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THR BARLY HISTORY OF PRESBYTERIASIEN IN THR
UNITED S$TATES,

Prom Hodge's * Constitntional f8istory of the Presbyterion
Chureh fu the United Stutes of Awerlea.”

#The history of American colonization is ths
history of the crimes of Europe.”” The Scotch pres
byterians had not escaped their portion of the persc-
cutions, which all opposers of prelacy, in Gieat
Butain, experienced during the reigns of James 1L
and Charles [. It was not, however, until the res-
toration of Charles §f. that the measure of their
wrongs and sorrows was rendered full. James had
been educated a calvinist and presbyterian, and
when leaving Scotland to ascend the vacant throne
of Elizabeth, he assured his countrymen of his love
for their church, and of his determination to support

it. He had, however, bardly crossed the Tweed be-J

fore be began to manifest his aversion to a form of
church discipline, which he regarded as essentially
republican,  The submissive demeanour of the En-
glish bishops, and theic high doctrine as to the power
of kiogs, confirmed a conversion which had already
taken place. The Scottish presbyters were accus:
tomed 10 urge him to repent of his sins; the English
bishops, on their knees, assured him he spoke by the
fmmediate assistance of God. It is not wonderful,
therefore, that James adopted the cause of the lutter,
and made it his own. He knew enough, however,
of the people whom he had lcft, or had sufficient res-
pect for their opinions, to induce him to proceed with
some degree of caution in his attempis 10 bring the
ecclesiastical polity of Scotland into harmony with
that of England. His more unhappy son determined
10 cffect at once, and by authority, what his arbitrary,
but timid father was content to accomplish gradually,
and with some appearance of co-operation by the
church. He first ordered n book of canons to be pub-
lished, and enforced on his own authority, altering es-
seatially the constitution ofthe church; and then a li-
turgy, copied in a great measure from that of England,
but altered by Laud, =0 as to bring it into nearer
conformity with the Roman missal.  This he ordered
shoald be used by all ministers, on pain of suspen-
sion, Itwas resisted in all pacts of the kingdom, and
by all classes of the people, from political as well as
yeligiousmotives. It was not merely a form of pray-
er, but an absolute despotism, which the people op-
posed. If the kinz, without the concurrence of the
nation or the church, could introduce the English
liturgy, why not the Roman mass? Thesearcbitrary
measures excited an opposition which * preserved the
liberties, and overthrew the monarchy of England.”
Unjust as was the conduct of this unfortunate mo-
narch, it appears mild and honourable when compa-
ved with that of his son, Charles 1., at the time of
bis father’s death was a friendless fugitive. The
Seateh offered o receive him as their king, on condi-
tien that he should pledge himself by oath to vegard
and preserve their presbyterian form of church gov-
emmment,  To this heasseated.  When he astived in
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the kingdom he subscribed the covenant; and agaia
at his coronation, under circumstances of much mora
than usual solemnity, he swore to preserve it invio.
late. ‘The Scotch, accordingly, armed ir his defence ;
but, divided among themsclves, and led by a general
vecy unfitto cope with Cromwell, they were soon de-
feated, and Charles was again driven to the continent.
When he returned in 1620, he voluntarily renewed his
promise to the Scotch, by whom his restoration had
been greatly promoted, not to interfere with the liberty
of their church. Nosooner, however, was he firmly
seated on his throne, than all these oaths and promises
were forgoiten. Presbyterianism was at once abol-
ished, and cpiscopacy established ; not such as it was
under James I, when bishops were little more than
standing moderators of the presbyteries, but invested
by the arbitrary mandate of the king, with the ful-
ness of prelatical power.  An act was passed making
it penal even to speak publicly or privately against the
king’s supremacy, or the government of the church by
archbishops and bishops. A court of high commis-
sion, of which all the prelates were members, was
crected and ermed with inquisitorial powers.  Multi-
tudes of learned and pious ministers were ejected from
their parishes, and ignorant and ungodly men, forthe
most part introduced in their stead.  Yet the people
were forced, under scverc penalties to attend the min-
istrations of these unworthy men. Al ejected min-
1sters were prokibited preaching or praying except in
thrirown fumilies ; and preaching or praying n the
fields was made pnnishable with death, Any one,
though the ncarest relative, who should shelter, aid,
or in any way minister to the wants of those de-
nounced, was held liable to the same penalty as the
person assisted. All landholders were required to
give bond that their familics and dependents should
abstain from attending any conventicle, To enforee
these wicked laws torture was freely used to extort
evidence or confession ; familics were reduced to ruin
by exhorbitant fines; the prisons were filled with vie-
tims of oppression; multitudes were banished and
sold as slaves ; women and even children were toriu-
red or murdered for refusing to take an oath they
could not uaderstand; soldiers were quartered upon
the defenceless inhabitants, and allowed free license;
wen were hunted like wild beasts, and shot or gibbet-
ted along the highways. Modern history hawdly af
fordsa parallcl to the cruelty and oppression under
which Scotland groaned for nearly thirty years.
And what was all this for? It was to support epis-
copacy. It was done for the bishops, and, in a great
measure, by them. They were th  instigators and
supporters of these cruel laws, and of the still more
cruel exccution of them. Is it any wonder, then,
that the Scotch abhorred episcopacy 3 It was in their
experience identified with despotism, superstition, and
irrcligion.  Their Jove of presbyterianism was one
with theic love of liberty and religion. As the par-
liament of Scotland was never a fair representation of

the people, the geaeral assembly of their church bee




