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PREFACE

THE first volume of this Life of Baxter left off at his marriage
to Margaret Charlton (September 10, 1662), who bravely
stepped out with him into the dark days which she knew were
coming; and never bated one jot of heart or hope all the nine-
teen years of their companionship. What she was in herself,
and what she did for her husband, have not, I think, been
sufficiently realized; and so it seems but right that an endeavour
should be made to give her a due place in the story which
follows. One of the best tributes to her character, and, in a
less degree, to Baxter’s, may be found in the way she took
charge of his poor relations; and, particularly, of his ‘Cousin’
William Baxter, who, thanks mainly to her generous care, was
enabled to fashion a carecer of some distinction for himself.
The facts of the case are recorded in a series of letters not
hitherto made use of, even if known; and the chapter which
narrates them will be felt to possess a considerable measure of
human interest.

But, of course, Baxter himself here, as in the first volume, is
the central figure. He comes before us in his last thirty years as
a striking example of the repressed life. Preaching and the
Pastoral care of souls were for him, not merely a duty to which
he was pledged by his ordination vows, but a passionate neces-
sity—his meat and drink. Yet from 1661 he was doomed to
silence. One must grasp this fact, and the agony of it, if one
would appreciate the depth of conviction which drew him into
the course that involved it. Had he been able to find the
smallest loophole for his conscience, how gladly would he have
remained in the Church! But he found none and had to stand
outside. This is the all-important point to note. At the same
time, though outside the Church, he was a Churchman still.
He loved the Church infinitely more than did thousands of
easy-going Conformists. Hence:

(1) he conformed, as far as he could;

(2) he did his utmost to persuade others to do likewise;

(3) he welcomed every advance, from the side of the Church,

— b
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which even hinted at a desire for peace on terms of justice;
(4) he never tired, meanwhile, of pressing for a recognition

of the really essential and Catholic truths, as the one sure
ground of unity;

(5) he deplored the persecuting Acts and the violent enforce-
ment of them, not merely because of their gross injustice, and
the suffering brought upon himself and, far more, upon hun-
dreds of his brethren; but, especially, because the effect was to
widen the breach and harden the Separatists in their irre-
concilable attitude;

(6) he resented, with intensified vehemence as time went on,
the principles of the High Church party, as represented by the
Bishops generally—principles which, to his mind, identified
them with a persecuting policy; and rendered them in their own
way as irreconcilable as the Separatists.

These are among the points which it seemed well worth while
to emphasise: for they were emphasised by Baxter himself; and
the last, at least, is with us still as a live issue. But the spirit of
Baxter, though often chafed to the utterance of strong and
bitter words, was always ready and eager to meet both Prelatists
and Separatists on the ground of his and their common
Christianity, if ever he perceived an inclination to acknowledge
it. And there is every reason why his spirit, in this respect,
should still be allowed to have its way. There is, indeed, no
other hope of a final agreement—even to differ.

For the rest, attention may be drawn to the chapter on ‘Bax-
terianism’ which, with the letters to and from Edward Fowler,
seems to establish a considerable affinity with the Cambridge
Platonists; and also, to the new material, furnished mostly by
the Baxter MSS. which appears in the sections dealing with
Baxter’s Trial, and the interval between his Trial and sentence,
and the circumstances of his release, and his work during the
time of his confinement, and his last days in Charterhouse
Yard. However variously the intrinsic value of such material
may be estimated, at any rate it may be said to impart a certain
measure of completeness to the picture.
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Hardly a reference to it occurs in Sylvester. Calamy reports
little more about Baxter’s last days beyond the preamble to
his will. Orme repeats the silence of Calamy; and later writers
have added little or nothing. All the same, I am acutely
conscious of many remaining gaps; and of all I have had to

9

omit. I can only hope—and not a few recent signs of a revived
interest in Baxter encourage me to hope—that some younger
student, or students, will trace out my deficiencies and make
them good. There is a mine of unsifted wealth in the Baxter
MSS. and in Baxter’s own books, waiting to reward the diligent
seeker. And perhaps the best reward will be found in the fact
that, through Baxter, the great movements and personalities of
the seventeenth century become wonderfully alive; and, still
more, in the fact that contact with him means a perpetual
renewal of moral and spiritual inspiration.

Lastly, I want to say a word with regard to Matthew Sylvester,
Baxter’s first biographer. In any strict sense the name does not
apply to him. It is clear from Archbishop Tillotson’s answer
(February 3, 1691—2) to his request for advice, that Syl-
vester’s first intention was to carryon Baxter’s own story
(which breaks off in January 1684—5) to the end, if not to write
a consecutive life from the beginning. ‘I return you my thanks’
—says the Archbishop—‘for yours, and am glad to hear that
you intend to write our Rev and beloved Baxter’s life. You do
it not only, or chiefly, to satisfy some people’s curiosity, nor to
honour him who will live in his works, but to give glory to
God, and benefit those that shall read it, and therefore, Sir, I
would not have you make too much haste in it (in which many
will be pressing you), but take time enough to do it well’ ...
‘and I doubt not but you will digest things under several heads,
as concerning his piety, temperance, charity, preaching, writ-
ings, reproaches, sufferings (insisting especially on that before
my Lord Jeffreys), his patience, etc., and of his life in the
several places where he resided. His writings, his conversa-
tions with you and many others In London, will furnish you
abundantly. ..."!
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Something, however, checked Sylvester—perhaps the grow-
ing infirmities of age; or, quite as likely, a nervous sense of his
own incompetence. All he did during the next five years was
to copy out the MS. which Baxter had bequeathed to him. On
the whole, he did this faithfully. But there is a problem. To
judge from his own words (in the Preface to R.B.) to the
effect that he thought it a sort of sacrilege to omit or alter

1 He goes on to give some of his own reminiscences. See Appendix ro.

10

anything in the MS, one would expect the copy to be
meticulously exact. On the contrary, comparison with what
has been preserved of the MS. shows that there are frequent
omissions and alterations and deviations from Baxter’s written
directions.

Calamy, indeed, claims® that some of these were due to his
own insistence. He found Sylvester ‘chary of the MS. in the
last degree and not very forward to let it be seen’. And when
at length he ‘obtained the favour’ of it and decided that ‘several
passages’ would be ‘likely to do more hurt than good’ he found
the good man so averse from ‘alterations of any sort’ that his
feeling amounted to ‘a sort of superstition’. But, after pro-
longed refusal, he yielded so far as to let Calamy curtail the
highly coloured description of Sylvester’s own character? and
to blot ‘out ‘some few reflections on persons and families of
distinction’; and, above all, to tone down the charge against
Dr Owen in connection with ‘the affair of Wallingford
House’.3

But granting all this; and, further, that Calamy may have
procured the deletion of a passage4 in which Baxter cites, with
a protest, a printed report of the King’s licentious character
during his exile; or a passageS in which Baxter relates naively
how once at Gloucester he was upset by ‘one glass of sack’
taken on an empty stomach after six hours of preaching and
praying in the Cathedral, yet it does not account for other
omissions. Why, and by whom, e.g., was the story of Lauder-
dale’s dealings with Baxter on the eve of the Restoration
omitted; and the story of Mrs Baxter’s death; and, especially, a
very long and important passage covering nearly three folios of

— b
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the MS.? There is a mystery here which possibly a more
thorough collation of the MS. and the printed Text might clear
up; and I hope it will be undertaken. Meanwhile, I can but
give my impression that some of the changes may have been
made by Baxter himself; and some by Calamy, as the book
passed through the press;6 and some by Sylvester, out of over-

1 Historical account of my own life.Vol. I, pp. 376—80.

2 See R.B. 111, 96, § s.

3 Ibid., 1, 101.

4 Ibid., 1, 218, between §§ 82 and 83.

s Ibid., 1,. 41, between §§ 58 and s9.

6 It was he who drew up the contents and made the index.

I

sight, or a sudden access of timidity. This would but bear out
what one gathers from his confused and unwieldy preface, that
he was very unfitted for his task.

In conclusion, it is a pleasure again to acknowledge, with
sincere gratitude, my indebtedness to the Trustees of Dr
Williams’s Library for allowing me un trammelled access to
the B. MSS., as well as to their Librarian, Mr Stephen K.
Jones, M.A., for his always ready helpfulness, and I must, also,
express my very sincere thanks to the Rev Principal Mec-
Lachlan, D.D., Summerville College, Manchester, for his
generous care and trouble in making the Index.

FRED. ]. POWICKE.

4, Langford Road,

Heaton Moor,

Stockport.

N.B.—The old spelling in this volume has been modernized
throughout.

R.B. = Reliquiz Baxterianz

B.=Breviate of the Life of Margaret Baxter.

D.N.B.=Dictionary of National Biography.

S.PD.=State Papers Domestic.

E.R.E.=Hasting’s Encyclopadia of Religion and Ethics.

M.R.= Monthly Repository.

N.M.=Palmer’s Nonconformist’s Memorial.
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13
PART ONE
14
15
I

CHAPTER I (1662—1669)
INTRODUCTORY

HE Act of Uniformity received the royal assent on Monday,

May 19, 1662, and became law—to take effect from
Sunday, August 24, St. Bartholomew’s day. But Baxter laid
down his ministry in the Church on Sunday, May 25, that is,
as soon as possible. On that day he preached his last sermon
(at Blackfriars) from the text, Colossians ii. 6, 7.7 He thus
anticipated the appointed day of decision by three months,
partly to manifest respect for the law which, according to the

2 at once; partly

lawyers, put an end to his liberty as a Lecturer
to let all ministers in England understand whether he intended
to conform or not.3 He did not preach again in a parish
Church for the next thirteen years. What were his feelings at
this time? They were those of a broken heart. Writing to an
anonymous Independent (January 9, 1689/10), who had done
more than hint that his Nonconformity had cost him little, he
says with reference to that dark hour—‘I lay in tears, in
deepest sorrow, when our overturners had done their work, in
which T know who were, to the amazement and consternation
of my soul, the chief instruments of all the rest.”4 There is here
the mysterious suggestion of what to Baxter was unexpected
and very painful treachery; and this, added to the thought of
his vanished dream of concord, and the flood of miseries now

— b
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1 Published in enlarged form as part III of The Divine Life, 1664. There is no
reference in it to the circumstances. In a mutilated and repudiated form it
appeared at once.

2 This was his only official link to the Church, after his silencing by the Bishop
of Worcester in August 1661.

3 R.B., 1I, 384.

4 Baxter MSS. (Letters) ii, ff. 93ab—4. Some other sentences are very carefully
erased, and it is added—‘I know what I say ... (This is only between you
and me).

Cp. ‘The wilful dissolution of all Power and Order’ (in 1661) ‘cast me into those
Groans and Tears which I can never on Earth forget!” Postscript (§ 4.37) to “An
Account of the Reasons ... i.e. Dr Owen’s Twelve Arguments against Communion
with Parish Churches (1684).

16

certain to descend upon the Church, and the enormous scandal
to religion, and not least, the loss of all regular opportunity for
that preaching of the Gospel which was his life, filled him with
anguish. But not with bitterness. He grieved over the bitter-
ness displayed by his Nonconformist brethren; and especially,
perhaps, by those of London. ‘When Bartholomew-day came’
(he says) ‘about one thousand eight hundred or two thousand
Ministers were silenced and cast out; and the affections of most
men thereupon were such as made me fear it was a prognostic
of our further sufferings. For when Pastors and people should
have been humbled for their sins and lamented their former
negligences and unfruitfulness, most of them were filled with
disdain and indignation against the Prelates and were ready with
confidence to say, “God will not suffer so wicked and cruel
a generation of men; it will be but a little while till God will
pull them down. And thus men were puffed up by other men’s
sinfulness and kept from a kindly humbling of themselves”.’!
For his own part, he did not yet cast away hope of the Bishops.
He thought they had been moved by a passion of prejudice not
unnatural under the circumstances. He thought that, in this
way, they had been blind to the right course; and that they
might learn better by experience. Before long he had to change
his mind; but, meanwhile, he resolved to be patient and silent.
He resolved to find out in himself what may have been wrong.
He resolved, in a word, to do and say nothing which might tend
to bolt and bar the door, or make a return to the Church im-
possible. One result of this Christian attitude was his practice,

— b
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from the first, of attendance at morning, if not eveniqg, Prayer;
and, also, at Holy Communion. Wherever he happened to be,
Sunday found him in the parish Church, unless prevented by
illness or some other special obstacle. He went for the whole
service, sermon as well as prayers; and listened to the former
with thankful appreciation of anything in it that was good. As

1 R.B., II, 38s. His statement here that about ‘1,800 or 2,000 ministers were
silenced’ drew upon him the accusation of ‘knowingly’ suggesting a larger than
the actual number—to which he answered that (1) Mr Calamy showed him a
list of 1,800, and (2) Mr Ennis afterwards assured him that they had ‘an account
of at least 200 more, so ‘I sometime—to speak the least—mention the 1,800
and sometime say about 2,000—by his last account, that was the least”—History
of Councils, p. 231.

17

we shall see later, this practice exposed him to immense
obloquy; but it implied not the least insincerity. Though no
longer a minister of the Church, he still considered himself a
member. He could not remain a minister of the Church be-
cause he could not swear assent and consent to all its latest
demands, but he was a member in virtue of his baptism; and its
liturgy, on the whole, was by no means offensive to him. He
had never condemned a liturgical form of worship as in itself
unlawful. On the contrary, he had affirmed, and elaborately
maintained, its lawfulness even in his Kidderminster days, as
far back as 1653, when, to do so, was rather un popular than
otherwise; while, with regard to the English liturgy, he held it
to be the best in Christendom, apart from certain details which,
merely as a worshipper, he found it possible to ignore. If we
are inclined to say that his Nonconformity cannot therefore
have amounted to much, the answer is, that the wide extent of
his conformity does but serve to prove how deeply grounded
his Nonconformity must have been.

1
AT MOORFIELDS (1662-3)

But, for the present, we will turn to the narrative of his
life. An anonymous but intimate letter addressed to him on
March 31, 1662, makes it clear that he was then living at Dr
Micklethwaite’s,? in Little Britain. The Doctor’s house was
not far from Margaret Charlton’s lodgings in Sweeting’s Alley

— b
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(Aldersgate), and the fact that the writer should commend his
‘service to your espoused wife’ implies that their espousal was
known at least a month before the issue of the marriage licence
on April 29.3 In the absence of any reason to the contrary, we
may assume that Baxter continued to live with the Doctor till
his marriage in St Benet Fink Church (Bishopgate), on Sep-
tember 10. Then he took his wife to a house in Moorfields—a
house which he leased for £20 per annum and in connection

1 Baxter MSS. (Treatises), iii, ff. 13b_5ab A Digsertation—Dec. 8, 1653—on
the question “Whether it be lawful to use set forms of prayer.

2 1612—1682, President of Society of Surgeons, and knighted in 1681. See
D.N.B.

3 See vol. i, p. 217, note 1. Baxter MSS. (Letters), iv, ff. Iglab—zb.and cf.
infra, p. 187, note 2.

VOL. II B

18

with which, at a later time, there arose a slanderous report.!
Moorfields, outside the wall to the north of Moorgate and
south of Bunhill Fields, was almost pure country, consisting of
pleasant walks, set with trees for shade and ornament. A map
of 1658 shows the district as divided into three sections-
Upper Moorfields, Upper Walks of Moortfields, and Lower
Walks. Houses there are none, except four at the N.E. of the
Lower Walks; and, if these were all in 1662, Baxter’s must
have been one of them. The quiet of such a home was con-
genial to him and not less to his wife—both country bred. But
it turned out to be not quiet enough. The city was so near that
he had many visitors, and lost much of his precious time.
Then, too, the marshiness of the soil was found to be unwhole-
some. But more than that, Baxter became aware that he was an
object of peculiar suspicion, and closely watched.? Reports
were abroad, which may have reached him, that he sometimes
went off to preach, or encourage seditious meetings, at places
far away from Moorfields;3 and, worse than all, the turn of
events soon disappointed him of any near improvement in the
general situation. True, the king expressed, in December, a
purpose to grant some indulgence or liberty in religion to
tender consciences; but he had no mind to defy his Parliament,
and, when both Lords and Commons agreed in an almost

— b
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unanimous protest, he gave way (February 28, 1662—3).

As a result, the Uniformity Act began to be more strictly
applied. Already, in January, it had been so construed-
against the opinion of some lawyers—as to authorize the com-
mittal of Mr Calamy (late the popular minister of Aldermans-
bury) to Newgate, merely for preaching a funeral sermon for
the Rev. Simeon Ash in his old pulpit, and, though this entailed
upon him no great hardship,4 yet the case showed what spirit

1 He was accused of letting it, when he removed to Acton, to a poor woman for
430 and distraining on her goods when she couldn’t pay. He recites how the
accusation arose, in Baxter MSS. (Treatises), vii, if. 962P—73P which treats of this
and other slanders.

2 R.B., 11, 444.

3 S.PD. CIX, 143, § 56. The suggested date is 1664 but it must have been
earlier.

4 R.B., II, 386. See H.C. Journals, vol. viii, Feb. 19, 1662—-3, p. 437;
March 9, 1662-3, p. 446.

19

was at work; and, presently, Baxter himself had a sharp taste of
it. He, with a few friends, had agreed to meet at the house of
one Mr Beal to pray for his wife who lay sick of a dangerous
fever. It happened that Baxter and Dr Bates could not be
there, but it was known at Westminster that they were ap-
pointed to be there. “Whereupon two Justices of Peace were
procured to come ... with the Parliament Sergeant-at-Arms,
to apprehend us.” They came; found that part of the company
was gone; entered the room where the Gentlewoman lay ready
to die; drew the curtains; took down the names of those
present; and returned disappointed. ‘Yet that same week there
was published a witty malicious invective against the silenced
Ministers in which it was affirmed that Dr Bates and I
were at Mr Beal’s house keeping a conventicle.’? Such
an experience was a trifle compared with that of many
others. Both in London and in various parts of the country
‘abundance were laid in jails for preaching; and the vexa-
tion of the People’s souls was increased’.? Their vexation, it
appears, was mixed with a fear which was natural, but rather
ignoble.

‘There were many citizens in London who had then a great
compassion on the ministers, whose families were destitute of

— b
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maintenance, and fain they would have relieved them, and had
such a method that the citizens of each county should help the
Ministers of that county. But they durst not do it, lest it were
judged a conspiracy.” In this juncture, Baxter ventured to
interview the Lord Chancellor Hyde; and told him plainly that
compassion moved them, but that the suspicions of these dis-
tempered times deterred them; and I desired to have his Lord-
ship’s judgment, whether they might venture to be so charit-
able without misinterpretation or danger? And he answered,
aye, God forbid but men should give their own according as their
charity leads them. And so having his preconsent, I gave it them
for encouragement. But they would not believe that it was
cordial and would be a security to them; and so they never
durst venture upon such a method which might have made
their charity effectual.’3 Only a few showed any forwardness to
run the risk.

1 R.B., 11, 432.
2 Ibid., 11, 386, 432.
3 Ibid., 11, 386.

20
We see, then, that regard for his health and more quiet, was
not the only, or even chief reason, of his removal from Moor-

fields.

2
ACTON (1663-9)

Acton, or the place of Oaks, so named from the extensive Oak
forests which, at one time, surrounded it, lay near the east end
of Middlesex—a county ‘very pleasant and healthy, to which a
fine gravelly soil does not a little contribute.”! It was not only
pleasant and healthy, but also not too far from London to forbid
occasional visits and intercourse with friends. Moreover, it
was comparatively safe. Here, then, he settled and here he
lived for six years, in the course of which he occupied suc-
cessively two and perhaps three houses. One of these, and the
one he seems to have occupied longest, he describes as a small
house and the meanest he ever lived in. Only, it had a pleasant
backside,? a detail which he mentions because it was this which

— b
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attracted Sir Matthew Hale and led him to buy it as soon as he
knew of Baxter’s wish to vacate it. His last house, which stood
close to the parish Church of St. Mary, with only the road
between, was great by comparison; and he had it on his hands,
at a great rent, when his troubles forced him away.

Sir Matthew Hale (1609—76) came to Acton in 1667. He was
at that time Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer and did not
become Lord Chief Justice of the King’s Bench till May 17,
1671. In both these high stations he won the highest kind of
reputation. No other judge excelled, or even equalled him, in
justice and legal skill, while scholars honoured him for his great
learning. Baxter rejoiced to have him for a neighbour, but did
not call upon him or seek his acquaintance at first. He feared
to compromise him. Though they sat near each other in
Church nothing passed between them until Sir Matthew spoke
to him. Then, the ice once broken, they soon grew intimate.

1 ‘England displayed ... p. 150 (1769).

2 So Baxter; but it appears that the ‘pleasant backside’ meant ‘a fruitful field,
grove and garden, surrounded by a remarkably high, deeply founded and long
extended wall.” It was said to have belonged to Skippon (d. March 1660),
Cromwell’s Major General for London and District (1655).
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It became a habit with them to talk over what they were reading
or writing, and to exchange mutual criticism. On current
ecclesiastical controversies they tacitly agreed to say little; but
the Judge’s opinion of the persecuting acts was well known,
while his open countenance of Baxter personally was as marked
as he could make it. When the people ‘crowded in and out of
my house to hear’ (says Baxter) ‘he openly showed me so great
respect before them at the door and never spoke a word against
it, as was no small encouragement to the common people to go
on, though the other sort muttered that a Judge should seem so
far to countenance that which they took to be against the Law.’
But what Baxter most admired in him was his really Puritan
character. ‘He was most precisely just, in so much as I believe
he would have lost all he had in the world rather than do an
unjust act ... the pillar of Justice, the Refuge of the subject
who feared oppression ... every man that had a just cause was
almost past fear, if they could but bring it to the Court or
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Assize where he was Judge (for the other Judges seldom con-
tradicted him). ... His great advantage for innocency was
that he was no lover of riches or grandeur. His garb was too
plain; he studiously avoided all unnecessary familiarity with
great persons, and all that manner of living which signifieth
wealth and greatness.” In the house which he took from Baxter
he lived out his days—‘contentedly, without any pomp, and
without costly or troublesome retinue or visitors; but not without
charity to the poor. ... Those that take no men for religious,
who frequent not private meetings, etc., took him for an excel-
lently righteous moral man; but I, that have heard and read his
serious expressions of the concernments of Eternity, and seen
his love to all good men, and the blamelessness of his life, etc.,
thought better of his piety than of mine own.’!

It is a curious circumstance that two carved heads in the arch
of the west doorway of St Mary’s tower were afterwards said
to represent those of Hale and Baxter. The tradition will not
bear examination; but it testifies, at any rate, to the fact of their
fnendship and to the local impression which this made. He
mentions no other friends belonging to Acton, unless we might
count Sir John Trevor (1626—72), Secretary of State, ‘who is

1 R.B., III, 4=7; cp. 176. See Appendix 2.
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described as of Channel Row, Middlesex.” Their friendship is
unlikely, but that they were acquainted appears from a letter of
Lord Ashley! to Sir John in which he begs him to get Baxter’s
written judgment on the question whether a protestant lady
might marry a Papist in hope of his conversion. The lady was
a friend of Ashley’s and one His Majesty was very much con-
cerned for ... and ‘none’ (wrote his Lordship) ‘but that worthy
divine Mr Baxter can satisfy the lady’. This letter, sent to him
by Sir John on July 20,1665, ‘at six o’clock afternoon’, Baxter
thought too important to be answered straight away. So he
took time till the next morning. Then he wrote something
which the lady felt to be ambiguous, and his Lordship wrote
again to say that she would not consent unless Baxter clearly
satisfied her that the marriage was lawful. Baxter was not the
man to say a thing merely to please; and his reasoned answer,

— b



Under the Cross vl.gxp:Richard Baxter Unde§£§he Cross 1 01 2009 18:07 Page 21

FIRST PROOF READING DRAFT 21

addressed to Sir John for transmission to the noble lord, was by
no means what was desired. If, then, he and the King were not
disinterested parties, as seems likely, they might not scruple to
suppress the letter or twist the sense, which explains the
words—‘I humbly crave that if she be at all acquainted with my
answer (or any one else) it may not be by report but by showing
it her entire, as I have written it’. The upshot is not recorded,
nor the lady’s name.?

Even such a small eddy in the placid current of his days was
rare—at least during the first two years. Now and then he
spent a day in London or a friend came to spend a day with
him;3 and once, in the summer of 1664, he had ‘the company of
divers godly faithful friends that tabled” with him (paying
guests?) and were a solace to him. One of his visits to London
had for its object to confer with ‘some learned judicious moder-
ate ministers’ about the vexed question of communion with
parish Churches.” It took place in 1665 and may have de-
tained him from home for more than a day.

But, on the whole, the daily routine of intense study, relieved

1 Not yet Earl of Shaftesbury (1672); but Chancellor of the Exchequer, and in
favour at Court.

2 R.B., 11, 445—7.

3 e.g. “on May 10 (1667) Mr. Ashurst went with me to Acton to see Mr
Baxter.” Henry Newcome’s Autob10§r3phy.Vol. L. p. 165.

4 Baxter MSS. (Treatises), iii, if. 18D—2b.
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and cheered by domestic happiness, went on without any jar
from the unquiet outside world. There were, however, one or
two exceptions. Thus, on ‘March 26, being the Lord’s day
1665, as I was preaching in a private house where we received
the Lord’s Supper, a bullet came in at the window among us,
and past by me, and narrowly missed the head of a sister-in-
law of mine,! that was there, and hurt none of us; and we could
never discover whence it came’. Then, in the following June,
‘an ancient Gentlewoman with her sons and daughters came
four miles in her coach to hear me preach in my family as out of
special respect to me. It fell out that (contrary to our custom)
we let her knock long at the door and did not open it; and so a
second time when she had gone away and came again; and the
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third time she came when we had ended. She was so earnest to
know when she might come again to hear me that I appointed
her a time; but, before she came, I had secret intelligence from
one that was nigh her, that she came with a heart exceeding full
of malice, resolving, if possible, to do me what mischief she
could by accusation. And so that danger was avoided’.? These
incidents were a sharp reminder to him of that Conventicle Act
which had been in operation since July 1664, and which forbad
‘any meeting under colour or pretence of any exercise of re-
ligion in other manner than is allowed by the Liturgy or Prac-
tice of the Church of England, where there are five persons
more than’ the ordinary inmates of a household.3 Baxter, it
would seem, had ignored the Act on the ground that it was so
equivocal. No man he had met with could tell him what was a
violation of it and what not. But according to what he took to
be its plain words, if anyone did but as he did, i.e. ‘preach and
pray, or read some licensed book and sing Psalms, he might
have more than four (five?) present because these are allowed
by the practice of the Church in the Church’. He was destined
to learn that the Justices who had the power, would listen to
no such plea; and, but for the inrush of a tremendous calamity,

1 The wife of Canon Upton.

2 R.B., 11, 441.

3 Baxter (R.B., II, 435) notes the Act as passed in June 1663; and it did pass the
House of Commons on June 30. But the Lords did not send down their amend-
ments till May 12, 1664, and the Bill was not agreed upon by both Houses till the
17th, when they were adjourned till August 20 (H.C. Journals, viii, pp. 514, etc.).
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his experience of that fact would have come sooner. Early in
July (1665) the plague broke out in London and upset every-
thing. By the 29th it had spread to Acton; and raged there till
March, carrying off so many that the churchyard became like
‘a plow’d field” with graves. It has been alleged against him as
a sign of selfish cowardice that, leaving most of his family at
Acton, he went off to his friend Mr Richard Hampden—son
of the great John—at Hampden in Buckinghamshire. Writing
there on September 28 he speaks of himself as living in safety
and comfort—through the mercy of God—while, at the same
time, ‘8,000 and near three hundred’ a week were reported to
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be dying in London alone. But one sees at once that the frank
simplicity with which he tells the story is proof that he himself
—usually so quick to read his own motives—was conscious of
nothing wrong in his conduct. If we use a little imagination we
shall picture Mrs Baxter as the responsible party. She knew his
physical weakness, and that his case would be hopeless if he
took the infection. She believed with all her soul that his was a
life of the utmost preciousness, and that the best means should
be used to protect it. Then came the invitation from Mr
Hampden and she made him accept it. Perhaps the invitation
included herself as well, but she felt that her place was at home
with the maids and that she could look after them and herself all
the better with her husband away. Something like this, one
may be sure, was the situation; and, if so, it was the dictate of
good sense. By the time of his return to Acton in March 1666
the plague was stayed. About 100,000 died in London alone,
and ‘the richer sort removing out of the city, the greatest blow
fell on the poor’. ‘But one great benefit the Plague brought to
the city, that is, it occasioned the silenced Ministers more
openly and laboriously to preach the Gospel, to the exceeding
comfort and profit of the people; insomuch that to this dayl
the freedom of preaching which this occasioned cannot, by
the daily Guards of Soldiers nor by the imprisonments of
multitudes, be restrained. The Ministers that were silenced
for nonconformity, had, ever since 1662, done their work
very privately and to a few. ... ‘But when the Plague
grew hot, most of the conformable ministers fled and left

1 Nov. 1670.
25

their flocks ... whereupon divers nonconformists, pitying the
dying and distressed people ... resolved that no obedience to

the Laws of any mortal men whomsoever, could justify them
for neglecting of men’s souls and bodies in such extremities.
... Therefore they resolved to stay with the people, and to go
in to the forsaken Pulpits, though prohibited, and to preach to
the poor people before they died, and also to visit the Sick, and
get what relief they could for the poor, especially those that
were shut up. ... The face of death did so awaken both the
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preachers and the hearers, that preachers exceeded themselves
in lively, fervent preaching, and the people crowded constantly
to hear them, and all was done with so great seriousness as that,
through the blessing of God, abundance was converted from
their carelessness, impenitency, and youthful lusts and vanities;
and religion took that hold on the people’s hearts, as could
never afterwards be loosed’.!

It is in the light of this splendid Christian devotion, which
might have been expected to conciliate all hearts, that we can
see the meanness and cruelty of what, meanwhile, was done at
Oxford. There the King and his court took refuge; and there
by his command Parliament met on October 9. It sat till the
31st and, for the most part, dealt in the laziest way with the
most trivial matters. Even the Plague could call forth no more
serious measure than a Resolution to provide remedies by
amending an Act of James I—a resolution which came to
nothing. But it voted a subsidy of 125,000 to the King and
another of f129,002 15s5. 8d. for the Duke of York; it ap-
pointed a committee to tighten a former Act for regulating the
Press; and it passed a Bill ‘for restraining Nonconformists from
corporations’. In this last, at any rate, the actors were serious
and swift. Read a first time on the 14th, and remitted to a
committee on the 17th, the amendments of the committee were
accepted on the 21st, and on the 25th the Bill was engrossed.?
There is not a hint of opposition from the Commons and only
from one or two of the Lords. Hyde, the Lord Chancellor,
carried with him the rest of them; and the Bishops, generally
led by Sheldon, the Archbishop, were its chief promoters. Yet
the Bill thus rushed into law had malice written on the face of

1 R.B., 111, 2.
2 H.C. Journals, viii, p. 613 if.
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it. What else but malice, in the form of envy and jealousy,
could wish to drive such ministers as were doing Christ’s own
work, and all their brethren, five miles away from ‘any city or
any corporation or any place that sent Burgesses to the Parlia-
ment, or any place wherever they had been Ministers or had
preached since the Act of Oblivion’? Towns, of course, were
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the strongholds of Nonconformity. If in them its strength
could be broken, it would stand a poor chance elsewhere. It
might die of starvation. This, no doubt, was the motive at work;
and, to make doubly sure of success, an oath was added which,
as the Earl of Southampton, the Lord Treasurer, said in oppos-
ing it, no honest man would take.

‘I, A. B. do swear that it is not lawful upon any pretence what-
soever to take arms against the king; and that I do abhor that
traitorous position of taking arms by his authority against his.
person, or against those that are commissionated by him in
pursuance of such commissions; and that [ will not at any time
endeavour any alteration of government either in Church or
State’.

Failure to take or receive this oath before March 24, 1666,
entailed the said penalty of banishment automatically; and, if
a non-compliant minister persisted in coming, or remaining,
within forbidden areas, he forfeited £40 for every refusal of the
oath, and might also be committed by any two Justices for six
months without bail, or mainprize. Nor could such a minister,
wherever he might live, teach any public or private school, or
take any boarders or tablers that are taught or instructed by
him or herself or any other.! If he did, £40 was the penalty.
The pretext put forth to excuse this instrument of exquisite
suffering to hundreds of innocent men and their families, was
that they were fomenters of schism and sedition—a charge so
groundless and injurious that Baxter at once wrote (but did not
publish) a refutation of it. He did not publish it because some
of his ‘wise friends’ thought it would do more harm than good,
as things were; and the few friendly politicians who heard of it
expressed surprise at his simplicity in supposing that any appeal
to reason would be regarded by the sort of men he had to do
with. Some of the London ministers—twenty or thirty of

1 This means that the prohibition extended to the whole household.
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them, including his dear friend Dr W. Bates—betrayed their
simplicity in another way. They were induced to take the oath
on the strength of what Dr Bates reported to be the avowed
opinion of Lord Keeper Bridgman, that by the words ‘En-
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deavour any alteration of Government in Church, or State’, was
meant only unlawful endeavour. But, too late, they found out
that if such was Bridgman’s real opinion it was not that of the
other Judges; and that he was not prepared to stand alone.!
This was in February 1665—6. The Five Mile Act came into
force on March 24, and Baxter tells us that during the next
few months, ‘the number of ministers ... either imprisoned,
fined, or otherwise affiicted, so increased that he could not
recount them’. Then came the forced distraction of the Great
Fire. It broke out in Pudding Lane, on September 2; on the
3rd the Exchange was burnt; and in three days almost all the
city within the walls, and much without them. Baxter from
Acton was an eye-witness of the flames mounting up amid vast
clouds of smoke in the east, while all around him ‘the air as far
as could be beheld [was] so filled with the smoke that the Sun
shined through it with a colour like blood, yea, even when it
was setting in the west it so appeared to them that dwelt on the
west side of the city’. As soon as it was safe he went into the
city and describes what he saw—"the fields filled with heaps of
goods’ on the way; and, ‘dolefullest sight of all,” the city turned
into ‘a ruinous confused place ... chimneys and steeples only
standing in the midst of cellars and heaps of rubbish; so that it
was hard to know where the streets had been, and dangerous,
of a long time to pass through the ruins because of vaults and
fire in them’. To him, however, the loss in houses and goods
was less grievous than the loss of books. ‘Almost all the book-
sellers in St Paul’s Churchyard brought their books into vaults
under St Paul’s Church, where it was thought almost im-
possible that fire should come. But the church itself being on
fire, the exceeding weight of the stones falling down did break
into the vault and let in the fire, and they could not come near
to save the books. The Library, also, of Sion-College was burnt,
and most of the Libraries of Ministers, conformable and non-
conformable, in the city; with the Libraries of many non con-

1 R.B., 111, 14, 15.
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formists of the country which had been lately brought up to
the city. I saw the half-burnt leaves of books near my dwelling
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at Acton, six miles from London, but others found them near
Windsor, almost twenty miles distant’.T It is not strange that
Baxter, in the Puritan way, ascribes the calamities of the
Plague and the Fire to the wrath of God. They were a
judgment on the nation’s profanity, perjury,® and general
wickedness. But why did judgment fall chiefly on London?
Why did she receive double for all her sins, while the rest of
the land was, by comparison, let off? Why, in particular, was
the city, within the walls, destroyed while the Westminster
suburbs (towards the Court) escaped? This point was thrust
upon him by something which passed between him and ‘one
Mr Caril, a gentleman of a great estate in Sussex’, and a very
respectable Papist. About a fortnight before the Fire he sent a
paper to Baxter in which he said that if the Pope was to blame
for licensing whore houses in Rome, it should be realized that
the case of London was worse. There were whole streets in
Westminster of such houses whose licensees ‘have not so much
as the rebuke of any penalty; but, when they die’, are buried as
good Christians. Baxter answered that, as to Westminster, he
could not speak; but as to the city, within the walls, he could
say that he ‘did not believe that there was in all the world such
a City for Piety, Sobriety and Temperance’. Yet the city was
taken and the suburbs left. How did Baxter explain? He is
silent.

But he notes how the city again benefited by the Ministers-
as many of them, in or near London, who were still at liberty)
when they saw ‘the Churches burnt and the parish Minister
gone’,3 ‘were mo re resolved than ever to preach till they were
imprisoned’. They kept ‘their meetings very openly and pre-
pared large rooms, and some of them plain chapels, with pulpits,
seats and galleries for the reception of as many as could come’.

1 The wind blew strongly from the East.

2 Curiously, the ‘Perjury’ lay in the public disavowing of the solemn League and
Covenant. He had objected to the imposition of it—though not till he had been
led to take it himself; but to forswear it when taken, and compel every city or
Corporation to forswear, was the height of impiety.

3 This will mean not that they had gone away a second time but that they had
not yet come back.
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The Independents were as active as the Presbyterians. ‘Dr
Owen (who had before kept far off) and Mr Philip Nye and
Dr Thomas Goodwin, who were their Leaders, now came to
the City’. And Baxter does not omit to mention that there were
parish Clergy also who did their part. For it so ‘fell out that the
parish Churches that were left standing had the best and ablest
of the Conformists in them, especially Dr Stillingfleet, Dr
Tillotson, Mr White, Dr Outram, Dr Patrick, Mr Gifford,
Dr Whichcot, Dr Horton, Mr Nest, etc.”. Most of these were
moderate men, so that they drew the moderate sort of citizens,
who were also attracted by the moderate Nonconformists.
They heard the one or the other indifferently; and, in this way,
came to a better mutual understanding. There were, however,
still many who would not go near one who preached in a
conventicle and others who would not go near one who used
the common Prayer!! But the result was further discussion,
for and against, of liberty and comprehension. Baxter con-
nects this, at the same time, with the fall of Clarendon-
an event which drew out his mature opinion of that spe-
cious friend.? For the Duke of Buckingham who, with Sir
Orlando Bridgman, came into chief favour after Clarendon,
‘showed himself openly for toleration or liberty for all
parties’;3 and his attitude, supposed to be the king’s, widened
the connivance at Nonconformist meetings. From the Metro-
polis it spread to the country where ‘ministers were so much
encouraged by the boldness and liberty of those at London
that they did the like in most parts of England; and
crowds of the most religiously inclined people were their
hearers’.4

Along with this general drift there was a specific motion initi-
ated by the Lord Keeper Bridgman. Baxter was made aware of
it by Dr Manton,5 and it failed through no lack of keenness on
his part. The date was early in January 1661. Baxter at
once went to London and met Sir John Baber® (1625—1704),
the Lord Keeper’s intermediary, who told him that his

1 R.B., III, 19.
2 Ibid., 20.
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3 Ibid., 22.

4 Ibid., 22.

s Ibid., 23

6 Baber, Physician to Charles II, was recommended to the King by Manton.
He was knighted in March 1660.
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Chief ‘had certain proposals to offer us and that many great
courtiers were our friends in the business; but that, to speak
plainly, if we would carry it we must make use of such as were
for a toleration of Papists also’. In the end, it was this last
point that wrecked the business, so far as Baxter himself was
concerned. Not only on this occasion, but on other similar
occasions, he drew back from the offered terms because, in
every case, there was ‘some crevice or countenance’ for opening
the door to moderate Papists. He drew back, and drew his
friends with him. It seems very narrow, but his defence must
be weighed in full view of the circumstances. If the Presby-
terians had been the means, for the sake of their own conveni-
ence, of letting in the Papists, the first to turn upon them would
have been the Prelatists, to say nothing of the Independents;
and the popular fury would have been intense. This, however,
was not his main reason. Had he believed in liberty for the
Papists he would have braved public opinion; but he did not
believe in it. Though against any ‘renewed pressure or severi-
ties’, he was equally against a legal sanction of their religion.
At any rate, ‘if they must have it, let them petition for it them-
selves’.T With such a foreseen rock ahead, there could be no
good hope of a happy issue to the conferences which took
place—though nothing was said about the Papists. The first
was between the Lord Keeper on the one side, and Baxter
and Dr Manton on the other. At this, the former made it clear
that, while he ‘had somewhat to offer’ to the Presbyterians for
their comprehension, he could not discuss a ‘scheme, which the
latter were prepared to bring forward, for the comprehension of
‘Independents and all sound Christians’, as well. For these
there could be ‘only a Toleration’. A few days later, he sent
them his proposals; and, when they suggested that these were
hardly fit for debate with a layman, he let himself be repre-
sented by ‘two learned and peaceable divines’, of his own
nomination. The two were Dr Wilkins (afterwards Bishop of
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Chester) who turned out to be ‘the author of the proposals and
of the whole business’; and his Chaplain Mr Burton. He con-
sented, also, to let Dr Bates be added to Baxter and Manton.
When the five met, the three tendered some proposals of their

1 R.B., III, 36.
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own which the two ‘presently rejected’.! Thereupon they
tendered certain alterations of the Wilkins scheme, which the
Doctor declined, not so much because they asked for more
than he himself would grant as because they were more than
would pass with the Parliament. In a letter written two years
later (February 25, 1669—70)2 Baxter says—‘The hardest
knot that we found before us was somewhat proposed like a
re-ordination. And our reasons against that nullity of the
silenced ministers ordination being many and great (which
were given in) and satisfying the Reverend person (Dr Wilkins)
whom we were to treat with, we were constrained (not to
choose, but) to accept of such terms as might satisty both
parties, without contradicting the judgment of either, so as to
put them upon supposed sin’. This seems to point to a com-
promise on the question, though there is no clear trace of com-
promise in the ‘reasons’ against re-ordination which Baxter
afterwards printed,3 unless it can be detected in the following—
‘Note, That by ordination, we mean the solemn separation of a
person from the number of the laity to the sacred ministry in
general, and not the designation, appointment, or determina-
tion of him to this or that particular flock or church,4 nor yet a
mere ecclesiastical confirmation of his former ordination, in a
doubted case;3 nor yet the magistrates’ licence to exercise the
sacred ministry in his dominions: all which we believe on just
occasion may be frequently given and received, and we thereby
profess to consent to no more’.0 Among the Wilkins proposals
were some terms of Indulgence for those not willing to be com-
prehended—e.g. the Independents. Baxter passed these by as
no part of his present concern. He had no wish to leave the
Independents out in the cold; but thought that the urging of
their claims just then would do more harm than good. This in
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I See a copy of them in R.B., III, 24. In the Baxter MSS. there is an imperfect
page of rough notes partly identical with the above and dated Saturday, Jan. 18,
1667—-8. This might be the date of the first meeting.

2 Baxter MSS. (Letters), vi, f. 1084b.

3 R.B., 111, 38.

4 Like the Independents.

5 To which Baxter and his friends had no objection?

6 In the letter, just quoted, Baxter, in answer to his correspondent’s request
for the Papers reporting the Conferences, says they were lost among his rude
Papers at Acton. But he found and printed them in R.B., III, 24—35.
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effect was what he wrote to Dr Owen; and, if we may trust Dr
Manton (letter to Baxter of September 26, 1668), the event
proved him right. When Parliament met in February one of its
first acts was to censure any proposals for comprehension and
indulgence which might be on foot. But (says Manton) ‘I was
told by sundry persons of divers qualities (upon my return
from the country) that the comprehension thought of by some,
and endeavoured by our friends in Court, was wholly frus-
trated by Dr Owen’s proposal of a toleration which was enter-
tained and carried on by other persons; and those opposite to
them who had of their own inclination interested themselves in
the business of comprehension for our sakes’. Manton’s sharp
comments on Owen’s action having been reported to him, he
gave Manton and Dr Annesly a visit; disavowed what was
reported of him; and ‘dropped a motion’ that a meeting of
eight persons only—representatives of the Independents and
Presbyterians—should be held; and a fresh start be made.
Manton waived this motion; but agreed (unwarily) to a mixed
meeting of ten, for a general discussion, of whom Baxter should
be one. ‘Meet I will not—unless you make one and bring Mr
Corbet whom I nominated in the room of Mr Jenkyns’. ‘Sir,
give your resolution and answer as God shall direct you, but I
desire that it may be sent as speedily as may be, that I may dis-
appoint the meeting in time, if your answer be negative. The
day is on Thursday next at Dr Jacomb’s chamber’. Baxter’s.
answer 1s not extant, but I think Dr Manton had to ‘disappoint’
the meeting. And anything proposed by Buckingham or
Bridgman or others was dependent on the will of Parliament
which met on February 7, 1667-8; and at once not only voted
that no man should bring in any motion or act for compre-

— b
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hension or toleration; but, also, on the same day resolved that
His Majesty be humbly desired to issue his Proclamation to
enforce obedience to the Laws in force concerning Religion and
Church-government as it is now established according to the
Act of Nonconformity. On March 4 it repeated the desire in a
somewhat stronger form, and on April 23 introduced a Bill ‘for
continuance of a former act to prevent and suppress seditious
conventicles’. This was the first draft of the second Conventicle

1 Baxter MSS., ii, f. 273P.
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Act. In the Lords it was dropped and was not taken up again
till October 1669, nor finally passed till May 1670. The delay
was due to repeated adjournments of Parliament; and it meant,
at least, some degree of respite to the Nonconformists. Yet it
was during this period that Baxter suffered his first imprison-
ment. The occasion arose out of his Sunday meetings. He was
careful to limit these, as to numbers and character, by what he
took to be the meaning of the Act, until it expired.! Then, he
opened his house to all comers; and, of course, there was a
crowd. He says himself ‘that almost all the Town and Parish
came, besides abundance from Branford (Brentford) and the
neighbouring Parishes’; and, although he never preached dur-

ing the time of the Public exercise?

or stayed away from that
exercise, he was sure to be complained of. The curate, ‘a weak,
dull young man that spent most of his time in ale-houses, and
read a few dry sentences to the People but once a day’, was
sure to complain of him if nobody else did. But somebody else,
of much higher standing than the curate, did so; and to the
King himself. This was Baxter’s next neighbour, Colonel
Phillips, a courtier of the Bed-chamber. For the moment, the
King seemed unconcerned. He put the matter by. Indeed, he
was just (September 1665) toying with the Nonconformists, or
at least with the Presbyterians. He invited some of their leaders
to meet him privately at the Lord Arlington’s lodgings and to
present him with an address of thanks for ‘the clemency of his
Majesty’s Government’; and he promised to do his utmost to
get them ‘comprehended within the Public establishment’.
But he expressed a wish that they would be more circumspect.

— b
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Their meetings were too numerous and too large. There was
Mr Baxter, e.g. (a person for whose worth and learning he had
great respect), why was he drawing all the country round about
to him? Surely he might be less inconsiderate of the law and
public opinion?

Dr Manton, who spoke for the rest, apologized for Baxter-
his conduct and his absence—as well as he could; and then
sent him a report of the interview. If, however, he expected his

1 At the end of October 1668.

2 He preached ‘after the morning exercise.” R.B., 111, 46.
VOL. II C
34

friend to take it as a warning he miscalculated. Baxter had not
approved of the address; and he gave no heed to the warning.
There was no law against him; there was an open door; there
were many converts, and in the Parish there were few adver-
saries—he knew not of three.! So he went on his way through
the winter and spring. Then matters were brought to a head
by the indiscretion of a dear friend—Rev John Reynolds, of
Wolverhampton, once Vicar there, but ejected in 1662. It so
happened that Dr Rive, Rector of Acton, was also Dean of

2 Rive was not often in residence at Acton;

Wolverhampton.
and, when he was, seemed quite friendly. It pleased him that
Baxter came to church, and brought others with him. But he
was jealous, all the same. He could not bear the sight of
people crowding into the house over the way, and some-
times, when they followed Baxter to church ‘he would fall
upon them with groundless reproaches, as if he had done
it purposely to drive them away, and yet thought that my
preaching to them, because it was in a house, did all the
mischief. ..."3

It needed but a spark, therefore, to make him explode; and
Mr Reynolds unwittingly applied the spark. In conference
with a local apothecary named Bracegirdle he let himself be
provoked to say that the Nonconformists were not so con-
temptible for number and quality as he made them; that most
of the people were of their mind; that Cromwell, though an
usurper, had kept up England against the Dutch, etc., and that

— b
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he marvelled at his being so hot against private meetings, when
at Acton the Dean suffered them at the next door.# This was
more than enough. Bracegirdle wrote an aggravated account
of the affair to the Dean; the Dean hastened with it to the
King; the King had Mr Reynolds arrested; and bade the Dean
go to the Bishop of London, and so get the Acton meeting
suppressed. Without delay this was done by two Brentford
Justices, the one Thomas Ross (a Scot and Library-keeper at
Westminster), and the other J. Phillips (a steward of the
Archbishop of Canterbury). In the same breath they sent a

1 R.B., 11, 46.
2 He was, too, Dean of Windsor, Parson of Hastley and Chaplain in Ordinary
to the King.

3 R.B., 111, 46.

4 Ibid., 48.

35
warrant to the Constable to apprehend Baxter and bring him

before them to Brentford.! This was on Wednesday, June o,
1669. When he appeared on the 11th they called no witnesses,
and shut out all persons from the room. Then they tendered
him the Oxford Oath.

His refusal, for reasons to which they would not listen,? was
followed not by the optional and milder penalty of £40 but by
instant committal to the New Prison in Clerkenwell, where the
Keeper was to keep him safely for six months without bail or
mainprize.3 Next day, Saturday, he went away, having refused
to promise not to preach on Sunday, if allowed to stay at home
till Monday. ‘The whole town of Acton’, says DBaxter,
‘were greatly exasperated against the Dean when I was going
to prison, in so much as ever since they abhor him as a selfish
Persecutor’; but Baxter himself cherished no malice, and
spared time to call upon him ‘to endeavour that they part in
Love. His forgiving spirit had its effect: for the Dean at least
appeared to be sorry; swore it was none of his doing; and
offered him any service of his which he desired. ‘I told him I
desired nothing of him but to do his people good, and to guide
them faithfully, as might tend to their salvation, and his own;
and so we parted’.4 He probably arrived at Clerkenwell on
Saturday the 12th, since he would not travel on Sunday; and

— b
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on Monday he dated, if he did not actually write, the Preface
to the second part of his book ‘the character of a sound con-
firmed Christian—from my lodgings in New Prison, June 14,
1669. On his way he called on his friend Sergeant Fountain
‘to take his advice’,5 and was counselled to sue for a Habeas
Corpus, not in the usual court, however (the King’s Bench),
nor yet in the Exchequer but at the Common-Pleas. This he
decided to do—though others urged him to petition the King
and engage his friends at Court to plead for him. In holding
off from the King and his courtly friends he acted wisely: for
he had fallen out of favour with the former; and, therefore,
with the latter. At any rate, they professed themselves help-

1 Seat of the District County Court.

2 See a full statement of his case, R.B., III, $6-8.
3 The warrant is printed in R.B., III, 49,

4 Ibid., 111, so.

s Ibid., so.
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less;T whereas his suit for a Habeas Corpus at length succeeded
because it was found to be sustained by faults in the Mittimus,
or warrant.2 Meanwhile, his situation was not very painful.
For one thing he became aware that he had many sympathisers.
Even ‘the moderate honest part of the Episcopal clergy were
much offended’; and said, ‘I was chosen out designedly to make
them all odious to the people’.3 For another, when he appeared
before the Judges they treated him with marked respect—not
suffering him to stand at the Bar but calling him up to the
Table; and not sending him, as was usual, to the Fleet, but
back to the New Prison. Then, too, his life in Prison was little
more than an easy restraint. It had drawbacks, of course: the
extreme heat of the summer, e.g. distressed him; his chamber
was over the gate, which was knocked and opened with noise of
prisoners just under him almost every night, so that he had
little hope of sleeping but by day; the stream of daily visitors
put him out of hope of studying or doing anything but enter-
tain them; and he had neither leave at any time to go out of
doors, much less to Church on the Lord’s day, nor on that day
might he have any come to him.
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On the other hand, he had an honest jailer, who showed him
all the kindness he could; he had a large room and the liberty
of walking in a fair garden; he had his own best bed brought
thither by his wife who, also, brought so many necessaries that
they kept house as contentedly and comfortably as at home,
though in a narrower room; and he had the sight of more of
his friends in a day than he had at home in half a year.4

To some of these friends who tried to make him feel like a
martyr he went so far as to say: ‘If I had been to take lodgings
at London for six months, and had not known that this was a
prison, and had knocked at the door and asked for rooms, I
should as soon have taken this which I was put into as most
in Town (save only for the interruption of my sleep).”S His
dower of inward happiness sustained him—much and con-
stantly—helped by his wife ‘who was never so cheerful a com-
panion to me as in prison’.6 ‘I think she had scarce ever a

1 Even the Earl of Lauderdale who would have been forwardest had he known
the king’s mind to be otherwise, said nothing. R.B., III, s1.

2 R.B., 111, 59.

3 Ibid., s1.

4 Ibid., s1.

s Ibid., 8.

6 Ibid., so.
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pleasanter time in her life than while she was with me there’.T
It was no use, therefore, for certain brethren of the sourer sort
to sit with him and bemoan his condition, and move him to
self-pity, or a fierce resentment. No, said he, ‘the loss of one
Grain of Love were worse than a long imprisonment’; and ‘it
much more concerns us to be sure that we deserve not suffering
than to be delivered from it’. And to some who told him that
they hoped this would make him stand a little further from
the Prelates than he had done, his reply was nobly Christian.
‘I wonder that you should think that a Prison can change my
Judgment. I rather think now it is my duty to set a stricter
watch upon my passions lest they should pervert my judgment
and carry me into extremes, in opposition to my afflictors.
If passion make me lose my love or my religion the loss will
be my own. And truth does not change because I am in a

— b
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Jail’.? In his second and last appearance before the Court the
feeling of its crowded audience for Baxter was so manifest that
the Lord Chief Justice Vaughan spoke a word of warning.
Mr Baxter, he understood, was a man of great learning, and of
a good life, but he was not released on that account, nor because
there was no case against Conventicles. If they went away
with that notion they were mistaken and might mislead others.
He was released simply on the technical point that those who
made the Mittimus did not know how to make it—a plain hint
that Baxter had not really won his cause and was not out of
danger. This fact was soon brought home to him. The two
exasperated Justices, Ross and Phillips, ‘made a new Mittimus
by Counsel,” and put it into the hands of a London officer to
bring him, not to Clerkenwell, but among ‘the thieves and
murderers, to the common jail at Newgate, which was since
the Fire, the most noisome place (except the Tower Dungeon)
of any Prison in the Land’.3 It was urgent, therefore, that he
should find some place of residence five miles from Acton or
London at once; and, after much trouble, such a place was
found at Totteridge near Barnet. The time, as near as one can
reckon, was October 1669. But this was not the month of his
release. In a letter4 dated February 3, 1669/70, he wrote from

1 B., sI.
2 R.B., lII, so—turned into oratio directa.
3 R.B., 111, 60.

4 Baxter MSS. (Letters), ii, if. 237ab_9a
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Totteridge ‘I am banished these ten years, almost, from my
library and these eight months since 1 came out of prison from the
few books I had by me, and from the converse of learned men
into an obscure corner’; and so, if the words ‘eight months’
may be taken literally, we arrive at the rather surprising fact
that his imprisonment did not last more than two or three
weeks. Where was he in the interval? The postscript of this
letter suggests the answer: Direct your letters to Henry
Ashurst, Esq., at the Golden Key in Aldersgate Street.
Nothing more likely than that this best of his London friends-
dear to Mrs Baxter as well as to himself—should have wel-
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comed them to the temporary shelter of his home. Mr Thomas
Foley might have been glad to do so if he had been in Town
but he was then at Witley, his country house in Worcestershire.
Certainly Baxter at least, did not go back to Acton. The risk
of arrest would have been too great.

NOTE

Baxter’s note on the kindness of friends in connection with his trial
deserves quotation:

‘gratitude commandeth me to tell the world who were my Benefactors
in my Imprisonment and Calumny as much obligeth me, because it is
said among some that I was enriched by it: Serjeant Fountain’s general
counsel ruled me. Mr Wallop and Mr Offley sent me their Counsel and
would take nothing. Of four Serjeants that pleaded my Cause, two of
them, Serjeant Windham (afterwards Baron of the Exchequer) and Ser-
jeant Sise would take nothing. Sir John Bernard (a Person that I never
saw but once) sent me no less than Twenty Pieces; and the Countess of
Exeter Ten Pounds, and Alderman Bard, Five; and I received no more.
But I confess more was offered me, which I refused; and more would
have been, but that they knew I needed it not. And this much defrayed
my Law and Prison Charges’. R.B., I1I, 6o.
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C HAPTER 2 (1670-1673)

TOTTERIDGE

T was at first no house but a few mean rooms to which the

Baxters removed—apparently unfurnished: since Mrs Bax-
ter is said to have transferred to them as many of ‘her goods as
were movable’, the rest being left with his mother-in-law and
the servants at Acton till some convenient arrangement could
be made about the great house there, which he had still on his
hands. The inconvenience of the rooms; the access of a hard
winter and bad health, made their situation distressing. But
Mrs Baxter, as usual, rose to the occasion. ‘At Totteridge,
the first year, few poor people are put to the hardness that
she was put to. We could have no house, but part of a poor

— b
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farmer’s where the chimneys so extremely smoked as greatly
annoyed her health; for it was a very hard winter, and the
coal smoke so filled the room, that we all sat in, that it was
as a cloud, and we were suffocated with the stink. And she
had ever a great straightness of the lungs that could not
bear smoke and closeness. This was the greatest bodily
suffering that her outward condition put her to, which was
increased by my continual pain there.”! But she remained
cheerful, despite this addition to her chronic prostrating
headache; and so did he. When we read his summary of the
fleshly ills which tormented him at this time, as they had
done more or less for eight or ten years past, it is natural
to feel some disgust at his want of taste; and to charge him
with sheer morbidity. But there is nothing to prove that he
was really morbid. In other words, there is no evidence that
he dwelt upon his ills in thought, or talk. And his motive for
reciting them is plainly stated. It was, as in Paul’s case, a
desire to magnify the grace of God which had demonstrated its
strength in his weakness. “Through God’s mercy I was never
one hour melancholy,® and, not many hours in a week, disabled
utterly from my work, save that I lost time in the morning for

1 B., p.52.
2 R.B., 111, 60. Italics mine.
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want of being able to rise early.” He says that not to mention
this and record his thanks and praise, would leave him inex-
cusable. But though his mood of inward happiness found its
mainspring in God, it owed some increase to human tribu-
taries; and the chief of these was his wife. He had known her
and learnt to love her when she was a woman greatly given to
fears; and, perhaps, was scarcely prepared for the bright change
which seems to have been wrought by her marriage. Her
melancholy vanished. Her native gaiety escaped as from a
prison-house. She learnt the secret, and—save for occasional
misgivings—never afterwards lost it, of the words so often on
her husband’s lips that ‘the joy of the Lord is your strength.’
Thus they could help each other to ‘songs in the night’. But
there was in her a charm for others which he lacked. It won

— b
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the people at Acton, who ‘greatly esteemed and loved her’.
Many of them were ‘accounted worldly and ignorant persons’,
but to please her they came to hear her husband preach in the
house, and what he calls ‘her winning conversation’ (i.e. be-
haviour) drew them to goodness more than his powerful ser-
mons. It was due, also, mainly to their love for her that when,
at a later time,! they heard that he again wanted a house, they
unanimously subscribed a request to him to return to his old
house with them, and offered to pay the rent. Her charm, I
think, had its root in her quick sympathy with the individual.
She was interested not in mankind, but in men and women:
every man or woman she came across—irrespective of rank:
each of her maidservants, for instance; or the charwoman of the
meeting-house in St. James’s; or the poor farmer’s wife and her
son at Totteridge. The son, perhaps, was ‘a lad o’ pairts’, or
at least one who might do well if he had a chance; but in so
straitened and isolated a home, he had none. So Mrs Baxter,
having talked the matter over with the anxious mother, opened
the way for him. She got him apprenticed to some trade; paid
the necessary charges; kept an eye upon him; and ‘now (writes
Baxter in 1681) he liveth well’. It would be very unfair to say
that Baxter had no individual sympathy. Many cases to the
contrary could be cited. But it is not unfair to say that individual

1 B., 5o, si. Probably after March 1672 when the Indulgence set them on
thoughts of removal.

41

sympathy was not his strong point, as it was his wife’s. His
mind worked too much by categories, of which Humanity was
one; and, in the logical treatment of Humanity from admitted
premises, he was apt to overlook the peculiar claims and char-
acteristics of those single souls with whom his daily life brought
him into contact. It was a defect which cost him dear, alike in
his handling of doctrine and of men.

They lodged with the farmer until June 23, 1670, by which
time Baxter’s mother-in-law (aged 80) and the others from
Acton had joined them.T On that date they moved into a house
of their own—more convenient but requiring ‘so great altera-
tions and amendment’ as ‘took up much time and labour’ on his

— b
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wife’s part. He himself, it would seem, was useless in such
matters. Then ‘to her great comfort she got Mr Corbet and
his wife to dwell with us’. Mr Corbet,? at least, was an old
friend whom Baxter met for the first time in July 1642, during
his short visit to Gloucester where Corbet was minister; ‘a
man of extraordinary judgment, stayedness, moderation, peace-
able Principles and blameless life; a solid Preacher well known
by his writings.” After the siege of Gloucester (1643), of which
he wrote the history, he ministered at Bridgwater, Chichester
and Bramshot in Hampshire—the living (of £200 per annum3)
which he gave up in 1662. For a time after his ejection ‘he
lived peaceably in London#4 without gathering an assembly for
public preaching’; but the Five Mile Act drove him into the
country; and he had come to dwell with an Alderman Webb of
Totteridge before the Baxters arrived. Mrs Corbet was a
daughter of Dr William Twiss (prolocutor of the Westminster
Assembly) and did honour to her birth. She and Mrs Baxter
seem to have fallen in love with each other at once; while to the
men this renewal of acquaintance after so many eventful years,
was a deep delight. The proposal to join the Baxters in their
new home, when it came from Mrs Baxter, was accepted ‘with
great love’; and issued in an experience of the truest fellowship.
Speaking for himself Baxter says: ‘In all the time he was with
me I remember not that ever we differed once in any point of

1 R.B., I11, 75s.

2 1620—-80. See D.N.B.

3 Nearly equal to 41,000 now.

4 With Dr. Micklethwaite, like Baxter before him.
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doctrine, worship or government, ecclesiastical or civil, or that
ever we had one displeasing word.” As to his wife, she found
Mrs Corbet’s society so congenial that, not long after her hus-
band’s death (which took place on December 26, 1680) she
persuaded her to live with her again; and this she did till Mrs
Baxter’s own death in the following June. Mrs Corbet was
one of the two or three who saw her pass away. The Corbets
went back to Chichester in 1672, and spent some stormy years
there. Our last glimpse of him is painful. ‘Having endured at

— b



Under the Cross vl.gxp:Richard Baxter Unde§£§he Cross 1 01 2009 18:07 Page 42

42 RICHARD BAXTER UNDER THE CROSS (1662—1691)

Chichester many years’ torment of the Stone he came up to
London to be cut and died before the operation’. Our last
glimpse of her is in a letter to Baxter dated November 1, 1685,
and addressed to him at his lodging in Southwark:!

‘DEAR SIR,

‘I very thankfully received your most welcome letter... a
choice mercy still to be in your thoughts, and have a share in
your remembrances. I often think, if it were now with me as it
was in times past, how glad I should be of one of those hours
with you, as formerly I passed over in silence. ... I now hear
from my good friend Mrs Rand how wonderfully God doth
uphold you under the present circumstances. The relation she
gave me of it was a great comfort to me and much refreshed me.

‘Your very thankful and much obliged friend and servant,

‘FRANCES CORBET’.

Baxter mentions no other neighbour of his at Totteridge,
except one. This was Rev John Faldo (1633—90), an Inde-
pendent of considerable ability who, in face of the law, had
gathered a large congregation at Barnet, a mile off. We hear
of him later as a vehement antagonist of the Quakers and
particularly of William Penn. In this connection, he induced
Baxter and twenty other Divines to back him up in a com-
mendatory epistle to a second edition of his Quakerism no
Christianity (1674).

Ten years later still (1684) he came out strongly for Dr Owen
against Baxter on the subject of ‘Communion with Parish
Churches’, and was more than suspected of being the author
of several anonymous writings in which Owen was vindicated

1 Baxter was a prisoner in his lodging. Baxter MSS. (Letters), iv, 139, I4b.
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and Baxter abused. Baxter wrote an answer to all his charges;
and among others to this—that Baxter was ‘a Liar for saying
that his congregation at Barnet worshipped many years with-
out sacraments and without singing Psalms’. Faldo did not
deny the bare fact, but argued that the congregation, while so
doing, was not yet a Church as Baxter, in his innocence, had

— b



Under the Cross vl.gxp:Richard Baxter Unde§£§he Cross 1 01 2009 18:07 Page 43

FIRST PROOF READING DRAFT 43

called it! The subterfuge is ridiculous and unworthy of notice,
but for the flash of light on the two men and their relation to
each other, which Baxter’s answer emits. Faldo never saw the
answer: for Baxter suspended its publication under stress of
more urgent affairs,’ and it now lies with the Baxter MSS.?

Here is the interesting passage:

‘I lived at Totteridge Nr. Barnet about three years. loft
heard that Mr FE preached constantly many years to a very
considerable congregation; and that few went to the public
church in comparison of his hearers. I never heard, or thought,
anything of him but well. Whilst I was glad of his success, he
more than once told me that his congregation was composed
of persons of several sorts, some Anabaptists, some Arminians
of John Goodwin’s way, and that the Quakers were so busy
with them that he had been put to many debates to persuade
the people, and that they were against “singing Psalms in the
Congregation, and would not yet consent to it”.3 1 advised him to
get Mr Foret’s and Mr Cotton’s books on that subject which
had arguments very satisfactory; and persuade them to peruse
them. He told me that he had written, or was writing, some
arguments for it himself; but all did not prevail with them.
He desired me to come over and preach to them. I consented,
and, understanding that there were many strangers besides his
usual congregation” that were like to join with me, I caused
them to sing a Psalm. The week following, I asked how Mr
E’ s people took it, and was told that some of them made a
mock of it. I never went more, but I heard Mr E continued it
ever after, seeing that some would join.’

Another episode of the Totteridge period brings on the scene,
for a moment, the sinister figure of one whom contemporary

1 R.B., III, 199.
2 Treatises, vii, ff. 236—9.
3 Italics mine. “Drawn by the announcement of his visit?
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fame, with hardly a dissentient voice, has handed down as a

monster of sensuality, cruelty and hypocrisy—the second Earl

— b
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of Lauderdale. 'Tis passing strange that, of all men, the saintly
Baxter should have declared himself the friend of such a man.
He took no pains to hide his regard; and he acted with his eyes
open. I have suggested elsewhere! that he refused, on the
strength of his own experience (as himself an object of the
grossest slanders), to believe a tenth of the reports which
reached him about the Earl; that his letter of solemn
admonition to the Earl in 1671 is proof that, so far as he was
constrained to believe or fear what was wrong, he spoke out
with fearless honesty; that Baxter could not forget the Lauder-
dale of the letters, in which he seemed so sincerely bent upon
goodness, nor could bring himself to think it was all a sham;
and that there were really elements of good in the Earl which,
in Baxter’s presence or under his direct influence, rose to the
surface and revealed themselves—though too weak to hold up
against the increasing power of evil habit. There can be no
question that the Earl did become, to all appearances, a
thoroughly rotten character. But is there ever a thoroughly
rotten character? Is there not always some one who sees some-
thing to the contrary? And may we not count it a tribute to
Baxter’s spiritual insight that he saw something good in
Lauderdale to the last?

In June 1670 the Earl heard that Baxter was about to

2 and sent for him to London. He may be supposed

conform,
to have foreseen that for Baxter conforming would not mean
security, and still less advancement in the English Church;
but he had a scheme for the Scottish Church into which Baxter
might be fitted, with benefit to himself and credit to all con-
cerned. He might be a Bishop, or Professor, or Parish
Minister as he chose; and the glory of obtaining the support of
such a man for the moderates or sober party, would fall on his
patron and the King. In this way Lauderdale put the case to
the King; and, receiving a free hand, sought the interview with
Baxter. But he got only thanks and a number of reasons for
asking to be excused. In July the Earl on his way to Scotland

1 Letters of Lauderdale to Baxter transcribed and edited by the writer. Bulletin
(July 1922) of ‘John Ryland’s Library.
2 R.B., 111, 75.



Under the Cross vl.gxp:Richard Baxter Unde§£§he Cross 1 01 2009 18:07 Page 45

FIRST PROOF READING DRAFT 45

45

summoned Baxter to meet him at Barnet. There was not time
for further talk. All he could do was to say ‘no’; and hand
into the coach a letter to explain why. ‘He is too weak to
stand a Scottish winter; he is writing a book (Methodus
Theologie) which he must finish if possible, as it is all the ser-
vice he can expect to do God and his Church, and he hardly
hopes to live a year; he is not really wanted in Scotland, which
has already enough men for the work who can do it better;
he is just resettled in a new house after several costly removals;
and, lastly, he dare not undertake to travel so far with his
family and goods and books, especially as he feels sure that
he would soon have to remove all back again. Thus he
answered and here the affair ended; but the letter contains a
passage which must be quoted. It tells us just what we want
to know about his personal outlook in that June of 1670 when
the second Conventicle Act, with clauses prompted by an eye

upon his case,!

was beginning its vindictive career.

‘1 am weary’—he writes—‘of the noise of contentious
Revilers, and have oft had thoughts to go into a foreign land,
if I could find any where I might have a healthful air, and quiet-
ness, that I might but live—and die in peace. When I sit
in a corner and meddle with nobody, and hope the World will
forget I am alive, Court, City and Country is still filled with
clamours against me, and when a preacher wanteth preferment,
his way i1s to preach, and write a book against the Noncon-
2 of the Press

(and Pulpits of some) is some bloody invectives against myself,

formists and me by name: so that the Menstrua

as if my peace were inconsistent with the Kingdom’s happiness;
and never did my eyes read such impudent untruths in matter
of fact as their writings contain; and they cry out for answer
and reasons of my Nonconformity, while they know the law
forbiddeth me to answer them unlicensed’. If it be said that
Baxter took himself too seriously the answer is, that no one
will say so who realizes what an incomparably big man he
was in the eyes of all parties; and, if it be said that his language
was exaggerated, the answer is, that the pamphlets and press
of the time bear him out to the full. Hence it was no sign of
panic, when (in view of his instant danger, if he ventured

— b
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1 R.B., 111, 74.
2 The monthly (mensis) provision.
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beyond a mile or two from home), he entreated the Earl to
intercede (he does not say with whom) to the end that he might
be heard speak for himself; that he might live quietly to follow
his private study; that he might have the liberty, enjoyed by
every beggar, to travel from town to town, or at least to Lon-
don, now and then; and that, if he should be arrested and com-
mitted to Newgate, he might have the favour of a better prison
where there would be room at any rate to read and write.

It brings home to us the bitter injustice which was then
rampant when he goes on to add, with regard to such
elementary human rights:

‘These I should take as very great favours, and acknowledge
your Lordship my benefactor if you procure them’. But his
Lordship had neither leisure nor power, nor (it is probable)
much will to help.T The news from Scotland soon opened his
eyes to that.

There was, in short, no present relief to be had from Noble,
Prelate or Parliament. As to the King it remained to be seen.

CORRESPONDENTS
His chief comfort, next to that of God and his wife and the
Corbets, lay in work; and he toiled unceasingly. But he owed
something, also, to letters which he received, now and then,
from outside friends. They must at least have eased his sense
of loneliness. Some of these are among the Baxter MSS.; others
are known only by Baxter’s answers. Very interesting are two
of the latter to Rev John Woodbridge of Kenilworth (or
Kenlurewoth), New England, a nephew of his old friend Rev
Benjamin Woodbridge, minister of Newbury in Berkshire.
He had written,?
which led Baxter to begin his answer (dated Totteridge in

Hertfordshire, February 3, 1669—70) in this way:

it seems, in a strain of excessive compliment,

— b
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1 It is irony of the keenest sort, though not meant, when, in a second letter of
the same date, Baxter unfolds an easy plan for ending ‘the sinfulness and calamities
of our divided and distracted condition’; and appeals to Lauderdale as perhaps the
appointed ‘Instrument to bring it about through the King.’ R.B., III, 77.

2 Baxter MSS. (Letters), ii, if. 237ab—93.

47
‘WORTHY BROTHER,

‘The error of your over-valuing expressions of me I impute to
your 3,000 miles distance: we all seem better to those that
behold us afar off than to those in our family who are the
witnesses of our faults’; and its last words are these:

‘If you write any more to me leave out your compliments’.
But he deals kindly and carefully with his young correspond-
ent’s four questions—as to terms of Church membership; the
relation of the divine nature to the human; what will God do
with ‘this earthen world’; and the sense of Genesis 1ii. One or
two sentences may be quoted: ‘There are a thousand texts
which no mortal man shall ever know the certain sense of (and
yet not written in vain) because the words are capable of
several meanings: but there is no necessary doctrine for faith,
love or obedience which we may not be certain of as being
plainly, if not frequently also, delivered. And, therefore, the
ancient Christians made so much of the creed, the Lord’s
Prayer, and the Decalogue—the summary of faith, desire and
obedience—Dbecause it is not the sense of every text of Scrip-
ture but these essentials contained in the whole, which are of
necessity to salvation’. In a postscript he says: ‘I never wrote
to any that I remember in New England but Mr Elliott;! and
I would fain know whether his method of councils be yet com-
municated and how it taketh’.

Mr Woodbridge in his reply sent a ‘free and full narrative’ of
the state of New England and its affairs; and unveiled such an
amount of dissension among the Churches as gave point to the
question ‘what means is apt for the cure?’ Baxter’s ‘cure’, of
course, was just a summary of his usual proposals—with wise
advice as to their application in New England; and some
sentences about the want of ‘calm’ in the old land. ‘Our
sufferings raise our passions so high that instead of curing us,
they make us mad’. In the close, he points to the report-
which had crossed the Atlantic—of his own ‘Conformity’, as an

— b
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example of the slanders engendered by party spirit. ‘My book
called the Cure of Church Divisions was the occasion. I have
sent it you that you may see my true conformity; and that you

1 That is, Mr Eliot, the missionary—an Independent inclined to some form of
Presbytery.

48

may know what the spirit of Separation here is and with what
sort of people we have to do’.

His last words illustrate his continued interest in the growth
of Harvard College: ‘I have directed to Mr Broadstreet at

T as my gift to your university Library, Dr Castle’s

Boston,
Polyglot Lexicon, with the first of Mr Poole’s four volumes of
the Critics. I had sent with them the Polyglot Bible but that
I understand that my friend Mr Boyle had sent before. I
shall, if God will that Mr Poole live to finish them, send the
other three volumes of the Critics, or take care that they be
sent, if I live so long; for Mr Davy, a merchant, hath promised
them to me for the Library’.?

The mention of Mr Boyle, i.e. the Honourable Robert Boyle
(1627—91), may remind us of a fact about Baxter which it is
easy to overlook, viz: the comparative breadth of his intellectual
sympathies. Mr Boyle had been on a personal visit to Baxter,
and followed this up by a gift of his books. Baxter acknow-
ledged these—and, no doubt, the accompanying letters in
terms of warm gratitude and respect; addresses him as ‘Most
dear and truly honourable Sir’; and speaks of the recreation he
has often found in Boyle’s experimental philosophy and other
such writings’. Nor has he any prick of conscience in thus
diverting himself, as if it meant a waste of time. Nay, rather,
‘your pious meditations and reflections do call to me for greater
reverence in the reading of them, and make me put off my hat
as if I was in a Church’—they so magnify the Creator and
expand the orbit of contemplation in his works. He dwells on
this; and then concludes: ‘The sum is, though a contemplative
life may be more predominant with some and an active life
with others, yet there are none but the utterly impotent who are
not obliged to use them both. But its due contemplation which
fitteth both for action and fruition’. Apologizing for the

— b



Under the Cross vl.gxp:Richard Baxter Unde§£§he Cross 1 01 2009 18:07 Page 49

FIRST PROOF READING DRAFT 49

‘eruption’ of words into which he had been betrayed, he signs
himself “Your very much obliged and esteeming servant, R.B.’3

1 Simon Bradstreete acknowledges receipt of this and other books ‘by my Cousin
John Woodbridge’—Andover, February s, 1671/2. Baxter MSS. (Letters),
vi, ff. 18%-19°.

2 Baxter MSS. (Letters), ii, if. 2372P—93; if. 2402P—12,

3 Baxter MSS. (Letters), i, if. 269’b_70’b

49
Boyle’s answer has been preserved, and shows that the corres-

pondence took place while Baxter was at Acton. It is undated
but is endorsed ‘to my Reverend and highly esteemed
friend Mr Richard Baxter at his house in Acton’, and opens
thus:

‘When I thought it my duty to present you those trifles of
which you are pleased to take such obliging notice, I did not
think that they should put you to the trouble of a long letter’.
He goes on to say: ‘“You are too much a friend of contempla-
tion, and too well versed in it, to be an enemy to that sort of
learning that furnishes it with a very copious and diffused, as
well as noble, object. And there are divers things that bespeak
you to be none of those narrow-souled divines that, by too much
suspecting Natural Philosophy, tempt many of its votaries to
suspect Theology’. Boyle, the man of science whose science
was an aid, not a hindrance, to his religious faith, hails Baxter
as an ally; and ends with the expression of a desire that he
would undertake a work in which ‘meditations upon the most
usual occurrences’ of nature might be used to widen and elevate
the knowledge of God. He cannot do it himself, but ‘I
should think a design were excellently well lodged, if you would
think fit to take it into your hands’.!

Boyle was twelve years younger than Baxter and died three
weeks after him (December 30, 1691). Another man, who
was twenty-one years younger and died eleven years before him,
Joseph Glanvil? (1636—80) attached himself to Baxter with all
the ardour of a young hero-worshipper. While yet an under-
graduate at Oxford he travelled to Kidderminster to hear him
preach and to obtain a personal interview (which somehow did
not come off).3 A man of open mind and a lover of science like
Boyle, he, too, was drawn to Baxter by what may be called (in

— b
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the best sense) his modernism. In his first extant letter to
Baxter we find him saying—‘You have taught me to think
honourably of my Maker and to admit no suspicions contrary

1 Baxter MSS. (Letters), ii, f. 287ab4 It appears that Baxter had suggested this,
for Boyle to do, and that Boyle had thought of it as something desirable ‘before I
last waited on you’—implying more than one visit.

2 It is thus Glanvil himself spells the name.

3 This was about 1658—see A Tiue Defence of the Meer Nonconformists, p. 181.

VOL. I D

50

to the infinite fecundity of his goodness. From you I first
learnt not to dote upon men’s opinions, but to indulge free and
impartial inquiry, and to own truth under any name and in
whose hands so ever I find it’. The opening sentences of the
same letter are these: “As nothing but your virtues gave birth
to my respect, so nothing but the loss of them can lessen it;
which (as) I know it is impossible, I am secure I shall carry the
honour I have for you to my grave. No clouds from without
can darken you in my esteem; but I can own worth that the
times frown upon, and I profess I affect you no less ardently
than if you were a Metropolitan, not to tell you how much
more; nor do I expect any other return of my affection but the
satisfaction of loving you’.! It was natural in such a case, that
the young man should hotly resent unfair attacks upon his
hero. The letter just quoted from appears to have been written
on August 4, 1661,% just when the ‘clouds from without’ were
settling down on Baxter, and in February of the next year3 he
wrote another, called forth by Baxter’s answer to Morley the
Bishop of Worcester’s letter against him—a public letter
which greatly prejudiced, and was meant to prejudice him in
the public eye. Here the young clergyman (for he was by now
Rector of Wimbish, Essex, and Vicar of Frome Selwood,
Somerset) calls Morley ‘your fierce and violent accuser’,
“Your Right Reverend Libeller’, ‘whom you have treated in a
spirit of Christian meekness; and only wiped off the dirt he
cast in your face without throwing any in his’. He urges him,
therefore, to print the answer at once—with only some verbal
alteration, and within less compass. Timid friends may try to
dissuade him, but he must not yield to them. ‘Lies will grow

— b
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bold if they meet with no rub of contradiction’. A friend of his
own—with whom Baxter is the one person on earth that hath
most of his esteem and affections—is eager to write a defence
of him, but has stayed his hand on hearing of Baxter’s purpose
to publish his own defence. Baxter did not publish his MS.

1 He begs Baxter not to consider this the effusive strain of mere invention.

2 An inference from the fact that it enclosed the MS. of Lux Orientalis, or, ‘a
discourse on the pre-existence of souls, which first came out in 1662.

3 The year is fixed by the fact that the letter is addressed to Baxter at Dr Mickle-
thwaite’s house; and so, before his marriage.

SI

after all. It slumbers in Dr Williams’s Library;’ and is not
likely to be aroused from its sleep. Glanvil was one of the very
few friends—perhaps the only one—who had a sight of it;
and nothing could attest more clearly Baxter’s confidence in
him.2 On his side, Glanvil put no less confidence in Baxter.
With his first letter he enclosed the MS. of his essay on the
Pre-existence of souls called Lux Orientalis. He had not
divulged the authorship to anyone else; and divulges it to him
because he wants, and is sure to get, candid criticism which,
though probably severe, is sure not to be censorious. Baxter’s
criticism was conveyed in a letter which miscarried—much to
Glanvil’s annoyance. ‘I am sorry that your harsh censures, as
you call them, never came to my hands; for I would gladly
know the worst of myself, especially from a person whose
reproofs would be more grateful to me than most men’s
applauses’. He cannot conceive of Baxter being unjust or
passionate. To think so ‘would be to find a flaw in the fairest
idea of my thoughts’. What Baxter thought of his doctrine
must have become known to him; and, since it was unfavour-
able, he proceeds to defend a belief in ‘pre-existence’ as one
of the most ancient opinions in the world—sustained by the
Oracles, the Chaldean Theology, the Christian Platonists,
Proclus, the early Christians; and if not taught in the Scrip-
tures yet not forbidden. The silence of Scripture is no proof
against it. Indeed, on that standing ‘I think more of the theory
of the Christian world will be out of doors’. After this the
curtain drops for several years—though letters now lost may
have passed between them. Then, on November 18, 1670,

— b
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Baxter wrote to Glanvil, ‘Rector of Bath in Somersetshire’,
which had been his home since 1666. His immediate object
was to obtain an exact narrative of the story of the Mompesson
Demon of Tedworth. Glanvil had given currency to it in a
letter to Dr More, and Baxter was one of the many who gave
It implicit credence. But now it is much questioned (says

1 Baxter MSS. (Treatises), vi, if. 206ab7453b, 1st Part of Defence; 2573b—77a,
2nd Part of Defence. On 277° is a note—"Since the writing of this a Law is made
(the Conventicle Act?) that not above four, being not of a family, shall meet on
pretence of religious exercises, etc.—of which I have nothing here to say to man
but shall—’

2 R.B., 11, 378.
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Baxter), and there are Sadducees of the Inns of Court who
declare that Mr Mompesson himself has confessed that ‘it was
all his own juggling, done only that he might be taken notice
of’. Will Glanvil look into the matter and put such sceptics to
shame? Baxter’s own faith never wavered. Twenty years later
he endorsed the story in his Historical Discourse of Apparitions
and Witches,T and certified Joseph Glanvil as a man whom he
knew to be ‘far enough from fanatic credulity’.

Such a survival of superstition among the most enlightened
men of the age—Baxter, Glanvil, More, Cudworth, Sir
Matthew Hale, Boyle, etc.—needs to be studied in relation to
its background of philosophic Materialism; and may then be
seen to have a value of its own as a plea, however crude, for
the spiritual.

It would be pleasant to make this the last word. But truth
requires it to be said that some ten years later something came
to light which wounded Baxter deeply. He calls it the ‘Rag’
of a letter written by Glanvil just before his death (1680) and
calculated to stir up the authorities to a more vigorous use of
force against the Dissenters. He quotes his words to the effect
that the ‘Sword is the Church’s strength and government’;
and that mere ‘words, paper-arguments, and excommunica-
tions’ avail nothing. For ‘the greatest part of those that now
scatter and run about’ (i.e. the Dissenters) ‘do it out of humour
or fancy or faction or interest or animosity or desire of being
counted godly, not really out of conscience and conviction of

— b
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duty; and these the penalties, duly exacted, would bring back’.
Baxter was at a loss to account for so strange an abandonment
of his friend’s former tolerance, save on the supposition that
recent promotions in the Church had turned his head. But to
demonstrate that he had once thought very differently of at
least one of the Dissenters he quotes in full the first letter which
Glanvil wrote to him (dated September 3, ’61)—a letter
marked like those already noticed, by excessive praise,? only
more so, and signed—‘Most excellent Sir one of the meanest,
though most sincere, of your affectionate lovers and admirers’.

1 Date of Preface, July 20, 1691.
2 Baxter calls its praises ‘monstrous.” They are those of unrestrained enthusi-
asm, but manifestly sincere.

53
Baxter quotes this to show not Glanvil’s insincerity, but his

inconsistency; and to ask, if ‘a man so lately changed from
himself ... was much wiser at last than when he wrote it’.!
Glanvil was an Oxford man, but deserves to be regarded as a
lesser light of the Cambridge school, especially through his
esteem for Henry More; and his affinity with Baxter suggests
that the latter and the Cambridge men were not far apart.
The suggestion may seem so unlikely as to be startling; but
there are other facts (as we shall see) which favour it; and one
is the correspondence during the Totteridge period, between
Baxter and Edward Fowler,? Rector of Northil, six miles S.E.
of Bedford. One morning in the summer of 1671 Baxter
received an anonymous letter calling his attention to a book
just published under the title Holiness the Design of Christianity,
denouncing it as advocating ‘the meer morality of a Heathen’;
and directly leading ‘to obscure or drown the whole doctrine
of our Justification’. Baxter, said the writer, was partly
responsible for the book inasmuch as it grew out of opinions
which his writings had spread abroad. If, then, he admitted
that the teaching of the book was a mischievous perversion of
his own, he would be doubly guilty if he did not publicly
write against it. But instead of this, Baxter forthwith wrote and
published a few sheets in its support. Viewed with reference
to its end—to check Antinomianism—it was (said Baxter) an
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excellent book, and most necessary. Viewed with reference,
also, to some of its particular views—e.g. the essential noble-
ness of human nature, the derivation of all truth and goodness
from Christ the Eternal Word and Light of the World, the
certainty of salvation for all the true and good even them that
know him not—Baxter at least felt no disagreement. No
wonder, therefore, that as soon as Baxter’s brochure came into
Fowler’s hand it moved him to a grateful acknowledgment.
He wrote to him at Totteridge on September 29, 1671, ex-
pressing appreciation of the more forceful way in which Baxter
had stated his own argument; and his keen impatience with
the unknown impertinent person (not to give him a worse
epithet) who had challenged Baxter to clear his orthodoxy of

1 The Second True Defence of the Meer Nonconformists, 1681, pp. 164—82.
> R.B., 111, 85.

54
unfounded suspicions. Then he passes into a somewhat

extravagant strain of invective against the censorious dog-
matists and hypocritical pretenders of the day, against Baxter’s
personal assailants in particular; and ends with a prayer that
God would bless his indefatigable labours to the right instruc-
tion of Christians in the truth of their own woefully misunder-
stood religion; to the quelling of their animosities; and to the
amendment of their lives.

Baxter’s reply, dated Totteridge, October 7, 1671, is worthy
of quotation as a truly Christian plea for charity towards the
censorious. Such persons (he says) may °‘deserve the hard
names you bestow upon them. But I take the boldness to
advise you to beware of that temptation, wherewith I have been
sometimes assaulted, which is to be too sensible of, and too
impatient with, this unhappy infirmity of others, when it is
found accompanied with an upright heart ... we are men and
have all our passions, and too much sense of self-interest to
feed them. And who can walk in crowded streets and not be
jarred and sometimes thrust into the dirt, be the passengers
ever so honest and civil?’ ‘It is ignorance that causeth this con-
fidence and censoriousness, even in abundance of (otherwise)
honest souls. And alas! how common is ignorance in all the
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world, and of how difficult cure! How few are born with a
natural capacity of large and clear and distinct apprehensions!
and of those few, how few have the happiness of sound
judicious teachers that will not lead them into error and
faction! And how few escape the snares of common opinion,
and of the votes of the multitude, the stream of the Learned
Tribe, or the dictates of the powerful and great—to contradict
any of which (though self-contradictory) is taken for uncivil
arrogance. Yea, alas, how few scape the perverting bias of
ambition, covetousness, or sensuality! What wonder then if
discerning and truly judicious heads are few! And if men
must be ignorant they will be erroneous and censorious. And
even the godly upright soul that hath the greatest love to truth,
and is most serious in religion, and most abhorreth all that he
thinketh contrary to the will of God, will be most zealous in his
errors, and against that good which he thinketh to be evil,
having not light enough to see that which should bring him to

55
self-suspicion and abate his heat. It is commendable in them

that they desire all men should befriend the truth and none
gainsay 1it, as far as they understand it; and that they are
offended at that which they think God is offended with. Dogs
and swine contend not about gold. When all is done, it is the
serious Christian who is a Christian indeed, and shall be saved,
notwithstanding his mistakes. ... Good people must be loved
for their goodness, though they be troublesome by their weak-
ness ... we may be happy here (in our low degree) without
their Love to us, but not without our Love to them. If our
Lord at His resurrection sent presently to them that lately had
forsaken Him and fled; so loving and tender a message as
this—“go to my brethren and say unto them, I ascend to my
Father and your Father, and to my God and your God” (John
xx. 19), I will take infirm brethren for my brethren, though
they should forsake me. And yet my experience assureth me,
that, while I do, they will not forsake me. For love will con-
strain love, when wrath doth quench it. And the children of
God, though froward and wrangling, have some discerning of
the spirit of God, and will still be known by the world to be
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Christ’s disciples by loving one another. I could give you some
notable historical instances, but I must crave your pardon of
this prolixity and rest
“Your unworthy fellow servant,
‘R. BAXTER.

This letter reached Fowler on November 4, just as he re-
turned home to Northil after twenty days’ absence; and, though
extremely tired with his journey, and ‘with much business
upon him besides’ he acknowledged it at once. It speaks well
for the young clergyman that he welcomed Baxter’s faithful
words. ‘The most blessed Christian spirit you have discovered
in your many Learned and elaborate Treatises, and now in the
very excellent lines you have honoured me with, I exceedingly
reverence and love you for’.

‘I must with sorrow and shame, confess that the sourness of
other men’s Spirits doth too often leaven my own’.

‘I trust that I shall by the blessing of God, reap such advant-
age by your letter as may abound both to your and mine account’.

56
‘T shall greatly rejoice may I ever have an opportunity of
testifying my thankfulness by some real service.
“Your excessively obliged servant,’
‘EDW. FOWLER.!

In August 1673 Fowler was preferred to All Hallows,
Bread Street, London; and in March, 1677, became what
Baxter calls ‘the envied Pastor of St Giles, Cripplegate Church’.
He was still there when his firm stand at a meeting of the
London Clergy turned the scale against the public reading of
James II’'s Declaration of Indulgence on the Sundays, May 20
and 27, 16882—a momentous decision.

His elevation to the See of Gloucester in July 1691 may be
taken as a reward for this. But the noticeable point is that,
throughout his carecer, he was deeply influenced by the prin-
ciples, the spirit, the ideals of those Cambridge men, especially
John Smith, under whom he had been trained and about whom
he wrote in his first book.3 He was their disciple and yet he
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confessed himself a disciple of Baxter. Could he have done so
unless he had found much in common between them? There
was another eminent Puritan to whom Fowler and his Cam-
bridge teachers were anathema. This was John Bunyan.
Because Fowler had once been a Presbyterian Chaplain
Bunyan expected him to give up his living in 1662; and took
him for a man of ‘weathercock spirit’ when he stayed on.
Though not known by face to each other, nothing is more
likely than that the Bedford preacher’s evangelistic tours
included Northil, and that he heard enough of the Latitudin-
arian Rector to excite a bitter prejudice. Anyhow, his pre-
judice against him was very bitter; and, when Fowler published
his second book, its bare title made him explode—‘The Design
of Christianity, or a plain Demonstration and improvement of
this proposition, that the enduing men with inward real
righteousness, or Holiness, was the ultimate end of our
Saviour’s coming into the world and is the great Intendment
of the Blessed Gospel’. A copy of the book sent from London,

1 See for these letters, Baxter MSS., iv, f. 33ab, 35ab, 36ab; vi, f.412
2 Macaulay’s History of England, chap. viii.
3 Free Discourse on the Latitude Men (1670)
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came to Bunyan in Bedford Jail on February 13, 1671-2;
and by March 27, he had written an invective covering fifty-
four double-columned quarto pages, closely printed, in Offer’s
edition of his works (1859). Its single theme is expressed in the
words: ‘from the beginning to the end, from the top to the
bottom, a cursed blasphemous book; a book that more vilifieth
Jesus Christ than many of the Quakers themselves’. Poor
Bunyan’s uncontrolled abuse 1is altogether regrettable, and
so 1is that of the rejoinder (said to be by Fowler’s Curate)
entitled—*‘Dirt wiped off, or a manifest discovery of the gross
ignorance, erroneous, and most unchristian spirit of one John
Bunyan, Lay Reader in Bedford’. But my reason for
mentioning the matter is to ask a question. Have we not here
an explanation of the strange fact that Baxter and Bunyan
seem to have avoided each other? So far as I know, Baxter
nowhere mentions Bunyan nor Bunyan Baxter. Yet they were
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the two greatest spirits in Puritanism, its two most famous
preachers, its two most influential writers. By 1672 The Saint’s
Rest had come to its eleventh edition and the Call to the Un-
converted its thirteenth edition; whilst at least Bunyan’s Grace
abounding to the Chief of Sinners, published in 1666, had spread
far and wide. But Baxter does not refer to it, nor has he a
word to say about The Pilgrim’s Progress, subsequent to its
appearance in 1678. Bunyan, too, is equally silent about any-
thing written by Baxter. True, they did not openly assail each
other, and this may be taken to imply a degree of mutual
respect; but had they not resolved, by a sort of tacit consent,
to ignore each other? Moreover, after 1672 when Bunyan was
released from Bedford Jail, and Baxter removed from
Totteridge to Bloomsbury, they might easily have met.
Bunyan came up to London every year or oftener. He had
many friends there. Dr Owen was one of them, and received
him as a guest. He preached for Owen in his Church at Moor-
fields, and for Rev George Cokayn at Red Cross Street, and
for others to whom Owen gladly introduced him. He even
lectured at Pinner’s Hall where Owen regularly took his turn
with Baxter. People of fashion, and city merchants flocked
to hear him from time to time; and he was befriended, or
patronized, by Sir John Shorter, one of the Lord Mayors—so
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giving rise to the legend that he had him for a chaplain. As to
the general public—‘"When Mr Bunyan preached in London,
if there were but one day’s notice given, there would be more
come together to hear him preach than the meeting-house
could hold’. This Bunyan-furore went on year after year till
1688 when the dreamer died (August 31) in London, and was
followed by vast crowds to his grave in Bunhill Fields.
Throughout the whole period Baxter was living within easy
reach at Bloomsbury or Highgate or Charterhouse Square.
Yet there is no hint of a meeting, or a word, between them.
We could not learn from either alone that the other so much as
existed. What else than the odium theologicum can account for so
sinister a silence? And if it be suggested that Baxter must
share the blame, the answer lies in his general attitude.
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Theological differences might, and did, evoke hard words;
but they never excited his personal rancour. Having spoken
his mind, he was prepared for peace, and even friendship, with
his opponent. On the other hand, from his first book-
Aphorisms of Justification (1649)—Baxter became an object of
suspicion, and often of venomous attack, for his alleged denial
of Justification by faith alone, his insistence on obedience to
Christ as a conjoint factor, and his way of conceiving the
imputation of Christ’s righteousness. Nothing he said in self-
defence, no apologies he offered for his own ‘sharp’ language,
no modifications of his doctrine in manner of presentment,
availed to conciliate his adversaries. He was made to feel him-
self outside the pale of tolerance, or even courtesy. Hence it
would not be surprising if one effect of such treatment was
to make him resolve to hold aloof from those who were guilty
of it; and, so, in particular, from Bunyan when he saw him,
with the air of a Pope, pouring out his vials of wrath on a man
whom he esteemed both for his own sake and for his teaching.
This, I take it, may explain Baxter’s silence without the impli-
cation of any private animus; while, if Bunyan could not endure
Fowler, he would be unable, for the same reasons, to endure
Baxter. And perhaps his friend Dr Owen may have influenced
him. Owen was one of the first to repudiate Baxter’s ‘heresy’;!
and it is easy to imagine that when he and Bunyan talked the

1 In the second edition of his Salus Electorum Sanguis Jesu (1651).
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matter over, the latter’s revulsion would not be softened bv the

Doctor, though he might be advised to say nothing in public.
And was it simply a coincidence that, soon after Bunyan’s first
visit to London, trouble arose at Pinner’s Hall where the
unsleeping guardians of orthodoxy—mostly Independents-
detected in Baxter’s Lectures strong evidence of his dreaded
heresy and quickly spread a report to that effect? ‘“The city
and country’—he says—rang with the outcry that he was a
preacher of ‘Arminianism and Free Will and Man’s Power’,
odious crimes!T One result was his pamphlet of Self-vindica-
tion which he called ‘An Appeal to the Light’; another was his
withdrawal from Pinner’s Hall, whereby he made way for
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Bunyan. It was a saddening situation; nor was there any present
remedy, since both parties were full of zeal for what they held
to be the essentials of faith. Besides, both were right in what
they meant to affirm. Baxter was right, as we see now beyond
question, in affirming with Fowler, that real Salvation is
identical with real personal holiness; and Bunyan, too, was
right in affirming that Evangelical righteousness springs from
union with Christ, from the life of Christ in the believing Soul,
from what Paul meant by the words—I live, yet not I, but
Christ liveth in me’. Baxter did not dream of denying this, nor
did Bunyan ever really mean to deny the necessity of a holy
character. But the former was not so vividly true to Baxter
as to Bunyan, nor the latter so vividly true to Bunyan as to
Baxter. As in many another instance of theological discussion,
a change of emphasis was construed to imply a denial of truth.

1 R.B., 111, 103, 154.
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CHAPTER 3

STUDENT AND WRITER

T is easy to picture Baxter’s daily course of life in the retire-
Iment of Acton and Totteridge—family worship, breakfast,
some hours of study and (wherever possible) an hour’s brisk
walk before dinner. Then study and another walk before the
evening meal, followed by further study with never any
omission of the quiet hour for meditation. But his wife saw to
it that he did not forget some domestic duties, such as catechiz-
ing his servants once a week, and instructing them familiarly
one by one; nor did she let him off his share of simple social
intercourse with friends and neighbours who happened to call.
He admits a growing tendency to remissness and decay of
spirits which inclined him to be ‘much more seldom and cold in
profitable Conference and Discourse’ in the house than he had
been when younger.! Mrs Baxter marked these defects of the
habitual and brooding student and knew how to check them.
‘If T carried it (as I was apt) with too much neglect of Ceremony
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or humble Complement to any, she would modestly tell me of
it; if my very looks were not pleasant she would have me
amend them’. This he acknowledges was good for him. At
least it helped to restore his soul to its natural tone of genial
kindness. Still, his chief business was study, concentrated
study, without loss of a minute while it lasted; for he set a
miser’s value on time. And, in his case, study meant not so
much the reading as the writing of books. A wonderful power
of quickly abstracting and absorbing the marrow of a book left
wide margins of time for writing; and there was always some
subject which urged him to write. It is not in my plan to
notice, or even to mention, all, or even many, of the books,
great and small—160 odd—which flowed from his pen for
forty years. Such a task would be as tedious as unprofitable.
But, in view of some cheap sarcastic criticism of him as a man
enslaved by the sheer lust of writing, I may, once for all, beg
the reader to weigh what seems to me his admirable self-
defence in the following passage: “When [ first intended
writing ... being of that mind that thought nothing should

1 B., p. 70.
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be made public but what a man had first laid out his choicest
art upon I thought to have acquainted the world with nothing
but what was the work of Time and Diligence. But my con-
science soon told me that there was too much of Pride and
selfishness in this; and that Humility and Self denial required
me to lay by the affectation of that style, and spare that
industry which tended but to advance my name with man,
when it hindred the main work, and crost my end. And Provi-
dence drawing forth some popular unpolished discourses, and
giving them success beyond my expectation, did thereby re-
buke my selfish thoughts, and satisfy me that the Truths of God
do perform their work more by their Divine Authority, and
proper Evidence and material Excellency, than by any ornaments of
fleshly wisdom; and (as Seneca saith) though I will not despise
an Elegant Physician, yet will T not think myself much the
happier for his adding eloquence to his healing art’.T Add to
this, that he lived day by day in the belief that he was a dying
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man; that what message he had to deliver must be delivered at
once, if at all; and that (after 1662) there was no way open to
him but by his pen; and surely the case is made out for a fair
estimate of his literary value. It might have been vastly higher
if he had given himself to the attainment of literary excellence;
but he deliberately resigned such excellence for an unselfish
end. Was there not something noble in his choice? And yet,
even so, it is true that there is no writer of the seventeenth
century whose works contain a richer storehouse of clear and
spontaneously eloquent English prose than Baxter’s. Their
themes may be mostly dead, but their literary quality has the
permanence of pure gold. These remarks are suggested here
by the fact that his literary output reached its height and (as
he thought) its crown at Acton and Totteridge. The mere
amount of his written work is amazing and cannot be measured
by what was immediately published. Not a little did not see
the light till a much later date, owing to difficulties with the
censor, or considerations of prudence, or lack of funds.!

1 Introductory Epistle to Saint or a Brute! (1662).

2 e.g. An Apology for the Nonconformists’ Ministry ... 1681 (mostly written
about 1670). The second part of the Nonconformists’ Plea for Peace ... 1680
(partly written in 1668). A Treatise of Episcopacy ... 1681 (‘written in 1671

and cast by’). Methodus Theologice ... 1681 (written 1670—2), etc.
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Bearing this in mind, we may say that fifteen or sixteen books
(not counting pamphlets) were the product of the years be-
tween 1663 and 1672. But two of these were great folios, and
are noticeable because, taken together with his ‘Catholick
Theology’ (1675), they present his complete system of
Christian practice, doctrine, and philosophy. The labour
spent upon them was immense; but only one had any sale to
speak of. This was A Christian Directory—a comprehensive
system of Christian ethics in four parts, as applied to private
duties, home duties, church duties and duties to our rulers or
neighbours. Baxter had resolved many a casuistical point for
members of his congregation at Kidderminster, and was
probably more often consulted on such points by corres-
pondents than any minister in England; and it is not unlikely
that, in this way, he gradually collected ample materials for a
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systematic Treatise. It was begun and finished at Acton, and
laid aside for years.T The impulse to write it came partly from
Archbishop Usher, and partly ‘from some transmarine
Divines’ who wanted a ‘Sum of Practical Divinity in the
English Method’. He did not think much of it himself-
‘being hut a skeleton of Practical Heads’ ‘divested of all life and
lustre of style’; but thought it might be useful to young
ministers and the more Intelligent and diligent sort of Masters
of Families.? Its publication, however, in 1672 was followed
by two reprints in a few years. For, in fact, its style, its method
and its contents recommended it. The style is admirably
lucid; the method is comprehensively simple; while the con-
tents supplied, in a satisfying way, a widespread need of the
time, among thoughtful Protestants, Conformist or Non-
conformist, for a wise and understanding application of doc-
trine to the whole round of life. It is one of the few of his
books which still has its appreciative readers; and is found to
yield ‘savoury meat’ wherever it is opened.3 Very different
was the fate of the second folio—a Latin Treatise called
Methodus Theologice—which he began at Acton and finished at
Totteridge. He says: ‘I wrote it and my English Christian

1 R.B., III, 61.

2 Ibid., 1, 122. .

3 A sign of this is the Volume of excerpts from ‘the Directory’ which Mrs
Tawney has lately published (1925) with an Introduction by Bishop Gore.
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Directory to make up a complete Body of Theology, the Latin
one for the theory and the English one the practical part’.
But while the latter was commonly accepted, the former found
few, if any, readers. Perhaps the only man who both read and
admired it was Sir Matthew Hale, to whom Baxter lent a
specimen of it in MS. Sir Matthew was so taken with it that,
though in his last illness at the time, he could not be persuaded
to lay it by. It suited him, in fact, because its abstruse specula-
tion and severe expositions fell in with his own bent.! For
Baxter’s ambition was nothing less (after twenty-six years of
study) than to do what many a Philosopher has essayed to do-
construe all existence in the light of a single principle. His
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principle was the Divine Trinity in Unity—‘which hath
exprest itself in the whole frame of Nature and Morality’.
He discovered clear confirmation of his principle in the three
first chapters of Genesis. He followed it out in a series of
schemes; and it was Sir Matthew Hale’s great approbation
of the first scheme—the scheme of the Creation—which
inspired him to go on with the rest. He ‘importuned me so by
Letters to go on with that work and not to fear being too much
on Philosophy, as added somewhat to my inclinations and
resolutions: and through the great Mercy of God, in my retire-
ment at Totteridge in a troublesome, poor, smokey, suffocating
room in the midst of daily pains of the sciatica, and many
worse, | set upon and finished all the schemes, and half the
elucidations in the end of the year 1669, and the beginning
of 1670, which cost me harder studies than anything that ever
I had before attempted’.?

Shall we pity him? I think not. On the contrary, one may
envy that inward vision of what seemed to him a great truth,
and that absorbing ardour in its pursuit, which could lift his
consciousness away from the sordid and painful actual, and
leave it free to expand in the serene light of an ideal world.
Nor is it certain that his first principle is more absurd than that
of some other metaphysical systems which have had their little
day of fame. But Baxter’s system brought him neither fame
nor gain. ‘The times were so bad for selling Books that I was
fain to be myself at the charge of printing my Methodus

1 R.B., III, 181.
2 Ibid., 111, 70.
04

Theologie. Some friends contributed about eighty pounds
towards it. It cost me, one way or other, about five hundred
pounds. About two hundred and fifty pounds I received from
those Nonconformists that bought them. The contrary part!
set themselves to hinder the sale of it, because it was mine,
though else the doctrine of it, being half Philosophical and half
conciliatory, would have pleased the learned part of them.
But most lay it by as too hard for them, as over scholastical and
exact’. A third folio which came out in 1675 but was mainly
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composed at Totteridge, and begun at Acton, bore the title

Richard Baxter’s Catholick Theology: Plain, pure, peaceable; for

the Pacification of the dogmatical word warriors, and was ‘written

chiefly for Posterity, when sad experience hath taught man to

hate theological logical wars, and to love and sue and call for

peace’. In three books it treats respectively

(1) of Pacifying Principles about God’s decrees.

(2) of Pacifying Praxis or dialogue about the five Articles.

(3) of Pacifying disputations against some real errors which
hinder reconciliation.

It is Baxter’s most elaborate study of current theological
controversies, and statement of his own (nearly always) inter-
mediate position between strict Calvinists and extreme
Arminians. Whoever wishes to understand what is meant by
Baxterianism must consult it, nor will anyone who goes to it
simply in search of rich thoughts eloquently expressed and
redolent of the Christian Spirit, be disappointed. But says
Baxter (about 1678): ‘This book hath hitherto had the
strangest fate of any that I have written except the Rejormed
Liturgy—(viz.) not to be yet spoken against, or openly con-
tradicted, when I expected that both sides would have fallen
upon it’. By ‘both sides’, of course, he meant the Calvinists
and Arminians; but the probability is that both ignored it
because neither side took the pains to read it. It was a gigantic
instance of ‘Love’s labour lost’. Another large book, but far

1 R.B., III, 190. A scurrilous pedant like Henry Stubbs (1632—76) attacked
his Latin as so bad that if one of the articles for condemning John Hus, the
Martyr, to the fire was that he wrote false Latin, Baxter would not have
escaped at the Council of Constance. Two Treatises—in ‘defence of the good
old cause and a vindication of Sir Harry Pane’ (1659), page 18.

05

less bulky than the three folios, was occasioned by a letter
which he ascribed to ‘a masked juggling Papist’—a clever
letter, and calculated to stir up all manner of doubts as to the
truth of the Christian religion; and, indeed, of all religion.
Its effect on Baxter was to set his own mind questioning and
examining. Not for the first time, but more thoroughly, he
tested the grounds of his faith—the whole ground of natural
and revealed religion, and then produced a work which (with
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all due allowances) still stands as a monument of convincing
‘Apologetic’. It was one of the first of its kind in the language;
and, in respect of its method, one of the best. For his aim was
to look at Christianity, not in isolation, but in the light of first
principles and their historical manifestation, and so work up to
it as the climax of a long developing Providence. He called it
The Reasons of the Christian Religion; and, when it was done, he
added—in a fortnight™—an appendix of 115 pages on the
Immortality of the soul, inasmuch as this was the most ques-
tioned doctrine of the time, owing to the influence of Gassendus,
the Hobbians and others. It presents Baxter intellectually on
his highest levels; and is not the less impressive because of the
intense emotion which, here and there, breaks through the
hard crust of his argument. Not a few on reading it must have
felt as warmly grateful for it as his friend Dr John Bryan of
Coventry who, in a letter of October 6, 1667, spoke of it as
‘a most gracious present’.?> Even the Censor’s suspicions of
everything offered by Baxter were undisturbed: for it was
about the only book of his which at once found its way through
the press.3

1 The date on last page of Treatise is Oct. 16, 1666; that of the Appendix is
Oct. 31.

2 Baxter MSS, (Letters), v, if. IQZab.

3 For a further consideration of this book, see infra Part II, the chapter on ‘Bax-
terianism.
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CHAPTER 4

BACK IN LONDON

HE Second Conventicle Act (passed April 11, 1670) came
Tinto force on May 10 and aroused extreme resentment
everywhere, but especially in London.! Proceedings under the
Act were taken at once. On the other hand, the Noncon-
formists were resolved to hold their ground. On the 18th Sir
J. Robinson, Governor of the Tower, wrote to Secretary
Williamson: ‘There is a perfect combination to bailie the
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Act. It cannot be imagined what artifices are used to menace
the officers, soldiers and other guards; and though the private
meetings have been left off, the public ones have taken full
resolution to go forward, notwithstanding many have been
convicted. Colonel King—taken last Sunday—is the great
advocate for the meeters’.? Among the ministers who still
keep up their meetings were Drs Owen, T. Goodwin and
Manton. In consequence, Dr Manton, at least, presently
found himself sentenced to six months’ imprisonment in the
Gatehouse; while ‘Bands of Soldiers” were afoot ‘in a hot pursuit
of private preaching, to the terror of many, and the death of
some’.3 The employment of soldiers (of the Guard) was an
ominous sign not only of the turbulency and difficulties of the
situation, but of the fact that the constables and trainbands
could not be trusted. There is a letter (dated Whitehall, May
23) from Sir J. Trevor to Lord Arlington which illustrates
this:

‘... The Lord Mayor has been to the Duke (of York?) for
directions, and informed him, in my hearing, that the Civil
Authority of the City could not execute the Act, that the
informers and constables were so frightened by the people that
none would act; that the trained bands were as little inclined to
suppress them by necessary force; and that, although the little
meetings had been dispersed, there were three great Presby-
terian meetings, where the doors were defended by 3,000 or

1 S.PD., 1670—see, for many instances, pp. 164—369.
2 Ibid., p. 226.
3 R.B., 111, 74.
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4,000 people who refused to move but by violent force. It has
therefore, now to be considered whether his Majesty will think
it advisable to pursue the Act so far as to employ the Guards.
I fear the consequences to the Government if a tumult is
begun and blood drawn. ... I consider the matter appears
very melancholy on both parts and am more confirmed in my
opinion that it was very unhappily and unnecessarily brought
to a trial’.! The persecution slackened towards the end of
the year, but it did not cease either in London or elsewhere.
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It went on more or less throughout 1671, but less rather
than more. Its intensity largely depended on the Bishops’
attitude; and Baxter seems to mention it as an exception
to the rule that ‘this year (1671) Salisbury Diocese was more
fiercely driven on to conformity by Dr Seth Ward, their
Bishop, than any place else, or than all the Bishops in Eng-
land besides, did in theirs. Many hundreds were persecuted
by him with great industry’.?

Indeed, the tide was obviously beginning to turn. A sign of
this was the reported desire of the Bishops and their agents
(moved by great fears of Popery) for an accommodation with
the more moderate Nonconformists.3 This was in the end of
1670; and another sign was the successful appeal, some time
later, of certain Quakers against a Judge who fined and im-
prisoned many jurymen in London for not finding them guilty
of violating the Act against Conventicles. The appeal, after a
year’s suspense, was sustained by the Judges, and the Lord
Chief Justice Vaughan, in delivering their resolution, made a
speech of two or three hours long vehemently asserting ‘the
subject’s Freedom from such force of Fines’. ‘Never since the
King’s return was a speech welcomed with greater joy and
applause by the people’, and the Judges shone forth as the
pillars of law and liberty.” But relief came on a wider scale
through the King. Baxter’s narrative here, is illuminating.
The Parliament which had ‘made the Laws against Noncon-
formists preaching and private religious meetings, etc., so

1 S.PD., 1670, p. 233.

2 R.B., 111, 86.

3 Ibid., 84.

4 R.B., 111, 87; S.PD. (1670), p. 440. See App. 3
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grinding and terrible’ was prorogued;’ and ‘the King (who
consented to those Laws) became the sole Patron of the Non-
conformists’ Liberties; not by any abatements by Law but by
his own connivance as to the execution, the Magistrates for the
most part doing what they perceived to be his will. So that Sir
Richard Ford, all the time of his Mayoralty in London
(though supposed one of the greatest and most knowing
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adversaries) never disturbed them.? We can detect the note of
doubt here—doubt of the King’s right or wisdom. But many
of his London brethren were simply thankful. They were
encouraged, and were glad, to present their addresses to the
King, and acknowledge his clemency as the spring of their
liberties; and the King, for his part, told them ‘that though
such Acts were made, he was against Persecution, and hoped
ere long to stand on his own legs, and then they should see how
much he was against it’. ‘By this means, many score Non-
conformable Ministers in London kept up preaching in private
houses: some 5o, some 100, many 300, and many 1,000, or
two thousand at a meeting, by which for the present, the city’s
necessities were much supplied.” ‘Those that from the be-
ginning, thought they saw plainly what was doing, lamented
all this’, and Baxter was one of them. He had too vivid a recol-
lection of the King’s weakness, to say the least, to rely upon his
constancy; and he held by the belief that, though Parliament
had gone wrong, its error could be retrieved only by its own
act. The making and unmaking of Laws belonged to it alone.
Besides, he had a shrewd suspicion, as indeed the other
Ministers had, that the King’s purpose was rather to benefit
the Papists than the Nonconformists; and he foresaw that for
the latter to approve his action was, in the state of public feel-
ing, the way to cause worse treatment in the near future.
Hence it was with a sense of misgiving that he recorded the
two startling events of March 1672—3 in which the King
pushed his defiance of Parliament to a climax—the proclama-
tion of War by sea and land against the Dutch; and a Declara-
tion of Indulgence to all dissenters from the Church.3 In

1 On April 22, 1671, to April 16, 1672, then to Oct. 30 and again to Feb. 4,
1672—3.

2 R.B., 111, 87.

3 Baxter refers to this as ‘giving a fuller exposition (to those that doubted of it) of
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common with the vast majority of the nation the former shocked
him as a treacherous breach of the Triple Alliance and a terrible
blow at a small Protestant power which the insatiable greed of
France, its mighty Catholic neighbour, was threatening to
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overwhelm; while the latter he felt sure would turn out a
delusive boon. It granted a convenient number of public
Meeting-places for Nonconformists on condition that the
persons licensed were approved by him; that they never met in
any place not approved by him; that they set open the doors to
all comers; that they preached not seditiously; and that they
said nothing against the discipline, or government, of the
Church of England. So far good. But what of the Papists?
Baxter thought them the more favoured party. For, although
forbidden to meet in public places, they were made free of
their own ‘houses (anywhere, under their own government)
without limitation or restriction to any.number of places or
persons, or any necessity of getting approbation’.! This fact
of itself was a rock ahead, upon which the Indulgence might
be expected to break up. When the London ministers met to
talk over the matter some marked differences of attitude dis-
closed themselves. A few were for a thanksgiving to his
Majesty couched in such high applauding terms that almost all
the rest were disgusted. Others were for avoiding terms of
approbation lest the Parliament should fall upon them.
Others, again, were for keeping silence because they did not
want a toleration so much as a comprehension. These last
urged that the toleration, being chiefly for the Papists, would
hold no longer than that interest required it, whereas a com-
prehension, if it could be effected on fair terms, would go far
to restore the unity of the Church. This, of course, was
Baxter’s well-known view—though he was not present at the
meeting. In the end, the parties found they could not agree on
any form of Thanksgiving. It was, therefore, in a divided

the Transactions of these Twelve years last” R.B., III, 99, He means that the
King had been aiming at this all along—‘by virtue of his Supreme Power in
Matters Ecclesiastical.” See Appendix No. 4 for a more definite expression of
his mind about the King.

1 Ibid., 111, 99. See Bates (1908), The Declaration of Indulgence, chap. v, for a
careful study of the subject.
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state of mind, though outwardly agreed, that the Lord Arling-
ton introduced them to the King for an ‘Extemporate Thanks-



Under the Cross vl.gxp:Richard Baxter Unde§£§he Cross 1 01 2009 18:07 Page 71

FIRST PROOF READING DRAFT 71

giving’.T That is, those of the Ministers who entered the
Presence spoke each for himself or his party.

The events of this year (1672) included one which left
Baxter considerably the poorer. On January 1 the King, with
a view to financing the m