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CHAPTER I
KING AND KIRK

Charles the First might have died in bed had 
John Knox never been born. Presbyterianism stood be
tween Charles and a peace settlement at Newcastle and 
Knox can rightfully claim to be the father of Scottish 
Presbyterianism. Together with five other Johns—  
Willock, Spottiswoode, Winram, Douglas, and Row— Knox 
compiled the confession of 1560 which established the 
Scottish Kirk and Presbyterianism. The confession as
serted the idea of eternal election according to Calvin 
and affirmed the mystical presence in the Eucharist.
The confession further urged that all ceremonies which 
fostered superstitious attitudes or beliefs be changed. 
In 1561, Knox presented the First Book of Discipline to 
the General Assembly of the Church and a republican 
form of church government in Scotland was established. 
Kirk members were to elect their own ministers, elders, 
and deacons. The First Book of Discipline created the 
office of superintendent to replace the bishops. Eleven 
years later, in 1572, Knox labored to restore an epis
copacy with an administrative, but not sacramental, 
function. It was not until 1579 that a radical group of
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reformers led by Andrew Melville abolished diocesan 
church organization and introduced presbytery. Under 
the presbyterian system, each parish elected representa
tives to the presbyter, which in turn elected repre
sentatives to the General Assembly. The Scots had in 
their church organization a potential rival to royal 
government.

The political guidance of the Scottish Reforma
tion fell into the hands of conservatives in 1596. The 
presbyterian form of church government was retained, 
and an episcopacy of administrative function was super
imposed upon it. By 1610, conservative reformers had 
managed to re-establish sacramental episcopacy. The 
newly sanctified bishops witnessed the crystallization 
of Scottish Presbyterians into two opposing parties.
The radicals were extreme Calvinists who interpreted 
the Bible literally and believed fiercely in election 
and reprobation. The conservatives, later labelled Ar- 
minians, kept some traditionally Catholic doctrines and 
practices and held that individual interpretation of 
Sacred Scripture was not always infallible. Conserva
tives believed Christ was really present in the Eucha
rist (though they denied Transubstantiation) and con
firmed episcopal organization as the only form of church 
government sanctioned by Christ. The radicals after
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1596 were unable to put their beliefs into practice and 
were forced to stand idly by watching the conservatives 
slowly reform the Scottish church. Though radical in
fluence was strongly felt in Fife and the South West, 
the church until 1653 continued to peacefully progress 
toward the Right.

The Kirk dominated Scottish life. Anyone losing 
membership in the Kirk was practically forced to be
come an outlaw— the only occupation still open to him. 
Ministers inspired social and political, as well as 
religious, fear in their flocks. The ministry was, on 
the whole, well educated and respected. Through the 
excellent preaching of the clergy, Presbyterianism be
came deeply rooted in the lives of the common people.
It stressed the dignity of the poor and the duties of 
the rich, and, through a system of national education, 
sought to better the lives of all Scots.

The Reformation in Scotland filled its people 
with confidence and a burning desire to spread their 
newly-found heavenly kingdom on earth south of the 
Tweed. The .English Reformation experience was very 
different than the Scottish. From the first, Angli
canism was a compromise. The purposely vague Eliza
bethan Settlement steered a middle course between 
Catholicism and Puritanism. The English Reformed
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Church stood so firmly behind the monarchy that James I 
referred to the bishops as the "lions of the throne." 
Englishmen created a church that fit neatly into their 
traditions of religion and government. The Scottish 
Kirk was invariably at odds with the monarchy and 
hindering national unity. There was a struggle for 
leadership in Scotland between the Kirk and the crown 
from the early days of the Reformation through the reign 
of Charles I that could be ended only when the state 
controlled the Kirk or the Kirk controlled the state.

James VI approached the Scottish Kirk not from 
religious zeal, but rather political expediency. He was 
determined that he, and not the Kirk, would provide the 
leadership of Scotland and from 1592 on labored to con
trol the Kirk. As regarded the episcopacy, James moved 
slowly and cautiously. In 1600 the General Assembly 
voted that James had the right to select an ecclesias
tical commissioner as a member of the First Estate when
ever a vacancy occurred. Three years after James VI 
became James I of England, the General Assembly voted 
that there should be moderators present at all meetings 
of the presbyteries and provincial synods. In 1607, 
James ordered each synod to select a bishop as its 
moderator, provided there was one living in the area.
Two years later, the bishops received jurisdiction in
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spiritual cases and James set up two Courts of High Com
mission in his homeland. James used the old Catholic 
dioceses to superimpose episcopacy onto the existing 
presbyterian structure. His bishops co-existed with 
the Presbyterians and ruled in cooperation with the 
Scottish clergy. The new bishops had a hatred of Rome 
and a desire to propagate Protestantism that appealed to 
Presbyterian ministers and congregations. Neither 
radicals nor conservatives were threatened by James' 
policy. It was obvious from the first that he was moti
vated by a desire for administrative convenience rather 
than religious reform. In the heart of Scotland a prince 
was born on November 19, 1600, who would one day act not 
out of political expediency, but out of religious con
viction.

Charles knew little of Scotland, though he was 
born at Dunfermline Palace just twelve miles outside of 
Edinburgh. He was left behind in 1603 when his family 
crossed the border into England to become the new royal 
family, because he was so sickly he could hardly speak 
or walk. When he was four years old, he was judged 
strong enough to travel and was carried in a curtained 
litter to Northampton where his parents awaited his ar
rival. Thirty years were to pass before the prince 
would again set foot on his native soil. Most of
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Charles' early life was spent in the affectionate care 
of Sir Robert Carey’s wife, Lady Carey. He was tutored 
by a Scottish Presbyterian, Thomas Murray, who man
aged to get the boy off to a good start in Latin and 
Greek. Charles showed ability in mathematics, gained 
an early appreciation of music, showed an interest in 
theology, and developed an eye for good art— all at the 
tender age of eight. Charles was an excellent shot and 
taught himself through hours of tedious practice to 
ride well, though never as expertly as his older 
brother, Henry.

Henry was better than Charles at everything, yet 
Charles adored him. The one controversy between the 
two which has come down to us is not typical of their 
relationship. It seems that once the two boys were play
ing in a room next to the one in which King James was 
conversing with the Archbishop of Canterbury. Henry 
picked up the Archbishop's hat and playfully placed it 
on his brother's head while teasing him for his studi
ousness and promising to make him an archbishop one day. 
Charles, in a rare fit of rage, tore the hat off, threw 
it to the ground, and stomped on it. The boys' friend
ship was ended prematurely in 1612 when Henry died sud
denly of a fever, causing his shy brother to be pulled 
out from behind the curtains and thrust onto the royal
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stage.
Charles became more reserved and retiring than 

ever after Henry's death and his sister's marriage to 
the Elector of the Palatine. Underneath his stammer
ing speech and shyness, however, lay a courage and de
termination which would prove itself in later years. 
Charles gained his full height, 5*4", by his nine
teenth birthday and had overcome the weakness he had 
always had in his legs through constant exercise. He 
had a great need for love and recognition which was 
met, in part, by the Duke of Buckingham, his father's 
favorite. Charles returned from the Spanish adventure 
with Buckingham more self-assured and confident, yet 
he was to remain all his life an introverted person who 
gave his affection, as well as his trust, to very few. 
Those who were admitted into Charles' confidence became 
entirely devoted to him; unfortunately, very few ever 
really had the opportunity to know Charles intimately.

When Charles came to the throne in 1625, Presby
terianism had gained control of all the coastal lands 
from Wisk Water to the Moray Firth and had entrenched 
itself in the heart of the Scottish people. Charles was 
unable to win the affection and loyalty of the Scottish 
peers as his father had before him for James was a Scot 
and Charles was an Englishman. Charles was further in-
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sulated from the Scots by his natural shyness and re
served behavior, as well as his deep, sincere convic
tion that Anglicanism was the true religion. It is 
truly doubtful whether Charles ever understood a fer
vent Presbyterian. He approached the wealthy Scottish 
lords as individuals when in fact they were organized 
in a system of family groupings. Charles knew little 
or nothing of the family backgrounds of the Scottish 
nobility and, unlike his father, scarcely ever inter
vened in the marriages of his Scottish subjects.
Charles' knowledge of the Scottish peers came from the 
biased, self-seeking courtiers surrounding him. For 
their part, the Scottish peers neither knew nor cared 
to know Charles and the old bishops, appointed by 
James, had only the haziest knowledge of their new sov
ereign. Charles came to Scotland only once during the 
first part of his reign for his coronation in 1633 and 
the Scottish peers became accustomed to the greater 
freedom from control they experienced during his long 
absence. Scottish nobles had been an integral part of 
the court of King James, but Charles' court, centered 
as it was around Buckingham, offered little opportunity 
for advancement to Scots.

The first acts of Charles' reign made it clear 
to his Scottish subjects that he intended to extend the
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power and importance of the episcopacy. Charles ap
pointed Archbishop Spottiswoode President of the Ex
chequer and added five bishops to the Scottish Privy 
Council. He strove to revive the Commission of 
G-rievances, created by James, but was forced to aban
don the project when opposition became too great. In 
1625 Charles issued the Act of Revocation, an attempt 
to reclaim all church and crown lands which had been 
lost since 1542. Charles found himself faced by the 
united opposition of the Scottish peers. The Act of 
Revocation threatened the nobles1 revenues and control 
of ecclesiastical offices. Charles planned to endow 
the bishoprics with land and the diocesans with office.

In spite of widespread opposition to his policy, 
Charles continued his plan to Anglicanize Scotland. In 
January 1655, he appointed Archbishop Spottiswoode as 
chancellor and in May imposed a new book of canons on 
Scotland. The book designated Charles as head of the 
Church, ordered acceptance of a new prayer book being 
compiled, and introduced certain rites repellent to 
most Scots. Charles could enforce the new canons 
through the Court of High Commission he created in 
1654. In 1656 Charles ordered the Privy Council to 
pass an act declaring the liturgy prescribed by the 
forthcoming prayer book to be the only form of worship
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to be used henceforth in the Scottish Church. The fate
ful book made its first appearance in Scotland in May 
1637. The Earl of Lothian, William Kerr, was moved to 
write to his father, the Earl of Ancram:

God Almighty move the King's harte to gentle- 
nes, . . . that he urge not on this church that, 
that there is sutch a generall aversion to, for 
this second day there were at least 200 supplica
tions against this booke from presbyteries and 
parishes and shires, and as many the day before, 
and every day there will be more till the whole 
Kyngdome have petitioned.

As work was being completed on the new prayer 
book in London, James Graham, Earl of Montrose arrived 
in London to meet King Charles for the first time. 
Montrose was not the head of a great clan, but he was 
a young man of spirit and ability. From his grand
father, who had headed the Scottish administration for 
years, Montrose inherited those qualities of leadership 
which inspire loyalty and devotion in followers. Mont
rose married at age seventeen, made the Grand Tour, and 
now waited anxiously at court to catch his first 
glimpse of Charles. James, the third marquis of 
Hamilton, had previously whispered in the King's ear 
that Montrose was over-confident and reckless and

^Lothian to Ancram, April 5, 1637, in William 
Kerr, Correspondence of Sir Robert Kerr. First Earl of 
Ancram and His bon William. Third Earl of Lothian 
(Edinburgh:. Bannatyne Club, 1875), I, p. 97.
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should be avoided if possible. Charles extended his 
hand to be kissed by Montrose, and without saying a 
word, took it back and walked away. Montrose felt 
slighted, but carried no grudge against Charles. As 
intelligent as he was, Montrose must have realized 
Hamilton caused the incident. Of all Scots, Hamilton 
was the least loved in Scotland and England because of 
his wealth, selfishness, and intimacy with the King.

James Hamilton headed the house most closely re
lated to Charles in Scotland. Hamilton's personality 
appealed to Charles, who singled him out to be a member 
of the Privy Councils of both kingdoms. The King de
pended on Hamilton for most of his knowledge of Scot
land. It was natural enough that Hamilton should rep
resent Scotland in London since he was next in line for 
the throne after Charles, his sister, and their fami
lies. Hamilton forever sought to safeguard his social 
and financial position in Scotland. He was also parti
cularly dedicated to his younger brother, William 
Hamilton, Earl of Lanark. Hamilton knew Charles better 
than any of the other great Scottish nobles. With the 
exception of Hamilton, Charles was distant from the 
Scottish peers. The sun of his confidence shone every 
now and then on one or another of them as Charles con
tinually weighed the merits, worth, and usefulness of
each
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Archibald Campbell, Earl of Argyll, was the most 
powerful chief in the Highlands. He was a small, thin 
man with red hair and a pale complexion who owned most 
of the south-western highlands and controlled even 
wider holdings. Argyll never made the Grand Tour nor 
stayed any length of time in England and was regarded 
as a true Scot, untainted by foreign inference, by his 
countrymen. He was Presbyterian in religion and held 
none of the Erastian principles that marked so many of 
the Scottish peers. Until later years, Argyll masked 
his extreme Presbyterianism and Charles initially felt 
sympathetic towards a man who held fast to Protestant
ism in spite of a Catholic parent who sought to convert 
him. Charles, however, never really trusted Argyll and
once confided to his wife his belief that Argyll was

2"very civil and cunning." Charles' Catholic bride, 
Henrietta Maria, did not care if Argyll was Presbyter
ian or not; she always believed he could be bought and 
felt he was worth the money. She never failed to be 
impressed by his power in the Highlands.

While he commanded the devotion and support of 
the Campbell clan, Argyll also was respected as a

2Charles to Henrietta Maria, June 17, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646: Letters of King; Charles 
the Pirst to Queen Henrietta Maria, ed. by John Bruce 
(London: Camden Society, 1856), p. 49.
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shrewd man in the Lowlands. Argyll would one day be the 
only Covenanting lord whose lands were in the Scottish 
Highland district. In 1637 Argyll made it clear that 
he disliked episcopacy and before the St. Giles’ riot 
of 1637 he defended Gordon of Barlstoun who had refused 
to kneel during communion and had been reprimanded by 
the Bishop of Galloway. Later, when Samuel Rutherford 
was dismissed from his parish because he refused to 
conform, Argyll did all he could to re-instate the 
preacher.

In 1637 every minister in Scotland was ordered 
to buy two copies of the new prayer book. Openly there 
was no resistance in the spring of the year, yet pri
vately men argued angrily that the new book was Popish 
and had been accepted neither by the General Assembly 
of the Kirk nor by Parliament. July 23 was set as the 
date for the first use of the prayer book in Edinburgh. 
As the deacon opened his book and began to read he was 
shouted down. The Bishop of Edinburgh, after ascend
ing to the pulpit to quiet the congregation, had a 
stool thrown at him. Amidst the crashing of broken 
windows and the shrieking of enraged women, the bishop 
continued the service to its conclusion.

The issuance of the new prayer book was disas
trous to Charles' cause. The Scottish peerage, still
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smarting from the Act of Revocation, and fearing poli
tically potent bishops, used the prayer book to arouse 
popular opinion against the King's policies. Lay oppo
sition to the religious reforms was headed by the Earl 
of Rothes, who in October 1637 got together a formal 
complaint signed by several influential Scots. In 
February a revolutionary committee was formed which in
cluded Rothes, Montrose, Lindsay, Londoun, Auldbarr, 
Kerr, Cunninghamhead, two representatives from Edin
burgh, and one from Perth. The committee was "to give 
intelligence to all quarters of the kyngdome to ther
associatts, of all that past betuixt the King, the

3Councell, and them." The Tables, as the committee 
was called, ran Edinburgh.

Archibald Johnston of Wariston, a Scottish 
lawyer and future member of the Assembly of Divines in 
London, suggested in February of 1638 that the Con
fession of 1581 be renovated. This Confession was a 
covenant between James and his loyal subjects in 
Scotland pledging both parties to renounce Popery and 
to submit to the discipline of the Scottish Kirk as 
the true church of Christ. Johnston reasoned that the 
new prayer book and new canons were violations of the

3James Gordon, History of Scots Affairs from 
1637 to 1641 (Aberdeen! Spalding Club, 1841), I, p.
28.
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Confession of 1581. On the night of February 25 before
framing a new Covenant, Johnston prayed on his knees
that the Lord would “assist, direct, infuse, and guide
immediately by his Spirit my heart, hand, tounge, and
pen in the framing and forming thairof."^ The next day
Johnston, together with Alexander Henderson, the
moderator of the Kirk, the Earl of Rothes, the Earl of
Londoun, and Lord Balermino, signed the new Covenant
which called for an end to the new prayer book and book
of canons and the abolition of the Scottish Court of
High Commission. The Covenant pledged its signers to

Declare, that with our whole hearts we agree and 
resolve all the days of our life constantly to 
adhere unto and to defend the aforesaid true re
ligion /as exists in the Kirk/, and . . . /to 
forebear/ the practice of all novations already 
introduced in the matters of the worship of 
God . . . till they be tried and allowed in free 
assemblies and in Parliaments.5

The Covenant consisted of three parts: the first set
down, word for word, the Confession of 1581; the
second was a recital of all Parliamentary acts in
favor of the reformed religion as well as a declara-

4Sir Archibald Johnston of Wariston, Diary of 
Sir Archibald Johnston of Variston, 1652-1659. ed. by 
George Morison Paul in Publications of the Scottish 
History Society (Edinburgh: University Press, 1911), 
LXI, p. 519.

5Samuel Rawson Gardiner, The Constitutional 
Documents of the Puritan RevolutTon. 1^25-1^60 (Ox
ford: Clarendon Press, 1889), p. 152.



tion against all Popery in doctrine or liturgy; the 
third was an application of the old Confession to the 
present state of Scottish affairs.

The authors of the new Covenant hoped to unite 
Scots in opposition to the religious reforms of 
Charles. The Covenant pledged all its signers to dis
regard all innovations until they had been allowed by 
the General Assembly of the Kirk or the Scottish Par
liament. The Covenant was not presented to the King's 
Council in Scotland or to the Catholic lords; it was 
intended only for the dissatisfied Presbyterian sub
jects of the King.

The Covenant soon became an expression of nation
al feeling for a national church against the Angli
cized liturgy, canons, and bishops. On February 28, 
most men of influence and wealth signed the Covenant, 
along with county representatives and the gentry. The 
day after, the document was spread across a tombstone 
in a churchyard and many citizens signed their names 
in blood.^

As soon as the Covenant was brought to him, 
Charles demanded to know by what authority these Scot
tish subjects entered into a covenant, since only a

16

^Leopold von Ranke, A History of England Princi
pally in the Seventeenth Century (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1875), II, p. 101.
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magistrate is authorized to administer a public oath. 
Charles stated that the Confession of 1581 was not 
binding upon him, unless he chose to renew it. The 
King added that it was not for a group of Scottish 
lords to interpret the meaning of the old Confession 
or to add to it their own desires. Charles threatened 
that the Covenanters could be liable for punishment, 
because all groups of men bound together by oath with
out the approval of the King is unlawful.

Charles had two choices: he could suppress the 
Covenanters militarily or he could retract «11 innova
tions and return lands to the nobles. He felt that his 
financial position prevented him from raising an army, 
yet he believed he would be acting unconstitutionally 
should be retract his program. In June, he sent Hamil
ton to Scotland "to get a considerable number of ses- 
sioners and advocates to give their opinion that the
Covenant is at least against law, if not treason- 7able." Hamilton was ordered to deny any Scottish re
quest for a calling of the parliament or the General 
Assembly. Hamilton tried to bribe certain Covenanters 
and, that failing, tried unsuccessfully to win the

7Charles to Hamilton, June 13, 1638, in Charles 
I, The Letters. Speeches, and-Proclamations of King 
Charles I, ed. by Sir Charles Petrie (London: Cassell 
& Company, 1935), pp. 107-108.



18

sympathy of the Presbyterian ministers. The Covenanters 
insisted a General Assembly of the Kirk be called and, 
finally, in October Charles gave his consent. Once 
again, Hamilton was chosen to present the King's cause 
to his Scottish subjects. "And for this general as
sembly," Charles told Hamilton, "though I can expect
no good from it, yet I hope you may hinder much of the 

8ill." He advised Hamilton to create divisions in the 
Assembly, and to define in the beginning what the As
sembly could legally do, so that it would not go too 
far. When it became clear that the Covenanters would 
settle for nothing short of the abolition of the inno
vations and a limitation of the authority of the bish
ops, Hamilton dissolved the Assembly. However, the As
sembly representatives refused to go home and began 
legislating without the permission of the King. This 
was rebellion. Charles ordered the lords lieutenant of 
the counties to call up their men and meet at Berwick. 
Charles wanted to intimidate the Scots rather than to 
fight them. While the royal and the Covenanting armies 
faced each other across the border, a treaty called the

QCharles to Hamilton, October 20, 1638, in James 
Orchard Halliwell, ed., Letters of the Kings of England 
Now Pirst Collected from the Originals in Royal Ar
chives and.from Other Authentic Sources. Private as 
Well as Public (London: Henry Colb-urn, 1846), II, pp. 
305-306. - . . .
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Pacification of Berwick was signed in June 1639, thus 
ending the First Bishops War. The treaty called for 
the Covenanters to cease all military opposition to the 
King and restore the situation which existed ante hel
ium. while Charles, for his part, promised to call a 
new General Assembly and summon the Scottish Parlia
ment into session. The Pacification was little more 
than a truce. Charles did not intend to let the Cove
nanters have their way and the Covenanters used the 
General Assembly and Parliament to ram through their 
own program. In 1640 negotiations came to a halt and 
war seemed inevitable. Charles did not have the money 
necessary to field another army and Thomas Wentworth 
urged him to call Parliament, for the first time in 
eleven years, to raise money. The King gave his con
sent and the Short Parliament met on April 13. Parlia
ment voted Charles only one-half of the sum he wanted 
so, within three weeks, it was dissolved.

Charles quickly assembled another army, but was 
unable to prevent the Scots from occupying the city of 
Newcastle on August 29, 1640. Sir James Turner, a pro
fessional Scottish soldier who had seen service on the 
Continent in the Thirty Tears' War, wrote of the taking 
of Newcastle:

I found this successe had elevated the minds of 
my countrymen in generall to such a height of 
vanitie, that most of them thought, and many

19
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said, they would quicklie make a full conquest 
of England.“

The Earl of Lothian wrote to his father that
Necessitie made us come from home, and thither 
we will never returne but with assurance to 
injoy our religion in puritie, and our na
tional! liberties without relation to the cus- 
tomes of this kingdoms. 10

Lothian, like the rest of his countrymen, was not op
posed to Charles, but was rebelling against the evil 
counsellors who had urged the King to Anglicanize the 
Kirk. Lothian wished the King would accept the Cove
nant and then "I should think myself happie to die at

X I !his feete." Even during the rioting in Edinburgh in
1638 cries were heard of "God saive the King; hot awaye
with bischops, thes traitors to God and man, or any

12uther covenant bot our auin."
Charles could not dislodge the Scots from New

castle and was forced to negotiate a truce at Ripon, 
thus ending the Second Bishops War. The Scots refused 
to evacuate the city until they were paid an indemnity,

qSir James Turner, Memoirs of His Own Life and 
Times. 1632-1670. ed. by Thomas Thomson (Edinburgh: 
Bannatyne Club, 1829), p. 15.

^Lothian to Ancram, November 8 , 1640, in 
William Kerr, Correspondence of Sir Robert Kerr and 
His Son William. I, p. 105.

^ Ibid.. p. lxii.
"^Johnston, Diary. p. 392.
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granted religious changes, and had their treaty rati
fied by the English Parliament. They also insisted 
that chosen Scots be placed about the King, Queen, and 
Prince of Wales and that an Act of Oblivion be passed
for all acts between the English, Scots, and Irish

13since the start of the Bishops Wars.
In November 1640, the Long Parliament met and 

under the leadership of John Pym, pushed through the 
Triennial Act, abolished the Courts of Star Chamber 
and High Commission, did away with monopolies, and 
passed a Bill of Attainder against Wentworth. Charles 
would always regret his unfortunate decision to sign 
the Attainder and never, all the rest of his life, 
would he deviate from the strictest morality or do 
anything against his conscience. The Scots were paid 
their indemnity and went home. Charles, in the summer 
of 1641, went to Scotland to "establishe Peace in 
State, and .Religion in the Churche, that there may be 
a happy harmonie amongst any Subjects t h e r e . A n  un
fortunate rumor was circulated that Charles meant to

13vThe Manuscripts of the House of Lords, ed. 
by Maurice F. Bond (London: Her. Majesty's Stationery Office, 1962), XI, p. 232.

"^Charles to Argyll, June 12, 1641, in Argyll, 
Letters to the Argyll Family, from Elizabeth Queen of 
England, Mary Queen of-Scots. King James VI, King 
Charles I, King Charles II, and Others from Originals
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have several Scots assassinated, and the King lost all 
hope of support in Scotland.

The Royalist Party in Parliament was unable to 
block the passage of the unconstitutional Militia Bill, 
which the House of Commons declared to be law without 
the King's signature. This act of open rebellion 
moved Charles to raise his standard in Nottingham and 
the English Civil war began.

Parliament had wanted the Scots to join its 
forces in fighting Charles, but not until the summer of 
1642 did it get its wish. The Scots refused to fight 
earlier because they had made uniformity of religion 
the condition on which they would fight. Parliament 
gave the Scots vague promises and spent much time con
sulting with divines, though episcopacy was abolished. 
It was not until autumn of 1644 that the Presbyterian 
form of church government and the directory were 
adopted.

1643 was a good year for Charles. The Earl of 
Newcastle inflicted a series of defeats on Parliament 
and Hopton's army threatened Plymouth and Exeter. The 
only dark cloud in the horizon was over Scotland.
There Hamilton sat impotent while the Scots passed a

Preserved in the General Register House (Edinburgh: 
Maitland Club, 1839), p. 36.
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motion to raise a new army and Lanark, his brother, put 
the King's signet to the bill. Both then hastened to 
the Royalist capital, Oxford, to explain their conduct. 
The pressure of Montrose and others forced Charles to 
imprison the two. James Hamilton was imprisoned for 
two years, though he never came to trial.

The Solemn League and Covenant was negotiated 
in 1643 between the Scots and Parliament. The English 
promised to pay the Scots' way and enforce Presbyter
ianism in return for the services of the Scots' Army.

The Parliamentary victory of July 2, 1644, 
changed the King's chances of success. There was no 
longer any fear in London that Parliament would be de
feated. Moderates like John Pym and John Hampden were 
dead and Parliamentary leadership passed into the hands 
of more radical men. The Self-Denying Ordinance got 
rid of army officers who had scruples about beating 
an annointed king on the battlefield and command went 
to men like Oliver Cromwell who declared if he met the 
King in battle, he would shoot him down as he would any
other.



CHAPTER II
"MAKE USE OF THE FOXES SKIN"

As the summer sun warmed the English country
side at Naseby, Charles gathered what he could of his 
scattered forces and rode in haste to the safety of 
Leicester, having lost a battle and the war. A jubi
lant Cromwell wrote to William Lenthall, the Speaker of 
the House of Commons:

Sir, this is none other but the hand of God; and 
to Him alone belongs the glory. . . . Honest men 
served you faithfully in this action. . . .  He 
that ventures his life for the liberty of his 
country, I wish he trust God for the liberty of 
his conscience, and you for the liberty he 
fights for.-'-

A thousand royalist troops lay dead on the field and 
five thousand were taken prisoner. Charles had lost 
the Midlands at Naseby field and had only a few scat
tered forces and the poor, exhausted areas of West 
England and Wales left to support him.

So total was the defeat of the King that the 
ruling power in France, Cardinal Mazarin, changed his

Cromwell to Lenthall, June 14, 1645, in Oliver Cromwell, The Writings and Speeches of Oliver Cromwell 
With an Introduction. Notes, and a Sketch of His Life, 
ed. by Wilbur Cortez Abbott (Cambridge: Harvard Uni- versity Press, 1937), I, p. 360.
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policy towards England. Before he had been content to 
let King and Parliament wage war in order to weaken 
England and keep her out of Continental affairs.
Mazarin had always expected Charles to win in the long 
run. An all-victorious Commonwealth was the last thing 
he wanted to result from England's internal strife.
After the defeat of the King's last army in the field 
at Langport, Mazarin decided to dispatch a charge 
d'affaires, Jean de Montereul, to help Charles get an 
honorable peace. Montereul was in his early thirties 
when he arrived in England in August 1645. He had been 
a talented lawyer on the Paris bar and was a man of in
telligence and charm, lord Clarendon described him as 
"a young gentlemen of parts very equal to the trust 
the cardinal reposed in him, and of a nature not in
clined to be made use of in ordinary dissimilation and 

2cozenage." As a Catholic, Montereul viewed both Angli- 
cars and Presbyterians as heretics, could see but 
little difference between the two creeds, and could 
not understand the King's hatred of the Covenant. He 
tried as early as 1645 to persuade the Bcots to give 
up their plan to transform England into a Presbyterian

2Clarendon, Edward Hyde, Earl of, The History 
of the Rebellion and Civil wars in England Begun in the 
Year 1641. ed. by W. Dunn Macray (Oxford: Clarendon 
Press, 1888), IV, p. 185.
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country and warned them that if they did not make peace 
with the King, the New Model Army would. In January 
1646 he obtained a pass to go from London to Oxford, 
where he transmitted to Charles the suggestion made to 
him by the Scottish commissioners that the King join 
the Scots' Army at Newark.

Charles was not yet ready to give himself up to 
the Covenanted Scots and wrote to Parliament in Janu
ary requesting a pass to come to London to negotiate.
He offered to establish religion according to the pre
cedents set down by Elizabeth and James, promised free
dom of conscience for all, suggested he would find a 
way to repay all debts owed the city of London and the 
Scots, and said he would acquiesce to Parliament's de
sires about control of the militia. Parliament was 
unmoved by the peace proposals and felt slighted since 
Charles had addressed copies of his letter to the
Council of the City of London and the generals of the 

3army. Robert Baillie, a Scottish Commissioner in 
London, confided to a friend that "the leading partie 
of the Parliament seems much to fear and be averse

3vNani to the Doge and Senate, late January 1646 
in Calendar of State-Papers and Manuscripts. Relating 
to English Affairs. Existing in the Archives and Col
lections of Venice and in Other Libraries of Northern 
Italy, ed. by Allan B. Hinds (London: His Majesty's 
Stationery Office, 1926), XXVII, p. 243.
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from all peace for the time, as prejudicial! to their 
private designs; yet our affaires in Scotland, yea the 
State of this land also calls for peace on any equit
able t e r m s . O n  January 18 Parliament, fearing the
King might come in disguise to London without a pass,

5doubled the guards both inside and outside the city.
The surrender of Chester on February 13 made 

Parliament less interested than ever in negotiating 
with the King. Parliamentarians were content to wait 
until Oxford was surrounded and the King taken prison
er before they would make peace. Lord Culpepper, one 
of Charles' advisors, told John Ashburnham, a Groom of 
the Bedchamber, to "bend all your wits to the advance 
of the Scotch treaty."^

^Baillie to Ramsay, January 15, 1646, in 
Robert Baillie, The Letters and Journals of Robert 
Baillie. A.M. Principal of the University of Glasgow. 
1657-1662. ed. by David Laing (Edinburgh: Bannatyne 
Club, 1841), II, p. 337.

'’Nani to the Doge and Senate, January 18, 1646, 
in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, p. 240.

Culpepper to Ashburnham, February 1646 in 
John Ashburnham, A Narrative by John Ashburnham of 
His Attendance on King Charles the First from Oxford 
to the Scotch Army, and from Hampton-Court to the 
Isle of Wight Never Before Printed. To Which Is Pre
fixed a Vindication of His Character and Conduct, from 
the Misrepresentations of Lord Clarendon. By His Lin
eal Descendant and Present Representative. George 
Ashburnham (London: Payne and Foss, 1830;, II, p.
179. - . . .



The Scots were in a position to help Charles if
they wanted to. The estates of Parliament in Scotland
ordained a new levy of foot to be laid on all Scottish
shires and burgs and these recruits to be assembled by 

7March 10. Parliament was wary of the Scots' Army and 
requested that the fortresses in northern England held 
by the Scots be turned over to the English. The Scots 
replied that the garrisons were necessary as supply 
depots and areas of strategic retreat. They promised 
to surrender the garrisons when "by a prosperous warre

Oor happie peace religion salbe sailed." The Scottish 
Parliament advised its commissioners in London to urge 
the English Parliament to make peace with the King. 
Baillie noted that: "As yet there is no appearance of 
the Parliament's answer to the King's last four let
ters /proposing peace/.Parliament resolved to send 
the King the Uxbridge propositions, which Charles had 
refused earlier during the Civil War. These proposi
tions consisted of Parliament's demands: that Charles 
take the Covenant, abolish Episcopacy, and establish

7The Acts of the Parliaments of Scotland, ed. 
by T. Thomson and C. Innes (London: Her Majesty's 
Stationery Office, 1870), VI, part 1, p. 582.

8Ibid.. p. 575.
q̂Baillie to Spang, February 20, 1646, in 

Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 351.
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Presbyterianism in England; that the control of the 
militia be vested in commissioners from Parliament, 
from Scotland, and from the city of London; and that 
the war with the Irish Catholic rebels be continued and 
directed by Parliament. This resolution was merely a 
stall for time and a lengthy argument over the militia 
ensued. The Commons now argued that only the Houses 
should have control of the militia. "The City is much 
grieved," observed Baillie, "that what before was with
out question granted to them, should now be taken away. 
This controversie makes them more willing to look into 
the wayes of the Sectaries. ""L<“1

Those with whom Charles had to deal in 1646 
were the Scots, their Presbyterian allies in Parlia
ment, the Independents in Parliament, and the Army, 
which was largely Independent. His best hope lay in 
creating divisions among these groups and obtaining a 
favorable peace by playing one off against the other. 
Charles believed that Independency was "as great an 
enemy to the Presbyterian as Episcopal government, and 
even all the English Presbyterians will never admit of 
the Scotts1 way.

1QIbid.. p. 352.
"^Charles to Henrietta Maria, January 8 , 1646, 

in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 2.
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There were elections to the long Parliament in 
February 1646 and Edmund Ludlow, a Parliamentarian of 
republican leanings, expressed the fear that men would 
be elected who wanted ’"peace upon any terms, cor
ruptly preferring the fruition of their estates and 
sensual enjoyments before the publick interest. " 12 
Most of the newly elected members were either neutrals 
or were favorably disposed to the King and royal 
authority. Some men who had acquired estates in the 
service of the Parliament adhered, as Ludlow feared, 
to the royalist party to preserve them. This party was 
encouraged by the Scots and the city of London. The 
city desired peace so that business might prosper. 
London had financed the war and she had long grown 
tired of the decline of trade caused by it. The King's 
offers of advancements and favors won some over. Lud
low interpreted Charles' request for a pass to London 
as a move to strengthen his party there. He said 
Charles "thought it advisable to make use of the foxes 
skin, and for a time to lay aside that of the lion. " 1-5

Charles hoped he could use the Independents to
12Edmund Ludlow, The Memoirs of Edmund Ludlow. Lieutenant-General of the Horse in the Army of the 

Commonwealth of England 1625-1672. ed. bv C. H. Firth 
(Oxford:Clarendon Press, 1894;, I, p. 132. 15

15Ibid., p. 136.
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bring the Presbyterians around to a suitable peace. 
Independency consisted of Brownists or Separatists, 
Anabaptists, Millenialists or Fifth Monarchists,
Baptists, Quakers, Levellers, and Diggers. These 
groups were divided in all save a desire for their 
freedom of conscience and a hatred of both Presbyteri
an and Anglican disciplines. The Independents, led 
by men such as Sir Henry Vane the Younger, one-time 
governor of Massachusetts Bay Colony and a leader of 
the Long Parliament, became a group which by 1646 could 
challenge even the Anglican and Presbyterian monar
chists.

Independency can be divided into two large 
groups: classical Independency and lower-class Inde
pendency. Classical Independents insisted each congre
gation had the right to discipline itself and that the 
membership of every congregation should include both the 
elect and the reprobate. Classical Independency ac
cepted no overlordship of presbyter or bishop, but ac
cepted the idea of secular magistrates who could sup
press gross blasphemy and heresy. Relaxed church dis
cipline and the social upheaval caused by the Civil War 
gave rise to lower-class Independency, whose sects 
consisted only of the elect and who jealously regarded 
themselves as God1s chosen saints amidst a sea of

31



reprobation. Lower-class Independents had no associa
tion with a national church and were usually politi
cally indifferent. There was lay preaching as well as 
chiliasm, the belief that Christ would return to earth 
to reign during the millenium, among the Sectaries, as 
these groups are often called. Classical Independents 
wanted religious toleration as a defense against Pres
byterianism, while the Sectaries demanded it as a natu
ral right. Until the death of the King in 1649, these 
two types of Independents worked co-operatively, fear
ing Charles and the Presbyterian party in Parliament 
would agree to enforce Presbyterian discipline in the 
church and persecute Independent sects.

The Levellers were the most outspoken of the 
Independents. They were organized for definite secu
lar aims and were a political power to be reckoned 
with. Under the leadership of men like John Lilburne, 
William Walwyn, and Richard Overton, the Levellers 
were able to speak for many like-minded Englishmen and 
to keep the London presses busy turning out pamphlet 
after pamphlet on the people's rights against the King, 
the church, royal law courts, and monopolistic com
panies, such as the Merchant Adventurers and the Sta
tioners' Company. The Levellers were democrats who 
argued that the consent of the people was necessary to
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formulate just laws and that consent should not be as
sumed without the people's direct participation in gov
ernment. Overton in 1646 wrote a pamphlet, ostensibly 
from the people of England to the House of Commons, 
urging Parliament "to declare King Charles an enemy, 
and to publish your resolution, never to have any more 
/ K i n g s / « T h e  right of the Levellers to speak for 
the people may be questioned, but their ability to 
speak eloquently to the people can not be. Leveller 
leaders were, for the most part, London tradesmen who 
viewed the New Model Army as a protector of the rights 
of the people and the only instrument which could force 
the government to bend to the people's desires. Puri
tan individualism inherent in the Leveller movement 
was counteracted by a deliberate drive on the part of

^Richard Overton, "A Remonstrance of Many 
Thousand Citizens, and Other Free-born People of 
England, To Their Owne House of Commons, Occasioned 
through the Illegal and Barbarous Imprisonment of that 
Famous and Worthy Sufferer for His Countries Freedoms, 
Lieutenant Colonel John Lilburne. Wherein their just 
Demands in Behalfe of Themselves and the Whole King- 
dome, Concerning Their Publick Safety, Peace and Free- 
dome, Is Express'd; Calling Those Their Commissioners 
in Parliament to an Account, How They (Since the Be
ginning of Their Session, to this Present) Have Dis
charged their Duties to the Universality of the People, their Sovereign Lord, From Whom their Power and 
Strength is Derived, and By 'Whom It Is Continued," in 
Tracts On Liberty In the Puritan Revolution. 1658- 
1647. ed. by William Haller (New York; ColumbiaUni
versity Press,. 1933), Vol. Ill, part II, p. 356.
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Leveller leaders to establish an all-inclusive com
munity of the common people. Levellers stressed re
ligious toleration and liberty within the state.

The Independently-minded hew Model Army was in 
the process of assuming political power in 1646. The 
hew Model was not the army of saints that propaganda 
made it out to be, since many of its men were pressed 
into service or had enlisted for the pay. The view 
that it was fertile ground for the breeding of left- 
wing democracy and religious radicalism is debatable, 
but the army did enjoy complete freedom of preaching 
and religious speculation. The army was hostile to 
Charles as the author of the war and was against having 
a king unless by election. The hew Model would not 
tolerate an established church nor a privileged no
bility. Each man stood according to his own worth.
The army became less and less dependent on the coopera
tion of Parliament after the victory at haseby.

Only the fear of a royalist victory in the Civil
War could keep such disparate groups as the Army, the
Independents in Parliament, the English Presbyterians,
and the Scottish Presbyterians working in concert. In
March 1646 Montereul noted that:

Although it was thought that the Scots and the 
English Presbyterians were about to unite with 
the Independents, and that both nations would
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act in concert in the future, they-, are actually 
as near a rupture as before. . . .

Clarendon felt that the ill-will existing between the 
Presbyterians and Independents could not help but aid 
the King's chances of negotiating an honorable peace. 
"And it was thought to be no ill pressage," wrote 
Clarendon, "towards the repairing the fabric of the 
Church of England, that its two mortal enemies . . . 
hated each other as mortally, and laboured each 
other's destruction with the same fury and zeal they 
had both proscribed her."~^

Presbyterians and Independents vied for control 
of Parliament in 1646. In the House of Lords, the In
dependents lost their majority of one vote among the 
remaining members in May 1646 when the Earl of Mul- 
grave transferred his proxy from Lord Saye to the Earl 
of Essex. The Commons, responsive to the mood of 
London, which was Presbyterian, the Levellers being a 
small minority of the city's population, obliged all

^Montereul to Mazarin, March 5, 1646, in Jean 
de Montereul and the brothers de Bellievre, The Diplo
matic Correspondence of Jean de Montereul and the 
Brothers de Bellievre. French Ambassadors in England 
and Scotland. 1645-1648. ed. by J. G-. Fotheringham in 
Publications of the Scottish History Society. XXIX 
(Edinburgh: University Press, 1898), I, p . 162.

"^Clarendon, The History of the Rebellion and 
Civil Wars. IV, p. 157.



members to take the Covenant. With Presbyterians 
dominating the Lords, Commons, Assembly of Divines, 
and London, the Independents led by Vane welcomed the 
help of Cromwell, a man who had the ability to gain 
the support of many moderates. The record of Crom
well's activities from May to September 1646 is, -un
fortunately, non-existent, but it seems he worked 1 oquietly and efficiently as a member of the Commons.

The machinery of the revolutionary government 
by 1646 was disordered, but effective. Supreme 
authority rested in Parliament with the Committee of 
Both Kingdoms acting as an executive. This committee, 
which met at Derby House in St. Stephen's, consisted 
of seven peers, fourteen commoners, and four or five 
Scottish commissioners. It had been brought about, 
largely through the efforts of Vane, as a small con
trolling committee to expedite the war against Charles. 
The Committees of Sequestration and Compounding col
lected revenues while the Committee at Goldsmith's 
Hall served as a treasury and exchequer. Problems 
arising as to liturgy, discipline, and church govern
ment were handled by the Westminster Assembly, which

17The Journals of the House of Commons. 1547- 
1714, IV,.p. 729.

18Cromwell, Writings and Speeches. I, p. 405.

17



37

was made up of representatives from doth Houses,
English divines, and eight Scottish commissioners.
Some of the most important of the Scottish commission
ers were: Lord Loudoun, Lord Lauderdale, Archibald 
Johnston, Samuel Rutherford, and Robert Baillie.

In addition to the governmental machinery in 
London was the royal government centered around the 
person of the King at Oxford, and the formal govern
ment of Scotland consisting of their own Privy Council, 
the General Assembly of the Kirk, and the Lords of the 
Articles. The Lords of the Articles, a standing com
mittee of the Scottish Parliament, were a group of in
fluential Scottish nobles who exerted political power 
far greater than the Scottish Privy Council, which was 
divided politically between Covenanters, such as 
Loudoun and Argyll, and nominal supporters of Charles, 
like Hamilton and Lanark. The royal Privy Council was 
of little consequence during this entire period. The 
Tables, although extragovernmental, continued to 
exercise political power in Scotland.

The military position of Charles had worsened 
steadily from the summer of 1645 to the beginning of 
March 1646. Six to seven thousand Parliamentary troops 
threatened the circle of fortified towns protecting 
Oxford by March 12 and plans were afoot to increase
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the force by another thousand men. The Scots' Army was 
swelling from an influx of recruits and Cornwall was 
close to surrender. The King's only hope lay in Sir 
Jacob Astley, who with two thousand horse and foot at
tempted to relieve the besieged capital. Parliament 
got wind of Astley's march from Worchester and turned 
out the garrisons of Gloucester, Warwick, Coventry, 
and Evesham to stop him. Astley was defeated. Sit
ting on a drum, the sweat of battle drying on his 
forehead, Astley chided his captors: "You have now 
done your Work and may go to play, unless you will 
fall out among your selves." The leader of the 
victorious army, Colonel Morgan, was congratulated 
warmly by the Committee of Both Kingdoms and ordered
to "march with what force you can spare towards Oxford

20for the straitening of that place."
Charles' position was desperate: should he be 

taken captive in Oxford all hopes of an honorable 
peace would be lost. He sent six letters to London

19John Rushworth, Historical Collections 
(London, 1708), V, p. 563. 20 * *

20Committee of Both Kingdoms to Colonel Morgan, 
March 23, 1646, in Calendar of State Papers. Domestic 
Series of the Reign~of Charles I. 1645-1647. Pre-
served in Her Majesty's Record Office, ed. by William 
Douglas Hamilton (London: Her Majesty's Stationery 
Office, 1891), p. 388.
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proposing peace and all went unanswered. 21 Baillie 
noted that the King’s "extremities are said to be 
great, and his feares no less." Parliament pro
crastinated and continued to debate about the altera
tions of the Uxbridge propositions, which would be 
sent to the King. A London based spy of Giovanni 
Battista Nani, the Venetian Ambassador in France, re
vealed that Parliament had not even opened the King's 
letters "possibly to stop more coming, as their object 
is to cause divisions and to create dissentions upon 
the ample offers which he makes for peace.”2  ̂ In a 
letter dated March 2, Charles asked Vane to work to 
secure a safe passage for him to London on the condi
tion that his conscience would not be violated.2  ̂
Charles approached the Independents because he hoped to 
use the divisions existing in Parliament for his own 
ends and also because he felt Independency was less un
desirable than the Presbyterian form of church govern—

21Baillie to Dickson, March 6 , 1646, in Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 356. 23 24

23Nani to the Doge and Senate, March 15, 1646, in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, p. 249.
24Charles to Vane, March 2 , 1646, in Halliwell, 

Letters of the Kings of England. II, pp. 400-401
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ment. "In a word," he wrote to his wife, "a congrega
tion of men that hath form and calls themselves a
church disagrees less with my conscience than the Pres-

25byterians."
Charles did not have to create the divisions in 

London; he only had to make use of ones which already 
existed. The jealousy between the Scottish commis
sioners in London and the English, both Presbyterians 
and Independents, was so great that Montereul was ad
vised neither to visit the Scottish Chancellor, then in 
London, nor to bid the commissioners good-bye before he 
left to join Charles at Oxford, The Scottish com
missioners told Montereul that they would make peace 
if Charles agreed to leave the settlement of ecclesi- 
astical affairs in the future to Parliament. The 
Scots also assured him: that they would not force the 
King to take the Covenant as long as he approved of it 
in a letter to Parliament; that Charles would not be 
obliged to abandon his friends; and that he could re
tain one-third of the militia and Parliament and the

"^Charles to Henrietta Maria, March 16, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 27.

^Montereul to Mazarin, March 12, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 170.

27Ibid.
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Scots would control the remaining two-thirds. One of 
the Scottish commissioners, Robert Moray, promised 
Montereul "that if the King of Great Britain wishes to 
retire to the Scottish army, he will be received there 
with all honour and respect, and will remain there with 
perfect safety." On the morning of March 16, before 
going to Oxford, Montereul was met by the Scottish Com
missioners, who assured him they desired to protect 
and help the King. They promised that a cavalry offi
cer and a troop of horse would be dispatched to meet 
Charles and to conduct him to the Scots' Army, should 
he decide to come. "There is every reason to be
lieve," wrote Montereul, "they decidedly wish the pre-

30servation of this prince." Montereul had evidently 
misunderstood the statement of the commissioners con
cerning the Covenant and wrote to Cardinal Mazarin:
"I gained my cause in so far that the King of Great
Britain will neither be obliged to sign nor to approve 

31the covenant."

28Ibid.. p. 171.
29Montereul to Robert Murray in early March 

1646 in Ibid., p. 163.
■^Montereul to Mazarin, March 16, 1646, in 

Ibid., p. 176.

28

31Ibid.
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Parliament finally submitted the altered Ux
bridge propositions to the Scottish Commissioners for 
approval on March 17, and Saillie found the alterations 
so many "that I feare we shall not agree in haste; and
the pitie is, the King will not be able to endure any 

32long tyme."
In late March Charles made more peace offers to 

Parliament. He offered to disband his armies, sur
render his garrisons, and come to London to allow Par
liament to formulate the peace terms. He asked in re
turn that his friends and supporters would not be 
punished for their part in the events from 1641 to 
1646. Parliament did not want Charles to come to 
London until he would come as a captive taken at Ox
ford. The Scots were suspicious the King would give 
the English better conditions and viewed angrily 
Charles1 proposal that the English Parliament settle 
the peace between Scotland and the King.''5''5 Charles 
confided to Lord Digby that he was trying to get to 
London "to draw either the Presbyterians or the Inde
pendents to side with me for extirpating the one or

■^Baillie to Dickson, March 17, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and.Journals. II, p. 361.

33sani to the Doge and Senate, late March 
1646 in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, 
p. 252.
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the other . . .  I shall really be King a g a i n . P a r 
liament strengthened the guards around London and 
ordered any soldier seeing Charles to conduct him under 
guard to St. James' "to secure him from d a n g e r . M o 
tivated by fear, and by concern for its privileges, 
Parliament brought the much respected Mayor of London 
in for questioning on the charge that he had formed a 
secret party and had encouraged Charles to come to 
London. Whether or not the Mayor was in communication 
with the King is not known, but, in any case, he wisely

-zradmitted nothing.
Montereul arrived at Oxford late in the evening 

of March 17 and described optimistically his conversa
tions with the Scottish commissioners. Charles sent 
him to the Scots' Army on April 2 to continue the 
negotiations.

While the Scots in London debated the peace pro
posals to be sent to Charles, one of their commission
ers told Sir Thomas Hanmer that Charles planned to go

-^Charles to Digby, March 26, 1646, in Charles 
I, Letters. Speeches, and Proclamations, p. 176.

35Rushworth, Historical Collections. V, p.598.
^Hani to the Doge and Senate, early April 

1646 in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, p. 256.
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X7to the Scots' Army at Newark. The House suggested on 
April 10 that the Committee of Both Kingdoms take 
steps immediately to seal off Oxford and to guard the roads 
between Oxford and London and Westminster.^®

Montereul arrived at the Scots' camp before 
Newark on April 7 and on April 16 conferred with the 
Chancellor of Scotland, the Earl of Dunfermline, and 
Baron Balcarres who informed him that a Scottish force 
would meet Charles between Harborough and Burton to con
duct him to the Scots' Army.-^ With mounting disap
pointment Montereul listened to their conditions. Only 
Rupert, Maurice, and John Ashburnham were to accompany 
the King, and these could stay with the army only until 
the English Parliament demanded their deliverance. As 
for Presbyterianism, they made it clear that Charles was 
to grant it as soon as possible. Montereul wrote to 
Mazarin that "if he /Charles/ can make a better arrange
ment anywhere else, he ought not to think any more of 
coming here.

37-"Henry Cary, Memorials of the Great Civil War 
in England from 1646 to 1652 (London: Henry Colburn,
1842), I, p. 96.

7 0

Calendar of State Papers Domestic, p. 403.
39̂Montereul to Nicholas, April 16, 1646, in 

Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 180.
40Ibid., p. 181.
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Charles, unaware of the conversation between 
Montereul, Dunfermline, and Balcarras, wrote to Mont
rose advising him of his plan to join the Scots. 
Charles told him that if the Scots' promise to help 
their King was sincere, he would obtain an amnesty for 
Montrose and his followers. In such an eventuality, 
Charles urged Montrose to "use all possible diligence 
to unite your forces with theirs for the advancement 
of my service. " 44

It was not long before Charles learned about
Montereul's negotiations with the Scots. In a letter
dated April 21 to Henrietta Maria Charles called the
Scots "abominable relapsed rogues" for going back on 

42their promises. He showed special concern for Mont
rose for whom "banishment in their wills must be his 
easiest condition." "Montereul," Charles added, "now 
dissuades me as much as he did before persuade my 
coming to the Scotch army, confessing my knowledge of 
that nation to be much better than his. " 44 Ihe same

4 "^Charles to Montrose, April 18, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 101.

42Charles to Henrietta Maria, April 21, 1646, 
in Ibid., p. 36. 43

43Ibid.
44Ibid.
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day in London Parliament assured the Scots that its 
real aim was to settle the religion of the two king
doms according to the Covenant, to make peace with the 
King, and to keep a good understanding between England 
and Scotland. On April 22, Charles wrote to his 
wife of his resolve to slip quietly out of Oxford and 
get to Lynn where he hoped he could make a show of 
strength that would improve his negotiating position 
with Parliament.4  ̂ In case this scheme fell through 
he told Henrietta Maria he would go by sea to Montrose, 
or make for Ireland, Prance, or Denmark, "to which of
these I am not yet resolved; desiring . . .  to have

47thy judgement before I put to sea."
During the month of April, relations between the 

Scots and Parliament worsened. After Parliament de
cided to send its own peace proposals to the King, 
without regard to the Scots, Baillie said that "many 
of our friends thought it necessare to have our Papers 
printed."^ In a series of papers addressed to the

4^kushworth, Historical Collections. V, p.
604.

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, April 22, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 38.

47Ibid.
48Baillie for Scotland, April 24, 1646, in 

Baillie, Letters and .Journals, II, p. 366.
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Commons the Scots urged that peace be settled quickly 
with the King and suggested a committee be set up 
with representatives from both kingdoms present to de
bate the peace proposals. A Mr. Buchanan published 
the Scots' Papers and, within three days, between 
three and four thousand copies had been sold. The 
Commons, resenting the Scots' interference, ordered 
the papers burned by the common hangman. Mr. Buchanan 
disappeared and Baillie reminded his friends in Scot
land that "if he come among you, he is a man worthie

50of great honour for many good services."
Charles had been disappointed in his dealings 

with the Scots and the Presbyterian party in Parlia
ment, but he still entertained hope of reaching an
agreement with the army. Putting aside his thoughts

51of leaving England, he sent John Ashburnham, Sir 
William Fleetwood, and the Baris of Southampton and

49Ibid.
9^Ibid., p. 367.
51John Ashburnham, born in 1603, was related on 

his mother's side to the Duke of Buckingham. In 1624 
he was made a groom of the bedchamber and later 
served as a representative for Hastings in the Long 
Parliament. In 1643 he was discharged from the Com
mons because he was a royalist and the following year 
he was appointed a royalist commissioner at Uxbridge. 
He acted as an advisor and friend to Charles from 
1645 on and helped him escape from Hampton Court in 
1647.
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Lindsey to negotiate the surrender of Woodstock and to 
suggest peace terms. Majors Disborough and Harrison 
received the King's men and listened to Southampton's 
proposal to deliver not only Woodstock but also sev
eral other garrisons to Parliament in return for an
army promise to defend Charles' person and conduct him

52safely to London. The majors said they would refer 
the matter to their superiors and the ambassadors re
turned to Oxford. If a pass were received within a 
day it was understood that the army was willing to co
operate. Ashburnham wrote: ''It is not hard to thinke
what sad and miserable condition the King was cast,"

53the following day when no pass arrived. Within a
few hours, Montereul sent word to Charles that the
Scots had promised to protect his person and were
willing to send 2,000 horse under General Leslie to

54rendezvous with him at Gainsborough.
Charles hesitated. Lauderdale warned him the

Scots would not declare for him unless he satisfied
55them in terms of religion. Baillie wrote that the

^2John Ashburnham, Narrative. II, p. 69.
~^Ibid., p. 70.
54Ibid., p. 71.
55̂Gilbert Burnet, The Memoirs of the Lives and

Actions of James and William. Dukes of Hamilton and
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Scots' Army would not be pleasant for the King unless
66he were willing to take the Covenant. Before ac

cepting the Scots' offers, Charles sent Sir Edward 
Ford to Henry Ireton, Cromwell's son-in-law, to see 
whether he would protect his King. Ireton took Ford 
prisoner and Charles had his answer.

Charles had wanted to come to terms with the 
English, but had been unable to do so with honor. He 
wrote to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, the Duke of
Ormonde, that he had resolved to join the Scots' Army 

67at Newark. He told Ormonde he had made this deci
sion because his peace proposals sent to London had 
"received either no answer at all, or such as argues 
nothing will satisfy them but the ruin, not only of 
us, our posterity, and our friends, but even of mon
archy itself," and he added that he had received "very 
good security, that we, and all that do, or shall

Castheherald, In Which an Account is Given of the Rise 
and Progress of the Civil toars of Scotland with Other 
Great Transactions Both in -England and Germany. from 
the Year 1^25. to the Year 1652. Together with Many 
Letters. Instructions, and Other Parers. Written by 
king Charles the I. Never Before Published. AI1 ~ 
Drawn out of or Copied from the Originals (London: J. 
Grover and R. Royston, 1677), p. 274.

^^Baillie for Scotland, April 24, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 368.

Charles to Ormonde, April 3, 1646, in Halli- 
well, Letters of the Kings of England, II, p. 405.
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adhere to us, shall be safe in our person, honours, and 
consciences in the Scottish Army."v Charles had sent 
Ormonde in 1645 to replace Lord Glamorgan and to try to 
come to terms with the Irish Catholics. Ormonde, as 
leader of the English Royalists, faced four other 
parties in Ireland each having an army: the Scots 
■under Monro, who had come to Ireland in 1642 to pro
tect Irish Protestants; the Irish Confederates under 
Owen Roe O'Neill; the Papal force led by Monsignor 
Rinuccini; and the Parliamentary party commanded by 
Coote. Divisions in Ireland prevented him from sending 
an armed force to aid the King.

Meanwhile, more and more regiments joined those 
around Oxford and every New Model officer awaited the 
command to besiege the city. Charles made daring 
plans of escape.

58Ibid.



CHAPTER III
CONSCIENCE, CROWN AND HONOR

The King chose John Ashburnham and a chaplain,
Dr. Michael Hudson, to accompany him on his flight 
from Oxford. Ashburnham later wrote: "I tooke it to 
be the cheefest marke of confidence His Majestie could 
confer on anie Subject to deliver His sacred Person in
to my hands to bee conducted through so manie streights 
and dangers."**" The three men spent the evening of 
April 26 preparing for their journey. Charles trimmed 
his long hair, put on a false beard and ordinary
looking clothes and fervently hoped he would pass for 
a servant of Ashburnham. The G-overnor of Oxford bade 
the King, "Farewell Harry!" and the three men rode out 
of the city towards midnight. They slipped through Hen
ley, Brentford, and Harrow on the Hill and were
stopped on the road to St. Alban’s by a drunken fellow

2who failed to recognize them. They left the main road 
at St. Alban's and stayed at an out-of-the-way inn at 
Harborough, where they expected the arrival of Montereul

^"Ashburnham, Narrative. II, pp. 73-74.
pRushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 2.

51
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or a troop of Scottish horse to conduct them to Newark. 
After waiting some time with no sign of either French
man or Scots, they rode to Downham in Norfolk. Charles 
sent Hudson to Southam, where Montereul was, to find 
out why he had not been met by the Scots. Montereul 
and Hudson were received by the Scots who said they 
would send an escort to meet the King and reaffirmed 
previous promises made to Montereul before Charles 
left Oxford. But even the fear that Charles might 
change his mind and go to London would not induce the 
Scots to put their promises in writing. Hudson managed 
to persuade them to put in writing certain conditions 
under which the King would be received. These were: 
that Charles would be received with honor and would not 
be forced to do anything against his conscience; that 
Ashburnham and Hudson would be protected; and that the 
Scots would help Charles regain his rights and pre
rogatives if Parliament refused to restore them. Hud
son rode back to the King and showed him the conditions. 
With Ashburnham and Hudson, Charles rode to Stamford 
where he spent the night at an inn. The King slept in
his clothes and the next morning passed two Parliamen-

3tary guards who did not recognize him. 3
3Leven to the Scottish Commissioners in London, 

May 1646 in Charles Sanford Terry, The Life and Cam-
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All of England was alive to the fact that the 
King had escaped from Oxford. Two hours after Charles 
rode out of the city, Colonel Payne of the New Model 
received the news "that the King went this morning by 
two o'clock towards London.Payne's informant be
lieved that Charles travelled disguised to London and 
was carrying Thomas Fairfax's seal. Army intelligence 
was so good that within forty-eight hours, Payne knew 
that Charles was disguised "in a montero and a hat upon 
it," had been bidden "Farewell, Harry!" by the governor 
of Oxford and was accompanied by Ashburnham and Hud
son. 6 The Army did not tell all to the House of Com
mons. "Various and strange conceits amazed the Members,
some that he was gone to Wales, others, to Montrose in7Scotland, but the most, that he is come to London."
The Commons ordered on May 4 that anyone concealing

8the King would be guilty of treason. The House also

naigns of Alexander Leslie. First Earl of Leven (Lon
don: Longmans, Green, and Company, 1899), p. 403.

^Payne to Brown, April 27, 1646, in Cary, 
Memorials. I, p. 9.

^Ibid., p. 10.
6Ibid.. p. 12.
^William Sanderson, A Comnleat History of the 

Life and Raigne of King Charles from His Cradle to His 
Grave (London: Humphrey Moseley, 1658), p. 897.

O Commons Journals, IV, p. 532.
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caused an act to be published postponing the General 
Training of the city forces, which would have taken 
place Hay 5 in Hyde Park, and ordering all Papists who
had fought against Parliament to leave London and West-

qminster by a distance of twenty miles by May 12. A 
fellow of Emanuel College, William Sancroft, explained 
why the Presbyterians in Parliament did not want 
Charles to come to London saying: " . . .  his presence 
will attract hearts, and animate many of the members to 
appear for him with open face who now mask "under a 
vizor, and sigh to see a party, they like not, carry 
all before them. " 10 Sancroft persisted in his belief 
that Charles was still in Oxford, in spite of all the 
rumors. 11 In London Baillie wrote that there was "for 
almost eight dayes, great fear and ignorance here 
whither he had gone. " 12 On May 4, Baillie wrote a 
memorandum for Lord Balcarras about the King's coming 
to the Scottish Army. Should Charles do so, Balcarras 
was urged to show him the Ordinances of the Assembly of

9Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 2.
10William Sancroft to Francis Sancroft, May 4, 

1646, in Cary, Memorials. I, p. 17.
11Ibid.
12Memorandum, May 8 , 1646, in Baillie, Letters 

and Journals, II, p. 370.
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the Kirk of Scotland, of the Convention of Estates, and 
the Commission of the General Assembly "for receiving, 
suearing, and subscribing the solemne League and Cove
nant, that he may truely see what was and is the in
tention of the Kingdome of Scotland for defense of his 
Majestie's person and authority." v Baillie sent the 
directory for worship and the articles concerning 
church government from the Uxbridge negotiations to 
Balcarras. 14 In spite of promises made to Hudson, it 
is clear the Scots never intended to support Charles 
unless he signed the Covenant of which the Balcarras 
memorandum is proof. The Scots hoodwinked Charles into 
believing he would not have to take the Covenant to en
list their help and it is unlikely that Charles would 
have ridden to Newark had he realized the true inten
tions of his countrymen.

But ride to Newark he did and English soldiers 
reported to the Speaker of the House that Charles had
ridden into the town in great haste at 7 a.m. accom-

15panied by three others. Alexander Leslie, the Earl

^Memorandum for Lord Balcarras, May 4, 1646, in 
Ibid.. p. 514.

14Ibid.
"^From the Leaguer at Newark to the Speaker,

May 5, 1646, in Cary, Memorials, I, p. 20.
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of Leven and commander of the Scots Army, received the
news from his officers and immediately ordered a search

16made of the garrison. Charles quickly went to
Montereul's lodgings and about noon informed Leven of
his whereabouts. Leven moved Charles to his own
quarters for security reasons and many lords came to
pay their respects and ask how they could best express
the gratitude they felt for the King's honoring their

17army with his presence. Charles replied that they 
could fulfill the conditions under which he came to 
them. Ashburnham, who was present at the meeting, 
noted that Lord Lothian "seemed to be surprized with 
the word 'Conditions'" and promptly denied that any such 
conditions existed. Charles turned to Montereul and 
asked him to recount for Lothian the proceedings at 
Smith«.m as well as his negotiations with the Scottish 
commissioners earlier in London. When Montereul fin
ished some of the Lords denied all knowledge of the 
negotiations and stated they could not be bound by 
promises they were ignorant of. Charles asked why they 
had assured him he would be secure with their army and 
they answered that their army was the best place in

■^Terry, Life and Campaigns of Alexander Leslie.
p. 405.

"^Ashburnham, Narrative. II, pp. 75-77.
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the two kingdoms to settle the peace between England
and Scotland which the King, of course, desired.

Lothian informed Charles he would have to sign
the Covenant, establish Presbyterianism in England and
Ireland, command Montrose to lay down his arms, and
order Lord Bellasis to surrender the garrison of Newark 

18to Parliament. Lothian reproachfully referred to the 
Marquis of Montrose as James Graham and Charles refused 
the terms replying that just as he had made James

T OGraham a Marquis he had made him an Earl.  ̂ Strict
onguards were placed around the King.

Being thus misused by the Scots, Charles told 
Ashburnham to send Lord Bellasis word that the King de
sired to meet with some of the English commissioners
"to treate of His comeing to them upon Terms of Honour 

21and Safety." Ashburnham was unable to negotiate with 
Bellasis and the hope of settling with the English was 
gone.

Lothian, after his interview with Charles, com
posed a letter to the Committee of Both Kingdoms in

18,
19
20

21

Turner, Memoirs. p. 41.
Ibid.
Ashburnham, Narrative. II, p. 77. 
Ibid., p. 81.
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London. He wrote the letter slowly and carefully,
knowing Parliament would not be pleased to learn of
the King's presence in the Scottish Army. He made it
appear that the Scots had no knowledge of the King's
decision to come to Newark and that his arrival would
not interfere with the Solemn League and Covenant and
the good relationship between the two kingdoms. Lothi
an wrote that Charles' arrival:

Hath filled us with amazement and made us like 
men that dream. . . . We cannot think that he 
would have been so unadvised in his resolution 
/as/ to have cast himself upon us without a real intention to give full satisfaction to both 
Kingdoms in all their just and reasonable de
mands in all those things which concern religionand righteousness.

The following day Leven took pen in hand to confirm
Lothian's story. He described the event of the King's
coming as "that strange Providence wherewith we are
now surprized . . .  it was a Matter of much Astonish- 

23ment to us."
The Scottish commissioners at Newark sent a 

letter to the Committee of Scotland at Edinburgh and 
waited for replies from their capital and from Lon-

22Lothian to the Committee of Both Kingdoms, 
May 5, 1646, in Calendar of State Papers. Domestic, 
p. 453.

23̂Leven to the Committee of Both Kingdoms,
May 6 , 1646, in Journals of the House of. Lords. 1578- 
1714. VIII, p. 311.
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don. Having received an answer from London and hear
ing that 5,000 horse and foot under Fairfax were march
ing northwards, the Scots took their royal captive and 
hurried into Yorkshire towards the safety of New
castle. The Scots spread the rumor that their army was 
moving north because provisions at Newark had been ex
hausted in the siege and the work of the army there 
was done.

Parliament was not happy about the news.
Lieutenant-General Sedenham Poyntz scribbled a hurried
note to the Speaker of the House telling him of the
happenings at Newark and wrote "Haste, Haste!" as a 

25closing. v "All men's eyes are upon them," Bancroft 
wrote of the Scots, "to see what course they will take 
for that is the hinge upon which all turns." He

24-

"̂"An Unhappy Game of Scotch and English, Or a 
Full Answer from England to the Papers of Scotland," in 
The Somers Collection of Tracts; A Collection of 
Scarce and Valuable Tracts, on the Most Interesting and 
Entertaining Subjects: But Chiefly Such as Relate to 
the History and Constitution of These Kingdoms Selected 
from an Infinite Number in Print and Manuscript. in the 
Royal. Cotton. Sion, and Other Public. As Well As Pri
vate Libraries: Particularly that of the Late Lord 
Somers, ed. by Walter Scott (London: T. Cadell and W. 
Davies, 1811), V, p. 70. 25 26

25̂Poyntz to the Speaker, May 5, 1646, in Gary, 
Memorials. I, p. 19.

26William Sancroft to Francis Bancroft in Ibid.,
p. 31
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added that "The Independent is exceedingly crest
fallen."2^

An alarmed House of Commons voted on May 6 to
request that Charles be brought to Warwick Castle and
John Ashburnham and all others who rode with the King

28to Newark be delivered to Parliament. Upon hearing 
of the vote in the Commons, the Lords demanded a con
ference and the Earl of Essex, Robert Devereux, stated 
emphatically that the King's rights had to be defended 
and suggested both royalist and Parliamentary armies
be disbanded. The Commons apologized and rescinded

29the vote to imprison Charles in Warwick Castle. On 
May 11 Parliament voted that Charles must surrender all 
his garrisons, disband his forces and leave the manag
ing and prosecution of the war in Ireland to both 
Houses. Parliament chose to disregard the letter of 
May 8 from the Kingdom of Scotland requesting an order
be sent to stop the 5,000 Parliamentary troops ap-

51proaching Newark. As proof of their good faith, the

27Ibid.
poCommons Journals. IV, p. 8 .
29̂Cromwell, Writings and Speeches
50Commons Journals. IV, p. 542.
■^Lords Journals, VIII, p. 508.
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Scots talked Charles into surrendering the garrison at
Newark to Parliamentary troops.

Ashburnham, who accompanied Charles on his ride
to Newcastle, became angry at the Scots' treatment of
his King. "No sooner was their Armie two dayes march,"
he writes, "(in which time they had free'd themselves
from the feare of anie further pursuite by the English
Forces) but the Commissioners did resume their rude

32behavior towards His Majestie." Charles' stay with
the Scots1 army was the least pleasant period of his
captivity which lasted until his execution. All hopes
Charles might have entertained that he was not a
prisoner were blasted by his reception at Newcastle on
May 13. The King wore a somber, plain colored suit as
he approached the city. The customary salute was not
fired and no one of rank rode out of Newcastle to greet
him. By order of Lunsdale, the Governor of Newcastle,
the streets of the city were lined with pikes and
muskets in an attempt to isolate Charles from the com- 

33mon people. Charles, haggard from his ride and em
barrassed by his reception outside the city, was com
forted by the reaction of the people of Newcastle.

32Ashburnham, Narrative. II, p. 82. 33
33^-'Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 4.
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The city went wild with joy: cheering crowds lined 
the King's path through the city, bells were rung, 
drums and trumpets were played, bonfires were lit and 
cannons thundered and rifles fired. Even the Scottish 
guard who rode near him bare-headed to insult him, 
could not dampen his joy.

Charles lodged at Anderson House, the Earl of 
Lever's quarters. The house was not without its 
haunting memories, for the King had stayed there in 
1639 when it belonged to the sheriff, Sir Francis 
Liddell. A single shout was raised as Charles entered 
the court of Anderson House, and Leven, who chose to 
believe a Papist was responsible, promptly issued 
declarations forbidding Catholics from coming near the 
King and stating that, although Charles was at New
castle, all men owed obedience to Parliament. As 
Charles entered the house, he was met by many nobles 
and representatives of the Scottish Kirk who urged him 
to grant the Uxbridge propositions.  ̂ Charles reminded 
them of their promise to respect his conscience and 
they assured him that their only desire was to obtain 
a just and lasting peace, conscience or no. The King

34From the Weekly Account. May 13-20, 1646, in 
Terry, Life and Campaigns of Alexander Leslie, p. 409.

35v Ashburnham, Narrative. II, pp. 82-84.
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grew impatient and, seeing none of the London com
missioners present, repeated the promises made to him 
before his coming to their army and threatened to make 
the negotiations of March and April public if the 
Scots betrayed him. Montereul backed up everything 
Charles said and added that if they did not keep their 
word "the Crowne of France would require it at their 
hands." In spite of Montereul, the Scots continued 
pressing the King, threatening to hand him over to 
Parliament if he did not give them satisfaction.

Charles had seemingly made the wrong decision in
coming to the Scots, but he resolved to keep his honor
in his negotiations with them. In Eikon B a s i l i k e . a

book of his meditations, he wrote:
Though I put my body into their hands, yet I 
shall reserve my soul to God and myself; nor 
shall any necessities compel me to7desert mine 
honor or swerve from my judgment. 1

Lucy Hutchinson, the Puritan wife of Colonel John
Hutchinson, believed Charles should have gone to London
and given himself up to Parliament where he would have

rzC^°Eikon Basilike. though written by Dr. John 
Gauden the bishop of Exeter, was based on a core of ma
terial written by Charles. Gauden1s copy was read and 
corrected by Charles during the last months of his captivity.

•^/John Gauden/, Eikon Basilike. ed. by Philip
A. Knachel.(Hew York: Cornell University Press, 1966),
p. 35.
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"in all probability ruined them, who were highly divid
ed between presbyterian and independent factions. " ^
She feels his going to the Scots "turned many hearts 
against him" and that the Scots "were very false both 
to the parliament and to the King." Charles in all 
probability could never have come to an agreement with 
either Presbyterians or Independents had he gone to 
London. Any settlement in London would have to have 
been based on a limitation of the King's prerogatives 
and a settlement of church government opposed to Angli
can traditions. Charles, in good conscience, could 
have agreed no more with the factions in London than 
he could with the Scots. Perhaps he should have 
escaped to the Continent until the time was ripe for 
his return.

Parliament was more distrustful of the Scots 
than ever. "Oh! what shall we say or think of our 
brethren? Are they not, of divine Covenanters, be
come cheating jugglers?" asked an anonymous pamphle
teer.^"^ The English feared Charles would make a

^8Lucy Hutchinson, Memoirs of Colonel Hutchinson 
(London: J. M. Dent and Sons, Limited, 1908), p. 232.

59Ibid.
40"An Unhappy Game of Scotch and English" in 

The Somers Collection of Tracts. V, p. 73.
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separate peace with the Scots and invade England with 
a Covenanting Army at his back. The Scots were not 
anxious to turn the King over to Parliament, fearing 
they would not get good terms in any resulting peace 
treaty. They argued that, according to the Solemn 
League and Covenant, the person of the King should be 
disposed of by a joint resolution of the two kingdoms. 
The Scots were content to wait for this unanimity and 
stall for time while they pressed Charles to take the 
Covenant. Relations between England and Scotland grew 
more and more strained. -‘-‘he -English were not fooled by 
talk of joint resolutions. The anonymous pamphlet 
writer said: "let any man judge whether the keeping of 
the King's person at New-Castle, without our consent, 
be not as absolute a disposal as afterwards the sending 
of his person to White-Hall, Richmond House, Hamptom 
Court, or else where, by the joynt advice and consent 
of the two kingdomes. I|4"*"

Moreover, Parliament was troubled by the reports 
of their secret agent in France that Lord Bigby had 
told Henrietta Maria that a peace had been concluded in 
Ireland between Charles and the rebels and 50,000 Irish 
troops waited for the King's command to cross the

41Ibid.
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sea. The agent further alarmed Parliament by saying 
that the French court was striving to create a rupture 
between the English and the Scots and "sent express

4.xministers for that purpose." The agent reported 
with disgust that royalists in France received the 
news of the King's flight with joy, and much feasting 
and drinking.44 Henrietta Maria was ever active in 
her husband's behalf. On May 15 she procured two 
frigates to carry correspondence and such ammunition 
and provisions as she could obtain to Montrose. Al
most all of Montrose's supplies came from the Queen
who said she would pawn the dress she wore rather than

45see him go without.
Charles never lost his temper and behaved al

ways as a gentleman to his captors, in spite of their 
uncivility and insincerity. Montereul confided in 
Cardinal Mazarin his amazement that "this King in spite 
of the bad treatment he receives, manifests the utmost 
satisfaction at what I have done, whereas the Scots, on 
the contrary . . . treat me in the worst possible man-

42Secret agent to the Speaker, May 15, 1646, in Cary, Memorials. I, p. 33«
43Ibid.. p. 34.
44Ibid., p. 42.
43Ibid., pp. 40-41.

42
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ner."^ Montereul believed the Scots would eventually
fall out with the Independents and lose the support of

47France and the King's followers.
Charles busied himself by writing his secre

tary, Sir Edward Nicholas, to send him the Duke of 
York and all servants who were willing to come, along

/ owith the personal property he left at Oxford. While 
Charles was writing, the Earl of Callandar told Ash- 
burnham he had just left the Scottish Council which was 
debating whether or not to send him to London. Cal
landar said that the Council had decided to send Ash- 
burnham to London if another request for him came by 
the next post. When Charles found out, he commanded 
his friend to escape. Ashburnham urged the King to re- 
consider, but Charles was firm. v Ashburnham made his 
way to the coast and managed to slip aboard a ship 
sailing for Holland. Two hours later his servants, 
horses, and belongings were seized. He hastened into 
France to acquaint the Queen of the happenings and had

46H Montereul to Mazarin, May 15, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 195.

^7Ibid., p. 194.
^Charles to Nicholas, May 15, 1646, in Charles 

I, Letters. Speeches, and Proclamations, p. 179.
49̂Ashburnham, Narrative. II, pp. 84-86.
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interviews with Cardinal Mazarin from whom he, at
length, extracted a promise to send an ambassador to
Newcastle to urge the boots to keep the promises they
made to the King in March and April.

Charles' concern for Ashburnham's safety was
superceded only by concern for the Prince of Wales.
Early in March, young Charles had narrowly escaped
capture by fleeing to the Scilly Isles. On April 16
he left Scilly for the greater safety of Jersey where
so many royalists had fled that the inhabitants of
nearby Guernsey were put in fear of an attack on their 

50island. Prince Charles and his councillors, includ
ing Lord Clarendon, were determined to remain on Eng
lish soil as long as possible. Charles and Henrietta 
Maria felt the Prince was no longer safe in waters pa
trolled by the Parliamentary fleet. The Queen wrote 
her son "Parliament will, with all their power, force
you to come to them. There is no time to be lost;

51therefore lose none, but come speedily.

50Cary, Memorials. I, p. 7. 51
51Henrietta Maria to the Prince of Wales, May 

17, 1646, in Henrietta Maria, Letters of Queen Henri
etta Maria. Including Her Private Correspondence with 
Charles the Eirst, Collected from the Public Archives 
and Private Libraries of Prance and England, ed. by 
Mary Anne Everett Green (London: Richard Bentley, 
1857), p. 316.
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To Baillie, sitting in London, things looked
hopeful. The Presbyterians dominated the House of
Lords, and many moderates joined the party. The only
concern of the Scottish commissioners was whether
Charles would take the Covenant. Baillie noted: "There
is much talk here by all sorts of people of the King's
obstinacy; that he is the longer the worse, and refuses
all reason." The Independents were pleased by the
Scots' dilemma and began thinking of making an example
of the King. They even spoke of execution and Baillie
observed that "a blind man sees, that if he resolve to
play the madman longer, he will be forced to do it

53within narrower bounds." Alexander Henderson ex
changed letters debating church government with the 
King and Baillie wrote his friend: "The Lord God be
with yow, and give yow counsell and a mouth convincing

54irresistablie." The dry debates which ensued between 
Henderson and Charles had no effect on the King's 
thinking.

Charles wrote to his wife that "there is nothing

■^Baillie to Henderson, May 19, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 372.

55Ibid., p. 373.
54Baillie to Henderson, May 16, 1646, in Ibid..

p. 371



70

the Scots apprehend more than breaking with the re-
55bels." Sven if he took the Covenant, it is doubt

ful that any Scots' General would have led an army 
against the victorious Mew Model in 1646. It is pos
sible, though, that if Charles had taken the Covenant, 
the Scottish commissioners in London could have 
exerted enough political pressure on Parliament to 
moderate the peace terms.

Charles now believed if he could get to London 
he could negotiate an honorable peace. He wrote to the 
Lord Mayor of London promising his "full resolution to 
comply with our Parliaments in everything for settling 
truth and peace," hoping that "our return to that our
ancient city may be to the satisfaction of . . . all

56our good people."
On the same day, May 19, the House voted that

England had no further use of the Scottish Army and
would pay ¿50,000 to the Scots upon the surrender of
Newcastle, Carlisle and all other English garrisons
and another ¿50,000 when the last Scot soldier had 

57left England. It was also resolved that no proposi-

55Charles to Henrietta Maria, May 20, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 40.

56Charles to the Lord Mayor of London, May 19, 
1646, in Charles I, Letters. Speeches, and Proclamations.p. 181. 57

57Cary, Memorials. I, p. 51.
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tions would be sent to the King, but by the joint re-
58solution of the two kingdoms. The Scots thought 

1100,000 to be a ridiculously small sum and the com
missioners were advised to "labour to prevent this

59great prejudice."
Charles dined at Tinmouth Castle with Lothian, 

Dunfermline, Balmerino, and others on Thursday, May 21. 
He scarcely noticed that he was treated with the 
barest ceremony and that only three cannons and a vol
ley from the harbor ships were fired as he came and 

60went. The dinner was a slight relief from the tedi
ousness of the confinement at Newcastle. Charles felt
deeply the lack of friends' company with Ashburnham

6lgone and Hudson soon to leave. Charles turned to

•^Lords Journals. VIII, p. 319.
59Scottish Parliament to their commissioners in London, May 1646 in John Thurloe, A Collection of the 

State Papers of John Thurloe. Esquire. Secretary. First 
to the Council of State, and Afterwards to the Two 
Protectors. Oliver and Richard Cromwell Containing 
Authentic Memorials of the English Affairs from the 
Year 1658 to the Restoration of King Charles II. ed. 
by Thomas Birch (London: Thomas Woodward, 1742), I, 
p. 76.

60From the Mpclffrg.tg, , May 21-28,
1646, in Terry, Life and Campaigns of Alexander Leslie, 
p. 413.

^Parliament sent a sergeant-at-arms to fetch 
Dr. Michael Hudson from Newcastle, but the doctor got 
news of it and left the city on June 2. He went to 
London and through his brother-in-law, Dr. Francis
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Lanark for companionship and decided to restore Hamil
ton to his former honors and recall him to Newcastle.*^ 
Charles' stay at Newcastle was particularly unpleasant.
He often wrote of the "base usage that I have had since

63'I came to this army" and remarked that he was
C A"strangely and barbarously threatened." * He confided 

to his wife that "I never knew what it was to be bar
barously baited before, . . .  in rude pressures

65against my conscience." On May 29, Argyll, Lindsey, 
and the Earl of Morton arrived in Newcastle to press the

Crosse, he got a pass to Sandwich, where he was cap
tured, returned to London, and imprisoned. He es
caped only to be recaptured at Hull in January 1647.
He was sent to the Tower, escaped after a year, and 
went to Lincolnshire to raise the gentry for the King. 
He and fourteen comrades made a last-stand at Wood- 
croft House. Parliamentary troops surrounded the 
house and Hudson's men were driven to the roof, fight
ing all the time. It was hopeless. Quarter was of
fered to all but Hudson and all refused it. When 
troops rushed onto the roof, Hudson threw himself 
over the battlements and hung by his hands over the 
moat below. One soldier severed both hands at the 
wrists and Hudson dropped into the water. Soldiers 
found him struggling to get onto the land, trying to 
swim with his bleeding arms. He was clubbed to death.

6?Montereul to Mazarin, May 20, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 202.

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, May 28, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 41.

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, July 30, 1646, in 
Ibid., p. 56.

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, June 10, 1646, in 
Ibid., p. 45.
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King to sign the Covenant.
Charles was even forsaken by his cousin, the

French King, to whom he nonetheless wrote: "I shall
never forget the sincere and generous affection you
have shown me, and the continuous efforts you have
made on my behalf." Aside from a few munitions and
several unkept promises, the French did little to aid
Charles. The rumor circulated at the end of May in
London that troops were being raised in Normandy to as-

68sist Charles was false.
During the first week of June, the Scots told

Charles they would make an agreement with Parliament,
without regard to him, if he refused to take the Cove-

69nant and set up a Presbyterian government in England. 
Charles replied that these proposals were entirely 
against his conscience and offered to send a message

^Henry Guthry, Memoirs of Henry Guthry. Late 
Bishop of Dunkel. In Scotland. Wherein the Conspira
cies and Rebellion Against King Charles I of Blessed 
Memory to the Time of the Murther of that Monarch.
Are Briefly and Faithfully Related (London: ¥. B., 
1702), p. 177.

^Charles to Louis XIV, May 28, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. 1, p. 196.

/ToSecret agent to Committee of Both Kingdoms,
May 22, 1646, in Cary, Memorials. I, p. 60.

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, June 10, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646, p. 45.

66
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to London asking permission to go there and discuss 
70peace terms. He admitted to Henrietta Maria that 

"all I can do is but delaying of ill, which I shall 
not be able to do long without assistance from thee" 
and added sadly, "there was never man so alone as I 
. . . all the comfort I have is in thy love and a clear 
conscience. I know the first will not fail me, nor 
(by the grace of God) the other." Charles’ only 
recreation at Newcastle consisted of an occasional 
golf game or chess. He was forbidden to attend Angli
can services. He wrote to his son, Charles, "none are 
suffered to come about me but fools or knaves." In 
spite of all he behaved graciously and kindly to his 
captors.

The summer of 1646 was as depressing as it was
hot for Henrietta Maria at Fontainebleau. She and her
ladies retired to the cool forest or waters of the
Seine to escape the unusually warm summer days. Early
in June she received a letter from her husband urging

72her to persuade the Prince of Wales to join her.
The Scots wanted the Prince to join his father at New-

^ Ibid.. p. 46.
71Ibid.
7^lbid., p. 45•
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castle and Charles was determined not to let his son
fall into their hands. Henrietta Maria sent the
Prince a good sum of money, the promise he could leave
the French court whenever he desired, and as an added
inducement, she enclosed a portrait of his wealthy

73cousin, Mademoiselle de Monpensier. Charles made it
clear to the Prince that he would not be safe on Jer
sey and must sail immediately to France. He advised 
his son to adhere to the monarchy, the Anglican church,
and his father's friends and to beware of Parliament

74who would use him to undo his father. Whether per
suaded by his father's counsel or the Mademoiselle's 
portrait, the Prince arrived in France on June 24.

On June 3» Montereul left Newcastle for France 
to form the instructions of the new ambassador to be 
sent to the King. He left a secretary, named Bacon, 
to take charge of his affairs during his absence. It 
was Bacon who informed Montereul of a depressing con
ference with Sir Robert Moray, who informed him that 
the Independents were on the verge of declaring Charles 
the cause of the trouble in Ireland and urging the

73^Henrietta Maria to the Prince of Wales, June 1646, in Henrietta Maria, Letters. p. 318.
^Charles to the Prince of Wales, June 2, 1646, 

in Halliwell, Letters of the Kings of England. II, p. 
410.
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abolition of the Kingship. Moray also assured Bacon 
that the Boots would not aid Charles unless he satis
fied their desires concerning religion. Bacon report
ed to Montereul that the Scottish commissioners had 
gotten down on their knees on two occasions and 
pleaded with Charles to take the Covenant. Charles 
said he could not violate his conscience by taking the 
Covenant, but offered to establish Presbyterianism in 
England, provided all Anglicans would be allowed free
dom of worship and that five dioceses— Oxford, Win
chester, Exeter, Bristol, and Bath— could be maintained. 
The Scots could not persuade Charles to abandon the 
bishops, since he believed episcopacy was a divinely 
instituted office and by his coronation oath he had 
sworn to defend it.

To show his good faith to the Scots and Parlia
ment, Charles ordered the governors of Oxford and all 
other royalist garrisons to surrender. Charles had re
quested that Montrose surrender on May 19. The Marquis 
had been "astonished by this -unexpected message /and/
. . . bitterly bewailed the King's sad fate, which had

HCLhurried him into the hands of his deadliest foes."' 75 76

75Bacon to Montereul, June 11, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, pp. 211-215.

76' George Wishart, The Memoirs of James. Mar-

75
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Montrose feared the King's message had been extracted
from him by force, so he did not immediately obey the
order, but wrote to the King, begging to be informed

77as to his situation in Newcastle. Montrose also de
sired assurances that his followers would be safe when 
he disbanded his army. On June 15 Charles again asked 
Montrose to lay down his arms and promised him that he

r7Qand his followers would be safe. Torn between his 
desire to obey his King and his belief that his army 
could yet pressure the Scots to come to terms with 
Charles, Montrose decided not to disband his forces 
for the time being.

In London the Commons resolved on June 9 that 
the King had gone to the Scots to create divisions be
tween the kingdoms and to continue the war against the

79English Parliament. To Parliament's request that the 
King be given up, the Scottish commissioners argued

quis of Montrose. 1659-1650. trans. by Alexander D. 
Murdock and H. F. Morland Simpson (London: Longmans, 
Green, and Company, 1895), p. 182.

771'Mark Napier, The Life and Times of Montrose: 
Illustrated from Original Manuscripts. Including Family 
Papers Now First Published from the Montrose Charter- 
Chest and Other Private Repositories (Edinburgh:
Oliver and Boyd, 1840), p. 401.

7RCharles to Montrose, June 15, 1646, in Ibid.,
p. 402.

Commons Journals. IV, 570.79
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that they could not deliver the King to Parliament 
against his will, except by vote of the Scottish Par-

OAliament. Moreover, since Charles was King of both
kingdoms, a joint committee should decide his fate.

To the Commons' anxiety over King and Scots, 
was added alarming news of a defeat of Munro's army 
in Ireland. Irish Catholics, led by Owen O'Neill, had 
annihilated the forces of Major General Robert Munro. 
Five to six thousand of Munro's troops were slain and 
the Papal Legate, Monsignor Rinuccini, sent forty of 
the captured colors to the Pope and said that "the 
whole army recognizes this victory as from God, every 
voice declares that not they, but the Apostolic money

81and provisions have brought forth such great fruits."
All of England was horrified and Charles wrote Ormonde 
"to proceed no further with the Rebells /the Irish 
Catholics/» nor to engage us upon any conditions with

opthem." Notwithstanding this, Ormonde signed a peace 
with the rebels within two months.

®^"An Unhappy Game of Scotch and English" in The 
Somers Collection of Tracts. V, p. 69.

O-jRinuccini to the Pope, June 16, 1646, in Mon
signor G. B. Rinuccini, The Embassy in Ireland of Mon- 
signor G. B. Rinuccini. Archbishop of Fermo. in the 
Years 1645-1^49. Published from the Original MSS, in 
the Rinuccini Library. By G. Aiazza, Librarian, trans. 
by Annie Hutton (Dublin: Alexander Thom, 1873), p. 175.

o p  -Charles to Ormonde, June 11, 1646, in Sander
son, A Compleat History of King Charles, p. 908.
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On June 15 Argyll left Newcastle for London to 
try to patch relations between his country and the 
English Parliament. Charles noted that Argyll made 
"great professions of doing me service there ; his er
rand (as is pretended) is only to hasten down and 
moderate the demands which are coming to me from 
thence."8-'’ At two o'clock on the afternoon of June 25 
Argyll addressed representatives of the Lords and Com- 
mons in the Painted Chamber. H He stressed the es
sential unity of Scotland and England and stated that 
the Scots had always been loyal to Charles. "Yet as 
experience may tell," he said, "their personal regard 
for him has never made them forget that common rule, 
'The safety of the people is the supreme law,' so like
wise their love to monarchy makes them very desirous 
that it may be rather regulated than destroyed." Con
stitutional monarchy and a somewhat tolerant form of 
Presbyterianism were stressed by Argyll, though he 
realized both depended on the cooperation of the King. 
As his final gesture of good-will, he returned the 
peace propositions, which the Houses had labored over 
for months and which had been presented to the Scottish

Q * Z^Charles to Henrietta Maria, June 16, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 47. 84

84Lords Journals. VIII, p. 392.
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commissioners just two days previously, unaltered.
On the same day Argyll spoke in the Painted 

Chamber, the garrison at Oxford surrendered. By the 
articles of surrender, the Duke of York fell into the 
hands of Parliament, leaving only the Prince of Wales 
of all the King's children at liberty. Mr. Herbert, 
an Army Commissioner, brought to the Commons the 
King's seals— the Great Seal, the Privy Seal, the 
Royal Signet, the Seal of the King's Bench, the Seal 
of the Court of Wards, the Seal of the Admiralty, as 
well as the Sword of State— that had been taken at Ox
ford. The Great Seal, the Court of Wards Seal, and the 
King's Bench Seal were broken by a smith by order of
Parliament and the silver was given to the Speakers of 

85both Houses. Later David Jenkins, a prisoner in 
Newgate, claimed that he was not bound by law to ap
pear before the Chancery to be tried since his warrant 
was not affixed by the King's seal.

The capture and interrogation of Charles' chap
lain and companion on his ride to Newcastle, Dr.
Michael Hudson, was embarrassing for the Scots. "The

85Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 16. 86
86David Jenkins, "A Plea Delivered in to the 

Earl of Manchester and the Speaker of the House of 
Commons, Sitting in the Chancery at Westminster," in 
The Somers Collection of Tracts. V, p. 93-
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villaine Hudson," wrote Baillie, "makes grievous com
promises; and when we had gotten him, we did use him 
roughlie as a prisoner." ' Then Baillie naively 
stated, "The truth is, we never had any dealings with 
him for coming to our armie, and would never enter in
termes to make him any promise, farder than we knew

88our dutie, and would keep our covenant." Hudson
confessed that he was on his way to France to get an
alliance between France and Scotland against the Eng-

89lish Parliament. It appears from a reading of 
Montereul's correspondence, that some Scottish leaders 
were prepared to join with the French and English Pres
byterians in a war against the Independents and the New 
Model, but the Scots denied any knowledge of Hudson's 
mission. "I wish," Hudson said of the Scots, "they had 
been as much ashamed to do unworthily as (it seems)

90they are ashamed to hear of their unworthy actions."
The Independents enjoyed the Scots' embarrassment and

®^Baillie to Spang, June 26, 1646, in Baillie, 
Letters and Journals. II, p. 575.

QQ Ibid. It is probable that Baillie was un
aware of promises made by his countrymen to Charles in 
April 1646.

89•̂ Samuel Eawson Gardiner, History of the Great 
Civil War, 1642-1649 (London: Longmans, Green, and 
Company, 1898), III, p. 115.

90 ~ • ■ •Cary, Memorials. I, p. 109.
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Baillie wrote that they said:
Let the Scots doe and say what they can, yet 
they cannot be honest: they have a design, 
with the King and foreign nations, to betray 
and mine England; therefore let us be rid of 
them with diligence: if they will not im
mediately be gone. let us dryve them home 
with our armies.

Three days later, the Scottish Army issued a declara
tion proclaiming its loyalty to the Covenant and to the

92union between Scotland and England. The army soon
petitioned Charles to take the Covenant and to comply

93with the wishes of Parliament.
The City of London was still Presbyterian and 

favorably disposed to the King. Early in July a peti
tion was sent to Charles declaring that Londoners "have 
always, and do still, retain the same loyal thoughts 
towards Tour Majesty as ever" and they "shall not doubt 
but your Majesty will with Honour and Joy return unto 
this Your City, and that Your Throne shall . . .  be

QAestablished in all Your Kingdoms."
On July 1, Charles received a "true copy" of

^Baillie to Spang, June 26, 1646, in Baillie, 
Letters and Journals. II, p. 374.

92Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, pp.
28-29.

^ Ibid., p. 30.
94Lords Journals. VIII, p. 415.
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the London peace proposals, soon called the Newcastle
Propositions, which were to officially come within 

95ten days. He wrote Henrietta Maria with sadness
that "they are such as I cannot grant without loss of
my conscience, crown, and honour" and told her he

96would delay a flat denial as long as possible.
Charles continued to hope that if he gave his ene
mies enough time they would eventually fall out and 
come to terms with him. As long as England remained 
a monarchy, there could be no peace settlement without 
the King's consent. This consent Charles would never 
give unless honorable peace proposals were offered to 
him. His crown, his church, and his friends he could 
never abandon. Charles decided to stall by asking per
mission to go to London to discuss the Newcastle Pro
positions. He confided to his wife that he believed 
the Scots' Army would never declare for him and would 
surrender their English garrisons. Charles believed 
this would come to pass within six weeks and he would 
be faced with the unsavory choice of remaining in 
England a prisoner of Parliament or going to Scotland 
which "I can only do . . . as I am ready to die, for

95Charles to Henrietta Maria, July 1, 1646, in 
Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 51.
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the queen, but not otherways." He asked his wife to
be confident that he would "never yield to these base

98propositions" and asked for her advice. Charles
even thought of escaping to the Continent and wrote to
Ashburnham: ". . . 1  am lost, if I goe not into
france before the end of August next: and take heed

99that I be not believed too late."
On July 6 the Commons and Lords wrote Charles a 

letter requesting that he surrender his Irish garrisons 
to Parliament and give his consent to the Propositions 
which would soon be dispatched to N e w c a s t l e O n  the 
same day a letter was sent from both Houses to the
Scottish commissioners asking for the withdrawal of

101their army from English soil. This business con
cluded, the Commons appointed the commissioners to go 
to Newcastle— the Earl of Pembroke, the Earl of Suf- 
folke, Sir Walter Erie, Sir John Hippesley, Robert

"^Ibid.. p. 52.
98Charles to Henrietta Maria, July 8, 1646, in 

Ibid., p. 53•
■^Charles to Ashburnham, July 8, 1646, in Ash

burnham, Narrative, II, p. 141.
^ “̂ Lords Journals. VIII, p. 417.
101Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p.

97
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Goodwyn, and nuke Robinson. The commissioners were
to present the Propositions to the King and wait no 
more than ten days for his answer. The peace terms 
they were to carry were as harsh as they were unfair. 
The Propositions demanded that Charles: take the 
Covenant and impose it on his subjects; abolish epis
copacy; agree to the passage of acts for easier con
viction of recusants as well as acts against innova
tions and pluralities in the church; place the militia 
and fleet under Parliamentary control for twenty years, 
after which time the Rouses would vote to decide who 
would control the armed forces; confirm all treaties 
passed by Parliament since the outbreak of the Civil 
War; allow the Parliament to prosecute the Irish War
as it saw fit; and ratify and affirm all acts passed

10*5under Parliament’s Great Seal since 1642. J The 
Propositions also listed almost every royalist enemy 
of the Long Parliament and friend of the King and gave 
their varied punishments.

Montereul returned to ¡Newcastle on July 9 be
lieving:

The Independents would never have resolved to 
send the proposals had they not been well as-

102Commons Journals. IV, p. 604.
vGardiner, Constitutional Documents, pp. 290-

102

105
506
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sured his said Majesty would never accept 
them, and that they merely await his refu
sal to declare their king an enemy to the 
state."104

Baillie supported Montereul's assessment of the 
Independents saying, "The Sectarian partie here are 
very averse from peace. . . . All we heard before this
day wes that the King would never take these Proposi-

105tions." Perhaps young Henry Vane, alone of all his 
party, realized how dangerous the King's denial could 
be. He might have foreseen the events of 1647 when the 
New Model became more powerful than Parliament when he 
wrote to Lothian:

I hope the propositions . . . will have a gra
cious acceptance; if not, the issewes cannot 
bee good for Kinge nor people. God, of his 
mercie putt itt into his Majestie's heart to take the Covenant. . . .106

July 17 was a fair summer's day in Newcastle 
when Hamilton rode up to Anderson House, dismounted, 
and walked quickly inside. He strode up to Charles 
and kissed his hand. The instant he did so lightning 
struck and there was thunder and rain. The Duke re-

104Montereul to Mazarin, July 16, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 228.

105̂Saillie for Glasgow, July 14, 1646, in 
Saillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 379.

106Vane to Lothian, July 10, 1646, in Robert 
Kerr and William Kerr, Correspondence. I, p. 188.
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tired shyly back into the crowd causing Charles to ask 
whether he was afraid to come near him. Hamilton ap
proached the King, blushing, and Charles expressed his 
sorrow over the Duke's misfortunes "in termes so full 
of affection, that he not only broke through all of
his Resentments, but set a new edge again upon his old

107Affection and Duty." Hamilton urged Charles to ac
cept the Propositions concerning religion and church 
government if he could not accept all of them, feeling 
if the Presbyterians were satisfied about religion they 
might be persuaded to make compromises on the other 
Propositions. Hamilton reminded Charles of the danger
ous position he was in and told him he could expect no 
foreign aid and no Scottish support unless he took the 
Covenant. The Duke argued that even if Charles vio
lated his conscience by taking the Covenant, the of
fense would be so slight as compared to the results of 
his not taking the Covenant and losing his throne that 
God would never judge him guilty. Charles replied 
that his conscience was dearer to him than his crown 
and he would rather hazard an earthly throne than en
danger a heavenly one.

107This information is drawn from: Guthry, 
Memoirs, p. 182 and Burnet, Lives and Actions of Dukes 
of Hamilton and Castheherald,. pp. 279-281.
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Charles probably discussed with Hamilton the
letter he had written to Montrose the day before his
arrival, requesting the Marquis once again to lay down 

108his arms. Montrose received the letter on July 22 
and promptly arranged a meeting with a Covenanting 
general, Middleton, who assured him all his followers 
would go free and could keep all their property. Ex
ceptions would be the Earl of Crawford, Sir John Hurry, 
and the Marquis, himself, who were only guaranteed 
safe passage abroad. On July 30 he dismissed his 
troops in the name of the King. Many knelt down and 
with tears asked to accompany him wherever fortune took 
him, but he left camp accompanied only by John Hurry. 
"It is none of my least misfortunes," wrote Charles to 
his friend, "that all this time I can only return to 
you verbal payment." The Scots decided to go back on 
their promise to let Montrose sail to the Continent and 
he was forced to disguise himself to escape to a vessel 
anchored outside the port of Montrose. He sailed to 
Norway where he remained until March 1647 when he 
travelled to Paris. In the summer of 1647 he sent 
Charles a sword and remarked to the Prince of Wales,
"I never had passion on earth so strong as that to do

Napier, Life and Times of Montrose, pp. 405-426.
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the king, your father, service."
On the same day Hamilton arrived at Newcastle, 

Pomponne de Bellievre, Ambassador extraordinary, was 
received by Parliament in great s t a t e . T h e  Master 
of Ceremonies, Sir Oliver Fleming, repaired to the 
place of Bellievre's landing and immediately notified 
the House so that barges filled with the notables of 
London could receive him.11^ The ambassador was 
lodged at Hatton House. Bellievre later delivered an 
address stating that he had been sent by the King of 
France to reconcile the King and Parliament.1"1"1 He re
quested a pass to go to Newcastle. On July 22 Parlia
ment reluctantly issued him one while firmly denying
the right of any foreign representative to meddle in

112the internal affairs of England. “The French Am- 109 110 * 112

109Pomponne de Bellievre had been on an earlier 
mission to England from 1637-1640. He travelled to 
Newcastle in August 1646 and remained there until Jan
uary 1647. He then returned to London during the month 
of February 1647 and sailed to France in November 1647. 
While he was at Newcastle, his brother, Pierre, cor
responded with him frequently informing him of de
velopments in London. Pomponne was the professional 
diplomat— cool, level-headed, and loyal to Charles. He 
does not appear from his letters to have been quite as 
personally attached to Charles as Montereul was.

110Lords Journals. VIII, p. 354.
111-Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 43.
112Ibid.
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bassador is all composed of honestie, and hes no
other errand but peace; yet I do no wayes lyke this
his almost abrupt running to yow /Charles/ at so un-

113seasonable a tyme," wrote Baillie. Many in London 
feared that Bellievre's mission was to create divisions 
in Parliament and to divide Scots from English.

The Parliamentary commissioners, carrying the 
Newcastle Propositions, arrived at nine o'clock on the 
morning of July 23.114 Charles received them at two 
in the afternoon. After hearing the Earl of Pembroke 
read the Propositions, Charles asked if the commission
ers could debate them with him. They answered that 
they were not authorized to do so. "Your business is 
but to bring them," said the King, "and a good, honest 
Trumpeter might have done as much, but for the Honour 
of it." Charles told them he needed time before giving 
them his answer. Three days later, on Monday, the com
missioners "humbly craved his positive answer" and 
Pembroke painted for the King a vivid picture of the 
evils which would befall him if he did not give his 
consent. Charles gave them an answer in writing which 
they judged unsatisfactory and pressed him to grant the

1"L̂ Baillie to Henderson, July 18, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 381.

444Commons Journals. IV, p. 642.
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Propositions unconditionally. They visited him again 
on Tuesday and sought him out before prayers the fol
lowing Sunday. Charles told them he could give them no 
other than the answer he had already given them in 
writing. They took the paper containing his answer 
saying: "That it is without their Approbation or Con
sent, as to the Taking of it for an Answer; and that it 
shall be no Engagement to them the Commissioners in any 
kind whatsoever." Charles later wrote that . .it 
is almost incredible (it had been altogether to me if 
I had not seen it) with what impudence I have been as
saulted to yield unto these London propositions, no

115man dissenting."
The answer Charles gave to the Propositions 

neither accepted nor rejected them. The King asked to 
come to London to debate the proposals "not only /to7 
raise a mutual confidence between him and his people, 
but also /to7 have these doubts cleared, and these 
difficulties explained unto him, which he now conceives 
to be destructive to his just regal power, if he should 
give a full consent to these propositions as they now

115Charles to Jermyn, Culpepper, and Ashburnham, 
July 22, 1646, in Charles I, Letters. Speeches, and 
Proclamations. p. 199.
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stand.
"The King’s answer hes broken our heart," wrote

Baillie, "we see nothing but a sea of new more horrible 
117confusions." To his friend Henderson he admitted:

*] " I O"The Kings madness hes confounded us all." Hender
son, who had come to Newcastle during August to try to 
persuade the King that he could in good conscience de
clare for Presbyterianism, was a sick man. Baillie be
lieved he was dying of heartbreak over the King's ob
stinacy, and his friend died on august 19. Baillie 
felt the loss of Henderson deeply, but could not leave 
London to attend his funeral. Together with the other 
Scottish commissioners, he worked to keep the House
from voting on what steps should be taken since the

119King's reply was unfavorable. "'We know not what
hour they will close their doors, and declare the King

120fallen from his throne," wrote Baillie. Sir Robert
Murray, a Scot in London, informed Hamilton "none of 
our friends will dare to speak one word in the House

116Gardiner, Constitutional Documents, p. 307.
lir̂ 3aillie to Blair, August 4, 1646, in Baillie, 

Letters and Journals. II, p. 386.
“ I - J  Q Baillie to Henderson, August 4, 1646, in 

Ibid., p. 385.
1 "^Baillie to Spang, August 7, 1646, in Ibid.,

p. 386.
■'■^Baillie to Blair, August 18, 1646, in Ibid..

p. 389.
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of Commons that may be wrested to a favourable sense 
for the King, lest they be thought accessory to the 
refusall of the propositions." Baillie agreed with 
Murray, saying, "All that favour the King in England
are not worth a buttone, if he make any more scruple

122in any of our demands."
The Independents were the only party to bene

fit from Charles1 answer to the Newcastle Propositions 
and they labored to get the Commons to declare against
the King and to send the New Model northward to force

123the Scots out of England. This motivated the Scots
to prepare a Paper to be presented to Parliament de
claring their willingness to disband their army and 
give up their garrisons in return for a reasonable pay
ment for their army's services during the Civil War.12  ̂
The Scots hoped that by taking the initiative they 
could take the wind out of the Independents1 sails and

121Robert Murray to Hamilton, August 8, 1646, in 
Duke of Hamilton, The Hamilton Papers: Being Selections 
from Original letters in the Possession of His Grace 
the Duke of Hamilton and Brandon. Relating to the 
Years 1^38-1^50. ed. by Samuel Rawson Cardiner (London: Camden Society, 1880), p. 106.

12?Baillie to Blair, August 18, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 390.

1 2hbid.
124Ibid.
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give the King a little more time to consider the Pro
positions. Parliament voted the Scots ¿£100,000 for
the services of their army and the Scots bickered for

125more. The money would be raised in London and
Baillie believed that Londoners would not part with
the money until the Hew Model as well as the Scottish

126Army had been disbanded. Meanwhile Murray wrote to
Hamilton to tell Charles "how hopelesse his condition 
will be, if our army were once gone home, and how 
lykely it is that the kingdomes will agree." Murray 
believed Charles would soon "give way to Religion," but 
he was wrong. Charles was convinced that Anglican
ism was the true religion. "How can we expect God's

129blessing, if we relinquish his Church?" he asked.
He also regarded the Church as "the chiefest support

130of regal authority." Charles in good conscience

12^Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 49.
1 ?6Baillie to Dickson, August 18, 1646, in 

Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 391.
^Robert Murray to Hamilton, August 20, 1646, 

in Hamilton, The Hamilton Papers, p. 109.
128Ibld.
129Charles to Jermyn, Culpepper, and Ashburnham, 

August 19, 1646, in Charles I, Letters, Speeches, and 
Proclamations, p. 204.

^-^Charles to the Prince of Wales, August 26, 
1646, in Ibid., p. 205.
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could not grant the Propositions about the Covenant 
and church government and yet Baillie stated, and his
torians over the years have echoed his words: "Though 
he should swear it, no man will believe it, that he 
sticks upon Episcopacie for any conscience."1-̂1

Charles’ position was desperate. The Venetian 
ambassador to France noted that Charles was "no longer 
considered as anything but a shadoxv." y Charles con
fided in Henrietta Maria "that I am daily more and more
threatened from London, yet nothing is resolved 

133on." Bellievre wrote: "If he remain here every
appearance indicates he is lost," and recommended he
escape into Scotland and try to rally an army.1^

During the last week of August the Commission of
the Scottish Kirk sent several representatives, among
them Hamilton, to Newcastle to press Charles to give

133his assent to the Propositions. Charles was upset

131Baillie to Henderson, end of duly, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 383.

132Nani to the Doge and Senate, August 21, 1646, 
in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, p. 275.

133Charles to Henrietta Maria, August 24, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles^ I in 1646. p. 61.

1^^Bellievre to Brienne, August 20, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 248.

135The Records of the Commissions of the Gen
eral Assemblies of the Church of Scotland Holden in
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to find Hamilton among the Commissioners who with 
flowery speech urged him "to embrace all the offers 
of peace proceeding from the Great Councells of your 
Kingdomes. "-^6 The Commission of the Kirk went so far 
as to set aside the third Sunday of September to be 
observed by a fast to pray that the Lord would soften 
the King's heart

If only Charles could have satisfied the Scots 
in terms of religion, he might have come to a full 
agreement with them, thereby circumventing Parliament. 
The Scots would have been less inclined to limit his 
sovereignty than the English. Perhaps Henrietta Maria 
knew this for she often pressed Charles to grant 
Presbyterianism, though she never asked him to take 
the Covenant. Charles listened intently to her advice, 
but he was never a slave to her wishes. "The queen 
will break my heart," he wrote her, "if she anymore 
undertake to obtain my consent for Presbyterian gov-

Edinburgh in the Years 1646 and 1647. ed. by Alexander 
F. Mitchell and James Christie in Publications of the 
Scottish History Society. XI (Edinburgh: University 
Press, 1892), pp. 52-53.

156Ibid., p. 48.
157Ibid., p. 49.
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eminent."1^8 It was not his queen that stood between 
him and acceptance of the Newcastle Propositions, it 
was his conscience.

■^^Charles to Henrietta Maria, August 31, 
in Charles I, Charles. I in 1646. p. 62.

1 6 4 6,



CHAPTER IV
SHAMEFULLY DELIVERED

"I am freshly and fiercely assaulted from Scot
land for yielding to the London propositions, likewise 
Will. Murray is let loose upon me from London for the 
same purpose," Charles informed his wife."1" He as
sured her he would neither grant the Propositions nor

2sign the Covenant. Murray, who had been appointed in 
1626 one of the Gentlemen of the Bedchamber, was ad
vised by Baillie to convince the King that many in Lon
don "how willing soever to forgett bygones if he will 
take the Propositions . . . are also willing without
any regrate, to have him destroyed, if he will go on

■5in his obstinacie." Charles never completely trusted 
Will Murray. Charles believed Murray was in Argyll's 
camp and admitted "I cannot make a clear judgment" as

"'"Charles to Henrietta Maria, September 7, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 63. This was the 
same Will Murray who in the year before the war was ac
cused of picking the King's pockets for the benefit of 
his opponents.

2Ibid.
Memorandum for William Murray, September 8, 

1646, in Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 394.
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to his trustworthiness =
Murray surprised Charles with his willingness

5to debate the Propositions. He advised Charles not to 
break the peace Ormonde had signed with the Irish 
rebels and not to abandon his friends. He urged the 
King not to sign the Covenant nor to totally give con
trol of the militia to Parliament. Charles made Murray 
admit that the Scots would never be satisfied without 
the Covenant and a Presbyterian form of church govern
ment in England and the two men began a series of con
ferences "to find such a present compliance as may stand 
with conscience and policy, which are in this case un
doubtedly inseparable." Charles told Henrietta Maria 
that he hoped to send Murray to London to negotiate 
with Parliament. "’Whether he be honest or not, . . .
I am confident to make very good use of him," he wrote.

Hamilton, a member of the Scottish commission 
sent to press Charles to accept the Propositions, found 
the King determined not to do so and requested per
mission to leave Newcastle.^ He got Charles at length

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, September 14,
1646, in Charles !.. Charles I in 1646. p. 65.

^Ibid.. p. 65.
6Burnet, The Lives and Actions of the Dukes of 

Hamilton and Castleherald. p. 289.

4
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to give some tacit permission and left the city with a 
heart "fraughted with melancholy." Hamilton made plans 
to leave Scotland but he was dissuaded by Murray's let
ter of September 25 telling him that the King believed 
the Duke's leaving would be taken as a disproval of 
royal policy. "The withdrawing of yourselfe at this 
tyme,” wrote Murray, "will be believed to proceed from 
a tacite joy at the appearance of the bad successe of 
his affaires, or rather out of a design to contribute
to it under the disguise of a seeming retirednesse and 

7discontent."
The King's affairs were really in a state of 

"bad successe." The Scots would not support Charles 
unless he took the Covenant and all indications were 
that their army would leave England within a few 
months. On September 1, Parliament resolved that 
£400,000 should be paid to the Scots. The Scots 
thought the sum sufficient but required £200,000 be 
paid at once. Parliament agreed to pay £100,000 im
mediately , £ 50,000 in three months, another £50,000 
within the following six months, and the remainder 
during the next two years. The Scots were not satis
fied and insisted upon receiving £200,000 before dis-

7'kobert Murray to Hamilton, September 25, 1646, 
in Hamilton, Hamilton Papers, p. 117.
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arming. Debate ensued in the Commons and the matter
Qfor the time being remained unsettled. The Scottish

commissioners wrote a letter to the Commission of the
General Assembly of the Kirk on September 17 asking if
they should insist upon uniformity of religion as well
as the £ 400,000, before the Scottish Army would leave 

qEngland. The Commission said not to, advising the 
commissioners in London "in this nick of tyme serious- 
lie to studie and endevour the preservation of the 
union betwixt the kingdoms, that the bond of our Cove
nant /the Solemne League and CovenantJ may be keept in
violable.^

On September 14 the Earl of Essex, a potential 
ally of Charles and staunch opponent of Independency, 
died after over-heating himself while stag hunting in 
Windsor Forest.1^ Cromwell, the Army, and the Inde
pendents rejoiced so much over his death that some

0The above information is drawn from Commons 
Journals, IV, p. 659» and from Pierre Bellievre to 
Brienne, September 15, 1646, in Montereul, Diplo~ 
matic Correspondence. I, p. 259.

qGeneral Assemblies Commission Records, p. 59. 
1QIbid.. p. 75.
■^Ludlow, Memoirs of Edmund Ludlow. I, p. 144.
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suspected the Earl had been poisoned by an enemy.
Ludlow noted that his death "was a great loss to those 
of his party." Essex had believed in limiting the 
King's prerogatives, but not in doing away with them. 
Without his moderation and leadership, the Presbyter
ian party in Parliament was ill-equipped for the up
coming contest with Independency and the New Model. 
Ludlow remarked with pride that Essex was given a mag
nificent funeral "at the charge of the publick" with 
Lords, Commons, officers, and gentlemen accompanying

13him to his grave. ^
Charles at Newcastle anxiously awaited the ar

rival of Montereul who was returning from Paris. He 
told his wife that he "never desired, nor was in more 
expectation of any man's coming than I am of 
M o n t r e u i l ' s . H e  wrote that he believed a commission 
would soon come to Newcastle to demand the granting of 
the Propositions and when he refused, he would either 
be given up to the English or taken as a prisoner into 
Scotland. Three days after Charles composed this let-

12 mClarendon, The History of the Rebellion and 
Civil Wars. IV, p. 219.

13̂Ludlow, Memoirs of Edmund Ludlow. I, p. 44.
14Charles to Henrietta Maria, September 21, 1646, in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 66.

12
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ter, the Houses appointed a committee to debate with
the Scottish commissioners what should be done with 

15the King. Charles wrote to Hamilton:
I will not be left in England when this army 
retires, and these garrisons are rendered, 
without a visible violent force upon my per
son, unless clearly, and according to the old , 
way of understanding, I may remain a free man.

Montereul arrived in London on September 24 and
17visited the Scottish commissioners there. He found 

them desirous to come to terms with the King, but un
willing to moderate the Propositions to any degree.
The Scots offered: that the militia might be put in 
the control of Parliament for ten rather than twenty 
years; that Charles would not have to issue a law 
punishing his friends, but he would have to place them 
at Parliament’s disposal; and that he could appoint, 
with the consent of Parliament, the principal state 
officials. Argyll suggested that Charles should allow 
the Scottish army to take him towards London and should 
write Parliament requesting that Fairfax and the Hew 
Model come to escort him into his capital. The Scot-

15Commons Journals. IV, p. 675.
16Charles to Hamilton, September 26, 1646, in 

Halliwell, Letters of the Kings of -England, II, p. 422.
17Montereul to Mazarin, September 26, 1646, in 

Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, pp. 283-284.
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tish Chancellor, "Lothian, agreed with Argyll and 
Montereul wisely hid his disapproval of the plan to 
"induce them to be less distrustful of me in other 
confidential matters. ’’ The Scots hoped they might get 
Charles to throw himself into the hands of his enemies 
so that they could get themselves out of an extremely 
difficult situation. Unless the King granted the 
Propositions, which was unlikely, the Scots faced the 
prospect of either committing the dastardly act of 
surrendering Charles to Parliament or coming to terms 
with the New Model.

As Montereul travelled to Newcastle, a letter 
reached Parliament from Ireland. On September 26 Or
monde wrote to Westminster for help, realizing Charles 
was no longer in a position to aid him. Parliament 
faced a difficult situation since, on the one hand, it 
could not allow the Papal forces and Irish Catholic 
rebels to go unchecked after their victory at Benburb, 
and on the other, it did not like supporting Ormonde, 
royalist that he was. The issue was not decided until 
July 1647 when a new force was raised for Irish service 
by Parliament.

Charles was surprised by Ormonde’s dealing with 
Parliament, and depressed by the constant "persuasions 
and threatenings" of the Scots. He wrote to the Bishop



105

of London, Juxon, asking whether he could in good con
science establish Presbyterianism for three years in

1 ftEngland. During the three years a committee, con
sisting of sixty divines chosen by Charles, the Pres
byterians and the Independents, would be chosen to de
cide how the Church should be settled and governed 
after the three year period. Charles hoped that some 
time in the future, when he had regained his former 
power, he could reinstate Anglicanism. The Bishop re
plied that he could not "conceive in this your Majes
ty’s condescension any violation of that oath /Corona
tion Oath/, whereof your Majesty is so justly tender, 
but that your Majesty doth thereby still continue to
preserve and protect the Church by the best ways and

19means you have left." The Bishop based his decision 
on the fact that the King's concession would merely be 
a temporary expedient. The Bishop of London was a man 
with political, as well as religious, sense.

Unfortunately, Charles' concession appealed to 
no one. Pierre Bellievre in London observed that if 
Charles did not grant Presbyterianism absolutely "it 
will not give satisfaction, and I shall be bold enough

■j Q Charles to Juxon, September 50, 1646, in 
Charles I, Letters. Speeches, and Proclamations, p. 208.

19Bishops of London and Salisbury to Charles, 
October 4, 1646, in Cary, Memorials, I, p. 170.
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to say that without that the King cannot count upon the
20Scots, nor on any other party in this Kingdom."

Baillie lamented that Charles "will doe nothing till
21he have undone himself and us."' He had little hope 

that Will Murray, who was on his way to London having
completed his series of talks with the King, would

22bring good news. Murray arrived in London in mid- 
October and presented the King's proposals to the Scot
tish commissioners. Charles offered to abandon the 
control of the militia for his lifetime, provided his 
successor would again have control of it, and offered
to grant Presbyterianism for five years' time, after

23which a "regulated Episcopacy would be restored." v
Murray's message so displeased the Scots "that it
served only to put his Neck to a new hazard for the
King's service, and he durst scarce stir out of doors

24all the while he was there."

20Pierre Bellievre to Brienne, October 15,
1646, in Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 
303.

21Baillie to Spang, October 2, 1646, in Baillie, 
Letters and Journals, II, p. 401

22 ̂xbid.
23Clarendon State Papers. II, p. 275 in Gardi

ner, History of the Great Civil War, III, p. 168.
^Burnet, Lives and Actions of the Lukes of 

Hamilton and Castleherald. p. 294.
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Montereul at Newcastle wrote Mazarin that the
Scots were so desperate to "be rid of Charles that they
suggested escape to him, hoping to arrest him in the
act and give him to the English under the pretext of 

25legality. Charles discussed the possibility of his
escape with Bellievre, who advised him not to leave
his kingdoms and suggested that "safety might be found

26in the north and in the Scottish mountains." Charles
disagreed with Bellievre and wrote to Lords Jermyn,
Culpepper and Sir John Ashburnham that "my remaining in
these kingdoms, though I be not a direct prisoner, is
the only means, in my mind, to secure the Scots, and
settle a new government here, without a breach between

27the two nations." He felt that as long as he was 
with the Scots, the English would not dare break with 
them, whereas, if he were secure on the Continent, the 
two kingdomes would eventually fall out and he could 
negotiate his return with the weaker party or a new 
party of his own.

25̂Montereul to Mazarin, October 5, 1646, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 295.

26Bellievre to Brienne, October 5, 1646, in 
Ibid.. p. 292. 27

27Charles to Jermyn, Culpepper, and Ashburnham, 
October 27, 1646, in Charles I, Letters. Speeches, and Proclamations. p. 210,
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The news Charles received from London was not 
good. Pierre Bellievre wrote that the Independents 
wished to depose him and would soon move to do so in

OQthe Commons. Baillie noted that: "If this naill be 
once rooved, we with our teeth will never gett it 
drawne."2  ̂ He and the other Scottish commissioners 
worked to delay debate about the King's deposition. 
Baillie feared that unless the King granted the Propo
sitions within a few days "this people, without more 
delay, will strike the fatall stroake."

Baillie would have shuddered if he could have 
read Henrietta Maria's advice to her husband. She 
urged Charles to "keep the Militia, and never give up, 
and by that everything will return," and to give up 
episcopacy for the time being. She added: "We must 
endeavor to have the Scots for us, without neverthe
less taking the Covenant, or doing anything which 
would be dishonourable." Charles assured her that 
threats could never make him do anything against his

OQPierre Bellievre to Brienne, October 11,
1646, in Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 
286.

2^Baillie to Young, October 13, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals, II, p. 403-

■^Henrietta Maria to Charles, October 9, 1646,
in Henrietta Maria, Letters of Queen Henrietta Maria,
pp. 326-327.
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conscience. He told her that to establish Presbyteri
anism, according to the Newcastle Proposition on 
church government, would make him a King in name 
only. He informed her that Parliament not only wished 
to take away the ecclesiastical power of the crown but 
also to "introduce that doctrine which teaches rebel
lion to be lawful, and that the supreme power is in 
the people, to whom Kings (as they say) ought to give 
account.^1 He told her that he valued her advice, but 
loved her too much to do anything he believed to be 
dishonorable. Before leaving Oxford he had written
her, "consider, that if I should quit my conscience how

32unworthy I make myself of thy love."
Charles loved his wife deeply and longed for her 

company. He slept with her letters under his pillow 
and often wrote her that her love alone preserved his 
life.^ At least once Charles entertained the thought 
of escaping to France to be with her.-^ Charles has

■"^Charles to Henrietta Maria, October 3, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles 1 in 1646, p. 68.

-^Charles to Henrietta Maria, March 3, 1646, in 
Ibid., p. 21.

•^Charles to Henrietta Maria, June 24, 1646, in 
Ibid., p. 50.

-^Bellievre to Brienne, October 5, 1646, in
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 292.
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35been unjustly accused of uxoriousness over the years.
It is true that he often sought her advice and con
sidered seriously every word she wrote him, but he 
never bent his conscience to her wishes. Charles had 
given in to his wife and gone against his better judg
ment in signing Strafford's Attainder. He never made 
the same mistake again. Bellievre believed that Charles 
did nothing without her advice but said that "does not

•Z ZTmean that he takes it as soon as he receives it."^
Much of her advice was never taken at all, which was 
fortunate for Charles, since Henrietta Maria was a 
Frenchwoman and never understood the English constitu
tional relationship of King and parliament.

Conditions in London grew daily less hopeful 
for the King, ‘f'he Commons on October 17 voted to main
tain the New Model Army for six more months and ordered 
all commissions to be drawn up in the name of Parlia
ment only, where before they had been issued by King

. . . when she was away from him he schewed 
and vacillated and procrastinated, and at last gave 
way to her foolish persuasions. The daughter of Henry 
IV of France and Maria de Medicis really wore the 
trousers." Maurice Ashley, The Stuarts in Love with 
Some Reflections on Love and.Marriage in the Sixteenth 
and Seventeenth Centuries (New York: The Macmillan 
Company, 1964), p. 158.

•^Bellievre to Brienne, September 17, 1646, in
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 261.
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and Parliament. The Presbyterians in Parliament be
gan to lose hope and some joined the Independents.
The Scots, who would not support Charles unless he took 
the Covenant and granted Presbyterianism without con
dition, doubted that he would ever satisfy them in 
terms of religion. Bellievre tried to get Charles to 
take the Covenant. "If he do not grant Presbyterian
ism," he remarked, "I can do nothing for him; and if 
he delay it, even a little longer, I fail to see, with
certainty, that he will derive from it the advantages

39he might have previously hoped for.1
There was some hope for Charles. If he de

clared for Presbyterianism, the Scots and the Presby
terians in London would have debated the other Propo
sitions with him, probably moderating many of them.
The mayor and council of London were still favorably
disposed to the King and even petitioned him in late

40October to return to his capital. As long as there 

37Pierre Bellievre to Brienne, October 18,
1646, in Ibid., p. 299.

■^Bellievre to Brienne, October 19, 1646, in 
Ibid., p. 306.

3Qv Bellievre to Brienne, October 26, 1646, in 
Ibid.. pp. 314-315.

^Kani to the Doge and Senate, late October,
1646, in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, 
p. 289.
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was even a remote possibility Charles would give his 
assent to the Propositions and the Scottish Army oc
cupied northern England, the Presbyterian party in Par
liament could hold the Independents and New Model at 
bay. The Covenanting Army, however, could not remain 
on English soil forever and the King clung fatally to 
his principles.

Elections were held in late October for the
Scottish Parliament which sat on November 3* Charles'

41offer to send a commissioner there was refused. The 
representatives of the counties and burghs were ap
proximately equally divided between supporters of 
Argyll and Hamilton, although the Duke of Hamilton com
manded a majority of the nobility. Hamilton's party 
adhered to union with England, as expressed by the 
Solemn League and Covenant, and hoped to reach an agree
ment with the King based upon it. There was little 
Hamilton could do for Charles, unless he took the Cove
nant, other than hinder the sending of more Scottish 
commissioners to Newcastle. Charles had requested 
Hamilton to do so, saying he would give them no new 
answer.^2 On November 14 the Scottish Parliament sent

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, October 24, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 72.

42Robert Murray to Hamilton, November 12, 1646, 
in Hamilton, Hamilton Papers, p. 121.
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Charles a letter offering,
Our thochtis of what further salbe fund neces- 
sarie for setleing religion and a happie and 
well grounded peace in all your Majestie's 
dominions according to our covenant and 
threaties betwixt the Kingdomes whereby your 
Majestie1s throne may be restored to thewounted s p l e n d o r . 4 3

Talk of restoring his throne did not fool Charles who 
wrote to his wife: " . . .  neither the Hamiltons nor
Campbells will warrant to protect me, unless I estab
lish the covenant."44

Early in November Charles received news from
London that the English Parliament was near voting a
declaration against his person, but not against his

45posterity or monarchy itself. Charles told Bellievre 
of his plan to abdicate in favor of the Prince of Wales 
if the Prince's conscience could grant Presbyterianism 
and submit to the Covenant. Bellievre did not like the 
idea and again urged the King to grant Presbyterian
ism.^ Baillie wrote a friend on November 3 that the 
Scots and the city of London could do nothing to stop

45̂Scottish Parliament Acts. VI, i, p. 619. 44 45 46
44Charles to Henrietta Maria, November 1, 

1646, in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 73.
45Ibid.
46Bellievre to Brienne, November 2, 1646, in

Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 322.
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the Commons from passing a bill "against the King's 
person" unless Charles took the Covenant."The 
Covenant," wrote Baillie, "is his safety; nothing less 
will doe it; and this will doe it, by God's help,

¿JOabundantly." By November 9 the Commons had not 
ruled about the King's person and Robert Murray told 
Hamilton they were not about to do so, nor were they 
willing to let Charles come to London without first 
granting the Propositions. He wrote Hamilton that the 
Presbyterian party in Parliament was weakening because 
of the King's delay: "Those in the Houses wee used to 
call our friends begin to looke to themselves," he ex
plained to the Duke. 45 Archibald Johnston of Wariston 
spoke in the Assembly of Divines of a higher authority 
than that of the King: "Christ's throne is highest, 
and his privilege supreme, as only Head and King of 
his Church, albeit kings and magistrates may be members 
of it. " 50

Will Murray returned to Newcastle from his un-

4^Baillie to Robert Blair, November 3, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 408.

48Ibid., p. 410.
A QRobert Murray to Hamilton, November 9, 1646, 

in Hamilton, Hamilton Papers, p. 120.
50General Assemblies Commissions Records, p. 97.
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successful mission to London on November 14. Charles 
listened patiently while Murray explained that he had 
not made public the ideas Charles and he had dis
cussed because the Scottish commissioners would not 
let him. He then told Charles that the English Pres
byterians did not care whether he took the Covenant or 
not and were fearful lest he join with the Scots. If 
he allowed the English to have some say in the reli
gious settlement of the country and gave them reason
able control of the militia, Charles could come to 
London with "honour, freedom, and safety." Charles 
dismissed Murray and later wrote Henrietta Maria:
"How much of this is true I will not answer for, there 
being none that I do or can treat withall here, who, 
in my opinion, are to be trusted no farther than one 
sees." He told her he would use Murray's suggestions 
to frame a new answer to the Propositions and cautioned 
her to tell no one of the matter.

Robert Murray, Will's cousin, was not optimistic
52about the King's expected answer. He doubted that it 

would show any improvement over his first answer and

51Charles to Henrietta Maria, November 14, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. pp. 75-76.

52Robert Murray to Hamilton, November 14, 1646, in Hamilton, Hamilton Papers, pp. 123-126.

51
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passed on to Hamilton the rumor that the King would not 
mention the Covenant, bishops, or the establishment of 
Presbyterianism in the new reply. Murray believed the 
King was obdurate because he had received offers from 
the Independents to come to London and negotiate with
out his having to take the Covenant. The Independents 
hoped to raise Charles' hopes, keep him from coming to 
an agreement with the Scots, and have him in London 
under their power when the Scottish Army crossed the 
Tweed. Murray knew Charles would never take the Cove
nant. He wrote Hamilton: " . . .  if ever there was in 
that breast any resolution utterly unalterable, it is 
that of never approving (that is imposing) the Cove
nant ."

Charles sent his wife a copy of his proposed 
answer, in which he offered to establish Presbyterian
ism for three years and to grant control of the militia 
to Parliament for 10 years. He promised to pass 
stricter acts against recusants and said he would 
"give full satisfaction, as to the managing" of the 
war in Ireland. He requested a general act of obli
vion and pardon be passed for all royalists and de
sired to come to Westminster "with honourable freedom

53and safety" to confirm the agreement. Henrietta

'’'^Charles sent a similar copy to Lanark on De-
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Maria was indignant when she read the proposals. She
told Charles that he "were letter at once to grant all

54the propositions than send this." As for Presby
terianism, she said: "I think if I could dispense 
with a thing which went against my conscience for three
years, and all for nothing, I would go further to save 

55my kingdom." She advised him not to give up the 
militia, not to take the Covenant, not to authorize 
any acts under Parliament's Great Seal, and to be firm 
in his support of his friends and Ireland. Charles was 
upset by her letter and replied that he did not claim 
his reason to be infallible and he wished his judgment 
were as perfect as his love for her. He cited the 
signing of Strafford's Attainder and the act taking 
away the bishops' votes in Parliament as two grave er
rors. He explained that to disavow episcopacy or es
tablish Presbyterianism without qualification "will 
both procure God's wrath upon me, as also make me in-

cember 4 which is printed in Burnet, The Lives and 
Actions of the Dukes of Hamilton and Castheherald, 
pp. 299-302.

^^blenrietta Maria to Charles, November 20, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 94.

^Henrietta Maria to Charles, November 13, 1646, 
in Henrietta Maria, Letters of Uueen Henrietta Maria, 
pp. 328-329.
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constant in all my other grounds." The Queen was ir
ritated by his letter and said she would not bother to 
give him more advice unless he began taking some of it. 
Charles was depressed and wrote: ”. . .  for God's
sake leave off threatening me with thy desire to

57meddle no more with business. 1
Bellievre shared Henrietta Maria's disdain for 

Charles' offer of Presbyterianism for three years. He 
believed the King's proposed answer would force the 
Scots and the Presbyterians in Parliament to come to 
terms with the Independents. Totally disheartened, 
Bellievre reasoned: "I have done all I could to main
tain his affairs and prevent him from ruining them; I 
but lose my t i m e . B e l l i e v r e  knew the Scots would 
not aid Charles unless he took the Covenant and he 
realized Charles would neither take it himself nor im
pose it unconditionally upon his subjects.

The situation in London was blacker for the 
Scots than ever by the end of November. The Commons 
told them they had no "right of joint Exercise of In-

■^Halliwell, Letters of the Kings of England.
II, pp. 429-432.

•^Charles to Henrietta Maria, November 21, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 76.

56

-^Bellievre to Brienne, November 22, 1646, in
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 336.
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terest in disposing the Person of the King in Lng- 
59land." The King's obstinacy in not taking the Cove

nant and not granting Presbyterianism and the fear he 
had been negotiating with the Independents alarmed the 
Scots greatly. Baillie anxiously awaited the King's 
answer to the Propositions, but his hopes, admittedly 
were "not so good as they were.

The Queen continued to press Charles about his
6lanswer to the Propositions. She stated that as long

as there was a Parliament in England, Charles could
never really be a King and that by giving control of
the militia for ten years to Parliament he would lose
all his regal power. She vowed she would never again
set foot in England and, taking medicine, ended her
letter. Three days later, in a calmer mood, she wrote
Charles assuring him that "nothing but the abundance
of my love could make me take upon me the harsher part

62of pressing things which are unacceptable to you."

59Commons Journals. IV, p. 729»
^Baillie to George Young, December 1, 1646, in 

Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 411.
61Henrietta Maria to Charles, December 1, 1646, 

in Henrietta Maria, Letters of Queen Henrietta Maria, 
pp. 335-336.

6P^Henrietta Maria to Charles, December 4, 1646, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 97.
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She said she would no longer argue about Presbyterian
ism, but she urged Charles to give up his request for 
a general act of oblivion. After this letter, Henri
etta Maria lost means of communicating with Charles, 
though she still wrote to his servants, and the politi
cal portion of her correspondence came to an end.
Charles wrote his Queen that he understood her irrita
bility and was sure "that 'tis only misinformations 
which cause misunderstandings that make us differ in 
o p i n i o n . H e  also told her he would not try to es
cape from Newcastle until he was certain the Scots 
would never support him.

Charles also sent a copy of his proposed answer 
to Lanark and was depressed by the answer he received.
"I cannot find many here satisfied with it," Lanark 
wrote from Edinburgh, "nor dare I promise the least

C ACountenance to it from this Kingdom. ^ Charles wrote 
with sadness that he expected the worst and was ready 
to suffer anything rather than sin against his con
science.^ He addressed to Lanark another letter for

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, December 5, 1646, 
in Ibid., p. 83.

^Lanark to Charles, December 8 , 1646, in Burnet, 
Lives and Actions of the Dukes of Hamilton and Castle- 
herald . p. 302.

^Charles to Lanark, December 4, 1646, in Ibid., 
pp. 298-299.
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CCthe Scottish Parliament. "Yes I cry for mercy," 
Charles wrote, and reminded the Scots, "kings used to 
dispense, not to be dispensed with." He upbraided them 
for their unwillingness to yield anything to his con
science and for their submission to the will of the 
English Parliament which could never prove their friend. 
He again stated that he could not allow the Covenant 
until he could be satisfied it did not violate his con
science .

The Scots were not moved to pity. The Commis
sion of the Scottish Kirk advised the Scottish Parlia
ment that Charles’ failure to take the Covenant was 
proof that he wanted to create divisions within Scot-

r 7land and between the two kingdoms. The Scottish 
Parliament was urged to prevent the King’s coming to 
Scotland because his presence in Scotland would "con
firm the suspicions of the English nation of our -under
handed dealing with him before his coming to our army 
and make them . . . think that we purpose to dispose of 
him without their consent and to their prejudice." The 
Commission advised the Scottish Parliament to once

^Charles to Lanark, December 14, 1646, in Hal- 
liwell, Letters of the Kings of England. II, pp. 438-59.

^Commission of Scottish Kirk to Parliament, De
cember 17, 1646, in General Assemblies Commissions 
Records, pp. 151-152.



122

again entreat Charles to sign the Covenant in return
¿Tofor Scottish support. Hamilton and Lanark told

Charles they would do all they could to help him. "If
they make good what is promised in their name" Charles
wrote his wife, "my game will be far from desperate,"
but he confessed he had little "belief that these men

69will do as they say."
Charles kept to himself the 14th and 15th of

70December while deciphering letters from France. He 
was playing a game of chess when he was told that he 
would not be allowed to go to Scotland and that the 
Scottish Army had accepted Parliament's offer of

68By Scottish support, the Commission meant 
Scotland would "endeavor with our estates and our lives 
to preserve and defend his person and authority in de
fense and preservation of the true Religion and 
liberties of the Kingdomes." General Assemblies Com
missions Records, p. 152. 69 70 * *

69Hamilton and Lanark probably told Charles 
they could induce Parliament to let him come into 
Scotland or that a conference might be set up to de
bate his three year offer of Presbyterianism, an ef
fort of the Hamiltons which was to culminate in "The 
Engagement" a year later. Charles to Henrietta Maria, 
December 12, 1646, in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. 
p. 85.

70The ciphers used by Charles and his friends 
consisted of rows of numbers, each denoting a syllable
or word. The King had different ciphers for each of 
his correspondents so that the discovery of a key to 
one letter could not be used to decipher others ad
dressed to other people. The King's ciphers were fre
quently changed and Charles had great faith in them, 
yet Parliament succeeded in deciphering every letter
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¿6400,000 to leave England. He continued his game while 
teasing his captors that they had sold him too cheaply. 
As he moved his pieces across the board, thoughts of 
escape filled his mind.

On the night of the 17th a vessel lay awaiting
71the King in Tinmouth harbor. Robert Murray waited

while Charles disguised himself and the two walked
quietly down a back staircase in Anderson House. When
they reached the bottom of the stairs, Charles' heart
sank when he saw the door heavily guarded. Rather than
be caught, he returned to his room. He awakened in the
morning to find a guard placed outside his door. The
man smoked constantly which Charles found particularly 

72annoying.
The Scots at Newcastle still had hopes the King 

would take the Covenant, for on December 19 they re
quested another printed copy of the document be sent 

73from Edinburgh. v If they had been able to read the

that fell into its hands. It is possible that Dr. John 
Wallis, a mathematician from Oxford, was the decoder.
He is said to have deciphered the captured corres
pondence of the King at Naseby.

71Burnet, Lives and Actions of the Dukes of 
Hamilton and Castleherald. p. 307.

72G-uthry, Memoirs of Henry Guthry. p. 185. 73 *
73̂General Assemblies Commissions Records, p.

155.
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letter Charles wrote the same day to Henrietta Maria 
they would not have bothered. "This damn'd cove
nant," he wrote, "is the child of rebellion, and 
breaths nothing but treason, so that if episcopacy 
were to be introduced by the covenant, I would not do 
it, because I am as much bound in conscience to do no
act to the destruction of monarchy as to resist 

74heresy."
In London the power of the Independents in

creased daily and Pierre Bellievre believed they would 
appoint Fairfax governor of Newcastle, thus control
ling London which was totally dependent on Newcastle 
for its coal supply. Charles realized it was hope
less to send his proposed answer which had recently 
been rejected by his wife and the Scots, and sent in
its place a request to the Speaker of the House of 

V6Lords. He asked to come to London, or any of his 
houses thereabouts and remain there in "honour, free
dom, and safety" to have his doubts about the Proposi
tions cleared.

74Charles to Henrietta Maria, December 19, 1646, in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 86. 75
75Pierre Bellievre to Brienne, December 20, 1646, in Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 354.
n c - „„
'Charles to Speaker, December 20, 1646, in Lords Journals. VIII, pp. 627-628.
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The answer, which Baillie remarked was "but a
more generall" after he heard it read, pleased no one

77in England or Scotland. Lanark pleaded with Charles, 
for his own safety, and for the sake of his posterity 
and the monarchy, to take the Covenant. "All possible 
means have been used in a parliamentary way," he 
wrote Charles, " . . .  but all is to no purpose, our 
best Friends forsake us upon any Motion, which may in
fer the least Latitude about the Covenant and Reli-

r7  0gion."' On December 25 Lanark presented the King's 
answer to the Propositions to the Scottish Parliament, 
where it was rejected.

The Commons debated in London what should be
done with the King and resolved on December 24 to send

79him to Holmby House in Northampton. Four days later 
the two Houses issued a declaration saying they would 
try to get the King to sign the Propositions while he 
was at Holmby and, should they be unsuccessful, they 
resolved to do nothing that might jeopardize the union

C Qbetween England and Scotland.

77Baillie to Spang, December 24, 1646, in 
Baillie, Letters and Journals. II, p. 416.

VR' Lanark to Charles, December 22, 1646, in Bur
net, Lives and Actions of the Dukes of Hamilton and 
Castleherald. pp. 308-309.

79Commons Journals. V, p. 28.
8QIbid.. pp. 31-32.
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"We have now, I think, almost perfected all our
81business for Scotland," Cromwell wrote Fairfax. On 

December 23 the articles for the retreat and payment 
of the Scottish Army were signed by Cromwell and his 
fellow committee members at Derby House. Vane was 
conspicuously absent from the committee. Denzil Holies 
and Sir Philip Stapleton were the new leaders in the 
Commons for the time being. There was no longer the 
threat of a restoration of Charles hanging over the 
Commons and many who had voted Independent the last 
several months swung to the Presbyterian side and 
Vane's influence declined. By the terms of the settle
ments the Scots were to receive „£400,000— ¿100,000 be
fore delivering up their English garrison, ¿100,000 
within six days after the surrender of the garrisons, 
and the remaining ¿ 200,000 within two years after the

o ppayment of the first ¿100,000. No mention was made 
of the person of the King, but it was understood that 
he was to be left in Newcastle when the Scottish sold
iers left.

The last week of December, the Scottish Parlia
ment issued instructions to the commissioners at New-

8 "^Cromwell to Fairfax, December 21, 1646, in 
Cromwell, writings and Speeches. I, p. 421. 82

82Ibid., pp. 421-424.
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castle. The commissioners were advised to join with 
the English commissioners in getting the King's as
sent to the Propositions. They were told not to let 
Charles go to Scotland and not to offer Scottish as
sistance even if the English threatened to depose him 
should he fail to give his assent. They were also to 
inform Charles that, should he not give his consent to 
the Propositions, Scotland would govern herself without 
him. The commissioners were told to observe the treaty 
concerning the delivery of ¿£400,000 from Parliament and 
before delivering up the garrison at Newcastle to ship 
all powder, ammunition, artillery, and food back to 
Scotland.

Instructions were also sent to the Scottish com
missioners in London. The commissioners were told to 
try to get the English Parliament to settle religion 
according to the Covenant. They were to express the 
desire that the peace of both kingdoms should be 
settled by a joint council which would work for the 
preservation of monarchical government and were to re
quest that a joint court be set up to settle the dis
posal of Charles' person until he granted the Proposi
tions.8-̂

8^The above information is drawn from Scottish 
Parliament Acts. VI, i, pp. 635-638.
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The Scottish Parliament instructed Leven to 
take special care of Charles1 person, to keep him from 
going to Scotland, and to prevent royalists from see-

OAing him. ^ Accordingly, a stricter guard was placed 
about the King. The captain of the guard conveyed

85Montereul to Charles on the evening of December 29.
The two friends discussed plans late into the night.
"I shall not abandon him," Montereul wrote to Mazarin, 
"before receiving orders from court, whatever may hap-

Q / Tpen." Montereul shared the King's belief that escape 
was his best hope. Charles' mind turned more and more 
often to thoughts of escape though, he admitted that 
the guard around Anderson House and the several Par
liamentarian warships guarding the mouth of the Tyne, 
Newcastle1s river, made escape "most difficult, if not

onimpossible."
Bellievre felt that whether Charles escaped or 

was caught making the attempt, he, Bellievre, should

8^Cary, Memorials. I, p. 179.
85Robert Murray to Hamilton, December 27, 1646, 

in Hamilton, Hamilton Papers, pp. 140-141.
86Montereul to Mazarin, January 10, 1647, in 

Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 402.
on‘Charles to Henrietta Maria, January 2, 1646, 

in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 99.
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ootake the King's advice and leave Newcastle. J The 

King told him there was nothing more he could do and
89that he would be of more use at the court of France.

Before they parted company Charles thanked Bellievre
for doing his best and urged him not to feel in any
way responsible for the unhappy situation in which

90Charles found himself. Bellievre, before leaving
Newcastle on January 4, tried unsuccessfully to bribe
a Scottish cavalry officer to support Charles and told
the Scottish commissioners they had violated promises
made to the King in writing, had treated him shame-

91fully, and had incurred the wrath of France.
On January 6 the Commons chose commissioners to 

go to Newcastle. The Earls of Pembroke and Denbigh, 
Lord Montague, Sir John Coke, Sir Vi alter Earle, Sir 
John Holland, Sir James Harrington, John Crew and Major 
General Browne were instructed to get to Newcastle by 
January 23 to receive Charles and conduct him safely 
to Holmby, escorted by a guard of horse and dragoons

OOBellievre to Brienne, January 2, 1647, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 385.

^Charles to Henrietta Maria, January 2, 1647, 
in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 100.

90Bellievre to Brienne, January 2, 1647, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 388.

91Bellievre to Brienne, January 8 , 1647, and 
Bellievre to Brienne, January 2, 1647, in Ibid.. pp. 
393, 386.
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under Major General Skippon. The Independents were 
not anxious to have the King go to Holmby even as a 
prisoner. The leader of the Commons, Denzil Holies, 
believed the Independents wanted the Scots to take the 
King across the border. This would have turned all of 
England against the Scots "giving a confirmation to 
all the jealousies formerly rais'd, and occasioning a 
thousand more." The King would have been discredited, 
along with the Scots, and the way would have been made 
clear for the Independents "damnable Ends" including 
the "altering of the Government" and a bringing in of

9*5"confusion both in Church and State." J
The English commissioners left London on Janu

ary 12 and reached Newcastle on January 20. The trip
was two hundred miles long and poor roads and the short

94-winter days made the travelling less than pleasant. 
Charles received them warmly, offering his hand to be 
kissed and seeming pleased to see familiar faces, since 
none of them were strangers to him. The King's cheer-

92Commons Journals. V, p. 43« 93 94
93̂Holies, Denzil Lord. Memoirs of Denzil Lord 

Holies, Baron of Ifield in Sussex from the Year 1641 to 
1648 (London: Tim Goodwin, 1699), p. 67.

94Herbert, Sir Thomas, Memoirs of the Two Last 
Years of the Reign of King Charles I to Which.Is Added 
a Particular Account of the Funeral of the King, in a 
Letter from Sir Thomas Herbert to Sir William Dugdale 
(3rd ed. London: G. and W. Nicol, 1815), pp. 10-11.

92
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fulness made it appear that he was glad to be leaving 
the Scottish Army and to be travelling south to Holmby 
where he hoped he would reach an agreement with Par
liament. Charles smiled and teased Pembroke saying he 
was glad a man of the Earl's age could come through so 
long a journey so well. After dinner the next day 
Charles told the commissioners that he was ready to 
leave as soon as they were rested.

The Scottish Parliament concurred with the Eng
lish that Charles should go to Holmby until he could 
be persuaded to grant the Newcastle Propositions. The 
Scots asked that until Charles agreed there would be: 
no violence done to his person, no alteration of the
English government, and no interference in the lawful

95succession of the Crown. Both Hamilton and Lanark 
voted against leaving the King in England.^ Lanark 
said he would rather have had his head cut off at the 
Market-Cross of Edinburgh than give his consent to the 
vote. When the vote was carried in the affirmative, 
he remarked it was the blackest Saturday in Scottish

95̂Scottish Parliament Acts. VI, i, p. 660.
96Burnet, Lives and Actions of the Dukes of Hamilton and Castleherald. pp. 311-312.
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history.
Charles gave up all hope of escape from New

castle and reconciled himself to the journey to 
Holmby. Montereul, with Charles until the last at 
Newcastle, was amazed by the King's optimism and con
stancy to his principles. He wrote:

Although the humiliations of the King of Great 
Britain astonish all who hear of them, the con
stancy with which he supports them causes to 
those who see him a greater subject of aston
ishment than his misfortunes.

Baillie came to Newcastle towards the end of 
January and stayed a little over a week. He got along 
well with the King and neither preached nor prayed be
fore him to take the Covenant. Baillie could not help 
remarking to a friend that the King's "unhappie wil
fulness does still continue; and to this day he getts 
some mischievous instruments to feed his madness. 
Baillie was at Newcastle when the Scottish commission
ers told Charles on January 28 that they would no 
longer protect him and that the English commissioners

97This was an allusion to a great eclipse which occurred many years earlier. The Scots referred to 
the day on which the eclipse occurred as "Black Saturday."

^Montereul to Mazarin, January 24, 1646, in Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 426.
qq - -Baillie to Spang, January 26, 1647, in Baillie, Letters and Journals. Ill, pp. 4-5.

97
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were to be responsible for him in the future. 100
The Scottish Parliament passed an order for the

disbanding of all forces within the kingdom of Scotland 
1 01on January 30. A formal letter was written on the

same day to the English Parliament requesting that
both kingdoms appoint commissioners to obtain the
King's assent to the ¿repositions while he stayed at 

1Holmby. The Scots requested they be given free ac
cess to the King at Holmby. Hearing Continental inter
vention, the Scots asked for a guarantee of military 
aid from England should Scotland be attacked after hand
ing over the King to Parliament. The Scots also asked 
for English support in Ireland. The English Parliament 
agreed to honor the Scots' wishes.

Also on January 30, thirty-six carts, loaded 
with money and guarded by Roundhead soldiers, jingled 
into Newcastle. Without ceremony, Leven told the
English commissioners that they were marching away and

103were leaving the King behind. v Skippon replaced the 
Scottish guard about Charles with an English one.

100Rushworth, Historical Collections. VI, pp.
83-84.

101Scottish Parliament Acts. VI, i, p. 675.
102Nani to the Doge and Senate, late January 

1647 in Calendar of State Papers. Venetian. XXVII, 
pp. 302-303• 10

10^Robert Sydney, Sydney Papers. Consisting of
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Clarendon states that Charles was "wickedly given up 
"by his Scots' subjects" and the Scottish soldier 
Turner said "the King was shamefullie delivered . . . 
to the eternal disgrace of the whole nation."10  ̂ The 
inhabitants of Newcastle were furious and English 
soldiers had a difficult time keeping the women of the 
city from throwing stones at the departing Scots' 
Army. 105

The Scots had washed their hands of the King 
and Presbyterians and Independents were left with the 
job of settling the peace. "The Scots Army is gone," 
wrote Sanderson, "and left us the Bone to gnaw, their 
Ecclesiastical Presbytery, to which Reformation we were 
forward in forming of our selves. " 105 Presbyterianism 
had little chance of being established since the Scots' 
Army had crossed the Tweed and the King had refused the 
Propositions concerning church government and the Cove
nant. There was little hope that the King could profit

a Journal of the Earl of Leicester, and Original Let
ters of Algernon Sydney, ed. by R. W. Blencowe (Lon- 
don: John Murray, 1825), p. 5.

10^Clarendon, History of the Rebellion and 
Civil Wars, IV, p. 213, and Turner, Memoirs, p. 43.

105Montereul to Mazarin, February 12, 1647, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence, I, p. 445.

105Sanderson, A Compleat History of King 
Charles, p. 948.
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from divisions in Parliament. Endymion Porter, a 
former G-room of the Bedchamber and diplomatic agent of 
the King, believed the Presbyterians and Independents 
would "not fall owt till it be too late to doo our 
master good or to save our nation from a generall 
ruin, which I am afraid will bee the end."1^

The Scots and the English were more likely to 
"fall owt" than the Presbyterians and Independents.
The Earl of Lothian and James McDowell of Garthland 
were the only Scots allowed to remain with Charles on 
his journey to Holmby. This merely kept up the pre
tense of a good understanding between the two kingdoms. 
The English likened the Scots to Judas for selling 
their master and Montereul noted that "it will be very
difficult for the enmity that is between these people

1 ORto remain long without breaking out." Montereul 
sadly took leave of Charles and went to Edinburgh 
where he remained, working to help the King, until 
September 1648. He died three years later of an in
ternal tumor at the age of thirty-seven.

107Porter to Nicholas, January 19, 1647, in 
Nicholas, Sir Edward, Correspondence of Sir Edward 
Nicholas. Secretary of State, ed. by George F. Warner 
(London: Camden Society, 1886), I, p. 72.

"^^Montereul to Mazarin, February 12, 1647, in 
Montereul, Diplomatic Correspondence. I, p. 445.
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As Lothian made preparations for his trip to
Holmby, he was told by Argyll to get Charles to sign
the Propositions for his own safety. Argyll said that
though Charles trusted him little and valued him less,
no one "wold be glaider to see him doe that which

109might preserve himself."
Henrietta Maria spent much time weeping and the 

Prince of Wales grew sullen. Charles, thin and haggard, 
his hair streaked with silver, rode out of Newcastle on 
February 3, 1647, still a prisoner.

109Argyll to Lothian, February 5, 1647, in 
William Kerr, Correspondence of Sir Robert Kerr and 
His Son William, I, p. 204.



CHAPTER V
ROAD TO MARTYRDOM

It took the King eight days to cover the one 
hundred and sixty miles to Holmby. People thronged his 
route to catch a glimpse of him. After he reached 
Holmby, so many people came to receive the King's touch 
and be cured that Parliament issued an order preventing 
commoners from seeing him. 1 Parliament had already 
ordered Pembroke to take special care to prevent the

OKing from corresponding with his friends.
Charles' stay at Holmby was more pleasant than at 

Newcastle. He worshipped alone in private for two to 
three hours every Sunday, since the chaplains he had re
quested were turned down by Parliament because they had

3not taken the Covenant. He often played chess or 
walked in the garden at Holmby. Pembroke accompanied 
him on his walks along the long Gravel-Walk and had dif-

1Commons Journals. V, p. 151.
2Commons to Pembroke, February 9, 1647, in Ibid..

p. 79.
3̂Charles to Speaker of the House, February 17, 

1647, in Charles I, Letters. Speeches, and Procla.mati ops 
pp. 212-213.
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Aficulty keeping up with the King. Charles was in 
perfect health. He ate sparingly, seldom taking any
thing between meals. Only after eating fish would he 
have a glass of French wine. At other dinners and 
supper he drank one glass of beer and another contain
ing a mixture of wine and water.

In May Charles presented his third and last
5answer to the Newcastle Propositions. He said he 

would pass strict laws preventing the practices of 
Papists and would enforce all laws against them. He 
promised to pass an act concerning Sunday observance and 
another act suppressing Innovations and Pluralities. He 
agreed to all that touched the keeping of the peace be
tween England and Scotland and he promised to pass an 
Act of Oblivion as well as an Act ensuring the liber
ties of the city of London. Charles again offered to 
give control of the militia to Parliament for ten years, 
refused to abandon his friends, and offered to settle 
religion according to the wishes of the Westminster As
sembly and twenty divines of his own choosing.

His answer was not well received. Parliament was 
losing control of the political situation in 1647 to the

^Herbert, Memoirs, pp. 17-25.
^Lords1 Manuscripts. XI, p. 320.
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New Model for a variety of reasons. Parliament had 
failed to reach an agreement with Charles and had com
mitted itself to Presbyterianism which, by 1647, was 
generally unpopular, especially with the Army. Parlia
ment was in arrears of pay to the Army, could not de
mobilize it, and dared not raise taxation to meet pay
ments. On May 25 the Commons, instead of promising to 
make good their debts, voted for the disbandment of the 
Army, which was to begin with the infantry on June 1.^

7The Lords concurred two days later on May 27.
On the eve of the disbandment Cromwell made a 

decision. Declaring the army more fit to represent the 
country than Parliament, he sent Cornet George Joyce, 
who had been a tailor in civilian life, to seize the 
King at Holmby. Joyce rode with over five hundred horse

Oto Holmby arriving during the night of June 3.
Colonel Graves and Major-General Brown, officers in 
charge of the Parliamentary guard at Holmby, ordered 
their men to defend the House, but the soldiers refused 
to fight their former comrades and let them into the 
courtyard.

Commons Journals. V, p. 183.
7Lords Journals. IX, p. 207.
O * * ' - -
Sydney, Sydney Papers, p. 21.
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Brown asked Joyce his name and business.^ He 
answered that his name was Joyce and his business was 
to speak with the King. Brown asked from whom his 
order came and he replied, "from myself." Brown laughed 
and Joyce angrily advised him it was no laughing matter 
and brushed the Major-General aside.

Joyce made his way to Charles' bed-chamber.10 
Servants outside the door told him the King was asleep, 
but Joyce said he had orders to take him away and was 
about to force his way into the room when the King, 
awakened by the clamor, opened the door. Joyce told 
him he must get ready to leave and, when asked what war
rant he had to make such an order, said his warrant was 
his sword. Joyce stated they would leave in the morning 
and told Charles he could go to Oxford, Audley, or New
market. The King chose the last. Before leaving, 
Charles wrote a hurried message to Parliament saying he 
had been taken against his «ill, expressing his wish 
that Parliament maintain the laws of the land, and ad
vising Parliament not to believe anything signed by him 
in his present circumstance.11 The following day Fair-

qHerbert, Memoirs. pp. 26-2?.
10Sydney, Sydney Papers, p. 22.
i:LRushworth, Historical Collections. VI, p. 130.
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fax informed the Speaker of the House that soldiers had 
undertaken "of themselves" to place "other and stronger
guards about the King than formerly, to secure his

12Majesty from being secretly conveyed away." He pri
vately told Ireton he was greatly troubled by the 
seizure of the King and demanded to know who issued the 
order. Joyce, finding Fairfax displeased, confessed

13Cromwell had done so.
In August 1647 the army occupied London. Three 

months later Charles managed to escape to the Isle of 
Wight and began negotiations with Scottish representa
tives, which culminated in the Engagement. By the terms 
of the secret agreement Charles promised to establish 
Presbyterianism for three years in England after which 
time Parliament would confer with the Westminster As
sembly and twenty divines of the King's choosing to

14settle religion. Charles said he would protect all 
who had taken or would take the Covenant, but he made 
the Scots promise that none who objected to the Cove
nant would be forced to take it. In the Royal House
hold, Anglicanism would be practiced. The Scots, in

12Fairfax to the Speaker, June 4, 1647, in Cary, 
Memorials. I, p. 224.

13Cromwell, writings and Speeches. I, p. 455. 
^Gardiner, Constitutional Documents, pp. 347-

352
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return, said that they would aid Charles, by force of 
arms if necessary, to restore him to his throne.

The policy of the Engagement was Hamiltonian. 
Their party was growing in strength and the elections 
to the new Scottish Parliament in March 1648 were in 
the Duke's favor. The old army, commanded by Argyll, 
was disbanded and a new one was raised. In April 
Hamilton led twenty thousand Scots across the border 
and south to Preston where he was decisively defeated. 
The King's hopes were crushed and in Scotland a faction 
well-disposed to Cromwell took over.

Cromwell sent Colonel Pride in December 1648 to 
rid Parliament of Presbyterians. The seventy members 
who were left of the long Parliament decided Charles 
was a menace and tried him for treason.

The events of the years from 1646 to 1649 pre
sent a unique chapter in the history of modern Europe. 
In the previous two hundred years national monarchy and 
divine right absolutism had been developing in England 
and on the Continent. In the past rebellion had al
ways sought to deliver the King from evil counsel. In 
1642 the English Civil war seemed to fit the pattern, 
but after Wentworth and Laud were executed the war con
tinued. Leadership in the Commons passed into the 
hands of radicals like Vane and St. John, who en-
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visioned a limitation of the King's prerogatives, those 
unwritten, traditional rights of the Crown. In 1646 
the rebels beat their King and won the war. The prob
lem they faced was what to do with Charles. How could 
monarchy be retained and made responsive to Parlia
ment's wishes? The 1640's were ignorant of the con
cept of limited monarchy and the idea of a king who 
reigns, but does not rule was foreign to them. More
over, Charles at Newcastle believed no settlement 
could be made without him and refused the peace Propo
sitions. It was difficult, if not impossible, for Par
liamentarians to envision a government or a society 
without a monarch. All English traditions were on the 
King's side. Kings traditionally called and dismissed 
Parliaments at will, handled foreign affairs, gave out 
titles and favors, dispensed justice, headed the church, 
controlled the armed forces, and provided society with 
its capstone. Parliament sought to limit these time- 
honored rights. If Charles refused, as he did, to 
agree to a limitation of his prerogatives, Parliament 
could depose him, but the Prince of Wales showed no 
signs of willingness to grant that his father could be 
deposed* The Duke of York could have been put on the 
throne, but Parliament was hesitant to upset the suc
cession and Charles and the Prince of Wales would never
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have given their permission for the change.
Parliament was part of the English constitution 

as was monarchy. Both were grounded in tradition and 
historical past. Parliament was not about to jeopar
dize its legitimacy by breaking entirely with tradi
tion and doing away with the kingship. It was the untradi- 
tional, revolutionary New Model Army which had nothing to 
lose and everything to gain by terminating the monarchy.

Charles never really understood the significance 
of the New Model or the aspirations of a man like Crom
well. He knew as he rode to Newcastle that he had lost 
the war, yet he felt he was still in a position to nego
tiate since he was the king. He was reacting at New
castle rather than acting. He never sent the only posi
tive peace settlement he drew up to London, because Hen
rietta Maria and Lanark turned it down. He felt that de
lay was his best hope, since he could not in good con
science agree to the Propositions.

Charles sincerely believed he could not abandon 
his church, his crown, and his friends. He acted out of 
conviction— not out of political expediency. "I have 
never dissembled nor hid my conscience," he wrote the 
Speaker of the House of L o r d s . O f  his sins against

15Charles to the Speaker of the House of Lords, 
February 17, 1647, in Sanderson, A Comnleat History of King Charles, p. 941.
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his conscience in signing Strafford's Attainder and in 
taking away the bishops' votes, he hoped that God "will 
accept of my hearty (however weak) repentance, and my 
constant adhering to my conscience. . . . Long 
after he left Newcastle, he wrote the Prince of Wales 
a letter explaining why he had refused the Propositions. 
"In these two points," he explained, "the preservation 
of established religion and laws, I may, without vani
ty, turn the reproach of my sufferings, as to the 
world's censure, into the honor of a king of martyrdom, 
as to the testimony of my own conscience, the troubles 
of my kingdom having nothing else to object against me 
but this, that I prefer religion and laws established 
before those alterations they propounded."1  ̂ Charles' 
constancy to his principles amazed Montereul, dismayed 
Bellievre, and horrified Baillie. Sir .Robert Murray 
believed the King to be "really Conscientious" about 
religion and not "superstitiously Scrupulous."18 The 
King refused the Newcastle Propositions because he 
could not in good conscience grant them. Had he

16Charles to Henrietta Maria, November 30, 1646, in Charles I, Charles I in 1646. p. 80.
17'Gauden, Nikon Basilike. p. 163.
18Robert Murray to Lauderdale, November 1646 in Burnet, The Lives and Actions of the Dukes of Hainiitnn and Castleherald. p. 282.
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granted them he would have diminished the authority of 
the crown, abandoned the Church and bishops he had 
sworn in his Coronation Oath to preserve, and sent his 
friends to the unhappy fates Parliament had prepared 
for them.

From 1646 to 1649 the King was motivated by his 
conscientious adherence to his principles. He was not 
a sly, cunning intriguer, nor was he lying to the Queen 
he loved or his friends when he told them he refused 
the Propositions because they violated his conscience.

He was uncompromising as men of principle always 
are and he lacked the hard realism and decisiveness 
that make a good politician. Charles could have in
spired no English Machiavelli. His conscience and his 
personality made him particularly unfit to rule when he 
did. What England needed was a man of political 
astuteness, diplomatic cunning, and lax conscience. Had 
Charles been less ardent in his Anglicanism, more flexi
ble in his dealings with others, and capable of compro
mising his conscience to his crown, he would have 
made— if not a better— at least a longer-lived King.

From the time he came to Newcastle to his death, 
he was never offered peace terms which would not have 
compromised his religious or political ideals. Be
cause he could not compromise he could not exploit the
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realities of the political situation. The divisions 
between Presbyterians and Independents, Parliament and 
Army, and English and boots were never fully used to 
advantage by the King. His delay in granting the 
Propositions at Newcastle hamstrung the Scots and gave 
Parliament time to buy off the Scottish Army. Rather 
than causing divisions, his delay united the Presby
terians and Independents in ridding England of a for
eign army. After the Scots left and Charles rode to 
Holmby his conscience prevented him once again from 
granting the Propositions. The months while he was at 
Holmby were used by Cromwell and the Army to consoli
date their strength and to ultimately take the reigns 
of power out of Parliament's hands by seizing the per
son of the King.

Delay was disastrous to Charles' cause, and yet 
all he did was delay. He delayed while he was a pri
soner of the Scots, of Parliament, and of the Army.
P'he positive concessions he was willing to make, such 
as the three-year trial of Presbyterianism and the re
linquishing of the control of the militia for ten 
years, were unacceptable to his enemies. He was un
able to come to terms with Parliament and with the Army 
and it was perhaps unfortunate that his escape attempt 
of December 1646 was a failure.
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The Scots came to an agreement with Charles, the 
Engagement in 1648, when they realized an England run 
by the New Model was more dangerous than an England 
governed by a Stuart. Charles' situation was more 
desperate in 1648 than it had been in 1646, yet he did 
nothing to violate his conscience. Despite the hope
lessness of his affairs, Charles did not offer to per
sonally take the Covenant and guaranteed that none who 
conscientiously objected to it would be forced to take 
it.

January 30, 1649, was a cold winter's day. The 
King awakened early and put on an extra shirt to keep 
from shivering in the frosty air. He stepped out of a 
window at Whitehall onto a specially prepared scaffold, 
behaving with the dignity and quiet patience that come 
from inner tranquility. He lay down, placed his head 
on the cold block, and prayed. He thought of the 
woman he loved and the church and crown he was dying 
for. He slowly raised his hands as a signal to the 
executioner. The ax glistened in the sunlight and fell 
with a thud. Charles was dead.



BIBLIOGRAPHICAL ESSAY

There is much material available to the student 
of the Civil War period. Official documents, diaries, 
memoirs, journals, letters, and histories of the peri
od abound. Presbyterian and Independent, Englishman 
and Scot, Parliamentarian and Royalist took pen in 
hand over three centuries ago and left us a wealth of 
primary source material. The problem of researching 
the events at Newcastle in 1646 is not finding source 
material, but rather evaluating the writings. The men 
who wrote the letters and journals in 1646 were em
broiled in a great conflict and their writings are as 
full of biases as they are of strange spellings.

The Commons Journals and Lords Journals give 
Parliament's perspective of the King's stay with the 
Scottish army. To understand Parliament's reaction to 
the news that Charles had arrived at Newcastle and its 
subsequent actions, the Journals are essential. The 
Lords Journals are filled with letters from the Scot
tish commissioners, the King, and royalists, such as 
Ormonde. The Acts of the Parliament of Scotland con
tain correspondence with the London commissioners, army 
ordinances, petitions from important nobles, and records
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of the activities of Argyll and Hamilton. The Acts 
give a picture of the Newcastle events as seen through 
Scottish eyes. The General Assemblies Commissions 
Records give the Kirk's point of view of Newcastle and 
contain much correspondence to Scottish commissioners 
with the King and in London. The political power of 
the Commission is striking and letters to the commis
sioners amount to instructions advising them what 
course of action to take. The Calendar of State Pa
pers. Venetian gives a narrative of events by Nani, the 
Venetian ambassador in France, who sent week by week 
synopses of happenings in England to Venice. Nani's 
knowledge of the events is astonishing and his reports 
are generally accurate but contain a good deal of gos
sip. The Diplomatic Correspondence of Jean de Montereul 
and the Brothers de Bellievre is an extremely valuable 
collection of letters which are vital for piecing to
gether the events of 1646. Charles won the affection 
of Montereul and the respect of Bellievre. Both Mon
tereul and Bellievre had a good understanding of the 
King's situation at Newcastle, though neither could see 
why Charles refused the Covenant.

The King's thinking about the proceedings at 
Newcastle is revealed in his letters. Petries' col
lection, The Letters. ¡Speeches, and Proclamations of
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King Charles I. and Bruce's, Charles I in 1646 are ex
cellent sources. Halliwell's Letters of the Kings of 
England and Cary's Memorials of the Civil War contain 
other important letters of the period. Green's edition 
of the Letters of Queen Henrietta Maria contains the 
few surviving letters of 1646 from the Queen to Charles.

Ashburnham's Narrative gives the account of 
Charles' negotiations with the Scots in early April and 
the first days of his stay with the Scottish Army. 
Ashburnham was a personal friend of the King's, valued and 
trusted by Charles, and one of the staunchest royalists 
in England. Clarendon's History of the Rebellion and 
Civil wars gives another royalist view of 1646, though 
he was with Prince Charles and not in England while 
Charles was at Newcastle.

Sir James Turner's Memoirs of His Own Life and 
Times is a well-written, interesting narrative by a sup
porter of Hamilton. Turner, a professional Scottish 
soldier, had great respect for Charles. He never took 
the Covenant and saw the events of his times not from a 
Presbyterian's point of view, but rather as a moderate 
Scottish royalist. Baillie, a staunch Presbyterian, 
felt a certain attachment to the King. His Lettera and 
Journals are devoid of bitterness and full of tension.
Baillie, probably the most able of the Scottish commis-
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sioners in London, looked upon Charles as a naughty 
child who could save himself and promote Presbyterian
ism by taking the Covenant. He watched with sadness 
the events from May to December 1646, unable to help 
Charles since he refused the Covenant. Lothian, a 
Scottish commissioner sent to Newcastle to urge the 
King to take the Covenant and Chancellor of Scotland, 
was not as sympathetic to Charles as Baillie was. The 
Correspondence of Sir Robert Kerr. First Earl of Ancram 
and His Son William. Third Earl of Lothian contains many 
of Lothian's letters to his father. Ancram had been at
tached to the household of the King for many years and 
remained a courtier at heart until his death. The Ham
ilton Papers contain several letters from Robert Murray 
to the Duke, informing him of the happenings at New
castle. Burnet's Lives and Actions of the Dukes of 
Hamilton and Castleherald explores the conduct of Hamil
ton and Lanark and contains some interesting letters of 
Charles and Lanark, as well as important documents about 
the early troubles with Scotland in 1638-1639. What 
Burnet did for Hamilton and Lanark, Wishart did for 
Montrose in The Memoirs of James Marquis of Montrose. 
Wishart joined Montrose in August 1645 and stayed with 
him "until he left France for Austria in 1648. Wishart 
was an eye-witness to many of the events he described.
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He was an Anglican cleric and portrayed Montrose as 
one of the loyalist, most determined, and most talent
ed supporters of the King. Napier's Life and Times of 
Montrose contains letters passing between Charles and 
Montrose that cannot be found elsewhere.

Histories of the period written in the later 
seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries, written by 
men who lived during the period they describe, are 
valuable in reconstructing the Newcastle story and its 
background. Rushworth1s Historical Collections is the 
most helpful. Rushworth was a lawyer and served as 
secretary to Fairfax and Cromwell. He accounts the 
events of 1646 in detail with recapitulations of Par
liamentary acts, speeches in Parliament, letters, poli
tical happenings, and military events. Sanderson's 
Compleat History of the Life and Raigne of King Charles 
from His Cradle to His Grave is royalist and peppered 
with letters, speeches, proclamations of the King, the 
Scottish commissioners, and Parliament. For the his
tory of Scotland in 1637-1641 Gordon's History of Scots 
Affairs is invaluable. Gordon, the parson of Rothiemay, 
was a Covenanter in name only and describes without 
passion the events which culminated in the Bishops Wars 
and set the stage for Newcastle.

There are numerous modern histories of merit of
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the period. Samuel hawson Gardiner has written The 
History of England from the Accession of James I to 
the Outbreak of the Civil War and The History of the 
Great Civil War, two monumental works covering the 
events of the first half of the seventeenth century. 
Wedgwood's The King's War in her series The Great Re- 
bellion devotes many pages to a narrative of the events 
at Newcastle. Wedgwood leans heavily on Gardiner as 
does Hosmer in the early part of his definitive biog
raphy The Life of Young Sir Henry Vane. Hosmer's biog
raphy explains the goals of the Independents and the 
nature of their precarious alliance with the New Model 
Army. Firth's House of Lords during the Civil War makes 
understandable the politics in the Lords and describes, 
though briefly, the political situation in England 
early in 1646 and the deterioration of the power of the 
Lords. Wingfield-Stratford's King Charles the Martyr 
gives a portrayal of the King in his troubles from a 
royalist point of view.

There are several good histories of Scotland in 
the seventeenth century. Donaldson's Scotland: James 
V to James VII gives a good account of the Reformation 
in Scotland and its impact upon the country, as well as 
an overall view of the relations of the King and his 
northern Kingdom. Volume II of Brown's History of
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Scotland, adds to Donaldson's coverage of the years 
1625-1641 as does volume VI of Burton's History of 
Scotland from Agricola's Invasion to the Extinction 
of the Last Jacobite Insurrection. Lang's History of 
Scotland from the Homan Occupation contains a lengthy 
discussion of the King's stay at Newcastle which ap
pears to draw heavily upon Gardiner. A very good ac
count of Charles at Newcastle is contained in the 
biography of Leven, The Life and Campaigns of Alex
ander Leslie. First Earl of Leven by Terry.
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