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Chapter I

THE PERIOD OF TENSION:
PREPARATION FOR WAR DURING MONTHS OF PEACE IN LONDON

King Charles I of England, the second Stuart
monarch of that kingdom, inherited all of his father's
views on the sanctity of kingship when he ascended the
throne in 1625, To Charles, as to his father, James I,
all opposition on the part of his subjects was error on
their part, Therefore, when the great mass of grievances
which had accumulated from 1625 to 1641 finally culminated
in the long indictment of Charlea' conduct from the be=
gimning of his reign, lmown as the Grand Remonstrance of
1641, it is not surprising that Charles proved unequal to
the task of handling this criticism with finesse,

Instead of avoiding the issue of the Grand
Remonstrance, Charles chose to discover a techniecal -
offense in the leaders of the opposition, and the resul=-
tant open deflance of the orders of the king by the House
of Commons on Jenuery third and fourth, 1642, was thus a
direct result of éhnrles' inability to conciliate popular
opinion.1 'Thia deflance, in turn, was a foreboding of
things to come wilthin the year in which the City of London

was to play a daninant role.
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By pointing ocut that Lord Kimbolton in the
Lords, Pym, lampden, Haselrig, Holles, and Strode in
the Commons, had entered into communlication with the
Scots during recent troubles between Ingland and that
kingdom, the king could legally claim that they were
guilty of treason for so doing. Therefore, on January
third, Ccharles sent his Attorney-General to impeach the
alleged traitors before the House of Lords.2 nvasive
answera were given to the kingt's officlal when he demanded
that the specified members be given up, and on January
fourth, Charles himself went to the Commons to seize the
gullty members, only to diascover that the accused had taken
refuge in the city, After addressing the Commons as to
the purpose of his visit amid confusion snd interruption,
hs left to dine with Sheriff Garrett and then returned
to wWhitehall with an acconpanying mob which voiced the
sentiments of the city by their crys of "Privileges of
Parliament! Privileges of Parliamentl"3

Prom this event forward there could be little
doudbt as to whers the sentiments of the majority of
middle and lower class citlizens of lLondon lay. Even
before this latest example of Chsrles' poor judgement had
aroused the people to reaction, it had become increasingly

oevident that Puritanism was strongest among the trading



classes; when Charles went to arrest the ring~leadera
of his opposition, London, the city of merchants and
oraftsmen, instinctively sided with the Farliament.4

The whole House quickly followed 1ts leaders to
the city and sat dally as s committee at Guildhall,
surrounded by a resclute citizenry which, if nesd be,
would protect the Parliamentary group by force of arma.5
Twwen on the day of the king's visit to the Commons, Sir
Richard Gurney, the royalist Lord Mayor of London, realized
that a most precarious equilibrium exlsted between peace
and order and riot and bloodshed. FHe immediately aent out
new regulations of watch and ward, whereby he commanded
his aldermen, in the king's name, to double immediately
the wateh and ward at the gates, posterns, and landing
places, and also to see that firve fighting equipment was
in readiness at all timea‘fbr guenehing fire, All house=-
holders were ordered to keep their servants and spprentices
indoors, and the houssholders were also warned that they
would be held accountable for any disorder or misdemeanor
of such persons.6 Each alderman was alsc directed to see
that the trained bands, numbering six thousand men, were
fully equipped, so that they would not have to bqfrow
arms from the city halls or elsewhere.v

On Jenuary fifth, 1842, the king demanded of the



Common Council that the persons impeached by his orders
should be gilven up. Instead of cbeying his commands, the
corporation truly represented its conatituents by remonastrat-
ing with him on his procoedings against the accused members,
end, in their petition, even pointed out the iInjurious ‘
effects which his rupture with Parliament had on the trade
of the city; further, they emphasized the fact that his
atand was definitely endangering the lives of his subjeeta.e
Before the day ended, the Common Council also voted a
sum of 12,000 to provide a stoek of arms and ammunition
for the defense of the city.g |
Tension finally broke down into panic on the
night of January sixthe The alarm was sounded on the
basis of & rumor that the king had raised a force to seize
the six "delinquents"1® but the mayor refused to call out
the trained bands, whersupon the bands dlspensed with his
authority and turned out of their own accord. They were
qulickly Jjolned by practically every inhabitant as the
panic spread, sach arming himself ag best he oould.ll
In time the disturbance died down, but the mayor was come-
manded by the Councill on Janusry eighth to inguire into
the "disturbance and affright of the inhabitanta" on that
occaslion and to effect speedy punishment on those persons

who had taken it upon themselves to call out the trained

i



bands 012

At least even some of the royalists in London,
by this time, were convinced that the city was resolved
to protect the six members,l® and, more particularly, the
principles for which they stood, The Committes of Commons,
on the other hand, sitting at Guildhall, realized that
they were forcing the king to make what might be a dangerous
decision, so they requested "strang and sufficient" guards
from the City of London and adjacent parta to enable both
liouses to slt in aafety.14 )
on the tenth of January, 1642, a joint agreem;nt
for the future defense or_Parliament and the city was
arrived at by committees from both of those bodies meeting
together, Captain Philip Skippon was placed in command
of the trained bends at a salary of BR300 a year for life;
guns and armunition were stored up at the Leadenhall, and
a supply of corn was lald in by the livery aompaniea.ls
In the face cf such determined opposition and
hoatility presented by the all too apparent alliance of
the city and Parliament, Charles finally Is ft wWhitehall on
the same day -~ never to return again except as a prisonor.l6
Parliament and the five members of the Commons

returned in triumph to Westminster the following day., The
seamen and watermen of the city fitted up barges and other



veassls which were filled with armed men who escorted the
Parliamentary offenders back in protective celebration.
The London multitudes further emphaaiaod thelr digsgreement
with certain of the king's principles, however, by assault-
ing the bishops as they went up the stairs to the Lords!
House, tearing their gowns and pushing them through a
narrow lane lined by the people. Only those could pess
unmolested who were described by the shouts of the orowd
as "A good Lord" or "A good man.“lv
In the eyes of the city, the gentlemen of the
Commons who had been acocused of treason were completely
vindicated; 1f there were doubters, the many printed pages
wiich were 1issusd in their defense rmst surely have altered

the skepticism of the few.ls

With the king and his major
supporters gone, the Parllament set about to govern th§
land from London during & period of months which were
heavy with tension while the king atteﬁpted to reign
similtaneously in Oxfcrd,

The impact of any civil war, revolution, national
or international war, is felt long before the initial
battle starts and long after the concluding peace has been
signed. The prelude period is particularly important,
for it is dAuring this time, gensrally, that sociasl and

economic corises arise and resultant repercussions are



felt which tend to mold a state of mind that is receptive
to conflict as an attempted solution for breaking the dead-
lock of oy posing ideologles.

Conditions in London, in general, during the
months arter the kingts departure from the city and before
hostilitles actually began, were no exception to the rule,
for although thers had been much open show on behalf of
the Parliamentary csuse, the city was hardly prepared to
go to war, either mentally or materialistically. Parlia-
ment realized the importance of the cityts support in either
peace or war and was determined to malintaln the c;ty's
allsglance to 1ts own cause at all costs., Immediately,
therefore, the Commons pessed a resoclution supporting the
actions of the citizena of London which tendsd, at the
same time, to assert the authority of the House in the
following words:

Resolved upon the Question, that the Actions
of the Citizena of London, and others, in
the Guarding and Defence of the Parliament
or the Privileges oy members thereof, either
by the Tralned Bands, or otherwise, are accord-
ing to their Duties, and the late Protesta-
tion, and the Laws of this Kingdom; and that
if any Person shall arrest or trouble any of
them for so doing, he doth thereby break the
privileges of Parliament, violate the Liberty
of the Subject, and is hergSy declared an
Ineny of the Commonwealth.,

The initial hope in the city, naturally, was that

an amicable solution could be reached, and for months



communications wers hurried back and forth between Oxford
and Londan.2° But the outward questions which were being
argued in these communications, as to what was constitution-
al, were merely blinds to the main issue which was enbodied
in the question, who was to rule Fnglandt Gradually, the
deadlock solidified, for neither side could accede without
abandoning completely everything that it deemed to be
right, 21

In the meantime, London attempted to carry on as
usual, but beneath this obviously false front, the allliance
between city and Parliamentsary governments was pledged to
the necessity of preparation for war, The formation of a
reserve of manpower was given an early impetus by the
arrivgl from Buckinghamshire of about one thousand mounted
men who came to offer their services to Parliament a few
days after the king left the oity.2® ghis was merely the
beginning of population shifts to and from the city which
brought many new soclal problems and accentuated those
alreedy existing.

The lieutenancy of the Tower of London was
practically the only emblem of royal authority remsining
in the city after the king and his party left, and for a

time it soemed ms if the Tower might become the Bastilille
of the English Revolution. The royally appointed lieutenant,



Sir John Byron, refused to present himself before the
House when so commanded, and further refused to take the
protestation which wes sent to him. Food going to the
Tower was stopped, and Byron barricaded his fortress. The
seamen of London offered to batter 1t.25 but Parliament
wisely chose to settle the matter of the lieutenancy
peaceably. Captain Skippon was authorized to kesep a guard
about the Tower to hinder the importation or exportation
of any ammunition except that warranted by Parliament, no
excessive amounts of food were allowed to go in, and ships
were ordered to lis mrt Tower vharf to guard the water
approaahoa.24

By January twenty-eighth, however, the jealousies
of the city concerning the Tower were reasonably well
appoased, and quantities of bullion were once again taken
to the mint by the merchantas who had petitioned against
Byron. The reason, probably, was that there was no longer
cause to stend in awe of the Tower, as Byron himself ade-
mitted, for almost all of the arms had been issued out fopr
Ireland, powder was decreasing in the same proportion, and
nothing was belng sent in to replenish the aupp110825~~ at
least as long as Byron was in charge.,

A new rebellion in Ireland, which London had
first heard about in November of the previous year,ze
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served both as a blessing and a calamity during the walte
ing months, It was naturally a calamity, for the early
dispatches had besen highly colored with atrocity tales
wherein the "nglish colonists were reported to have been
foully murdered by the Irish Papiats, and Parliament, the
merchants, and the inhabiteants of London all felt dutye
bound to come to the aid of the English colony in Ireland,
some from a humanitarian point of view, and others because
they had economic interests at stake. It was also to
Ireland that Charles looked for assistance in his struggle
with Parliament, so the latter wished to solve the Irish
difficulties as soon as possible.av But the significant
point is that the Irigsh Rebellion was also an odd sort of
blessing in disguise, for it enabled Parliament to prepare
for civil war, elther intentionally or unintentiocnally,
under the banner of relief for Ireland.28
The Merchant Adventurers were asked to furnish
520,000 on January seventeenth, 1642 to aid in the reduction
of Ireland, and the Lord Mayor was requested to give
license for the transporting of a thousand barrels of
meal from London into Ireland on the same day.ag on the
twenty-second of January, the city was asked to loan

%100,000 for the Irish war, Thlia loan was refused two

days later because the c¢ity had, on a previous occasion,
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advanced funds with the express understanding that troops
would be sent immediately to Ireland, and none had gone.
Therefore, the citizens refused to lend additional money
until they were assured that relief had actually been sent

30 A sscond request in June for the loan of

to Londonderry.
the same sum towards "the relief and preservation of the
kingdom of Ireland,..and the speedy supply of the great and
urgent necessities of the kingdom,"™ was freely and quickly
voted by the 6¢ity, however, and was to be raised by the
companies according to thelr corn assessment, for ald to
Ireland had become an actuality by that month.5%

In the meantime, the mayor was directed by the
council to contaect all the livery companies interested in
the Londonderry estate, and urge them to contribute bread
and corn for the relief of the plantation.sz The Company
of Drapers offered one hundred quarters of wheat, the
Company of Fishmongers provided ane hundred quarters of
wheat and 50, and the Company of Merchant Taylors offered
%200 for the relief of Londonderry.5> The Carpenters!
Company also provided sums of money in March, June and

August of 1642.84

A group of merchants offered five ships,
which the House gratefully accepted in Jamuary, 1642,35
and additional ald to Ireland was accepted on February

eleventh when a group of citizens offered to aid in putiing
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down the Irish rebellion at their own expense, provided
that they received some satiafaction out of the rebels!
estates, A scheme was quickly devised in Parliament for
opening a public subscription and the royallst mayor prompt~
1y started the action in the city.>®

Loans were still being collected, supposedly for
Irish relief, as late as July, 1642,57 and on August
twenty~second, when the war was finally eminent, Parliament
called back &27,000 which it had sent to be put on a ship
bound for Ireland.>8

Money loans, the collection of provisions, and
the amassing of armed forces were not accomplished solely
from the incentive of the Irish rebellion, however., Early
in February, 1642 B1lls were passed for the pressing of
both soldiers and marines,>® but there was no indication
that their services were desired only for the English
colony in Ireland; and it would seem that the allegiances
of the soldlers impressed were not unwavering, for a
committee was sappointed in March to review the new statutes
to determine what was to be done with those men who ran

away after they had recelved their press money."o

Mariners,
too, were resluctant to join the Tarl of warwiock who was
attempting to arm a naval force of thirty ships., He was

further hindered in his efforts by the fact that the city
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and merchants refused to supply addiltional fresh supplies.‘l
A orisis of some proportion in the relations
between Parliament and its principal urban ally developed
late in February, 1642 when a petition criticizing Parlia-
ment ts appointment of another individual to’comand the
trained bands42 in plece of the mayor, who had always
enjoyed that prerogative, was discovered in the city., In-
cluded in the petition was the threat that the protesting
citizens would withdraw their trade and residence from
London unless the prerogative was restorsd to 1ts rightful

43 Upon investigation in the Commons, however, it

place,
was dlscovered that the petition was unsigned, that the
persons possessing the petition had not intended to stir
sedition,%? and that 1t had certainly not been instigated
by the olty govermment., The meyor, the aldermen and the
rest of the Common Council of the City of London sent a
petition to the House shortly thereaftsr expressing their
respect to Parliament, and the House willingly‘dropped the
matter of the petition,%d

Other indications of dissent in the population
of the city in the early months of 1642 can be found in
the several cases of persons against whom information was
presented in the Commons for using derogatory and seditious

language against the Parliament and its members, Individuals



referred to as Papists were generally the offendera, and
Strode, Pym and Hampden bore the brunt of their abuse,
One Robert Smyth was reported to have said at an inng

"A company of Asses had sat above a Twelvemonth together
for nothing but to set Divisions between hls Ma jesty and
his people";45 and Colonel Francis Edmonda, in Balcony
Tavern in Covent Garden, allegedly saids "If his Majesty
would displey his banner, he would dispense with Strode,

Pym and Ham::don."‘r7

In all such cases the offsenders were

14

brought before the House aa delinguents, and were generally

given short prison sentences,
Beyond the initial desire to help the English
colony in Ireland, there 1s practically no indication of

an incentive or desire for war~like preparations in London

during the early part of 1642, On the contrary, numsrous

minor evidences, such as the two examples cited above,

would seem to indicate that there was even open opposition

to revolution. IV was necessary, therefore, for Parliament

to diplomatically mold a state of mind whioh would, if
necessary, be receptive to conflict agrinst the king.

AB early as April sixteenth the various livery
companies had been made aware of the potential danger to
the city by an act of the Common Councll whieh required
that each company report the quantities of arms and
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ammunition which each would have in readiness for the
defense of the city.48 In NMay, & resolution was passed

in the House which indicates that the Commons were cone
vinced that the king, "seduced by wicked counsel," intended
to make war against the Parllament., The resoclution pointed
out that if the king did so, it would be & breach of the
trust reposed in him by his people, contrary to his oath,
and that it would tend to the dissolution of the government.
It ended with a note of warning that whosoever assisted

49 Ways were also discussed

him would be conaldered traltors,
that month for obtaining a loan of &50,000 from the Com~
panies of-Landon.Eo n June tenth, 1642, following the
sucoeasful request for %100,000 for the preservation of
Ireland earlier in the month, the Commons called for the
bringing in of money, plsaste, arms and horses "for the
defence of the king and both Houses of parliamant."51
Within ten days such a vast proportion of plate had been -
brought in that the treasurers had difficulty accomodating
it, and some bringers were kept walting two days to be re-
lieved of their 1oads.52
Parliament continued to make & play for publie
support in the city by publishing statements to the effect
that if the king succeeded in humbling Parliament, with it

would perish privileges of country, liberty of the people
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end the laws of the kingdom. Giustinian, the Venstian
Ambassador, acknowledged that such statements sounded very
plausible to the people, and that they aroused feelings
which were prejudlieclal to the Interests of his majesty,
particularly in London, ®"where more than snywhere else
the infection of Calvinism has spread its rom::s.“s:5 He
further reveals ths Parliamentary declsion to raise an
army, the support of which was to be borne by the members
themgelves for the firat six weeks, each camtributing
5200.54 To accomplish thias end, Parliament propagandized
at great length on what they termed the rasolve of the
king to destroy Parliament by force and with it the publio
liberty. fThey urged the people to prevent such a misfortune
by proving their real devotion by contributing money or
plate and arms and ammunition in proportion to their
reapective means, promlising them the restoration of their
capital investment plus eight per cent 1ntoreat.55 The
Calvinist nmerchants and the lower classes were readily
swayed by these demands, and the unsnimous support of the
city seemed certain,

However, late in June the king, in a message to
the magistrates of the city, commanded that no one, under
severe punishment, should venturs "to contribute money,

lend plate or afford any other asasistance wha tever® 568
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which might facilitate the levy of troops which Parliament
proposed to assemble, He also threatened to suspend the
privileges of London.sv This tended to scober the enthusias-
tioc support of the city, at least insofsar as the mayoralty
was concernsd, and the digtinetly royalist mayor, Sir Richard
Gurney, intimated to Parliament that the new request for
levies would not be paid.58 Gurney had consistently been

an ominous royalist shadow which hindered Parlliamentary
propaganda efforts by his very presence.

Oon July first, 1642, therefore, the Commons
selzed upon an opportunity to unseat Gurney and ordered
the Committee for Impeachment to prepare proceedings
against the Lord Mayor.59 Nr. Sergeant Wilde delivered
by word of mouth the form of impeaching Gurney on the
fourth of July as follows:

That Sir Richard Gournsy on or sbout the laat day
of June, 1642, being then Lord Mayor of the ¢lty
of London, in several Places of the saild City, un-
lawfully and maliclously caused a Proclamation to
be made, for putting in Execution the Commission
of Array, tending to the  Raising Forces against
the Parliament ggd Subverting the lLaws and Peace
of the Kingdom,.
It was then resolved that he be impeached at the Bar in the
Lordt's House, He was requested to appoint a Locum tenens
in his absence for the calling of a Common Council, and

since he pleaded that he desired time for an answer, the

rost ancient alderman was to appoint the council.
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Aldermen Garroway, Rainton and Whitmore all declined in turn,
however, saring that they were too aged and 1nf1rm.61
Gurney pleaded "Not Guilty" when he eppeared
before the House of Lords on July nineteenth,ea but a
Judgement was, nevertheless, handed down ageinst the Lord
Mayor on August twe].fth,,e’:5 causling Giustinian to exclalm
in his communique to the Doge that the Juigement was a
violation of the privileges of the city, but that never
in 4ts history had London patiently borne sc conspicuocus

4 Seemingly, the city of London didn't share

an 1njury.6
his belief, for no violent reaction was reported, and he
himself was forced to admit that the msrchants who professed
Puritanism acelaimed the incident "with thunders of ap-

plause."65

Gurney was sentenced on August twenty-second,
and 3ir Ysaac Pennington, both an alderman and a member of
the House, as well as being a professed Puritan, was
selected by the City of London to take hia place.66
The king, in the meantime, had hoped to win
over the sympathy of the e¢ity, but his method of threat
was hardly conducive to the fulfillment of his aim. He
had had the archives of documents sent to York on May
twenty-seventh where he proposed to hold the courts of
civil Justice in place of London. His motive, seemingly,

was to strip the hostile city of the honor and advantage
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it had enjoyed from the inrflux of people from all parts
of the kingdom who periodically visited London for the
settlement of their legal disputes. Too, while threaten-
ing and punishing London, 1t would aid in keeping the

allegiance of Ibrk.av

In his warning to the ¢ity in June he expressed
his belief that the city, "notwithstanding the barbarous
and insolent demeanour of the meaner and baser sort," was
to a large degree still loyal to him.ee This mass of the
people however, or, as Glustinian refers to them, "the
lowest elasses,”sg continued to show evidence of thelr
complete partielity to the Parliamentary cause by cone
tributing not only their work but their meager fortunes
ag well., Often, too, they would prevent the publication
of the king's proclamations by tumult,vo and thus aided
in cowing that small royalist element to which the king
referred,

As July gave way to August, the city intensiried
its efforts to perfect a flghting force, holding reviews
and demonstrations dally to maintain the public interest

71 Aldermen were required

of the common people of Londmn.,
to kesp & double watch in the varioua wards, and the
length of the watch was increased to include the hours

between nine ofclock at night at the latest to five ofeloock
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in the morning, 2 as the inevitability of war became dally
more apparent.

Directions for the defense of the City of London
wers erbodied in eleven articles by the House on August
tenth, 1842. By these articles, ward committees were
formed which were empowered to go from house to house to
demand whether each inhabitant was for the king or Parliament,
what he had done for Ireland, and to disarm Papists,
Strong watches were to be set, fortifications about London
were authorized, a good number of horse were to be lmpt
about the e¢lity, and four or five thousand men were to be
trained and exercised in the city.73
In the face of such determination, Charles could
no longer tolerate the deadlock with Parliasment, and on
the same day that the royallist ex-Lord Mayor of London was
sentenced to the Tower, August twenty«second, the kingt's
standard was reised at Nottingham, summoning all loyal
subjects to hia ald agalnst a stubborn and rebellious
Parliament. The conflict of principles had now materisliszed
into open warrare.74
From the foregoing, it should be apparsnt that
the spirit of rebellion was not inherent in the citizens
of London, Aside from the determinism of the Parliamentary

leaders, a state of mind which was receptive to open
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rebellion had to be developed by relatively subtle propa-
gands which would show the necessity for auch viclent
reaction, This development was accomplished by Parllament
with the unintentional aid of King Charles himself, who
always seemed to antagonize rather than mollify. The

fact that London was a (alvinist center, of course, was &
matter of prime importance in shaping the rebellion. Howe
ever, it is not ths purpose of this work to handle the
religious aspects of the civil war in England which have
already been handled exhaustively in many other works. It
is surficient at this point to say that even Calvinist
merchants would not have resorted to war, which inevitably
disrupts trade, had they not been forcibly perasuaded that
the attainment of their religious end political 'péinoiplea
over an abaolute perogatlive out-welghed the social and

economic losses of war,.
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Chapter II
THE IMPORTANCE OF LONDON IN THE
REVOLUTI ON: ITS PINANCIAL ROLE

In any martial conflict, the role of dominant
cities in the affected areas is, and always has been, of
vital importance. This truth is accentuated by an evale
uation of the part which the City of London played in the
civil wars in Englsnd, for such an evaluation points up
the almost undeniable fact that the alleglance of this
clty to the Parliamentary cause enabled the forces of
Parliament to ultimately triumph over those of the king.

The importance of the City of London was appreci-
ated by both sides from the very astart of the conflict,
Cormand of the city meant access to great wealth, the
trained bands formed a nucleus for a formidable fighting
foree, and the city mob, though often an uncertain and
occaslonally compromising ally, was always & dreaded
enemy, London was vital, too, as & source of effective
propaganda which served as a mold for the shaping of publie
opinion, Sermons, pamphlets, and the topics of conversa-
tion in the city could almost be depended upon to reach
important leaders in other parts of the kingdom.l
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London's decislion to side with Parliament un-
doubtedly stems from a correlated religious, economic
and political motivation which found an increasingly
dominant Calvinist merchant class in the city desiring
freedom from royaliat sbsolutism which previously had
restricted their activities in all three of the aforee
mentioned rields.

Thomas Hobbes, a strong proponent of absolutliasn
and & stern critic of the forces of rebellion, stressed
this point in his written rationallzation of Charles?
defeat, which he entitled, Behemoth: or, The Epitome of

the civil wars of England. He points out that the power

of the Presbyterians had drawn practically all of the
citizens of London to its devotion, who, in turn, admired
the prosgperity of the people of the Low Countries after
they had revolted against their monarchy Philip IT of
Spain, and hoped that a like change in government would
produce similar prosperity in England.z This was, of
course, only one amall aspect of the Londonerat' thinking,
and 1t may even have been a figment of Hobbes! mind, but
it tends to stress the economic aspects of the city's
decision to aid Parliament, The removal of sbsolute
prerogative and privilege would loglcally facilitate the

trade and commeree of independent busines.rmen, and freer
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trade was therefore advocated by this group particularly.
It should be noted, of courae, that the situation in the
Netherlands was really quite different from that in Englend,
in that philip II had been a foreign ruler who had drained
off much of the wealth of the Netherlands to his own
native Spain. Raturally, by succesafully resgisting thia
foreign influence, the Dutch were able to retain their
woalth to ths great benefit of the countryta prosperity.
Hobbes further emphasizes this economic motive

by stating:

Those great capital (ities, when Rebellion is

entered«into upon Pretence of Gricvances, must

needs be of the Rebel Party, because the Grlevances

are but Taxes, to which Citizens, that is Merchants,

(whose Profession 1s their private Gain,) are

naturally mortal nemies; their only glory being

to grow oxcessively rich by the Wisdom of buying

and selling.

Hobbes also appreciated the financial importance

of London, for he attributed the kingt's fallure to railse
a sufficient army to the fact that the king's treasure was
low while his enemles could draw on the resources of
London and other cities, He belleved that there were few
of the common pecple who cared much for either of the
causes and that they would have taken either gide for pay

4

and plunder.” lLondon, therefore, with ites power of the

purse, apelled the dlfference.
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The methods used by Parliasment to ralse funds
to finance ita war effort were many and varied. Regard-
less of the method used, however, the ity of London and
its inhabitants were always the principal contributorse-
either by cholce or by force, end the economic consequences
of the war must have prompted many of the Calvinlst merchant
backers of Parllisment to wonder if the advantages they hoped
to gain were worth the disruption in trade,

The prinecipal way by which a Parliamentsry loan
was floated was by means of a request or demand to the
Lord Mayor, aldermen and the Common Council of London
for a speciflied sum. These representatives, in turn, re-
quosted the sum to be raiae¢ frod the livery companies of
the city, eaeh company being asked for an equitable share
in accordance with its size and relative importance. Each
Company attempted to raise 1ts proportion either directly
from the organigzation's assets or from contributions from
individual members, Thus, eventually and inevitably, the
burden fell upon the individuasl inhabitants of the city,
and both Parliament and the city government attempted to
‘kaep account of each person's contributions in relation
to hia ability to pay.

Experience in collecting funds for Ireland had
already necessitated the establishment of scme sort of
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administrative machinery to handle contributions. There-
fore, on the twenty-sixth of August, 1642, the treasurers
woere sble to examine a tabular form liasting certain wards
and parishes within the city which specified the names of
citizens who had already been asked for a loan, the amounts
in money and plate already lent, and the names of none
subsoribers, together with their reasons for not lending.5
By the same token, however, the campaign to
collect funds for Irish relief had already imposed an
extremely heavy burden on the people., Thiz was particulare
ly true in the oase of the livery companiea, some of whom
had already been forced to sell part of their plate.6
The Saddlers' Gulld is & case in point; when
they were assessed K200 1n August, 1642, over and above
Irish contributions, they initially were reticent to
ecomply, due to the sums of money they had already borrowed.
In an attempt to economize, 8ll feasts and dinners were
discontinued. 'Their arms were borrowed by Rarliament on
September third, asnd the Company then decided that the
need was greoat enough, so they lent the desired %200 on
the thirteenth of zeptember. These continual demsnds told
heavily upon the Company, however, and the whole of the
Company'!s plate was finally cordered out of the treasury

7
and sold. ‘



Parliement became increasingly concerned over
finance when the treasurers estimsted that they would be
spending k15,000 sterling a day.> Also, their efforts to
reilse money were intensified during November and December,
1642, by the newa that royal forces were approaching the
city. Therefore, application for funds was mads to svery-
one, without distinection, and it was reported by the
Venetian Ambassador that those who did not promptly consent
had thelr plate taken by force, together with the best of
their goods, and often those who falled to cooperate were
imprisoned as enemies of the state and adherents to the
cantrary party. This same report stated that seventy of
the most substantial merchants of the mart were thus
treated.g

In the days of panic of late 1642 it was slso
necessary to commandeer wagons for the sutlers who were
to feed thirteen regiments. Of the twenty-six wagons
needed, the Wagon-Master General had only fourteen serve
iceable wagons belonging to the state, The order was
therefore given that country wagons in and about London
were to be selzed to make up the deficit, the owmers
belng paid what sppointed commiasioners deemed them to
‘be worth.lo

An apparent state of smergency thus proved to

s2
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Parliament that the spasmodic nature of voluntary contri-
butions was inadequate, HRegular taxation and the commandeer-
ing of necessary equipment had then been resorted to in

an attempt to equalize the burden not only in the city

but in the kingdom at large. Assessments were made

according to ability to pay, but in no case was a person

to be assessed above a twentleth part of his estate under

the new syatem.ll It was under the guise of taxation that
the seizure of goods, to which the Venetian Ambassador
referred, was made possible,

A demend for 530,000 was met'2 by individusl
payments, but the returns indicated that many persons were
not paying in proper proportion, snd some of the wealthier
citizens sbsolutely refused to pay. Some refused to
comply with the assessment on principle, preferring im- .
prisonment to paying what they considered to be an illegal
tax, and others fyom sheer inaebility, for the war had
already ruined mnny.l3

In late January, 1643, Rasex, Lord ceneral
of the Parliamentary army, sent in an account of debts
owed by Parliament which exceeded L400,000 sterl&ng.l4
This smount coculd not possibly be raised under conditions
then existing, so Parliament resolved to impose a weekly

assessment upon every county throughout the kingdom.ls
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London's imposition was 510,000, but the city was also
asked for R60,000 to keep the army from dilbnnding.16
This seems, at first glance, to be a double burden, as
indeed it wasa, except that the latter flgure was & requested
loan instead of an imposed tax. Too, London was allowed
a monthly rebate of 13,000, though the Common Council
complained that even then the city wﬁs over-assassed and
suggested that the monthly allowance be raised to 54,000.17
In March, Pym, in the name of both Houses, asked
the Common Council to hasten the payment of the residue
of the w60,000, Lenders, however, were discouraged, be=
causs debts were not helng repaid, There was no way of
foreing men to lend, and many rich citizens had left the
city, taking what possessions they could with them. The
Commons, however, was persistent, and requested an additional
advance of k40,000 from the city for the support of the
army on ths asixth of April.la
The threat to Gloucester by the kingis forces
prompted the Common Couneil to put pressurs once again on
the livery campanles, this time for 150,000, for which the
city lasued bonds at elght per cent interest. The companies
were to contridbute in accordance with their corn asaesamant.lg
Although the Carpenters had already sold their plate,?C and

the Grocers had scld part of thaira,al both companies
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managed to contribute thelr quotaa.gz The Ssaddlers expressed
themselves unwilling to borrow the sum of BR800 which was
requested of ther, because of the great sums they already
owed, but they were willing to borrow 5500, according tc
the company'!s old proportion of one hundred quarters of
whoat.ea Ths Girdlers were asked for R700, and in thelr
attempt to meet the emergency, they "ordered that such
plate as belonged to the company remaining unsold should
be sold." This was done, but only hl50 was realized and
they were no longer able to borrow on the common seal of
the company.24 In addition, every 1ﬁhab1tant of the city,
cltizen or stranger, was asked to contribute a sum equal
to firty times the amount of subsidy he had been sccustomed
to paying. Again, the c¢ity allowed eight per cent interest.
parliament guaranteed the repayment of the loan,25

As the press for money became greater and
creater, taxes were lsld on almost all articles of food
and clothing,26 and 1t was found necessary to cut down
the pay of both officers and men.27 The inhabitanta of
the city were even called upon to set apart the price of
one meal every week to railss money in Jamary, 1645.38

The collection of funds was based upon parish
rolls to a large extent, end upon prepared ward lista.gg

Contributions end loans wers naturally expected to be
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voluntarily made, and were to be turned in to centrally
located governmentsl treasurers who were appointed by
Parliament., When 1t became necessary to resort to taxation,
however, assessors were appointed in sach ward to asgsess

30 Agealn,

all persons having any real or personal estate,
the desire was expressed for all persons to pay freely.
However, collectors within the variocus parishea and wards
were appointed who were even authorized to be amed and to
eollect by force if necosaary.51 The funds collected were
then turmed over to the Parliamentary treasurers,

A monthly tax was assessed on a%l persons having
any real or personal sstate on the fifteenth of February,
1645, and persons refusing to cooperate in the collection
of the tax were to be f‘imﬂi.'32
b80,000 on March fourth, 1645 to aid in the formation

The city Cfurther advanced

of the New Model Army,55 and on May twenty-seventh, an
ordinance was passed in the Commons which provided for

the ralsing and assessing of »20,000 within the cities

of London and westminster towards the reduction of oxford, 4
The slege of Chester in November also called for a loan of
76,000 from the city and it was agreed to advance the

sum, but the city was becoming distressed about the re-
payment of the monles in arrear and appeinted a committse

to review the matter and to address pParliament to learm
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precisely how the city stood with respect to loans already

made, 85

Revenue was, of course, obtained by means other
than dirset taxation and by the floating of loana, Again,
however, the inhabitants of the City of London were those
who were most affected, though it was generally those
elements of the population which were deemed to be made
up of royalist sympathizers which suffered moat,

Any person who showed sympathy or favor to the
royallst ceause was genarally punlshed by having his goods
confiscated and hils estate sequestered, Tven those
personsa who failed to take the oath of assocciation, de-
elaring their support of Parllamentary princliples, fell
into the category of "royallst," and were thus punishad.
Confiscated goods were zcld, and the revenuss realized
from such sales were added to ths public oxohaquar.56

The selzure of plate which was used "superati-
tiously" upon cathedral sltars was used to raise money,av
and en interesting ordinance of July fifth, 1643, compelled
people tc advance "so much Monles for the reducing of
Newcastle, as their yaaély Txpence in Coals comes to."sa
This was an example of Parliamentts appeal to a genuinely
felt necessity as a basls for collecting funds.>? If' the
pecople wanted cqal badly enough, they could contribute to
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the military expedition necesaary to regain the source of
the fuell JItems of value were taken out of Salint Paults
Cathedral and were sold to aid in the equipping of an
artillery train,40 and horses were seized indiscriminately
from any person within the liberties of the Clty of London,
with such persons receiving satisfaction by having the
value of the horses subtracted from the ﬁoney the individuals
were dus to pay in taxation.?l Legacies which were given
for the repalir of Saint Paul's Cathedral were borrowed for
the service of Parlisment, and additional funds were
obtalined by converting all of the plate in the Tower which
belonged to the king into c01n343 all superstitious plate
whioch could be found in the Regalia at Westminater was
also to be so usad.*s
The Grocers! Company was the victim in an
interesting case wherein the Master of the Company ree
coeived a message from the Parliamentary rarty to the effect
that one Richard Greenough was a delinquent to the pParlia-
ment, md that that body had learned that (reenough wasz a
creditor of the (rocers' Company to the sum of R500, They,
therefore, demanded that the sum be paid in to Parliament.
To make payment for this bizarre demand, the company was
forced to borrow the amount on their companyts saal.44

Innocent citizens were also Inconvenienced by the
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sequestration of rents from royalist propertles which
occasionally were reserved by the occupants for payment of
debts owed to them by the owners.4d

The last great financlal effort during the
yoears 1642-1646 was towards the payment of funds to the
armies of Parliamentt!s Scottish ally. In June, 1645,
131,000 had been cheerfully advanced by the city to pay
the Scottish army,46 but by the nineteenth of May, 16486,
the Commons decided that they had no further use for the
Scots! army within the Kingdom of England.m The dominant
problem then was to datsrmine how to get rid of their ally.
The Scots demanded full payment of all expenses 1ncurred,48
and it was only after considerable argument that the Scots
agreed on the sum of »400,000 as a payment for all claims,
part of which was to be paid befors they left Fngland, and
the remainder in installments on spescified dates.49 The
initial sum of B200,000 was desired by the Commons on
August twenty-first to start the Scots on their way. The
first £100,000 was to be paid when the armies marched out
of Englend, end the second 100,000 was due on the elghtesnth
of September fallowing.so -

Agelin the city was destined to besr the brunt of
the burden., A committee was organized in the House to go

to the city or "to any other persons,” to borrow the money
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*for the Service of the State," with the revenues of
suppressed bishoprics being assigned as aaourity.sl
Additional funds for this purpose were ralised by fines pald
by Papists or delinquents oar by the sale of their eatates.sg
If there had been no City of London to support
the Parliamantary cause financlally, it would have been
practically impossible for Parliament to have made any
sort of successful stand, The cost of this support bo
the city, its liwery companies and inhabitants was much
greater, however, than the actual worth of the pounds
steriing deposited in the treasury, for this steady
drain of money contributed grestly to the general econonmic
stagnation which settled like a cloud over the entire
kingdom during the war years., Though the increase in
taxation caused the loudest complaints, it was the large
scale borrowing from the c¢city and its companies which
caused trade to suffer most from London's financial

obligations to the war effort,>>
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Chapter IIIX
THE IMPORTANCE (F THE COAL INDUSTRY TO THE

CITY (F LONDON DURING THE REVOLUTI ON

one of the most difficult problems which both
national and city governments had to face throughout the
war period was that of providing London with fuel. The
king had cbtained control over the coal supply in the
Newcastle area practically at the ocutbresk of the war,
and he wished to use this control as a meuns of raising
revenue from his enemises, and of supplying his troops
with arms and anrmmunition from Helland. XHe relimposed all
duties on cosl of which Parliament had recently dcpﬁived
him, and he placed an addlitional levy of B30 to H60 on
every ship leaving the harbor with cosl for London. If
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this trade had continusd without restraint, the king would

have been able to reslize an annual revenue of nearly
100,000 which would have enabled him to purchase the
supplies he needed from Holland., Parliamentarians were,
therefore, faced with the grave decision of ejther cone
tributing to the enemyt!s war chest or of depriving the
citizens of London of vitally needed fuel., Thsey finally
chose the latter course, for not only did they object to
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financing the king's war e ffort, but they alsc feared
that the price of fusl would be forced up, causing riots
and other internal disturbance in London.l

A joint resclution was accordingly passed by
the Lords and Commons on January ninth, 1643, forbidding
all trade with Newcastle, Sunderland and Blyth until those
distriots were liberated from the king's rercaa.a The
Lords, however, whsn the ordinance forbldding the New-
castle trade was being prepared, began to feel that such
a atep might have the undesired effeot of diverting per-
manently the coal trade from Newcastle and that it might
alsoc causs an immediate rise of prices in London -~ one of
the things they wished to avoid., Also, they doubted whether
the e¢ity would have a sufficient store of coal on hand to
enable 1t to bear the strain,® The Lord Mayor announced
that there was enough coal within the city to last five
rionths, and the Commons were willing to add a clause
forbldding coals to be sold at prices exceeding twenty-two
shillings a chaldron at the wharf or twentyefour shillings
if delivered, so the Lords agreed on the passage of the

ordinance on January fourteenth, 1643,%4 Illowever, any

mention of coal rates was actually omitted,
The Lords! fears seemingly were realigaed almost
immediately, for Agostini, in his message to the Doge in
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Venice on January thirteenth, remaried that in London the
people experienced great discomfort due to the fact that
coal had risen to intolerable prices.s This fact was
further substantiated by the Perfect Diurnall which re-

ported that since the stoppage of trade with Newocastle
the price of coal had risen from twenty-two shillings to
thirty-four shillings a chaldron, according to a complaint
made to the commons.6
It had thus become clear that some definite i
policy of regulation or price-~fixing was necessary., 0nh
January twenty-eighth the Lord Mayor was aaked by the
Commons to consider what rate was fit to be put upon New=
castle coals, and in the meantime, woodmongers, and all
other retallers of coal were ordered not to sell coal at
above twenty-two shillings per chaldron at the wharft,
vharfingers were not to exceed the usual rate for carrying
coals, snd an order was also lsmsued forbidding the export
of coal to farelgn 1ands.7 The price ceiling by ordinance
was established in the Commons upon the Lord Mayor's
recommendations on Pebruary fourth, 1643, at twenty-three
shillings a chaldron at the wharf until the approaching
Faster, after which time it was to be twenty shillings
per chaldron.s The Marshal of the Admiralty was authorized
shortly thereafter to seize ships which had recently come
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from Newcastls with coal in order to take over recelpts

wiaieh were in excess of those allowed by ordinance. Such

money was to be turned over to the Committee of the Havy.g

This action appears to have had the dusl purpose of raising

money for the navy while, at the same time, enforecing the

new price regulations., In March all wharfingers, woodmongers

and other sellers of Newcastle cosl were warned that they

would be committed by the Commitiee for 7ixaminations if

they sold their coal at rates in excess of those authorized

by Parliament.lo ’
This attempt to regulate the price of cbnln seems

to have met with little success, for only one month later

it was reported in the Commons that>the coal sellers were

still exacting unreasonable prices., The Lord Mayor was

urged to enforee the ordinance, and he was further empowered

to seize the coals of those who didn't conform, for dise

tribution among the poor, paying the prescribed rates to

the dealers from whom it was takan.ll Further evidence

of the fgilure of the ordinance appears in a report of

the House of Commons dated June elighth, 1643, in which it

is revealed that ship owners were taking advantage of the

times and were 1llegally obtalning coal at Newcastle which

they were selling at extremely high prices. The Lord Mayor

was thersfore dirscted to appoint officers of trust to go



49

on board the ships to see that coal was sold at the pre-
scribed rates, ¥No coal was to bes sold to woodmongers,
chandlers, or others who ordinarily peddled fuel; instead,
only the poor and housekeepers "and those of the meaner
sort," were allowed to buy, no one being allowed more than
ons chaeldron per person.12 This was the first indication
of war«-time rationing during the English civil war,

Wﬁile price control was an sclnowledged necessity,
Parliament ;ailed to irplement the control ordinances
which it passed with effective administrative machinery
for enforcement. The responsibility for enforced compli-
ance fell mainly upon the Lord Mayor of London who, in
turn, delegated the task of control to the sheriffs of
the eity., The aforsmentioned Committee for Examinations
was appointed by Parliament for inveatigatlive and committw
ment purposes, but‘it could only be utilized after alleged
offenders had been apprehended, The csatrol of unauthorized
shipment of coals on the gea fell under the jurlsdiction
of the Marshal of the Admiralty. As has been noted above,
however, practically all attempts at price oontrol failed
because of the ineffectual enforcement of legiaslation, thus
indicating the Inadequaocy of the scheme of control used.

The Committee of the Navy ominously reported in
May that the supplles of coal which were obtainable from
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Scotland and ®ales would prove insufficient to carry London
through another winter,® so on July rifth, 1643, Parliament
resorted to a forced loan to raise an army for the capture
of Newocastle. Ship owers trading for coal, salt or glass
in Newcastle, Sunderland or Blyth had to subacribe a sum
equnl~to at least half of the capital they had invested in
shipping or else pay extra sums above the price charged to
subscribers on shipments of salt, glass or coal after trade
was recpened with the beseliged town. As has been mentioned
provioualy,l4 the ordinance also required everyone living
in London or its immedlate envirmmment to subscribe a sum
equal to the value of coal annually used, or elss to pay -
in the future ten shillings more per chaldron than those
persons would pay who subseribed when asked.ls Only about
®6,000 was raised by this method, so Parliament was cbliged
again to invite the 3cots to invade the north of England.ls
As the winter of 1643-44 mpprosched, the inhabi-
tants of London wers forced to look for wood supplies for
heating and cooking purposes. This was particularly true
in the case of the poor who were unable to pay the blacke
market prices which were boing demanded for ths meagre
coal supplies, Therefore, in response to the agitatimn
of the people, it was snacted that fellable wood might be
cut within three score miles of London, a committee of the
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Lords and Commons being formed to appoint overseers and
generally to superintend the work. The wood was to be
taken from the parks and estates of mallignants, delinquents
and the king, and the greatest proportion was to go to the
poor. The remainder could be sold teo ordinary cltizens
after the poor had been provided for, but no woodmonger
was tc be allowed to engross any of this fuel. When the
ordinance was first enacted, it was also necessary to
provide the guards of the outlying arsas with fuel, in
order to keep them from wantonly destroying the parks and
woods near London, The guards were also instructed to
prevent other persons from spolling and wasting the timber
lands, In December, 1643, sixscore loads of wood were
furnished for the use of sick and maimed soldiers of the
Parliamentary foroea.17
During the yesr 1644 the coal situation beocame
evén more critical, with rich and poor slike bemoaning the
soarcity of the vital commodity.la Though there had
been a certain amount of illegal trade with the north,
the blockade had been so effective that only about 50,000
tons of coal left Newcastle in the year ending Michaelmas,
1643, and less then 3,000 tons in 1644.19 The emergency

prompted the House of Commons to consider the reversal.

of the ordinancea forbidding trade with the Lower Tyne
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valley, and in March it ordered that an ordinance be

brought in for the reopening of that trade. Shipments

of arms and provisions to the Scota near Sunderland were
authorized in the hope that the ships would be able to bring

back coal.go

on June tenth the Venetian Ambasaador wrote
that the lack of coal would be unbearable In the winter
to come, for most of the trees in the neighborhood had
been felled the previous winter.gl Later in the summer
he predicted that without coal there would be riots in the
city during the cold months.22
With the Scots apparently close to victory in
the north, rarliament was kept busy planning how the coal
industry cculd be resumed effectively, for much demage
had been done to equipment by the royalista; impediments
to shipping had been erected on the river, and it was
difficult to find experienced personnel who were friendly

to the Parliamentary cause to operste the collieries.e5

In the meantime, an ordinance was passed for providing

fuel for the city by cutting peat and turf on sequestered

24

lands, and a committes was appointed in the Commons to

meet with the Qommon Councll to conasider the advisability
of obtaining turf and peat from Hgham, the Fens of Wisbeche,
the Isle of Ely and other places, for the service of the

26

clty.”” An additional attempt was also made to fix the
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price of. coal during the summer of 1644, this time at

fourteen shillinga for superior grades and twelve shillings

for cocal of lesser quality.26
Newcastle surrendered to the Scotﬁish forces

a7 and its seizure was

on October nineteenth, 1644,
naturally greeted with much rejoicing in the city, but the
problems of paying the Scots, who now had a firm footing
in Fngland and a great sdvantage over London, and of keepe
ing the coal fields in operation, continued to make the
situation c::'itsical.‘e8 Much abuse continued in the engrossing
and sale of coal to the great prejudice of the poor,29 and
the citizens were forced to pay a high legal price for the
commodity owing to a heavy impost set upon 1t by Parliament
who wilshed to use this means of paying off the Scota. An
sarnest request of the muniecipal authorities finally brought
sore reduction in this tax.>© |
The ordinance of January fourteenth, 1642, pro-
hibiting trade with Newcastle, Sunderland and Blyth was

31

repealed on November thirteenth, 1644, and at the end

of the month, plsns were made for a shipment of coal which
was to be dlstributed to the poor of London and Weatminster

by the Lord Mayor of the former.az

Again in March, 1645
attempts were made to get 4,000 chaldrons of coal to be

sold for the use of the poor.35 To facilitate shipments,
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an extra five shilling tax, which had been imposed by the
Commiassioners of Both Kingdoms, at Newcastle and Sunderland,
was declared 1llegal by Parliament since it was without
authority or power, and was ordered to be ramoved.34
The shipments from Newcastle during the year
ending Michselmas, 16485, amounted to about 126,000 chaldrons,
which was considerably less than normal. Although Parliamant
could hardly hope to pay off the whole Scottish debt out
of revenue from the coal, it is worthy of note that approxi-
mately 575,000 was collected in coal taxes between October,
1644, and Pebruary, 1647, when the 3cottish occupation
ended, which i1s more than one-third of the amount asid to
have been paid over to the Scottish Commimaioners before
the Scots returned to their own lands, With the Scots
gone, the excuse for these taxes wvanished, and the duty
was finally removed in April, 1647.55
It 13 apparent that the ascarcity and need of a
single vital cormodity - coal «- actually was a dominant
influence in the shaping of the Parliamentary war effort,
the social environment of London, and the important
political relationships with the 3cots. The very need
itself accentuated the sociallprdblem of providing for
the poor and of maintaining an amisble relationship be-
tween Parliament and its important ally, the population
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of London, Industry which was not important to the war
ffort was practically halted, and there is practically
no evidence whatsoever of bullding in London, with the
exception of fortifications, due paertially to the lack of
coal for the important brick-making industry.36 Howevep,
it 18 worthy of mention et this point that new building

in the city had been openly opposed from 1570 onward,

and the gradual development of the suburbs had been a
congtant anxliety to the Court and to the city suthorities
as well, who feared plague, farine, fire, plots and

87 Elizabeth, James I,

disorder in these unregulated areas,
and finally Charles I all issued bullding precclamations
with stringent regulations to stop all new bnildinga in
and around London,aa but 1t 1s interesting to note that
viclations were nmumerous during the years of peace, mich
bullding actusl ly d4id go on, and that no Act of Parliament
since the time of Elizabeth had ever forbidden building

development;59

The war, however, with the coal scarcity
as one of 1ts elements, acoomplished what the monarchs
had been unable to do, and what Parllament had previously
falled to do, for house-building was brought to a stand-
st111,40 |
The inaccessibllity of the vital fuel literally

brought the Secots into the conflict in the north, and the
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necessity for coal in London also enabled the Scots to
exact a high price from the Parliamentarians for their ald
aftor the war was won., It 1s worthy of note, too, that
selfish desires for individual gain at the expense of the
rest of mankind accelerated i1llegml trade and supported a

fairly successful black market in coal sales,
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Chapter IV
THE EFFECTS OF THE REVCLUTION ON
THE COMMERCIAL LIFE OF LONDON

It should be remembered initially, in evaluating
the e fects of the revolution on commerce and trade in
London, that seeds of economic depression had been planted
by King Charles himself during the yesars immedliately prior
to the war, In 1640, for example, he had selzed bullion
from the mint to the value of k130,000 after he had been
unable to borrow either from London or abroad in the midst
of hias Seottlah troubles, and this astion shook a national
credit which was already in a precarious condition. Mer-
chants were unable to meet their bills of exchange and
the importation of bullion stopped altogether, causing
a financial dislocation which was inevitably reflected in
commerce, trade and induatry.l

After open hostilities had started in August,
1642, the already existing sconomic problems were complie-
cated by the necessity for providing the Parliamentary
army with eclothing and provisions. Since there were no
governmantal manufacturing establishments, supplies had to

be purchased either in the open market or by contract.2
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The exactions of the army and thse burdens of tax-
ation and loans, by themselves, would have been enough to
impair normal trade seriously, but in addition there must
be teken into account both the internal and externsl break-
down of means of corsmmnication.® This was an inevitable
result of the always present correlation of economics to
var effortas. Due to the over-all importance of the City
of London, 1its defest immediately became one of Cherles!?
prime ob jectives when war began, and the sconomic weapon
of blockade was early used by him with the dual view of
crippling the city's war effort and of alding his own,
by attempting to cantrol resources and proviaions outside
of the city.

The Parliamentarians, too, had attempted to
regulate internal trade as early as June, 1642, when a
committes was appointed which was empowered to halt all
shipments of smmmnition, monies, or other warlike proe
visions which were going to Ycrk,4 then the center of
royalist activity, but it was not until December twenty-
first that they ordered that no intercourse would be
allowed thercafter "either by Land or water, by Horse or
waggon, between Oxford and Lamdcm,"v5 Oxford having beocome
the kingts headquarters. Carriers to other parts of the
kingdom were halted momentarily in January, 1643, but on
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the twenty~-third of that month they were allowed to proceed,
provided that they carried no wine, sugars, strong waters,
brimstone, or any other warlike provisions with them. A
search of all carrlers was instituted in an attempt to in-
sure corpliance vith this intent.® '

Ordinary trade and commerce were forced to sur-
render completely to the exigencies of defense in London
on October twenty~fourth, 1642 when all persons were re-
quired to shut up their shops, trades and other regular
employments so that the entire population could concentrate
on the defense of the city.7 This type of directive was
not carried out without ultimate objections being raised,
and the citlzens of .London raised their voices on several

8  1In pecember, 1642, petitiona to Parliament

ocoaslons.
from the c¢ity strongly stated the citizen's complaints
against the ruin which had overtaken their trede and in-
dustry and the resultant inorease in unemployment.® After
this date, however, the citlzens seemingly became more
stolcal, for the vehemence and frequency of this type of
petition dacreaaad.lo
In January, 1643, Agostini, who had replaced
Giustinian as the official Venetian representative in
England, reported that the king hoped to have forty

thousand soldliers by March to blockade London in the hope



that he could so restrict food supply from the outside
that the people would revolt againat the govarnmant.ll
On the other hand, Parliament, during the same month, was
talting additial ateps to see that no food, arms, powder
or ammunition got out of the e¢ity by vessels on the Thames
which might be bound for Reading, Oxford, and other places

on the rivar.lz

Finally, on July twenty-fourth, 1643,
Parliament issued a proclamation which prohibited all
trade between the City of London and other parta of the
kingdom.l5
All shops were closed and businesses were suse
pended again in Auguat, 1643, when the Committee of the
Militia of the City resolved to send s force under Yssex
to ald in raising the slege of Gloucester, This action
again meant loss to the merchants and inconveniences to
the 1nhabitants.14 Goods, which ordinarlly sold readily,

deteriorated in the shops, and Parliament received regquest
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for permliassion to export such goods, either for the purpose

of rejuvenation or for foreign sale.® BSince the trained
bands included many merchents and shopekeepers, 1t was
inevitable that eantinuéd ahsences from their places of
business should result in bankruptey for many.

Other losses resulted when Parliament saquestere

the estatess of theose supporting the royalist csuse, many

a
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of whom had received credit from the city's merchants,

and the merchants, tradesmen or oraftsmen were thus left

to recover their debts as heast they could. An attempt was
at length made to remedy ﬁhia sltuation when, on the

second of August, 1644, the Common Council agreed to
petition Parliament to have delinquents brought to judg-
ment and to have provision made for the payment of all Just
debts out of delinquentts estates in cases of aequestrat ion.
London merchants also complalined against the large circu~-
lation of farthing tokens which they were not able to get

18

re-changed. Hard money wes naturally extremely scarce

in the city, due to the increasing poverty of the merohantslv
and due to the steady drain by taxation and loans,

Almost without exception, the livery companies
of London were dealt staggering blows by the economic
inpact of the war, YEven thelcompanles who supplled stores
for the Parliamentary army suffered from the financial
burden, but the Saddlers, for example, were partially
able to counterbalance the claims mades upon them by filling

the army's saddls needs.la

It has already been mentioned
above that many of the companies were forced to sell their
plate to raise funds, and to thias group can be added the
Stationers, who, though they received much business from

Parliament itself, were forced to sell their plate in
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1643 to meet 11ab111ties.19 The civil war was one of
the blows which almost caused the collapse of the Mercers?
Company, with the Great I"ire of 1666 bringing disaster to
a climax, It took the organization a century and a half

20 Among otheras who suffered most were the

to recover.
Drapers, the Silkmen, the (Grocers, the Habsrdashers, and
the Vintners, and in all cases thelr troubles reacted on

21 Parliamentts failure’

many handloraftamen and artificers.
to repay loans and to pay for services rendersd when the

emnounts were due also worked a hardship upon many, especially
the smaller businessmen and artifieera.za

The breakedown of communications boded 1ll to
the inhabitants of London not only because of the decrease
in cormerce and trade, but also because of ths restrictions
on the necessities of 1ife which resulted. Food, clothing
and fuel were all ordinarily fumished to the city from'
areas throughout the kingdom, and at one time or another,
these areas were elther directly controlled by, or were
threatensd by, the kinpgts forces,

The necessity for maintaining an adequate food
supply for the city was sarly realized by Parliament when,
on June thirteenth, 1642, i1t resolved to postpone all plans
for the transportation of corn into Imland.23 In January,

1643, when trade was gonerally at s stand-still, the
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Committee for the Affairs of Ireland saw fit to grant
licenses to a Mr. Whitcombe enabling him to transport com
out of Franco,g4 snd on May nineteenth, 1643, it was
ordered that no sort of corn whatsoever was to be exported,
except to Ireland and from port to port within the king-
dom.?® n spite of the difficulty 1n obtaining food, the
governmant began to tax ltems whiehAfell into the fringe
of the food classification, such as wine and beer, which
many HEnglishmen considered necessities, The fund to.be
thus ralsed was to be used for the support of the fleat,26
but the result could only add the difficulty of higher
prices to that of scarcity,

¥ing Charles made the most of his économio
woapon of blockade, using utmost severlity againast the
poasants who attempted to take food to the city and who
were captured in the act. The scarocity was telling in
London, mmd agein Parliament made capital of the situstion
by sending commissioners to address a great crowd in the
city who urged the citizens to contribute money to pro=
vide food for the clty before the scarclty became greaterj
at the same time, however, they attempted to minimize the
danger and called upon them to he courageous in the time
of need,2’ Royalist fortifications at Newport, on the

edge of Bedfordshire, caused great inconvenience to the
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city since it cut of f food supply which ordinarily came
from five important counties. This part of the blockade
was especially troublesoms during the winter of 1643.28

The obviocus solution in timea of great need was
to prevent exports and to facllitate imports. Parllament
finally gave in to the wiasdom of this conclusion, and in
Ootober, 1643, it was ordered that recently imported corn
was to be transported cuastom free in accordance with a
contract made by the Comnmittee of the Navy with the buyers
of the commodity.ag A committee was appointed on January
sixth, 1644 to prepare an order to prevent the tranas-
portation of corm, butter, cheese, wool and fullerat earth,
T™he group was also to determine how magasines of corn
might be provided for the needy.so An exception to the
rule against corn export was made in July, 1644 when
permiasion was granted for the tranaport of four thousand
quarters of grain, but thia was qualified, in that the
entire proceeds were to be used to procure arms and
ammunition only.51

Pdrliamant also logically tended to encourage
industries which would help to alleviate the problem of
food scarcity. An ordinance of February fifth, 1644, md
a joint purpose of encouraging the breeding of cattle and

of furthering the fishing industry.sa Subsequent ordinances
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continued to encourage the latter industry by prohiblting
the import of fish products other than those brought in

33 Lroe

from Greenland by Englishmen in English ships,
vision of a convoy to protect the harrigg,fishing float,34
and by exempting fishermen from paying the salt tax on

salt used specifically for the 1n&ustry.55

The city authorities attempted to keep a close

check on corn supply and market regulstions at all times,
The Lord HMayor often reguested the Master and nardens of
the various companies to let him know in writing "what

quentitye of good and wholesome corne your sayd Companys
hath at present in stoare towards the cittyets vroviaion

56 There was

and in what Granary or place ys same lyeth."
a growing feeling in the city, however, that the companies!
provisions, by themselves were inadequate to meet the needs
of the time,2” and in 1644 the aldermen stated that the
Comnittee of Both Kingdoms advised the city to furnish
itself with a greater stock of corn and victual than ever
berore.aa Thersfore, the Recorder was told to bring in an
ordinance to enable citizens to lay in supplies of comn,
always provided that existing legislation was not disre-

59 However, even exlsting legislation proved un~

garded,
duly burdensome, and in March, 1644, an ordinance was

introduced for bringing corn and grain into the Clty of
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London by citizens or others for the use of the city,
"Notwl thetanding any former Act against Engrossers of
corn."4C (ivil war, therefore, offered unprecedented
scope to the forestallers and engrossers whose previous
machinations had been curtajled by the Councll and the
Justioes.41 This could only result in higher prices at
a time when unemployment, due to the decline of trade,
meant less money in the hands of the majority of the
population.

By the close of the year, 1644, the trade and
commerce of the clty was in a deplorable condition, and the
blockade of the eastern coast of England by the royalist
navy deprived the city of a great amount of corm, fiah,
butter, cheese and other proviaiona.42

Probably the clothing industry suffered more
than any other during the war years, because it weas so
completoly dependent upon meens of transport, both within
and without the country, which were practicelly none
exlstent while the war was in progross.43 Too, the years
leading up to the war had been hard on this industry,
for religious intolerance under the bishops! rule had
driven many of the kingdomts most profitable sub jects,
especially clothiera and merchants, out of the country in
search of religious freedom, They tranaplanted their
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industries to Holland and other lands, and as & conseguence,
the woolen trade had appreciably deteriorated, workmen

were thrown out of employment, and ths whole country was

1mpov0riehad.44

puring the interim months from January to August,

1642, both the king end the Parllament were keenly cogni-
zant of the problem of the clothing industry. In a
message which the king sent to Parlliament in TFebruary,
1642, he concluded by saying:

...And.laatlz his Mejesty taking notice, by

several Peti ions, of the great and genersl

Decay of Trade in this Xingdom, and more partlicu=

larly of that of Cloathing and New Draperies...

of whieh Decay of Trade His Majesty hath a deep

Sense, both in respect of the extremse Want and

Poverty it hath broupght, and must dbring, upon

nany Thousands of His loving Sub jects, and of the

influence 1t must have, in a very short time,

Upon the very Subsistence of this Nation, doth

earnestly recommend conslderation of ghat great

and welighty Business to Both Houses .4
The same day that the king's meassage was received, a cone
mittee was appointed in Parliament to see how the clothing
trade could be furthersd in Furope, and to see how the
trade of clothing snd the vent of wools could be advanced
and set frue,‘?

The clothing trade was also extremely liable to

plunder after the war had started, and both merchants and
carriers cormplained about the selgzure of their cloth,

Royelists made frequent depredations on wagon-loads of
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cloth and other merchandise which made attempts to reach
Londonj therefore, the City of Worcester, in 1644, tried
to obtain legal permission from the king to'trade with
London, for they had no sale for thelr goods., This
permisasion was granted, but the royalist troops continued
to seize the clothlerst pack<horses and wagona.47
Parliament, Iin the meantime, attempted to cone
serve what clothing industry supplies it could by passing
ordinances against the export of wool and fullers! earth,48
for by the end of the year 1644 cormercial intercourse
with the woolen and linen manufacturers of the west of
ngland had been almost entirely cut off, Though the
citizens of London were opposed to the allowance of free
trade with those ports and towns which were Iin the hands
of royalists, they were extremely anxious to have their
trade kept open with the west of England, and they peti-
tioned Parliament with that end in viaw.49 in a pstition
of June fourth, 1645, they also asked that adequate cone
-voys be provided for merchanta.so
Salt=petre, a necessary ingredient ror the
manufacture of gunpowder, was another resource which
Parliament desired to conserve and protect. FEven in June,

1642, before the war began, the Cormons was negotiating
for supplies of this material, and salt-petre merchants



71
were asked not to transport or dispoae of their auppliea.sl
By April, 1644, however, the difficulty in cbtaining
enough salt-petre to meset military demands was acutbe
enocugh to force Parliament to grant concessions to the
salt=petre men, Foreign salt«petre was not only considered
inferior, but it was impossible to obtaln, since many
foreign countries had recently prohibited its export.
Therefore, certain persons were authorized to dig for salte
petre in all stables, cellars, vaulta, empty warehouses,
and other outhouses, yards and areas llkely to afford that
earth. To ease the ?urden on thoae persons who would be
directly affected by the salt-petre ments activities, the
men were only allowsd to work from one«~half hour after
sunrise to one hour before sunset, and they had to level
the ground and repair all daﬁaga done in the process at
their own expense. However, thelr carriages were exempt
from all taxes and tolla.s2
) Illegal trade, in many commodities as well as in
coal, was & constant problem to Parliament and the city
authorities, Powder, nmoney, ammunition and provisionsas
wore often taken out of the city to be s0ld to the kingts
forees, and often, too, dissolute Parlliamentary soldiers

of indifferent allegilance would sell their arms to the

opposing armias.s5 Even ag late as December tenth, 1845,
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illegal trade proved troublesome to Parli&mantary leaders,
and the complaint was expressed that the connivance at
trade between London and VWorocester, Hereford, and other of
the king's garrisons enablsd the people of those areas to
pay the levies placed upon them for the support of the
ingta forcea, Thsrafor;, gll trade between l,ondon and
royalist towns was to be halted and traders were to be
ordered to return with their goods to the city; due to
the factor of connivance, no seizure of goods was to be
made unless & seoond attempt was made to smuggle gooda
through the lines after warning had been givon.54
Excessive prices were also not characteristic
solely of the coal trade, or many purveyors of items or
comnoditles which were both scarce and in demand saw
opportunities to reap abnorhnlly high profits; inevitebly,
too, with Mercantilism as the dominant economic system of
the time, attempts were made by the government to establish
set rates when prices seemed to be getting out of hand.
It was sometlimes difficult to strike an equitable balance,
however, as is exemplified by the case of the alshousew
keepers who were forced to pay an excise on beer and ale
and yet who had to sell their wares at a set rate,55
Underneath the surface of compliance with the

necessities of war and its resultant favor and protsction
{
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granted by Parliement to important industries, there was
a significant and growing reaction against the monopolist,
In 1641 a writer who ennumerated important '
commodities which had come under the sway of monopoliste
listed coals, soap, starch, leather, wine, hops, tobacco,
gold wire, war horns, butter and rags. This same writer
pointed out that it was not the shop-keeper who was to
blame for higher prices, but the monopolist, "whose
machinations forced the tradesmen to raise thelr prices.“56
Another complaint was that men were made monopolists, not
because O0f their fitness for the task, but because they

happenad to be personae rratae at the court.m

Though monopolliats had besen a product of royal
rule, thelr privileges continued under Parliamentary
domination and it was only gradually that their powers
wore reduced; for Parliament in many cases preferred to
collect the cost of privilege which had previocusly gone
to the king from the monopolists rather than abolish their
restrictive rights. Therefore, the fight agalinst monopoly
was led, for the most part, by independent tradesmen
who exerted snough pressure from the outside to msake
Parliament aware of at least the most outstanding abuses
of the system,

Rivalry between two soap companies, the Westminster
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Soapmekers and the London Soapboilers, was one of the
conflicts which brought the question of monopoly to the
surface. The Westminster Company had been declared a
monopoly in 1641, but it continued to fight 1ts rival,
The London Company was almost condemned in 1642, but its
promise to collect the governmental excise on soap may
have been the reason i1t was able to survive the criticism
of the Long Parliament. However, the independent soape
makers were hostile to both companies, claiming that as
freemen of London they had an equally good right to
practice the art of moapboiling, and they added that the
fact that they were able to dispose of their goods indi-
cated that thelr product was not 1nferior.58 An Act of
Restitution from the Socapboilers of wWeatminster, and their
share-holders, of moneys extorted from individuals by high
soap prices, was also passed in 1642.59

A similar pct of Restitution was passed agalnst
the Vintners and retailers of wine who apparently had also
exacted and extorted great sums of money,SO for the wine
monopoly, though probably not so serious a grlevance as
that of soap, ralsed almost as great a storm.51 fThe Wine
Project, as the monopoly existing during the civil was wes
called, arose from a patent or monopoly procured from the

king by several important persons who farmed the wine
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business, paying to the government forty shillings per tun;
excessive pricea to pay this rate caused an early bresk=
down of the ayatem, and two of the participants, who belonged
to Parliament, were expelled from that bod.:f.62

Another group which was severely criticlized and
attacked by pamphleteers and Parllamentary committees was
the Merchant Adventurers! Company, pbimarily because many
of the 4l1ls of the woolsen trade were lald at thelr door.
However, the necessity for funds caused Parliament to be
lenient with the Adventurers who rsadily contributed funds
in exchange for privilegas. They were rewarded by an
ordinance of October twelfth, 1643, which was passed for
the encoursagement and support of the Tellowship of Herchant
Adventurers of Tngland which had besn found very serviceable
and profitable to the 3tate; the ordinance also included
e confirmation of all former privileges and the fine for
admisaion was doubled.%3

Though the privileges of monopoly were largely
upheld by the Parliament from 1642 to 1646, it i signifie
cant that the monopolists were flercely challenged by the
independents during this perlod when the king's prercgative
was giving way to 2 less abasolute type of government, The
population as a whole was made fully aware of the disadvanw

tages of monopoly due to adverse economic conditions which
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allowed the many to be exploited at the hands of the few,
and opposition by general public opinion was building s
conorete case against the economically privileged. Thus
it 48 not surprising that monopolies were virtuslly abolished
by the time of the Restoration, particularly insofar as
they were connected with the prerogative power of the
crown which was too often characterized by favoritism at
the expense of ability,

vith dome stic trade completely disrupted on land
end along the coastal routes of Ingland, it was natural
that Parliament and the City of London should desire
successful trade with foreign countries., However, there
were many obstacles to amicable relationships with landa
apart from ™gland, not the least of which was the faot
that many of the countries wlth whom Parliament wished to
trade were sympathetic with the royal cause, though they
were generally willing to trade wherever they could gain
- & profit, Also, it was difficult to attract foreign trade
when communications with England were full of rlsks and
when economic stagnetion in the country made investment
h@zardous.

The reaction of the Protestant London citizens
towards the Catholic merchants from Catholic countries,

such as Prance and Spain, was ococasionally a source of
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some embarrassment to the Parliamentary government,
particularly during the searly stages of the dlsagreement
between the king and Parliament. Catholicism had long
been a target for suspicion and dislike in Zngland, and
when differences arose between King Charles and many of
his subjecta, the new target of absolutism was allied
with the old in the minds of the king'a opponents, who
then conasidered Catholics and royalists allke as enemies,
Prench merchants in London during Janusary, 1842 complained
bitterly to their associates in mrance of the treatment
they had received at the hands of the common people of
Londonj some of the merchants had been injured as they
wers dragged along the streets to the justices of the
peace, and others had had their houses broken open in the
middle of the night by cormoners who claimed to be searche
ing for arma and gunpowder, The disturbances were reported
to Mr. Browne, the English Agent in Paris, by the PFrench
associates of the merchants concerned, and he attempted to
smooth over the situation by explaining that the acts had
been committed by the meaner sort of people, neither
commanded nor avowed by any magistracy, and that in the
distemper of the times it was 41fficult to prevent such
disorders, However, in his dispatch to Secretary Nicholas

in England he expressed the fear: "Our Protestant English
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merchants here in Paris may run hazard of the like or
worse uaage."s4

An incildent of July and August, 1642 momentarlly
upset friendly relations with the Nutch, Admirsal Tromp
of the Duteh fleot had seiged twelve English ships bound
for Dunkirk on the twentye-third of July and had sent them
to zeeland on the grounds that they were taking money to
the Spanish, Vice Admiral the Zarl of Warwick then re=
taliated by stopping five Dutch ships, Parliament wisely
ordered their release on July twenty-sixth and attempted
to recover as much of the ¥nglish cépital as possible by
negotiation, but English merchants werse annoyed at the
incident not only because of their loss but because of
the effect 1t would have on the trade of London with the
Low Countries. The Spanish Ambassador in England secretly
re jolced, however, for he was doing all in his power to
prajudice the English against the Flenders trade,85

The decline of English trade with foreign parts
in January, 1643, 1s Indicated by Agostini who reported
that merchants, not desiring to leave their ships idle
during the cessation of trade, were seeking all sorts of
employment. Among other things, they had requested and
had received permission from Parliament to plant colonies

68

in Madagascar, In August of the same year Parlisment
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attempted to take at least token actlion on behalf of
foreign trade., The Merchant Strangers had warned in 1642
that unless some method were taken to settle the distur-
bancea in the country, strangers would fear to bring in their
bullion,%7 but i1t was not until August twenty-fifth, 1643,
after the warning had been repeatsed, that Parliament de-
¢lared "that all Bullion and coin that shall be brought
into this kingdom in any English shipping, shell have free
and safe passage and protection both by sea and land into
the parta of Dover and London and in and ocut of his
ﬁajesty's Hint In the Tower of ILondon ;ithout any Inter-
ruption.”ee on the twenty-ninth of that same month a peti-
tion of the Merchant Strangers was granted which exempted
them from all public subsidles and taxes, for Parliament
desired "to avoid engaging this nation in any disputes
about privileges in these time."%? fThese aids were insuf-
flclient for some as 1s evidenced by a committee which was
appointed in September to obtein certification from the
Putch and French churches as proof of the condition of
certain poor strangers, who were allegedly unabls to stay
in ingland without begging due to the decay of trade, so
that they might be granted warrants to return to their
homelands,’ ©

In spite of these conditions, Parliament was
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driven by the press for money to selze all ships which
entered ™nglish ports, including forelgn ones, for the
purpose of taxing the cargos carried.71 This naturally
was & hindrsnce to trade, as were the activities of armed
merchant shlps whose owners were given permlasion by
Parliament in April, 1644, to privatcer against the ships
of the king and of prisztol and who occasionally pursued
and ceptured their prey right in the harbors and ports of
the Dutech States.’2 The French Resident in England also
voiced complaints In 1644 and demanded restitution and
reparation of the losses sustelned by the French King's
!subjetzts.'?5 Many of the individual complaints of French
merchants and ahip captains were referred to the Committee
of the Navy so that Juast redress could be given and to
enable favorable commerce and trade between the nations
to continuo.74 ,
Depression in forselgn trade continued, however,
and a London merchant in 1644 stated by pamphlet that the
means of communication had been sc badly thrown out of
gear by the war that 1t was more than possible that trado.
with foreign sountries would be completely lost.”® Another
pamphleteer in the same year described how the vultures of
Furope were hovering over thland’s carcase. The Hollander

alone seemed to pity the troubled country, and yet he too
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did not object to filling his shops with her plundered goods,

seeing her gold brought to Holland in quantity, and her

trade almost wheolly 4in his hands. Thg writer further

stated that the only reason the London merchant went to

the Exchange was to hear the latest newa.va
A message to the Committee for ths Admiralty

and the Cinque Ports from the Commons in March, 1646,

indicated that bedyts desire to attempt onoe agaln to

better foreign trade regulations, for it was recommended

that the merchants from the United Provinces be given

every consideration in the quick diapatch of Justice, in

order to testify Parliament's desire to continue and improve

"the rutual correspondency" between the two cauntries.77

An earnest attempt was also made to further trade with

Russia, & country about which little was known, in June,

1646, The Parliamentarians were so anxious to create a

proper impression on the Fmperor of Russia that they were

even concerned with the color of the sealing wex whiech

was to be used to seal their 19t§er to that potantute.78

An extremely elaborate ceremony was arranged for the

reception of the Russlan Ambassador in Parliament, and

when the Spoaker deliversd the letter into the Ambassador's

hands, he equuently took notice of the greatness of the

Russian Emparor and of that rulerts favors to the merchants
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of England.vg

The Rusaian merchant oclass, however, which was
becoming incressingly influential, definitely opposed the
large number of English merchants in their country. Also,
Tsar Alexist sympathies were almost solely with King
Charles, in aspite of the Parliamentary explanation of the
acts of that body which was sent to Alexis when Dokhtourov,
the Russien Ambassador, returned to his native land. There-
fore, almost immediately after Dokhtourov's arrival in
Russia in July, 1646, an ordinance was published against
the English merchants, taking away their right to impost
exemptions and causing then, instead, to complain bitterly
that they were now forced to pay twice as much as other
foreigners in Russia., Thus the Parliamentary efforts to
improve trade relations with the tsar actually back-fired,
to the great dlsadventage of the English merchants trading
in Moseovy and its vieintty.S0

A study of the trade in currants which the
Venetlans socld from the Islands of Zante and Cephalonias
to England provides an interesting example of the dife
ficulties which foreign merchants faced in maintaining trade
with Fngland, 1In 1642 the directors of the Levent Company
agked that the further import of currants be prohibited due
to the fact that they had ba;n unable to dispose of the
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ditions of the times, The directors pointed out to Par-
liament that the trade was conducted solely on cash payments
and not by an exchange of goods, which resulted in a drailn
of 540,000 yearly from Tngland. They belleved that the
embargo would force the Venetians to lower thelr prices,
and 1f it didntt, they told Parliament that they would be
able to £411 the demand from the Morea.?l The firat
reading of the BAll prohibiting the import of currants,

to go into effect the following August, was passed on March

ninetaenth.a2

The large supply of the commodity on hand,
and the scanty sale of currants dus to the fact that they
conatituted a luxury item in a time of depresslion, caused
the price to fall in July from forty-two shillings to

twanty~aight.85

This fact helped the ordinance tc become
law on August twenty-sixth, 1642, though the king failed
to sanction the action at any t4ime,B4

The Levant Company discovered that there were
disadvantages as well as advantages in halting the currant
trade, for they desired to export cloth and other merchane
dise to Constantinople but they had to postpone shipment
in September, 1642, because they lacked a commodity for
the return shipment to make the voyage profitable.55 The
frult was also occasionally unloaded secretly in the city

to the disadvantage of the company, but when this occurred
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its governor was in prison for none-payment of taxes ao its
members dared not oomplain.ee )

Since the king supported the currant trade, the
plan was made by the royalists and Venetians to shift the
trads from London to Bristol marchanta.av This change,
together with the fact that the Venetians 4id reduce the
rates on curranta, prompted the Commons to grant the
petition of one Jordan Fairfax for permission to unload
the ship, Kainbow's cargo of four hundred tons of the
fruit on January twenty-ninth, 1644, providing that a paye
ment of six shillings above the usual duties was paid.88
(n March nineteenth, 1644, Parliament, by ordinance, made
it lewful for all merchants of the Levant Company to import
currants once again in English bottoms to London provided
that a duty of six shillings per hundred was paid over and
above the customs and exolse dus, Thias action was actually
forced by, the royalists, who imported currants oonsistently,
for Parliament felt compelled to protect the trading in-
terests of London.2?

¥hile forelgn representatives had ocoasion to
voice thelr complaints about Parliamentary trade tactics,
London merchants had correaponding complaints to make

againat the cbstacles to their overseas trade which were

elther instigated by foreign powers or were the result of
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royalist activities. |

A group of merchants' ships bound for London were
forced into Falmouth Harbor by contrary winds early in
January, 1643, and were seized by the (¢alvaller commanders
of the king's castles there, The thirty-six merchants
cancerned immediately petitioned Parliament to prevent
ships from going into Falmogth‘and deaired that steps be
taken to obtain the release of the shipa. They suggested
that ships be placed at the harbor entrance to warn off
unsuspecting vessels, for the merchants were dally expect=
ing »200,000 in silver from Spain which; if lost to the
royalists, would mean their undoing.®0

Another source of anncyance was the group of
Spanish ships which was commissioned by King Charlea to
prey upon Parliamentary shippinge. In April, 1645, the
Committee for [oreign Affairs from the lLords and Commons
was requeated to treat with the Spaniéh Ambasgsedor to call
a halt to the aeiiure of ships and goods belﬁnging to the
subjects of the kingdom. They were also to press for
restitution of the ships and goods which had been taken
and which might be taken in the future.gl

The French king was also gullty of molestation
o’ English merchants trading in his dominions, so 1t was
ordered by the Commons on December fifteenth, 1645 that
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the Company of Merchants of London trading in France were
empowered to collect taxes of five shillings for every
Bl00 value of goods being shipped to or from the Dominions
of rrance, and six pence on svery tun of French wine
imported; this money was to be used for the defraying of
expenses of sults and other- charges which had arisen from
the French king's arrests of Londan merchants and the
selzure of thelir goods.92
Piracy was another souree of worry, and the
Committee of Foreign Affeirs waa 1natruetéd to send letters
to the King of Denmarl, the 3tates of Imden, and to other
Princes and 3tates deemed neceasary, to ask that they take
action againat "the Mischief that arises to the Subjects
of this Kingdbm, by permitting Pirates, and Robbers at Ses,
to sell their Ships andeooda of the English Subjects in
their Dominimns."9® puch of this piracy was actually come
mitted by Englishmen who were probably in the king's pay.g4
Although there seems to have been initial opposi-
tion to the influx of foreign tradesmen in London, as 1is
evidenced by a petition of a number of poor tradesmen and
artificers on January thirty-rirst, 1642, against the great
number of aliens trading in the clty and its auburbs,gs
it later became apparent that they could at least be of

great aid to some of the wealthler English merchants. In
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March, 1643, when new taxes were forecibly being collected,

many Engllish merchants were afraid to export for fear that

their wealth would become Jnown and they would be ecalled

upon to contribute large sums, Therefore, they adopted

the expedient of br;nging over Jews from Amsterdam who proe

vided the money and then carried awey the goods in insiall-

ments-gs
It was a naturel policy for the Parliamentary

government to encourage Protestent Immigration, and ale

though there was no wholesale influx, the churches of the

new merchant strangers were granted the same liberty in

the exercise of thelr religion that they enjoyed at home;gv
The admission of the Jews, however, was less

obvicus after their exile from Iingland since the time of

Edward I, but it was probably & more important action than

the welcome extended to Proteatants.’® The abolition of

the Court of RHigh Commission in 1640 took away the politi-

cal means of punlashment for heresy, and although the prine

ciple of toleration of nonconformity could only be officlally

acocepted with the later victory of Puritanism and the

growth of innumerable Protestant sects with dootrines

equally as dlifferont as Judaism, there was a sizable se-

cret Jewlsh immigration in 1643 due to the financisl

exigencies mentioned above, 79
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The newoomers from Amsterdam undoubtedly joined
the Sephardi colony, mades up of Jews of Spanish or Portue-
guese origin, who were already settled in the capital.
One of the important congregatling spots was the house of
Antonio ds sSousa, Portuguese Ambassador in London who was

himaself s Marrano or Crypto-Jew, where the sottlgra 80«
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cretly joined for Jewish rites under the pretence of hearing

mags -100

The social condition of this Jewish group appears

to have been excellent, for many were respected merchanta
and some wers exceedingly wealthy. Considerable shipping
was owned by the Jewlish community, and they dealt in
bullion, cloth, wool, wine, hides, sugar, corn, timber
and other important commedities, in transactions which
extended to the Netherlands, France, Spain, Portugal, ths
canary Islands, Italy, Syria, Brazil and the Indies.l0l
The repute in which these merchants were held
is well 1llustrated by the case of Antonio PFernandez
Carvajal, one of the most important figures in the come
munity, who was denounced for transgressing the Act of
Conformity in 1645, All of hils competitors and many other
prominent merchants petitianed Parliament to protect him,
and the informer was summoned before the House of Lords

where the proceedings were stOppad.lo2
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Chapter V
SUMMARY s
ECONOMIC CONSEQUENCES OF
THE REVOLUTION IN LONDON

Any general summation of the impact of the
Fnglish Revolution on the economic life of the Clity of
London muat‘atrass the fact that war definitely acscentuated
existing economic provlems and added many new ones, Some
of the burdens which the citizens of London had to bear
from 1642 to 1646 are characteristic of the trials which
face any large urban community in a war area, and others
were peculiar to that situation alone. The request for
contributions, and even the levyling of taxes, to support
a war effort are expected, but seldom to the extremes
to which Parliament carried its demands. The expense of
the war alone ruined many prominent citizens, and the
complete disruption of cormmerce and trade, both foreign
and domestic, tended to sorplete the havoe in London
economic c¢clrecles, This fact may have even more far-reaching
implications than appear on the surface. It is surely true
that internal strife was much more devastating to commeroce
and trade than were Fngland's foreign wars where the

homeland was not under the direct fire of the enemy. Thus,
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3t 48 quite plasusible to correlate the peaceful svolutlion
of changing ideologies following the period of Mnglish Revolu-
tion up to the present time to the lessons learned in thosae
years of conflict. Once the economically minded middle
classes had obtained a foothold in the government, it was
only natural that every attempt should be made to establish
peace and order, both of which were essential for the
development of economie mrosperity, and the maintenance of
peace and order by the provision for svolutimmary change
may well have been a considered choice over further ine
ternal dlsruption which could only cause economic paralysis
and decline, In November, 1688, when William of Orange and
his wife Mery landed in BEngland in response to the ine
vitation of Parliamentary leaders to replace Catholic

Jamea YT and his infant Catholic helr, people of all
classes joyously and spontanecusly rallied around him,

Fven some of James'! important officers Jjoinaed the new
olaimaht to the throne, and when the whole army wavered

in 1ts slleglance, James was left without a means to put

up a fight., The inciting cause of the Glorious Revolution
had been on the basls of religion, but the fact that it

was "Glorious" .~ without bloodshed and the disruption of
war -- may well be attributed to the fact that a century

of internal war and turmoil had considerably lessensd the
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English anthusiasm f'or conflict,

illegal trade practices flourished to a greater
extent during the Revolution because the war was internal
and demanded divided allegilances among citizens of the
same country, whereas a national c¢onflict would have proe
vided & unity of purpose that would have made 1llegal trade
far more odlous. In addition to black markets, modern
attempts at price-fixing and rationing can find their
earlier counter-parts during 1642«46 in England, It 1s
significant, however, that the general tenor of the con-
fltct, with its enti-privilege implications, was reflected
in the movement against monopolles, the ultimate defeat of
which was ane of the few triumphs, in the economic field,
to come out of the Revolutlon,

Dependence on certaln commoditiea, particularly
coal which had theretofore been unapprsciated, was suddenly
brought into sharp focus by the confliet, for the use of
coal had been loocked upon with disdain in the years im-
mediately preceeding the war due to the belief that the
smoke was unhealthy. Brick kilnas were considered a
nuisaneo,l and as late as 1641 brewers who dwelt near
the palace might be aentpncad if they made free use of
coal during the residence of the royal family at whitehall.?

Its use, and the dependence on its use, had evolved
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gradually, and its advantages were only fully appreclated
when the item was suddenly almost unobtalnable.

The economic crials inevitebly led to the
magnification of existing social problems, and the social
environment of the c¢ity definitely reflected the cancgpt
of upheaval and change which resulted from the war, It
is to thia changing social plcture that we must now turn,

goteg to ghagter v

l. ¥. G« Brett-James, The Growth of gtuart London, p. 1ll.

¢ J» gBVNaf, The Rise of the British Coal Industryv, v. 1ii,
Pe .




Chapter VI
SOCIAL REACTION TO THE REVOLUTION IN LONDOR

Although the totality of the era in inglish
history known as the Stuart Period reveals few sweeping
soclal changes on the surfece, the imprint of Puritaniam
and the 1impact of war half way through the period were
nonetheless indelible on the lives of Englishmen who
lived during the century of revolution. Pparticularly
was this true insofar as most of the citizens of Londmn
were concerned who dwelt a§ the hub of Puritanism where
they either contributed directly to its dogma of oppres-
sion, passively reflected 1ts sobriety, or suffered eas a

suppressed minority. There were a few, of course, whose

299

sympathles were with the royalist cause, who were relatively

unaffected by Puritanism in thelr dally living and who

attempted to carry on an extremely social existence in

spite of the war, but these persons were the exception to

the rule, ,

The years of stiff and unbending Puritanical
rule are comparable to a dark valley lying between two
peaks of flourishing Stuart social activity. The climax

of the controveray between Chsrles I and Parliament was



100

reached during the tremendously significant wﬁr'yoars of
1642 to 1648, and it was during these years that necessity
and distreas gave the Puritans occesion to firmly implant
their moralistic doctrines of stern sobriety. It is quite
plausible to presume, however, that many of the acts of
suppression which have been attributed to Puritanism alone
were quite possibly merely wartime expedients whsn they
were initially carried out,

It would be incorrect to imagine that the people
of London entered intoc the war ageinst thelir monarch
Jubilantly; and quite naturally, as both the war and their
lsaders continued to narrow any plessurable activities,
the inhabitants of the city displayed varying reactions
and attitudes. It 1s perhaps to thelr credit that they
supported the war effort by active participation as ine
dividuals as well as they did. |

The traveling merchants of London were unders
standably Puritan in sympathy, for their connections with
the Low Countries had brought them into econtact with a
militant Calvinism, and their jJourneys through Germany
and down the Medlterranean had made them acquainted with
the actlvities of the Counter<~Reformation. They sided
entirely with the Puritan ministers and often endowed the
leoturaships of these divines, for they loved their Bibles
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as much as they hated the church of Rome,t

At the opening of the conflict in August, 1642,
there were many other citizens of lesser standing than the
merchants who supported the Parlismentary cause either
because of a firm conviction in its righteousness, by the
away of mod psaychology, or by necessity. The ocutward
unanimity of purpose displayed by the citizens prompted
one writer in September, 1642, to speak of the "Couragesous-
ness and constancy of the ity of London," whose inhabitants
were all "either resl or camstrained Roundheads."® The
writer had falled to mmlte 8 thorough examination of city
attitudes, however, for within the boundaries of the
capital there were royalists, who, though passive from
necessity, would never actively support the Long Parlisment's
rule. These exceptions wers to be found chiefly smong the
wealthlier end more aristocratic class of c¢itizens, When
the attitudes of these persons were found out, they were
marked as delinquents or malignants and, as such, were
committed to prilaon, while their eatates were selzed to
help finance the Purltan war effort. oOut of a group of
thirty-seven of these delinquents who were imprisoned in
Kovember, 1642, three at least, Sir william Acton, Sir
George Whitmore, and Sir John Cordell, were aldermen of
the city.d
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Certain elements of the city mob, and the newly
formed army with 1ts inexperienced leadership and lack of
discipline, tended to prejudice conservativs public opinion
further by excesses in behavior that paraded under
the banner of petriotism. The Commons finally felt it
necessary to call upon the Lord General of the Armies to
punish soldlers who pillaged houses of the king's subjects
in and about London, and the request was made for an order

4

to restrain the disordsrs of soldlers when marching.
later order placed the responaibility for the prevention

of disorder on the officers of the army who were personally
to be in attendance with thelr troops in billets and while

marching.5

One ¥William DBrowne and his wife, Rebscoca,
petitioned in complaint after their house had been plun-
dered, and the Commons ordersd that 1f the outrage had been
dus to officer neglicence, the officer concerned was to be
cashiered,®
Much of this apparent law-breaking waas due, of
course, to the panicy reaction to the realigzation that war
was finally a reality. BEven Parliament supported the
attack on those persons known to be followers of the king,
but such supporthgave ample opportunity for the venting of
private grudges, and many well-meaning citizens were left

exposed to the capricious authority of undisciplined
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7 1t had naturally been necessary to billet the

soldiers,
new soldiers in and about the city, and their licentious-
ness and robberies played havoc with the public peace and
private security of sober citizens who inevitably expressed
their resontment.s In the search by the soldlers for
nonay and srms, not the least of their mistakes was their
forced entrance into the homes of foreign diplomats, such
as that of Salvetti, the Resident of Florence, who fortunate-
ly mads 1light of the search,g but such action could not
help but pre judice forelign opinion apainst the Parliamentary
cause,

The seriousness of the war began to be felt by
Qctober, 1642, however, and London began to openly fear an
attack by the king, This occasioned jubilance in the ranks
of the opposite faction which had therstofore remained as
inconspicuous as possible, Many of this party even intro-
duced the obviously dangerous practice of wearing s rose
colored band on their hatas as a sign that they were faith-
ful servants of the king, following the example of the
‘royalist soldiera,i0 Though the city authorities vio=
lently opposed the wearing of these countersigns because
of the unfavorable psychological effeot created, there
were undoubtedly some citizens who were affected as the
royalists wished and who regretted having cormitted themselves
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so complstely for Parliament; it was this group who wished
to find an aid for thelr troubled consciences in an early
peaoe.11 To many, the state of affairs had become dls=-
astrous due to the shutting up of shops, the stoppage of
trade and the frequent dlsturbances between party factims,
New Parlismentary taxation also incroased the general
dissatisfaction, and the desire for peace was openly
shown,l2 though open warfare had barely started.
Indespoendent Protestant factions, as opposed to
the Puritans, were those who most keenly desired peacs,
and when the former group drew up & petition for the ces-
sation of hostilities they were prevehtod from presenting
1t because Parliament had ordered that no paper from the
City of London sould be admitted without the appreval of
the Common Council, which was completely Puritan. Both
parties had participated in a riot at the Council meeting
when the Independents tried to push througﬁ their peace
propoaals; the lives of the Lord Mayor and the unpopular
aldermon had been threatened, and it had been necessary to
call out the trained bands tc restore order. The Puritans,
however, had won out, and shortly thereafter they formed
their own petition in which they asked for peace, but only
if a safe one could be obtained., They further requested

Parlisment not to grant, under any circumstance, the
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demands of the Independent Protestant grou.p.15

The tumultuous behavior of the two factions over
the peace petitlion prompted the Commons to remind the
sheriffs of the City of London that they were empowered
to suppress tumultuous meetings and assemblies, and should
do ao.l4 They further ordered the JLord Mayor, sheriffs,
and justices of the peace to investipgate particular offences
committed during the riots at Haberdashers Hall and Guild=-
hall over the deslire for the ending of the war.ls

In the meantime, every effort was made to keep
Parlismentary losases secrset by vigorous demonstrations
designed to keep the‘marale of the people high. To counter-
balance the true rumors of royallist succesa which often
leaked out in spite of precaution, Parliament had manifesatos
printed and published which were written to malign the
current and past actions of the king end his ministers, and

which predicted the dire fate of the people if ths royal
16

armies should achisve and maintain success. The influx
of strangers into the clty occasione& muéh'auspicion, and
the Lord Mayor was suthorlzed to make periodic searches to
learn where the alleglance of these persons lay. They
were also to be asked to subscribe money, horse or plate,
and the naemes were to be taken of those who failed to give

a good reason for coming to London or who falled to
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aubacribe.lv

The news of the Parliamentary victory at Winchese
ter, as the"year 1642 ylelded to 1643, gave London occasion
for both Joy and apprehension. Though the victorywas not a
major one, the Puritans lighted bonfires and had the bells
in ell the parishes rung in celebration.’® The rumor got
out, however, that the royalists were going to compensate
for their loss by setting all the prisoners in London free
to ereate canfusiony some were even supposed to selze the
Towerj so a group of timid oitizens’raqueated that all

19 The city put up a hrave

suspected peraons be arrested,
front, in spite of the uneasiness, and reported to the
Commons that at the meeting of the Common Hall on January
thirtesnth, all men wore livery gowns, *...that his Majesty
might see Tumults did not carry the Sway in the Government
of the c:u:y."zo : '

Agostini saemingly looked behind this facade of
confidanco with skepticiam, for 4in one of his rsports to
the Doge during the same month he noted that among many
of London's inhabitants the zeal for liberty was giving
way before growing discomforts, obligations, and dangers,
To indicate the fluctuation in the support of the Parlia«
mentary cause, he mentioned that two thousand apprentices,

"who in the past were among the most seditious in the
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country,"® had recently pressed for a spesdy settlement of

the war.zl
Undoubtedly, the year 1643 was the most crucial

of the war years for Parliament and the City of London.

As reversals and apprehensions were felt, the attitudes of

the citizens tended to reflect more and more thelir desire

for psace, The Internal dissention between Protestants and

Puritans furthered this desire, lor riots between the two

fasctions continued to make London the center of a smaller

conflict within the larger war effort, to the detriment,

naturally, of the latter.°? There was & noticeable exodus

from the city of both its normal inhabltants and foreigners

during the year, some joining the kingts forces in hopes

of being on the winning side, and some crossing the sea to

escepe the genersl turmoil.25 The daughter of the Farl of

Lelcester was one‘of those hurrying to Oxford in January,

1643, but she failed to get through without serious difficulty.

Parliamentary officials met her on the way and searshed

her baggage in which was found a catalogue of the nsnies of

the king's partisans in London. 8he escaped arrest by claime

ing that 1t had been put in her baggage without her knowledge

by servants, but 1t naturally hurt the king!s cause and

imperiled the lives of many royalists in London.®%¢ 1t 1s

noticeable, however, that when the tide of fortune once
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again turned in favor of Parliament, there was a similar
novement of peoples back to the ocity, many returning from
the king's camp with changing ellegiances which fluctuated
to match their personal safety end welfare,®d

Throughout the spring and summer of 1643 there
was unrest and runor, and some of the talk of the time
intimated that the council of London would take control of
the military machine if Parliament wouldn't make pesce or
prosecute the war with more effective vigor, The cityts
deslire to equip sand co mand its own army was disapproved
by a suspiciocus Parliement whose membors possibly believed
that the city aimed aﬁ usurping the chilef power in the war
e fort 26

In June, Pym felt the necessity of making certain
suggestions for the better concentration of effort following
the revelation of & plot to seize the city. Among nine
obasrvat ions which he made, he suggested that a vow be
utilized to distinguish the "good Party" from the "bad" and
to further unite the former, that this vow be taken by all
officers and soldlers of the army, and that all participants
in &« recent plot, who revealed themselves as such, be
pardoned.gv -

August brought ancther cancentrated quest for
peace, this time from the women of the city who appeared
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at the doors of Parliament with white ribbons in their
hats, On the eighth day of that month they merely shouted
loudly for peasce, but on the following day they appeared
in greater numbers and presented a petition for the
cessation of the war, Though they received a courteous
reply from the Commons, they refused to go home and demanded
that the traitors who were against peace be handed over to
them, The assembly soon degenerated into a general melee
with flying stones and brickbats, and it was necessary for
troops to appear tc restore ordur.ga
Agostinl reported that many of the women, as well
as their husbands, were imprisoned, and that the riot
oceasioned a fresh general search of houses to take away
weapons of every sort, even swords, from those not actually

serving Parliament.29

It should be considered, however,
that Agostinl was mot himself in sympathy with Parlliamsnt,
and his generalities on searches and imprisonments were
often exaggerated, sametimes being based only on rumor, In
another of his reports, this time in Apr113‘1644, he re=-
veals that for meveral nights there had been sericus fires
in the heart of the c¢ity. He statss positively that these
had been accidental and then adds, %,,.it is ammounced that
they have been caused by the royalists to render that party

more hataful....“so Wuite obviously, Agostini had no way
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of substantiating his statement that the firea were acclidental.

The Cormittee of the Militia of the City of Lon=-
don posaibly beat summed up the condition and the position
of the metropolis during the dismal year of 1643 when they
reported on November twentieth, 1643 to the Commons on the
"Great wants"™ of the city. Though emphasizing that they
were not discouraged in the service of pParliasment, they
pointed out that great sums had been advanced, securlity
had been given, but benefit had not been received. The
cltyts forces in the field needed money and provisioms,
but there was no way for the citlzens to aid them. There=
fore, the Committee further stated the city's position
and attitude as follows;

Our City Forcesz were ralsed for the Guard of the
City, and are Tradesmen; and when they are
abroad, their Plough lieth still at homej and
besldes, they lose their Employment; and you
cannot be ignorant, that, if the Course of re-
cruiting be continued, it will be a great Wasting
of kMen: For the preventing whersof this Remedy
is offered; That my Lord General's Army be
speedily recrulted; and that the City of London
may be cansidered of , as & Place that hath much
advanced, and is drawn drys Our rich MHen are
gone, because the City is the Place of Taxes and
Burdens; Trade is decayed, and Shops shut up in a
great measuret Our Poor do much increase: Ve
desire you, for future Taxes, that they may bag{
but thelr Proporticn and not be over-burdened.

With the diminution of the city's obstinacy for

war, the king made a concentrated effort to approach London
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with an armmy, more for the sake of intimidation than for
hope of success, for he wished to create further divisions
in public opinion to prejudice the Parliamentary cause,
To further thls move, in January, 1644, he sent letters to
the Lord Mayor and the aldermen which were intercepted by
the Parliament and were declared sedlitious. In apprehen-
sion and alarm, the city hurriedly invited both Houses of
Parliement to e banquet at the great hall of the clty where
they announced their detemination ®,..to live and die with
Parliament for this cause."52

As success turmed from the king to Parliament in
the years 1844 and 1645,‘thn attitudes of the citizens
improved, from a Parlliamentary point of view, and that
body received falrly cansistent support from the city

during those years.55

As an example, in March, 1644, the
Saddlers Company ordered all its members to bring in thelr
certificates that they had taken the vow of support of the
cause, and they also subscrlbed to the Solemn League and
Covenant which vowed to preserve the Reformed Churech in
Scotland, to promote the reformation in England, and to

abolish popery, prelacy and schiam.34

The return of dis-
satlisflied royalists from Oxford to London, in response
to an offer for pardon to. all who would return to their

duty and tale the covenant made by Fssex in January, 1644,
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made it necessary for Parlisment to take steps to see that
only genuine converts returned, Thus 1t was ordered that
the mayor could expel all suspicious persans from the clty,
such as those who had recently come from Oxford or other
of the king's cities, all recusants, their wives, and the
wives of those who were in arms agalinat the Parliamant.35

On one occasion when Parliament grew apprehenaive
over the thought of the posslblility of plot, an attempt
was made to arrest all of the officers and soldiers in Lone
don in one night, 7To prevent any of them finding an asylum,
they mset guards at the houses of all the foreign ministers,
These were removed in the morning when an apology for the
affront was sent Jointly from the Lords and COmmons.36

The growth of the city prompted the Council
late 1in 1644 to propose to the Commons that the citizens
of London should be allowed to send two additional bure
gesses to Parliament since the city!'s population had ine
creased so gfeatly,av

with the lmminence of peace in 1646 there were
once apaln iIndleations of dissention in the city. Reviews
of well dlsciplined and equipped men were held as a pre=
vention of possible riots, and the rumor was that the
Councll of London was dlsguasted by the governmental squane

dering of maney.ss In July, ths city was curtly informed
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by Parliament that the City of London was included in the
propositions which were being sent to the king, and that
under no circumstance was the cilty to send a separate
petition. A committee was formed in Parlliament to seek
out the principal framers of the cityts remocnstrance who
they believed were attempting to "disaffect the People and
the City fron Parliament."sg

It is undoubtedly true that this dissention in
the clty was exactly what King Charles dealred, and an
expressed wish to visit London earlier in the ysar had not
been to make peace but rather to touch the hearts of his
people and to sow discord among his anomiaa.4° Parliament
had suspected and feared this motive, and resclved that if
the king should come to the city against the advice of the
two Houses, the Committee of the Militla of Landon should
be granted power to ralse necessary forces to prevent any
tumults which might be occaaioned by his coming. The
Committee was further to apprehend and securs those who
accompanied the kiné to the city, to prevent resort unto
him, and to secure the kingts person. He was to be taken
to Saint Jemes Ilouse with a ruard, supposedly to guard him
from danger, but in reality to prevent him from arousing
the populace in his own bahalf.41 Charles, however, didntt
risk an entrance into the city and finally, in desperation,
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surrendered to the gcots in May, 1646.42 Shortly therew
after, in June, the king's garrison at Oxford surrender-
ed,45 and the resultant influx of royalists from that city
and othar of the kingts garrisons gave London and Parliaw
ment much conoern.44 It was ordered that all such persona
could not go about armmed in London, could not keep arms in
lodgings or houses, end after nine otclock at night could
not go out of their lodgings. Also, they were required
to report to Gulldhall to produce thelr passes and to
promise not te bear arms against parliament,%5

The division batween the Protestants, or Independ- .
ents, instead of healing'as war with the king abated,
continued to groﬁ and was becoming Increasingly discerne

6

ible.4 The yesr ended with Parliament openly aclnowledge

ing its awareness of the faot that numerous citizens opposed
its policien.47

grim, but it was in accordance with the iron-handed rle

Its answer to the complaints, however, was

of its members. On December eighth, it was resolved that
"if any Person or Persons whatsoever shall, from hencofﬁrth
raise arms or maintain arms against both or either Houses
of Pafliament or their forces, such persons shall die
without meray."48
In addition to the study of general attitudes

of the city towards the war as reflected by mob actions
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and agitations for peace which have been described above,
one should slso note several other gauges of the social
reaction of the citizens of London to the revolution which
may be drawn from thelr voluntary or forced participation
either in the armed forces of Parliament or in activities
directly assoclated with the war effort, The rols of the
trained bands, conscription, with its successes and fall-
ures, and the efforts put in on the fortifications of the
city, all reveal varyling degreea of support or lack of supe
port to the Parliamentary cause,

The London trained bands, essentislly organized
for the prevention of riots internally and for the general
protection of the éity, constituted an important core for
the formation of the Parliamentary army, The members of
the bands were made up of the citizens of London from all
walks of life and from varying trades and occupations.

The more influential citizens rilled the officer ranks,
while the apprentices andﬁcommonar folk constituted the
large body of foot soldlers,

then the war came, the bands were gilven definite
tralning by the c¢ity who used experlienced soldlers to train
them in the Artillery Garden at Bishopsgate and the Mil-
itary Garden in Saint Martints Flelds.%? parliament

naturally increased their numbers, and henceforth they were
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composed of nine regiments, the Red, the White, the Yellow,
the Blue, the Green, the Orange, and the contingents of
westminster and Southwark, to which seven other regiments
called Auxiliaries, were subsequently added., The gilds
of the principal men who were appointed as colonels to
command some of the bands reveal the diversity of occups-
tions represented in these troops. Thomas Adams, of the
Drapera! (Gi1ld, commanded the Blue regimentj Isaac Permington,
Fishmonger, commanded the vhite; John Towse, Grocer, com=
manded the Orangejy John Wollaston, Goldsmith, commanded the
Yellows John werner, Grocer, commanded the Green; and Thomas
Atkins, Mercer, commanded the Red ragimant‘so

Pollowing the news of the kingts victory at Brent-
ford late in 16482, Parliament sent a committee Into the city
to take measures for the preparation of the trained bands
to join the Tarl of Essex.?l Prom that time onward the
city's troops were dsstinmd to play important roles in the
war againat the king.

In August snd September of 1843 the Committee
of the Militia of the Clty sent two reglments of the
trained bands, two of the auxiliaries, and a regiment of
horse, together with eleven pleces of cannon to aid Tssex
in ralsing the seige of Gloucester, and the successful
relief of this city might well be considered the turning
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point of the war, %2 Concerning this event, in retrospect,
Hobbes was prompted to write: ™It seems, not only by this,
but also by many Examples in History, that there can

hardly arise a long or dangerous Rebelllon, that has not

some such overgrown City, with an Army or two in 1ts Belly,

to foment it.“sa

Hobbes further peys a backehanded tribute to
the walor of the IL.ondon soldiers while excusing the soldiers
of the king who, he states, were as stout as those of
Parliament,
eesYot, because their Valour was not aharpened
8o with Malice, as theirs was of the other Side,
they fought not s0 keenly as their Inemies didj
Amongat whom there were a great many London Ap=
prentices, who, for want of Wxperience in the wWar,
would have been fearful enough of Death and Wounds
approaching visibly in glistering Swords; but, for
want of Judgement, scarce thought of such Death
as comss invisibly in a Bullet, and therefore 54
were very hardly to be driven out of the Fleld.
Another supporter of the royalist cause, the
rarl of Clarendon, also peid tribute to the effectiveness
of the trained bands for the stand they made against Prince
Rupertts famous cavalry on September twentieth, 1643

at Newbury, by stating in his fistory of the Rebellion:

The London tralned bands, and suxiliary regiments
sessbohaved themselves to wonder; and were, in
truth, the preservation of the amy that day.

For they stood as a bulwark and rampire to defend
the reat; and when thelr wings of horse wore
scattered and dispersed, kept thelr ground so
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steadily, that, though Prince Rupert himself

led up the choice horse to charge them, and en-

dured their storm of small shot, he could make

ggréggrg:aiggerp:gozgagg stand of plkes, but was
.

However, the trained bands under Waller's command
were leas successful. They were dissatisfied at thsir
lack of pay, and in the midst of an attack on Basing House,
the mansion of the Marquis of Winchester, where Waller lost
approximately one thousand men, many of whom were Londoners,
the bands mutinied, WMany returned to London and some
deserted to the king. Parliasment desired to send new
regiments but Sir John Wollaston, who had succeeded Pen-
nington as mayor on November twenty-eighth, 1643, per=
suaded the Cormon Council to send the Aldermen to point
out to Parliament the disturbance that would result if
the oity lost so many workmen, and that their own sefety
rested upon the defense of these men.56

Thus 1t bescame apparent that the London trained
bands, though they had on occaslon done good service,
could not be relied upon in the field, Therefore, on July
twolfth, 1644 Parliament resolved to establish a permanent
force of men who were willing to devote themsslves tc the
military life as a profoaaion.57 London, together with
the County of Middlesex, was called upon to furmish two

hundred horse for this army,58 but the use of the regulsr
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trained bands continued, particularly in times of emergency,
in splte of the fact that they were not always dependablo.sg
Throughout the course aof the war, Parliament had
as much diffliculty ralaing men as it did to ralse money.
Before the war actually started, the Council of the city
offered to maintain five thousand Infantry at the publio
expense, and the apprentices offered to serve on condi=-
tion that they be granted many exemptiona.ﬁo Accordingly,
an ordinance was passed in 1642 which atated that all those
apprentices who enlisted should be secured against their
masters from loss and incorwvenience occasianed by forfeiliture
of their bonds and covenants. When the apprentices returned
to their jobas following service, they were not to be |
punished or made to suffer loss for thelr absence in de-
fense of the Commonwealth, and Masters who suffered cone
siderable loss by the absence of thelr apprentices were
to be recompensed out of public funda.Gl
Initlally, almost total reliance was placed upon
volunteers to flll the army's ranks, but Parliament was
hard pressed to make this scheme of recrulting successful.
In November, 1642, s deputation of Londoners appeared in
the House of Commons who placed their persons, purses and

estates at the command of the House to do with them as
it pleaaed.62 But it was not always that easy to get
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volunteers, Certain privileges were provided as entice-
rments, such as lodging for only a penny a night, a quart

63 and occeasional postpone-

of beer for three half«pence,
ments of minor dobts,ﬁ‘ but such offers still did not pro-
vide enough men to meet the demand. -

At the same time, it was difficult to keep those
who had already enlisted. 1In November, 1642 it was ordered
that all train band deserters were to be arrested and
imprisoned, all soldiers were ordered to their colors, and
the city watoches were to apprehend all those who dilaobeyed.
In December, the responsibility for the punishment of
desertion was placed upon the Lord (Genersl of the Army who
was fumished a list of deserters who were to be sent for
by him, The Lord Mayor and sheriffs were almost constantly
enjoined to make diligent search for deserters, and in
April, 1643, an ordinance was read enabling clty captains
to force their common soldiers to do and perform their
duties by laying mulets upon them and to imprison them if
necessary. Where possible, deserters were to be returned
to their commands.S%d

In March, 1643, the Masters and Vardens of all
livery companies, particularly those of the Armorers and
Gunners, were ordered to inform their members that they

were forbidden toc leave the city, and the cityts sheriffa
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were forbidden to publish a proclamation which had been
received from the king of fering to pardon all officers,
gunners, amorers, gunsmiths, carpenters, wheelwrights
and other artificers belonging to the offiee of ordnance
if they would attend him at Or.t‘ord.ea Obviously, since
Parliament was experiencing difficulty in maising forces,
it would do anything to make the king experlience the same
hardship.

On sea &8 well as on land men were needed, so &
committee was appointed in February, 1843 to prepare an
ordinance for the pressing of seamen, watermen, and other
artificers and officers necessary for sea service, mnd for
the advancing of the wages of common seamen. Mariners
were to be esncouraged further by offering them a third
part of the prizes taken by them. However, in April, 1643,
Parliament found it necessary to tske action acminst
ale~-house-kespers and irnkeepers who were harboring and
protecting the mariners who had been p;-gssed to serve in

87 warrants were also i1ssued to indivie

the  surmer fleet,
duals "for the ralsing of volunteer marings by beat of the
drum in London and its suburbs,™ for specific missions of
private individuals on behalf of Parliament,.®8

A further attempt to appeal to apprentices of

the city was embodied in an ordinance of September
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fifteenth, 1643, which pointed out that since "in Time of
Common Danger and Necessity the Interest of Private Pere
sons ought to give way to the Publick," apprentice watere
men were to be secured ageinst Yall loss and inconvenlency"
from their masters if they entered the Parliamentary forces.
At the end of service their Jobs were guaranteed, and once
again, if the meaters suffered loss, Parliament promised
to make ressonable redress,t®
Parliament was rinally foreed to regort to the

impressment of soldiers, since dependance on volunteers
proved to be inadequate. An ordinance of the Lords and
Commons assembled in Parliament on Augast fourth, 1643
provided for the speedy raising and lmpressing of men for
the defense of the kingdom, particularly soldiers, gunners
eand "chirurgeons."® If’pﬁraons refused, they were liable
for irprisonment until they either yislded or paild k10 to
be used to supply the service the persons should have
furnished, It 1s particularly interesting to note the
types of persons who were exempt from thia draft;

Provided always, That this Ordinance shall not

extend t¢ the pressing of any Clergyman, Scholar,

or 3tudent, in any of the Universities, Inns of

Cowrt, or Chancery, or Housss of Lawj; or any of

the Trained Bands, or any person rated in the last

Subsidies granted by this Parliament; or the Son

of any Person rated st Five Pounds Goods, or Three

pPounds Lands, .in the 3ubsidy Books; or of any
Person of the Rank or Degree of an Esquire, or
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upwards, or the Son of any such person, or the
/18un of the widow of any such perscnj or to the
presging of any Person under the Age of Eighteen,
/ or above the Age of Fifty Years; or of the
/, Members or Officers of either House of Parliamentj
fl or of’ the menial segxants of the members or officers
of either House....
Tiofthauzadd men were wdered to be raised under this new
1mp§osamont ordinance on August eighteenth, 1643, and five -
thousand were muthorized to be raised under its provisions
1nﬁsbptemb§r. Five hundred were called for on the tenth
of July, 1644, and on the seventeenth of the same month,
!ono thnuaand mors were ordered to be 1mprsssed immediately. 71
ijwever, 1t should be stressed that the numberas called for
J were not always obtained,

/ﬁf If one is to heed the words of the Venstian Ame
basagﬁob once again, one discovers that the new impresse
ment ordinance was exceedingly unpopular, for he states
thaﬂ during'the last wesk of August, 1643, the City Council
for the ¥1litla had been pressing men with sc rmuch in-
huﬁanity that many of the objesctors were injured and five
were killed in serious riots throughout the city. He
further related that to ralse morale, Parliamant sent
citizens ocut at night to £i1l up the trained bands whioch
had been greatly decimated in battle, and in the buslest
part of the day the soldiers would enter all crowned with

laurel to hearten other citizens when they were called upon
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to go rorth.vz

Seemingly, apothecaries and surgeons were axtromaiy
difficult to obtain as volunteers for military duty, for
the Mamster and wWardens of the Apothecaries and Surgeons
Company were inatructed to arbitrarily choose the most able
and fit men of their group to accompany the amy. If they
refused, they were to be pressed intc service. An alliowe
ance of &5 ipioee was to be made to t}mua who went with
wallerts foroes, and speclal medicament chests were to be
made up for their use.va Surgeons were also included in an
ordinance impressing ren for service __1n J_‘cha 1645 sumer
fleet.”4 .

A speclal ordinance was passed on Auggut fifrth,
1645, enabling Major General Browne, the Committee of the
Three Countiea, and the Committees of the Militlia of London
and Middlesex to press men and to beat up their drums for
voluntesrs to obtain two thousand soldiera, and when Sir
Thomas jalrfaxe's srmy was being ralsed in October, Londonts
proportion was set at 1,465 men, even though the Committes
of the Two Kingdoms protested to Parlisment when plens were
being laid that the number was too great.'m Another list
of counties with the number of recruits to be supplied by
each, whioch was made up in January, 16@, listed Londan"a
proportion at four hundred and that of Westminster and
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Middlesex combined at three hnndred.76

Women, as well as men, particlipated 1in activities
closely associated with the war, and those who alded the
cause did 1t more willingly than those members of the
opposite sex who were forced into service, for the female
assistance was largely volﬁntary. Somes served as sples
and measengers, and wamen of the middle classes formed
committees in London to collect plate and jewels for the
mint, and shoes and stockings for the nrmy.vv Cthera
served as nurses in the hospitals,va and widows and aged
persons who were rich, "but not able to bear Arms in their
own Persons,” were called upon to furnish rfunds to pay poor
men to bear their arms for them¢79

Probably the one project which called for and
recelved the greatest support from all classes of women
in London, from fine ladiea down to wenches who sold fish,
was the preparation of the fortificetions around the city,
particularly during the latter part of the year 1642 when
attack on the city by the king's forces seemed eminent,
During this period of time the principal highways were
blockaded with timber and thick chﬁins of 1iron, and at
the approachns to London great numbers of people, including
women and chlldren, toiled to dig trenches and to erect
small forts of oarthmork.ao All persons ﬁith able bodies
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were even allowed tc dlspense with the observance of a
Fast Day on October twenty-sixth, 1642, so that they might
better apply themselves to the defense of the Parliament
and the city.SI Also for the safety and security of London,
it was ordered on October twenty-sighth that all sheds
adjoining the outaside of the walls of the city be speedily
pulled down and demollshsd.?2
It was not until 1643, however, that the truly

elaborate system of rortificaﬁicns and defenses was erected
about London and 1ts suburbs, The cost was suppcsed to
be borne by subscriptions within London and the outlying
districts, but the city had to ad#ance a total of 112,000
between the months of March and July, 1643 to keep the work
going. As a result, Parliament allowed the city to deduct
BS.Oooiﬁonthly from the weekly assesamentas owed to the
government of the nation.85 ILater it was ordained that
the cost of upkeep of the fortifications and guards in
certain parishes was to be borne by those parishes by
weeokly asaesamant.8‘

) The city authoritlies were so anxious to get the
work completed that the workers even toiled on Sunday,
and recruiters were sent through the city with drums beat~
ing and flags flying to enlist men and women volunteers

for the task, Although they were given only bare food and
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no additional pay, Agostini reports that there was a
tremendous rush of people, even of some rank, to aid the
cause, believing that they were serving God by so doing.
on May twenty-second, the Venetian Ambassador estimated
that more than twenty thousand persons wers working vol-
untarily daily on the project.es

The fortification work was?aéioly a city enter-
prise, and it was the duty of the militia of ILondon to
guard the defensas eight days and eight nights oonsecutively
in two watohas.aa Too, the burden of upkeep proved to be
oextremely heavy to the city, and it was finally necessary
for parliament to pass ordinances to raise money for the
"pPreservation and Defence of the Citlies of London and

o

Westminster, Parliasment, and Places adjacent,
crdinance of Decenber third, 1644, levied a monthly
asseasmént of 15,482, al0, 43 upon the city and liberties
to pay the charge of fortifications and guards and to
satisfy the many debts already incurred. A Cormittee of
Arrears was also appointed to examine the claims of gunners, .
"matrosses," timber merchants, carpenters, bricklayera and
others who had been regularly employed about tha fortifica-
tions, and of the innholders who had fed horses used in the
work, 58

The general Committee for Fortifications was
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faced with the problem of examining sults of landlords
against tenants for rents when these tenants had been
prejudiced in their interesta by the fortifications, and
to order the stay of such suits of law if they found just
cause for so doing.ag Also, this comittoe sent certifi-
cates to the Cormittee of Arrears verifying claims-of
workmen, Included in certificates sent on March twentieth,
1646, which reveal the types of work being done, werse
those authorizing payment to one John Young, & freemason,
wvho was the overaéar of stonework construction at two ime
portant breaches; to Bevis Piggot, & carpenter, who
furnished timbsr and workmenships to John Freeman, a
merchant, who sold fir timber for palisades which wers
uged in the city's fortifications; and to “dward Byworth,
a waggoner, who was to be paid for carrying ninety~four
pleces of ordnance to the various forts about London.go
The fortifications were maintalned even aome
months after King Charles had swrrendered to the Scots,
but finally on October first, 1648, the Common Council
asked the House if 1t were necessary to continue guards
about the clty, for 1f 1t were necessary, the Council
would need a grant of %12,000 for their maintenance., It
wes therefore resolved by Parlisment that the guards need
only be continued for an additionsl six months! period and
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that ordnance could bs drawn off the forts, The total
number of guards to be used for this perliod was reduced
to a regiment of twelve hundrod common soldiers divided
into twelve companies.gl

From the foregoing statements concerning the
general attitudes of the citizens of London toward the
war and thelr participation in activities directly assocle
ated with the war effort, it would ssem that the unanimity
of purpose in the capital city during the years 1642 to
1646 was actually much less complete than is sometimes
supposed or assumed by some students who occasionslly fall
to investigate the period thoroughly. |

It 1s apparent that support tended to fluctuste
upwards in times of success and downwards in times of
fallure, and large temporary shifts in population were
regulated by the same scale, The concept of individual
fresedom and interest tended to become a paradox in the
minds of meny who wished the royal prerogative limited
but who failled to understand why stern discipline and
regulation were necessary for the achlievement of the goal.
Others worked and fought faithfully and well for what they
believed to be the cormeon good. The effects of the
revolution were all-encompassing, and the war sffort ite

self included all types of individuals in the ocity regardless
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of sex, age, occupation or station.

Wwhen the framework of 3tuart administration wes
shaken by the war, it is interesting to note the impact
on the gild system, where the ideas concerning apprentice-
ship were among the first to change., The ordinances granting
privileges to apprentices in return for their military
services opened the door to still further violations of
epprentice-ship, Possibly preferring, in their innocencs,
the excitement and dangers of war to the dull routine of
the shop, meny apprentices ran away with no idea of re-
turming., The law requiring all boys of sixteen or sevenw
teen years of age, who were not sons of husbandmen or gentlee
men, to be apprenticed, with their fathers paying a fee
for thelr aimission, was successfully evaded by parents,
in the general disorganization, who tagght their boys
their trade at home to eacape the cost of premiums, Fewsy
boys, therefore, entered the gilds‘gz Admissions into the
freedom of gllds also were far below average for the
war yaars.ga

The partial freedoms granted to the lower orders
of the London corpanies during the wer provided an oppor-
tunity for expression against the system of oligarchiecal
government which emtrolled the companies, and many

apprentices and other young men pointed to the fact that
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they had risked their lives for their country and had a
right to be heard in the government of thelr orafts.?4
Though this fom of agitation brought no immediate gains
during or even following the war, it might be classed as
one of the truly significant early democratic movements
fomented by the laboring class in England.

It was during the years 1842 to 1646, tco, that
the government of England rcalized the need for a permanent
standing army when the trained'bands of London proved to
» be erratic in thelr support in the field. However, 1t is
important to note that the man-power furmished by the City
of London was as viéal an ald as its financilal power to
the Parliamentary csause, FEven when the New Model Army was
formed, there were numerous Londoners in its ranks,

Though there were riots and agitations for peace
in the Clty of London during the revolution, it is worth
noting that at no time did the city mobs gain & controll=
ing hand as they later did in Paris during the F?anéh Revolu=
tion, Though there were internal disputes between factions
in the citj, the Parliamentary government was relatively
successful in preventing radical excesses and in obtaining

both voluntary and controlled . lleglance from itas city ally.
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Chapter VII
SOCIAL STANDARDS AND SOCIAL LIFE
IN LONDON DURING THE REVOLUTION

Sooial standards in England ué to the time of
the Stuarts had been patterned almost solely from Contiw
nental exanples which had largely been the product of
Italian Renaissance thinking. Indeed, even seventeenth
century courtesy literature in England continues to
reveal the Itallian influence of 3Jtolcism as it applled
to theories of nobllity and gentility, but during the
century there vgé a definite trend toward a distinctively
mglish pattern which combinsd humanist ideas obtained
from the new study of Seneca with the Maxims of the Stolc
philoaophora.1

This change in trend might well be attributed
to the ohungiﬁg tenor of the timss which was marked by an
increasing Puritanical influence in the middle class of
cltizens where the worth of the individual and industrious-
nesas were receiving new emphasis. Also, the seventeenth
century in Ingland was assuming a new cloak of morality,
again refleocting Purltanism and its idesls, which tended
to dnnemphaaize the cacept of the Magnanimous Man with
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its basis of self=-perfection to the benefit of humaniw
tarian and romsntic notions which could be uased to
corroborate the teachings of ruligion.g The age of indivi.
dual heroics and self-sacrifice for honor was thus being
diluted with a sense of responsibility on the part of the
privileged few towards those who were leas advantageously
situated in life.

Socliety was, of course, stratified in FEngland,
but it was at least characterized by a greater flexibility
than that of ita Continental neighbors, Standards of
behavior, however, were set up only for the higher class
of citizens, and adherence to the pattern was an identify-
ing mark of position. Meny persons in this class felt
qualified to be arbiters of correct and incorrect beha-
vior, and a great amount of courtesy literature, much of
it written in a condeacending fashion, was the result of
their efforta, It 1s from this type of source that the
social pioture of the upper classes in London may be drawn
most easily.

~During the revolutionary years of 1642 to 1646 in
London 1t 1s notable that courtesy writing, topgether with
all forms of scholarly literary endeavor, decreased cone
siderably. IHowever, hy comparing examples of the output
of the year 1642 with those publlished in the years irmediately
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following 1646, Ustick discovered that there 1is 1little
change, for the shift in emphasis from Stolcism alons, to
the combination of Stoleism and Humanitarienism, had
cccurred largely during the early years of King Charles!
reign.5 Probably the most discernible influence during
the war yeara was the growing aobriety and admonition of
Puritanism,

The true gentleman of London or elsewhere, ac-
cording tc Thomas Fuller, writing in 1642, was he who was
extracted from "ancient and worshipful" parentage. At the
university and at the Innes of Couwrt he applied himselfl
diligently, and had to learn the laws of the kingdom; he
was always courteous and affable to his neighbors, and he
delighted in aeein; himself and his servants well mounted.

He furmished and prepared himself in times of peace for times
of war, and if he were called upon for public office he
would accept and faithfully discharge his duties. There
could be no connivance at the amothering of punishable

faults by a true gentleman, and if he were chosen as a
member of Parliament, he would be always wllling to do his
country aervice.4 .

On the othor hand, there were those who wers in a
position to be gentlemen but who failed to conform and were

characterized by degeneracy. It was he who “.,.goes to
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school to lsarn in jest and play in earneat,“a and who,
Beoming to the university, his chlef study 1s to study
nothing.® At the Innes of Court to learn law, "...he learns
only to be lawless," and since he has probably been admitted
into the aoclety of his father's servingmen, he has been
taught to drink,® He borrows heavily, going quickly through
his fathert's fortune, and his drinking becomes ",..,one of
the principall ILiberal Scilences he proreasath."v Gaming
is snother art he studies much, and after having undone
himsely, he sets out to undo others, "His death is as
misersble &s his life has been vicious."a

Francis Hawkins took i1t upon himself to tranalate
a book of etiquette from the French shortly after the war
which he entitled, Youths Behaviour, or Decency in Conversa-

tion Amongst Men. To the original text, he added many of

the ideas which were prevelent among the more gentle folk
of London. In hls volume, he warnsd that it was not decent
to spit upon the fire, and "If there bee any meate on the
fire, thou oughttst not to set thy foot thereon, to heat
1t...."9 When sitting, it was improper to cross ones

legs, for they wers to be kept firmm and setfled with the
feet jolined evenly., It was definitely bad taste to kill
fleas or other unclean vermin in the presence of others,

and, when spitting, one should: "Spet not farre off thee,
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nor behinde thee, but aside, a little distant, and not
right before thy companion "0

When visiting sick friends, one was never supposed
to be cheerful. Rather, ocne was suppesed to sympathize
will the 111 person's Infimities, "...for that will afford
a gratefull easement, by & seeming participation."xl

In wearing clothes, the gentlemen of the time
were warned not to wear perfume, and hats were to be worn
neither too high on the head nor too close to the eyes.
Bad smelling, unsswed, dusty or old clothes were not to
be worn, and all persons were urged to accomodate thom-
selves to the fashion of thelr equals 15 choosing their
apparal.le When walking, Hawkins admonished his readers:
"Runne not in“tha streets, also goe not too slowly,
nor with thy mouth open: Move not to and fro in ﬁalking.
go not like a ninnie....Goe not with thy head too high,
nor too low, nor hanging to the right, or left, and look -«
not glddily here and there.“13

Ones demeanor at the table was particularly
important, where it was Judged most unsuitable by Hawkins
for a person to sératch himself., Purther, one should not
throw bones, parings, wine or asimiler things beneathe thse
table, and 1t was considered indecent ",..to clean ones

face or wipe away ones sweat with the napkin, or with
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the same cleane ones nose, ones trencher, or the dish."

While eating or drinking, 1t was important not to make

noise with ones teeth, sither in sippimg or grinding too

hard, and cleaning the teeth with the table~cloth, napkin,

ones finger, fork or knife, was also frowned upon.14
Thé ¢ity of London was deemed to be a #oritabla

den of iniquity by the uriéers during the war years, and

much advice 1s given to youth and to strangers from the

country who were inexperiensed in city living. A pessimistic

author in 1641, while indirectly attacking the privilege

of the wine monopoly, derided many of the professions

which were reputedly almost above reproach in the c¢ity.

He advised against sending sons to the university which he

claimed was "much polluted and contaminated with Popish
nlb

superstitionsa. Lawyers were Jjudged to be dishonsst

because their fees were so high, and soldiers were sweare
ing braggarts who could perform nothtng.le
Henry Peachham, whom Ustick regards aas the last
of the strict Stolclista among the arbitrers of soccial ba=
haviox',lv wrote a tract in 1642 which was full of warnings
agalinat the ways of the city entitled, Ths Art of Living

in London; or a caution how Gentlemen, Countreymen, and

Stranpers, drawn by occasion of Businesse, should dispose

of Themselves in the Thriftiest Way, a&s also, a Direction
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to the poorer gSort, that ocome thither to seske their
Fortunes. Particu}arly did he warn against those persons
who would get money away from the new-comer, such as use-
less acquaintances, needy persons who constantly borfowed,
those whe urged one to get new clothes and to attend new
plays, tavern feasts and meetings, those who had horses and
coaches for hire, and those who renxgd boats to nelghboring
places on the river.}2 "and abovef;li things," he gtates,
"beware of beastly drunkemness.... Drinking begets challenges
and quarrels, and occasioneth the death of many, as i1s known
by almost daily experienee.“}g

Play and gaming were two pit-falls to be avoided,
and he pointed out that one should look after anes own
horse, for the help in London was not to be trusted., It
was further neceasary to be careful of the éompany one
kept, to keep out of debt, and to avold throngs and publiec
places where ones poclet might be picked. Monied men and
gentlemen were tald to "especially beware®™ of the "over-hot
and crafty daughters of the sin, your silken and gold-lmced
harlots,” which were to be found everywhere, but particularly
in the suburbs. He pointed out that "these have been and
are dally the ruin of thousands,*20

The growing influence of Puritaniam in thes City
of London, and the pessimism of the year, 1643, is reflected
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in William Tippingts, The Father's Counsell, wvritten during

that dark year, in which he states:
My Son, God hath given thee thy being in a doleful
age; thou livest in times atreaming in blood,
abounding in sins..j} Life 18 now, to them that can
Judge of 4t, a sad and melancholy thing; death
uncertain yet at our doors; friends prove flaggy, and
foes mercliless; the world deceitful; distractions
rage within us, and dangers without us, God's
Judgements round about usg And this is the temper
of the times! To rest upon friends 1s a fading
shelter,.~
Therefore, according to Tipping, God was the
only one in whom trust might be put, for to him, "The fear
of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom."® ge looked upon
1life as a valley of tears which was nothing but a dying
condition or continual progress towards death. Therefore,
he deemed trust in the Lord to be impo::‘s.ttive.2"5
Gentlemen were constantly enjoined, in character-
istically Puritan tradition, to avoid idleness. Peachham
urged those porsons who came to London not to waste time
lying in bed; inatead, he suggested that time might be
better spent studying the Bible and other books of piety.24
Fuller called -a sleeping a recreation, but agreed that the
morning should not thus be wasted. "Pastime,™ he said,
"like wine, 1s poyson [poison]in the morning."25
Yot Fuller racognizsd the need for recreation,

and his advice on the subject, for the most part, socems
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quite sound, even by modern standards. S8ince there was
much controversy over the legality of some forms of enter-
tainment in 1642, such as cock«fighting end bull and bearw
baiting, he took no speeific stand on these forms of amuse-
ment, sugresting only that a person should be well satis-
fied in his conscience as to the "lawfulnease™ of his recrea-
tion, which should be ingeniocus and sultable to ones age.
Bolsterous and over-viclent exercises were to be avolded,
though "the ruder sort of peopls scarce count anything a
sport which is not loud and violant."as He also counsels
the people of the time to refreah that part of thelr bodies
widch was most wearied. "I thy life be sedentary, exer-
cise thy body; if stirring and sctive, recieate thy mind..,."27

In an age when morality and religion were so
closely identified with every-day 1life, one might well
expect radical changes in the fashion of apparel during
the war years in London, when the eaxample of elaborate
and extravagant clothing, set by the court, was gone from
the city. However, it was not until after the Restoration
that costliness in dress was asscclated with the royalists
and sobriety with the Puritans.Z8

It was during the period, 1642 to 1648, never
theless, that the transition was being made, for the idea
of severity and plainness in dress was gradually gaining
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ground among the middle classes during those yeara,zg and
. the strict Puritans were already dressing without orna-
mentation. Fashion-plates were not unknown for the period,
and reveal this trend towards simplicity.

A collection of such plates in 1640 indicates
that atyles were often set by Queen Henrletta Marla, skirts
were elsborately trimm;d, and large lace collars, brooches,
ear-rings and pearl necklaces were almost always worn by
ladies of quality. Deep frills of lace were worn at the
cuffs, and gloves were long and loose, Those of the ladles
were often unembroldered, but nonts gloves were elaborately
decorated, The fans of the time were made of feathers, and
there seem to have been few of the folding type. RElaborate
hats with wide brims and cords and tassels were often worn
in the 3ummer.50

In picture fashion«plates published in 1643 the
apparel for the noble lady has not changed particularly
from that of 1640, Nowever, a merchant's wife was plctured
in the new series, and the fashions displayed for her were
already much more simple. The merchant of the war years
in London wore a plain long open gown with hanging sleeves,
and completed his attire with a aoull-cap.31 The showy
garters dscorated by large bows which had been worn by men

were also greatly simplified in the light of Puritaniecal
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objections.se It is interesting to note, however, that the
use of rouge had already become common among the women
of the lower orders, but women of better class and good
taste didntt resort to its use until after the revolution,>®

The serious issues at stake during the civil
war undoubtedly sobered &ll classes, and ocutward dress
seeningly followed a trend which indicated inward cone
victions; the contraat between the dAull looking, nesat,
plainly cut garments of the Puriten and the silk and lace
and fine plumed hat of the cavalier was the ultimate re-
sult, which prompted Ben Jonson to write that Puritans
had "Religion in their garment= and their hair cut shorter
than their ayebrows."54 In gild meetings, the laws became
particulerly striet regarding correct apparel, and those
who appeared in 1644 in light colored suits at the meetings
of the S@ddlors were fined two shillings and nixpanca.ss

Undoubtedly, the initial sbolition of publie
entertainments in London from 1642 to 1646 was due to the
exigencles of war. Parliament desired to prevent publie
distractions from the war effort, and to prevent large
congregations of people which might lead to tumults. Too,
the need for money to finance the war effort was too
great to allow for frivolous spending.

Plays had been popular in the years before the
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war, but the dresma was rapidly declining, particularly
during the time of Charles 1.56 Vice was no longer de=-
nounced and punished on the stage, but was inatead indlcated

37

and even recommended. According to Fuller, "wanton

speeches on stages are the devils ordinance to beget

n38 Therofore, not only the Puritans but even

badnesse.
many of the royalists welcomed the forcible olosure of thg
thestre shortly after the start of the war,3®

The actors themselves naturally fought this sn-
forced restriction on their means of livlihood, both by
sction and through the medium of the printed page. In
Jenuary, 1643, a group of them published a printed satirical

defense of their profession entitled, The Actors Remonstrance

or Complaint, in which they elaimed that they had corrected
all the bad hablts whieh had previously been attributed

to them, They assured their resders that they had purged
from their stages all obscene and scurrlilous jests, that
they now were attempting to teach each other how to act,
that they had repressed bawling and ralling, and that they
had quit ",..inveighing young gentlemen, merchants factors
and Prentices to spend their patrimonies and Masters
estates..." upon themselves and their harlots in tavems,
As a matter of fact, they even stated that they had given

up their mistresses and had returned to their wivesl40
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They further took occasion to complain that
"recreationa of more harmly consequencesa” were permitted
to continue while actors were prevented from performing.
Particularly, they objected to the Bear (Garden, "whsre
plcek=pockets abound,”™ and puppes-plays, which they considered
to be even inferior to the music which the reguler theatres
had used between acts.4d

The actors were faced with many problems bscause
of the regtriction; they had been forced to poverty from
lack of work, their hired ren were dispersed, the musicians
wandered about with theilr instruments under their closks,
their poets were reduced to writing pamphlets, and it was
feared that their boys, who took woment's parta, would be
grown up with changed volces and old faces by the time the
restriction was 1ifted,%

Therefore, in desperation, many tried to continue
their play-acting ir splte of the ban, but the law generally
caught up with thems. 1In 1643 one of the newspepers of the
time reported on the misfortune suffered by players at the
Fortune Theatre In Golding Lane where all of the costumesa
were seiszed by authority from Parliement while the play

was in seaaion."'a

Disuse caused the Olobe Theatre to be
torn down in 1644 by Sir Matthew Brand,%? but secretly the

actors struggled on,
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Finally, on February eleventh, 1647, Parliament
was forced to pass ancther ordinance, "for the utter sup=
pression and abolishing of all 3tage-Playes and Interludes.®
™e penaltles to be inflicted upon the actors and specta-
tors were included and A rected that all money collected
was to be confiscated and turned over to church parishes,
while a1l those present were to be fined‘five shillings
which was to be used for the poor in the parishes, The
Lord Mayor, Jjustices of the peace snd sheriffs were also
authorized to pull down stage galleries, seats and boxea.45

The Puritanst attacks on all forms of amusements
wore thus especially bitter insofar as the theatre was
concerned, In addition to the stock charges of its leading
to immoral’ty, they maintalned that fiction and poetry
were lles and wore thereforec to be cmdemnod.46 with the
Restoration and after, the theatre revenged itself by
perpetuating a carlcature whenever it deslt with Puritanism,
and this might well:be oné of the main reasons why Puri-
tanlsm has often been azsociated in the popular mind with
the extrevagances of extremiata.47

The bear~baiting at the Paria Garden Theatre in
Southwark which had been ersoted for the purpose of bull
and bear-balting and to which the actors expressed opposiw

tion after their theatres had been closed, was also destined
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for suppression. In December of 1642, the Commons ordered
that the Masters of the Bear Garden and all other persons
who had interest there be enjoined to abolish bearsbaiting
temporarily because of the distracting conditions of the

48 -On November thirtieth, 1643, however, the Subw

time,
Committee of the Commons which sat in Southwark was ordered
to totally suppress the game of bear~baiting, to allow no
people to go to the Garden, and to apprshend "such loose
end suspicious Persons as come thither,"49

The levity and expense of feasts were thought
inappropriate during the "miserable distractions and
calamities™ of the kingdom which had been brought about

by the "umnatural and bloody uarro,“so

so many of the
public entertaimmentz In the gilds and companies of London.
were omltted while war reged. RElection dinners and the
feasts which generally followed funerals of members were
all temporarily abandaned.61
Victory on the fleld of battle or the necessity
of strengthening morale were the only valid excuses which
were accepted for public entertaimments, and gensrally in
these cases the city authorities and the members of Parlia-
ment were the only ones who bemnefited directly. On May
tenth, 1642, a grand review of all the trained bands with

Skippon at the head was held at Finsbury Pielda in the
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presence of members of both the Commons and the Lords who
were afterwards hospitably entertained on the grounds at
the city's expense.’® When the plot to divide the city
from Parliament was uncovered in January, 1644, the city
again hastened to invite the Commons to dinner to assure
them of their support in the cauge.sa A sermon preached
by Stephen Marshall at Christ Church, Newgate, preceded
the entertainment which was held at the Merchant Taylora?
Ha11¢54

Waller'!s suoccess at Cheriton was celebrated by
e public thankaglving service on April ninth, 1644,55_
and a similar service was ordered on July eighth, 1644, to
“be held in Westminster Abbey to celebrate the Parliamentary
vietory over Prince Rupert in Yorkeshire .%8 * The biggest
of’ these celebrations, however, followed the victory over
the king's forces at the Battle of Naseby which was reported
in Parllament on June sixteenth, 1645 where the messengera
who brought the news were rewarded with sums of money. On
the ninsteenth, both Houses attended thanksgiving services
at Christ Church and afterwards dined with the citizens
of London at the Grocers! Hall in the Poultry. Since that
hall was not largs enough, the members of the Common Council
dined by themselves at the hall of the Mercers Company.57?
Another such celebration was held on April second, 1646,
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at Grocers' lall to celebrate Mairfaxt victory over Hopton's
royalist amy in the west of England snd Astleyts defeat

at Stow~on~tha-Wold.58 The final important victory at Ox=
ford was celebrated in like manner on July fourteenth,
1646.5°

Together with the steady trend to sliminate
what were believed to be frivoloua types of entertainment,
there was an incresse in the number of moral restraints,
which served more and more to spread the influence of
Puritanism over the lives of Londoners, The Bible was
tho written code of moral law to all true Puritans, and
its interpretation by the Puritan divines was a necessary
part of the few public gatherings which were allowed, as
has been evidenced above,

The proper observance of Fast Days was an early
great concern of the Puritanical lesaders in both Parliamen-
tary and city governments, and on the twenty-sixth of April,
1642, the Lord Mayor of London was ordered by the (Commons
to take special care to see that normal trade was halted
on the following day when a 7ast was to be observed. He
was also to see to it that there was no resort to taverns,
inns, or similar places.60 On the day following this
particular Past, 1t was ordered that three members of the

House, Mr. Kinge, Mr. Whittacre and Mr., Davies, give an
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account to the Housa'explaining why they had ridden on
the previous day when they should have been more plously
employed.61 During August, 1642, an Act was passed for the

2

due observation of all days of public fasting,%2 and in

December, 1643, 1t was agal n necessary to investigate
information concerning certain members of the IHouse who
were reported to have been dining in a tavern during the
time that the House was solemnizing a Faat.65

Objections to the Book gf.sports, which had been

published during the reign of James I, grew out of the
fact that 1t tolerated sports on ﬁha Sabbath Day. Gradually,
the activities described therein themselves became asso-
clated with wrong and immorality, and finally the book, 1in
November, 1642, was brdared to be burmed by the comrmon
hnngmtn.s4 Simllar orders were made from time to tirme as
coples of the book were rediscovered in the possession of
Londoners, 52 ‘
In December, 1544, a committee was appointed to
prepare sn ordinance which provided for the registering of
the time of children's beptiasms, together with their parents:?
names, and for the regiastering of burials, This comittee
was alsoc to prepare an ordinance which prevented the mar=
riage of children without their parents' consent, Parents

were not to force or deny the marriaspge of thelr children
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un justly, but ministers were prevented by this law from
Jjoining in marriage any peraons who falled to receive this
consent 56

The Puritans had no thought of suppreasing the
ordinary use of ligquor, for even children were given the
staple drink which was besr, but they did oppose feasts
and frolics which ordinarily accompanied weddings and
funerals alike, where drunkenness and greater excesses
were the énd result, Therafore, it was drunkenness and
licentiousnesa which received thelr special attention.67

i; London, public houses were carefully inapected
in order to suppreass excessive drinking, and in 1644, the
aldermen of the clty were specifically ordered to take
note of all cases of swearing and drurkenness committed
by those who perpetually haunted taverns, inns, and ale«
houses, Westminater justices were asked to report the
number of alehouses which they deemed to he necessary for
sach parish and disorderly taverns were to be suppressed,
Vhen any keeper died, the licence was not to be renewed
until the number of taverns had been ruducod.68

The dlary of Sir Humphrey Mildmay, & royalilst
gentleman who lived in and sbout Londén during the time
of the revolution, would indicate, however, that the
Puritanlcal efforts to suppress excesses in drinking were
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often unsuccessful. Sir Humphrey spoke often of merry
dinnerg at taverns or private homes with both male and
femals friends, particularly Sir John Curzon whom he often
accompanied to their favorite tavern, the Tr t, "seefor
dinner and a protracted dabaueh.”sg
Mildmay's pleasures seemingly were largely
untrammeled even in 1643, for he i1llegally continued to
attend the theatre, visited acquaintances constantly in
an extremely social manner, and "!pl&y@d the bad fellow
at tavernat' returning home late, twell smitten with wine,?
and 'with a rattle of canary!" in his belly.'C All and
all, he seemed to fit Fullerts desoription of the "Dsa.
generous Gentleman.” He ocecasionally kept PFast Days, but
more often falilsd to, and he objected strenmuously to the
new Purltan divines who had replaced the old royelist
miniaters.71
It was probably this type of gentleman which
drove the Puritans to esven greater extremes in their
legislative regulation of morals. In July, 1644, it was
ordered that an ordinance be brought in "punishing the
grievous and frequent ain of Blasphamy,“va and in December
of the same year ordinances were requested by Parliament
which would repress lncest, adultery, whorsdom, drunkenness,

swearing, blaaspheming the name of God and other vices. A
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committee was also to bring in an ordinance preventing
gabbath-breaking and "profanation® of the Lord's Day.73
When the Puritsns realized that their attempts
to legislate the citisens of London onto the straight and
narrow path by mrohibition were insufficient, they deter-
mined to appeal to the spiritual consciences of erring
individuals by threatening to prevent them from taking the
Sacrament of the Lbrd'a Supper, Inceastuous persons,
adulterers, fornicators, drunkards, profane swearers,
blasphemers and murdersrs were all prohibited from enjoying
this privilege by a resolution of April seventeeth, 1645.74
To this list were later added those persons who were proven
renouncers of the "true" Protestant religian,va and in
May, 1646, a specilal cormittee was appointed to further
enumerate scandalous offences for which additional persons

sould be suspended from taking this sacramant.76

Ordinances
for the prevention of the growth and spreading of hereay
were also increasing in 1646.7?

In the turmoll accompanying war, the crime of
child stealing got ocut of hand to the extent that Parliament
itaelf became alarmed in Y¥ay, 1645, Although some children
wers possibly kidnapped for immoral purposes, the greater
number was undoubtedly seized by unacrupulous persons who

sent them to the colonies as indentured servants, hen
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Parliament was informed that "divers lewd Persons® had
stolen many little children in a "most barbarous and wicked
menner," it ordered that officers and ministers of Justice
were to be diligent in apprshending these criminals who
were gullty of stealing, buying, selling, inveighing,
purloining, conveying or receiving stolen children. Ships
and vessels on the river were to be searched for such
children, and the ordinance was to be given wide publicity
in the churches, "that it may appear to the world, how far
careful the Parllament is to prevent such mischiefs, and
how much they do detest and sbhor a crime of so much
Villainy."’8

It 1s, of course, obvious that if one overall
influence on the aceclal lives of the citizens of London
during the oivil war were to be singled out, it would be
the force of Purditaniam, with ita(amphauia on strict
morality. It should not be assumed that the impact was
immedlate, however, nor that the force was complete in 1ita
effectiveneas; for during the years 1642 to 1646 it waa.tho
war with its lnevitable emergencies and distractions which
Initially necessitated certaln restrictions., These later
polnted the way for the development of the more over-
whelming aspects of Puritanical suppression, but st no
time did Purlitenism completely dominate the lives of all
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classesa of Londoners,

The influence of the war which brought govern-
nental control by the Puritans could not help but bring
about at least some changea in the lives of all pervons
in the city, and these changes were reflected in thelr
soclal standards, dress and amusements,

Suppression, however, can only be temporary,
for it tends to coreate tenasions which, when released, are
apt to be explosive; this was indeed to boe the case in
London and Inglsnd when the Restorationwas to bring
Chaerles IY and moral relaxation to the throne in the wake
of militant Purlitanism. Extreme reaction to the sobriety
of war and fanatiocal morality was to seriously retard
rational and‘constructive social development in Englend

for a number of years,
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Chapter VIII
CULTURAL PROGRESS IN REVOLUTIONARY LONDON AS IT
WAS REFLECT'D IN LITERATURE, WRITING, SCIENCE,
LEARNING AND THE ARTS

Though the first half of the seventeenth century
in England was tremendously important insofar as history
13 concerned, the same cannot be sald for literature; for
the vioclent struggle between the king and many of his sube
Jests left 1lttle time or opportunity for literary pur-
suits.] In addition to this basic fact, the very strict
censorship of all means of expression by both of the op=
posing factions was an attempt to prevent literary creative
endeavor which might, in any way, be in op&osition to the
policies or beliefs of either side. The authors of the
time, therefore, were often reduced to writing propaganda
in support of one of the two causes,

In London, quite logically, the dominant ine
fluence on all writing which could be legally published
was Puritanism, which, in turn, was baaed on the Bible,
Thus it 1s not surprising to find direct references to
the "fHoly wWord" in practically all of the accepted works
of the time, and often the arguments and rationalizations
for action are based on the Calvinist interpretation of
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the Bible. ,

_ The prohibition of literary individualism in
expression was the result of a long tradition of censore
ship in Fngland. Under gueen Mary, a Company of Sﬁationera
limited the liberty of the press; and the CQourt of Star
Chamber under Elizabeth only allowed printing in London
and the two universities; it also forbade the publication of
any book or pamphlet wilithout a license from the Arche
bishop of Canterbury, the Bishop of London, or their
substitutes, These restrictions were continued under
James and Charles, for freedom of the press was obviously
incompatible with the political and rellglous principles
of Stuart government; after the sbolition of the Star
Chamber, the lLong Parlisment placed the responsgibllity for
consorship upon the Stationers Company which tried to
stop the printing of not only Catholic and Anglican, but
also of Independent works.e

Naturally, there were those who attempted to
circumvent the regulations, particularly in London, which
was the center of printing activities in Fngland, Pare
liament, therefore, was kept busy throughout the war yvears
suppressing those publications which were dercgatory to
1#3 cause and to the religious principles for which it

" stood,
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Even before the war started in 1648 action was
being taken against authors, publishers and printers who
participated in the dissemination of "scandalous™ papers

S The

against the members of both Houses of Parllament.
Committee for Printing and the Bill on printing were re-
vived on Jeanuary twentye-ninth, 1642, and it was ordered
that the Master and wWardens of the Company of Stationers
be required to sso that printers nelther print or reprint
anything without the name and consent of the author.4
Thereafter, the printers of the city were harassed almost
canstantly by Parliamentary officlials who wers atteupiing
to smeek out anonymous publishers and authors who, if they
were located and were found guilﬁy, were punished by
1mprisonment.5
The Master and vardens of the 3tatiocnsrs! Company
wore also empowered to searoh houses where derogatory and
seditious works might be round,a and persaons possessing

such works were to be taken into auatody.v

Often the
Parliamentary apgents were ordered to selize all avallable
coples of undesirable works which, after they had been
collected, were burned by the common hangman.a
Parliasment was particularly dlligent 4in its
suppression of writing which it deemed to be harmful to

the Puritan religion or te the strict moral cods of the
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time., In August, 1644, the Stationers were asked to
discover the authors, printers and publishers of a panme
phlet written ageingt the irmortality of the soul and which

also concerned divorce.g A book entitled, Comlfortfor Be-

lieveras About their Sins and Troubles, was branded as

"scandalous, blasphemous heresy" in July, 1645, and 1t was
asked by some members of Parliament that the work receive
some public reprimand to vindicate the purity of the doow-

trine of the Puriten Chureh,®

No forelgn impressions of
English Bibles which had been impa ted were allowed to go
on sale until they hed been passed by an Assembly of
DPivines,*t and all books which were judged to be lewdly
written and which, therefore, might corrupt youth, were
ordered to be suppresssd.lg
Interestingly enough, the greateszt protagonist
for freedom of the press during this time was John Milton,
himself & Puritan. The printing ordinance of June foure
teenth, 1643, enaoting that no book, psmphlet or paper
should thenceforth be printed unless 1t had previously
been approved and licensed by of fictal cansors,l5 caused
the production of ¥ilton's finest prose work, a spesech for
the liberty of unlicensed ;%inting entitled, Areopapgitica,
which was published in 1644.14 In this treatise ¥ilton

attackad the restraints of a few ",..illiterate and
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111iberal individusls, who refused their sanction to any
work which contained views or sentiments at all above the
level of ths vulgar suparstition."15
There 1s no doubt but what Milton was the greatest
literary fipgure living in London during the revolutiomary
yoars, It is the pericd during which he devoted himself
elmost entirely to polities, however, and for that reason
it 18 the least interesting part of mMilton's 1ife to the
literary student., ¥Nonetheless, his works supply an inmpor.
tant commentary on those forces which animated contemporary

life in Londcn.16

Other books published by Mllton during
the war years include his four arguments in support of

divorce entitled, The Doctrine and Discipline of Divorce,

(1643}, The Judrment of Martin Bucer, (1644), Tetrachordon,

(1645), and Colasterion, {1645); and his outstanding

tractate of education addressed to Mmster Samuel Hartlibd
which was published in June, 1644,17
Though there were many lyric poets living and
writing in ngland during the civil war,‘practically all
of them were royalists and were therefore not writing in
London. Of these, Thomas Cerew, Richard Lovelace, Robert
Herrick, Sir John suckling, Edmund waller, Sir John Denham,
>Abraham Cowley and John Cleveland are all worthy of mantion.la
One of the more intereating books published from
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1642 to 1646 in London was the third edition of Gervase
Markham'a, The Souldiers Exercise, which was corrected and

amended for use by the Parliamentary army in 1643. Accorde
ing to its title page, 1t was; "A work fit to be studled
and meete for the knowledge of Captalnes, Musterw-Masters,
and all young Souldiers, and generous spirlits that love
the honorsble practice of armea.“lg As a veritable soldiers!?
handbook, it included information on fire orders, commands,
format ionas, use of weapons, duties of the common soldier
and of officers, battle motione, and marching orders
end discipline.

Since theatres were so effectively suppressed
in London, it is not swprising that little dramatic liter.
ature was produced {rom 1642 to 1646. In a check-llast of all
English plays published from 1641 to 1700, compiled by
gertrude woodward and James MeManaway in 1945, there are
only thirteen plays from the pens of nine writers for the
war years. Again, several of these playwrights were royal-
ista, such as Carew, Denham, and Suckling, who included
plays with thelr poens in published collections, but whose
efforts took place ocutaslde of the capltal city. Those
that were written in London dealt largely with the poliw
tical problems of the time, and would have had little
dramatioc appeal had they been produced, An example is
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George Buchanan's, Tyrannicallegove rrment anatomized; or

A discourse conecerning evil-councellors, which was published
20

in 1642,
The most prolific writing of the perliod was done
by those persons who used the press for propaganda purposes
by publishing countleas tracts, bromdsides and pamphlets in
saupport of, or in opposition to, the many controversial
subjects of the day. Many ordinances of Parliament were also
published in the form of tracts or pamphlets for publie
consumption. Practlically none of this ocutput, lhowever,
qualifies asa literature of any quality.
News~books of the most ephemeral character sprang
into existence following the abolition of the 3tar Chamber
in 1641, and they ware published in great numbers by both
sides during the war., Little capitel wes needed to start
news«books, with the result that many men of questionable
ability entered the fileld of Journalism. Seemingly, all
that was needed was ",.,.tho pen of a ready writer and a

complete lack of scruple."al

The rival papers were full
of attacks on each other, and a steady dey~by-day campaign
on both sides was designed to keep up public spirit by
concealing detalls of defeats and by magnifying victories,
At Oxford, the most Iimportant of the royalist publications

wes HMercurius Aulicus, whioh flourished from 1843 to 16456,
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Perhaps the most reliable of the Parliamentary papers in

London were the Diurnall Cccurrsnces and the Perfect Diumall.a2

The la rge number of Diurnals and Correntes dld not
supplant the private newsletter, however, because, whereas
the nsws-books were subject to censorship, the newsletters
were private matters. Gentlemen in ths country, either
individually or collectiwly, would arrange to have news
supplied regularly by one of the many "professional" writers
in London, who sent several coples to several patrons at a
certaln fixed rate, Ciphers were generally agrsed upon to
convey dsngerous matter in the event the letters were
opened enroute. Impartiality was neither expected nor
desired, for the writer generally lmew what views were
expected and wrote aecurdingly‘as

In the years immediately preceeding the war, &n
alert curlosity was problng into nastural phenomene, end an
Interest in sclence was becoming paramount in many intel-
lectual circles in London. The first pendulum cloeck in
Europe, for example, was invented by Richard Harris of
London in 1641 and was placed in Saint Paul's church in
Covent Garden.®4 The war, however, tended to retard in.
ventive genius, for there were few who had leisure for the
peaceful arrangement of a soclety for research.2°

In spite of the distractions of conflict, the
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foundations of the now famous Royal Society were laid durw
ing the war years even though the organization of such &
society was not possible at that time., John Wallis, an
able mathematician of the time, desecribes the intellectual
meetings which took place in Londen in 1645, and that later
resulted in the formation of the Soclety, in his account

of some of the memorable events of his own life.

Due to the partial interruption of "academiocal
studles” in the universities because of the war, a number
of persons, "...inquisitive into natural philosophy, and
other parts of human learning: end particularly of what
hath been called the 'New Phllosophy' or 'RExperimental

Philoeophy,'"26

met weekly by agreement to disocuss
solentific matters, Among those early sacholars wers Dr,
John Wilkins, later Bishop of Chester, Dr. Jonathon Gode
dard, Dr. George Int, a br. Glisson and a Dr. Merret, who
were described as physiocists, ¥Mr. 3amuel Poster, then
Professor of Astronomy at Gresham College, and Mr, Theodore
Hank, & German from the Palatinate, Because Dr, Goddard
kept an operator in his house for grinding glasses for
telescopes and miecroscopes, tﬁ; group often met at his
lodgings in Wood 3treet; at other times they met at the
Bull Head Tavern in Cheapside or at Gresham collogo.zv

Wallls describes the vast variety of sclentific matters
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which were 4l scussed as follows:

Our business was (precluding matters of Theology
and state saffalrs) to discourse and consider of
Philosophical Enguiries, and such as related
thereuntoy as physick, anatomy, geometry, astrone
omy, navigation, staticks, magneticks, ohymicks,
mechanlicks, snd natursal experiments; with the
atate of these studies, as then cultivated at
home and abroad. We then discoursed of the cire
culation of the blood, the valves in the veins,
the venoe lacteoe, the lymphatick vessels, the
copernican hypothesis, the nature of comets and
new stars, the satellltes of Jupiter, the oval
ahape (as it then appeared) of Satum, the spots
in the Sun and its turning on its own axls, the
Inequalities and selenography of the moon, the
several phases of Venus and Mercury, the ime
provement of telescopes, and grinding of glasses
for that purpose, the welght of alr, the prssie
bility or impossibility of Vacultles, and naturets
abhorrence thereof, the Torricellian experiment
"in quicksilver, the descent of heavenly bodies,
and the depgrees of acceleration theﬁging and
divers other things of life nature,

Thomas Fuller in his Holy state, was, among
many other things, vitally concerned about learning and
education, His svaluation of the curriculum which he
belleved the general scholar should follow to attain
academic proficiency reveals the types of subjects often
studied during the midile years of the seventeenth century
in London.,

Lenguage, according to Fuller and in agreement
with the leading scholars of the day, was the key to all
knowledge. Therefore, Latin and Greek were to be studied
first, followed by Hebrew, ".,.the mother~tongue of the
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world." Loglc and ethics were next on the achedule,
together with rhetoric, poetry and music. Fuller believed
that mathematios should be moderately studied for personal
contentment, but astrology was merely to hear, not belleve.
History-vas an absolute essential, together with chronology,
", ..without which Iistory is but an heap of tales.," The
trus student should alsc be acquainted with cosmography,
cshorography and bopography.zg

with this basis of general educatlion as a setting,
the scholar could then insert the dlamond of some one of
the predominant professions such as law, phyaica, divinity
or state poliaiea.ao

The curriculum advocated by Milton in his essay,
Of Rducation, written for his friend, Samuel Hartlib, In
1644, reveals the strong Puritanical influence of the time,
To ¥llton, the end of education was not a knowledge of
classical languages but rather;s "To know God aright, and
out of that lkmowledge to love Him, to imitate Him and to
be 1ile Him. "5l Howsver, he belisved that God revealed
himself in the visible world as well as in the Bible and
that Hls Spirit was also present in science, art, liter-
eture and beautﬁ. Therefore, his curriculum contained
most of the subjleocts advocated by Fuller and included
Biblical study, theology, and character bullding as well,
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Since in his scademy pupils were to be brought up so that
they could reach maturity of mind simultaneously with
maturity of body to be prepared for "..,all of the offices
both privete and public of pesce and war,™ he also included
atudies In fortifications, architecturs, navigation and
physical training.az
There was & great neced for good schoolmasters
on the secondary level, according to Fullsr, and he listed
a number of reasons to account for the scarcity of talent.
Insdequate young scholars tended to use the profesaion as
a refuge instead of going on to university, and others
used it merely as a temporary stope-gap to "patch the
rents in thelr fortunes." 3Some were disheartened from
doing their best because of the miserable rewards they
received, heing masters to children and slaves to parents,
and those who gained a fortune tended to grow negligent .o
The truly good schoolmaster was he who studlied his scholars
es carefully as they did their books, who was able, dile
igent and methodical in his teaching, and who was, and
was known to be, an absolute monarch in his school.>%
Scholarly resesrch was linlted primarily to
church history in which Fuller warned that ",..a little
skill in antiqulty inclines a man to Popery; but depth in

w35

that study brings him ebout again to our religlon, He
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also emphasized that the true church antiquary should not
"...80 adors the Anclents as to despise the Modern,">®

The value of books and historical records was
definitely recognized by learned men both in Parliament
and in the academic world. In November, 1643, a specific
ordinance was passed in the Cormons for the preservation
and the keeping together of all books, parchments, manu-
socriptas, records and other writings which had beon sequestered
or taken by distraas.57 Muller suggested thet a few books
well selscted could add much to individual leerning, and
further, that an hourts meditation should accormpany each
hourts reading of a reputable suthor. However, the mere
accumulation of books to present the appearance of learn-
ing through a large library was only vanity. He lamented
the fact that printers could make more money by printing
"foolish®™ pamphlets inatead of books which contributed
to learning, for he felt that these tracts would spoill
readers! tastes for solid and wholesome writers, IHe obe
Jected to them &lsc because they were often so vicious and
biased and because he feared that the pamphlets of his age
might pass for records with the succeeding genoratiana.aa

The war and Puritanism held several advantages
for scholars in the colleges in London and environment

‘from 1642 to 1646, for they were exempt from aubacriptions,ag
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they were able to discard the bulky and uncomfortable
surplices which they had previously been forced to wear,
because they reminded the Puritan leaders too much of
popery,‘o snd they were also able to escape the draft
because of their acholarly pursuits.4l

Artistic endesavor and achievement suffered
immeasurably in England from 1842 to 1646 due both to the
revolution and te Puritanism., The attacks by the Puritans
on all art ohjscta which revealed the influence of Catholi
cism were strikingly reminiscent of the impact of the
Protestant Reformation on German art, for szome of the most
beautiful art treasures of London wers dsatroyed by the
extremiasts of the Puritan faction during these yaara.42

Immediately after open conflict began in 1642,
deatructive attacks on religious art became general. Pilc-
tures seized from a French painter by the Parliamentary
Commi ttee for Infoimationa whiéh included representations
of the Christ, the Virgin Mary, or other "auperstitious®
subject matter, were ordered to be demolished in September,
1649,43 and in April, 1643, a specific conmittes was
appointed to desl with "superstitious monuments.™ This
group was empowersd to derolish all such art works in
"eesepublic or open Places,™ as well as in churches and

r
chapela.44 The pictures and monuments of Somersett House,
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which had been used by & group of Capuchina in the city,45

were thus destroyed, and when York louse was diamantled
for Parliamentary use in 1645, superstitious works were
destroyed, while other pictures and statues were sold.46
Some of the best paintings from York Houss, however, were
reported to have bheen successfully smuggled over to Holland
where they were purchased by the Arohduke Leopold.47

Brass statuss which were destrcyed were generally
sold, with the revenue going to the state., The remmants
could even be sent over-seasz, provided that care waas taken
to see that they were adequately defaced so that they could

48 Even ths

not be used in any superstitious manner.

elaborately embroidered and decorated hearse cloths, which

the gilds and companies of London used for the funerals

of their members, were ofdared to be destroyed by an or=

dinance of Parliament In 1646, primarily because most of them

had crogses and other religious symbols on tham.49
In May, 1643, the Puritaﬁ party ordered the whole~

sale deatrqction of monuments deemed to be superstitious

or ldolatrous in westminater Abbey and elsewhere, and

during the same month the city received permission from

Parllament to destroy the Cheapside Cross, which was one of

the most conspicuous ornaments on one of the principal

streets of London, because it was decorated with religious
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figures. Sir Robert Harlow was in charge of the destruction,
accompanied by a troop of horse and two companies of foot
soldiers., The act was met with enthusiasstlc rejolcing on
the part of the ma jority of those present, who later lent
their support to other destructive occurrences at wWest.
minster, Saint Pauls, Lambeth Cathedral, and Christts
Hospital.so In 1646 the Cavaiierp galned partial revenge
for Puritan action by dastroying the hearse and effigy of
7ssex, the Parliamentary geaeneral that had been plaved in
Vestminater Abbcy.SI

A8 early as 1643 many of the city's halls, which
had been so rich in works of art were stripped of relics
which, to many members of the gllds, were invaluable., Among
the items lost were the cholice and rare tapeatry hangings
in the Merchant Taylort's Hall which contained incidents
in the life of Salnt John the Baptist, the Corpany's
patron saint.se

Few creative artistie works were produced in
London during the war years because artiatas of‘tha time
wore generally more closely assocliated with the oourt
than they were with the commoﬁ pecple, Thus many, such
as Inlgo Jones, left the city and were classed as de-
linwents by Parlia.ment.sS In addition, many of the
truly great artists in England during the years right
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before the war, such as Van Dyck, were foreigners, and
when the war was in progress there was little incentive
for alien painters and artisans to come to London, Ime
mediately following the war years, however, portralture
was revived, and there are numerous paintings of Cromwell
by Cooper, Walker, Lely, and Faithorne who painted the
general from life.s4

Though the Puritans were less vehement towards
music than they were towarda art, it nevertheless suffered
from neglect and from occasional acts of destruction and
suppression from 1642 to 1646, partiocularly insofar as
religious music was concerned. As early as 1642 the
Puritans were attempting to destroy the organs in cathe-
drals, but thsy often met with resistence on the part of
the Independent ?rotestanta.55

In 1844, however, the Puritans forbsde the use
of instrumental music in the churches, and ergans were
taken down, broken up, and were in many cases totally
destroyed. Too, many music books were burned, whereby
many unpublished gems which existed only in manuscript

form were entirely lost to posterity, and ",...the injury

done to music by the camplete broak of the traditions of
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the o0ld English atyle of contrapuntal writing is beyond
nll estimation."®® It was ordained that only metrical
versions of the Psalms should be sung, and the manner used
was completely devoid of &ll musical effect, for the
preacher resd out the verses line by line with the congre-
gation following.57 It is not surprising that true
musiciena were, almost to & man, loyal to the kingtﬁa

on & less intellectuel plane, there were numerous
popular songs and ballads which often revealed the pre~-
vailing sentiments of the more common people of the city
and nation, They were meant primerily for the ?ulgar and
uneducated and were often sung in places of popular resort,
such as taverns and markats.59

Puritaniam, together with the civil war and 1ts
mllitary, political and economic preoccupations, cone
tributed directly to a state of cultural stagnation and
even retrogression in London from 1642 to 1646. It is
true that the extremists of the Purltan faction were
responsible for the open acts of destruction which affected
literature, art and music adverssly, but the deep under-
lying religious philosophy of Puritanism provided the
incentive, and the less fanatical members of the sect

provided no effective reatraints to limit these losses,.
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Learning suffered primarily from neglect, as
did all cultural aspects of 1life in the clty during the
war, but 1t is worthy of note that religious and moral
emphaslis became increasingly apparent in suggested
csurriculums, Scientific development was merely retarded
during the periocd, and the intense curiosity and interest
in sclence on the part of a few even managed to prepare
the ground-work informally for later significant scientifie
orgenigation and progress.

It 1is notable that many of the leading figurea
in literature, art, nusic and the drsma wers royalists,
for court subsidation and aupport were Ilmportant to the
success of endesvor In these flelds in seventeenth century
Engleand, This fact by itself i1s one of the dominant
reasons for the lack of cultural development in the
ruritanical clty of London during the war,

The prollt motive In writing, together with the
stress on biased propegands, tended to render worthless,
as literature, the vast quantlty of pamphlet material which
waag publlished., Milton's work is the sole exception to
the rule, and he stands alone as the figure of literary
importance in London during the war,

It has been previoualy noted that ruritanical
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suppression was to give way to extreme reaction in

social behavior which would tend to further retard its
constructive development in London following the Restoraw
tion. The same was to be true in the case of the cultural
arts and literature, for the volid left by the war years
and Puritanlecal government was to provide a slituation
where almost anything that was to be produced would be
acceptable during the reign of Charles IX; the end result
was to be much which was in reslity insignificant and

i

often worthless.
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Chapter IX
CONCIUSION

The mass of disrupting forces which made them-
selves felt in the City of London from 1642 to 1646, as
a result of the civil war, were essentially similar in
many ways to the general procblems facing any large city
which is, has been, or will be in a war area, for certain
characteristics of warfare never change. There will
elways be financial problems, the personal element in
the support of the war seffort, shortages of essential
conmodities, propagande, and general soclal and economie
interruptions which touch all elements of an urban pop-
wlation. Inside af this general psttern of similarities,
however, one finds a secondary design of many variances
such as in the degree of the severity of impacts, differ-
ences in causal factors and motivating influences, and in
the dlssimilarity of under-lying ideoclogles.

London definitely conformed to the genersl
pattern, for the lnevitebility of certain wartime problems
was accentuated by the fact that the English capital was
made the bulwark of the Parliamentary cause by the enemies
of the king. Its inhabitants were forced either by
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necessity or by desire to share in both the support and
the cmsequences of the strife which swept the land,

It 18 the pattern of effect within the general
framework, however, that tends to differentiate the
aituation in Lohdon from those in other cities during
other periods of war, and 1t 1a, therefore, the impaocts
that make up this internal pattern which interest us most.

vhereas in most of England's foreign wars only
external communicst ion ran the risk of disruption, in the
olvil war, which divided the population within the country,
both Internal and extermsal transport and contact systems
broke down; this resulted in closer correlation between
econonic and soclal effects, for esconomic necessity led
to more intensified soclal reactions, BRBlockades within
the country ruined Londonts domestic trade, and the fact
that meny countries were in sympathy with the royaliast
cause made 1t difficult for London merchants to puraus
foreisn commerce succesnsfully.

Shortages of food, clothing and fusl, therefore,
not only revealed a stagnetion of trade, but they also
emplasized a state of emergency which neceassitated the
restriction, modification, and suppression of many vital
elements in what might be called the London way of life,
Pecullar to the case of the ocivil war in Fngland alone,

~
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was the fact that there waa a desire among the leaders of
the Parlismentary cause to perpstuate meny of these changes
in tune with Puritaniam, and the citizens of London, at the
center of the Parliamentary area of Influence, naturally
felt the fores of the social Puritanism of Parlliement and
the city authorities to the greatest extent,

Tws by capitalizing on the exigencles of war,
the leaders of Puritsnism in London were able to profoundly
altsr the city's socinl patterns The religious ideclogy
of Puritanical Calviniam, with 1ts moral and somber tone,
was able to penetrate and influence almost all aspects of
social and cultural l1ife during the years, 1648 to 1646,

It should be noted, however, that its influence waa not
complete during those years, and there were many attempts

to circumvent the authority of the Puritan lesders; in
reallity, therefore, the war era constituted a transitional
perlod in which Puritanism entrenched itself for its ultimate
short triumph after the death of Charles I and before the
Restoration of Charles IT.

The war 1tself, whlle creating a static condition
in the economic 1ife of the capital, alsoc retarded the
development of sclence, learning, and the cultural arts
due to the fact that the concentration on, and the cost

of, the war effort made pure neglect of these aresas
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inevitable.
Though London was undoubtedly vitally important

to Parliament as 1ts chief source of money, materiel, and
man-power, the occasionally prevelant ldea today that the
city was unanimously loyal to that body is in error, for
there were many within its limits who totally opposed the
Parliamentary cause., Too, many of the royalist citizens
of London left the city, and there were othsrs whose
allegiancea fluctusted with the tide of battle in an
attempt to be identified with the winning side., 3till
others tried tc capitalize on the difficulties of living
which existed by selling commodities at exhorbitant prices
for personal galin,

Concepts of individualism and democracy received
a direct lmpetus from the war against roysl sovereignty,
with the result that sgitation on the part of labor and
independent artisans sternly attacked the monopoly aystem
and the oligarchlial govermment of industry and commerce
which existed in the glld system. It should be noted,
however, that this democratic movement was only a prelude
to achlevement in the dlatant futurse, for few tangible
gains were made during, and even immedistely following,
the war years,

It 12 an interesting fact that one of the
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outstanding dreads of seventeenth century London, the
plague, failed to reach serious epidemic proportions at
any time during the war years, when one mlght well expect
it to have been a devestating force. Only during the

late summer of 1646 was its influence felt to any extent,
and preventative measures kept the dlsease under reasonable
control at that time, Thus disease, one of the usual fele
low«travellers of war; was fortunately not a great problem
to Londoners during the c¢ivil war,

. Poverty and unemployment, however, Iinoreased
with great rapidity during the war years dus to the general
atagnAtion of commsrce and trade, the hesavy financial

drain on the pockets of the citizenry, and the large
number of wounded soldlers who were unable to support
themselves and their families., Though constant collections
were taken up in churches for the benefit of the soldiers,
the policy of suppressing those believed to be rogues and
vagrants continued, for a wandering beggar was both a
political and economic danger during times of war., It

was nevertheless apparent that the need for a vigorous

poor law pollicy had been grestly accelerated by the war,
and establishment of more ocentralized control over the
hoapitals of the city in 1647 led ultimately to a Pare
liamentary ordinance that same year which established the
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London Corporation for the Poor; this, however, was more
concerned with the reform of administration than with that
of policy, but it at least denotes a recognition of the
need for sooial action by the city government in behalf of
the poorer slements of the population.

In the total picture éf the City of London from
1642 to 1646, one sees the dual influence of the war and
Puritaniam forming & cloud over the citizens of the
metropolis which was destined to ultimately shadow the
lives of all persons to at least some degree, 1t was,
in reality, an unhappy alliance to the ma jority of
Londoners, for their expressions of rellef, when the
Restoration brought an end to oppression, tended to
submerge anything that might have been worthy in Puri-
tanism in a rollicking reaction which often proved to be
more superflicial than it was productive., Thus in the
long range view, even when oppression was gone, the
dominant influences of the war era were destined to be felt
in London for many additional years,
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