amifs therein, my Pre-
deceflor gave that Oath to the King, and not I
I was merely minifterial both in the Preparation,
and at the Coronation itfelf, fupplying the place
of the Dean of I7eluiificr.

After this Day’s Work was ended, 1t inftantly
fpread all over the City, that I had altered the
King’s Oath at his Cororation, and from thence
into all parts of the Kirgdom ; as if all mudt be
true which was faid at che Bar againft me, what
Anfwer foever I made. The People, and fome of
the Synod, now crying out, That this one thing
was enough to take away my Life, And tho’ this
was all that was charged this Day concerning this
Oath, yet feeing how this Fire took, I thought fit,
the next Day that I came to the Bar, to defire that
the Books of the Coronation of former Kings,
efpecially thofeof Queen Elizaberband King Fames,
might be feen and compared, and the Copies
brought into the Court, both from the Escbequcr,
and fuch as were in my Study at Lamébetb, and a
fuller Inquifition made into the Bufinefs; in regard
I was as innocent from this Crime, as when my
Mother bare me into the World. A Salve was en-
ter’d for me upon this. And every Day that [ al-
ter came to the Bar, I called upon this Bufinefs:.
But fomewhar or other was ftill pretended by them
which managed the Evidence, that I could not get
the Books to be brought forth, norany thing to be
doné, till almoft the laft Day of my Hearing. Then
no Books could be found in the Excheguer, nor in
my Study, but only that of King James; whereas,
when the Keys were taken from me, there were
divers Books there, as 1s confefled in
the *printed Votesof this Parliament,
andoneof them witha Watchet-Sattin
cover, now mifling: And whether this of King
Fames (had not my Secretary, who knew the Book,
feen it drop out of Mr Prynn’s Bag) would not have
been concealed too, I cannot tell. Ar laft, the
Book of King Fames’s Coronation, 'and the o-
ther urged againft me concerning King Charles,
were feen and compared openly in the Lords
Houfe, and found to be the fame Oath in borh,
and no Interlining or Alteration in the Book
charged again{t me.

¢ This Bufinefs was left by the Serjeant to Mr.
¢ Maynard, who made the molt that could be out
¢ of my Diary againft me: And fodid Mr. Browse,
¢ when he came to give the Sum of the Charge
¢ againft me, both before the Lords, and after in
¢ the Houfe of Commons. And therefore for the
¢ avoiding of all tedious Repetition, and for that
¢ the Arguments which both uled are the fame,
¢ and becaufe I hold it not fit to break a Charge
¢ of this moment into divers Pieces, or put them
¢ in different Places, I will here fet down the
¢ whole Bufinefs together, and the Anfwer which
¢ I then gave.

¢ Mr. Browne, in the Sum of the Charge againit
¢ me in the Commons Houfe, when he came to this
¢ Article, faid, He was now come to the Bufinefs

¢ fo much expeéted. And I humbly befought that

2 Pag. 7cb.
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¢ Honourable Houfe, if it were a Matter of
¢ great Expectation, it might be of as great A
¢ tention too, while I fhould follow that worthy
¢ Gentleman ftep after ftep, and anfwer g |
¢ went.

¢ 1. And, Firft, he went about to prove oyt of
¢ my Diary, that this Addition (of the Kings py,.
¢ regative) to the Oath, was made by me. Ty
¢ he fays, That Deceinber 31. 1625. 1 went
¢ Hampten-Court.  That’s true.  He fays, Thy
¢ there, Fan, 1. I underftood I was named wig;
¢ other Bifhops to meet and confider of the Cere.
¢ monies about the Coronation 3 and that, Jau, ;.
¢ we did meetat /¥bite- Hall accordingly ; and thar
« Yz, 6. we gave his Majefty an Anfwer, Not
¢ (as ’twas charged) but /% gave his Majefty an.
“ fwer.  So 1f the Oath had been changed by
“ me, it muft have been known to the Commiteer,
* and broken forth to my Ruin long fince, The
¢ he fays, That Fen. 16. I was appointed to ferve
¢ at the Corenation, in the room of the Dean of
¢ Feftininfler.  That’s no Crime: And *us added
¢ in the Diary, thar this Charge wos deliver’d uato
¢ me by my Predeceffor.  So he knew that this
¢ Service to attend at the Coronation was impofed
cupon me. He fays nexr, That Fan 18, the
“ Duke of Buckingham had me to the King, w
thew his Majefty the Notes we had agreed on,
if nothing oitended i:im. T'hefe were only Notes
¢ of the Ceremonies. And the other Bifhops fent
‘ me, being puiy, to give the Account. Then he
¢ fays, Jan.23. Itisin my Duary, Liliuin babs
¢ paiatuni, I had a Book ready. And it was time,
¢ after fuch Meetings, and the Coronation being
¢ to follow [¢d. 2. and I deligned to afiifc and at-
¢ tend that Service, that I fhould have o Sook res
¢ dy: The Ceremonies were two Jong and various
¢ to carry them in Memory., And whereas us

™
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furged, That I prepared and altered this Book,

¢ the Words in my Diary are paratum babui, 1 had
¢ the Book ready tor my own ufe in that Service,
¢ Norcan paratuin babus ignify preparing or alter-
¢ ing the Book. And, Thirdly, ’us added there,
¢ "That the Book which I had ready in my hands,
< did agree per omnie cum libro Regeli. And if 1«
¢ did agree in all Things with the King’s record-
¢ ed Book thenbrought out of the Exchequer, where
< then 1s the Alteration fo laborioufly foughe to be
¢ falten’d on me? I humbly befeech you to mark
¢ this.

* Yet out of thefe Premifes put together, Mr.
¢ Brewse’s Interence was, That [ made this Altery
¢ tion of the Oath. But furely thefe Premules, ner-
¢ ther fingle nor together, can produce any {uch
¢ Conclufion; but rather the contrary.  Befide,
¢ Inference upon Evidence, is not Evidence, unlels
¢ it be ablolutely neceffary 3 which all Men fee
¢ that hereitis not. Butlpray oblerve: Why was
¢ {uch a fudden ttay made at Fan. 23, whereas i€
¢ appears in my Diary at Fan. 31. that the Bifhops
¢ were not alone trufted with this Coronation-Buft-
“ nefs, fed alii Proceres, but other Great and Noble
* Men alifo? And they did meet that Fan. g1, and
¢ fat in Council about it. So the Bihops Meet-
¢ ings weére but preparatory to eale cthe Lords,
¢ molt of the Ceremonies being in the Church-
¢ way. And then can any Man think thar tneie
¢ great Lords, when they came to review oli tha
¢ was done, would let the Gath be alwered by me,
“ or any other, fo materially, and not check ar
¢1¢? * T1s impoflible.

2, ¢ Secondly,
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¢ 5. Secondly, This Gentleman went on to
¢ charge this Addition upon me thus ; There were
¢ found in my Study at Lambeti two Books of King
¢ stames’s Coronation, one of them had this Claufe
¢ or Addition in it, and the other had 1t not ; and
¢ we cannot tell by which he was crowned_. There-
¢ fore it muft needs be fome wilful Error in me, to
¢ make choice of that Book ‘ﬁ{hlch had t_hls Addi-
 tion in it, or fome great Miftake, Fuirlt, If 1
« were a Miftake only, then it is no Crime: And
¢ wilful Error it could not be 5 for being named
¢ ane of them that were to confider of the Cere-
¢ monies, 1 went to my Predeceffor, and defired a
« Book, to fee by it what was formerly done. He
¢ delivered me this now in queftion : I knew not
¢ whether he had more, or no; nor did I know
(that any one of them differed from other :
s« Therefore no wilful Error. For I had no Choice
¢ to malke of this Book which had the Addition,
¢ hefore that which had it not, but thankfully took
¢ that which he gave me. But, Sccondly, if one
¢ Book of King Fames’s Coronation, in which [
¢ conld have no hand, had this Addition in 1t, (as
¢ i5 confefled) then was not this a new Addition
« of my making. And, Thirdly, it may eafily be
¢ {een that King Faines was crowned by the Book
¢ which had this Addition in 1t ; thisbeing in a fair
¢ Carnation-Sattin Cover, the other in Paper, with-
¢ out a Cover, and unfit for a King’s Hand, efpe-
¢ cially in fuch a great and publick Solemnity.

¢ 2, In the Third Place he faid, There were in
« this Book twenty Alerations more, and all, or
¢ moft in my Hand. Be it fo, (for I was never fuf-
¢ fered to have the Book to confider of) they are
¢ confefled not to be material. The Truth is, when
¢ we met in the Committee, we were fain to mend
¢ many Slips of the Pen, to make Senfe in {ome
¢ Places, and good Englifs in other. And the

¢ Marginal Note in my Hand, that Safve Fure
¢ Corone 1s underftood in the QOaths of 3 King.
“ But, Firft, there’s a great deal of Difference be-
‘tween jus Regis & Prerogativa, between the
“ Right and Inheritance of the King and his Pre-
¢ rogative, tho’ never fo legal. And with Submif:
¢ fion, and untl I fhall be convinced herein, I
¢ muft believe that no King can fwear himfelf out
“ of his native Right. Secondly, If this were, and
“ fll be an Error in my Judement, that’s no Ar-
* gument at all to prove Malice in my Will: That
“ becaufe thatis my Judgment for Jus Regis, there.
¢ fore I muft thruft Prerogativam Regis, which is
“not my Judgment, into a publick Oath which
¢ I had no Power to alter. Thefe were all the
* Proofs which Mr. Maysard atr frit, and Mr.
* Browne at laft, brought againft me in this Par-
“ ucalar.  And they are all but conjefural, and
¢ the Conjectures weak.  But that I did not alter
* this Oath by adding the Prerosative, the Proofs
* I fhall bring are pregnant, and fome of them
“ neceflary,  They are thefe.

‘1. My Predeceflor was one of the Grand
¢ Committee for thefe Ceremonies. That was
¢ proved by his Servants to the Lords. Now his
¢ known Love to the Publick was fuch, asthat he
“ would never have fuffered me, or any other, to
¢ make fuch an Alteration. Nor would he have
¢ concealed fuch a Crime in me, loving me fo
< well as he did.

¢ 2. 'Tis notorioufly known that he crowned
‘ the King, and adminifter’d the Oath, (which
¢ was avowed alfo before the Lords by his antienc
¢ Servants:) And it cannot be rationally conceived
‘ he would ever have adminifter’d fuch an alter’d
¢ Qath to his Majefty.

¢ 3.°Ths exprefled 1n my Diary, at Fan. 31,
¢ 1625, (and that muft be good Evidence for me,
¢ Book being trufted with me. I had Reafon to ¢ having been {o often produced againft me) thar
¢ do it with my own Hand, but openly at the ¢ divers great Lords were in this Committee for
‘ Committee all. Yet two Things, as Matters of ¢ the Ceremonies, and did that Day fir in Council
¢ fome Moment, Mr. Brewae checked at.’ ¢ upon them. And can it be thought they would

(1.) The one was, That Cenfirin is changed into ¢ not {fo much as compare the Books ? Or that
Perform, ¢ 1f it be fo, Perforam is the greaterand ¢ comparing.of them, they would endure an Oath
¢ more advantageous to the Subjelts, becaufe irin- ¢ with {uch an Alteration to be tender’d to the
¢ cludes Execution, which the other Word doth not. ¢ King? Efpecially fince ’tis before confefled that
¢ Nor doth-this Word hinder, but that the Laws ¢ one Copy of King Faines’s Coronation had this
“and Liberties are the People’s already : For tho® ¢ Alteration in it, and the other had it not.

‘ they be their own, yet the King, by his Place, ¢ 4. T1s exprefled in my Diary, and made ufe
“ may and ought to perform the keepingand main- ¢ of againft me, at Fan. 23, 1625. that this Book
‘ taining of them. I fay, (if it be {o) for I wasne- ¢ urged againit me did agree pei omnia cum Litro
¢ ver fuffered to bave this Book in my Hands, tho- ¢ Rege/i, in all things with the King’s Book,
¢ ronghly to perufe: Nor, under favour, do I be- ¢ brought outof the Exchequer.  And if the Book
¢ lieve this Alteration is fo made, as ’tis urged. * that 1 then had, and 1s now mfifted upon, did
" [Inthe Book which I have by me, and was tran- ¢ agree with that Book which came out of the £x-
“ {cribed from the other, it is Cosifirsn.] < chequer, and that in all things, how 1s it poffible
¢ (2.) The other is, That the King is faid toan- ¢ 1 fheuld make this Alteration?
{wer [ will, for I do. Butwhenwillhe? Why ¢ 5. With much Labour I got the Books to be
“ all the Days of his Life; which is much more ¢ compared in the Lords Houfe ; that of King
“than I do, for the prefent. So if this Change be ¢ Fames’s Coronation, and this of King Cherles;
* made, ’tis {till for the People’s Advantage. [And < and they were found to agree in ail things to a
‘ there alfo *tis [ do grant.| And yetagain, Ifay ¢ Syllable. Therefore ’cis impoffible this fhould
“ (if ) for the Reafon before given. Befides, in all ¢ be added by me.  And this, 1 conceive, cuts
“ the Latin Copies there is a Latitude left for them ¢ off all conjectural Proofs to the contrary.
¢ that are trufted, to add to thofe Interrogatories ¢ Laftly, In the printed* Book of
“ which are then put to the King any other that ¢ the Votes of this prefent Parlia- 2 P. 706.
“is juft, in thefe Words, Adjiciantur prediflis I- ¢ ment, it is acknqxvlcggcd, that the
 terrogationibus que jufta fucrint. And fuch are ¢ Qath given to King Fames and King Charles was
‘ thefe two mentioned, if they were made. ¢ the {ame. Th{: {ame: therctore unaltered. And
¢ 4. Mr. Browne’s fourth and laft ObjeCtionwas, ¢ this Paffage of that Book .I then fhewed the
“ That I made this Alteration of the Qath, be- ¢ Lords in my Deftence. To this Mr. Maynard

¢ caufe it agrees (as he faid) with my Judgment:
¢ For thatin a Paper of Bithop Harfuett’s there is a
Voi. I.

¢ then replied, That the Votes there mentioned
¢ were upon the Word elegerit, and the Doubt whe-

5 X ¢ ther
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¢ ther it thould be bath chofen, or fhall chufe. 1
¢ might not then anfwer to the Reply, but the
¢ Anfwer is plain.  For, be the Occafion which
¢led on the Votes what 1t will, as long as the
¢ Qath is acknowledged the fame, *ris manifeft it
¢ conld not be alter’d by me.  And I doubt not,
¢ but thefe Realons will give this Honourable
¢ Houfe Satistaction, that I added not this Parti-
¢ cular of the Prerogative to the Oath.

¢ Mr. Browie, 1n bis laft Reply, paffed over the
¢ other Arguments I know not how. But againft
¢ this, he took exception. e broughc the Book
“ with him, and read the Paflage; and faid, (as
¢ tar as I remember) That the Votes had rela-
¢ tion to the Word chufe, and not to this Alrera-
¢ tion. Which isin eficct the fame which My, May-
¢ ueid urged before, I might not reply by the
¢ Courfe of the Court, but 1 have again confidered
¢ of that Paflage, p. 706. and find it plin. Thus,
¢ firft they fay, They-have confliderd of all the
¢« Alterations m the Form of this Oath, which
¢ they can find: therefore of this Alreration alfo,
¢ it any {uch were. Then they fay, Fxcepting that
¢ Qath which was taken by bis Majofly aind bis Father
¢ King James. There it is confefled, that the
¢ OQath taken by them was one and the fame,
< called there tbat Oath which was taken by both.
¢ Where falls the Ixception then? For ’tis faid,
¢ Excepting tiai Qath, &c. Why ictollows, excepting
¢ that the If rd chule 1s wholly left out, as well hath
¢ cholen as will chufe. Which is 2 moft ma-
¢ nifelt and evident Confeflion, that the Oath of
¢ King Faines and King Charles was the fame in all
¢ things, to the very leaving out of the Word
¢ chife. ‘Therefore it was the fame Oath all along :
¢ no difference atall. For Exceptio firinat Regulain
“ in non Lxceptis; and here’s no Exception at all
“of this Clafe of the Prerogative.  Therefore
¢ the Qath of both the Kings was the fame in that,
¢ or elfe the Vores would have been fure to men-
rion 1. Where it may be obferved too, that
¢ Serjeant Hilde, though he knew thefe Votes,
¢ and was prefiic both at the Debate and the Vo-
¢ ring, and fo mult know that the Word chufe was
¢ omitted in both the Ouaths; yet at che firft he
¢ charged it eagerly upon me, thae I had lefe this
¢ Clauie of chufing out of King Chasles’s Oath, and
¢ added the other. God forgive him, But the
* World may fee by this, and lome other Paflages,
© with what Arc my Lite was {ought for.

¢ And yet before I quite leave this Oath, I may
¢ fay tis not altogether improbable, that this
¢ Claufe, 4udagieeing tothe Prerogative of the Kings
¢ thereof, was added to the Oath in Edwaid VPs
¢ or Queen Elrzaberh’s time 3 and hath no relation
“ atall to the Laws of this Kingdem, ablolutely men-
< tioned before in the beginning of this Oath ; but
¢ only to the Words, The Profeffior of the Gofpel
“ eftcblifzed in this Kingdein : And then immediate-
¢ ly foliows, sud agreeing 1o the Prerogative of the
¢ Kings thereef. By which theKing {wears tomain-
¢ tain his Prerogative, according to God’s Law,
¢ and the Golpel eftablithed, againtt all foreign
¢ Claimsand Jurifdiétions whatfoever, And ifthis
¢ be the meaning, he that made the Aleeration,
¢ whoeveric were (for I did it not)deferves Thanks
¢ for it, and not the Reward of "a Traitor.

IV, Now to return to the Day. The fourth
Charge went on with the Ceremontes {till. But
Mr. Serjeant was very nimble ; for he leaped from
the Coronation at Weffminficr, to fee what 1 did
at Oxfsid.

a1. The ?}zcz/ of Dr. William Laud, 19Car]

1. There the firft Witnels 1s Sir Nathansel Bren
And he fays, The flanding of the Commupjq,.
Table at 8. Mary’s was alter’d. I have an{wereg
to this Situation of the Communion-Table gye.
dy. And if it be Jawful in one place, *tis in yp,.
ther. For the Chapel of ﬂ’i’rﬁgdfﬁt?ﬂ-c.ﬁiﬂfge, and

Chrift-Church Quire, he conicfles he knows of g

‘Direftion given by me to either: nor doth e

kuow whether I approved the things there dgpa
or no. So all this is no Lividence. For the pe.
ture of the Blefled Virgin at 8¢ adary’s Door, a5 ]
knew nothing of it till it was done, fo never did |
hear any Abufe or Diflike of it after it was dopg,
And here Sir Natbauiel contelies too, thathe kngys
ndt of any Adorition of 1t, as Men pafled the
Streets or otherwtle,  When this Witnefs came
not home, they urged the Statate of A% t6i-College,
or the Univerfity, (§ 11.) wiere (1t I ook my
Notes right; they day, I enjoined debitaim R
reiticn, Andas 1 kaow no taale In that Injunction
or Statute, fo neither do I Know what due bodily
Reverence can be given to God in bis Church,
without fome Bowing or Gonufiection,

2. The fecond Witncds was Mr, Cordott,  He
fays, That when decent Revercnce was required by
my Vifitors in onc of my Articles, he gave Keatons
againft it, but Sir Jolu Lambe urged 1cinll. Firtt,
My Lords, if Mr. Cordert’s Reafons were lufficien,
Siv “Ffobir Lowmbe was to blame in thats but Sir Fok
Lazibe muft anfveer ir, and not I.  Secondly, It
muy be obferved, thae this Man by his own Con.
feflion, gave Reafons (fuch as tr y were) aguntt
due Reverence ro God 1n his own Houfe, He
{ave, That Dr. Frezoew told him from me, That [
wifbed be foould do as otkers did at St. Mary’s, or it
another execute bis Plice as Diodfor. This 1s but g
Hearlay from Dr. Fiewen, who lguing at Osfurd,
cannot produce him. And it 1 had fent fuch 3
MefTuge, I linow no Crime in 1. He lays, That
after this he defired he migiiz enjoy in this part
cular the Liberty which the King and the Church
of England g;wu*him. He did 1w and trom that
Day he heard no more of 1t, but enjoyed the Li-
berty which he afked.  lie fuys,
Mr, @ Chaune! defired the fame Li-
berty as well as he, And Mr. Chainel
had it granted as well as e, He confefies inge-
nuoufly, that the Bowing required, was only
tetoard, not fo the Alrar. Aad P to
the Picture ac 8¢ Adeiy’s Door, he
fays he never heard of any Reve-
rence done to it and doth believe,
that all that was done at Chriff-Church vwas {ince
my time. But it muft be his Knowledge, not his
Belief, that muft make an Evidence,

2. The third Witnels was one Mr. Bendye.  He
fays, There was a Crucifix w1 Lincoln-Collcge Cha-
pel fince my time. If there be, ’tis more than 1
know. My Lord of 2%+% that now Is, when he
was Bithop of Liucols, worthily beftowed much
Coft upon that Chapels and if he did fet up 2
Crucifix, I think it was before I had ought to do
there.  He fays, There was Bowing ar the Name
of Jefus. And God forbid but there
{hould; and the Canon of the Church
requires it. He fays, There were
Latin Prayers in Lent, but he knows not who in-
joined it. And then he might have held his peace.
But there were Latin Sermons and Prayers on Afl-
Wednefday, when few came to Church, bur che
Lent Proceeders, who underftood them. And in

divers Collegesthey have their Morning-Prayersin
Latin

* 1. C!’.‘:}'Hfﬁ.
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Latin, and had o, lpng laefb}‘c I knew the' Uni-
verfity. The laft t_lung he faid, was, That there
were Copics uftd in fome Colleges, and that a
Traveller fhould fay, upon the fight of them,
That be fawo juft fuch a ihing upon the Pope’s back.
This wife Man might have faid as much of a
Gown: Hc faw a Gown on the Pope’s back;
therefore 2 Proteftant may not wear one. Or en-
tring into St. Paxl's, he may cry, Down with it!
for [ faw the Pope in jufft fuch another Church in
Rome. |

«. Then was urged the Conclufion of a Letter
of mine fent to that Univerfity : the Words were
en this eftelt s I defre you ta vemcinber me a Sivucy,
cuotics corain Altare Dei procidetis. The Charge lay
ﬁpﬂn the Word p;'ﬁrfdfg:f.r; whlcl} 1S no nore, than
that when they there fall on their knees, or pro-
frrate to Prayer they would remember me.  In
which Delire of mine. or Lxpreflion of it, I can
ver jee no Oilence. No, nor 1n coram Altore, their
lemneft ome of Prayer deing at the Communion,
« Fiere Mr. Browne aggravated the things done in
¢ that Univerfity 5 and fell upon the Titles given
« me in fome Letters from thence @ but becaufe
« have anfwered thete Tidles already, I refer the
¢« Reader thither, and fhall not make here any
« redious Repetition.  Only this I fhall add, That
¢ in the Civil Law ’ts frequent to be feen, that
« not Bifhops only one to another, but the great
¢ Emperors of the World have commonly given
¢ that Title of Saidlitas woffra, to Bifhops of
« meaner place than mylfclf; to fay no more. But
¢ here Mr. Browne, 10 his Laft Reply, was pleafed
¢ to fuy, This Title was not given to any Biﬂlop
¢ of England. Firft, It I had my Books about me,
¢ perhaps this might be refuted. Secondly, Why
“ fhould {o grave 1 Man as he fo much difparage
¢ his own Nation? Is it 1impoffible (be my Un-
¢ worthinefs whar 1t will) for an Ezc/ifh Bithop to
¢ deferve as good a Title as another ? Thirdly,
¢ Be thar as ¢ may, if it were (as “certainly gt
¢ wasj lawfully given to other Bithops, though
“ they not Euglih, then it 1s ncither Biafphemy,
“ nor Affumpuion of Papal Power, as was charged
‘ upon 1t.’

V. From Oxford Mr. Serjeant went to Cambiidze.
And I muft be guilty, if ought were amifs there
too. For this fifth Ciarge were produced three
Witnefies, Mr. I7allis, Nr. Gieece, and Mr. Seq-
mei. Thelr Teftimontes agreed very near: {o |
will anfwer them together. Firft, they fay, That
at Peter-Houfe there were Copes and Candlefticks,
and Pictures in the Glafs-Windows; and the like,
Bat thefe things I have often anfwered already,
and fhall not repeat.  They fay, The chief Au-
thors of thefe things were Dr. /#/7¢n and Dr. Cofens.
They are both living, why are they nor called to
anfwer their own Acts? For here’s yet no fhew
of Proof to bring any thing home to me. Fcr no
one of them fays, that I gave direction for any of
thefe.  No, (fays Mr, Serjeant) bur why did I
tolerate them? Firft, No Man complained to
me. Secondly, I was not Chancellor, and en-
dured no fmall Envy for any little thing that 1 had
occalion to lock upon in that place. And Third-
ly, This was not the leaft Caufe, why I followed
my Right for Power to vifit there.  And though
that Power was confirmed to me, yet the Times
have been fuch, as that I did not then think fit to
ufe it. It would have but heaped more Envy on
me who bare too much already. ¢ As for Mr.

“ Greece, who hath laboured much againft me in
Voi I

“ all this Bufinefs, God forgive him; and while
“ he inherits his Father’s 1ll Affeions to me,
“ God preferve him from his Father’s End.’

VI, From Cambridge he went to the Cathedrals,
and firft to Canterbury, Here the Charge is bowing
verfus Altare ; the two Witnefles, two Prebenda-
ries of that Church, Dr, Yuckfen and Dr. Blechen-
den.  And firft, Dr. Yackfen fays, the bowing was
verfus Altare; {onot te, but toverd the Altar: and
Dr., Blecheuden fays, it was the Aderation of the
high Majefty of God, to whom, if no Altar were
there, I fhould bow. Dr. Fackfor fays, This Bow-
Ing was to his grief. Strange! I avow to your
Lordfhips and the World, no Man did fo muclk
approve all my Proceedings in that Church, as
hes and for this Particular, he never found the
leaft fault with it to me: and if he conceal his
Grief, I cannot cafe it. He fays, This Bowing
was not 1n ufe till within this fix or feven Years.
Sure the old Man’s Memory fuils him.  For Dr.,
Blechenden fays, The Communion-Table was rail-
cd about, and Bowings before it, when he came
firft to be a Member of that Churchy and fii b
upon his QOath, that’s above ren Years ago; and
that 1t was practiled before their new Starures were
made ; and that in thole Smtates no Punithmert
i-flicted for the Breach or not Performance «f
this Reverence. I could tell your Lordfhips how
often Dr. Jackfon hath fhifred his Opinions in Re-
ligion, but that they tell me their Witneffes muft
not be {candahized.  As for the Sratutes, my Se-
cretary Mr, Delf, wiho copied them out, tefiified
here o tie Lords, that Ileft out divers Super-
{titrons which were in the old Bock, and ordain-
ed many Scrmons in their rooms.

The next Cathedral he inftanced 1n, was -
cheffer. But there’s nothing but the old Objec-
tions, Copes. And the wearing of
them 1s warranted by the Canon; Can. 21,
and Reverence at coming in and go-
ing out of the Church. And thar, great Kings
have not (in better Ages) thought much to do.
And they did well to inftance in the College of
Winchefter, as well as the Churchy for ’tis con-
fefled, the Injunflion fent thither requires, that
the Reverence ufed be {uch as 1s not diffonant from
the Church of Englond.  So this may be a Com-
ment to the other Injunctions. ¢ Bur for the Copes
¢ in Cathedrals, Mr. Browne 10 his laft Reply was
¢ not fatistied, For hie {aid, the Canon mentioned
¢ but the wearing of one Cope. Be it fo: bue
¢ they muft have that before they can wear it
¢ And if the Canon erjoin the wearing of ore,
¢ my Injunction might require the providing and
“ ufing of one. Befides, 1 there be no Popery,
* no Intreduction to Superltition 1 the having or
¢ ufing of one; then certainly there can be none
¢ in the having of more for the fame ufe: che Su-
¢ perftition being lodged in the Mifufe, not in the
¢ Number.’

VII. From the Cathedrals, Mr. Serjeant went
to view fome Parifh-Churches, And firft ’us
charged, That in a Parith-Church at WWinchcfier
two Seats were removed, to make way for railing
in of the Communion-Table. But for ought I
know, this might have been concealed. For it
was liked fo well, that they to whom the Seats be-
longed, removed them at their own-Charges, that
the other might be done. .

The next Inftance wasin §¢. Gregory’sChyrch, by
St. Paul’s. The Charge was, the placing ¢f the

Communion-Table Altar-wife, To the Charge
5 X 2 1tfelf,
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itfelf, Anfwer is given before. The Particulars
which are new, are thefe : the Witnefs Mr, #yan.
He fays, the Order for fuch placing of the Table
was from the Dean and Chapter of Sz, Paul’s.
And St. Gregory’s is in their peculiar Jurifdiction.
So the Holy Table was there placed by the Ordi-
nary, not by me. He fays next, that the Pa-
rithioners appsaled to the Arches, but received an
Order to command them and the Caufe to the
Council-board : That it was a full Board when
the Caufe was heard, and his Majefty prefent;

and that there I muintained t{:e
a Elz. In. ueen’s Injunction about placing the
j}ﬁag.l ﬁnjer: %mmu nini]n-Tub]e. Inallthis, here’s

nothing charged upon me, but Matn-
tenance of the Injunétion: and I had been much
to blame, if 1 thould not have maintained 1t He
fays, Sir Henry Martin came and faw i, and faid
it would make a good Court-Cupboard. If Sir
Henry did fay fo, the Scorn ill became either his
Age or Profeflion; tho’ a Court-Cupboard be
fomewhat a berter Phrafe than a Drefler, God
forgive them who have in Print called it fo. He
{ays, that hereupon I did fay, That hewhich fpake
that, had a Stiginatical Puritan it bis Bofon. 'This
Man’s Memory ferves him long for Words : this
is'many Years fince ; and if I did {peak any thing
founding this way, ’us more like I fhould fay
Schifmatical, than Stigmatical Puritan. But let him
look to his Oath ; and which Word foever T ufed,
if Sir Henry uled the one, he might wel] hear the
other. For a profane Speech it was, and little be-
coming a Dean of the Arches. He fays, That
{foon atter this Sir Henry was put out of his Place.
Not very foon after this ; for I was at the time of
this Bufinefs (as far as I remember) Bithop of Lox-
don, and had nothing to do with the difpofing of
his Place. After, when I came to be Archbifhop,
I'found his Patent was void, neither could Sir Henry
himfelf deny it And being void, and in my Gifr,
I gave it to another.

He fays farther, That 1t was. urged that this
way of placing the Communion-Table was againft
the Word of God, 1n Bifhop Fewel’sand Mr, Fox's
Judgment ; and that I replied, Iz swere better they
Jfhould not bave thefe Books iin Churches,than [o 10 abufe
them. Firft, For ought I yet know, (and in thefe
Straits-of Time the Books I cannot come at)
their Judgment, rightly underftood, is not fo.
Secondly, Though théle two were very worthy
Men in their time, yet every thing which they fay
is not by and by the Doctrine of the Church of
England. And I may upon good Reafon depart
from their Judgment in {fome Particulars, and yet
not differ from the Church of Eugland, Asin this
very Particular, the Injunction for placing the Ta-
ble {o, is the A¢t of the Queen and the Church of
England, And I conceive the Queen, then upon
the A¢t of Reformation, would not have enjoined
it, nor the Church obeyed it, had it been againit
the Word of Ged.. Thirdly, If I did fay, That if
they conld make no better ufe of Jewel and the Book
of Martyrs, it were better they bad thon.uot.in the
Churches 5 .they gave too great occafion for the
Speech: For they had pick’d-divers Things out of
thofe Books which they could not mafter, and
with them diftemper’d both themfelves and ‘their
Neighbours, And yet, in hope other more modeft
Men might make better ufe of them, I never gave
Counfel to have thofeBooks removed, (nor.is that
{o much as charged) bur faid:only thus, That if -
no better ufe would be made of- them, then that -

laft Rermedy ; but never till then. < This laf Baf.
¢ fage Mr. Browne infifted uponi; The taking of
¢ cood Books from the People. But as [ hnvenun..
¢ fwer’d, there was no fuch Thing-.done, of i
« tended 3 only 2 Word fpoken to make bufy Mg
¢ fee how they abuled themfelves and the Chypen
¢ by mifunderftanding and mifapplying that which
¢ was written for the good of both.’ Laftly, 1
was urged, he faid, that the Communion-Tqpy,
muft ftand Altar-wife, that Strangers which comy
and look into thele Churches, might not fee fych
a Difproportion ; the holyTable ftanding one Wiy
in the Mother-Church, and quite otherwife in tha
Parochial annexed. And truly, to fee this, could
be no Commendation of the Difcipline of e
Church of England. Buar howfoever, Mr, Clyt,
(the other Witnels with 7/yan, and agreeing wit
him in the moft) fays plainly, thar it was the Lord
of Arunde! that {pake this, not I'; and that he wae
feconded in 1t by the Lord Weffon, . then Lo
Treafurer, not by me.

VIIL. The laft Charge of this Day was a Pyf.
fage out of one Mr. Shelford’s Book, 2. 20, 2.
That they muft take the Reverend Prelates for their
Examples, &c. And Mr. Prywirwitnefled the Jike
was in the Muflal, p. 256, M. Shelford is a mere
Stranger to me, his Book I never read ; if he have
fald any thing unjult or untrue, let him anfwer for
himfelf.  As for the like to that, which he fiy,
being 1n the Miffal, tho’ that be but a weak Ar.
gument, yet let him falve i,

Here this Day f:nding, I was put off to Satur
day, Fure 1. And then again put off to T burfie,
Tune 6. which held. '

My Twelfth Day of Hearing:
THH{/H@', June 6. 1644. This Day Serjeant

Vilde, inftead of beginning with a new
Charge, made another long Reply to my Anfwers
of the former Day. 'Whether he found that hi
former Reply, made at the time, was weak, and
fo reputed, I cannot tell. ¢ But another he made,
“ as tull of premeditated Weaknefs, as the former
“ was of fudden. Mr. Prysn, Ithink, perceived
“ 1t, and was often at his Far ; bur Mr. Serjeant
“was lietle lefs than angry, and would on. I
knew I was to make no Anfwer to any Reply,
and. fo took no Notes; indeed holding it all asit
was, that is, either nothing; or nothing to the
purpofe.  This tedious Reply ended ;

L. Then came on the Firft Charge about the
Window of coloured Glafs fet up in the new Che.
pel at Weftiminfer. It was the Hiftory of the com:
ing down of the Holy Ghoft upon the Apoftles.
This was charged to be done by me, and at me
Colt: the Witnefles, Mr. Browone, employ’d in fet
ting up the Window, and Mr., Sut0ir the Glafier.

Thele Men fay, That Dr. Newell, Sab-Dean of
IWeflunfter, gave order for the Window, and the
{etting of 1tup 3 but they know not at whofe Coft,
nor was any Qrder given irom me. So here’s no-
thing charged upon me,  And if it were, I know
nothing amifs 1n the Window. As for the King's
Arms being taken down {as they fay) ler them an-
fwer that did it. Tho’, { believe, that the King’s
Arms ftanding alone in a white Window, was not
taken down out of any ill Meaning, but only out

-of Neceflity to make way for the Hiftory. -

11. The Second Charge was the Picturc of the
Blefled Virgin fer upon a new-built Door at §t. M4-
7y's n-Oxford:  Here Alderman Nixon fays, That

{fome
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+ o Paflencers put-off their Hats, and, as he
}—E;;Jeﬁfﬁs; fﬁuthﬁtPP itare, But, my LDI’dS, his
SuppOfﬂ| is no Proof. He fays, that therr}extDay

be faw it. But-what did he fee? Nothing, but
the putting off the Hat; for he could not fte why,

or to what, unlefs they ' which put ‘off, told i,

They might: put-off to fome Acquaintance that
pailed by. He:farther fays, he faw a-Man i that
Porchupon his Knees, and, he thinks, praying;

hut he cannot fay-to.that. ¢ But'then (1f the Ma-
«fice he-hath'long borne me; would have fuffer’d

«him) he might have ftaid till he knew to whom

¢ he was praying, for till then ’tis no Evidence.?
e fays, he thinks that I counrenz_lnced the fetting
of it up, becaufe it was done by Bifhop Owen. But

Mr. Bromfecld, who did that Wark_, gave Tefti-

mony to the Lords, that I had nothing to do in it.

He fays, there was an Image fet up at Carfax
Church, but pulled down again by Mr. Widdo:ws,

Vicar there. But this hath no relation at all to me,
« This Picture of the Bleffed Virgin was twice
«'mentioned before : and Sir Nath, Brent could fay

¢ nothing to it but Hearlay. And Mr. Corbett did

¢ not {o much as hear of any Abufe. And now
¢ Alderman Nivon fays; he faw Hats put off'; but
¢ the wile Man knows not to what. Nor is there
¢ any Shew of Proof ofrer’d, that I had any Hand
“ or Approbation 1 the fetting of 1t up ; Or that
¢ ever-any Complaint was made to me of any A-
¢ bufe to it, or Diflike of ‘it. And yet Mr., Browne,

¢ when he gave the Sum of the Charge again{t me,
¢ infitted upon this alfo, as fome great Fault of
¢ mine, which I cannot yet fée’

III. In the next Charge, Mr. Serjeant is gone
back again to W hiteball, as in the formerto Oxford.
The Witnefles are Mrs. Charnock, and her Daugh-
ter. . They fay, they went (being at Court) into
the Chapel, and it {cemsa Woman with them,
that was a Papift; and that whilé they were there,
Dr. Brewi, one of the King’s Chaplains, came in,
bowed toward the Communion-Table, and then
at'the Altar kneeled down to his Prayers. I'donot
know of any Fault Dr. Brown committed, either
in doing Reverence to God, or praying there.
And yet if he had committed any Faulr, I hope
[ fhall not anfwer-for him. [ was not then Dean
of the Chapel, nor did any ever complain to me.
They fay, that two Strangers came 1nto the Cha-
pel at the-fame time, and faw what Dr. Brown did,
and faid- thereupon, That fure we did not differ
nmch; and fhould be of one Religion fhortly : And
that'the Woman which was with thefe Witneffes,
told them they were Priefts. Firft, This can no
way relate to nre.; for neither did thefe Women
complain to me-of i, nor any from them, Se-
condly, If thefe two Men were Prielts, and did
fay as is teftified, are we ever a whit the nearer
them in Religion ? Indeed, if all the Difference
between Rome and us confifted 1n outward. Reve-
rence, and no Points of Doctrine, fome Argument
might hence be drawn ; but the Points of Doctrine
being fo many and great, put ftop enough to that,
Thirdly, If Recufants, Priefts efpecially, did {o
Ipcak, might it not be faid in Cunning, to dif-
countenanceall external Worfhip:in the Service
of God, that fo' they may have opportunity to

make more Profelytes ? And ’tis no fmall Advan--
tage; to my knowledge, which they have this way -

made¢, ¢ And this wasthe Anfwer which ] gave
“ Mr: Brotone, when he charged this upon me in
“the Houfe of Commons:*

Fere, before they went any farther, Mr: Ser-

Jeant #ilde told the Lords, That when Sir Natba-

niel Brent wasiemployed in my Vifitation; he had
Inﬂ:ru&ifm_s for.particular Churches, of which fome
were tacit Intimations; and fome exprefs. Iknow
not to what end this was fpoken 5 for no coherent
Charge followed upon it.” Bitfure he thinks Sir
Nathaniel Brent very {kilful in me, that Le can
underftand my tacit Intimations, and know to
what particular Church to apply them, ¢ And-as
“I faid no more-at the Bur, fo neither did I 'think
“'t0 fay any more after ; yet now I cannot bura
¢little-bemoan myfelf:  For ever fince: Mr. May- -
“nard-left off, who pleaded, tho’ trongly, yet
““fairly, againft me; I have been in very ill Con-
¢ dition between the other two. For, from M.
¢ Nicolas 1 had fome Senfe, but extreme virulent
“and foul Language : And from Sérjeant #77/de
¢‘Language good enough fometimes, but little or
“no Senfe, For let me anfwer what I would,
“ when he came to reply, he repeated- the Charee
¢ again, as if I had made no Anfwer-at all: oras
“ 1f all that I exprefled never {o plainly, had been
“ but tacit Intimations ; which I think he under-
¢ ftood as much'as Sic Nathaniel Brent? - =
1V. Inthe Fourth Charge he told the Lordshe
would not trouble them with repeating :the Evi-
dence, butonly put them in mind of {ome things
in the Cafe of Ferdinando Adams of Infwich 5 of the
Men of Lewes fuffering in the High-Commifiion ;
of the Parifhioners of Beckington, andfome others
heard ‘before, but would leave the Lords to their
Memory and their Notes: Yet read over their"Sen-
tences given 1n the High-Commiflion, and made
a Repetition of whatfoever might but make a
Shew to render me odious to the Peoplé. ¢-And
¢ this hath been their Art all zlong, to run over
“ the fame thing twice and again, (as they did
¢ here in the fecond Charge about the Pi¢ture of
¢ the Blefled Virgin) to the end, that as the Au-
¢ ditors changed, the more of them m ight hear it ;
¢ and that which wrought not upon fome, might

“ upon others. In all which I patiently referred
¢ myfelf to my former ‘Anfiers, having no other

¢ way-to help myfelf; in regard they pretended
¢ that they renew’d the fame Inftances, but not
¢ the fame way; but in one Place, 'zs againft
¢ Law; and In another, as againft Religion. But
¢ why then did they in'both Phices run over all

¢ Circum{tances appliable to both ?* And on they

went too with the Men of Lewess where,

1. One Mr. Parulye (they fay) was cenfured
cruelly in the High-Commiffion, for not removing
the Communion-Table, TheBufinefs was but this .
Sir Nathaniel Brent, and hisown Ordinary Dr, iVe-
vil!, ordered the Remove of the Table ; he would
not. For this Contumacy he was cenfured, but
enjoined only to make his Submiffion to Dr. Ne-
vifl, Which, I think, was a Sentence far from
any barbarous Cruelty, as *tis called. |

2. Another Inftance,and the nexe, was Mr: Buz-
ket. He fays, he was cenfured alfo-about remo-
ving the Communion-Table, and for that only.
But firft, this was not fimply for ‘removing the
Holy Table; but it was for abetting the Church-
wardens to remove it back again from the Place,
where-lawful Authority had fet it. And fecondly,

-whereas he fays, he was cenfured. for this: only,

the very Charge itfelf confutes him. For there
tis faid, that this, about removing the Commu-
nion-Table, appears in the fixth Article that was
againft him. Therefore there were five other. Ar-
ticles at leaft'more agaiaft him : and theréfore not
this only.

2. The
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3. The third Inftance was Mr. Chancye: And
he likewife 1s faid to have {uliered very much on-
Iy about railing in of the Communion-Table. But
this is not fo neither : For he confeffes that he
fpake reproachful W ords agamft Authority, and
in contempt of his Ordlnaly s that he faid the
Rails were fit to be fet up in his Garden ; that he
came Filty Miles from his own Church, on pur-
pofe to countenance this Bulinefs: And all this he
acknowledges upon his Oath in his Submiflion.
And yet nothing laid upon him but Sufpenfion ;
and that no longer than till be fubmirted. And all
this the Act of the High-Commifiion, not mine.
¢ And {o I anfwered Mr. Browie, who urged this
¢ againft me alfo.” And the Truth of all this ap-
pears apud Afa; tho’ they were taken away, and
Xkept ever fince from my ule, yet many Things
done in that Court have been charged againlt me.
"And here ftepped in a Teftimony of Mr. Geire-
brard’s, that I threaten’d openly in the High-Com-
miffion to fufpend Dr. Alrrick. And why might [
not do it, tf he will be over-bold with cthe Proceed-
ing of the whole Court? 1 have known ere now 2
.very good Lawyer committed from the Chancery-
Bay to the Fleer, tho’ I thall fpare Names.

4. The lourth Inftance was in Mr, Jorkinan’s
Cafe; charged as it ke were {entenced only for
‘preaching a Sermon to the Judges againft Images
in Churches, (1.) The frft Wimels 1n the Caule
was Mr. Leugly. He fays, Mr. J/erkman was cen-

{ured for this Sermon, and other Things. There-
 fore nottor thisSermon only : The High-Comumii-
fioners were no fuch Patrons of Images. He fays,
“That when I was Dean of Glonceffer, 1 told them
i the Chapel, that King Fames had heard of ma-
ny Things amifs in that Church, and required me
- to take care of them. °Tis true, he did fo. He
{ays farther, that hereupon I placed the Commu-
nion-Table Altar-wife, and commanded due Re-
verence at the coming into the Church. This I
did, and I have given my Realon often already for
it out of the Irunctions of Queen Lilizabeth. IHe
fays, that Bifzop Smith took oflence at this, and
would come no more to the Cathedral, Firlt, my
Lords, this Gentleman was then School-mafter
there, and had free Accefs unto me: He never dif-
covered this,  Secondly, the Bithop himfelf ne-
ver faid @ Word to me about it.
would either have fatishied s Lordlhip 1n that, or
any thing clfe that Idid 5 or if he had fatished
me, [ would have forborn it.  He fays, That
Mr. IPorkinair, after he was put from his Lecture,
was not [uficred to teach Children.  Firft, If he
had been fuliered, this Man had been hike to make
the firft Complaint for decay of his own School.
But, Secondly, the Commiflion thought 1t no way
iit to truft him with the Education of Chils dren,
who had been factious among Men 5 efpecially not
in that Place, where he had fo fhewed himiclf,
« Andthis Anfwer I gave to Mr. Drowiz 3 who, in
¢ fumming the
¢ ve lrrhed as earneflly ﬂﬂ""lnﬂ: this cruel Proceeding
¢ with Mr. ¥ orkmai,as upon any one Thing in the
¢ Charge. At which time he added alfo, that he
< would not be fuffered to practife Phylick, to get
¢ his Living. But, Firft, no Witnefs evidenceth
¢ this, that he was denicd to practife Phyfick.
¢ And, Sccondly, he might have taught a Schoel,
¢ or pr‘t&xfcd Phy fick, any where elfe. But he had

¢ done fo much Harm,and made fuch a Fa&ion in’

¢ Glziucefter, as that the High-Commiflion thought
‘it not fit to continue him there: And he was not
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¢ wﬂ]m::r to n'{} fI‘UI]] []IEHCE, Whﬁl‘ﬁ h(? hild Il]’tdr:
¢ his Party ' T fays farther, That fome fey of
the Citizens of Gloucefier were mlled into the Hig]:.
Commiflion, for an Annuity of Twenty PDIInd
Yearallowed Mr. I#sLoan out of the Tow n—SLULu,
For the Thing ieelt, 1t was a grols, Abule ang
Scorn put upcm thae Court 3 chat when they had
cenfured a Scifinarical Lecturer, (for fuch he wys
there proved) ihe Townlmen ﬂmuld make him an
Aliowance of Tmnty Pound a Year: A Thing (4
1 humbly conceive) not {it tobe endured 1n any /e
tled Governiment.  Ana whereas Clamour is made,
that fome few ol the Cinzens were called o 'uu\c
count for it, that’s as ftrange on the other Side:
For wheie there are many Om.udars the Nojfe
would be too great to call all. And yer heres
Noife cnoush made for c dling a few. Here icws
replicd by Ml Maoynard, T ar this was done by
that Lor},mmon, aud vei a few fingled oat toan.
fwer 3 and that cherefore § might be: hingled out to
anfwer for T'hings done in the High-Commiflion,
¢ But, under lavour, this learned and worthy Ger-
¢ tleman is mittaken : For here the Mayor and
“ Magiitrates of Gloae:fier did that which was ng
¢ way ~warrantable by their Charter, in which Cafe
¢ they may be ,u.mum‘mle, all or fome.  Butin
¢ the High-Commiffion we meddled with noCiufe
“ not cognolcible there ; or if by Mifislormation
¢ e dld, we were lure of a Prohibirion to ftop
¢ us. And meddlicrg with nothing bat Things
¢ proper to them, 1 coscave il no one N‘ancm
¢ be fingled out to fuirer for that wiich was Gone
¢ by all, AI d this may ferve o antwer v Browe

4allo, who in his il Iu,ply upon m._, when |

mlght not anfwer, made ufe of 107

(2., The Second Witnels was Mr. Pazye of Glee
cefter, FHe . o) ‘That Mr. Brewfor, and wir. G
the Town-Clerk, were called to tae Council-T. hl:..
about this Annu.ry 3 and thae Fdefire d 1t mizht
be farther coamnad we the High-Commiliion. 11
this were trie, I know no Oficace 1n it, w0 defire
that fuch an Aifronr o Government mught be moie
thoroughiy examined, than the Lmd; nad letlure
to do. B the Wiwels deth not give this in Evi-
dence : For he fays no more, Eh.m thae be heard [
from Mr, Erccofier, And lus Hear-ay 1s no Corn-
viction. He fay~ farther, That the High-Comumil-
fton calizd upon this ﬁu[mcls of the :unmu), i
informed that the Twenty Pound given to Mr.
Foitiai, was talken out of the Mumes ior the
Poor. And this I mait bl think wus a cood and
a fufiicient Ground juftly to call them (_)\ur.:ﬂmn
He fays alfo, that thefe Men were fined, vecaule
that which rlL; did was againft Authority. So by
their own Witnels 1t appears, that they were not
fned ﬁmply tor aliowing Means to Mr. [V s,
but for doing it in op p‘;}lTElOH to Authority. Lait
ly, he fays, [ht}" were fined Ten Pound a-prece;
and that prefently mken off .u_::..un So here was
no fuch great Perlecution, as is “made in the Caule,
And for the cancelling of this Deed of A \ nnuity, It
was done by themf{zlves, as Mr., Lazply witnefles.

After thefe two Witneltes heard, the Sentence
of the High-Commiflion Court was read, which
could not have come at, had not they pmduceilf
Andby thatitappeared evidently, that Mr. Woirk-
man was cenfured as well for other Things, as for
his Sermon about Images in Churches, As firft he
faid, So many Places in Dancing, were fo many 10
Hell. This was hard, if he meant che Meaiures
in the Inns of Court at Chriffinas 3 and he excepted

none, Then he {aid, and was no way able to prove
ity
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it, That Drunkards, fo they were conformable,
ere preﬁ:rred. Which was a great and a notori-
ous Slander upon the Governoys of the Church, a_nd
apon orderlyand co:.nformable Men. Then he faid,
That Election of Minifters was i the People. And
this is direly again{t the 1L:1ws of Eugland, in the
Right of all Tatrons. Then conftantly, in his
Prayer before his Sermon, be pr:}yed f:or the Sm.:ze.r
.nd the King of Swedei before his Majelty, which
was the Garb of that Time among that Party of
vien. Then, that one of his common Themes of
prcuching to the People, was againit the Gﬂvcrp-
ment of the Church,  And then, that Images
Churches were no better than Stews n the Com-
monwealth s which at the beft 1s a very unfavoury

Comparifon, Buthere it was replied,
2 o ceift - That Images were 1dols, and fo cal-
pefeiof £+ Yed in thes Homiliess and that there-
:"'_f*”'? 0 forethe Comiparifon might hold. Yea,
. but in the {ccond Homily againft the
Peri) of Idolatry, Images or Piftures in Glals or
Ilanzings are expredly and truly {ard not to be
Lots. tll they be werthipped.  And therefore
N erlmes fhould not have compared their fet-
nng up, toSews, till he Cqulti have proved them
worfhipped. And m all this, were the Act good
o bad in the cenluring of him, it was the Act of
the I-Iigh-Cozmnifﬁon, not mine.

V. Atter this {ollowed the fifth Charge; which
was Mr. Sherfoild’s Cale, his Sentence 1n the Stas-
Cheidcr for defacing of a Church-Window 1n or
near Selifbury. The Witnefies produced were two,

1. The Arft was Mr. Gardll. Fe faid that Mr.,
Sherfeild defaced this Window becanle there was
an Lmage in it conceived to be the Picture of God
the Father. DBut firft, this comes not home: For
many a Picture may be conceived to be of God the
Facher, woich yet 1s not, nor was ever made for It
And then fuppole it were fo, yet Mr. Sheifeild ina
fertled Government of a State, ought nor to have
done it brt by command of Authority, He fays,
That in my Speech there in the Court, I pultified
the havirg of the Picture of God the Father, as he
remembers,out of Dan.vil, 22. This (as he remem-
burs) came well in: For I never juftificd the ma-

king or having that Pifture. ¢ For
Gl Tt © b Caluia’s Rule, that we picture that
¢1t.§.12. ¢ which may be feen, is grounded

“ upon the Negative, that no Pic-
‘ture may be made of that which was never,
‘never can be feen. And to ground this Nega-
“tive, is the Command given by Mafes, Deut. 1v.
‘1585 16, Toke rosd beed to yourfelves. For what?
* That you make not to yourlelves this Picture.
" Why? For that you (e se mewnsr of Similitude
“iit the Day that the Lerd [pake vaio you out of the
“undft cf the Fire. Ourt of the midft of the Fire;
“aid ye! be iill referved himfelf i thick Darknefs,
‘Exod, xx. 21. So no Piture of him, becaule
' no Similitude ever feen. And this Rule baving
“ ever poifefled me wholly, I could not juftify the
‘ having of it.> I faid, indeed, that fome Men
in later fuperftitious Times were {o foolith as to
picture God the Father, by occafion of that
Place in Dayiel : But for myfelf, T ever rejected
It. Nor can that Place hear any Shew of it: For
Daiie] fuys there, That the Auient of Days caine.
But in what Shape or Similitude he came, no
Man living can tell. And he is called the Antient
of Days, from his Eternity, not as if he appeared

like an old Man, The Text hath no Warrant at
all for that. N

2. Yet the fecond Witnefs, Mr. Tomlyas, fays
alfo, That I did juftify this Picture. < God for-
¢ give him the Malice or Ignorance of this Qath,
“ beit which it will.> He might have been as wary
as Mr. Carill, and added {as be remembers ) For
fo many Years fince, as this Hearing was, he may
eafily miftake. But if I did {ay any luch thing,
why are not my own Papers here produced againft
me¢ I had that written which I than fpake, and
the Paper was in my Study wich the reft, and
came (for ought I know) into their Hands which
follow the Charge againft me. I afk again, why
is not this Paper produced ? Out of all doubr it
would, had there appeared any fuch thing in it. He
fays alfo, ThatI faid then, thatif the Idol of Fu-
prter were [etup, yet it were not lawful to pull it
down ina popular Tumule, but by Order and Au-
thority, 1 did fay fo, or to that effedt, indeed ;
and mult fay it ftill, For I find 1n St. Ayguftine,
almoft the very Words, And Bithop Davenant, a
Man very tearned, cites this Place of St. Auguftine,
and approves it. And they both prove this Dotrine
from Deut.vit. 5. & xit. 2. Where the Command
eiven for defltroying of the Idols, when they came
into the Land of Cauaau, was not left at large to
the People, but {citled in Myfes the Chief Magi-
ftrate, and his Power. Andaccording to this Rule,
the Temple of Zfexlaprus, tho’ then grown very
fcandalous, was not puiled down but
by ¢ Coiflantine’s Command, Which  cpugb. 5. de
Place I then fhewed the Lords, Bur  vita Conltan.
this Witnefs added, That Mr. Sher- € 54
feild had Authority to do zhis {rom
the Veltry. If he had, that’s as good as none;
for by the Laws of Euglandthere is yer no Power
oiven them for that, or any thing elfe.  And all
that Veftries do, 1s by Uturpation, or Confent of
the Parith, but reaches not this, The Bifbsp of
tl:e Diocefs had been fitter to be confulted herein
than the Veflry.

Here, as if thefe Witnefies had not fuid enough,
Mr. Nicolas offered himfelf co be a Witnels ; and
told the Lords he was prefent at the Hearing of
this Caufe ; and that four Witnefies came 1n clear,
that the Pifture broken down, was the Picture of
God the Father; and that yet the Sentence of the
Court paffed againft Mr, Shorfeild.  Firft, if this
be {o, it concludes againft the Sentence given m
the Star-Chamber, not againft me: And he calls it
licre the Seatence of the Conrt. Secondly, be it that
it were undoubtedly the Picture of God the Father;
yet he oughe to have taken Authority along with
him, and not to go about it with Violence 5 which
he did, and fell, and brake his Leg in the Bufinels.
Thirdly, By his own Defcription of the Pilture,
it feerns to me to be fome old fabulous Picture out
of a Legend, and not one of God the Father: For
he then told the Lords, it was the Piéture of an
old Man with a Budget by his Side, out of which
he was plucking 4dain and Eve, © And I believe
¢ no Man ever fiw God the Father fo pictured
¢ any where. Laftly, Let me obferve how Mr.
¢ Nicolas takes all parrs upon him whercin he may
¢ hope to do me mifchict.’ '

VI. The fixth Charge was concerning a Bible
that was printed wich Pictures, and fold. The Wit
nefs was Mr. Walfal a Stationcr 3 who fays, That
this Bible was licenfed by Dr. #eeks, my Lord
of London’s Chaplain, not mine: fo thus far it
concerns not me. ¢ Yes, fays Mr, Browne in his
« Jaft Reply; for it appears in a Lift of my Chap-
¢ Jains, under my own Hand, that Dr. #eels was

‘ one
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¢ ope. *Tis true, when I was Bifhop of Bash and
¢ Wells, he was mine; but my Lord of London
¢ had him from me, fo foon as ever he was Bi-
¢ thop 5 and was his, not mine, when he ficenied
¢ that Book. And Mr. Browire knew that I an-
< {fwered it thus to the Lords” He fays, That
I gave him Diretion that they thould not be fold
openly upon the Stalls, but only to difcreet Men
that knew how to ufe them. The Cafe was this:
As T was at Prayers 1n the King’s Chapel, I there
faw one of them in Mrs. Kirk’s Hand, She was
far enough from any Affection to Rome. And this
being the firft Knowledge I had of it, many were
vended and fold before I could prevent it. Upon
this I fent for one, (whether to this Witnefs or
another, [ cannot fay) and acquainted the Lords
of the Council with it, and craved their Direction
what fhould be done. It was there ordered, that
I thould forbid the open Sale of them upon therr
Stalls, but not otherwife to learned and difcreet
Men. And when I would have had this Order
ftricter, no Man ftuck to me but Mr. Secretary
Cook. So according to this Order I gave Direc-
tion to Mr. Walfal, as he witnefles,

Here Mr. Maynardreplied, That I ought to have
withftood this Order, in regard i1t was every way
faulty. For, faid he, either thefe Pictures were
¢ood or bad. And if they were good, why fhould
they not be fold openly upon the Stalls to all that
would buy ? And if they were bad, why fhould
they be fold privately to any? ¢ To this Reply
¢« T was not {uffered to anfwer, But when I heard
¢ Mr. Browie charge this Bible with Pictures a-
¢ gainlt me, then I anfwered the thing as before,
« and took occafion thereby to an{wer this Dileis-
¢ ma thus: Namely, That this kind of Argument
< concludes not, but in things neceflary, and where
¢ no Medini can be given, For where a Mediuin
¢ can be given, the Horns of this Argument are
¢ too weak to hurt; and fo’us here, For Pictures
¢ in themfelves are things indifferent; not fimply
¢ good, nor {imply bad, but as they are ulfed.
< And therefore they were not to be fold to all
¢« Comers, becaufe they may be abufed, and be-
« come Evil; and yet might be fold to learned and
¢ difcreet Men, who might turn them to good,
¢ And that Images are things indifferent of them-
¢ {clves, is granted in the Homilies,
¢ which are againft the very Peril
* of Idolatry.” He faid, There were
fome inconvenient Pictures among
them, as the Affumption and the Dove, Be it
{fo, the Book was not licenfed by me nor mine:
And yet, as I then fthewed the Lords, they were
not fo ftrict at Amferdam againit thefe Pictures ;
for the Book which Mr. #alfa! fhewed me, was
printed and fent thence, before it was printed
here. Belides, our old Fuglifh Bibles in the Be-
ainning of the Queen were full of Pictures, and
no fault found. As for that which was added at
the Bar, That one of thefe Bibles was found in
Secretary Windebank’s Trunk, and another in Sir
Yobn Lambe’s 5 that’s nothing to me.

V1I. The laft Charge of this Day was, That
fomething about Images was expunged out of Dr.
Featly’s Sermons by my Chaplain, Dr. Bray, before
they could be fuffered to be printed. But, Firft,
he himfelf confefles, That I told him he might
print them, {o nothing were In them contrary to

Hom. pﬂr. I.
p- 11,

the Do€trine and Difcipline of the Church of Eng-

land, Secondly, He confefles, That when Dr.

Bray made ftay of them, he never complained to
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me 3 and I cannot remedy that which I do not
know, Thirdly, He confefles, Thar all the time .
was in Lambet-Houfe, my Predeceflor ever left gy,
Care of the Prefs upon his Chaplains ; and why |
might notdo it as well as my Predeccflor, 1dg o
yet know. But he faid, That he complained ¢
Sir Edimund Scott, and deliyed to be advifed by
him what he fhould do ; and that he anfwered, He
thought I would not meddle with that troublefome
Bulinefs, more than my Predeceflfors had done.
¢ Be this fo, yet Sir Ldmund Scott never told me
¢ this; nor 1s there any the leaft Proof offer’d thyr
¢ he did. But becaufe this and the like Paflages ;.
¢ bout expunging fome things out of Books, makes
¢ fuch a great Notfe, as if nothing concerning Po.
¢ pery might be printed ; and becaufe Mr. Broz,
‘ in fumming up of the Charge in the Houft 0}'
¢ Commons, warmly infifted upon this Particyly .
¢ I thought it neceflary toanfweras follows : Th
¢ what moved my Chaplai : v -
¢ Paﬂ“-lﬂlfe ftflintfli: }i m;ltrg IIIn l;?o{;: I?]L:}f;?enzlﬂt "7
1ge 28 ges, 3 nor could]
* now know, my Chaplain being dead. But thy
¢ this I was fure of, that elfewhere
¢ 1n thofe very Sermons there was as

N . z D F l"
¢ plaina Paffage, and full again{t = I- 7 reatly's

S ermons, p
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¢ awhole Leaf together fpentto prove

¢ themt Idolaters; and that as grofs  ® P. ;o1

¢ as the Raalifis, and fo he terms

¢ them. Yea, and that the < Popeis © - 808,

¢ Antichrift roo; and not only called

* fo, but proved by divers Arguments: And not fy
¢ only, but in plain Terms, that he

¢ 15¢ the Whore of Babylon. And thele ¢ p_ g

¢ Pafflages I then read out of the
¢ Book 1tfelf in the Houfe of Commons: g4
“ many other like to thefe there are. So my Chap.
¢ Jain might {ee good Caufe to leave out fome Py
¢ fages, where fo many upon as good Caufe were
¢ left 1n.’

But to the Bufinefs of leaving the Care of thef:
Books, and the Over-view of them

to my Chaplain, it was then urged, 74 avas dn

¢ That the Commiflary of Febn Lord  foug befue

< Archbifhop of 2urk, had excom- Kgorati;

¢ . d l L d Bﬂ‘] fD ) aaen tihe Pa-
municated the Lord Bifhop of Dur- 4.4y, cpn

¢ hain, being then 1n the King’s Ser-  cellors and

¢ vice 5 and that the Archbithop Commiffaris

¢ i : WEPE revia-
himfelf was deeply fined for this ;" the i

¢ Act of his Commuffary ; and that  fye of sie

¢ therefore I ought much more to be B/, H.W.

¢ anfwerable for my Chaplain’s Act,

¢ whom I might put away when I would, than he
¢ for his Commiffary, who had a Patent, and could
¢ not be put out at Pleafure.” Mr. Browne alfo fol-
Jowed this Precedent clofe upon me.  But, firl,
there 1s a great deal of Difference 1n the thing it-
{elf: My Chaplain’s Cale being but the feaving out
of a Paffage 1n a Book to be printed ; buc hs
Commiffary’s Cafe being the Excommunicanng
of a great Bithop, and he in the King’s Service of
whole Honour the Laws of this Realm are very
tender. And, Secondly, the Bithop and his Ofi-
cial, (call him Chancellor er Commifiary, or what
you will} make but one Perfon in Law; and there-
fore the At of the Commiflary, to the full Zx-
tent of his Patent, is the A& of the Bifhop in le-
gal Conftruétion, and the Bifhop may be anfwer-
able for it. But the Bithop and his Chaplain are
not one Perfon in any Conftruction of Law. ¢ And
¢ fay he may put away his Chaplain wher he will

° yet that cannot help what is paft, if ought have
¢ been
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¢ Leen done amifs by him. And this was the An- time there was a ftrong Opinion of Reconcilia=

¢ {wer I lnﬁﬂ?ﬁd on to Mr. Browie,”

tion to Rome. A ftrong Opinion, buta weak Proof

Upon my entrance on this Day’s Defence, I For it was an Opinion of Enemies, and fuch as

round myfelf aggrieved at the Dixrnal, and an-
other Pamphlet of the W_'tc]:, whert_au} they print
whatloever is charged againit me, as 11': it were fully
prnvcd; never {o much as mentiontng what or
how I anfwer’d. And that it troubled me the more,
hecaufe (as I conceived) the Paflages, as there ex-
prcﬂcd, trenched deep upon the Juftice and Pro-
.o s of that Honourable Houfe; and could
have no uim but to incenfe the Multitude againft
me. With fome difficulty I got thefe Pamphlets
reccived, but there they died, and the weekly A-
hule of me continued tokeepmy Patiencein breath,

The Thirteenth Day of my Hearing.

I "éﬁ-’]}]ﬁﬁﬂ-‘ﬁnfd@r, Fune 11. 1644. The frft

ﬂ' Charge of this Day, was the Opinion
which was held of me beyond the Seas. The firfl
Witnels was Sic Henry Mildnay, who (as is belore
related) told me without afking, "I'hat I was the
moft hatetul Man at Reme, that cver fat 1n my Sce
fince the Reformation, € Now he denied not this,
« but being hielped on by good Preparatton, a exi-
¢ ble Conlciznce, and a fair leading Interrogatory
¢ by M. Nicolas, (Mr. Seryeant Wilde was fick,
and came no more till the laft Day, when I made
my Recapitulation) he minced it.  And now he
fays, That there were two Faftions at Rese, and
that one of them did indeed fpeak very ill of me,
becaufe they thought I aimed at too great a Power
here in Eugland 3 but the other Faction fpake 1s
well of me, becaufe they thought I endeavoured
to bring us in Exugland nearer to the Church of
Rome, But, Firft, my Lords, this Gentleman’s
Words to me were round and general s That I was
hated at Rewe, not of a Party or Faction there ;
and my Servants heard him at the fame time, and
are here ready to witnels it, That he then faid
the Pope was a goodly Gentleman, and did ufe to
ride two or three great Horles in 2 Morning; and,
but that he was fomething taller, he was as like
Auditor Philips (who was then at Dinner with me)
as could be, But I pray mark what wife Men he
makes them at Rome. One Fallion hates me, be-
caufe I aim at too much Powery and the other
loves me, becaufe I would draw Euglend nearer
Rome. 'Why, if I went about to draw Englend
nearer Roine, can any among them be fuch Fools as
to think my Power too great? For if I ufed my
Power for them, why fhould any there condemn
me? And if [ ufed icagain{t them, why thould any
here accufe me? ¢ Now fuit bec beie divife tempo-
“71bus 5 thefe things fuit not with the Times, or
‘ the Difpoficions of Roie: But the plain Truth is,
“ I do not think that ever he was at Rome ; [ after
“ heard a Whilper, that he only ftepped into Frairce
‘ for another Cure, not to Rome for Curiolity,
“which was the only Caufe hie gave the Lords of
“ his going thither.?

2. The fecond Witnefs was Mr. Challoner. He
fays not much of his own Knowledge, but of
Fame, thar tattling Goflip ; yet he told the Lords,
I was a very obfcure Man, till within thefe fif-
teen Years. Be it fo, if he pleafe ; yer I have been
a Bithop above Three and T'wenty Years: and ’tis
E.jghteen Years fince [ was firft Dean of his Ma-
Jetty’s Chapel-Royal. He fays, That after this

could eafily believe, what they over-much defired.
I-_Ie farther faid, That fome of them were of Opi-
nion, that I was good Roman Catholick, and that
I wrought cunningly to introduce that Religton
by Inches? and thgt_they prayed for me, Firft,
My Lords, the Opinion of Enemies is no Proof at
all, that I am fuch as they think me. And fe-
condl-y, this 1s a notable, and no unufual picce of
Cunning, for an Enemy to deftroy by commend-
Ing 3 for this was the ready way, and I doubr not
but 1t hath been praétifed, to raife a Jealoufy a-
gainlt me at home, thereby either to work the Ruin
of my Perfon, or utterly to weaken and difable me
from doing harm to them, or good for the Church
of Englend. Belides, if the Commendation of Ene-
mies may in this kind go for Proof, it (hal] be
in the power of two or three pracifing Jefuits,
to deltroy any Bithop or other Church-man of
England when they pleafe,  Acr Jaft he told 3
Story of one Iather Fobu, a Benediine s that
he afked him how Church-Livings were difpo-
{ed in England, and whether I had not the dif-
pofing of thole which were in the King’s Gift?
And concluded, That he was not out of hope to
fee England reduced to Rome. Why, my Lords,
this 1s not Father Job#’s Hope alone ; for there is
no * Reman Cathslick but hath fome Hope alive
i him to {ee this Day. And were it not for that
Hope, there would not have been fo many, fome
defperate, all dangerous Practices upon this King-
dom to cffect 1¢, both in Queen Elizabeth’s time,
and fince. But 1f this I know not what Father
“obi hope fo, what is that to me?

3. The third Witnels was Mr, Authony Mildmay
a Man not thought on for a Witnef5, till I called
for his Brother Sir Zeniy. But now he comes la-
den with his Brother’s Language. IHe f{ays juft
as Sir Hewry did before, That there were two
Factions at Rome, the Jeluits, and they abhorred
mec; but the other, the lecular Priefts, they wifhed
me well, as he was mformed. Firit, This is fo
one and the fame Teltimony, that any Man that
will, may fee, that either he informed his Brother,
or his Brother him. Seccondly, Here’s nothing af-
firmed, for it 1s but as he was informed : And he
doth not tell you by whom. It maybe, my Lords,
it was by his Brother. Then he fays, This was
to make myflelf great, and tells a Tale of Father
Fittoi, as much to the purpofe as that which Mr.
Challoner told of Father Fobn. DBur whatloever
either of thefe Fathers faid, 1t was but their
own Opinion of me, or Hearfay ; neither of which
can prove me gullty of any thing. ¢ Thus much
* Mr. Zuthony made a fhift to fay by Five of the
¢ Clock at Afternoon, when I came to make my
¢ Anfwer. And this (as T have fufficient Caule to
¢ think) only to help to fhoar up his Brother’s
¢ Teltimony, But i the Morning, when he
¢ fhould have come, as his Brother did, he was
“by nine in the Morning fo drunk, that he
¢ was not able to come to the Bar, nor to {peak
¢« common Senfe, had he been brought thither:
¢ Nobile Par Fratrum.?

II. The fecond Charge was the Confecration of
two Churches in Loudon; St. Cathariue Gree-Church,
and St. Giles in the Fields., The Witnefles two,

1. The firft Witnefs was one Mr. Willinzhamn.
And he fays, That I came to thefe Churches in a

* The Arréér&%ap calls the Englith Papifts Roman Catholicks; ot as allowwing them to e fuch, but referring to that Name,

which fome of thers awere before faid 1o bave affived ta iz, H. Y.

You. I,
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pompous manner : But all the Pomp that he men-
tions, is, that Sir Henry Martin, Dr. Duck, and
fome other of the Arches, attended me, as they
ufualiv do their Diocefans in fuch Solemnities.
He= 1.+, he did curioufly obferve what was done,
thinkiny 1t would one Day be called to an account,
as now iris. Sothis Man (himfelf being Judge)
lcoied upon that Work with a malevolent Eye,and
God preferve him from being 2 malicions Witnels.
He {ays, that at my Approach to the Church-
cuor, was read, Lift up your Heads, O ye Gates;
aiid ¢ ye lift up, e everlafting Dovis, and the King of
Gleiy fhall coiice 7iy Plal, xxiv. 7. And this was ur-
ged over and over, asa Jeerupon my Perfon. But
this Place cf Scripture hath been antiently ufed 1n
Confecrations :  And it relates not to the Bithop,
but to God Almichty, the true King of Glory,
who, at the Dedication, enters by his Servant to
take pofitfion of the Houfe, then to be made his:
He fays, that I kneeled down at my coming 1n,
and after vfed many Bowings and Cringings. Ior
my kneeling down at miy entrance, to begin with
Prayer, and after to procecd with Reverence, I
did but my Duty in that ; let him fcoffingly call
1t Cringing, or Drcking, or what he pleafe,

He fays farther, That at the beginning [ took
up Duft, and threw it in the Air, and after ufed
diversCurfes, And here Mr. Piyun put Mr. Nicolas
1n nuind to add, that fpargere Cinercin1s in the Form
of Confccration ufed in the Psatifical. ¢ And Mr.,
¢ Brewwue, in his fummary Account of my Charge,
¢ Jaid the very Confecration of thefe Churches as
¢ 2 Crime upon me, and infifted on this Particu-
¢ lar.’ But here my Anfwer to all was the fame s
‘That this Witnefs had need ook well to his Oath,
for there was no throwing up of Duft, no Curfes
uled throuzhout the whole Action: Nor did I
tollow the Pontifical, but a Copy of Learned and
Reverend Bithop Andrews, by which he confe-
crated divers Clharches n his Time 5 and that this
1s fo, I have the Copy by me to witnefs, and of-
fered them to few it.  Nor can this howfoever
favour any wrv of Treafon. No, faid Mr. Browse,
but the Treaon 1s, to {feck, by thefe Ceremonies,
to overthrow the Religion eftablifhed.  Nor was
that ever fought by me : And God of his Mercy
preferve the true Proteftant Religion amongft us,
till the Confecration of Churches, and Reverence
in the, Church, canoverthrow it 5 and then I doubt
not, but, by God’s Bleffing, 1t {hall continue fafe
to the Woerld’s end.

He fays alfo, that I did pronounce the Place
Holy. 1did {fo: And that it was in the folemn Aé&
itfelf of the Confecration, according to the uiual
Form in that behalf. And no Man will deny,

but that there 1s a Dertvative and
a 2 Relative Holinefs 1n Places, as
well as in Veflels, and other Things

3 Chjeltiva &
adharens, jo.

Yideaux X
1(.‘[;:;:';?;15 dedicated to the Honour and Ser-
Luc. xix. 46.  vice of God. Nor 1s any thing more

common inthe Old Teftament 3 and
’tis exprefls in the New, both for Place and
Things: 1 Cor. 1x. 13.

Then it was urged at the Bar, that a Prayer
which I ufed, was like one that is in the Pontifical.
So in the Adiffa! are many Prayers like to the Col-
ledts ufed in our Euglifh Liturgy, fo like, that fome
are the very fame, tranflated only into Englifh
and yet thefe confirmed by Law. And for that of

4. The Trial of Dr. William Laud,

79 Car.

Pfal. xcv. 6. Venite, procidasitsy &c. then alfy o,
cepted againft, that hath been of very antien o,
in the Liturgies of the Church., From whjc, ?;
jeciins Palean, nuniquid & Grana? We haye fepa-
rated the Chaft, fhall we caft away the Corp ¢gq
If 1t come to that, let us take heed we fy] no::
upon the Devil’s winnowing, who labours to bey,
down the Corn ; ’tis not the Chaff that trogple
him, St. Zrke xxit. 31. Then they ur-
ged my Predeceflor Archbithop Par-
kery that he found faule with the Con-
fecration of new Churches. I an-

wered then upon Memory, that he did not fiy
faule fimply with Confecrations of Churches, by
only with the {uperftitious Ceremontes ufed they.
in. ¢ And this fince, upon perufal of the Ple,
¢ 1 find to be true. For after he had in fome for;
“ commended the Popes for taking away fome
© grofs and fuperftitious Purgations, he adds, tha
¢ yet, for want of Piety or Prudence, their luc
¢ Pentifical and Mijfol-Lscks did outgo the antic
¢ n inlistudine Cereimonicruin, S peragends Difful
“ tate, (S Tadio, S Lxorcifationis dieintia, So thely
¢ were the Things he tound fault with, not the Con.
¢ {ecration itfelt; which he could not well do, him-
¢ felf being then a confecrated Bifhop.?

2. The fecond Witnels was Mr. Hepe, He fiys,
That he agrees with the former Witnefs, and i
all, and the throwing up of the Dutt, (J¢. Sinc
beagrees wich the former Witnefs, I give himth:
fame Anfwer.  Yet with this Obfervation upon
him and his Oath : The former Witnefs fays, ths
at the beginning of this Action, I took Duaiterd
threw it up ; this Man agrees with him, and [
all 5 and alimoft in the very next Words confefi,
he was not there at the Beginning, Not there;
yet he faw it, My Lords, if you mark it, this
1s a2 wholefome Oath. He fays, that then ti
Churchyard was confecrated by itfelf, It was cva
{o; the one A& muft follow the other, tho’ but
done the fame Day: for the Places being dific-
rent, the A¢t could not pafs upon them at the fime
time. Then he faid, there were Fees required,
and a good Eye had to the Money. This is a poer
Objection againft me : if the Officers did exid
any Money without Rule, or beyond Preceden,
let them anfwer for it. But for that which was fid
to belong to me, I prefently gave it to the Poor
of the Parifh : and this Mr. De// my Secretary,
then prefent, attefted to the Lords. Laftly he fid,
they were not new Churches ; let him look to his
Oath again; for ’tis notorioufly known, they were
both new built from the Ground, and 8¢, Gi/es not
wholly upon the cld Foundation,

HI. The third Charge was laid on me only by
Mr. Nicolas, and without any Witnefs. It wa,
Thar  out-went Popery itfelf ; for the Papiits con-
fecrated Churches only, but I had been fo cere-
monious, that I had confecrated * Chapels too.
My Lords, the ufe of Chapels and of Churches,
1n regard of God’s Service, 1s the fame. Therefor:
if Confecration be fit for the one, it muft nceds bs
for the other, And the Confecrations of Chapels
was long before Popery came into the World
For even Orarories newly built were
confecrated in or before Eufedinss gugb. L. 1o.
Time: and he flourithed about the Hit. c. 3.
Year of Chrift 310. So antient they
are 1n the Couric of Chriftianity 3 and for any

Prohibition

In Antig. By

tannicis, p.8;,

* Here inEnsland, both before and fince the Reformation, Chapels arwoly ereffed avere always folemnly confecrated, as awell @
Charches. I coubd produce innumerable Irflances of the Time preceding, many of the-Time fucceeding the Reformation, H. W,
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Prohibition of them, there s neither Law nor
Canon in the State or Church of Zngland thac
doth it. _ . .
The Chapels they inftance in are three. Ifirft,
they fay I confecrated a Chapel of the Righe
Flonourable the Lord Treafurer Zeffoi’s. 1did fo,
and did no harm therein. As for the Touch given
by the way upon that Ho_nourable Pe:_*fon_, he 1s
gone to God, I have noghlng to do with it, Se-
condly, they mnftanced in a Chapel of Sir Fobi
Ierfpenban’s building, "Tis true, I confecrated
that too, but that was a Parifh-Church, built in
the Place where he was born, and it was in my
Diocefs, and fo the Work proper for me.  The
third Inftance was 1n my own Chapel, in my
Houfe at Aberguilly, when I was Bithop of St. De-
vids; the Room lay walte and out of repair, and I
firted it at my own cofl, and confecrated it into a
Chapel, that Houle having no Oratory before,
Here they farther aggravated many Circum-
{tincess as Firft, That I named it at the Dedica-
tion, The Chapel of S¢t. John the Baptift. 1 did fo
name that Chapel, in memory of the College where
I was bred, which bears the fame Name ¢ but [
decdicated 16 to God and his Service.  And to give
the Namws of Angels and Saints to Churches, for
dillinétion-fzke, and for the honour of their Me-
mory, is very antient and ufual in the
Tio.z.zeq. Churchy as appears in St. Auguftine,
¢4 2:d 5. and divers others of the Fathers,
but dedicated only to God: ¢ Which
¢ in the midft of Superftitious Times, the School
« jtlelt confefles.” So yet no Offence.  Secondly,
That I did 1t upon the 2gth of Augrff. And why
might I rot do it that Day, as well as upon any
other 2 But relolving to name the Chapel as I
did, I the rather made choice of that Day, both
becanle it was the Day of the Decollation of
st. oz the Bapuft, and becaufe as upon that Day
God had woaderfully blefled me, in the Hearing
of my Caufe concerning the Prefidentfhip of 2.
Fobi's College \n Oxford, by King Fames of ever-
blefled Memory: So yet no Oftence. Thirdly,
There was a Paper read, and avowed to be mine;
in which was a {air Defcription of Chapel-Furni-
ture and rich Plate, and the Ceremonies in ufe in
that Chapel, and Wafers for the Communion. At
the reading of this Paper [ was a little troubled.
L knew I was not then fo rich, as to have fuch
Plice or Furniture; and therefore I humbly defired
fight of the Paper. Sofoonas I faw it, I found there
was nothing in it in my hand but the Indorfe-
ment, which iold the Reader plainly, that it was
the Model of the Reverend Bithop Aidrews’s Cha-
pely with the Furniture, Plate, Ceremonies therein
uled, and all things elfe, And this Copy was
fent me by the Houfhold Chaplain to that famous
Bithop. ¢ This I laid open to the Lords, and it
“ would have made any Man athamed, but Mr,
“ Prynit, who had delivered upon Oath, that it was
“a Paper of my Chapel-Furniture an dberguilly,
" contrary to his Conicience, and his own Eye-
‘ fight of the Paper.’ And for Wafers, I never
cither gave or received the Communion, but in
ordinary Bread. At Wefminfier 1 knew it was
lometimes ufed, but as a thing indifferent. As for
the Shur here given to that Reverend dead Bifhop
of Winchefter, it might well have been {pared; he
deferved far betrer Ufage for his Service to the
Church of Exgland, and the Proteftant Caufe.

IV. The Fourth Charge was the publifhing the
Book of Recreations: and it was uthered in wich
this Scorn upon me, That I laboured to put a
Badge of Holinefs, by my Breath, upon Places;
and ©0 take it away from Days. Buet [ did nei-
ther ; the King commanded the printing of it, as
1s therein attefted, and the Warrant which the
King gave me, they have., And tho® at Confe-
crations I read the Prayers, yet it was God’s Ble[-
fing, not my Breath, that gave the Holinefs. And
for the Day, I ever laboured it might be kept
noly, but yet free from a fuperltitious Holinefs.
And firft it was faid, That this was done of pur-
pofe to take away Preaching, But firft, there is
no Proof offered for this; And Secondly, *tis im-
poflible ; for till the Afternoon-Service and Ser-
mon were done, no Recreation is allowed by that
Book, nor then to any but fuch as have been at
both: therefore ic could not be done to take it
away. Thirdly, the Book names none bur 7 sz
Recreations y therefore if any unlawfulbe u: . “he
Book gives them no warrane,  And that fome wre
lawful (after the publick Service of God is cnded)
appears by the Pradtice of Geurve, where after
Lvening-Prayer, the clder Men bowl, and the
younger train. And Caloin fays in exprefs Terms,
That one Caufe of the Inftitution of the Sabbath,
was, * That Servanis ight have a Day of Reft
and Reiniffion from their Labsnr. And what time of
the Duy fir, if not after Evening-Prayer? And
what Reft 15 there for able young Men, if they
may ufe no Recreation? Then it was urged,
That there was a great Riot and Diforder at Wakes
kept on the Lord’s-Day. That is a very fufficient
Caule to regulate and order thofe Feafts, but not
quite to take them away, I'make no doubt for my
part, but that the Feafts of the Dedication was
abuled by fome among the Fews : and yet Chrift
was fo far from taking it away for that, as that he
honoured it with his own Prefence : St. Fobux. 22.
As for the Paper which was read, containing three
Caufes why that Book was publifhed, thar was a
Note taken for my own private Ufe and Memory.

Then came in Mr. Prysn, who faid; That che
Lord Chiet Jultice Richardfon had made an Order
in his Circuie againit thefe Wakes; and was forced
to revoke it. "This was done by Authority, as s
before anfwered ; to which I refer myfelf. Here
*us addzd, to help fill up the Noife, But Mr. Pryuz
fays, ‘I'nat all the Gentlémen in the Country pe-
tictoned on the Judge’s behalf, Noj; thére was a
great Faction in Somerfetfhire at that time; and Sir
Robert Phillips and all his Party writ up againft
the Judge and the Order he made, as was apparent
by the Certtficates which he returned:  And Sir
Robert was well known in his time to be neither
Popifth nor Profane. He fays farcher, That 77/
liain then Earl of Pembroke was out of Town,
and the Book printed in the interim by my Pro-
curement. But for this laft, here’s not one word
of Proof oftered, and {o I leave it. _

V. The Fifth Charge was, That fome Mini-
fters were punifhed for not reading this Book.
Witnefies for this were produced.

1. The firlt was Sir Nathaniel Breat s who fays,
He had charge from me to call for an account of
not reading this Book, both in my Province at
my Vifitation, and in my Diocefs. His Majefty
having commanded this, I could do little, if I
had not fo much as inquired what was done. And

* Tertio, Servis & iis qui fub aliorum degerent imperio, quietis Diem indulgendum cenfuit, quo aliquam haberent a labore

temifionem. Calz, L. 2 Juff. c. 8. § 28.
YoL. [,
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he confefles, That for my Province he gave time
to them which had not read it, and then never
afked more after it. So here was no eager Pro-
{ecution. But then he fays, that three in my Dio-
cefs ftood out, and afked time: and confeffes that
I granted it; but adds, that when he afked more
time for them, I denied ; and that they were then
fufpended ab gfficio only, 1 thought T had reafon
to deny, when [ faw they did but dally by atking
time. And it was then evident, that in the Dio-
cefs of other Bifhops far more than three were pu-
nifhed, and their Pumifhment greater. ¢ How-
¢ ever, this my Proceeding was far from Rigeur.
¢ Andthiswas the Anfwer thatT gave Mr. Brocvie,
¢ who 1n the Sum of his Charge inftanced in this
¢ Particular againft me.

2. The {econd Witnefs was Mr. Cufiner, one of

the three Minifters that was fufpended. He fays,
That he was fulpended by Sir Nathcuicl Brci!y and
that when he came to me about it, I{aid, Jf yor
knew not bow to evcy, I Kivw w0t bew to giant your
Petitign. Truly, my Lords, finding him both wil-
fuland 1gnorant, I cannot tell what I could fay lefs.
He fays, that his Patron tock away his Benefice.
Why, my Lords, he had none : he was only a Cu-
rate, and, God knows, unfit for that. So being
fuipended from his Office, this muft needs be
done, He fays, he was not ablolved il the Scoss
came 10, and that he was conformable 1n all things
elfe. For the time of his Abfolution, 1 leave that
to the Record @ but for his Conlermity in other
Things, ’us more than ever I heard of any®.
¢ This I can fay for him, he is good at purchafing
¢ 1 Benefice y tor he offered a Servant of mine One
¢ bundred and fifty Pound, fo he could procure
“ me but to name him to the Parliament for Ciai-
¢ thain in Kent. Since, I have heard he is as good
¢ at dotng Reverence in the Clhurch :
¢ for he puled 1n the Body of the
¢ Cathedral at Cawzerdury at Noon-
¢ day, as will be juftified by Oath.
“ And for this very Particular, the
¢ Boo' of Recreations, he informed
¢ at the Council-1.ble againft a Gentleman of
« Quality, {or faying, [t wes wifit fuch Books fhould
¢ D¢ feirty for Mintfiers to vead in the Chureh.  And
¢ was himieli laid by the Heels, for the Falthood
¢ of this Infermation. So he is very good ar the
¢ point of Confcience too, that can refufe to read
¢ the Book, as being unfic, and complain to have
¢ another punifhed for faying ’us fo.’

3. The third Witnefs 1s Mr. [Zilfon. He fays,
that I fent to Sir Nach, Dieat to {ufpend him.
That 1s true, but it was when he would neicher
obey, nor keep in his T'ongue. Ele fays, his Liv-
g was {equeltred for almolt four Years, But ic
was not for not reading this Book, For himfelf
confefles it was done in the High-Commiflion s
and that for Dilapidations, in not repairing his
Houle.

4. The fourth Witnefs was one Mr, Suelling, a
Minifter in the Diocels of Rochefler. All that was
done againft this Man, was openly in the High-
Commiffion Court : and there he was cenfured tor
other things, as well as for this. Himiel{ confeiles
his open refuling to bow at the Name of Jefus,
tho’ the Canon of the Church command it, 1
kept him off from being fentenced a long time,
and whein he was lentenced, he contedivs I was not

Antidotum
Culmeria-
nhm. p. 11,

Ibid. p.35.
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prefent. e fays, fomewhat was expunged gy
of his Brief. If it were, it was with the confp;
of his Counfcls which in that Court was ordiy,.
ry. Howfoever 1t cannot touch me : for tlofe
Things were done at Informartions, where T waq
not prefent.  He fays, that when I heard of the
Nature of his Defence, I faid, If any fuch Def.ice
were pit ity i¢ fbould be burnt. This was upon juit
Complaint of the Judge then prefent at Inform,-
tions, affirming 1t was agamnit all the Courfe of
that Court.  He fays, there is no Penalty men.
tioned in that Declaration.  And I fay, his Obe.
dience,and other Mens, thould have been the more
free and chearful,  Well, T pray God keep us in
the Mean, in this Bufinefs of the Subbath, as we]
as in other Things ; that we run not into 2 5
/b Superitition, while we feek to
thun Profanenefs,  This Ca/zii hath
in the mean time aflured me, The!
thofe Men who fland fo flvifily upoir
the Neralicy of the Sabbathy doyby @ fuperyne.
grofs and carnal Seboatizaticn, three  Cols 2,
imies ont-go ihe Superfiilicn of the © O
Jews.

Here 1t was mierred, That there was a Corbi-
nation for the dowy of this in other Diccefes. But
no Prout at it was oifered. “I'hen Bithop Jean-
tagree’s Artcles, and Bithop 777as, viere read,
to fhew that Inquery was made about the readine
of this Book 3 and the B.thop of Lewdei’s Arti-
cles named, but not read, Burif I were in this
Combinatton, why were not my Articles read?
Jecaufe no {uch thing appearsin them ; and becaule
my Articles gave fo good Content, that while the
Convocation was ficting, Dr. Lrgwi and Dr, £eli)-
worth came to me, and defired me to have my
Book confirmed in Convocation, to be general lor
all Bithops in future, 1t was fo moderate, and ac-
cording to Law. But why then (fay they) were
other Arncles thoughr on, and a Claufe that nonc
fhould pafs without the Approbation of the Arch-
bifhop ¢ Why ; other were thought on, becaule
1 could not in modcity prefs the Confirmation of
my own, tho’ follictted to it. And that Clufe
was added, nll a ftanding Book {or all Dioceles
might be perfetted, that no Qucie 1n the futerin
might be put to any, but fuch as were according
to Law.

V1. The fixth Charge was about reverfing of a
Decree wn Chancery (as *us faid) about Houles in
Dr.7Falton’s Parith, given (as was faid) to fuper-
ftitious Ules.

1 The hirft Wienefls was Serjeant Twrier.  He
fays, Fle had a Rule in the King’s- Bench for a Pro-
hibition in this Caufe. But by reafon of fome De-
fect (what, 1s not mentioned) he confefivs he could
not get his Prohibinion.  Here’s nothing that re-
flets upon me. And 1t a Prohibition were moved
for, that could not be perfonally to me, but to my
Judge 1n fome Spiritual Court, where it feems this
Caule depended, to which the Decree in Chancery
was dire¢ted. And indeed this A&, which they
call a Reverfing, was the At and Seal of Sir Nazh.
Brenty my Vicar-General: And if he violated the
Lord Keeper’s Decree, he muft anfwer it. But
the Inftrument being then produced, it appeared
concurrent in all Things wich the Decree, The
Words are, Fuxta feopum Decreii bac in porte i
Curia Cancellaric falium, &c,
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2 This My, Culmer nat only piffed in the Chureh of Canterbury, lut alfs demclifbed the noble Glafiwvindores of it nuith bis swen
Hands,  Tle like be did in the Parifs-Churelr of Minller jn "Uhanet ; avhich Lensfice be ufurped during the Rebellion,
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o. The fecond Witnefs was Mr. Edwards. And
wherein he concurs with Serjeant Turwer, 1 gave
him the fame Anf{wer.  For that which he adds,
That Dr, Falton did let Leafes of thefe Houfes at
an under Value,and called none of the Parithioners
toit: If he did in this any thing contrary to Jul-
tice, or the Will of the Donor, or the Decree, he
is living to anfwer for himfelf;" me it concerns
not. Ior his Exception taken to my Grant (of
Confirmation, I think he means) and to the Words
therein, Qiuinis & Omnimoda, £5¢c, *tis the antient
Style of fuch Grants for 1 l{pow not how many
Hundred Years; no SyHable 1mnnovated or altered
by me.

VII. Then followed the Charge of Mr. Burzon

and Mr. Prvai, about their Anfwer, and their not
being fuffered to put 1t into the Star-Chamber,
Which, tho® Mr. Pryan prefied at large before, yer
herc 1t muft come again, to help to il the World
with Clamour.  Yer to that which fhall but {eem
new, I fhall anfwer. Two Thingsarc faid: (4,)
The one, that they were not luitered to pur in
their Defence sizedo & forina, as it was laid. There
was an Order made openly inCourt to the Judges
to exphnge fcandalous Matter, And the two Chief
Juftices did order the expunging of all that which
was expunged, be 1t more or lefs ;5 as appears in
the Acts of that Court. (2.} The other 15, that
I procured this Expunging. The Proofs that T
procured 1t, were thefe: Firft, Becaufe Mr, Cock-
fhot gave me account ot the Bufines from Mr, At-
torney. I had reafon to look after the Bufinefs,
the whole Church of Ewgland beng fcandalized
in that Dill, as well as myfelf,  But this is po
Proof that I either gave Direction, or ufed any
Sollicitation to the Reverend Judoes, to whom it
was referred. Secondly, Becaule I gave the Lords
Thanks for 1t. It was openly in Court : It was af-
ter the Expunging was agreed unto.  And what
could 1 do lefs n fuch a Caufe of the Church,
tho’ I had not been perfonally concurned in ie?
Thirdly, Becaule I had a Copy of their Anfwer
found in my Study. I conceive it was not only
fit but neceflary for me to have one, the Nature
of the Caute confidered.  But who interlined any
Paflages 1n 1t with Black-lead, I know not:
For 1 ever ufed Ink, and no Black-lead all my
Lile, Thefe be firange Proofs that I procured
any thing.

Then Mr. Piyin added, That the Juftice and
Favour which was alforded Dr. Leighton was de-
ned unto him.  As far as I remember, it was for
the putting in of his An{wer under his own Hand.
This, if fo, was done by Order of the Court; it
was not my Act,

VIII. The laft Charge followed: And that was

taken out of the Preface to my Speech in the S1a-
Chamber. The Words are, 2 That one

2 ALy Speech in : ;
g cpeech Way of Government 15not always either

the Star-

Chainber, Jitor fafe,when the Humours of the Peo-
Efﬂ-‘fﬂf- verllus  pJ2 are ina continnal Change, &c.From
RCHI.

whence they 1nferred, I laboured to
reduce all to an arbitrary Government,  ButI do
humbly conceive no Conftruction can force thefe
Words againft me for an arbrwrary Government :
For the Meaning 1s, and can be no other, for fome-
times a {tricter, and fometimes a remiffer holding
and ordering the Reins of Government ; yet both
according to the fame Laws, by a different ufe and
application ¢f Mercy und Juftice to Offenders.
* And fo I anfwer’d to Mr. Browne, who charged
¢ thiz againft me as one of my ill Counfels tq his
2

 Majefty. But my Anfwer given is Truth: For
“ 1t 1s not faid, That there fhould not be one Law
¢ for Government, but not one Way in the order-
‘ing and execution of that Law,
“ And the ® Obfervator upon my
¢ Speech, (an Ewglifh Author, and
“ well enough known, tho’ he pre-
“tends ’tis a Tranflation out of
“ Dutch) tho’ he {pares nothing that
“ may be but carped at; yet to this Paffage he
¢ fays, ’tis a good Maxim, and wifhes the King
‘ would follow ir. 'And truly, for my part, I
¢ learned it of a very wife and an able Governor,
“and he a King of Enslerd roo, it was of Hey-
7y VIL of whom the Story fays,

b Divine and
Politrch Of-
Jervations up-
o my § prccf.;,

p. 78.

¢ “That 1n the Difficulties of his ;;P“{lff
¢ Timeand Caufe he ufed both Ways 5% '

“ of Government, Severity and Cle-
“mency 5 yet both thefe were {till within the
¢ Compafs of the Law. He far too wife, and I

“ never yet fuch a Fool, as to imbrace arbitrary
“ Government.”

June 14, 1644, This Day T received a Note
from the Committee, that they intended to pro-
cced next upon the Rerhainder of the Seventh,
and upon the Eighth and Ninth Original Arti-
cles: Which follow in bec verda.

VI That for the better advancing of his
Traitorous Purpofe and Defign, he did abufe the
great Power and Truft his Mapefty repofed in
him: and did intrude upon the Places of divers
great Officers, and upon the Right of other of
his Majefty’s Subjeéts : whereby he did procure
to himlelt the Nomination of fundry Perfons to
Ecclefaftical Dignities, Promotions and Bene-
fices, belonging to his Majefty, and divers of the
Nobility, Clergy, and others ;5 and hath taken
vpon him the Commendation of Chaplains to the
King ; by which Means he hath preferred to his
Mayjefty’s Service, and to other great Promotions
in the Church, fuch as have been popithly affe&t-
ed, or otherwife unfound and corrupt beth in Doc-
trine and Manners,

IX. He hath for the fame traitorous and wick-
ed Intent, cholen and employed fuch Men to be
his Chapiains, whom he xnew to be notorioully
difafrected to the Reformed Religion, grofly ad-
dicted to Popifh Superttition,. and erroneous and
unfound both in Judement and Practice. And
to them, or {ome of them, he hath committed
the Licenfing of Books to be printed ; by which
Means divers falfe and fuperttitious Books have
been publifhed, to the grear Scandal of Religion,
and to the feducing of many of his Majefty’s Sub-
jects.

The Fourteenth Day of my Hearing.
ONDAY, Fune 17. 1644, At the end-

ing of the former Day’s Charge, I was put
off to this Day, which held.

I. The firlt Charge was concerning Mr. Daw-
port’s leaving his Benefice in Loadon, and going
into Holland.

1. The frft Witnefs for this was Quaterian, a
bitter Enemy of mire; God forgive him, He
{fpeaks as 1t he had fled from his Miniftry here
for fear of me. But the {fecond Witnefs, Mr. Dukef-
well, {ays, that he went away upon a Warrant
that came to fummon him into the High-Com-
miffion. The Truth 1s, my Lords, and ’tis well

known,



Yo
known, and to fome of his beft Friends, that I
preferved him once before, and my Lord Vere came
and gave me thanks for it. If after this he fell
into danger again, sajus Peccatum babet 3 1 cannor
preferve Men that will continue in dangerousCour-
{es. He fays farther, (and in this the other Wit-
nefs agrees with him) That when I heard he was
gone into New-England, 1 thould fay my Arm
thould reach him there. The Words ¥ remember
not. But for the Thing, 1 cannot think it fit that
any Plantation fhould fecure any Offender againft
the Church of England. And therefore if 1 did
{ay my Arm fhould reach him, or them fo offend-
g, I know no Crime 1n it; fo long as my Arm
reached no Man but by the Law.

2. The {econd Witnefs, Mr, Daukefroed, adds no-
thing to this, but that he fays, Sir Maurice cbbos
kept him in before. For which Teftimony I thank
him. For by this it appears, that Mr, Damport
was a dangerous fatious Man, and {fo accounted
in my Predeceffor’s time, and it {feems profecuted
then too, that his Brother Sir Aaurice Abbot was
fain (being then a Parithioner of his) to Jabour
hard to keep him 1.

[I. The fecond Charge was concerning Natha-
stel Wickens, a Servant of Mr. Pryunu.

1, The Arft Wiinefs in this Caule was 773llians
I¥iclens, Yather to Nathanizl, He fays, his Son
was nire Weelks in divers Prifons, and for no caufe
but for that he was Mr, Prysa’s Servant. But irap-
pears apud ~/ta, that there were many Articles of
great Mifdemeanour againft him. And afterwards
himfelf adds, That he knew no caufe, but his re-
{ufing to take the Qath ex Offcio. Why, butif he
knew that, then he knew another caufe, befide his
being Mr. Pryin’s Servants: unlefs he will fay all
Mr. Pryuir’s Servants refule thar Oath, and all that
refufe that Oath are Mr. Pryin’s Servants. As for
the Sentence which was laid upon him, and the
Imprifonment, that was the Act of the High-Com-
miffion, not mine. Then he fays, That my Hand
was firft inthe Warrant for his Commitment, And
{o it was to be of rourle.

2. Thefecond \Vitnefs was Saiah Wayinan.s She
fays, That he refufed to take the Oath.  There-
fore he was not commitred for being Mr. Pryau’s
Servant., She fays, That for refufing the Oath, he
was threatened he fhould be taken pro Confeffo
And that when one of the Doctors reply’d, Thas
cotld 10t be doiie by the Qrder of the Court, 1 thould
fay, [ <veedd beve an Order by the next Court Day.
*Tis manifeft in the Courfe of that Court, that
any Man may be talecn pio Confeffo, that will not
take the Oath, and anfwer. Yet {ceing how that
Party of Men prevailed, and that one Doctor’s
doubting might breed more difference, to the great
fcandal and weakning ot that Court; I publickly
acquainted his Mosjefty and the Lords with it:
who were all of opwnion, that 1f fuch Refulers
might not bz taken gie Ceiifeffo, the whole Power
of the Court was fhuken. And hercupon his Ma-
jefty fent his Letter uader his Signet, to command
us to uphold the Power of the Court, and to pro-
ceed. She fays farther, That he delired the fight
of his Articles, which was dented him. It was
the conitant and known Courfe of that Court,
that he might not fee the Articles till he had taken
the Gath which he refufed to do.

3. The third Witnefs was one Floswer. Heagrees
about the bufinefs of taking him pre Confcflo : But
that’s anfwered.  He adds, That there was no-
thing laid to his charge; and yet confeffes; that
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Wickens defired to fee the Articles that were againf}
him. This is a pretty Oath: There were Artj.
cles againft him, which he defired to fee, and yet
there was nothing laid to his charge.

4. Then was produced his Majefty’s Letter fent
unto us, And herein the King requires us by hig
Supreme Power Ecclefiaftical to proceed, €,
We had been in a fine cafe, had we difobeyed this
Command. Befides, my Lords, I pray mark it, we
are enjoined to proceed by the King’s Supreme
Power Ecclefiaftical ; and yet 1t 1s here urged a-
oainft me, that this was done to bring in Popery.
An excellent new way of bringing in Popery by
the King’s Supremacy. Yea, butthey fay, I thould
not have procured this Letter, Why? I hope I
may by all lawful ways preferve the Honour and
juft Power of the Court in which I fat. And %t
expreffed in the Letter, that no more was done,
than was agreeable to the Laws and Cuftoms of the
Realm. And ’tis known that both an Oath, and
a taking pio Coufeffo in point of retuiai, are ufed
both in the Star-Chariber and in the Chanceiy.

5. The laft Witnefs was Mr. Pryiis who fays,
that his Man was not fuifered to come to him,
during his Sorenefs, when his Ears were cropt,
This Favour thould have been atked oi the Court
of Siar-Chasiber, not of me. And yet here 1s no
Proof that I denied him this, but the bare Report
of him, whom he fays he emoloyed. INor do I
remember any Man’s coming to me about it,

I1I. The third Charge followed; 1t was con-
cerning ftopping of Pooks from the Prels, both old
and new, and expanging fome things out of them.

1. The firft Inftance was about the Euglifh Bi-
bles with the Geneva Notes, The Bibles witch
thofe Notes were tolerated indeed both in Queen
Elizabetl’s and King Fames’s time 5 but allowed
by Authority in neither, And King
Yawnes faid plainly, That be thought the
Geneva Tranflation was itz worlt, aid
sany of the Notes very partialy untrug,

Conference at
Hampton-
Court, p 47,

feditious, aid favouring too inuch of dangerous and

traitovous Conceits : and gave Inftance. This Pals
fage I then read to the Lords; and withal told
them. They now of late thefe Notes were more
commonly ufed to ill Purpoles than formerly, and
that that was the Caule why the High-Commiffion
was more eareful and firi® againft them than
before.

Here Michael Spaiks the elder came in as Wit-
nefs, and faid, He was called into the High-Com-
miflion about thefe Books: but he contefies, it
was not only for them. He fays, The Reftraint of
thofe Bibles was for the Notes: but he adcs, as be
[ippofes. And his Suppofal 1s no Proof. Befides,
he might have added here alfo, that the Reftraint
was not for the Notes only: for by the numerous
coming over of Bibles, both with and without
Notes, from Amfierdam, there was a great and a
juft Fear conceived, that by little and little Print-
ing would quite be carrted out of the Kingdom.
For the Books which came thence, were better
Print, tetter bound, better Paper, and, for all
the Charges of bringing, fold cheaper. And
would any one buy a worfe Bible dearer, when
he might have a better cheaper? And to preferve
Printng here at home, as well as the Notes, was
the caufe of ftricter looking to thofz Bibles. And
this appears by a Letter of Sir Willian Bofwell’s,
his Majelty’s Agent in the Low-Countries; the Let-
ter written to me, and now produced againft me:

but makes for me, as I conceive. For therein he
fends
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fends me word of two Impreffions of the Bible in
Englifb, one with Notes, and the other without ;
and defires me to take care to regulate this Bufi-
nefs at home. What fhould I do? Should I fleep
upon {uch Advertifements as thefe, and from fuch
1 Hand ! Efpecially fince he fends word alfo, that
Dr. Auiyes was then printing of a Book wholly a-
oainft the Church of Lugland. So my Care was
~oaijaft all Underminings, both at home and a-
hroad, of the eftablifhed Dotrine and Difcipline
of the Church of Eugland, for which 1 am now
like to fuffer. And I pray God that Point of /r-
minienifing Libertas Prophetandi, do not more Mif-
chief in fhort time, than is expreflible by me.

». The fecond Inftance was about the new De-
cree of the Star-Chamber, concerning Printing,
Four Articles of this Decree were read, namely,
the 1it, 2d, 18th, 24th. What thefe are, may be
feen in the Decree: And, asl think, that whole
Decree made Anne 1637, ufeful and neceffary; fo,
under your Lordfhip’s favour, I think thofc four
Articles as neceffary as any.

Mr. IValy and Mr. Downes, two Stationers, Wit-
nefles in this Particular, fay, That they defired
fome Mitigation of the Decree, and that Judge
Bramften faid, he could not do it without me. ]
faw my Lord Chiet Juftice Bicinfion here mr the
Court buc the other Day ; why was not he exa-
mined, but thefe Men only, who oppofe all re-
gulating of the Prefs, that oppofes their Point ?
And fure that grave Judge meant, he could not
do it alone without the Confent of the Court. Or

if he would have me confulted, 1t

Frigide die-  wag out of his judicious Care for the
Amc " Peace of this Church, almoft prefied

to death by the Liberty of Printing,.
The chief Grievance they exprefied againft the
new licenfing of Books, was only for Matter of
Charges ; but that is provided for in the Eigh-
teenth Article. And Mr. Downes takes a fine
Oath, which was, That he makes no doubt, but
that all was done by my Direction ; and yet adds,
that he cannot fay it.  So he {wears that, which,
himfelf confefles, he cannot fay. And manifeft
it 15 in the Preface, that this Decree was printed
by Order of the Court, and {o, by their Com-
mand, fent to the Stationcrs-Hall : And the end
of it was to fupprefs feditious, fchimatical, and
mutinous Books, as appears in the firft Article.

2. The third Inftance was, That I uled my
Power to fupprefs Books in Holland. This was
drawn out of a Letter which Fobu 2 Mare, one
of the prime Preachers in Aflerdam, writ to me;
exprefling therein, That fince the Proclamation
made by the States, no Man durft meddle with
printing any fedirious Libels againft either the
State or Church of England. Where’s the Faule?
For this Gentleman did a very good Office to
this Kingdom and Church, in procuring that Pro-
clamation : For till this was done, every difcon-
tented Spirit could print what he plealed at Zm-
fterdain, againdt either. And if he had any Direc-
tion from me about it (which is not proved) I nei-
ther am, nor can be forry for it. And the Fear
which kept Men in from printing, proceeded from
the Proclamation of the States, not from any
Power of mine.

4. The fourth Inftance was in the Book of Mar-
7yrs. But that was but named to cre-
dira bafe Bufinefs,an Almanack made
by one Mr.* Genebrand 3 1 which
he had left out all the Saints, Apo-
ftles and all, and put 1n thole which
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are named 1n Mr, Fox, and yet not all of theni
neither; for he had left out the folemn Days,
which are in Fox, as Feb, 2. Feb, 25, Mar, 25,
And Cranmer tranflated to Mar, 22. .
_ In this Particular Mr. Genebrand, Brother to this
Almanack-Maker, witneffeth, that the Queen fent
to me about this new Almanack. _If her Majefty
did fend to me about it (as tis probable the would
difdain the Book) is that any Crime in me? Could
I prevent her Majefty’s fending, who could not
know fo much as that the would fend ? He fays,
His Brother was acquitted in the High-Commif-
fton, but charged by me, that he made a Fa&ion
In the Court. I I did fay fo, furely; my Lords,
I faw fome pra@ifing by him in this new-found
Way. He fays, The Papifts bought up a great
Number of thefe Almanacks, and burnt them. It
feems he could not hinder that, nor I neither 3 un-
lefs it fhall not be lawful for a Papift to buy an
Almanack: for when he hath bought him, he
may burn him if he pleafe.

But fince the Book of Martyrs was named, T (hall
tell your Lordfhips how careful T was of it. It is
well know how cafily Abridgements, by their Bre-
vity and their Cheapnefs, in fhort time worl out
the Authors themfelves. Mr. 2senz the Printer
laboured me carneftly and oftenfor an Abridoinent
of the Book of Martyrs; but I {ill withftood it (as
my Secretary here prefent can teftify) upon thefe
two Grounds: The one, left it fhould bring the
large Book 1tfelf into difufe; and the other, left

-3f any material Thing fhould be left out, that

fhould have been charged asdone of purpofe by me,
as now I fee it is in other Books. And I humbly
pray your Lordfhips caft your Eyes upon the Fron-
tfpiece of the Book of Martyrs, printed Auio 1642
fince this Parliament began, and when I was fafe
enough from having any hand in the Bufinefs, and
there you fhall fee as dangerous Pictures as have
been charged upen me, or any my Chapel-Win-
dows. ,
Uponoccafionof Mr. Geirebiaind’s Calendar, Mt
Prynn took occafion to tell the Lords, That I had
made Notes upon the Calendar in the AZiffal. 1de-
fired they might be read: it was thought too te-
dious. They were nothing but fome Additions
of my own reading to the Occurrences on fome
Days. And becaufe the Calendar in the AZifa/

was open and large, I thoughe fit to write them
there.

5. T'he fifth Inftanceisin Dr., Pock-
lintoi’s Cenfure of ®....... and of P Thelicue the
Flaccins Hlyricus 3 and that chis Booly  Name bere
was licenfed by my Chaplin Dr, 37385,
Brays and be was cenfured in this  Azargodgip.
Honourable Houfe for that and like W.S. A.C.
Slips of his. Then it was inferred at
the Bar, That it muft be taken as my A&, if it
were done by my Chaplain: But Inferences are no
fworn Proof. And, I conceive, no Man can by
Law be punifthed criminally for his Servant’s Fact,
unlefs there be Proof that he hada hand init. Then
it was urged, but wichout any Proof too, that
Dr. Pocklinton was preferred by me, To which I
fhall anfwer when Proof is made; and if I had, ’tis
far enough from Treafon.

6. The next Inftance was about the calling in of
Thowas Beacow’s Difputation of the Mafs, The
Witnels Mr, Prynn. He fays, The Book was li-
cenfed, and that a Papift thereupon faid, Doth my
Lord of Canterbury licenfe fuch Books? That I
was informed of thele Words, and the Book called
in the next Day. - Firlt Mr. Pryus is lingle in this

part
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part of the Teftimony for the Words. Secondly,
if any Papift did fay fo, it was not in my Power to
{top his Mouth and they which licenfe Books,
muft endure many and various Cenfures, as the
Readers of them ftand affeCted. Thirdly, If any
Papift did {o {peak, I have Reafon to think 1t was
to do me a Mifchief, as much as in him lay.
Fourthly, This is a very bold Oath; for he fivears,
that I was informed of thefe Words. He was not
prefent to hear it, and then he can have it but by
Hearfay 5 and no Religion teaches him to fivear
that for Truth, which he doth but hear. Laftly,
The Book was called in, becaufe it was {lipt out
contrary to the late Decree for Printing. Yen,
but Mr, Prynn {wears, and fo doth A4 chael SP;??'.{’.F
the other Witnefs, That the Book was fent to the
Printer before the Decree. But Firdt, Spaiks’s Oath
is uncertain 3 for he fays, Mr. Pryim tent himthe
Book before the Decree ; and then by and by after
fays, it was about that time. Now the Book is
fomewhat large, {o that it might be fent him Dbe-
fore the Decree, and yet not be printed till after,
and that a good Space too. And, Secondly, Mr.
Prynin himielf confeffes, the Book was tent when
the Decree was in Agitation,

7. 'The {eventh Inﬁance was about Arainianifin,
as maintained by me againft the Declarations of
both Houfes of Parliament, and of King Fass,
concerning Portins and Brrtins. Firft, 1 have no-
thing to do to defend Arininicnifin, no Man ha-
ving yet charged me with the abetting : any Point
of 1t. bccondly, King Faies’s Declaration is very
learned : But under Favour, he puts a great deal
of Difference between Foiftizs and Bﬁ!rzfr and his
Majefty’s Opinion 1s clear with the Article of the
Church of Euglend, and fo exprefled by himfelr,

and to which I ever confented. And
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and yet for the Peace of Chriften-
dom, and the ftrengthning of the Reformed Reli-
gion, I do heartily wifh thefe Differences were
not purfued with ich Heat and Animofity, in re-
oard that all the Latheran Proteflants ave of the
lame Opiniong, or wich very little Difference from
thofe which are now called #zininianifis,

And here comes 1n Miclas! Speiks, who fays,
He was called into the High-Commiffion abour a
Book of Bifhop Carleisi’s. Icnnnotpnﬂr teally re-
member all Particulars fo lone fince ; but he con-
tefles the Bufinels was in the High-Commiflion,
and fo not fingly chargeable apainfi me. Befides,
he 1s fingle :n this Bufinefs. He {ays, He was
Eleven Years in the High-Commiflion, and never
{entenced. ¢ This 1s more than I know: Butif
¢ it be {fo, he had betrer lucl than fome honefter
¢ Men s fora bitterer Bnemy, to his Power, the
¢ Church-Government never had.”  IHe was Mr.
Pryai’s Printer. He fays, T was a2 Dean then, and
he thinks of Herzford. 1 was never Dean of Fere-
ford : But howfoever, this is a dangerous Oath ;
ler him think of 1t. He fwears that I was a Dean
then, and a High-Commuilioner, or ¢lfe what had
I to do in the Bufinels 2 Now it 15 well known I
was never a High-Commillioner, till I had been a
Bifhop fome Years.  For the Book itlelf, Sparts
{ays nothing what was the Argument of it; but
(fo far as 1 remembﬂr) i1t Was e*cpreﬂy againt the
King’s Declaration. ¢ And fo I anfered Mr.
¢ Browie, when he fummed up the Evidence
¢ again{t me in the Foule of Commons. And tho’
¢ in his Reply he feemed to deny this, yet I re-
“member no Proof he brought tor it
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8. The laft Inﬁ"mce was pregnant, and brougit
forth many Particalars. 1. As Firft, Dr. F f!v’
Parallels againft Brﬂmp ﬂ/fam:tange . Lut this was
{till-born ; at leaft it fays nothing of me. 2. Se.
condly, Mr., Pryii’s Pnrpctulry, and againft Dr,
Cofens, both burnt. But he doth not fay '1blolute '
burnt, but as he 15 mformed ; and he may be In-
formed amifs. And howloever he fays, it was done
by the High-Commiflion, not by me. 3. Thirdly,
Some Sheets of Dr. Sffc*f!{ﬁ"s Book prohibited the
Prefs at Oxferd. 1 hope Oxford 1s able to give an
Account for itfelf,  And whereas it was here fiid
at the Bar, They hoped I would fhew fome re-
prefling of the contrary Pare; I would fatisfy
their Hopes abundantly, could I bring Witnefles
from Ozxford, how even and {teddy a Fand I car-
ried to both Parts. 4. Fourthly, Mr. Buiton quef-
tioned about his Book calied, The Seveir Vials: Bue
himfelf contefles, Thatupon Str Heary Martiin’s In-
formation, that, as that Caufe was laid, the Fligh-
Commiffion had ro Power in 1t, he was difmifled,
5. Fifthly, Thatabout his Book, intided, Babel,
no Bethel, he was queftioned at a Court out of
Term. This was very ufval, whenfoever the Courg
was full of buhncfs._, to hold one Court-day out
of Tertn, This 1s warranted by the Commifiion s
and Warning of it was always publickly given the
Court-day before, thar all, whom 1t concerned,
mieni take notice of it, and provide themfelves,
6. Sixthiv, Fle fuys he was there ratled at by Bi-
fhop Ferfiret, *Tis more than L know that Bifhop
[arfoes vailed at him; but if he did, 1 l:opr Iam
not breught hither to anfwer all Dux.n s raults,
. Swanu v, e fays, He cleinsed the Petition
of Rght, yf t was committed.  This 1s mere than
I kaow or believe; yetif it were fe, It was done
by the High-Commifiion Court, not by me. 8. He
rave next, 1hat he ceuld never be qguiet.

But 1
am furc, my Lords, the Church for divers Years.
coula never be in quiet for him and his Afiocntes.
9. Laltly, They fay, Some Pafiiges agamlt -
aiantfin, were left out of two Lertersy one of Bi-
thop Dazenant’s, and the other of Bithop fin??s,
fent to be printed.  Firft, Here’s no Preof ar ali
offer’d, thatl diiﬂ:r’d i any thing fom e Doce
trine expreffed in thole Letrers. Aw. Sceondly,
for the leaving out of thole Paflages, it was (it
fems) done to avoid Kindling of uesr Flames
in the Church of England. And it appeared on
the other Side of the Paper, which was producec
acain{t me, and fo read to the Lords, that thele
Paflages were left out by the exprefs Order from
thofe Bifhops themfelves, under Bithop Hall’s
own Hand, ‘and with Thanks to Dr. Turaci, then
my Chaplain, for his Letter to them. And here
this Day’s Bufinefs ended ; and I recetved Com..
mand to attend agam the Twentieth of the fame
Month.

The Fifteenth Day of my Hearing.

Hurfday, Fure 20, 1644. ThisDayIcamea-
E cain to the Houfe. A Day or two before, as

now alio, the Landing.Place at W eftiminfter was
not {o full of People; and they which were there,,
much more civil towards me than formerly. My
Friends were willing to perfuade me, that my
Anfwer had much abated the Iédge of the People,
faving from the violent and factious Leaders of the
Multitnde, whom it feems nothing would fatisty
but my Life, (for fo I was after told in plain
Terms by a Man deeply interelted in them ;)
when I prefently faw Quaterman coming towards

2 Comes
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mes; who, fo{oon as he came, fell to his wonted
railing, and afked aloud, #hat the Lords meant, to
1o troubled fo long and fo often, with fuch a bafe Fel-
I as I was 2 they fhould do well to bang me out of
sheway. 1 heard the Words with Grief enough,
and fo left them and him in the Hands of God,
My Servants were earneft to have me complain to
ke Lords. I remembered my late Complaint about
the Pamphlets had no Redrefs, and fo forbare it.
They notwithftanding, out of their Zeal, com-

liined to Mr. Lieutenant of the Tower, who pre-
fently went forth, and faid he would fchool him ;
but I hearkened no more after it. :

When I came to the Bar, Mr. Nicolas began
with great Violence, and told the Lords, the Bu-
fincis grew higher and higher againft me.  What
the Bufinefs did, will after appear ; but I am fure
he grew higher and higher : and from this time
forward, befides the Violence of Expreflion, gave
me fuch Language, as no Chriftian would give a
Jew., But God, I humbly thank him, blefled me
with Patience; and fo I made my Ears obedient.
That which made him {ay the Bufinefs grew bigher
nid bigher, was this: Upon my often calling to
have the Oaths at the Coronation of King Faues
and King Charles compared, fome of them repair-
ed again to my Study at Lasmbeth, to {earch for all
fuch Copies of Coronation-Books as could there be
found. In this diligent and curious Search (¢ for
¢ Mr. Pryuir’s Malice made it’) they found fome
Papers concerning Parliaments, no other (1 praife
God for it) than fuch as with indifferent Conftruc-
tion might (I hope) well pafs 5 efpecially, con-
fidering what Occafion led me, and what Com-
mand was upon me. And, as I have been rold
by able and experienced Men, they would have
heen nothing, had they been found in any, but
this troublefome and diftraéted time about the
Rights of Parliaments (as ’uis faid.) Fowfoever,
I was moft unfortunate they fhould be now found ;
and 1 had not left them a Being, but that I venly
thought I had deftroyed them long fince : But
they were uvhappily found among the Feaps of
my Papers. And lo,

I. An Anfwer to the Remonftrance made Funz
17, 1628. (which is fixteen Years {ince) was made
she firft Charge againft me.

1I. And the {econd Charge was, a Paper con-
cerning a Declaration, Fain. 28, 1628. To both
which I then anfwered ; but becaufe thefe are urged
more than once, to help fill the People with new
Clamour, and becaufe they are more clofely prefied
acain{t meat the latt Day of my Hearing, and be-
caufe Mr. Browne, in his fummary Charge, laid and
charged all thefe Papers together ; to avoid tedious
Repetition, I will alfo make my whole and entire
Anfwer together, when that time comes.

1I1. The third Charge of this Day was, a Let-
ter of a Jefuit to his Superior, found in my Study,
dated March 1628, Let the Letter be dated when
it will, I hope the Archbifhop may get and keep
the Letters of any Jefuits or others. How fhall I
be able to know or prevent their Plots upon the
Religion by Law eftablithed, if this may not be
done? Yet this I defire all Men to take Notice of,
tha this Letter was not directed to me. 1 was
then Bifhop of London : The Letter was found 1n
2 Search. But when by all poffible Care taken by
the High-Commiffion, the Author could not be
found, I had (as I humbly conceive) great Reafon
to keep it. And I then humbly defired the whole
Letter might be read. There was in it, That 47~
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minianifin (as *twas urged} was their lDrug', and
their Plotagamftus, &#c. The Jefuit feeing a Fire
kindling about thefe Opinions, might write whae
he pleafed to help on his Caufe : Yet this Drug,
which he fays 1s theirs, is the received Opinion of
all the Lutherans, and they too Learned Proteftants
to ufe their Drugs. And if it be their Drug, why
do the Dominicans fo condemn it ? Nay, wl?y doth
the Mafter of the Sentences, and the School after
him, for the moft, determine rigidly againft it
And whereas *ts faid, That thefe Men had In-
ftruments at the Duke’s Chamber-Door; that be-
longs not to me, I was not Porter there. As for
that Power which I had (called by Mr, Nicolas
the Command of his Ear) I ufed it as much as I
could to fhut fuch Inftruments thence. Befide,
tis barely faid, no Proof at all ofier’d, that fuch
Inftruments were about the Duke’s Chamber-Door.
Other Papers were found in my Study, above
fixty at leaft, exprefling my continued Labours
for fome Years together, to reconcile the divided
Proteftants in Germaiy, that {o they might go with
united Forces againit the Romanifts. ¢ Why are
¢ not thefe produced tco? Would not Chriftianity
¢ and Juftice have my Ianocence cleared, as well
¢ as my Faults accufed 2
IV, The fourth Charge was Bifhop Montague’s
Preferment.  The Parliament (they fay) called
hini in queftion, and the King called in his Book ;
yet, in Affront to the Parliament, that he was
preferred by me. No, it wasthen publickly known
in Court (whether now remembered or no, Ican-
not tell) that he was preferred by my Lord Duke ;
but being a Church-Bufinefs, the King command-
ed me to fignify his Pleafure to the Signet-Office :
And the Docket (which isall the Proof here made;)
mentions him only by whom the King’s Pleafure
is fignified, not him that procures the Preferment:
So the Docket in this Cafe is no Proof at all.

V. The fifth Charge wasa Paper, titled, Con-

fiderations for theChurch, 'Three Excepuions againt

them. The Obfervation of the King’s Declaration,
Art.g. The Lediurers, Art.5. And the High-Ceivmif-

fjon and Probibitions, Art.10, I1. The Paper 1 de-

fired might be all read : nothing in them againft
either Law or Religion. And for Lecturersa o2t-
ter Care taken, and with more Eafe to the People,
and more Peace to the Church, by a Combination
of conformable neighbouring Minifters, 1n their
Turns, and not by fome one humorous Man, who
too often mifleads the People.  Se-
condly, My Copy of Confiacrations
came from Archbifhop Harfirett, in
which was fome four Expreflion con-
cerning Emanuel and Siduey Colleges e
In Cm;z";rfdge, which the King in his 2?/;1 “P‘;g;f 3
Wifdom thought fit to leave out. W.S5. A.C.
The King’s Inftructions upon thefe
Confiderations, are under Mr. Baker’s Hand, wao
was Secretary to my Predeccflor; and they wure
{ent to me to maké Exceptions to them, if 1
knew any, in regard of the M inifters of London,
whereof 1 was then Bifhop. And by this, that
they were thus fent unto me by my Predeceflor,
>ris manifeft, that this Account from the feveral
Diocefles to the Archbifhop, and from him to his
Majefty once a Year, was begun before my time.
Howfoever, if it had not, I fhould have been
glad of the Honour of it, had it begun in mine.
For, I humbly conceive, there cannot be a better
or a fafer Way to preferve Truth and Peace in the
Church, than thatoncea Year every Bithop fhould
5 L - give

1 fuppofe thef
Confiderati-
ons are tho'e
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give an Account of all greater Occurrerices in the
Church to his Metropolitan, and he to the King:
Without which, the King, who is the Supreme,
is like to be a great Stranger to all Church Pro-
ceedings, . .

V1. The fixth Charge was about Dr. 8ibtherp’s
Sermon, That my Predeceflor oppofed the print-
ing of it, and that I oppofed him, to affront the
Parliament, Nothing fo, my Lords: Nothing
done by me to oppofe, or affront the one or the
other. This Sermon came forth when the Loar was
not yet fettled in Parliament, The Lords, and the
Judges, and the Bifhops, were fome for, fome a-
oainft it, And if my Judgment were erroncous
in that Point, 1t was mifled by Lords of great
Honour and Experience, and by Judges of great
Knowledge 1n the Law. But I did nothing to af-
front any. °Tis faid, that I inferted into the Ser-
mon, Zhat the People may not iefufe any Tax that
25 not wiypuftly laid. 1 conceive nothing is juftly
laid 1n that kind but according to Law, God’s and
Man’s: And I dare not fay, the People may re-
tufe any thing fo laid. For Fus Regis, the Right
of a King, (which is urged againit me too) I ne-
ver went farther than the Scriptures lead me 5 nor
did Tever think that Fus Regis, mentioned 1 Saw.
viii. 1s meant of the ordinary and juft Right of
Kings, but of that Power which fuch as $a#/ would
be, would aflume unto themfelves, and make it
Right by Power, 1 Sam. viii. 12.

Then they fay T expunged fome Things out of
it; As, Firft, the Sabbath, and put inftead of it
the Lord’s-Day. What’s my Offence ? Sebbath is
the Fews Word, and the Lord’s- Day the Chriftians.
Secondly, About evil Counfellors, to be ufed as
Haman. "The Paffage (as there exprefied) was very
{candalous, and without juft Caufe, upon the Lords
of theCouncil. Andthey might juftly have thought
I had wanted Difcretion, thould I have left it 1n.
Thirdly, That I expunged this, That Popery is
againft the jirft and the fecond Commandment. 1f 1
did 1t, 1t was becaufe it is much doubted by Learn-
ed Men, whethe: any thing in Popery is againt
the firlt Commandment, or denies the Unity of
the God-head. And Mr. Perkins (who charges
very home againft Popery) ays not the Breach of
the firft Commandment uj on them. ¢ And when
¢ I gave Mr. biswire this . nfwer; in his Jaft Re-
¢ ply he atked why I lett . ut both? Why, I did
¢ it becaufe its being agai .ft the fecond is com-
¢ mon and obvious, and I did not think it wor-
¢ thy the ftanding in fuch a Sermon, when it could
¢ not be made good againft the firft.’

But they demanded, Why I thould make any
Animadverfions at all upon the Sermon? It was
thus: The Sermon being prefented to his Majefty,
and the Argument not common, he committed
the Care of printing it to Bithop Mountain, the
Bithop of London, and four other; of which I
was one. And this was the Reafon of the Ani-
madverfions now called mine; as alfo of the An-
fwer to my Predeceffor’s Exceptions (now charg-
ed alfo) and called mine. But it was the Joint-
Anfwer of the Committee., And fo is thar other
Particular alfo, in which the whole Bufinefs is left
to the Learned i the Laws: For tho’ the Ani-
madverfions be in my Hand, yet they were done
at and by the Commuttee, only I being puny Bi-
fhop, was put to write them 1n my Hand.

VII. The feventh Charge was Dr. Manwaring’s
Bufinefs and Preferment. It was handled before,
only refumed here to make a noife, and fo pafled
1t OVEr.
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. VIII. The eighth Charge was concerning fome
Alterarions in the Prayers made for the Fifth of
November, and in the Book for the Faft, whicy
was publifhed Awno 1636. and the Prayers on the
Coronation-Day.

1. Firft, For the Faft-Book : The Prayer men.
tioned was altered, as 1s expreffed s but it was by
him that had the ordering of thar Book to the
Prefs, not by me, Yet I cannot but approve the
Reafon given for it, and that without any the leaft
Approtation of Merit: For the Abufe of Faft.
ing, by thinking it meriiorious, is the Thing
left our; whereas tn this Age and Kingdom, whep
and where fct Faflings of the Church are cried
down, there can be litdle fear of that erroneoys
Opinton of placing any Beric in Fafting,

2. Secondly, For the Prayers publithed for the
Fitth of November and Coronation-Day y the Alrera
tions were made either by the King mfelf; or
fome about him wuen I was not 1 Court: And
the Book fent me, with a Cemimand for the print-
ing, as there altered. I made fray nill I might wait
upoir his Majeity. Ifound him refolved upon the
Alierations ; nor in my Judgment could I juftly
except agamnft them. His Majelty then gave War-
rant to the Books themfelves, with the Altera-
tions in them; and fo by his Warrant I com-
manded the Prinring.  And I then fhewed both
the Books to the Lords, who view=d them. and
acknowledged his Majelty’s Fland, .ih v ich,
not his Name only, but the whole Warrant was
written.

And here T humbly defired three Things mighe
be oblerved, and I ftill defire 1t. Firft, With what
Confcience this Paffage out of my
Speech in the * Star-Chamber was ur- 2 Pag. 32.
oed againft me, (for fo it was, and
fiercely by Mr. Nicolas ) to prove that I had aleer'd
the Oath at the King’s Coronaticn, becaufe the
Prayersappointed for the Anniverfary of the Coro-
nation were altered, ¢ Which is abfolute Non-
¢ fenfe.” Secondly, He charged me that the Word
Antichriftian was left out.  But thar is vifibly un-
true: for it 1s lefc in.  Thirdly, That tho’ it be
in, yet that the Alteration takes it off from the Pa-
pift, as alfo their Rebellion. Neither: For the
Change is this; That Autichriftian Se, alter’d into
The dutichriftian Sebf of them which, &c. and, whefe
Relivion is Rebellion, alter’d into whe turir Reli-

gion tato Rebellion. By which it is manifeft, thac

the Alteration takes off neither Imputation from
the Papift, but moderates both. And for ought I
ye: know, *tis neceflary it fhould: For if their Re-
ligion be Rebellion, fee what it will produce.
Is not this the Syllogifin ? The Religion of the Pa-
pift is Rebellion 5 but Chriftianity is the Religion
of the Papift: Therefore Chriftianity is Rebellion.
I may not inlarge; but you may {ee more, if you
pleafe, in my Speech in the ® §tar-

Chawber, * And when Mr. Brownein b Pag. 36.

¢ the Sum of his Charge prefied chefe

¢ Alterations hard againit me, he did not fo much
¢ as mertion that I had the King’s both Warrant
¢ and Command to all that I did in that Particular.
¢ And befides urged this as a great Innovation ;
¢ becaufe the Prayers mentioned had continued
“ upaltered for the {pace of above thirty Yearss
¢ not remembring therewhile, that the Liturgy
¢ of the Church, eftablithed by A& of Parlia-
¢ ment, muft be taken away, or alter’d, tho’ it
¢ hath contiaued above fourfcore, Nay and Epif-
¢ copacy mull be quite abolifhed, tho’ it have conc-i

¢ Uk
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¢ tinued 1N the Church of Chrift above fixteen

¢ hyndred.’ | o
hIU)[E. 1-:}'he ninth Charge was from Sir Edward

Hugerford, who came to Lambeth to have a little
Book licenfed at the Prefs, 'The Author was Sir
Authony Hfﬂfgﬁfard,whether Sir Edward’s Grgnd-
fiher or his Uncle, I remember not the Relation;
He fays he came to my Chaplain Dr. Bray to li-
cenfe 13 and that Dr. Bray t_old him there were
(ome harfh Phrafes in it; which were .betger left
out, hecaufe we were upon a way of winning the
Papits. Firft, I hope I fhall not be made an{wer-
ble for my Chaplain’s Words too. And Secondly,
I hope there is no harm in winning the Papits to
e Church of England ; efpecially, if fo eafy a Cure
s avoiding harfh Language would do it. He {ays
my Chaplain expreffed a diflike of Guicciardin’s
Cenfure of Pope Alexander the Sixth. Sure, if the
Cenfure be falfe, he had reafon to except againft
it If crue, yet to publifh fuch an unfavoury Bu-
fnefs to the common People.—He fays, he came
and complained to me; and that I told him I
was not at leifure, but left it to my Chaplain. So
the Charge upon me was, that my Chaplain was
. an Error concerning this Book, and I would not
edrefs it. To this I anfwered, Firflt, That my
Chaplain was dead ; and I not knowing the Rea-
fons which moved him to refufe licenfing this
Book, can neither confefs him to be in an Error,

nor yet juftify him, Secondly, for my own re-

fufing to meddle with it. Sir Edward took me In
2 time of Bufinefs, when I could not attend it.
Thirdly, If I had abfolutely refufed it, and leftit
to my Chaplain, I had done no more than all my
Predeceffors did before me. And Dr. Featly then
witneffed to the Lords, that Archbifhop Abbot, my
:mediate Predeceflor, and to whom the Doctor
was Houfhold Chaplain; would never meddle with
licenfing Books, but ever referred them to his Chap-
iains. And Dr. Moket, another of his Chaplains,
(well known to Dr, Featly) fuffered for a Book
tharply ; yet not one Word faid to my Predeceflor
about it. Fourthly, As the Liberty of the Prefs is
in England, and of the Books which are tendred
to the Prefs, the Archbifhop had better grind than
take that Work to his own Hands, e{pecially con-
fidering his many and neceffary Avocations. Laft-
ly, No Man ever complained to me in thiskind,
but this Gentleman only. So it is one only fingle
Offence, if it be any. But how this, or the reft;
¢ fhould be Treafon againft Sit Edward Hungerford,
¢ T cannot yet fee. And {01 anf{wered Mr. Browie,
¢ who in his furmmary Charge forgot not this. But
¢ Mr. Nicolas laid load upon me in his Reply, 1n
¢ fuch Language as I am willing to forget.’

X . The tenth Charge was out of a Paper of Con-
fiderations to Dr. Potter, about fome tew Paflages
in his Anfwer to a Book intitled Charity niiftakei.
The Bufinefs this: Dr. Potter writ to me for my
Advice. I ufed not to be peremptory ; but put
fome few Things back to his farther Confideratton:
Of which three were now charged upon me. The
Grft was, he ufed this Phrafe, Believe in the Pope.
[ defired him to confider of (7».) And in this I
vet know not wherein I offend. The {econd was
this Phrafe, The Idol of Rome. 1 advifed him to con-
fider this Phrafe too, that Men might not be to
{eek what that Idof was, ¢ And here Mr. Nicolas
¢ cried out with Vehemency, That every Boy 1n
t the Srtreet could tell the Pope was the Idol. 1

¢ had not Dr. Poiter’s Book now at Hand, and fo
YoL. 1.

¢ could not be certain in What Senfe the Dotor
¢ ufed 1t ; but elfe, as many at leaft think the Mafs
¢ the Idol of Roiire, as the Pope 3 unlefs Mr. Nico-

¢ Jas’s Boys in the Streets think otherwife,and then
“ T cannot blame him for following fuch mature

¢ Judgments.” The third was, that I bid him con=

(ider whether the Paflage, p.27. (as I remember)
did not give as much Power to the Parliament in

matter of Dotrine, as the Church. ¢ But my

“ Anfwer to this I fhall put off to the Charge a-

¢ gainft me concerning Parliaments, becaufe there
¢ Mr. Browne began with this, The two former he
¢ charged alfo; and I anfwered them as before;
¢ But he omitted that I obtained of the Lords the
‘ reader of Dr. Poster’s Letter to me; by which
“ he drew from me thofe Things which I deter-
¢ mined not, but only put to his fecond Thoughts
¢ and Confideration, In which way (I humbly
¢ conceive) I cannot be in Crime, tho’ I were in
“ Krror. Here ended the Bufinels of this Day;
“ and I was ordered to attend again Fune 27.°

The Sixteenth Day of my Hearing.

L TH URSDAY, Fune27, 1644. | appear-
ed this Dayagain: And the firlt Chargelaid

againft me, was my Chaplain Dr. Bray’s Ex-
pungings out of Dr. Featly’s Sermons. The fame
Charge ad werbum which was before ; and I give
it the fame Anfwer. Thefe Repetitions of the fame
Things being only to increafe Clamour, and to
fill more Mens Ears with i,

II. The fecond Charge was certain Expunétions
of fome Things againit the Papifts in Dr, Clark’s
Sermons. The Witnefs which {wore to the Paf-
fages left out was one Mr. White, a Minifter, and
it feems fome near Acquaintance of Dr, Clark’s.
But, Firlt, this Witnels is fingle. Secondly, he
brought only a Paper, in which he had written
down what was expunged 5 but Dr. Clark’s Ser-~
mons he brought not with it: So ’tis not impof-
fible he might be miftaken, HHowloever, I not
having the Book, could not poffibly make an ab-
{olute and a perfect Anfwer. Thirdly, this Wit-
nefs confeffes that Dr. /7eeks, then Chaplain to my
Lord of Loiden, had the View of Dr. Clark’s Ser-
mons, and took Exceptions again{t fome Paflages;
as well as my Chaplain Dr. Haywoeod cid. So 1t
{eems there was Caule for it. Fourthly, I anfwer;
That for this, and for all other of like nature, my
Chaplain muft anfwer for his own Act, and not I.
He is living, and an able Man: I humbly defire
he may be called to his Account. I‘or ’tis not
poflible for me to tell your Lordfhips upon what
Grounds he did expunge thefe many and diffe-
rent Paffages, which are inftanced agunit me.
Laftly, Inall the Paffages of Dr. Clark’s Sermons
it is not any where diftinguifhed which were ex-
punged by my Chaplain; and which by Dr. WWecks.
So that the Charge in that behalf is left very un-
certain.

For the Paffages themfelves, as they are many;
fo they are fuch as may eafily be miftaken, the
moft of them. And whether Dr. Clark handled
them in fuch manner as was not jultifiable, either
againtt Arminius, or the Papiits, cannot poflibly
be known, till each Place in the Book be examined
for the Thing, and my Chaplain; Dr. Haywood, fot
the Meaning. ¢ This made a great Noife 1
¢ Mr. Browne’s fummary Charge againft me: He
¢ alledging, that twa and twenty Paflages about

54 2 Points
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¢ Poinis of Popery were dafhed out of Dr. Clerk’s
¢ Sermons. To which I anfwered, That I con-
¢ ceived my Chaplain would be able to make it
¢ o00d, there were Two hundred left in for Two
¢ and twenty left out; and that they which were
¢ left out, were not {ome way or other juftifiable
¢ againit the Papifts, as fet down and exprefled by
¢ him. And if {o, they are better out than in:
¢ For we gain nothing by urging that againft the
¢ Papifts, which, when it comes to the Touch, can-
¢ not be made good againft them.’

One Paflage 1s here added out of Dr. Featly’s
Sermons, Pag. 225. where he inveighs againft too
much imbellithing and beautifvine the Church,and
not the Souls of Men, &&¢. Firft, If there be not
a care to beautify the Soul, Jet Men profefs what
Religion they will, *tis a juft Exception ; and [
believe no Faulcr found with that, But, Secondly,
for the over-much beautifying of the Church, ’tis
2 Point that might be well Jeft out. Little Necef-
fity, God knows, to preach or print againft too
much adorning of Churches among us, where yet
fo many Churches lie very naftily in many Places
of the Xingdom, and no one too much adorned
to be found. Nay, the very Confecration of
Churches c¢iied down, (as is before exprefied.)
And this Opinion, that no Place 1s holy but du-
ring the Service in it, made Mr. Culiner, tho’ a Mi-
nifter, to pifs in the Cathedral Church of Canter-
bury 5 and divers others to do fo, and more a-
gainlt the Pillars of §¢. Panl’s, nearer hand, as
may daily be both feen and fmelt, to the thame
of that which 1s called Religion. ¢ Here Mr. Vi-
¢ colas would fain have thovel’d it to the Out-fide
¢ of the Church, (which had been bad enough ;)
¢ but 1t was the Infide I {pake of, and the thing is
¢ known.’

Then an Inftance was made in a Book of
Dr. Fones. The Witnefs that any thing was ex-
punged out of this, was only Mr. Cheswin.  And
he conteffes, that this Book was licenfed by Dr., Ba-
keiy and he my Lord of Londoi’s Chaplain, not
mine, Here my Friends at the Bar infer, that
Dr. Baker was preferred by me. Firft, That’s not
{0, he was preterred by his own Lord. Secondly,
If he had been preferred by e, it could have made
no Charge, unlefs Proot had been made that I
preferred him for abufing Dr. Fones’s Book, And
for the Docket, which i1s the only Proof offered
that I preferred him I have already fhewed, that
that 1s no Proof, Yea but they fay, Dr. Baker
was employed by me as one of my Vifitors. And
what then? Muft 1 be anfwerable for every Faulr
that 1s committed by every Man that I employ in
my Vifitation, tho’ it be a Fault committed at an-
other Time and Place? tho’ | humbly defire Dr.
Boker may anfwer for himfelf, before I acknow-
ledge any Fault committed by him. ¢ And tho’
¢ I conceive this Anfwer abundantly fatisfadtory
¢ ior any Thing that may concern me, yet Mr.
¢ browne omitted not this Inftance againft me,

II), "The third Charge was perfonally againft

mylelt, and taken out of my *Speech

= Pag. 45 in the Star-Chainber. The Words

thefc: The Altar is the greateft Place of

God’s Refidence zpon Earth, greater thai the Pulpit s
for there’tis Hoceft Corpus meum, This is my Body,
Lut 3 the other it 1s ar ot but Hoc eft Verbum
meam, This 5 wiy Word » Adnd @ greatei Reverence
s due 19 the Body, than the Word of the Lord, Out
of this Place, Mr, Nicoles would needs inforce,
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that I maintatned Tranfubltantiation ‘becaufs
fay, there *tis Hoc ¢fF Corpus inetin. Firft, 1 perceiy.
by him, he confounds (as too many elfe do) Ty,
fubftantiation with the Real Prefence, wheress
thefe have a wide Difference. And Calfvin grap,
Real and True Prefence, yea, and he arants rﬂ:
/iter too; and yet no Man a greater Lnemy o
Tranfubftantiation than he: as |

have proved at large in my Book a-  Cont, Fig,.,
gainft Fifber, and had leave to read f- 202,

. Inulat 4
the Paflage therein to the Lords. Perking'sOp.
, ik ﬁ; 3.
And Mr, Perkins avows as much. g

And fecondly, the Word 7here makes

nothing againft this. For after the Words of
Confecration are paft, be the Minifter never f
unworthy, yet *tis infalhibly Hoc off Corpus meu 1
every worthy Receiver. So is it not MHoc eff 7.
buizs e, from the Pulpit to the beft of Hearers,
nor by the beft of Preachers fince the Apoftles
time. ¢ And as Preaching goes now, fcarce is any
¢ thing heard from many in two long Hours, thyy
¢ favours of the Word of God.” And St Pa?
tells us, 1 Cor. x1, 29. of a great Sin committed iy
his time of ot difcerning the Lord’s Body, when
unworthy Communicants recetved 1t, Where was
this? Why it was there, at the holy Table o
Alwar where they received, yer did not difeeri,
I hope, for all this, St. Pee/ did not maintin
Tranfubftantiation. < Mr. Brotwie in his {ummary

+ ¢ Charge prefied this alfo upon me. I anfer'das

¢ before, and added, Thar in all Ages of the
¢ Church the Touch-ftone of Religion was not to
“ hear the Word preached, but to communicate,
 And, at this Day, many will come and hear Ser-
* mons, who yet will not receive the Communion
“ together. And as I call the Holy Table the
¢ greateft Place of God’s Refidence |
“ upon Earth, fo doth a late learned zhﬂﬁiﬁjkﬂ o
¢ Divine of this Church call the Cele- c:ﬂS;TLP:’TGu_
“ bration of the Eucharift, tbe Crows
“of Publick Service, and the inofft [elein and chicf
“Work of Chiiftian Affcmblies : and he a Man
¢ known to be far from affecting Popery in the
¢ leaft. AndallDivines agree in this, which our Sa-
¢ viour lmfelf teaches, St. Maz. xxvi.
¢ 26, That there is the foime Effct of
¢ e Paffion of Chrift, and of this Blef-
¢ fed Sacrament worthily received,”
Another Paffage taken out of my
b Speech, was, That due Reverence be
given 1o God, and to his Altar. Hence
Mr. Nicolas infers again, this Reve-
rence 15 one joint Act, therefore ’tis Divine to the
Altar, as well as to God, and fo Idolatry.  Firtt,
The very next Words in my Speech are, that this
Reverence to the Altar comes far fhort of Divine
Worfhip. What can prevent an Objection, if fuch
plam Words cannot ? Secondly, Having thus
planly exprefled it, he may infer too if he will,
that I do not then worfhip God. For this Reve-
rence 1sone joint ACt; but ’tis confefled, that ’tis
not Divine Worthip to the Altar, and therefore
not t¢ God. ¢ But Thirdly, This Gentleman, by
¢ his favour, underftands not the Myfteries which
¢ Iie hid in many Parts of Divinicy. In this for
¢ one.” For when this Reverence is performed, *tis
to God as to the Creator, and fo Divine ; but *tis
only tsward, and not fo the Alwar, and fo far fhort.
And tho’ in outward Performance it be one joint
ACt, yet that which is not feparated, 1s, and muft
be diftinguifhed one from the other, ¢ To make
K

Idem eft Ef-
feltus Paflionts
Chrith & Fu-
chanitia:,
Thora. p. 3.
g 70. 4. 1. ¢,
Pr{g’. .{.9.
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¢ 2 good Work acceptable to God,
¢ there muft be both Faith and
¢ Charity ; they cannot be feparated
¢ one from the other : what fhall

Tn bono opere

Deo accepta-
bili, Fides &

Qhﬂfﬁu‘fﬁ ., © they not therefore be diftinguith-
E;%ummurf ¢ ed ? He thar fpeaks (faich St, Au-

¢ guftine) by one joint A& fends
¢ out his Voice and his Word ; fe-
¢ parated they cannot be, fhall not
¢ they be diftinguithed therefore ?
“ But I have lived long enough, and
¢ taken pains to fmall purpofe, if
« Mr. Nicolos, or any Layman elfe, ar his by
¢ and letfure Hours from a buly Profeffion, fhall
<« he able to teach me in that which I have la-
¢ boured all my Life. And God blefs the poor
« Bithops and Clergy of Eugland, if falling into a
¢ Storm (as I nowam) they muft have fuch Judges
¢ as Mr. Nicolas.?

IV. The fourth Charge is the licenfing of Sales,
and other Books which had Popery in them, by
my Chaplain Dr. FHaywood.

1. To this Mr. Pryar (who is the fingle Wit-
nefs) fays, That he tender’d a Bill to the then
Lord Keeper againft my Chaplain for licenfing
this Book, and that his Lordfhip refufed it, If
the Lord Keeper Coventry refufed his Bill; I be-
lieve, were he living, he would aflign jult Caufe
why he did it, But whatever Caufe he had, it
concerns not me, that he rejected the Bill.  Mr.
Prynn fays farther, that this Book of Sales was
printed heretofore, but purged firft by Dr. Faines s
but licenfed now by Dr. Haywood, not according
to that Purgation, but with all the Points of Po-
pery 1n. For this he produces Mr. Oakes, whole
Son printed 1t. And {ays farther, that hts Cor.
rector at the Prefs found fault with fome Pafiages,
and thereupon he was fent to Dr. Haywood, who
returned anfwer (as they {ay) That if be licenfed it,
he wouid juftify it : and that his Son told him this.
Firft, my Lords, this Under-teftimony of Mr.
Ocles, produced by Mr. Pryni, 1s nothing but a
Hearfay from his Son, who is now dead, and can-
not be examined ; and while he was living, ran
away, and would not be examined. Secondly,
This was a moft notable Piece of Villany pradti-
fed againit my Chaplain, and, thro’ his Sides, a-
cainft me. It was thus, my Lords: Whether the
Bill were rejected or no, I cannot tell ; but the
Complaint of printing this Book came publickly
into the Star-Chainber, And then was the firft time
that ever I heard of it. I then humbly defired
thetr Lordfhips, that Dr. Haywoeod might anfwer
whatever he had done amifs, either there, or
where they pleafed. The Court prefently com-
manded Mr. Attorney Banks to call all Parties be-
fore him, examine them thorowly, and then give
his Account what he found ; that the Court might
proceed farther according to Juftice. Dr. Haywood
appeared, and fhewed Mr, Artorney how he had
corrected Sales in all Popith Points before he li-
cenfed 1t. But young Oatkes, and he which brought
Seles to be licenfed, (who was then thought to be
lome Jefuited Recufant, and, as I remember,
lodged for that time of printing in Oakes’s Houfe)
tan both away, or hid their Heads, and would
not be found, And this was a mere Plot of this
Recufant, if not Prieft, to have Sales printed with
all his Points of Popery in him, to work Mifchief
to my Chaplain and myfelf: And young Oskes was
in all likelihood well paid for his pains. This Ac-
count IMr, Attorney brought into that Court, and
2

Qui !nquitur,
fimal facit vo-
cem & ver-
bum. 8. Aug.
L 1. de Gen.

ad Lit. ¢. 15.

this Relation Dr. Haywood (who I obtained migfi
be after fent for) attefted at this Bar.

One Circumftance my old decayed Memory
miftook, For I thought, and fo at firft told the
Lords, that for this Clamour raifed upon him in
this way, 1 did foon after difmifs him my Houfe,
But after, I found that he was gone out of my
Houfe before, Howfoever, I left him without
any Mediation to the Juftice of the Court. And -
here I may not forget that which I then obferved
to the Lords, that whereas ’tis urged, that many
Points of Popery have paffed the Prefs ; *tis no .
wonder, if fuch Art be ufed as was here to get
out Sales, And this farther is obfervable; that all
thefe Quotations of Popifh Opinions, mentioned
here to fill up the Noife, are out of four or five
Books at the moft, of which more are out of thig
Sales than all the reft. ¢ And called in he was, as
¢ foon as known. Which Mr. Brewse in the Sum
“ of his Charge acknowledges.?

2. After Sales, the next Inftance was in a Book
intitled, Chriff’s Epiftle to the devons Reader. Four
particular Points were urged out of this: but nei-
ther I nor my Chaplains had ought to do with it.
For it was licenfed at Loudon-Houfe by Dr. [V eeks.
Nor was there ever any Complaint brought to me
to have it called in : nor was any fuch Proof fo
much as offer’d. | _

4. The third Inftance was of a Book calied 7/¢
Female Glory, where Mr. Prynn (who is fingle a=
gain) faid, that Dr. Heylin anfwered Mr. Buiton,
and juftified all the Paffages in this Book : And
added, thac this was by my Direction. But upon
my Motion at the Bar concerning the Boldnefs of
this Oath, Mr. Prynn recalled himfelf, and faid,
that I appointed him to anfwer Mr. Burton. But
it 1s one Thing to appoint him to anfwer Mr. Bur-
ton, and another to direct him to juftify all Paf~
fages in The Female Glory. |

4. The fourth Inftance was in a Letter fent to
me from one Croxton, a young Divine in [reland,
He was bred in §¢. Fobw’s-College in Oxford. Atthe
Lord Mountioriis’s Intreaty, I fent Croxton into
Ireland to be his Chaplain, If he mifcarried there,
I could not help it, nor hinder his writing of a
Letter to me, nor prefcribe what he fhould write
in1t. But to my remembrance, I never heard of
any Mifcarriage of his in Matter of Religion 3
And whether he be living or dead, I know not.
That Letter indeed hath a Crofs at the Top of it.
But then was another Letter of his fhewed without
a Crofs, 1n which he calls Rome, Monfirum Abo-
minandum, Howlfoever, I conceive all this is no-
thing to me.

5. The fifth Inftance was 2 Book; which they
faid was licenfed by Dr./7ecks. And if {o, then
not by my Chaplain. But upon peruafal, I find no
Licen{e printed to it, nor to any of the other, but
only to Sales, which is anfwered.

6. The fixth Inttance was in Bilhop Mountague’s
Books, the Gagg and the Appeal. Here they faid,
that Dr. White vold Dr. Featly, That five or fix Bis
fhops did allow thefe Books. But he did not name me
to be one of them. Then Mr. Prysn urged upon
his Oath, that thefe Books were found in my
Study. And I cannot but blefs myfelf at this Ar-
gument. For Ihave Bellarmine in niy Study, theres
tore I am a Papift ; or I have the Alcoran in my
Study, therefore I am a Turk, 1s as good an Ar-
gumentas this : I have Bithop Mountague’s Books
in my Study, therefore I.am an Arminian, May
Mr, Prynn have Books in all kinds in his Study, and

may
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may not the Archbifhop of Caizerburyhave them in
his? Yea, but he fays, There is a Letter of the
Bifhop’s to me, fubmitting his Books to my Cen-
fure. ‘This Letier hath no date, and {o belﬂ»‘.ac
Mr., Pryan thought he might be bold both with 1t
and his Oath, and apply it to what Books he
pleafed. But as God would have it, there are
Circumftances in it as good as a Date. For ’tis
therein exprefled, that he was now ready to re-
move from Chichefter to Norwich, Therefore he
muft needs fpeak of fubmitting thofe his Books to
me, which were then ready to be fet out, which
were his Origines Eccleftaftice 3 not the Gagg, nor
the Appeal, which are the Books charged, and
which were printed divers Years before he was
made a Bithop: and my Receit indorfed upon it
is Mar.29. 1638. And I hope Mr. Nicolas will not
call this the Colour of an Anfwer, as he hath
called many of the reft given by me.

7. The feventh Inftance was in 2 Book licenfed
by Dr. Martin, then my Chaplain in Loudon- Houfe.
This Book, Mr. Pryan fays, was purpofely fet out
to countenance Arminianifin,as if it had been fome
Work of moment, whereas it was an{wered twice
in the Queen’s time. If Dr. Martiz did this, ’us
more than I remember; nor can I fo long after
give any account of it. But Dr. Mertin 1s hiving,
and in Town, and I humbly defired he might be
called to anfwer. He was called the next day,
and gave this Account.

[The Account is wanting 5 e Space left for it, bt
not filled up,]

Mr. Prynn fays farther, Thatafter thishe preach-
ed Arminienifn at §t. Panls Crofs, Why did not
WMr. Prysan come then to me, and acquaint me with
it? Which neither he nor any Man elfe did.
And I was in Attendance at Court, whither 1
could not hear him. And the Charge which came
againft him upon the next Day’s Hearing, was
this and no more, That one then preached at the
Crofs Univerfal Rcdemption; but he that gave
teftimony, knew him not: only he fays, one told
him ’twas Dr, Martin.

1. The lalt Inftance was of a2 DBible commonly
fold, with a Popith Table at the end of 1t. This
is more than I know, or ever heard till now; nor
was any Complaint ever brought to me of it.
And T cannot know all things that are done abroad
for Gain; for that will teach them to conceal, as
well as move them to act. Yet one of the Popifh
Heads mentioned in that Table, was Coufrimation,
which 1s commanded in our Church-Liturgy, and
ratified by Law,

Here this Day ended, and I was ordered to ap-
pear again fuly 4. That Day I received a Note,
under Mr. Nicolas’s hand, that they meant to pro-
ceed upon the Lighth, Ninth, Tenth, Eleventh,
Twellth, and Fourteenth Original Articles, and
the Sixth and Seventh Additionals, The laft War-
rant for other Articles, came under Serjeant #ilde’s
Hand, and Mr. Nicolas figning this, it feems,
miftook: for the Eighth and Ninth Original Arti-
cles are in part proceeded on before. Now they
go forward with thefe, and then on to the reft ;
which I will write down feverally, as they come
to them. -

‘The fame Day, being Thurfday, all my Books
at Lambeth were by Order of the Houfe of Com-
mons taken away by Mr.......Secretary to

2
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the Right Honourable the Earl of Zarwick, and
carried I know not whither, but are (as ’tis com-
monly faid) for the ufe of Mr. Peteis. Before this
time, fome good number of my Books were dli-
vered to the ufe of the Synod; the Minifters which
had them giving no Catalogue under their hands,
which or how many they had. And all this was
done contrary to an Order of the Lords, bearing
date Novemb. 9. 1642. for the fafe keeping of my
Books there; and before I was conviéted of any
Crime. This Day alfo I received an Order, which
put off my Hearing to the next Day,

The Seventeenth Day of my Hearing.

I. RIDAY, fuly 5. 1644. This Day I ap-

peared again: And the Firt Charge a-
gainit me was, That I had preferred none to Bi-
fhopricks, Deanerics, Prebends, and Benefices,
but Men popifhly affeéted, or otherwife unwor-
thy. And fome they named:

1.+ As Furlt, Dr. Monwering, difabled by the
Parliament,

2. Secondly, Mr. Mountagre, excepted againt
by Parhiament, But for thefe, no Proof was now
brought: They referred themiclves to what was
{aid before, and fo do I.  And where they go to
prove only by Dockets, I defire it may flill be
remembred that the Docker is a {1 Proof who
gave Order for drawing the Bill a: the Sienet-
Office, but no Proof at all who procured the Pre-
terment,

. Thirdly, Bifhop Ceirdezt, But the Earl of
Dorfet got my Lord Duke of Buckinsham to pre-
fer him, to make way for Dr. Duppa, his deferv-
ing Chaplain, into Chrifp-Church.  Nor was any
thing charged againft Dr. Cordett, but that he
was preferred by me.

4. Fourthly, Bithop Pierce : againft whom there
was no Proof offered neither. And he is liking
to anfwer it, if any be.

5. Nor was there now any Proof offered againft
Bithop Wren, who was named alfo; at the leaft
not til he was made 2 Bithop. So if I did prefer
him, 1t {feems I did it when nothing was laid a-
gainit him. And if after he had his Preferment,
he did any thing unworthily, that could not I
forefee ; and he is living to anfwer it.

6. The Sixth was Bithop Lindfry, a Man known
to be of great and univerfal Learning, but pre-
ferred by the then Lord Treafurer Port/and, not by
me. Him they charged with Arminianifin. The
Witnefles two : 'The firft, Mr, Swars 3 he is poli-
tive, he was his Fellow-Prebendary at Durbam.
There was Anmmofity between them. ¢ And
“ Smart, not able to judge of Arminianifm. Se-
condly, Mr. #alter, who could fay nothing, but
that he heard fo much from fome Minifters, and
Dr, Baflwick. ¢ So here is as learned a Man as
¢ Chriftendom had any of his time, debafed in this
¢ great and honourable Court, by Ignorance, and
¢ a Hearfay ; and that, when the Man is gone to
¢ that which thould be his Quiet, the Grave.’

7. The Seventh was Archbifthop Neile, a Man
well known to be as true to, and as ftout for, the
Church of England eftablithed by Law, as any
Man that came to Preferment in it, Nor could
his great Enemy Mr, Smart fay any thing now a-
gainft him, but a Hearfay from one Dr, Moos of
Winchefter. And I cannot but profefs, it grieves
me much, to hear {0 many honelt and worthy Men

{o
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(o ufed, when the Grave hath fhut up their
Mouths from anfwering for themfelves.

¢. The next was Dr. Cofens, to be dean of Pe-
erborough. 1 named four of his Majelty’s Chap-
lins to him, as he had commanded me: and the
King pitched upon Dr. Cofens, in regard all the
Means he then had, Jay in and about Durefm, and
was then in the Scoss hands; fo that be had no-
thing but Forty Pound a Year by his Headthip in
Peter-Houfe, to maintain himfelf, his Wite and
Children.

g. The Ninth was Dr. Potter, a known Arini-
sian, to the Deanery of Worcefter.  What Proof
of this? Nothing but the Docket. And what of
he Crime ? Nothing but Dr, Fzatly’s Teftimony
who fays no more but this, That Dr. Pozter was at
firlt aguint Arminiantfin; (that’s abfolute:) But
frerwards he defended it, as he hath heard;
(there’s 2 Hearfay.)

10. The Tenth was Dr. Baker.

1. The Eleventh Dr, #eeks. Both very ho-
neft and able Men 3 but preferred by their own
Lord, the Lord Bifhop of Loudon.

r2. The Twelfth was Dr. Brey. He had been
my Chaplain above ten Years inmy Houfe; I found
him a very able and an honeft Man, and had rea-
fon to prefer him to be able to live welly and
did fo. Here is nothing objected againft him,
but his Expungings, and not Expusgings of fome
Books; which if he were living, I well hope he
would be able to give a good account for.

t3. The Thirteenth Dr. Heylin. He is known
to be a learned and an able Man ; but for his Pre-
ferment, both to be his Majefty’s Chaplain, and
for that which he got in that Service, he owes it
under God to the Memory of the Earl of Danby,
who took care of him in the Univerfity.

14. After thefe, they named fome, whom they
faid I preferred to be the King’s Chaplains.  The
Witnels here Mr. O/dfwoith, the Lord Chamber-
lain’s Secretary. He fays, The Power and Prac-
tice of naming Chaplains was in the Lord Cham-
berlain for thefe 25 Years. And I fay, *uis {o ftill,
for ought I know. He fays, That in all things
concerning which the Lord Chamberluin’s Warrant
went in this Form, Thefe are towill and require you,
&¢. that there his Lordfhip did 1t without con-
fulting the King ; and that the Warrants for Chap-
Vans run all in this Form., Firft, This 1s more
than I know, or ever heard of till now. Second-
Iy, Be it fo; yet ’tis hard to deny the King to
hear Men preach, before they be fworn his Chap-
lains, < if his Majefty defire it, fince it argues a
¢ great Care in the King, efpecially in fuch a fac-
¢ tious time, as began to overlay this Church’
Thirdly, He confefles, that he knows not who
put the King upon this way, but believes that I
did it. He iz fingle, and his Belief only is no Evi-
dence. ¢ And whofoever gave the King that Ad-
¢ vice, deferved very well both of his Majefty and
¢ the Church of England; That none might be put
¢ about him in that Service, but fuch as himlelf
¢ fhould approve of. But that which troubled this
<« Witnefs, was another thing, He had not Mo-
* ney for every one that was made Chaplain; nor
¢ Money to get them a Month to wait 1n3 nor
¢ Money to change their Month, if it were In-
¢ convenient for their other Occafions ; nor Money
¢ for fparing their Attendance when they pleafed.
¢ In which, and other things, I would he had
¢ been as careful of his Lord’s Honour, as I have
“been in all things. For ’tis well known In

¢ Court, I obferved his Lordfhip as much as an
¢ Man.’ 4

The Men which are inftanced in, are Dr. Heylin
But he was preferred to that Service by my Lord
the Earl of Danly. Then Dr. Potter, But the
Lord-Keeper Coventry was his means. Dr. Cofens
was preferred by Bifhop Neile, whofe Chaplain he
had been many Years, and he moved the Lord
Chamberlain for it. Dr. Lawrence was my Lord
Chamberhin’s own Chaplain, and preferred by
himfelf; and in all likelihood, by Mr. OMdfworth’s
means: for he was Fellow of Magdalen-College in
Oxford, as Mr. Oldfworth himlelf was, and he once
(to my knowledge) had a great opinion of him.
Dr. Haywood indeed was my Chaplain; but I pre-
ferred him not to his Majefty, till he had preached
divers times in Court with grear Approbation;
nor then, but with my Lord Chamberlain’s Love
and Liking As for Dr. Pocklington, I know not
who recommended him ; nor is there any Proof
offered thac I did 1,

15. Then they proceeded to my own Chap-
lains. They name four of them : Firft, Dr. ecks.
But he was never in my Houle, never meddled
with the licenfing of any Books, till he was gone
from me to the Bithop of London: So heis charged
with no Fault, fo long as he was mine. The Se-
cond, Dr. Haywood. But he 1s charged with no-
thing but Sales, which was a molt defperate Piot
againft him, as is before thewed. The Third was
Dr. Martin. Againft him came Mr. Piyin, for his
Arminiay Sermon at §t. Paul’s-Crofs.  But that’s
anfwered before. And Mr. Walker, who faid, He
propofed Arminian Queftions to divers Minifters.
Belike, fuch as were to be examined by him. But
he adds, As thefe Minifters told him. So’us but a
Hearfay. And fay he did propofe fuch Queftions,
may it not be fit enough to try how able they
were to anfwer them? The Fourth was Dr. 5ray.
Againft him Dr. Featly was again produced, for
that which he had expunged out of his Sermons.
But when I faw this fo often inculcated to make
a noife, I humbly defired of the Lords, that I
might afk Dr. Featly one Queltion. Upon leave
granted, I afked him; whether Nothing were of
lace expunged out of a Book of his written againft
a Prieft ? and defired him to {peak upon the Oath
he had taken. He anfwered roundly, That divers
Paffages againft the Anabaptiits, and lome 1n de-
fence of the Liturgy of the Church of England,
were expunged. [ afked, by whom? He faid,
by Mr. Roufe and the Committee, or, by Mr. Roufe
or the Committee. Be it which it will, I obfervec
to the Lords, that Mr., Roufe and the Committee |
might expunge Paffages againit the Anabaptiits,
nay, for the Liturgy eftablifhed by Law ; but my
Chaplains may not expunge any thing againit the
Papifts tho® perhaps miftaken.

From thence they fell upon Men whom they
faid I had preferred to Benefices. They named
but two. Dr. Heylin was one again, whom 1 pre-
ferred not. The other was Dr. Fackfon, the late
Prefident of Corpus Chrifti-College in Oxford. Dr.
Featly, being produced, faid, Dr. Fackfon was a
nown Arminian. If fo to him, *tis well 5 the Man
is dead, and cannot anfwer for himfelf. Thus far
T can for him, without meddling with any of his
Opinions: He was very honeft and very learned,
and at thofe Years he was of, might deferve more
than a poor Benefice.

16. Here Mr. Pryun came in again, and teftified
very boldly, That I gave many Benefices, which

were
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were in the Gift of the Mafter of the Wards: and
all Preferments only to fuch Men as were for Ce-
remonies, Popery, and Arminianifm, Forthe firft
of thefe two, the Bufinefs was thus: There arofe
a Difference between the then Lord Keeper Coveir-
try, and the Lord Cottington, then Mafter of the
Wards, about the difpoling of thofe Benefices. It
arew fomewhat high, and came to Flearing by the
King himfelf: His Majefty, upon Hearing, gave
the Right of Sealing to the Lord Keeper ; but for
the time, till more might appear, referved the
Giving to himfelf, thac he might have fome of
thofe lefler Preferments to beftow on fuch Minifters
as attended upon his Navy then at Sea. I never
gave any one of thefe Benefices in my Life.  And
that this Story 1s of Truth, the Lord Cotsington i3
yet living, and can witnefs it. ¢ And this very
¢ Anfwer I gave to Mr. Browie, who in fumming
¢ up the Charge laid this alfo upon me, and with-
< out mentioning what Anfwer I gave to it.” For
the fecond, That I preicrred none but fuch Men ;
’tis known 1 preferred Bithop Hallwo Exeter, Dr.
Po:ter 1o Carlifle, Dr. Cook to Biiffe! firft, and then
to Her ford 3 that 1 gave Dr. IVeftfield the Arch-
deaconry of St. .ilvaisy that I was Dr. Fe/l’s means
tor Chrift-Chuich, and Dr. Higgs’s for the Deanery
of Litchfields that L {ettled Dr. Dowoning at Hackuey,
and Mr. Herrick, at Manchofter, when the Broad-
Seal formerly given him was queftioned : That [
aave two of my own Benefices to Mr., Pelier and
Mr. Taylor, two of the now Synod ; an Hofpital
to Dr. Fackjon of Centerbury, and a Benefice to his
Son-in-Law, at his Suit, 1 could not name all
thefe upon the fudden, yet fome I did; and no
one of them guilty of this Charge in the leaft.
< Mr. Browene in his Summary {aid, I could name
¢ butone or two. And when in my Ar{wer made
¢ in the Houfe of Commons, I fpectficd more, a-
¢« mong which Mr. Palici was ones Mr Browwie
¢ faid in his Reply, That Mr. Palmer had indeed
¢ his Benefice ot my giving, fo himfelf told him,
¢ but it was at the Intreaty of a great Nobleman.
¢ Say it were ;s M. Palmer was then a Stranger to
¢ me: fomebody muft fpeak, and affure me of his
¢ Wants and Worth, or I cannot give. But if
¢ ypon this I gave it freely, is it worth no thanks
¢ from him, becaufe a Nobleman fpake to me?
¢« Let Mr. Palmer rank this Gratitude among his
¢ other Virtues.’

17. From herce they ftepped over into [relaud,
and objected my preferring of Dr. Cheppel to be
Mafter of the Collage at Dublin. Here the firflt
Witnefs 1s Mr, Walker. He fays, That all his
Scholars were Aanmans, This 1s a great Sign,
but not full Proof. He fays, That Dr. Chappel

was at firft fierce againft them, but atterwards

changed his Mind. Dr. Featly faid the like of

Dr. Potier. Scome {ay Lrminins himfelt was at firft
zealous againit thofe Opinions, but ftudying hard
to confute them, changed his own Mind. < Take
¢ heed, Mr. Walter, do not fludy thefe Points too
¢ hard.’” For my own Part, Dr. Chappel was a
Cambridge Man, altogether unknown to me, fave
that I received from thence great Teftimony of
his Abilities and ftnefs for Government, which
that College then extremely wanted 3 and no Man
ever complined to me, that he favoured Arini-
nianifin.

T he other Witnels was Dr. Hoyle, a Fellow of
the College in Dublin. He {ays, That che Doctor
did maintain, inthat College, Fufificationby Works;
and 1n Chrift-Chuypchy Avmimtanifin,  1In this he 1s
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fingle: But if it be true, why did not the Lgpq
Primate of Arsmagh punith him ? for he fays, b
knew it. That he oppofed fome things in thejsy_
nod: And it may be there was juft Caufe for
Laftly, he fays, The Jate Lord Deputy liked pqe
the frifh Articles, but gave them an honourgp),
Burial, as (he fays) the Lord Primate him{elf cgp.
fefled. Iam a Stranger to all this; nor doth D
Hoyle charge any thing aguinft me 5 but ﬁ[yg;
That they which did this, were fuppofed to haye
fome Iriend in England, And furely their Cyp.
riage was very ill, if they had none.

18. Then were Letters read of my Lord Py
mate’s to me, in which is teftifed my Care of the
Patrimony of tisat Church.  And then a Paper of
Inftructions given by me to the Lord D:paty 4
his firft going into rhat Kingdom. For the firft,
tho’ it be thraft in here, among Matters of Re.
ligion, yet I pray your Lerdfhips to confider, s
about the Patrimony of that Church only; and [
thank them keartily for producing it.  For in this
Letter 15 a full Confeflion of my Lord Primdtes,
That the Motion of getting the Impropriations
from his Majelty, fformerly objeéted againft me)
proceeded from him, as I then pleaded : And the
Letter was read.  Ior che fecond 5 my Lord De-
puty, a little before his firlt going into Jrelaid,
alked me what Service I would command him for
the Church there? I humbly thanked him, as [
had Reafon, aad told him I would bethink my-
felf, and give him my Thoughts in writing: Thefe
are they which are called Tuffrndions.  They are
only for the good of that poor Church, as your
Lordfhips have heard chem.  This was all ; and
herein my Lord (hewed his Honour, and I did
but my D.ty. ¢ Tho’ I very well underftand
“ why tins Paper is produced againft me.’

Atcer this, they proceeded to the Eleventh Ori-
ginal Articee, which follows 7i2 hee verda,

X1. He i his own Perfon, and his Suffragans,
Vilitors, Surrogats, Chancellors, or other Officers,
by his command, have caufed divers Learned, Pi-
ous, and Orthodox Preachers of God’s Word (o
be iilenced, fufpended, deprived, degraded, cx-
communicated, or otherwile grieved ana vexed,
witnout any juit and lawful Caufe 5 whereby, aird
by divers other Means, he hath hindred the preach-
ing of God’s Word, canfed diversol niz Ligelty’s
Loyal Subjedls to forfake the Kingdom, aud in-
creafed and cherithed Ignorance and Profanencfs
among(t the People; that fo he mighe the better
facilitare the Way to the clfecting of his own wick-
ed and tratorous Defign of altering and corrupting
the true Rehgion here eftablifhed.

1. The firft Inftance to make good this Article,
was a Repetition of fome Lecturers before-named.
But when they thought they had made Noife
enough, they referred the Lords to their Noces;
and fo did I to my former Anfwers,

2. The {econd Inftance was out of fome Articles
of Bithop Mountagre and Bithop #ren, and their
Account given to me. Bithop #ieu, Art. 16.
{peaks of the Afternoon-Sermons being turned into
Catechifing: And 47t 5. (of his Account, 1 take
it) That no Leéture in his Diocefs after, {F¢c. It
was made plain to the Lords, that this was {poken
of fome fingle and factious Lecturers ; and that
they had their Leftures read by a Company of
Learned and Orthodox Minifters by turns 5 as ap-
peared by the Aonday Scrmon at Bury, during that

Learned
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Learned Bithop’s time. Nor were any forbid to
preach in the Afternoon, fo the Catechifing were
not omitted, before it, or with 1t: And the Bi.
fhop i living to anfwer It, 1_f ought'were then
done amifs by him. In all which he did nothing
15 any Deputy or Surrogat of mine, butas Dioce-
in of the Place. As for the yearly Account to
the King, according to his Royal Inftructions in
that Behalf, tho’ 1t were prefled here again to
multiply Noife, yet nothing being new, I gave my
Anfwer as before, and to that I refer myfelf.

5. The third Anfwer was concerning Mr. Lee of
Welverbampton, 'The Evidence was a Letter of my
Secretary Mr. Dell, written by my Command, to
my Vifitors there, to this Effect 3 That whether
there were Cauie or no, they fhould either punifh
Mr. Lee, or bring him into the High-Commifiion,
Had the Words or the Senfe been thus, they might
well fay, It was hard for the Judge before whom
the Party was to anf{wer, to write thus, But I cal-
led to have the Letter read again, and the Words
were thele; It there were found againft him that
which might juftly be cenfured, then they fhould
punith, Gc. And the Reafon why this {trict Care
was taken, was, becaufe the Dean of #7udfer his
Ordinary complained unto me, That Mr, Lee’s
Carriage was fo factious there, that he could con-
tain himinno Order. If he were a Man after this
approved at Shrewfbury (as Mr. Walker witnefles)
I hope the Proceedings at Wolverhampton did him
good. But, my Lords, had it {o fallen out, that
my Secretary had forgotten my Inftruttions, and
him{elf too, and exprefled himielf amifs, fhall
that Slip of his (had it been fuch) be imputed to
me? I believe your Lordfhips would not willing-
ly anfwer for every Phrafe of your Secretaries Let-
ters, which yet you command them to write,

4. The laft Inftance was the Sentence in the
High-Commiflionagainft Mr, Barnard, for Words
about Pelagian Errors and Popery. Firft, if he
were {entenced in the High- Commiffion, 1t was
the A& of the Court, and not mine ; as has been
often [aid. Secondly, No Proof is offer’d that he
was fentenced for thofe Words only. Thirdly,
The Recantation (howf{oever refufed by him, as
Mr. Prynn fays it was) makes mention of four Points
for which he was cenfured, of which thefe Words
are one; But not the Words themielves, but his
unjuft and fcandalous Application of them to me,
which deferves them not. And laitly, Dr. Cuider,
Mafter of Tvinity-College in Cambridge, was Profecu-
tor againft him; which Office, {o grave and wor-
thy a Man wonld not (I {uppofe) have undertaken,
had there not been great and juft Caufe for it.

Hence they proceeded to the Sixth Additional
Article, which follows in thefe Words:  °

V1. That whereas divers Gifts and Difpofitions
of divers Sums of Money were heretofore made
by divers charitable and well-difpolea Perfons, for
the buying in of divers Jinpropriations for the Main-
tenance of Preaching the Word of God in feveral
Churches; the faid Archbifhop about Eight Years
laft paft, wilfully and malicioufly caufed the faid
Gifts, Feoffments and Conveyances, made to the
Ufes aforefaid, to be overthrown in his Majefty’s
Court of Exchequer, contrary to Law, as things
dangerous to the Church and State, under the {pe-
cious Pretence of buying in Improepriations; where-
by that pious Work was fupprefied and trodden
down, to the great Difhonour of God, and Scan-
dal of Religion.

VoL, L.

- This Article is only about the Feoffinents. That
which I did, was this, I was (as then advifed,
upon {uch Information as was given me) clearly
of Opinion, that this was a cunning Way, under
a glorious Pretence, to overthrow the Church-
Government, by getting into their Power morée
Dependency of the Clergy, than the King, and all
the Peers; and all the Bifhops in all the Kingdom
had. And I did conceive the Plot the more dan-
gerous for the Fairnefs of the Pretence, and that to
the State as well as the Church, Hereapon, not
malicioufly (as ‘s charged in the Article) but
confcientioufly I refolved to fupprefs it, ifby Law -
1t might be done.  Upon this, I acquainted his
Majelty with the thing, and the Danger which I
conceived would, in few Years, fpring out of it.
The King referred me to his Attorney and the
Law. Mr. Attorney Noy, after fome Paufe upon
it, proceeded in the Excheguer, and there it was
by judicial Proceeding and Sentence overthrown.
It this Sentence were according to Law and Juf-
tice, then there’s no Fault at all committed : if it
were againft Law, the Fault, whate’er it be, was
the Judges, not mine ; for I folli-
cited none of them. And here I
humbly defired, that the Lords would
at their Leifure read over the Sen-
tence given 1n the Excheguer, which
I then delivered in 5 but by Reafon of
the Length, 1t was not then read:
whether after it were, I cannot tell.
I defired likewife that my Council might be heard
in this, and all other Points in Law. :

1. The firft Witnefs was Mr, Kendall. He fays,
That fpeaking with me about Preffeen, I thanked
God that I had overthrown this Fegffiment.

2. The fecond Witnefs Mr. Millar fays, he heard
me fay, They would have undone the Church, but
I have overthrown their Feoffinent. Thefe two
Witnefles prove no more than I confefs: For in
the Manner aforefaid, I deny not butIdid my beft
in a legal Way to overthrow it, Andif I did thank
God for it, it was my Duty to do fo, the thing
being in my Judgment fo pernicious as it was.

3. The third Witnefs was Mr. #bite, one of
the Feoffees. He fays, That coming as Counfel in
n Caufe before me, wihen that Bufinels was done,
I fell bitterly on him as an Underminer of the
Church. I remember well his coming to me as
Counfe! about a Benefice ; and ’tis very likely I
{fpake my- Confcience to him, as freely as he did
his to me, but the Particulars I remember nots
nor do I remember his coming afterwards to me
to Fulbam, nor his Offer to change the Men or
the Courfe, fo the thing might ftand. For to chis
I thould have been as willing as he was: and 1f I
remember right, there was order taken for this in
the Decree of the Excheguer ;5 and his Majefty’s
Pleafure declared, Thatno Penny fo given fhould
be turned to other Ufe. And I have been, and
fhall ever be as ready to get in Impropriations, by
any good and legal Way, as any Man, (as may
appear by my Labours about the Impropriations i
Ireland.) Bat this way did not {tand either with
my Judgment or Conicience. |

1, Finit, Becaufe little or nothing was given by
them to the prefent Incumbent, to whom. the
T'ythes were due, if toany ; that the Parifhioners
which paid them, might have the more cheerful
Inftruction, the better Holpitality, and more full
Relief for their Poor.

Sir Leolin
Jenkins bath
a Copv of it,
out of the Re-
cords of the
Exchequer.
W.s. A.C.:

6 A * 2, Secondly,
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- ¢ 2, Secondly, Becaufe moft of tlie Men they
¢ put in, were Perfons difaffected to the Difcipline;
¢ if not the Doétrine too, of the Chiirch of Eng-
¢ land, _ .

¢ 3. Thirdly, Becaufe no fmall Part was given
¢ to School-Mafters, to {eafon Youth 2b Ove, for
¢ their Party ; and to young Students in the Uni-
¢ verfities, to purchafe themand their Judgments
¢ to their Side, againft their coming dbroad into
¢ the Church. _

¢ 4. Fourthly, Becaufe all this Power to breed
¢ and maintain a Faction, was in the Hands of
¢ Twelve Men, who were they never {o honeft,
¢ and free from Thoughts of abufing this Power,
¢ to fill the Church with Schifm; yet who fhould
¢ be Succeffors, and what Ufe fhould be made
¢ of this Power, was out of human Reach to
¢ know.! |

Fifthly, Becaufe this Power was afflumed by;
and to themfelves, without any legal Authority,
as Mr. Attorney aflured me.

He farther faid, That the Impropriation of
Prefteen in Raduerfbire, was {pecially given to §¢,
Antolins in London. 1 fay, the more the Piy,
confidering the Poornefs of that Country, and the
little Preaching that was among that poor People,
and the Plenty which is in Lowdon : Yet becaufe
it was fo given, there was care taken after the
Decree, that they of §t. Autolins had Confidera-
tion, and I think to the full.  He fays, That in-
deed they did not give any thing to the prefent
Incumbents, till good Men came to be in their
Places. Scarce one Incumbent was better’d by
them. And what then? In fo many Places not
one good Man found? ¢ Not one faltious enough
¢ againft the Church, for Mr. }/bite to account
< him good?’ Yet he thinks I dilpofed thefe
things afterwards to unworthy Men, ¢ Truly, had
¢ they been at my difpofal, I fhould not wittingly
¢ have gtven them to Mr. White’s Worthies,”
But his Majefty laid his Command upon his At-
torney, and nothing was done or to be done in
thefe things, but by his Direction. For Dr.
Heylin, if he {pake any thing amifs concerning
this Feoffment, inany Sermon of his, he is living
to anfwer it ; me 1t concerns not, ¢ Mr. Biowue,
¢ in the Sum of the Charge, omitted not this ;
¢ and I anfwered as before : And in his Reply he
¢ turned again upon it, That it muft be a Crime
¢ in me, becaufe I projected tooverthrow it. But,
¢ under favour, this follows not: for to project
¢ (tho’ the Word Projefior found 1l in England)
¢ 1s no more than to forecaft and forelay any Bu-
¢ finefs. Now, as ‘s Jawful for me, by all good
¢ and fit Means, to project the Settlement of any
¢ thing that is good ; fo is it Jawful, by good and
¢ legal Means, to project the Overthrow of any
< thing that is cunningly or apparently evil, And
¢ fuch did this Fegffment appear to my Under-
¢ ftanding, and doth {till.”> As for reducing of
Tnpropriations to their proper Ufe, they may fee
(if they pleafe) in my Diary (whence they had
this) another Project to buy them into the Church’s
Ufe ; for given they will not be. But Mr. Pryni:
would fhew nothing, nor Mr. Nicolas fee any
thing, but what they thought would make againt
me.
Here this Day ended, and I was commanded
to attend again Fuly 15. But was then put off to

Fuly 17, which Day held.
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The Engt centh Da Y of my H earing,

EDNESDAY, Jue 17, 1644. This Dyg
| they charged upon me the Twelfth Oi-igi.
nal Article ; which follows in thefe Words -

. X1I. He hath traitoroufly endeavoured to cayfs
Divifion and Difcord between the Church of Eng.
land and other Reformed Churches ; and to thyy
end hach fupprefied and.abrogated the Privileges
and Immunities, which have been by his Majefty
and his Royal Anceftors granted to the Freuch and
Dutehr Churches in this Kingdom : And divejs
other ways hath exprefled his Malice and Diaffec.
tion to thofe Churches, that fo by fuch Difunion
the Papifts might have more Advantage for the
Overthrow and Extirpation of both,

I. The firft Chargeis, That I deny them to bea
Church: For they fay that I fay plain-
ly 1n my Book againft Fifber, that 2y Rifer
2 No Bifbop, no Church, Now *tiswell  §. 25. p. 176,
known they have no Bifthops, and |
therefore no Church. The Paffage in my Book is
an Inference of St. Ferom’s Opinion, no Declaration
of my own. And if they, orany other, be aggrie-
ved at St. Ferom for writing fo, they may anfwer
him. Mr. Nicoles added, Thar this
was feconded by Bithop Meuitague’s  Moune Osio
Book, which Mr. Pryun (carefully)  Teclef, p. 463,
witnefled was found in my Study, and
licenfed by Dr. Bray. Is this Argument come
agamn, that Bifhop Mountague’s Book was in my
Study ? ¢ Leave it for fhame.’ Buc they have
now left me never a Book in my Study ; fo I can-
not make them any fuller Anfwer, without view-
ing the Place, than themfelves help me to by their
own Confeflion : which 1s, that he adds this Ex-
ception, That none but a Bithop can ordain, buc
11 cafu neceffitatis, which is the Opinion of many
learned and moderate Divines. ¢ Yer this is very
¢ confiderable 1n the Bufinefs, whether an inevita-
¢ ble Neceflity be caft upon them, or they pluck
¢ a kind of Neceffity upon themfelves.?

II. The{econd Charge 1s out of a Letter of mine
to Bithop Hall, upon a Letter which he had for-
merly {ent me. In which, it feems, is fomething
about the Cale of Neceffity in point of Ordination,
which (they fay) I difliked.  And it feems [ dif-
liked upon good Ground : For he had given me
Power, under his Hand, to alter what I would in
that which he fent unto me. I would not take
that Power; but writ back to him what Paflages I
thought might be better exprefled, if it could agree
with*his Judgment alfo. Hercupon he fent me
another Letter of Fan. 18, 1639. in which he al-
ter’d thofe Thungs which I put to his farther Con-
fideration. Could any thing be more fairly car-
ry’d? And this Letter wasread to the Lords, Yea,
but they fay, I difiked the giving of this Title
Autichrift to the Pope. No, Idid not fimply dif-
like iz 5 but I aavifed Bithop Hall, if he thought
it gocd, not to affirm it fo pofitively. And the
Reafon I gave was this; That King Fames being
prefled upon a great Occafion that he had main-
taned that the Pope was Autichriff, which might
much trouble, if not quite ciofs fome Proceed-
ings much defired by thar prudeat King, his Ma-
jeity made anfiver, £ waiiati it not as @ Point of

Faith,
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Faith, but as a probable Qpinion : And for ‘z:z;rbfcb I
Lave H0Te Grounds than the Papf bath for b_z.r Chal-
jenge of Temporal Power over Princes. Let b:'ﬁf recall
this Opinion, and Pl recall that. This I writ to the
Bifhop, but left him free to do what he pleafed.

Here Mr. Nicolas fell extremely foul upon me,
infomuch that [ could not but wonder at their
patience which heard him. Among other Titles
heftowed upon me, many and grofs, he called me,
aver and over again, Paiuder to the Whore of Baby-
1on. I was much moved 3 and humbly defired the
1.ords, that if my Crimes were {fuch as that I might
ot be ufed like an Archbifhop, yet I might be
Jfed like a Chriftian ;_and that were it not for the
Dury which I owe to God and my own Innocency,
[ would defert my Defence before 1 would endure
iich Language in luch an Honourable Prefence.
Hercupon fome Lords fhewed their Diflike, and
withed him to leave, and purfue the Evidence.

« Mr. Browne in fumming up the Charge made
¢ this 2 great Matter, the Denial of the Pope to
¢ he Antichrift. But I did not deny it, nor de-
¢« clare any Opinion of miy own : and many Pro-
¢ reftants, and thofe very learned, are of Opinion
¢ that he is not. ’Tis true, I did not, I cannot
« approve foul Language in Controverfies. Nor
¢ do I think that the calling of the Pope Autichrift,
¢ did ever yet convert an underftanding Papift.
¢ And fure I am, Gabriel Powel’s Peremptorinels
(10 fay o worfe) in this Point, did the Church
« of Englend no cood, no honour in foreign Paits:
¢ For there he affirms *, That be is as certain that
¢ the Pope is Autichrift, as that fefus Chrift is the Son
« of Ged, aid Redecticr of the Werld, As for the
¢ thing itfelf, I leftit free to all Men to think as
 their Judgment guided them ; asappears by the
¢ licenfing of Dr. Featly’s Sermons, where he proves

« the Pope, in his Opinion, to be

+ Dy, Featly’s ¢ 2 Antichrift; where he calls him al-

gifsﬂ’fﬂﬂf: 2 ¢ fo the b Wheic of Babylon. Which
v ¢ furely I fthould never have {uffer’d
» P Sic. ¢ to be printed, had I been her Pan-

¢« der. And for Bithop Hall, I only
¢told him what King Fames hed faid, and lefe
< him to make what ufe he pleafed of 1t
Iil. The third Charge was out of a Paper,
which Bithop Hall, about the time when he wrote
his Book in Defence of Epifcopacy, fent unto me,
containing divers Propofitions concerning Epifco-
pal Government. In whicheither he or I, or both,
fay, (for that Circumftance I remember not) That
Chureb-Government by Bifbops isnot alterableby buinai
Law. To this I anfwerd, That Bithops might be
regulated and limited by human Laws, in thofe
Things which are but Incidents to their Calling :
But their Calling, fo far as it is Jure Divino, by
Divine Right, cannot be tiken away. They
charge farther, That I fay this is the Doctrine of
the Church of Enuglard. And fo I think itis:
For Bifhop Bilfon fet out a Book in the Queen’s
time, intitled, The Perpetual Governineil. And if
the Government by Bifhops be perpetual, as he
there very learnedly proves thro® the whole Book,
it will be hard for any Chriftian Nation to out it.
Nor is this his Judgment alone, but of the whole
Church of England. Yor in the Preface to the Book
of Ordination ave thefe Words 3 From the Apofties

time there bave been three Orders of Minifters in the
C g::frfb of Chrift, Bifbops, Priefts, and Dearons. Where
‘t1s evident, that in the Judgment of the Church of
England, Epifcopacy isa different, not Degreeonly,
but Order from Priefthood, and fo hath been re-
puted from the Apoftles times. And this was then
read to the Lords. And the Law of England is as
full for it, as the Church: For the Statute of
8 Eliz. cap. 1. ablolutely confirms all and every
Parc of this Book of Ordiration : Where alfo the
Law calls it, The bigh Eftate of Prelacy. And Cal-
vin, (1If my old Memory do not fail me) upon
thofe Words of St. Fobn, wer. 20, 21. A5 my Fa-
ther fent e, fo fead I you, &c. fays thus upon that
Place, Eaudem illis iinponit Perfonam ac idemn Fuiis
affienat.  And 1t our Saviour Chrift put the fame
Perfon upon the Apoftles, and affigned to them
the fame Righe which his Father gave him, 1t will
prove a Jour Work to throw their Succeflors the
Bithops out of the Church, after fixt¢en hundred
Years continuance 3 ¢ and In the mean ttme cry
¢ out againft Innovation,” For either Chrift gave
this Power to his Apoftles only, and that will make
the Golpel a Thing temporary, and confined to the
Apoftles times ; or elfe he gave the fame Power,
tho’ not with fuch eminent Gifts, to their Succefiors
alfo, to propagate the fame Gofpel to the end of
the World, as St. Pan/ tells us he did, Epbe/f.1v. 11.
Now all the Primitive Church all along gives Bi-
thops to be the Apoftles Succeffors 3 and then 1t
would be well thought on, what Right any Chrif-
tian State hath (be their abfolute Power what it
will) to turn Bifhops out of that Right in the
Church which Chrift hath given them.

IV. The fourth Charge was an Alteration made
in a Brief for a third Collection for the diftrefled
Minifters and others in the Pu/atinate. The Queen
of Bobemia was pleafed to do me the Honour to
write to me abeut this: And becaufe two Col-
lections had been before, her Majelty defir’d that
this third might be only in London, and fome few
Shiresabout it. I out of my Defire to relieve thofe
diftrefled Proteftants, and to exprefs my Duty to
the Queen, became an humble Suitor to his Ma-
jefty that this Collection alfo might go thro’ Exug-
land, as the reft had done. And ’tis acknowledg’d
by all, that this I did. Now the Witneffes which
accufe me for fome Circumftances in this Bufinefs,
are two.

1. The firtt is Mr. Wakerly. He fays, That
Mr. Ruly (who was employed by the Queen of
Bebemia about this Colle@tion) was roughly ufed
by me upon Occafion of this Claufe put into the
Brief, and which, he fays, I caufed to be altered.
This, Firft, isa bold Qath; for Mr. Wakerly was
not prefent, but fivears upon Hearfay. Secondly,
What Kindnefs 1 thewed him and the Bufinefs, is
mentioned before; and if for this Kindnefs he had
been pradifing with Mr. Wakerly about the Brief,
(as I had probable Reafon to fulpect) 1 cannot
much be blamed, if I altered my Countenance to-
wards him, and my Speech too ; which yet thefe
Witneffes (for the other agrees in this) have no
Reafon to call rough Carriage, only upon Mr.
Ruly's unthankful Report.

He fays, That thefe Words,the Antichrifiian Yoke,
were left out. Firft, this is more than I remem-

* Tam certo {cio Papam effe magnum illum Antichriftum, quam Deum. ipfum effe in Ceelis Creatorem, & Jefum Chriftum ve-

rum Meffiam. Gab. Pow. de Antichriflo. Epiff. ad Leftorem,
Vor. L
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ber ; and the Briefs I had not to compare : Nor
is there any Neceflity that two Briefs, coming for
the fame Thing, with fome Years diftance be-
tween, fhould agree in every Phrafe or Circum-
ftance. Secondly, If I did exceptagainit this Paf-
fage, it was partly becaufe of the fore-recited Judg-
ment of King Fames, of which I thought his Son
King Charles ought to be tender 5 and partly be-
caufe it could move nothing but Scorn in the com-
mon Adverfary, that we fhould offer to determine
fuch a Controver{y by a Broad-Seal. I remember
well, fince 1had the Honour to fit in this Houle,
the naming of Tythes to be due Fure Divino caft
out the Bill 3 a prudent Lord afking the Peers,
whether they meant to determine that Quellion by
an A& of Parliament. The other part of the
Claufe, which they fay was altered, was, 7he Re-
ligion which we with them profefls.  Whence they
infer, becaufe (with them ) was letcout, that I would
not acknowledge them of the fame Religion ;
which follows not : For we may be and are of the
fame Religion, and yet (agree) not with them in
thofe Opinions, in which we differ from them.
And Mr., WWakerly confeffes that che Words as al-
tered are, That they are perfecuted for their Reli-
gion 5 and their Religion is the Proteftant Reli-
oion, and fo is ours. And therefore I could have
no Intention to make the Religions different, buc
the Opinions under the fame Religion.

¢« For Mr. [Vakerly, he is a Dutchman born 5 and |

¢ how far the Teftimony of an Alien may be of
¢ force by the Law, I know not : And a bitter E-
< nemy to me he hath ever thewed himielf, fince
¢ | complained to the King and the Lords that a
¢ Stranger born and bred fhould be fo near a Se-
¢ cretary of State, and all his Papers and Cyphers,
¢ as he was known to be to Mr. Secretary Coke.
¢ A Thing which few States would endure. And
¢ how far the Teftimony of fuch a canker’d Ene-
¢« my fhould be admitted, letr the World judge.
< Admitted he was.? |

2, The fecond Witnefs was Mr. Hartlip. FHe
acknowledges my Improvement of the Collection.
and my great Readinefs therein ; which doubtlefs
I thould not have fhewed, had T accounted them
of another Religion. He fays, There was no Al-
teration but in that Claufe 5 and that implies a ma-
nifeft Difference, But that is but in his Judgment;
in which I have already thewn that Wakerly is mif-
taken, and fo is he. RBefide, he comes here as a
Witnefsof the Faét, not as a Judge of my Intentions
or Thoughts, He adds, that, if" he remember
well, the Alteration was drawn by me. But if he
do not remember well, what then? Surely here’s
no Evidence to be grounded upon ffs. Here, up-
on the Poiat of Antichrift, Mr. Nicolas ftiled me as
before, and was furious till he foamed again.  Bug
1 faw a Neceflity of Patience. ¢ Mr, Browne aifo
¢ in hLis fummary Charge followed this Bufinefs
¢ clofe : But I gave it the fame Anfwer.’

5. The fifth Charge, and the laft under this Ar-
ticle, was the calling in of a Book, Ao 1637.
fhewing the Doétrine and Difcipline of the Church
in the Palatinate ; but called in only becaufe a-
gatnft Arminianifm. The fingle Witnefs Michael
Sparks. He fays this Book was called in; but he
knows not by whom, nor mentions he for what.
But he fays the Purfutvants which fearched for it
were mine, IHe means fuch as belonged to the
High-Commiffion ; for other than fuch I had
none. And there was canfe enough for calling in
the Book, without thinking of Arminianifm,
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¢ But what is the reafon why here’s nothine g
¢ ged againft me about abrogating the Irnmm?ities
“ and Privileges of the French and DutchChurches
< which fill the Body of this Article? Why, |
¢ I conceive there may be two Reafons of i, O;e
¢ becaufe there was taken by Mr, Prynn, amgn.;
¢ other Papers for my Defence, a Letter unde
¢ Queen Elizabeth’s own Hand to the Lord Pay,.
¢ let, Marquifs of /inchefter, then Lord Tre,.
“ furer ; in which fhe expreffes her Willingnefg
¢ that thofe Strangers, diftrefed in and for poing
¢ of Confcience, fhould have Succour and free Ep.
¢ tertainment ; but fhould conform themfelves tg
¢ the Euglifh Laturgy, and have that tranflated g
¢ to their own Language. And they knew I woyld
“ call to have this Letter produced, proved, and
‘read. And had this Letter been flood unto,
“they had never been able to do the Church of
¢ Englond half the Harm they have fince, T
¢ other was, becaufe they found by their own
¢ Search again{t me, that all which I did concern.
¢ ing thofe Churches was with this Moderation
¢ that all thofe of their feveral Congregations in
< London, Conterbury, Sandwich, Norwich, or elfe.
¢ where, which were of the fecond Defcent, and
¢ born n Eugland, fhould repair to their feveral
¢ Parifh-Churches, and conform themiclves to the
¢ Dodtrine, Dilcipline, and Liturgy of the Church
¢ of Eugland; and not live continually in an open
¢ Separation, as if they were an Ifrael in Egypt,
¢ to the great Diftraction of the Natives of this
¢« Kingdom, and the aflifting of that Schifm which
¢ which is now broke forth, And as this was with
¢ great Moderation, {o was it with the joint Ap-
¢ probation of his Majefty and the Lords of his
¢ Council, upon the Reafons openly given and de-
¢ bated. And all this before I proceeded to do
“ any thing; as appears aped Afta.’

Then they went to the Thirteenth Original Ar-
ticle ; which here follows.

XIII He hath traitoroufly and wickedly endea-
voured to reconcile the Church of Eugland with
the Church of Rome: And for the effecting there-
ot, hath conforted and confederated with divers
Popifh Pricfts and Jefuits; and hath kept fecrer
Intelligence with the Pope of Rome : And by him-
felf, his Agents and Inftruments, treated with fuch
as have from thence received Authority and In-
ftruction. He hath permitted and countenanced a
Popifh Hierarchy or Ecclefiattical Government to
pe cftablilbed in this Kingdom. By all which
traitorous and malicious Practices this Church and
Kingdom have been exceedingly indangered, and
like to fall under the Tyranny of the Roman Sce.

The Scventh Additional Article.

That the fard Archbilhop at feveral times with-
in thefe ten Years laft paft, at 7 effuinfter, and elfe-
where within this Realm, contrary to the known
Laws of this Land, hath endeavoured to advance
Popery and Superftition within the Realm: And
for that end and purpofe hath wittingly and wil-
lingly received, harboured, and relieved divers
Popith Priefts and Jefuits ; namely, one called
Sanfta Clara, alias Damport, a dangerous Perfon
and Francifcan Friar: who having written a Po-
pifh and Seditious Book, entitled, Dexs, Natura,
Gratia, wherein the Thirty-nine Articles of the
Church of England, eftablifhed by Act of Parlia-
ment, were much traduced and {candalized ; the
faid Archbifhop had divers Conferences with him,

while
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while he was in writing the faid Book : and did
alfo provide Maintenance and Entertainment for
one Monfieur §¢, Grles, a Popifh Prieft, at Oxford,
knowing him to be a Popifh Prielt.

I. The firft Charge (they fay) was to be laid as
1 Foundation ; and it was, That T was generally
reputed 2 Papift in Heart, both in Oxford, and
ince I came thence.

1. The firft Witnefs for this was Dr. Featly, He
fays, There was fuch an Opinion of me Thirty
Years fince there, But he fays, he never heard any
Popifh Opinion maintained by me. So here’s no-
thing of Knowledge. And if I fhould fay that
above Thirty Yearsago there wasan Opinion that
Dr. Ieatly, then in Qxford, was a Puritan, this
could make no Proof againft him: Nor can his
fayingthat I was reputed a Papift, make any Proof
againtt me. He fays farther, That one Mr. Ruffel,
who had been bred in 8¢, Fobir’s-College, told him
in Paris, that I maintained fome Catholick Opi-
nions. Firft, Mr, Nicolas would have it that chis
Mr. Ruffel was my Scholar: But the whole Col-
lege can witnefs it is not fo; nor had he ever any
relation to me In the leaft degree, Atter his Fa-
ther’s Death he left the College, and went beyond-
Sea; where the weak Man (for fuch he was) loft
his Religion.  Secondly, Dr. Featly {ays exprefly,
that Mr. Ruffe/ fatd I was no Papift 5 which, for
the Countenance of his own Charge, he would
never have faid, had he thought me one. Third-
ly, If he did fay that I maintained fome Catho-
lick Opinions 3 yet he named none, by which
there might be Trial and Judgment whether they
were {uch or no, in the Senfe he meant thens.
Laftly, Mr. Perkins, in bis Reforined Catholick,
fets down divers Opinions in which they of Rome
and we agree: Shall he be a Papift for this? Or
fhall not that which 1s lawful for him, be as law-
ful for me?

2. The fecond Witnefs was one Harris. He fays,
That Mr. Ireland (who was fome time Student of
Corifi-Church in Oxford, and after School-mafter
at Weftiminfter) told him that I woula leave the
Church of England, This is a bare Report from
Mr. Ireland, with whom I never had any Acquain-
tance, nor was fcarce in his Company twice in all
my Life. Norisitin my power to hinder what Mr.
Treland will fay, or Mr. Harris from him. He fays,
That one that called him{elf Leander, came over
on purpoft to make this Reconciliation. If he did,
(which is more than I know or believe) I think he
would hardly make fuch a one, as Harris 1s report-
ed to be, acquainted with it. But howfoever, if
he did come with that purpofe, was it in my
vower to hinder his coming ? And here is no proof
offered that I did help on his Purpole, or fo much
as know of it. He fays he often petitioned me for
Relief, but had none. It may be; I well knew he
deferved none: And your Lordfhips know thatby
Law 1 might not afford him any. Had I given
him any, I fhould now have heard it with both
Fars. For I am informed he is a Prieft, and con-
demned in a Premunire, and was let out of Prifon
on purpofe to bea Witnefs againft me. And having
fet that which is aforefaid, under his Hand, is
now flipped away, and gone. Who got him out of
Prifon for this good purpofe, I know not; but
[ure fomewhat there is in it, for your Lordfhips
fee his Teftimony is now read, but he appears not.

3. The third Witnefs was Str Nathaniel Breut,
(now abfent, but came in the next Day.) He

fays, I was efteemed Popifhly.affe@ed ih.Oxford ;
apd he gave three Inftances very carefully, to
prove it. The firft was, that in the Divinity-
School there, I maintained the Neceflity of Bap-
tiim. Idid fo; and my Predeceffor Archbithop
Abbot was then Vice-Chancellor, and prefent, and
approved my Opinion : and my Grace paffed for
my Degree to be Batchelor of Divinity, without
any one Man’s Oppofition. He fays, that Mr.
Dale of Merton-College thea thewed him allmy Sup-
polition taken out of Bellarmine. This is 2 bold
and a dangerous Oath: He might {wear that
Mr. Dale (hewed him in Bellarmine, that which he -
faid was my Suppolition ; but that he thewed him
all my Suppofition there, is a ftrange Oath for a

Man of Learning and Law to make, in fuch a

Prefence. Belides, I have my Suppofition, which
I then made, yetby me; and if my Tenet of that
Queftion be the fame with Bellarinine’s, or that
there beany Line taken out of him, bur what I cite
for my own Advantage againft him, I will utter-

ly forfeit my Reputation of any Learning to your

Lordfhips. His fecond Inftance was, that I was

acquainted with one Mr. Brown, Fellow of Corpus-

Chrifti-College in Oxford, who was fufpected to be

a Papift, and after his Death proved to be one,

by a Book that was found in his Stdy, proving

that a Man might be a Roman Catholick, and yet
go to Church, and conform in Eugland. T was ac-
quainted with this Man; he was a very good Scho-
lar, and an honeft Man, and a good Proteftant,
for ought I know. For the Traét found after his
Death among his Papers, that’s no Proof : for
Scholars get all the Papers they can, efpecially
fuch as belong to their own Profeffion. And the
more {trange the Opinions are, the more do they
labour to get them. Nor is itany Proof that the
Tract was of his making, becaufe written in his
own Hand, as *us urged. For the Argument be-
ing fo foul and dangerous, it could not be fafe for
him, nor any way fit, to commit it to any other
to write for him.  Nor is there any Proof that [
knew he had fach a Traét by him; neither indeed
did I. "The Opinion is very bafe and unworthy,
and was firft broached by the Je-

fuit Azorius, and it feems fome of the  Inftit. Moral.
Fellows had inlarged him, and made #-1- 4 8.c.27.
this Tract out of his Principles. His

third Inftance was, that I petitioned King Fames
in this Bufinels. I was complained of to King
Fames by a great Perfon, that I had inward Ac-
quaintance with this Man. Hereupon, my wait-
ing Month being Fune, and not long after the
Complaint made, I took occalion in my firft Ser-
mon to confute this Opinion, and then petitioned -
his Majefty that it might be examined, that fuch
an Imputation might not lie upon me. His Ma-
jelty referred it to the Lord Archbi-

thop of * Canterbury, Bithops of Lon- ;&T;‘:;:Kiﬂ&
doy, Wincoefier, and Durefim 5 where,  Niele, 5%

after full Examination, [ wasacquitted.

II. The {fecond Charge was, that the fame Opi-
nion was held of me beyond the Seas, that I was
a cunning Promoter of the Roman Caufe. And
here the Witnefles are the fame which were pro-
duced before s Mr. Challoner, who told over his
old Tale again of I know not what Plot he heard
from a Jefuit : nothing but Hearfay at the beft.
And it favours like an Almanack de pof faito, ¢ or
¢ rather of fomewhat elfe, which I will fpare to
¢ pame, becaufe he is upon his Oath.’ The other
Witnefs is Mr, dntheny Mildmey, who alfo tells

over
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over his old Tale of his Father Firson. But he was
out of the way again, and appeared not till the
next Day, with Sir Nathaniel Brent. So here’s
a Repetition again of the fame Witnefles, and
fame things to multiply the noife. ¢ Only noble
¢ Sir Henry Mildmay appeared not the {econd time;
¢ but whether 1t were becaufe he had enough at
¢ his firft appearance, or whether his Face was
¢ fcratched then (as fince Men fay it was) I cannot
¢ tell.”

III. The Third Charge was, That I had a dam-
nable Plot, to reconcile the Church of Eugland
with the Church of Reme. If to reconcile them
with the Maintenance of Idolatry, it were a
damnable Plot indeed. But if Chriftian Truth and
Peace might meet and unite together, all Chriftien-
dom over, were that a Sin too? Were I able to
plot and effect fuch a Reconciliation, I would
think myfelf moft happy, whatever I fuffered for
it. But how Is this damnable Plot proved? Pope
Gregory writ a Letter to his Nuncto in Spain, and a
Letter alfo to King Charles; which Letter 1s
printed: Copies of thefe Letters were found in
my Study. Could I hinder the Pope from writing
to whom he pleafed ? Shall not I get Copies of
any Letters I can, to fee what practifing 38 abroad
for private Intercft ? Shall it be lawful for all my
Predeceflors to getand keep Copies of {uch Letters
by them, and fhall it be unlawful for me only?
And here I produced Mr., Dobfon, an antient Ser-
vant to my Predeccflors, who witneffed that Arch-
bithop Bancroft had ftore of them, and kept them
all his time. Nor do I know, how this Charge
can fall upon me: for there is no one word in any
of the Letters produced, that reflefls upon me,
or any Plot of mine. Nor indeed had I ever any
fuch to refiect upen.

IV. The Fourth Charge is, That I had a hand
in the Plot for fending the King, when he was
Prince, into Spaia, to be perverted in his Reli-
gion. They follow their Proof of this out of my
Diary: And they begin with my Friendfhip with
the Lord Duke of Buckinghan, who waited on the
Prince in this Journey. And firft they urged my
Diary at fune 9, 1622. where I mention, that there
were then Particulars, which are not for Paper.
But the Words, which lead thefe in, were his En-
trance upon a near Refpect to me, the particular
Expreflions whereof were not for Paper: NMor
Word, nor Thought, of either Plot or Popery.
Then they urged Fune 15. 1622. where ’tis faid,
that I became C. that i1s, Confeflor to the Lord
Duke, Firft, If my Lord Duke would honour
me {omuch as to make me hisConteflor, as I know
no St in it, fo 1tis abundantly proof, that the Paf-
fages before-mentioned were not for Paper. Should
I venture them {o, there’s never a Perfon of Ho-
nour prefent, but would think me moft unworthy
of that Truft. Next, they prefled Fuue 13, 1623,
where I confefs, that I received Letters from my
Lord Duke out of Spain. I did fo; and I then
held it great honour to me, and do fo ftill. Buc
then, and long before, it was known to all Men
whither he was gone, and with whom; nay, it
was commonly known to all Men of Quality here-
about within three or four Days: And till it was
fo commonly known, I knew it not. Yea, but
then they inforced out of Fedr, 17. 1623 That the
Prince and the Marquifs ot Buckingham {et forward
very fecretly for Spain, And Febr.21. That [ writ
to his Lordfhip into Spain. *T1s true, they went
away that Day, and very fecretly 5 but I neither
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did, nor could fet it down, till afterwards that §
came to know it. And then fo {oon as I came ¢o
know it, which was about the 21ft, I did write
To thefe was cunningly (how honeftly Jet all the
World judge) pieced a Pafluge out of a Letter of
mine to Bifhop F/l. But that Letter was read,
at my humble Motion to the Lords, and the Date
of 1t was in 1634. S0 many Years after this Bufi-
nefs of Spain. And the Paffage mentioned, was
only about King Fames’s manner of defending the
Pope to be Antichrift, and how he falved it while
the Prince was in Spain.  Bat King Fames related
it after. Nor could any Words of that Letter he
drawn to the King’s going thither, much lefs to
any knowledge I bad of it.

V. The Fifth Charge was concerning his Ma.
jefty’s Match with Frasce.  And here again they
urge my Diary at Aer, 11. 1625, That che Duke
of Buckingbam was then and there employed. And
at May 1g, & 29, That I then writ Letters to him,
Firft, My Lords, I hold it my great honour; that
my Lord Duke would write to me, and give me
leave to write to him. Secondly, I have commit-
ted forne Error in thefe Letrers, or none. [f none,
why are they charged? [fany, why are they not
produced, that I may fee what 1t is, and an-
fwer 1? -

V1. The Sixth Charge was, That I was an In-
ftrament of the Queen’s. This they endeavoured
to prov: by my Diary in three places.  Firft, ac
Aung. 30. 1634, Upon occalion of fome Service
done, fhe was gracioully pleafed to give me leavé
to have immediate Accels unto her, when { had
occafion, This 1s true, and I moft humbly thank-
ed her Muajefty for e for I very well knew what
belonged to Addreffes at fecond-hand in Court,
Buat what Crime 1s 1n this, that the Queen was
pleafed to give me Accefs unto her, when I had
occaflion? Here’s no word of Religion. Secondly,
at May 18, 1635, where’vs faid, That I gave her
Muyefty an account of fomething committed to
me.  If her Majetty fent or fpake to me to do
any thing, as it feems fhe did, fhall I want f{o
much Duty, as not give her an account of 1t?
So belike I muft be unmannerly with her Majefty,
or lie open to no lefs than a Charge of High-
Treafon. Thirdly, at Asril 3. 1639. ’tis made a
greac matter, That I fhould then difpatch a great
Bufinefs for the Queen, which J*underftood fhe
would not move for herfelf: and that for this her
Majefty gave me great Thanks. Mr. Nieolas’s In-
ference upon this was, That they conceive where-
fore. But his Conceir makes no Evidence : he
muft not only conceive, but prove wherefore, be-
forc 1t can work any thing againft me. As for
Religton, as there 1s no word of it in my Diary,
fo neither was it at this time thought on, Her
Majefty would therein have moved for herfelf:
But 1t feems 1t muft be a2 Crime if I be but civil
and dutiful rowards the Queen, though it be but
thrice mentioned in fo many Years.

VII. The Seventh Charge was, That I forbad
Minilters praying {or the Queen’s Converfion, and
puntfhed others, The firt Witnefs, Mr. Razcliff,
fays, ‘That Sir Nath. Brent gave it in charge at
Bow-Chnreh in my Vifitation, The more to blame
he, if fo he did. Yea, but he fays, it was by my
Command delivered unto him by Sir Fobn Lambe,
Was 1t fo? How doth Mr, Ratc/iff know that?
he doth not exprefs, IHe was not prefent, when
I ipake with Sir Fobn Lambe. And if Sir Nath.
Brenz told him of i, ’tis but Hearfay. And Sir
Nazh.
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Noeth. having been fo ready a Witnefs againft me,
why is he not examined to this Particular? And
.s for the Paper which was-{hewed, 1t appears
plainly there, that it was no Paper of Inftructions
font to my Vifitors by me, but of particular In-
formations to me: of which one was, That the
Queen was prayed for in a very tactious and fcan-
dalous way. And this appeared, when that Paper
was read. And this I referred to my Vifitors, as
I not only might, but ought: not forbidding the
Prayers, but the fcandalous manner of them.
The fecond Witnefs was Mr. Pryun; who fays,
That one Mr. Fones was punifhed for praying for
the Queen. He was punifhed 1n the High-Com-
miffion for fcandalous abufing the Queen, under
1 Form of praying for her, and for divers other
Articles that were againft him. ¢ And this An-
« {wer I gave to Mr. Browne, who forgot not this
¢ in fumming up my Charge.’

VIII. The Eighth Charge was, That I puniflied
Men for praying to preferve the Prince. No, God
forbid. The High-Commiflion-Book was fhewed,
and that there in the Year 1634, one Mr. Howe was
cenfured for it. I got this A¢t of the High-Com-
miffion to be read to the Lords: His Prayer went
thus, That God would preferve the Prince in the true
Religion, of which there was Canfe to fear. Could
this Prayer have any other Operation upon the
People, than to make them think his Majefty was
carelefs in the Education of the Prince, efpecially
in point of Religion? And this was fo grievous
and gracelefs a Scandal caft upon a Religious
King, as nothing could be greater. Upon the
matter, it was the fhew of a Prayer for the Prince,
but was indeed to deftroy the King in the Hearts
of his People. And had I not there confented to
his Punifbment, 1 had deferved to be punithed
myfelf. © Mr. Browne, when he repeated the Sum
¢ of the Evidence, laid this Charge upon me,
¢ but fpake not one word (to my remembrance)
of this Anfwer given to 1t.

IX. The Ninth Charge, That I did exto] Queen
Mary’s Days. The Proof for it was taken out of
the Preface to the Statutes of the Univerfity of
Oxford. 1 took a great deal of pains about thofe
Statutes; and might juftly have expected Thanks
for it, not fuch an Accufation, But as for the Pre-
face, it was made and printed at Oxford: 1 med-
dled not with it. I could trult the Univerfity with
little, if not with the making of a Preface. If
they have done any thing amifs in it, let them

anfwer it, The Paflage was about certain Offers

made to amend thofe confufed old Statutes, both
in Edward V1I’s and Queen Mary’s Days; but no
effect came of the pains then taken, Recruduit
Labor, fays the Preface. So that this I can anfwer
for them : There’s nota word {poken of Religion,
but of Manners only, and that as much in relation
to the Times of Princes following, as hers. For
the Words, to my remembrance, are Jiferim op-
tandd Temporum Felicitate, &c. And that Inlerim
cannot be reftrained to Queen Mzry's Days only,
buc muft include the whole Inzeriin, or middle dif-
tance of time, to that prefent in which I fectled
the Body of their Statutes ; that is, all Queen £//-
zabeth’s and King Fames’s days, which I think no
Man can deny was Optande Temporuin Felicitas.

. X. Here Mr. Nicolas corifeffed there was o
downright Proof againft me. That was his Phrafe
But he added, that was not to be expeéted in-fuch
a Work of Darknefs, - Then he produced a Paper
found in my Study, printed at Rome. So were di-
vers of my Books printed there: what of this ?
They may print what they will ac Rome, I cannot
hinder it: and I may have and keep whatever they
print, no Law forbidding it; Then he fhewed a
Letter {fent unto me from Mr. Graves. The Gentle-
man is at this prefent Fellow of Merton-College in-
Oxford, a great Traveller, and -2 Man -of great
Worth, As faras I remember, his Letter came to
me from Alexandria. It was fit to be fent, and

kindly received s as by me it was. I defired it
might be read. Then were mentioned Sir 73 lliam
Bofwell’s Letters, and the Papers fent by Andreas
ab Haberufeld, about a great Plot to deftroy the
King and. Religion, and that I concealed thefe
Papers. ¢ I might have been amazed at the Impii-
¢ dence of this Charge-above all the reft: Diados
¢ Impudentia, the Devil’s Impudence,

“and no lefs, as St. Augriftine fpeaks 8. Aug. Epitt,

¢ in another Cafe.” Did I conceal 167

thefe Papers? Iirft, the fame Day

that I received them, I fent them by an Exprefs to
his Majefty. I had a fpeedy Anfwer from his Ma-
jefty, and that I .returned with equal fpeed to his
Majefty’s Agent Sir WVilliam Bofwell, as I was com-
manded. And this Mr, Pryan and Mr. Nicolas
knew: For Mr, Pryan took all thefe Letters and
Papersfrom me, when he fearched meat thie Tower 3
and out of them made his Book called * Rome’s
Mafter-piece : excepting the Slanders; which he
hath juggled in of his own. So foon as his Ma-
jefty came home, I humbly befought him, that he
would be pleafed to appoint a time, and call fome
Lords to him, to hear and examine the Bufinefs;
and this Kxamination continued till I was commit-
ted. What was after done, I cannot account for.
Befides, my Lords, it appedrs by thofe Papers,
that my Life was fought for, becaufe I would not
ive way to the Change of Religion ; and Mr. Pryss
himfelf hath printed this: and yet now Mr. Ni-
colas, from his Teftimony, prefics thefe Papers a-
oainft me, But the King; and the Lords, and both
Secretaries of State then prefent, can witnefs, that
I took all the care and pains above-mentioned, to
have it fifted to the bortom. ¢ Notwithftanding
¢ all this, Mr. Nicelas falls upon this Plot again
¢ upon the next Day of my Hearing, as tf nothing
¢ had been faid unto it: and was fo fhamelefs, as
¢ to fay, That I followed this Bufinels {o long as
¢ I thought the Plot was againft the Puritans ; but
¢ {o foon as I found it was againft the Papifts, 1
¢ kept it fecret, till Mr. Pryan difcovered it in his
< Search of my Papers. Where, Firft, there’s no
¢ Word in all the Papers to make me or any Man
¢ think the Puritans were concerned in it. And
¢ Secondly, I did not fleep upon the Receipt of
< thefe Papers, till I had fent them to his Maje-
¢ fty. But I had reafon to keep the Papers as fafe
¢ as I could; confidering how much they juftify
¢ me again{t thefe foul Calumnies put upon e

" XI. Then followed the Charge of SanéZa Clara’s
Book, alias Monfieur §¢. Giles: {o they exprefied

it; and I muft follow the way they lead me.
| ' 1, Firft,

% Thir Book avas publifbed by Prynn in the Year 1643. in five Sheets in _"Zgurr}a. A Copy wherzof being by bis Endeavonrs con-
veyed to the A chbifhop, then a Prifoner in the Lower, the Arehbifhop awrete Notes f:{ rbr_M:zrgfr: of 51_', fo far, and fo much, as o
vindicate himfelf from the Afperfions laid upon him therdin. This Copyy wwith the faid Notes, is now in the Hands of that Anowing

and learned Autiquary Mr. Anthony VWdod.
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. 1. Firft, then they charge, That I had often
Conference with him, while he was wridng his
Book, intitled, Dews, Natura, Gratid. * No, he
never came to me, till he was ready to print that
Book: Then fome Friends of his brought him to
me. His Suit then was, That he might print that
Book here.  Upon Speech with him, I found the
Scope of his Book to be fuch, as that the Church
of Euglaid would have little Caufe to thank him
for it: and {o abfolutly denied it. Nor did he
ever come more at me after this, but twice or
thrice at moft, when he made great Friends to me,
that he might print another Book, to prove that
Bifhops are by Divine Right. My Anfwer then
was, That] did not hke the way which the Church
ot Rome went, in the Cafe of LEpifcopacy., And
how{oever, that I would never give way, that any
{fuch Book fhould be printed here from the Pen of
a Romanift ; and that the Bithops of England were
able to defend their own Caufe and Culling, with-
out calling in Aid from Rome, and would in due
time. Maintenance he never had any from me,
nor did I then know him to bea Prieft. Nor was
there any Proof fo much as offered in contrary to
any of this.

2. Secondly, They did {pecially except againft
a Paffuge in the Licenfer, and another ar the end
of the Book. The Book was printed at Lyous,
where I could not hinder the printing, either of
the whole, or any part. This might have been
fomething, had I licenfed it here; but that I con-
ftantly denied.

3. Thirdly, They produced a Letter written to
me from Venice, by one Mr. Middleton, Chaplain
there to the Right Honourable the now Earl of
Denbigh, his Majefty’s Ambaflfador. Therein he
writes, Z4a¢ S. Clara was Homo nequiflimus, asd
that one Monfienr S, Giles was the duthor of that
Book. 'That Clare and §. Giles were the fame Per-
{on, 1s but Mr. Middletgi’s Opinion. Such Newsas
he there heard, fome true, fome falfe, he thought
fit to.write unto me: and he being abfent, here’s
no Proof wpon Oath, that they are one and the
fame-Perfon. A .ad I hope a young Man’s Letter
from Zenice, or any other Place, fignifying only
fuch. things as he hears, fhall not ftand for good
Evidence in a Cafe of Life. And he was mainly
deceived in this Particular, as appears, Firft, Be-
caufe what Clara 1s, I know not : but Monfieur
S. Giles is a grreat Scholar, and a fober Man; and
one that gave the late Lord Breoke {o good Con.
tent,-that he allowed him One Hundred Pound a
Year during his Life. Secondly, Becaule *tis com-
monly known that Clere is an Euglifbinan, and

S. Giles a Frenchman born and bred,
The =16 44 < Thirdly, Becaufe their own Arti-
ditional. ¢ cle, upon which they bring this
- . ¢-Charge, acknowledges them two
¢ diftin€t Perfons. Fourthly, Becaufe both Mr.
¢ Prynnand Mr. Nicolas had Monfieur 8. Giles be-
¢ fore.them in Examination, and could not buc
¢ know him to be a Frenchman : as appears by a
¢ Warrant given to him by Mr, Prym, to fecure
¢ him after his Examination ; which Warrant fol-
¢ lows in thefe Words :

<« FYVHESE are tocertify thafe whomit may concern,
< R That the Committee of the Houfe of Commons,

]

< appointed to profecute the Archbifbop of Cunterbury

¢ bave examined and received Satisfaction from ppyy,.
¢ fieur S. Giles, a Domeftick Servant to the Refidens
“ of Venice; and therefore be is no farther 15 )y £
 amined or molsfted concerning 1he Jame, |

* This Licenfe came to my Hands fince my ap.
¢ {wering was palt, fo I could not then fhew j
“ Monfieur §. Giles was never the Man that oaye
¢ me notice of any of this, not fo much as thy he
“ had been examined ; but my Secretary M, Dqjj
¢ came to hear of it by chance, and went to hiny
¢ and had this Copy (with fome Labour) from him,
¢ and will make Oath it is a true Copy. Thic i;
¢ not the thankfulleft Partthacever 8. Gi/es played
‘ conlidering my Carriage towards him.? :

4. Then they charged upon Monfieur S, Gilss
diretly, That I knew him to be a Prieft, ang
yet maintained him at Oxford. The * Cafe wis
this: Mr. §. Giles was in good Place about the
Queen’s Mujelty at her firlt coming: Here he
did fo good Services to this State, that he loft
himfelt in France, and durft not go thither when
the French were {ent away,  All this while the
Man was unknown to me, till his Majefty one
Day at St. Faines’s told me this, and that he was
a Prieft, and that 1t Jay upon him in Honour 1o
allow him fome Maintenance, and preferibed me
a Way how to order it, that he might receive
Grie Hundred Marks a Year as from him ; and
gave me charge, 1f the Penfion were at any time
bekind, I thould acquaint him with it.  After this
Mr. §. Giles, by his Friends, petition’d his Maje-
fty, that being a Stranger, he might live in Oxford,
to have the Ufe of the Library there, betng re-
folved to meddle no more with the Controverfies
of the Time, but to apply himfelf to Metaphfiial
Learning, His Majelty was defirous to have him
plac’d in fome College, to fave Charges: But this
I molt humbly deprecated, becaufe it might be
dangerous to the Youth there, and {candalous to
his Majefty, the Church, and the Univerfity ; and
dangerous to myfelf, being Chancellor: to the
reft I fubmitted. So he was left to place himfelf
in fome Town-Houle, as he could: And for this
his Majefty gave me his Warrant, which Mr,
Pryun, in his Search, took from me. But here
follows the true Copy of it.

¢ Charles Rex.

¢ & tAnterbury, M. S. Giles by ferving Us and
¢ N4 this State, hath [aff all bis Hopes in France,
“ and defies to [pend his time bere at bis private §tu-
¢ dies, Iworld bave you think upon fome way for bis
“ Maintencuce, and to place bim in Oxford, that be
“ may bave ufz of thar Library, which be much de-
¢ fires. Aud yox iay fo order ity that bis Profeffici
“ in Religion may do no barim.

And according to this Direction of his Majefty
I did take order, but with Afiurance from himfelf,
and with Spies upon him there, befides the {pecial
Care of the Vice-Chancellor, that he fhould not
converfe with young Students, nor exercife his
Prieftly Office, nor do any thing againft the Laws.
Nor did I ever hear that he failed in any of thefe
Aftumptions.
5. Then

* ﬂ_re Archbifbop related this Cafe more at large, and thereacith defended bimfelf in a avritten Poger 3 avhich beng e -
Prynn in the Tower, avas now produced and read before the Lords, It may be found in Prynn’s Compl. Hilt, p. 428, 4, /.
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5. Then they prbdticed one Mr. Broad, who tel>
¢ified, That while §. Giles lived at Oxford, fome
Doctors came to hum. Dottors were able to deal
well enough with him; but all Refort of young

ccholars was forbidden, He fays farther, That

Mr. 8. Giles thould fay, That the Bifhops of Eng--

12:d were cordially of his Religion, but that he
feared their Rigidnefs would fpoil all. Firft, This
- but a Report of his Speech.  Secondly, Why
veas not 5. Giles at his Examination afked, whether
he faid it or no? And if he did, what Ground he
had for it? At the moft, it was but his Opinion
of the Bithops, who were never the more ‘cordial
to Popery for his thinking {o. ¢ And Thirdly, I
¢ doubt it appears by this time, that all is over-
¢ thrown, or near it, not by the Rigidnefs, but
¢ by Over-Remiffnets of fome Bithops, who never
¢ vould believe any Danger could come from the
¢ Goaly, as they were called.’

6. Laftly, What’s the Reafon of this great Iin-
deavour, upon nothing but News in a Letter, to
malee Claira and Mr. 8. Giles to be one and the fame
Man? ¢ Doubtlefs, nothing but an Hydropical
¢ Thirft after my Blood.” For Refort of Priefts to
7 piib:th, was ufual 1n both my laft Predeceffors
tmaes, Bancroft’s and Abbor’s, and fone lay in the
Toufe and had Relict.  This was proved to the
1 ords by two antient Servants of that Houle: Nei-
her of which have been done in my time.  Archbi-
fhon Abbot madea Warrant (this Warrant wasfhew-

ed) to fecure Mr. Prefton an Euglif)

2 Corfer. ot Prieft, upon a® Command of King
E{'J»H:P- Court, Fames: Why may not La Freuch one,
It

by the Warrant of King Chailes?
King Yames jultified Bithop Bancroft for doing this;
when he was Bithop of Londoir, and no Privy-Coun-
fellor : And may not I do it, being Archbifhop
and Privy-Counfellor, with as much Privity of the
King and the State, as he did? Buttolet thefe pals,

why fhould I fay here was a Thirft
Tl c.o. for Blood? Pli tell you why? The
$ 5 Statute of 2y Eliz. makes it Felony

without Benefit of Clergy, to main-
2in or relieve any Roifl Prielt l_m_rn in Eugland,
orany other of her Majeity’s Dominions, knowing
him to be fuch. Now they had laid

drt. =, 4ddie.  their Article, That [ had given Main-
tenance to one Monlieur §. Giles, a
Popifh Pricft at Oxford, knowing him‘ to be fuch.
But when, upon Examinationof §. Giles, they found
him to be a Frenchinai, and fo not within the Sta-
tute; (as the Words of thatStatute are
moft plain, and {o is Sir Edw. Coke’s
Judgment upon them; both which I
then read to the Lords:) 1 fay, when they faw
this, then they caft about how to make * 5. Cla-
2 and Mr. §. Giles to be one Man.  And tho’
they could find no Shadow of Proof of a thing
that is not, but e Letter of News from Venice s
yet againft their own Knowledge and Confcience;
they give that in Evidence to reach my Life any
way.
Here Mr. Nicolas, fo foon as he had difcovered
whither I tended, would have broken me off
faying, They did not urge it for that now, they
were not yet come to it. I replied, if they came
toit after, I would be at the Pains to anfwer again :
Bt fince it concerned my Life, I would not flip

a Inlt e »
LnJ.Inlu.C.jyi

Y After yon aeseld 2 . that S. Giles avas fhe fame Man awith Sancta Ch
T i e o e s Cmilplj.' Hitt. p. 427, 429. Nay, be hath the Confidence at laff (p. 430.)

Nutura, & Gratia, althe’ be fully kuew the contrary,
£3 ifd, Hatitis moit apparent, H. W7,
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it now;_ fior leave 1t unanfwered ih any Circums

ftance, "$So 1 went on, bit they never mentioned
itafter 5 and by, this way meant certainly to have
involved mg within the Law, Clara being an Eng-
lifbinci born. ¢ God of his Mercy grant, that
“ this Thirft after my Blood lie not too heavy as
‘ nother Day upon their Souls. Mr., Broone, in
¢ fumming up the Charge, fell upon this alfo. I
“ made a brief Anfwer out of that which is afore-
¢ faid: Yer after in his Reply, he fell upon this
¢ Letter of Mr. Adiddletorr’s, and cites his News
¢ for Evidence, That S. Cloie and Mr. §. Gies
¢ were the fame Man: Which I much wonder fo -
¢ able and grave a Man as he is, fhould f{wallow

¢ from Mr, Pryin, who doubtlefs (being prefent)

“was angry to fee himfelf {o laid open in the

¢ Houfe of Commons,’

XL At laft came w1 the laft Charge of this
Day, That a Cardinal’s Hat was ofter’d unto me,
My Diary quoted for this, at Aug. 4,5 21, 1633.
I could hinder no Ofter, unlefs I could prophely
what each Man came about, and {o fhua them,
But why 1s not my Anfwer, there fetdown, expref-
fed oo ? My Anfwer was, That fonewbhat diwelt in
s, which wonld not fuffr e te accept that till Rome
were otber than now it is. Belides, 1 went prefently

to his Majefty, and acquainted him
bs;Ed.Coke, with it; which is all that b the Law
L.3.Init.c 3. requiresat my Hands, And his Ma-

jefty very prudently and religioufly
(yet 1n a calm Way, the Perlons offering it ha-
ving Relation ro fome Ambaflador) freed me {pec-
dily of thar, both Trouble and Danger. They
urged farther out of the Papers of Andreas ab Ha-
bernficld (which Mr: Prynn ook from me in his
Search) That Signior Cox had Power to offer me a
Cardinal’s Hat, The Words which they cite, are
(for I could never get fight of thole Papers fince)
Mondatum bhabuit offerve, fed mon chinlit. What
Power he had to make me {uch an Offer, Iknow
not s but themfelves confefs he did not offer it.
Nor had I ever any Speech with him during all the
time he {taid here. I was follicited as much by ho-
nourable Friends to give him Adnmnttance to me at
Lambeth, with Aflurance he thould fpeak nothing
about Religion, asever [ had about any thing in my,
Life. I ftill refufed, and could not perfuade myfelf
to do other 3 and yet could not but inwardly (7
Verbo Sacerdotis, this is true) condemn myfelf of
arofs Incivility for refufing ; for which yet now I
fee I am much bound o God for that Unmanner-
linefs. Had I held a Correfpondence with him,
tho® never fo Innocent, where had [ now been? Be-
fides, I would not have it forgotten, that if to of-
fer a Cardinal’s Hat, or any like thing, fhail bea
fufficient Caufe to make a Man guilty of Trealon,
it fhall be in the Power of any Romanift to make
any Englifh Bithop a Traytor when he pleafes : 2
Mifchicf not to be indured, And thus thislongand
tedious Day ended ; and I had order to attend a-
aain on Fuly 24, which I did accordingly.

T oe Nineteenth Da Y f_?f | ny H édr:'ﬁg :
L ONDAY, Fuby 245 1644. This Day they

went on wich the fame Article: Andthe

firlt Charse was, my denying the Pope to be An-
tichrit, ‘The Proofs, the Alweration of the Clanle

ra, and wrote the Book, intituled, Deus,

6 B in
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in the Letters Patents for the Palatinate, and the
Letters between Rithop Ha//and me, Thefe Proofs
are an{wer’d before, and repeated here only to
make a Noife. Nor did I1n any of thefe deny
the Pope to be Antichrift : For, to forbear that
Word, for fome both Temporal and Ecclefiafti-
cal Refpects, is one thing ; and to deny the Thing
itfelf, 1s another.

11. "T'he fecond confifts of a great many Parti-
culars, and moft of them urged before, repeated
only to help to make the Ignorant clamourous and
wild againft me. God forgive them this Prac-
tice.

1. The frft Parvicular was Shelford’s Book : The
whole Book.  And Mr. Pryun very gravely faid,
‘T'hat this Book, and the other two following, were
found in my Study. Is he not yet athamed of this
Argument ? May I have no Book in my Study,
but I muft be of the fame Judgment with the Au-
thor in all Things ? The Author is altogether un-
known ro me; the Book was licenfed at Com-
bridge : fo nothing faulty in me, but the having
of the Book in my Study.

2. The fecond was Dr. Heyliz’s Book againft

Mr. Burton, This Book was printed by my Com-
mand (they fay) and in it 1s a Paffage

for Abfolute Obedience to Kings,
#.229. This was before alfo.  And
I did command the printing of the
Book, but gave no Warrant to put any thing un-
juftifiable into it. This Paffage I caufed to be read
o the Lords; and the Doctor there fays no more
than what he learned of King Fames 1n the Con-
{erence at Hampten-Conrt.  But 1f any thing be
amifs, he is rcady to anfwer 1t : But T find not one
word in him, that this Abfolute Obedience ought
to be in any thing that is againft Law. ¢ That’s
% one of Mr., Nicolas’s Stretches.”

3. The third Particular 15 Bithop Mentague’s
Appeal, p. 141. But nothing hence charged up-
on me, but only, that the Book was found in my
Study. I would Mr. Piyan could find any Books
there now.

2. The fourth was, That divers Books of like
nature were licenfed by my Chaplains, But none
was of all they then named, but Dr. Heylin’s and
Sales, of which your Lordfhips have heard the
Plot how it came to be hicenfed. And for Dr. Hey-
{in, he 1s ready to make all good, which he hath
therein done,

5. The fith Particular is, That the Homilies
which are authorized in the Church of England,
make the Pope Antichrift, p. 216. And the Baby-
lonifh Bealt of Rome, p. 316. But, Firfl, this is no-
thing againit me, tll 1t be proved, (which vet is
not done) that I have pofitively denied the Pope

to be Antichrilt, And, Secondly, I
Art. 55, Fecl.  do not conceive, that the Article of
Ang, the Church of ZLugleid, which con-

firms the Homiltes, doth alfo confirm
every Phrafe that is in them. Nor, Thirdly, do I
conceive, that the Homilies in thofe Places which
are cited, do make the Pope the great Antichrift,
For in the firlt place, the Words are, 70 the beat -
g dowen of Siny Death, the Pope, the Devil and all
2be hingdom of Antichriff : Which Words cannot
pofiibly imply, that the Pope is that Antichrift,
in the fecond place, he 15 only called the Babylou;-
! Beaft of Rome s which Phrafe doth not necefiari-

ly lgnify ¢he gieat Autichiift. For the Beaft fo often

Heylin cont.
Burion, g,
224,
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mentioned in the Revelation (Chap. xi, 4.} is no
where called the Babylonical Beoft of Rome, Apg
if that Beaft do ftand for the greac Antichrift,
fay If, becaufe thofe Scriptures are
very dark) then * the Bealt is pri-
marily the Roman Empire in the
JudgmentoftheGeneva Notcis, « And
¢ that there thould be two great Autichiifts, is Mote
* than any Man hath yet faid.  Here Mr. Nigls,
 was up again with Pander to the IVhore of B.ib}f_
¢ lon, and other foul Language ; not remembripe
¢ all this while, (which yet T was loth to mind hiji
© of ) that one of his zealous Witneffes againft the
* Whoie of Babylon, and all her Superftitions, go
¢ all his Means (which are great) by being a Pa,.
¢ der to other leud Women ; and loved the Bug.
“ nefs itfelf fo well, as that he was (not long fince,
¢ Men fay) taken in Bed with one of his Wifes
* Maids. Good Mr, Nicelas, do not dilpenfe wiyl,
¢ all Whores, fave the Whore of Babylon?

6. The fixth Particular was the Articles of Jiv.
laind, which call the Pope the Man of Sin. Bur
the Articles of fiv/eiid bind neither this Church,
nor me, And {onie learned Proteftants do not up-
derftand thae noted Place of the Apoille, 2 Thefl
1, as meant of Antichrift or the Pope.

7. "The feventh and laft Puarticular is a Repetj-
tion of Scuéta Clara and Mr. S, Giles, and the L1
ter of News, (which were News indeed) to make
them one Man ; tho’ this were anfwered ar large
but the laft Day, and Sir £d. Hungerford’s Tefti.
mony brought up agamn. It’s a fign Mr. Nio/a;
hath indeed no downright Proof, (as he faid be-
fore) that fo tumbles up and down in repeating
the fame Things,

HI. The third Charge 15, That I
fay in my ® Book that the Religion of
the Church of Rome and owrs is all
one. This 1s fpoken only in oppofi-
tion to other Religions, i regard of Chriftianity,
The Words are, Noi do the Church of Rome aid
the Proteftants fot up ¢ different Religiony for ths
Chriftian Religicn is the faine to both, &c. And the
like Paflage to this is in my ©Speech
in the Star-Chamber, and thefe Paf~ < Pay. 36.
fages were read to the Lords, So thac
either Papifts muft be denied to be Chrittians, or
elfe this Charge can work nothing againft me.

IV. The fourth Charge is out of Chonners’s
Book, p. 45, €& 46. licenfed by my Chaplain Dir.
Bray 3 where (they fay) °us faid, That Rome is @
true Church, and differs not in Fundamentals. And
thatat the High-Commifiion, when this Book was
queftion’d by fome, 1 did fay, That the Chuich of
Rome and the Proteffants did nor differ in Fundamen-
tals, but in Circrmftances. And this latter part was
teftified by Mr. Buston and one Mr. Lawe, who {aid
they were prefent,  Firft, Suppole this be falfe,
and that they do differ in Fundamentals, yet this
then is bat my ¥rror in Divinity, no Practice to
overthrow Religion,  Secondly, I fuppofe, if I
did fo fay, I did not err: For the Foundation of
Chritian Religion are the Articles of the Creed;
and the Church of Roie Jenies no one of them.
Therefore there 1s no Dilference in the Funda-
mentals. If they of Reime aifter in Expofition of
fome of thele, that muft necds be a Superftructure
upon or befide the Avticle, not the Article or
Foundation itfelf, Nor did [ follow my own
Judgment herein, but * Cslvin’s 3 who fays ex-

prefly

* Annot. In
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prefly That it dq[pfgbt of Antichrift, the Foundations
of the Church remati’d in rbz_a' Papacy ztﬁlj.", that the
Church might not wholly perifp.  And this Paffage
was then read to the Lords. ‘Thirdly, thefe two
learned Witnefles (as they would be reputed) are
quite miftaken in their very Terms: For they re-
poIt me, as if 1 faid, Not i Fundamentals, but in
Circumftantials 5 whereas thefe are
not Menbra eppofita, * but Fundamen-
tals and Superftructures, which may
fway quite befide the Foundation.
And this, tho’ not the only, yet IS a main Fail-
ing in the Roman Fal_Jrlck ; In which many Thlngs
are built upon unwarrantable Tradi-
tion, as is expreffed in my ® Book at
large, and their many Superftitions
named : and that Paffage read alfo to
the Lords. For tho’ they differ not in the prime
Foundations, “yet they in manythings

rate clofe upon them, and in {fome
things fall befide them, to no fmall
hazard of their own Souls. As for
Circumitantials, it {feems thefe Men
have forgotten, or never knew, that many times
Circumitantials in Religion do quite deftroy the
Foundation, For Example: The Circumftances
are thefe ; Quis? Quid 2 Ubi? Quibus Auxiliis 2
Quomodo ¢ Quando ¢ ‘

1. Quid ? What Man believes; and that con-
tains Fundamentals, and in the firft place,

2. Ubi ¢ Place, a mere Circumftance ; yet to
deny that Chrift took our Flefh of the Blefied Vir-
gin, and that in Fudea, denies the Foundation,
and is flat Judaifm.

2. Quibus Avxiliis 2 By what Helps a Man be-
lieves, and in fome meafure obeys as he is com-
manded ? For to believe that a Man doth this by
the Strength of Nature only, and not by Aid and
Affiftance of Grace, is with the Pelagrain to deny
the Foundation, and to overthrow the Grace of
Chrift. | o

4. Quando ? When ? That’s Time, a mere Cir-
cumftance: Yet to deny that Chrift isalready come
in the Flefh, denies the Foundation utterly, and 1s
flar Judaifm, and an infeparable Badge of the great
Antichrift, 1 Yebniv.3. And in the cafe of the
Refurrection, to fay ’tis paft already, (which is
Time) St. Paul tells us, 2 7. ii. 18. is no Jefs
than the Querthrow of Feith. And the Rule is ge-
neral, That fome ¢ Circumftances,
dant Specicin, give the very Kind and
Form to a moral Action. ¢ This for
« their Ignorance : But for the Ma-
¢ lice of their Qath, I leave them to
¢« God’s Mercy. Here M. Birowie,
¢ when he fummed up the Evidence
¢ againft me, fell upon this; and faid,
¢ That when I save divers Inftances what dange-
¢ rous Errors Circumitances did fometimes breed
“ in Religion, I gave no Inftance in any Point of
¢ Popery. But to this I anfwered, Firft, That 1t
¢ was not material what Inftances I made, {o 1 was
¢ able to make fome. Secondly, That it was not
‘ poffible for me, or perhaps a readier Man, to
¢ have all Inftances fo prefent with his Memory.
¢ Thirdly, If an Inftance in Popery, rank Pope-
¢ ry,will ferve the Turn, you may take it 1n Tran-
¢ fubftantiation. That is either a Fundamental
¢ Point, or it is not: If it be not fundamental,
¢ why did the Papift put the Proteftant to death
¢ for it? And why did the Proteftant lufter deqth?
“ If it be fundamental, (as it feems by both Sides

Yor. L
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© It was accounted) it is upon the bare Circum-
¢ ftance of Quomods, how Chrift is prefent in the
¢ Sacrament,’ _ |
As for that which was faid in’the Beginning of
this Charge, That Rome 75 a True Church : 1 ever
did, and ever muft grant it, that fuck icis, Veritate
Lntis, 1n the Truth of its Entity and Being, For;
as 1 have faid againft  Fifber, Ens & |
Veruiiy Being and Trueare convertible  <§ zo. 4. 128.
one with another. And every Thing
that hath a Being, is truly thar Being which it is
in Truth of Subftance. But aRight or an Ortho-
dox Church I never faid it was, eicher in Do&rine
or Manners. Asa Thief is a true Man in Verity
of his Effence, that is, he is a Creature indued
with Reafon: But it doth not therefore follow and
that he 1s a true Man, Veritate Moris, in his Life
and Converfation. ¢ And thisIanfwered firft tothe
¢ Lords,and after toMr. Browne’s fummaryCharge;
¢ who in his laft Reply faid two Things: Firft,
¢ That when I {aid Reime was a True Church, I
¢ Ipake it generally, without this Diftinétion. But
¢ this 15 quite beyond the Proof; for no Witnefs
¢ fays fo. Befides, it is manifeft by Diftin&tion of
 Fundamentals from other Doctrines (acknow-
¢ ledged by both the Witneffes) that I did not
¢ {peak it abfolutely, but plain enough to any or-
¢ dinary Underftanding. Secondly, (which I was
¢ very lorry to hear from {o grave a Man) he add-
“ ed, That there was no Truth of a Church, but
¢ in the Verity of Doctrine and Manners ; and that
¢ in Veritate Entis, 2 Company of Turks were a
¢ True Church, Now God be merciful to us, whi-
¢ ther are we polting ? *T'is known that the Greek
* Word ‘Ezamiiz, which fignifies Church, fignifies
¢ alfo 1n Heathen Authors any kind of Company
¢ or Conngregation of Men, Turks if you will. Butin
“ Ecclefaftical Writers, and among all Chriftians,
¢ the Word Church 1s ufed only (and 'Erwmncie
¢ too) for a Company of Men which profefs the
¢ Faith of Chrift, and are baptized into his Name.
¢ And will any Man fay that a Company of Turks
¢ are fuch a Church 7i Veritate Eutis, in the Verity
¢ of this Being, as all the World knows Papilts
¢are? Or if he will not fpeak de Ente tali, bur
¢ change the Swuppofitnin, he may fay what he
¢ pleafe. But I was very much troubled to hear
¢ this, and fromrhim,” I had almoft forgor that
Mr. Nicolas here prefied the Autho-
rity of the f Hemilicsupon me agamn y ¢ g, Par..
where ’tis faid, That the Bifbop of p. 213.
Rome and their Adberents are not the
true Church, But the Anfwer 1s eafy : For I fay as
the Homily doth, and as 1t means too in that Plaze
namely, that the Church of Rome is not the Trues
that is, not the Catholick Church, nor the Head
thereof, But there 1s a great deal of Difference
between the Chuich and @ Church : The one is the
General, the other a Particular. The Church it
cannot be : 4 Church1t1s; and a true one too,
in the Senfe before fpecified. Upon occalion of
this, Mr. Nicolas’s Mouth was openagain, and f{aid,
That at the beginning I reckon’d up fome that I
had converted ; but if this were my Opinion, and
that if chis might ftand for good, I might convert
the Devil and all. My Ears had been {o beaten with
his Language, that I was patient, and left him to
infult. And to help on this Bufinefs, while he was
in thefe loud Expreflions, the Earl of Pembroke
came to M, Burton to the Bar, and in my hearing
defired hin: to repeat the Teftimony he had given;
which Mr, Burton did, anél his Lordfhip feemed to
68 2 be
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be much pleafed with it. Not long before, when
the News was come hot to the Houfe that Tork
was taken, when I came at Five in the Afternoon
to make my Anfwer, I was no {ooner come to the
Bar, but the fame Lord came and fat juft before
me, and there with much Joy told Mr. Licutenant
the News. I prefume he did it in favour to me,
becaufe he thought it would put me in very good
Heart, being then inftantly to begin to make my
Anfwer, God forgive this Lord ; for I have de-
{erved in my time far better of him, if he under-
ftood himfelf, or any Man elfe.

V. The next Charge was out of Dr, Pocklinfen’s
Altare Chriftianum, p. 49, 50. where he {peaks
(they fay, for I now have not his Book} of a Hap-
pinefs that the Bifhops of Englend can dertve their
Succeflion from St. Peter ; which, in greac Scorn,
Mr. Nicolas called the Archbifbop’s Pedigree, Firft,
If there be any Crime in this, Dr. Pocklinton 1s to
anfwer it, not I.  Secondly, he may {corn what
he will ; but wife Men know ’tis a great Honour
to the Church of Eugland, and a great Stopple in
the Mouths of the Romaiiffs, that her Bifhops can
derive their Calling fucceflively from St, Peser ;
efpecially confidering how much they ftand upon
perfonal Succeflion,  Thirdly, Dr. Pocklinten in
this fays no more for me and the Bifhops, than
* St, Augnfiin urged for himfelf and his Brethren
againft the Donatifts 1n the fame Words, fave that
St. Auguftin begins at St. Peter, and defcends to his
own Time; and the Dofor begins at his own
Time, and afcends to St. Peter. ¢ But it feems,
¢ an upftart Clergy, without a Calling, wili ferve
¢ Mr. Nicolas well enough.’

VI. The fixth Charge was, That Books were
written of purpofe to maintain thefe Opinions ;
and fueh Men as writ them only preferred. He
named Mr. Shelford, Mr. Butierfield, Dr. Cofens,
and Dr. Pockliuton. ‘This hath been clamoured
upon already : If any have {et out unworthy Books,
they may be called to account for it ; I hope I
fhall not anfwer for all the Divines in the King-
dom. ¢ They wiiom I preferred were worthy and
¢ able Men, and it will not be in the power of
¢« Mr, }hite’s Centuries to blaft a Man of them a-
¢ mong any that know them.” For thefe that are
named, Mr. Shelford 1 know not, Mr. Butterfield
I faw punilhed in the High-Commiffion ; neither
of them preferred, that I know. ¢ The two lat,
¢ by whomf{oever they were preferred, deferved all
¢ the Preferment they had, and more.”

VII. The feventh Charge is out of my Diary at
Fune 15, 1632. where ’tis laid, That I preferred
Mz, Secretary Windebank, sy old Friend. And here
Mr. Nicolaslaidallthe Correfpondency open,which
(he faid) that Gentleman had with the Pope’s A-
gents, with Priefts and Jefuits: And when he had
made him this way as foul as he could, then I muft
be guilty of all, for preferring fuch 2 Man to the
King. This Gentleman was indeed my antient
Friend: In my many Years Acquaintance with him,
[ faw nothing in him but Honefty and Worth, If
when he was preferred, he decetved my Opinion,
he is living to anfwer for himfelf. Many in all
Ages have been preterred to Princes, which do not
aniwer the Hopes and Defires of them which pre-
fer them; and yet they not made anfwerable for
them ncither. But whether he did fail in any pub-
lick Trult, or no, I am not his Judge. Yea, butfome

41. The Trial of Dr. William Laud,

1¢Car.].

Letters were found from his Son Thomas, what En.
tertainment he had in foreign Parts for his Fathey,
fake. But thefe Letters were read to the Lorg

and there is not one Word in them that relares g
me: And ’tis both likely and fit the Son of 3 .
cretary of State thould be worthily uled in his Ty,
vels.  Yea, but his Son Chiiffepher was at Ry,
and {ent thither to infinuate himfelf ’
with the Pope : So Audreas ab He-
bernfield writes in the Papers which %% %% Pa-

Sir ¥illiam Bofiwell fent over to me, If 7

he did fend his Son to that end, then I difcovered
his Plot; for I cauled thofe Papers to be examineg
by the King and the Lords, as is before relateq,
Befides, in my poor Judgment, the Pope muft be
a very hmple Man, (¢ 1t may be Mr, Nicolas thinks
¢ him fo, compar’d with himfelf?) that a Youth

of Seventeen at the moft, fhould infinuate himfolf
to fifh any thing out of him for his Father’s Ser-
vice. Laltly, he prefled, that my Intereft continued
with Mr. Secretary in all thefe Courfes of his. *Tis
well known in Court the old Interelt did not con-
tinue between us: But for old Friendthip’s fake [
will not be drawn to fay more, As for his relea-
fing of any Priefts, he muft give an Account of that
himfelf. But for myfelf, T was fo careful in this
Particular, that I never put my Hand, tho’ pub.
hick at Council-Table or Star-Chamber, to any
Releafe 1n all my Time. I might be named, as
prefent when fuch Releafe was made, (which [
could not avoid; ) but aét in any I did not. Nay,
I was fo careful, that I refufed to fet my Hand to
any Licence to travel, left, if any young Man
fhould be perverted abroad in his Travels, any
thing might be imputed to me. And this all the
Clerks of the Council can witnefs. ¢ But I fee no
¢ Warinels, no Care, can prevent the Envy and
“ the Malice of the Many and the Mighty.

VIII. The eighth Charge was my Correfpon-
dence with Popifh Priefts. And for Proof of this,
they produced divers Witneffes.

1. T'he firlt Witnefs was one #adfworth, one of
the common Mefiengers ufed to attach fuch Per-
fons. He fays, That Swith alins Fludd, bragged
to him that he had Acquaintance with me, Here’s
nothing but a bragging Report of Smith; who,
what he is, I know not. So here’s no Proof, He
fays, That four Pound was fent to himfelf, to
free him out of Prifon; and that Davis told him
it came from me. This is but 2 Hearfay from Da-
vis, as the former was from §with, But fay, my
Lords, 1f I did {fend him four Pound to free him
out of Prifon, doth he not now very thankfully
reward me forit? The truth is my Lords, I did
fend him four Pound: And the Motive that made
me {end 1ty was becaufe I heard he was a Convert
from Popery to be a Proteftant, and that his Im-
prifonment was as much for that as for any thing
elfe. And this was attefted to the Lords by my
Servant Mr. Suath, who was one of them (hat mo-
ved me for him, |

2. The{econd Witnefs was Francis Newwtor, ano-
ther Meflenger. He fays, that when he had ta-
ken Henry Nors, a Prieft, he thould have been car-
ried 0 a private Committee ; that he difliked ir,
and complained to Mr. Secretary Cook, who ( he
fays) fent him to me ; and that when he came to
szméetb, Mr, Dell told him I was in my Garden
with Sir Zoly Masthew. My Servant Mr, Dell be-

mg

-(2_{*' i _/:‘ ff,_f/ﬁ.r K-

* Pero fucceflic Linus, Lino Clemens, &c.  Etfic que ad Anaftafium, quinunc fedet, Et in hoc ordine fucceffonis nullus

Donuiifia Epifcopus invenitur,  §. Aug. Epifl. 163,



1643. H.L. Archbyfbop of Canterbury, for High-Tféafbn; 928

ing appointed my Sollic?tor, Was now PI’ﬁfE:I]t in
Court, and denied all this. And well he might ;
for Sir oy was never 1 Iny Garden w_lth me in
Jil his Life. And 1f Mr. Del told him that I
would not meddle in the Bufinefs, (as he fays he
did) Mr. Dell muft give the Account for it, not I.
Yer if there were a R{:ff:trcnfzc of this Mors to a
private Commiittee, the hindring of that was more
proper to Mr. Secretary than to me. Howfoever,
here was no hurt done : For he confefles that Mors
was fent back to Newgate. And if (as he farther
fays) he was difcharged by Mr. Secretary Winde-
Jouk, that is nothing to me. He fays, he was in-
formed by Stukely, that Smith, alias Fludd, was ac-
quainted with me. But if he were but informed
{o himfelf, that’s no Proof toinform your Lord-
fhips. He fays, that Brown a Prieft was difmif-
fed out of the High-Commiffion. Thus it was:
He was called in thither for very foul Unclean-
nefs. In procefs of this Bufinefs, he there openly
confefled himfelf a Prieft. Hereupon that Court
fent him to Newgarte. ¢ What became of him after,
« ] know not, fave that I know he was frictly ex-
« amined by Mr. Pym and others concerning me,”
This Newter, upon what Gradge 1 know not,
calls me Rogue, and all to naught in all Compa-
nies s and with fo much Iacquainted the Lords.
3. The third Winefs was Tho. Mayo, a Meflen-
aer alfo. He fays, that Sir Toby Matthew was ac-
counted a Prieft when he was in Parts beyond the
Seas ; and that he faw him 1n a2 Coach with me,
and that he went over with me in my Barge. Firft,
Igave in two Exceptions againftthisWitnefs: One,
that he was a Man of no Conlcience; for he had
fhifted his Religion from Proteftant to Papift, and
back again three or four times Which wasa Thing
xnown. The other was, that he kept a Brothel-
Houle at this prefent, and that his Fellow 77a4/-
aworth knew this, and called him pimping Knave,
faying he kept a Brace of Wenches at this time in
his Houfe. And thefe Words he {pake of him but
the fifth of this prefent Fuly, in the Bu/l Tavern in
the Palace-Yard. So1thought him no fit Witnefs.
But he was heard for all this. ¢ And afterward
¢ Wadfworth meeting my Servant Mr. Suath, he
¢ told him that he did fay fo to Meye,and wonder’d
¢ how I fhould come to hear it.” Being admitted,
and faying as he did, Itold the Lords that he be-
gan witha very bold Oath, and like aShifter of his
Religion : For I had four Servants there, three of
which ufually attended me when I went and return-
ed from Court, Mr. Dell, Mr, Snath, Mr. Geodwin,
and Mr. Dobfon,and they all attefted the contrary 3
and T never went, but one of thefe, at leaft, was
with me. Befides, he is fingle in this Teftimony.
He fays, that he faw Sir Toby feveral umes 1n my
Houfe. But he confefles withal, that he never faw
him near me, For my own part, I cannot fay that
ever he was within my Doors, But if he, or others
of bis Quality, do come to pry out any_thing_in
my Houle, how is it poffible for me to hinder 1t ?
My Porter could not fee it written 1n themr Fore-
heads, who they were. He fays, that one Price
was often feen at my Hounfe, But he doth not fay
he was feen with me, or there with my Knowledge.
¥ie f2ys, that one Leander was reported to have
been my Chamber-Fellow in Oxford. Firft, This
is kut 2 Report, and.fo no Evidence. Secondly, If
he were my Chamber-Fellow in Oxford when we
were Boys together, Tam fure he was then no
Prieft ; azé he was but a Boy when he left the

College. He confeffes that I gave Order to ob:
ferve who and how many reforted to Ambaffi
dors Houfes, and Signior Con’s, and fays he
thought I could prove it. But I believe he wouild
never h'ave confeffed it, but that he knew I could
prove 1t. And thereupon I fhewed the Lords
many Papers certifying me what Numbers were
found reforting to each Place refpe@ively ; and
Thomas Mayo’s Hand to many of thofe Papers. He
fays, he took one Peter Wilford, and brought him
to me to ¥ biteball, while Sir Fobn Lambe was with
me. But he confefles withal, that Wilford then -
fhewed Mr. Secretary Windebank’s Warrant to dif-
charge him: And then what could I do io him #
Nay, I have fome caule to think he would never
have apprehended him, had he not known he had
that Warrant. Laftly, he fays, that once at the
Star-Chamber I told him he was too quick and
nimble for me. And I hope it is no Treafon, if I
did fay fo. Nor could I mean he was too quick in
apprenending Priefts, for I found both himand his
Fellows, after Croffe’s death, flow enough at that
But if I faid fo, it was becaufe I could not tell
how to truft his Shifting and his Wilinefs

4. The fourth Witnels was Elizabeth Graye;
Wite to another Mcflenger.  And this is a very
fine Witnefs, For firft, the fays, her Hufband
was committed, by my means. And then witha
Breath fhe fays, She doth not know by whom he
was committed, but fhe thinks by Secretary 7ide-
bank and me. But fince fhe doth not know, but
think only, I hope her thinking can be no Evi-
dence. She {ays, that fhe delivered me a Petition,
and that I flung it away, faying, I would not med-
dle with any Prieft-catching Knave, The Witnels
fingle, and I doubt doating, and the Words far
from Treafon.

5. The fifth Witnefs was Fobu Cooke, a Meflen-
ger too, and one that for his Mi{demeanor had
{tood 1n the Pillory. This I urged againft him,
as unfit to witnefs agatnft me : ¢ My Witnefs that
¢ faw him in the Pillory, was {o threatned, that
¢ he fent me word he durft not come. I may not
¢ {ay from whom this Threatning came.” But the
thing was {o true, that Cooke himielf confeffed it,
but exculed the Caufe; and his Teftimony received.
He told how Fifber the Jeluit was taken by Graye;
that when he was brought to the Council-Table,
Secretary Cook and I went to the King to know his
Pleafure about him ; that we brought back word
from his Majefty to the Lords, that he fhould be
banithed. All this while here’s no hurt done.
Then he fays, that notwithftanding this Order of
his Majefty, Graye and he met Fifber at hiberty, by
a Warrant from Secretary #indebank : ‘That here-
upon Graye repaired to Secretary Cook, and to mey
and that De// told him I would not meddle with it.
My Secretary muft anfwer this, I remember it not.
But if Mr, Dell received any {fuch Anfwer from me,
that I would not meddle with it; there were two
apparent Reafons for it: One, that I would not
meddle with it alone, his Majefty’s Order being;
to all the Lords: The other, that Fifber was the
Man I had written againft, and Men would have
been apt to fay, that when I could not anfwer, 1
fought means to deftroy. So I no way fit (alone
at leaft) to meddle with him of all Men. He
fays, that Graye was committed to the Fleet, for
railing on me in my own Houfe. Yet he confefles,
that he was not committed by me. And I prefume
your Lordfhips will think there was Caule of his

Commitment,



