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Abstract

The church settlement established in Scotland on the Restoration of Charles II led to
Presbyterians refusing to conform to the chosen Episcopalian model. Presbyterian
women played a key role in dissenting activity between 1660 and 1679. These
activities included rioting, conventicling, harbouring outlawed Presbyterians,
petitioning on behalf of Presbyterian clergy and withdrawing from church. The
social background of a Presbyterian woman dictated the way in which she dissented
against the Episcopalian church settlement. In refusing to conform to Episcopacy,
Presbyterian women were not mere pawns of men but acted on their own initiative.
Non-conforming Presbyterian women were punished by a ruling elite in Restoration
Scotland which was governed by considerations of gender in its desire to preserve an

ordered society.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

In 1968, the late Professor I.B. Cowan of Glasgow University published an article in
The Scottish Historical Review entitled “The Covenanters — A Revision Article.”"
This resurrected one of the main historical debates from the eighteenth to early
twentieth century in Scotland - the suppression of Presbyterian opposition to an
Episcopalian church settlement in the Restoration period.? Cowan stressed the need
to take this subject out of the realm of hagiography and place it on a firm historical
basis with an emphasis on social and economic factors behind non-conforming
Presbyterianism.” Cowan followed this article in 1976 with the publication of the
monograph, The Scottish Covenanters. While helpful in bringing up to date
historical techniques of analysis to this subject, Cowan did not act on his own advice
and failed to trace the background of those involved in Presbyterian dissent.”
Willingness to take up Cowan’s proposed method of analysis of non-conforming
Presbyterianism has been slow., Only one doctoral thesis of note dwelt on the
religious conflict in Restoration Scotland in the 1980s. In 1988, Mirabello
completed a study of a wide-ranging chronological nature that outlined the
relationship between Presbyterian dissent and the Church of Scotland. However, it
did not dwell on social and economic factors within the Presbyterian dissenting
community.” Two further theses completed in the 1990s were helpful in focusing on
thematic subjects that provide a background for a better understanding of this
subject. Louise Yeoman, in a novel study, analysed the inner life of various non-

conforming Presbyterians, including those of the Restoration period.® A further

doctoral thesis by Margaret Steele focused on the political propaganda of the

' I.B. Cowan, “The Covenanters — A Revision Article”, in, SHR No. 47, (1968), pp. 38-52.

? Chapter two will outline the historiography for this subject.

* Cowan,” The Covenanters”, p. 52. See Appendix B for reason why those who have been commonly
known by the term Covenanters are referred to here as non-conforming Presbyterians.

*1.B. Cowan, The Scottish Covenanters (London, 1976).

° M.L. Mirabello, ‘Dissent and the Church of Scotland 1660-1690’ (PhD: University of Glasgow,
1988).

® L. Yeoman, ‘Heart Work: Emotion, Empowerment and Authority in Covenanting Times’ (PhD:
University of St. Andrews, 1991).



Covenanting movement over the course of the seventeenth century.” More recently,
studies similar to those envisaged by I.B. Cowan have appeared which have added to
knowledge of particular groupings within non-conforming Presbyterianism 1n
Restoration Scotland. In 2002, Alison Muir completed a thesis that focused on
Covenanters in Fife and included a chapter that dwelt on the experience of dissenting
Presbyterians in the Restoration period.® Muir’s work indicated a move away from
all embracive wide-ranging national studies to a more focused regional analysis.
Ginny Gardner has continued in this vein with a monograph (based on a doctoral
thesis) entitled The Scottish Exile Community in the Netherlands 1660-1 690
Gardner’s work focuses on a particular group of Scots Presbyterians in Netherlands
over a thirty year period. Her work draws attention to the social background and
family links, which existed among exiled Scots Presbyterians in the Netherlands
during the religious strife of Restoration Scotland. Muir and Gardner’s work, 1n
particular, indicate that Cowan’s appeal for an analysis of the background of non-
conforming Presbyterians is at last being taken up.

This thesis seeks to build on Muir and Gardner’s work by focusing on a
hitherto under researched subject: non-conforming Presbyterian woman in
Restoration Scotland. In doing so, it utilises Cowan’s suggestion and particularly
investigates the relation between the social background and the form of dissent
against the Episcopalian church settlement undertaken by non-conforming
Presbyterian women. Other issues that shall be addressed are whether Presbyterian
women were merely used as pawns of men in dissenting activities and whether
gender was an important consideration in the way Presbyterian women were treated
by the authorities.

The time scale chosen for this study is the period between the Restoration of
Charles II in 1660 and the failure of the Presbyterian uprising at Bothwell Bridge in
1679. This thesis will show that this was chosen as a direct result of the analysis of

sources and secondary literature relating to this subject. The methodology adopted in

" M. Steele, ‘Covenanting Political Propaganda 1638-88° (PhD: University of Glasgow, 1997).

® A. Muir, ‘The Covenanters in Fife, c. 1610 — 1689: Religious Dissent in the Local Community’
(PhD: University of St. Andrews, 2002).

? G. Gardner, The Scottish Exile Community in the Netherlands 1660-1690 “ Shaken Together in the
Bag of Affliction” (East Linton, 2004).



this thesis 1s similar to that of Muir and Gardner’s work 1n that 1t uses specific case
studies as a form of analysis. The first of these analyses riots by women in south-
west Scotland in 1663 at the introduction of Episcopalian clergymen. The second of
these case studies is concerned with different aspects of female Presbyterian dissent
in Edinburgh from 1660 to 1679. The concluding case study investigates the
experience of Lady Margaret Kennedy (the most important female Presbyterian
aristocrat in Scotland in the 1660s) and her activities in support of non-conforming
Presbyterianism. The choice of case studies as a form of analysis was also not
arbitrary. This chapter will show that this thesis 1s a source driven analysis and that
this inevitably led to a case study approach being used.

As the main part of this study relates to tracing the social background of the
women discussed, it is necessary to explain the classifications under which they are
described. Seventeenth century Scotland was still an agricultural based economy
marked by a continuing feudal social structure.'” Christopher Smout in his seminal
work A History of the Scottish People 1560-1830 has shown that there existed at
least three different groups of landowners: the high nobility, lesser landowners
usually designated as lairds and bonnet lairds who were effectively owner-
occupiers.!" For ease of reference, these two groups can be divided into high
aristocracy and low aristocracy. Under the landowners were tenants and sub-tenants
known as crofters, cottars and grassmen. > Wadsetters and tacksmen were two
further groups of tenants. The former had tenure of land due to being a creditor of
the landowner.'® The latter was usually a tenant in Highland rural society who
officiated on behalf of the laird and sometimes supported him in his quarrels with
neighbouring clans.!* Further down the rural social structure were servants and

landless labourers.'> The urban structure of Scottish towns was divided between a

' M. Lynch, “Continuity and Change in Urban Society 1500-17007, in, R. A. Houston & 1.D. Whyte
(eds.), Scottish Society (Cambridge, 1989), pp. 85, 110. In political terms in the Restoration period
this manifested itself in Estates of Clergy, Nobility, Burgh and Shire Commissioners. See J. Goodare,
“Parliament 1503-1707”, in, M. Lynch (ed.), The Oxford Companion to Scottish History (Oxford,
2001), p. 472.

"' T.C. Smout, A History of the Scottish People (Glasgow, 1977), pp. 126-8.

2 Ibid, pp. 128, 135.

Y Ibid, p. 128.

' 1bid, p. 129.

> Ibid, p. 136.



burgess class and unfree men (or women).'® The latter could include widows who
kept lodging houses but was more likely to comprise servants who were a significant
part of the urban social structure.!” The burgess class itself was further divided into
merchant burgesses and craft burgesses. However, both had the prestige of voting
for magistrates, belonging to a trade and the right to buy and sell in an urban
environment.'® The seventeenth century also saw the development of a social strata
of professional occupations. These included lawyers and ministers.”” As Scotland
was a pre-industrialist economy, a class structure on the Marxist model is arguably
not appropriate for designating different social groupings. This may make the use of
Michael Lynch’s term “middling sort” problematic. However, it is evident from the
above description of Scottish society that groupings such as landless labourers were
at a different end of the social spectrum to high aristocracy and that occupations such
as lawyers were somewhere between the two. Therefore, terms such as middling or
lower are appropriate for describing groups such as burgesses and servants.?’

The remaining part of this chapter will highlight the main sources available
for research of non-conforming Presbyterian women in Restoration Scotland and
why an analysis of these contributed to the emphasis, methodology and the issues
discussed in this thesis. This study will then be placed in its historical context
through tracing the main acts of government in setting up the Episcopalian church
settlement in Restoration Scotland and the subsequent attempts to quell Presbyterian
dissent. It will also highlight the main strands of Presbyterian dissenting activity in

its national context. This will provide a framework for a more in-depth study of

regional activity and particular issues which will be addressed in the case studies.

' Ibid, p. 148.

" Ibid, p. 164.

" Ibid, p. 148. The merchant class in particular has been the object of various studies. See T.M.
Devine, “The Merchant Class of the Larger Towns in the Seventeenth and Early Eighteenth
Centuries”, in, T. M. Devine, Exploring the Scottish Past (East Linton, 1995), pp. 17-36. Fora
comparative case study of the burgess community in Edinburgh with London and Dublin, see J.K.
McMillan, ‘A Study of the Edinburgh Burgess Community and its Economic Activities, 1600-1680°
(PhD: University of Edinburgh, 1984). For an overall view of the Edinburgh burgess community in
the seventeenth century, see J.K. McMillan, ‘A Study of the Edinburgh Burgess Community and its
Economic Activities, 1600-1680° (PhD: University of Edinburgh, 1984).

' M. Lynch, “The Rise of The Middling Sort”, in, Scotland: A New History (London, 1996), pp. 247-
62.

**Ibid; R.A. Houston, “Women in the Economy and Society of Scotland 1500-1800”, in, R.A.
Houston & 1.D. Whyte, Scottish Society (Cambridge, 1989), p. 123.



Sources for official government bodies in Restoraﬁon Scotland are limited to
Acts of Parliament, Registers of Privy Council, Calendars of State Papers, a few
Justiciary Court records, various Commissions and reports of committees and town
counctl minutes and bonds. The Acts of Parliament of Scotland 1s an exhaustive
account of the legislation of Scottish Parliaments.”’ They are therefore essential for
understanding the legislative framework that underlay the Episcopalian church
settlement and the subsequent measures taken to suppress Presbyterian dissent. One
significant drawback in focusing solely on a record of parliamentary legislation is the
lack of Parliaments in Scotland in the Restoration period. Parliamentary sessions
took place in 1661, 1662 and 1663. Thereafter, Parliament met in 1669 and 1670. In
the 1670s, parliamentary sessions only took place in 1672 and 1673. Conventions of
Estates took place in 1665, 1667 and 1678 and were important for voting supply for
the second Anglo-Dutch War (1664-1667) and the suppression of conventicles.”
Due to the infrequent meeting of the Scottish Parliament, this source only covers
certain periods in the Restoration era. However, a more voluminous source 1s
available for the periods when Parliament did not sit. The gaps of time not covered
by The Acts of Parliament of Scotland are supplied by details in the Registers of
Privy Council.” These are the record of acts passed by the executive body that
controlled the day-to-day running of Scotland in the absence of Parliaments.** Of
particular interest to this thesis is the extensive material in the Privy Council records
which are devoted to the religious conflict in Scotland which arose out of the
Episcopalian church settlement. These include the two Presbyterian uprisings of
1666 and 1679.” The voluminous character of this source also suggested that a
discussion of Presbyterian dissent over the whole of the Restoration period was not

compatible with the in-depth analysis required to uncover the backgrounds of

*! As this thesis deals with the period from 1660 to 1679 the relevant volumes are as follows:

APS 1661-1669; APS 1669-1681

** See Appendix C for outline of Parliaments and Convention of Estates in Scotland between 1660 and
1679. For arecent analysis of the Scottish Parliament in the Restoration period, see G.H. Maclntosh,
“Arise King John: Commissioner Lauderdale and Parliament in the Restoration Era”, in, K.M. Brown
& A.J. Mann, (eds.), Parliament and Politics in Scotland, 1567-1707 (Edinburgh, 2005), pp. 163-83.
- % The Register of the Privy Council of Scotland Third Series 1661 -1691 16 vols. P. Hume Brown et.
al., (eds.), (Edinburgh, 1908-70).

** The Privy Council could, however, also sit during Parliament.

* For the defeat of Presbyterians at the Battle of Rullion Green, see RPCS 1665-69, p. 228, 29
November 1666. For the defeat of Presbyterians at the Battle of Bothwell Bridge, see RPCS 1678-80,
pp. 260-1, 26 June 1679.



individual Presbyterians. A division was therefore sought in the time period between
1660 and 1689. For this analysis, 1660 to 1679 was chosen as a timescale due to it
being the date when Presbyterianism was finally openly divided between the
followers of the radical Presbyterian preacher Richard Cameron and other
Presbyterians who either accepted various Indulgences from Charles 11 to preach or
were at least prepared to remain in fellowship with such.”® Paradoxically, while the
Privy Council records are voluminous they often lack in detail as to the backgrounds
of Presbyterians who were punished for dissent. Examples of this can be seen when
petitions of Presbyterians are recorded without the subsequent decision being
recorded in the Privy Council records.?’ This discovery fundamentally affected the
methodology used in this thesis. Lack of substantial detail in Privy Council records
makes a numerical analysis of Presbyterian dissent impractical. However, an
analysis of this source did suggest that certain events and details were covered in
greater detail than others. Particularly noticeable in this regard was the extensive
material surrounding the riots of women in Kirkcudbright and Irongray in 1663 in
response to the introduction of Episcopalian curates.”® Further analysis of Privy
Council records also showed that, as Edinburgh was the capital city of Scotland
where the governing body resided, Presbyterian dissent appeared to come under
closer scrutiny there. Of particular note in this was the role of women in holding and
attending 1llegal Presbyterian meetings, which the government termed as
conventicles.”” The role of Presbyterian women in the aftermath of the attempted
assassination of Archbishop James Sharp in 1668 and circumstances surrounding the
presentation of a petition by women in 1674 seeking liberty for Presbyterian
ministers to preach were also noticeable.”® These incidents have therefore all been

chosen for case studies. They indicate that this thesis is a source based analysis of

#1679 as a suitable cutting off date appears to be confirmed by a thesis currently being completed by
Mark Jardine of Edinburgh University on Presbyterian dissent after this date.

*” An example of this can be seen in chapter five where a debate in the Privy Council as to the
Women’s Petition is not recorded in the Register but details are given in BL, Add. MSS 35125, fol.
259, Earl of Airly to Duke of Lauderdale, 23 July 1674. See also RPCS 1673-76, p. 241, 21 July
1674.

*® These will be dealt with in chapters four and five.

* This will be dealt with in chapter six.

*0 Chapters seven and eight will deal with these.



the type already undertaken particularly by Ginny Gardner in her study of the Scots
Presbyterian community in Holland in the Restoration period.>!

While the Privy Council records provide information of how that body dealt
with Presbyterian dissenters, the bulk of measures against Presbyterian dissent was
carried out in the localities. This effectively meant that, in many cases, soldiers and
statesmen sat as a regional court in dealing with dissenters. While these occurred
frequently in this period, there are relatively few records remaining from these
proceedings.”® Some Justiciary records from the Edinburgh court are extant and in
print.3 3 The volume of information from them 1s, however, limited. This is also the
case with the various Calendars of State Papers. Only two volumes of The Calendar
of State Papers Domestic for the Restoration period provided any information.”
Most of these volumes are composed of various Privy Council declarations and
letters to and from Charles II already found in the Privy Council records. They do,
however, provide details of gossip that passed between Edinburgh and London. It
therefore proved useful in providing details of the general feeling at the perceived
importance of the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots in 1663 and the attempted
assassination of Archbishop James Sharp in 1668.>> There are also Privy Council
papers in the National Archives of Scotland which were not included in the printed
registers. The whole collection is small but was found to provide information for the
historical context of this chapter and the advance of troops towards Kirkcudbright
and Irongray in 1663.%° There are also extensive Treasury and Exchequer Records
available 1n this archive. Some Exchequer records provided interesting information
on the progress of Sir James Turner from Edinburgh to Galloway in 1663 and the
subsequent payment of his troops.”’

The analysis of ephemera collected by the Presbyterian minister of Eastwood

and historian, Robert Wodrow, supported the conclusions reached in the study of

*! See p. 2 of thesis.

*? Wodrow contended that no registers were kept from several Commissions. See R. Wodrow,
History of the Sufferings of the Church of Scotland from the Restoration to the Revolution Vol. 1 R.
Bums (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1828), p. xxxviii.

** Records of the Proceedings of the Justiciary Court, Edinburgh 1660-1678 2 Vols. R. Scott-
Moncrieff (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1905).

** Calendar of State Papers Domestic in the Reign of Charles 11 1660-1685 29 Vols. M.A.E. Green et.
al. (eds.), (London, 1860-1960).

3 The volumes used in this thesis were CSPD 1663-64; CSDP 1667-8.

*® The references for these are NAS, PA11/12, PA11/13 and PC15.

*" These are in NAS, E78.



official records.”® The Wodrow Manuscripts includes information on mainly
religious subjects from the late middle ages to the early eighteenth century.” Part of
Wodrow’s collected papers formed the basis from which his seminal History of the
Sufferings of the Church of Scotland from the Restoration to the Revolution was
written. This pivotal work in the study of Presbyterian dissent in Restoration
Scotland will be discussed in chapter two. The essential point to be made here 1s that
the various vague references in Wodrow’s history to “poor widows” and “honest
men’’ are directly taken from the sources available to Wodrow. As the Church of
Scotland official historian on the religious contflict in Restoration Scotland, Wodrow
sought to obtain information from various Presbyteries as to the sufferings of
Presbyterian dissenters. These requests did not take place until the early 1700s.
Theretore the information provided, in some cases, dealt with events that occurred
nearly fifty years previously. By the early 1700s many of the details of these events
appear to have been lost even to the extent of the names of particular persons
involved.*® Wodrow, in referring to unnamed persons in vague details, was using the
evidence available to him. His fault as a historian appears to have been an uncritical
reliance on such sources rather than a fabrication of evidence. The bound volumes of
accounts provided by the Presbyteries (and also various individuals who offered
information) have all been examined.*' The lack of substantial detail found in them
confirmed the conclusion arrived at in dealing with the official sources of this period
- that a quantitative analysis of the sufferings of Presbyterian female dissenters was
impracticable. However, both these sources did highlight the important character of
the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots of 1663 and female Presbyterian dissent in
Edinburgh. Wodrow’s collection also included papers of the Presbyterian minister of

Kirkcudbright, Thomas Wylie. These contained letters to John Ewart, the former

** The Wodrow Manuscripts are split into different sections which are housed in different repositories.
These include a selection of manuscripts on Scottish reformers which are in Glasgow University
Special Collections Unit. The greater part of the Wodrow Manuscripts is in the National Library of
Scotland. This is the only portion relevant to this thesis.

*? The printed catalogues of the Wodrow Manuscripts in the National Library of Scotland that were
compiled by Louise Yeoman are essential in giving details of the contents of the various volumes in
this collection.

** For an account of Wodrow as a historian, see A.M. Starkey “Robert Wodrow and The History of
the Sufferings of the Church of Scotland”, in, Church History Vol. 43 (1974), pp. 488-98.

*! The references for these are NLS, Wodrow Quartos, Vols. 36 & 37.



Provost of Kirkcudbright, who was imprisoned for failing to stop the riot there in
1663. These letters provided information for chapter four.**

An analysis of the printed correspondence of this period led to the choice of
the third case study. The printed letters of Lady Margaret Kennedy to the Secretary
of State for Scotland, John Maitland, second Earl (from 1672 first Duke) of
Lauderdale were taken from correspondence which was then placed in the National
Library of Scotland.” The original correspondence was consulted and the printed
letters were found to be a reliable transcription of these.** Lady Margaret Kennedy
was one of the foremost women in Restoration Scotland. She was distinguished by
being the eldest daughter of the committed Covenanter, John Kennedy, sixth Earl of
Cassillis; close friend of Anne, third Duchess of Hamilton and an intimate
acquaintance of Lauderdale.*” The printed letters are almost all written to the latter.
They are a record of unrelenting activity on behalf of Presbyterian dissenters. The
strident character of these letters allied with their correspondent being the premier
statesman of Scotland confirms that, at least in the 1660s, Lady Margaret Kennedy
was almost certainly the most prominent Presbyterian woman in Scotland. She has
therefore been chosen as the third case study. Lady Margaret Kennedy’s printed
letters provide details of her intercession on behalf of those charged after the
Kirkcudbright riot in 1663. They also give details of her refusal to attend
Episcopalian church services and her attempts to influence the Indulgence
negotiations of 1669. All of these subjects will be addressed in chapter ten. It
should be noted that there are weaknesses in this source such as the continual use of
pseudonyms for important Restoration Scottish figures and largé parts of letters
being written in cipher.*® It is not always clear who is being referred to in these

pseudonyms and no key appears to be extant although Lady Margaret Kennedy

implied that one existed.”’ Another vital weakness is that she hardly ever mentioned

2 These letters are in NLS, Wodrow Quartos, Vol. 29.

¥ Letters of Lady Margaret Kennedy to John Duke of Lauderdale C.K. Sharpe (ed.), (Edinburgh,
1828). As Lauderdale became a duke In the middle of the period covered by this study, he is referred
to in this thesis by the title which he held at the particular time referred to.

** The reference for the originals is NLS, Add. MSS 81.1.12.

> Chapter nine gives full details of her background.

*® See Letters of Lady Margaret Kennedy, p. 2, 28 May 1661, pp. 19-20, 30 April 1664, for examples
of these.

**NLS, Add. MSS 3136, fol. 147, Lady Margaret Kennedy to Earl of Lauderdale, 1 February 1670.



the year in which she was writing.*® Hov(rever, the importance of the subject matter
of this correspondence indicates that these weaknesses do not impair the relevance of
these letters. This source proved an important foundation for a case study of Lady
Margaret Kennedy.

Other printed correspondence from this period is almost invariably similar to
that of Lady Margaret Kennedy’s in that it is either to or from Lauderdale. The
Lauderdale Papers edited by Osmund Airy are perhaps the best known example of
these.*? These have been consulted and quoted from but they form only a small part
of Lauderdale’s correspondence from this period.”® Some further letters of
Lauderdale have also been printed such as those that are addressed to John Hay,
second Earl of Tweeddale.>® These were helpful for the chapters dealing with the
riots in Kirkcudbright and Irongray. The appendix of Lauderdale’s letters from
Archibald Campbell, ninth Earl of Argyll, also furnished an important letter from
Andrew Ramsay, Provost of Edinburgh concerning house conventicling in
Edinburgh.”® Letters from Presbyterians such as the political theorist and mystic,
Samuel Rutherford, and the Cameronian preacher, James Renwick, usually fall into
periods outside that covered by this present study although the former proved helpful
in providing information for the background to the Kirkcudbright riot in 1663.%
Others from within this period such as those of the deposed Presbyterian minister,
John Carstairs, were also of little relevance.*

Printed diaries, annals and memoirs are of variable value to an analysis of
non-conforming Presbyterian women in Restoration Scotland. The works of

politicians and lawyers of varying degrees of importance such aS John Nicoll, John

Lamont of Newton, and John Lauder of Fountainhall provide little in the way of

** This is evident from some of the earliest extant correspondence of Lady Margaret’s. See Letters of
Lady Margaret Kennedy, p. 1, 2 May (no year).

** Lauderdale Papers O. Airy (ed.), 3 Vols. (London, 1884-5).

"% This will be discussed shortly.

’! See “Letters of John Duke of Lauderdale to John Earl of Tweeddale”, in, SHS, Miscellany Vol. 6
(Edinburgh, 1933).

>2 Letters from Archibald Earl of Argyle to John Duke of Lauderdale C.K. Sharpe (ed.), (Edinburgh,
1829), pp.118-20, Sir Andrew Ramsay to Earl of Lauderdale, 22 August 1667.

3 Life and Letters of James Remwick The Last Scottish Martyr W .H. Carslaw (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1893);
Letters of Samuel Rutherford A.A. Bonar (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1891).

**'W. Ferris, Notices of the Life of the Rev. John Carstairs (Edinburgh, 1843).
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relevant information.”®> The diary of former Covenanter, Alexander Brodie of
Brodie, was similar to these although it did provide details as to how quick (or rather
how slow) the information as to the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots reached the
north-east of Scotland.”® The Presbyterian historians’ accounts were more fruitful.
The Presbyterian conventicle preacher, James Kirkton’s over view of the religious
conflict in Restoration Scotland from 1660 to 1679 was useful for details regarding
non-conforming Presbyterianism in Irongray and Edinburgh.>’ William Row’s
editorship and continuation of the autobiography of the Presbyterian preacher, Robert
Blair, was helpful in giving details as to the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots.”® Row
also provided information relating to the discovery 1n 1675 of Lady Margaret
Kennedy’s marriage to Episcopalian clergyman and historian Gilbert Burnet.””
Accounts by two of the most well known conventicle preachers, John Blackadder
and Gabriel Semple were also useful. The former is helpful as to the Irongray riot
and is invaluable in giving details of house conventicling in Edinburgh.®® It is also
helpful in outlining the beginning of field conventicling and in this confirms the
account of Semple.®' Gilbert Burnet’s History of My Own Time is useful for political
studies of Restoration Scotland and England but for this thesis only provided details
as to his wife — Lady Margaret Kennedy.®* The Letters and Journals of Robert
Baillie and The Diary of Sir Archibald Johnston of Wariston while interesting in a

63

ceneral sense as to Presbyterian dissent were of little relevance to this thesis.

Printed sermons by Richard Cameron and other Presbyterian preachers were

>> 1. Nicoll, A Diary of Public Transactions and Other Occurrences, Chiefly in Scotland Fron
January 1650 to June 1667 D. Laing (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1836); J. Lamont, The Diary of John Lamont
of Newton G.R. Kinloch (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1830); J. Lauder of Fountainhall, Historical Notices 2
Vols. (Edinburgh, 1848). |
6 A. Brodie, The Diary of Alexander Brodie 1652-80 and of his Son, James Brodie of Brodie D. Laing
(ed.), (Aberdeen, 1863).
>7 J. Kirkton, A History of the Church of Scotland 1660-1679 R. Stewart (ed.), New York, 1992).
*> W. Row, The Life of Robert Blair...Containing his Autobiography from 1593 to 1636 with
gz:pplenierzt...to 1680, by his son in law Mr. William Row T. McCrie (ed.), Edinburgh, 1848).

[bid.
“*NLS, Wodrow Quartos Vol. 97; Memoirs of the Rev. John Blackadder A Crichton (ed.),
(Edinburgh, 1826).
°! Ibid; NLS, Add. MSS 3473, Autobiography of Gabriel Semple .
°2 G. Burnet, History of My Own Time 2 Vals. O. Airy (ed.), (Oxford, 1897).
°3 Letters and Journals of Robert Baillie 3 Vols. D. Laing (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1822); Diary of Sir
Archibald Johnston of Wariston 1655-1660 J.D. Ogilvie (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1940).

r
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consulted as evidence of how Presbyterian women were regarded by their clergy but
were of relevance only to the chapter dealing with that subject.ﬁ'4

The analysis of archival collections of letters of Restoration Scotland
commenced with the study of Lauderdale’s correspondence. The main repository for
this is the British Library where several volumes of letters to and from Lauderdale
are stored. Lauderdale’s tenure in office coincided with at least twenty years of
religious conflict in Scotland between 1660 and 1681. The volumes of letters by or
to Lauderdale in this collection are therefore an essential source of correspondence
on Scottish subjects in this period. Lauderdale’s correspondence in the British
Library was consulted for this thesis and found to provide important information as
to the response of the government to the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots in 1663.
They also provided essential information as to the attempted assassination of
Archbishop James Sharp. This collection is, however, noticeable for having no
letters from or to Lady Margaret Kennedy.

The Tollemache Family Archive at Buckminster Park Estate Office in
Leicestershire is a fundamentally important source for events in Restoration
Scotland. As descendants of the first husband of Catherine Murray, Lady Dysart
(who was Lauderdale’s second wife), the Tollemache Family Archive contains a
considerable amount of correspondence from and to Lauderdale. This was evident in
relation to the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots where letters and a petition
containing details unavailable elsewhere were of particular importance. A significant
amount of material concerning house conventicling in Edinburgh and the Women’s
Petition of 1674 is also in this archive. This complemented other sources relating to
these subjects. Probably the most important discovery in this archive was the
considerable correspondence of Lady Margaret Kennedy to Lauderdale. This
included a petition on behalf of Presbyterianism in the 1660s and the response of a
Presbyterian clergyman to Lady Margaret’s attempt to influence the 1669 Indulgence
negotiations. The comparative isolation of this archive may lead to it going

unnoticed by historians of Early Modern Scotland. However, John Scally, Alan

r

* These were taken from Sermons Delivered in Times of Persecution J. Howie (ed.), (Edinburgh,
1880). See chapter three.
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Maclnnes and Clare Jackson have all visited it in recent years.®> The Tollemache
Family Archive provided at least as much manuscript material as the larger
repositories and was therefore imperative in gathering material for this study.

In contrast to the Tollemache Family Archive, the Carte and Clarendon
collections in the Bodleian Library yielded little. Papers relating to Burnet’s History
were also consulted but provided almost nothing in the way of information.®® The
National Archives (Public Record Office) also had little to offer this study due to the
exhaustive use of the domestic state papers in the printed volumes of that name.
Cambridge University proved to be lacking in anything relevant to manuscript
research on this subject and only yielded help in the consultation of relevant PhDs.®’

The Yester Papers and Tweeddale Correspondence in the National Library of
Scotland were also consulted.®® These provided helpful information as to the
questioning of women after the attempted assassination of Archbishop James Sharp.
Add. MSS 3136 was also consulted. These are almost all letters from Lady
Margaret Kennedy to Lauderdale and were essential in composing a case study on
her.®” While all relevant material was looked at there was found to be a lot of
material which looked promising but proved irrelevant. Kirk Session records are an
example of this.”"” The Rosebery pamphlet collection (so important for studies of

polemical debates and political controversy) did not provide any information for this

thesis.’!

The lack of relevance of pamphlet literature to this study was also confirmed

by the dearth of anything significant in the various collections of pamphlets in

*> Both MacInnes and Scally used this archive for the earlier Covenanting period between 1637 and
1651. Jackson, however, used it for the Restoration period. See A.l. Maclnnes. The British
Revolution, 1629-1660 (Houndmill, 2005); J.J. Scally, ‘The Political Career of James, Third Marquis
and First Duke of Hamilton (1606-1649) to 1643°, (PhD: University of Cambridge, 1993); J.C.L.
Jackson, ‘Royalist Politics, Religion and Ideas in Restoration Scotland 1660-1689’ (PhD: University
of Cambridge, 2000). The latter of these has been since published in an expanded form. See J.C.L.
Jackson, Restoration Scotland 1660-1690 (Woodbridge, 2003). |

®®The reference for these is Bod. L, Add. MSS D. 15-24.

%7 Jackson, ‘Royalist Politics,’; Scally, ‘Political Career of James, Third Marquis and First Duke of
Hamilton’.

°* The volumes of folios most often quoted from the Yester Papers were NLS, Add. MSS 7003, 7004,
7021, 7023 and 7024. The volume of Tweeddale Correspondence that proved most useful was NLS,
Add. MSS 14406.

*”NLS, Add. MSS 3136.

" See for instance NLS, Add. MSS 3492, Canongate Session Records; Add. MSS 3511, Extracts from
West Kirk of Edinburgh Sessions.

T'NLS, Rosebery Pamphlet Collection.
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Glasgow University Special Collections Unit.”*> The section of the Wodrow
Manuscripts which is deposited there was also irrelevant to this thesis. Other
manuscript collections such as those dealing with the activities of the future
Archbishop of St. Andrews, James Sharp, on behalf of the Resolutioner party in the
early 1660s and also letters of Cameronian preachers are not relevant to a study of
non-conforming Presbyterian women between 1660 and 1679.”7 However, this
reposttory was significant in providing various copies of important rare books such
as the Cameronian philosopher and preacher Alexander Shields’ 4 Short Memorial.”

The Gifts and Deposits section in the National Archives of Scotland provided
important details as to incidents and women studied in this thesis. The Ailsa
Muniments (GD25) was consulted for information regarding Lady Margaret
Kennedy. These contained several writs relating to her financial affairs such as her
father’s will.” The Hamilton Papers (GD406) provided relevant information as to
Lady Margaret’s relation to Lauderdale.” This collection is distinct in that it
contains what appears to be the only extant correspondence from Lauderdale to her.
The Hamilton Papers also contain essential information as to her illness, death and
the subsequent dispute between her sister, Lady Catherine Kennedy, Countess of
Dundonald and Anne, Duchess of Hamilton over money left by her. Lady
Margaret’s disgrace in 1674 on discovery of her marriage to Gilbert Burnet is the
subject of a letter by the Countess of Rothes that throws light on the public odium
cast on Kennedy for this “crime.” The Hamilton Papers also provided important
information on the Women’s Petition of 1674 contained in correspondence between
James Johnston and James Hamilton, Earl of Arran and subsequéntly fourth Duke of
Hamilton.

The Laing collection in Edinburgh University Special Collections Unit
provided a particularly important letter from Sir John Gilmour, the President of the
Court of Session, to Lauderdale regarding the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots.’’
Edinburgh City Archives contain the Town Council Minutes of that burgh. The

" For example, see GUL, Broadsides Collection.

" The references for these are GUL MSS Gen. 210 & 1009.

" A. Shields, A Short Memorial of the Sufferings and Grievances Past and Present of the
Presbyterians in Scotland Particularly of Those Called by Nickname Cameronians (1690).
P NAS, GD25, Ailsa Muniments.

"®NAS, GD406, Hamilton Papers.

""EUL, Laing MSS Vol. 3, fol. 33, Sir John Gilmour to Earl of Lauderdale (n.d.).
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original volumes of minutes were consulted and found to be in good quality with
clear handwriting.”® However, only a few references were found relating to female
Presbyterian dissent. The financial accounts of the burgh were examined but nothing
relevant was found. Unfortunately, for the Restoration period there are no sources
equivalent to the Poll Tax or Hearth Tax of the 1690s to provide background material
for female Presbyterian dissenters in that city. The published list of burgesses

1.”” The historian who seeks to use these should

unexpectedly provided little materia
be aware of the difficulty of matching known Presbyterian women with burgesses
mentioned in such lists. A common problem is the number of persons sharing the
same name. This makes a match more problematic.

The Town Council Minutes of Dumfries in Dumfries Archives yielded a
comparatively small amount of relevant material.® The lists of private archives in
the area (such as the Annandale family archive) were searched here but nothing
found relevant.®! The Ewart Library also yielded little with the exception of some
stent and valuation rolls for Kirkcudbright and Irongray.®* The Town Council
Minutes of Kirkcudbright in the Stewartry of Kirkcudbright Museum have not been
transcribed and are to some extent damaged.” However, enough information was
derived from them to be of vital importance as to the “punishment” ultimately meted
out to those women who were involved in the Kirkcudbright riot. Again, difficulty
was met with in seeking to use other records such as bonds to provide material for
the backgrounds of the women involved.®* In such a small community, a great

number of people shared the same name and the actual persons involved in the riots

are at times impossible to ascertain in these records.®

”® The volumes found relevant to this study were: Vol. 26, 26 August 1668 - 30 December 1670; Vol.
27, 4 January 1671 - 19 August 1674; Vol. 28, 21 August 1674 - 17 August 1677; Vol. 29, 22 August
1677 - 31 December 1680.

” Roll of Edinburgh Burgesses 1406-1700 C.B.B. Watson (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1976).

* The volume concerned has been transcribed by A.E. Trucknell. It covers the period from 1651 to
1663.

*! The Annandale Papers have been catalogued by the National Record of Archives for Scotland. The
reference for this catalogue is NRA(S) 2171.

%2 These are in the Maxwell of Munches Papers Box 1/File 77.

*> The volume in question is entitled Burgh Court Book of Kirkcudbright 1658-1669.

** The volume in question has been printed and is entitled Kirkcudbright Sheriff Court Deeds 1623-
1675 M.B. Johnston & C.M. Armet (eds.) (Edinburgh, 1939).

® The names of Ewart, Carson and Maxwell are all cases in point of persons who are important to the
case study on Kirkcudbright and Irongray but who had various namesakes in that area.
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Full use was also made for this thesis of the National Register of Archives
now computerised on the National Archives website. The printed catalogues of the
individual archives housed in Glasgow University Library were also consulted. In
this way, the catalogue of the Buccleuch Papers at Drumlanrig Castle (which
includes material relating to the Earls and Marquises of Queensberry) was searched
but nothing found relevant. Other catalogues such as the Hamilton Papers at
Lennoxlove Castle, which contain material as to the domestic life of William
Hamilton, third Duke of Hamilton, and his wife Anne, Duchess of Hamilton was also
searched but nothing was found relevant to this thesis.

The strengths and weaknesses of the official printed papers and the Wodrow
Manuscripts can therefore be seen to be the determining factor in the time period,
methodology and subject of case studies being used in this thesis. The
impracticability of a quantitative analysis over the whole period and the profusion of
references suggested that the Kirkcudbright and Irongray riots, female Presbyterian
dissent in Edinburgh and Lady Margaret Kennedy were thought to be the most
relevant subjects for case studies. In seeking to look at all relevant archives in
Britain, strengths and weaknesses were found in the sources. However, enough
material has been found to justify the use of the three case studies and analyse the
relationship between female Presbyterian dissent and the social background of the
women involved.

Having discussed the methodology and emphasis of this thesis, it is now
necessary to place this study in its historical context. This section seeks to provide a
chronological outline of the events which led to an Episcopalian church settlement
and the subsequent refusal of many Presbyterians to conform. It will also provide a
legislative framework of the national measures taken against Presbyterian dissent by
the government. This will then provide the background for the more detailed
analysis of the incidents covered in the subsequent case studies.

The Restoration of Charles II in 1660 concluded a period of enmity, which
had engulfed the Stewart monarchy and the Scottish nation since the riot at the

introduction of the Laudian prayer book in St. Giles High Kirk in 1637.%® Having
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been exiled since the aftermath of the defeat of Scottish forces at Worcester in 1651,
Charles II’s return to mainland Britain was greeted with rejoicing as his subjects
looked forward to a time of peace and prosperity.”’ Yet, by the time Charles II was
restored to his throne, Scotland was not only divided religiously between
Presbyterians and Episcopalians but Scottish Presbyterianism itself was divided into
two factions. This was due to conflict over whether the Act of Classes of 23 January
1649 (which excluded all who were involved in or had sympathy with the
Engagement to rescue Charles I from imprisonment in Carisbrooke Castle or were
deemed immoral) should be revoked to allow a bolstering of the Scots forces in the
continuing conflict against Oliver Cromwell and the Parliamentarian army.®® Those
who resolved to accept this revocation were known as Resolutioners, while those
who opposed were known as Protestors or Remonstrators.”” This overt division was
a practical expression of underlying differences as to how far a Presbyterian model of
theocracy should be set up in the three kingdoms.” The two factions were still
divided by 1660 and at the Restoration both Resolutioners and Protestors attempted

to persuade Charles II to accept their brand of Presbyterianism.

%¢ The standard modern work on politics and religion in Scotland in the 1660s and 1670s is J.
Buckroyd, Church and State in Scotland 1660-1681 (Edinburgh, 1980). Other detailed studies of
Scotland in this period within a three kingdomed context are R. Hutton, Charles 11: King of England,
Scotland and Ireland (Oxford, 1989) and T. Harris, Restoration: Charles I and His Kingdom 1660-
1685 (London, 1985). Several doctoral studies have looked at different aspects of political history in
Restoration Scotland. See R.W Lennox, ‘Lauderdale and Scotland — a Study in Restoration Politics
and Administration 1660-1682’ (PhD: University of Columbia, 1977); R. Lee, ‘Government and
Politics in Scotland 1661-1681° (PhD: University of Glasgow, 1995). For an analysis of Royalist
politics in Restoration Scotland, see J.C.L. Jackson, Restoration Scotland (Woodbridge, 2003). For a
study of the Scottish Parliament in this period, see G.H. Maclntosh, “The Scottish Parliament in the
Restoration Era” (PhD: University of St. Andrews, 2002).

*7 For the earlier period in Scotland from 1637 to 1660, see D Stevenson, The Scottish Revolution
1637-44 (Newton Abbot, 1977); D. Stevenson, Revolution and Counter-Revolution in Scotland, 1644-
51 (London, 1977). For the origin of the Covenanting movement, see Al. Maclnnes, Charles I and
The Making of the Covenanting Movement 1625-1641 (Edinburgh, 1991). For an insight into the
Scottish Presbyterian church in this period, see W. Makey, The Church of the Covenant (Edinburgh,
1978). For the proceedings of the Scottish Parliament, see J.R. Young, The Scottish Parliament 1639-
1661 (Edinburgh, 1996). Two standard biographies of leaders from different factions are E.J. Cowan,
Montrose: For Covenant and King (London, 1977); J. Coffey, Politics, Religion and the British
Revolutions: The Mind of Samuel Rutherford (Cambridge, 1997). For a Presbyterian view point of the
feeling of Scots as to the Restoration of Charles 11, see Kirkton, History, pp. 29-32.

% Buckroyd, Church and State, pp. 7-11.

* Ibid.

? For full details of this dispute, see K.D Holfelder, ‘Factionalism in the Kirk during the Cromwellian
Invasion and Occupation of Scotland 1650 to 1660: the Protestor-Resolutioner Controversy” (PhD.:
University of Edinburgh, 1998).
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The activities of Resolutioners centred around their envoy, Resolutioner
minister and soon to be Archbishop of St. Andrews, James Sharp.”’ In September
1660, Sharp delivered a letter to the Resolutioner ministers in Edinburgh trom
Charles IT which stated that the “discipline and government of the Church would be
preserved as it is settled amongst us.””?> This letter further ratified the General
Assemblies of St Andrews and Dundee in 1651 (which favoured the Resolutioners)
and forbade any preaching or private conventicles which would bring disaffection
against the government.” Events between June and September indicated that
Charles II was prepared to act decisively against Presbyterians who opposed the
principles set out in this communication. In July, warrants were issued for the
foremost proponents of the radical regime of Covenanters: Archibald Campbell,
eighth Earl and Marquis of Argyle; Sir Archibald Johnston of Wariston, Sir John
Chiesley of Carsewell and Sir John Swinton.” On 23 August 1660, on the day the
Committee of Estates convened for the first time since 1651, a meeting of Protestor
ministers and elders was interrupted as it sought to draw up a petition reminding
Charles II of his obligations to Presbyterianism. Those who were apprehended were
imprisoned in Edinburgh Castle.” A subsequent act denounced this gathering as a
conventicle and outlawed any such future meetings taking place.”® A proclamation
the next day reinforced this and barred all “seditious petitions and remonstrances.””
These acts were followed by two further acts in September, which ordered the

Covenanting movement’s legal doctrine of kingship, Lex Rex, to be burned together

with a pamphlet entitled Causes of God'’s Wrath, which blamed the calamites of

! For full details of Sharp’s actions on behalf of Resolutioners, see Buckroyd, Church and State, pp.
12-41. The most modern biography of Sharp is also by Buckroyd. See J. Buckroyd, The Life of
James Sharp, Archbishop of St Andrews 1618-1679 (Edinburgh, 1987). Sharp’s letter book can be
viewed in Glasgow University Special Collections Unit. See GUL, MSS Gen 210.

2 Wodrow, History Vol. 1, p. 81, Charles R to Edinburgh Ministers, 10 August 1660. The Edinburgh
ministers included Robert Douglas and David Dickson. Both were leaders of the Resolutioner faction
and elder statesmen in the Church of Scotland. See Buckroyd, Church and State, pp. 24-5.

> Ibid. The term “conventicle” should be noted. As will be seen, even prior to the Episcopalian
church settlement, this term was being used concerning any meetings of Presbyterians which the
govemment deemed unsympathetic to it.

* See Wodrow, History Vol. 1, pp. 62-4. Argyll was executed in 1661. Wariston escaped but after
allegedly being poisoned by a government spy on the continent, returned to the country in ill health
and was executed in 1663. The others escaped with imprisonment.

* Ibid, pp. 66-74. The Protestors petition is conveniently included in this section of Wodrow.
" NAS, PA 11/12 Register of the Committee of Estates 23 August-13 October 1660, fol. 4, “Act for
securing James Guthrie and others”, 23 August 1660.

77 1bid, fol. 5, Act prohibiting all unlawful, unwarrantable meetings or conventicles in any place in
Scotland etc.”, 24 August 1660,
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Scotland during the Protectorate on less than fervent Covenanters.” On 20
September, Protestor hopes of their brand of Presbyterianism becoming law seemed
finished as a general proclamation was made that confirmed Charles II’s power over
all ecclesiastical meetings and forbade “all seditious railers and slanderers whether
civil or ecclesiastic.”””

In a conference in London in December 1660 of leading statesmen (including
former Royalist soldier and High Commissioner to the 1661 Parliament, John, Earl
of Middleton, Lauderdale and English Chancellor, Edward Hyde, Earl of Clarendon),
Charles II began to lean towards introducing Episcopacy in Scotland because he
thought it could be set up peacefully.'” This was not without dispute. While
Middleton was in favour of Episcopacy and ably supported by Clarendon,
Lauderdale sought to oppose in favour of Presbytery. However, he could not
overcome the influence of Middleton and Clarendon and Episcopacy was chosen as
the state religion of Scotland.'” Nevertheless, the legal basis on which
Presbyterianism became a state religion during the Covenanting era in the 1640s,
required to be removed. The first session of the first Scottish Parliament since the
Restoration gave an opportunity to do so. Within two months the Solemn League
and Covenant of 1643 (which bound Scotland, England and Ireland to
Presbyterianism) was renounced; the Engagement in support of Charles I in 1648
was approved at the same time as the Parliament of 1649 which abolished patronage
was renounced; and the Oath of Allegiance confirmed the royal supremacy “over all
persons in all causes.”'”” On 28 March, the attack against Presbyterianism reached

its climax in this Parliament in the passing of the Act Recissory. The act dismissed

all Parliaments going back to 1640 as “pretended.”'® Those who framed this did so

”® Ibid, fol. 28, “Proclamation against two seditious books or pamphlets, the one entitled Lex Rex, the
other, The Causes of God’s Wrath”, 18 September 1660.

” Ibid, fols. 32-34, “A proclamation against seditious railers and slanderers whether civil or
ecclesiastic”, 20 September 1660.

' Buckroyd, Church and State, p. 217.

! Ibid.

%2 APS 1661-69, p. 18, “Act concerning the League and Covenant and discharging the renewing
therof without his Majesty’s warrant and approbation”, 25 January 1661, pp. 30-2, “Act approving the
Engagement 1648 and annulling the Parliament and Committees 16497, 9 February 1661, pp. 44-5,
“Act anent the oath of allegiance and acknowledgement of his Majesty’s prerogative by all public
Ministers”, 27 February 1661.

'% Ibid, pp. 56-7, “Act rescinding and annulling the pretended Parliaments in the years 1640, 1641
etc”, 28 March 1661,
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with the express wish of removing the legal basis for Presbyterianism.'” By the end
of this parliamentary session there appeared to be no hope for a Presbyterian church
settlement.

A meeting of the Scots Council in London in June 1661 further confirmed
that Episcopacy and not Presbytery would become the form of church government in
Scotland.'” While some of those present such as John Lindsay, nineteenth Earl of
Crawiford and the Duke of Hamilton were in favour of Presbyterianism, the influence
of Clarendon ensured that Episcopacy was set up in Scotland.'”® A proclamation
confirming this was issued by the Privy Council on 6 September 1661.'%" This
proclamation was reinforced by two further Privy Council proclamations on 12
December 1661 and 9 January 1662 which banned presentations of ministers to
parishes and the function of church courts until bishops were in place.'”® The second
session of the first Parliament continued in this vein by calling in the bishops to the
legislature on its first day.'” Thereafter, a general act was passed restoring
archbishops and bishops to their place in the church.''® On 11 June, Presbyterian
clergy were required to submit to Episcopacy. Presbyterian ministers, who had
entered their charge without patronage, were also ordered to seek presentation from
the local patron and receive collation from a bishop.!'' On the same day, an act was
passed discharging all ministers who would not keep 29 May as a day of
thanksgiving for the anniversary of Charles II’s birth and Restoration.!'* According
to Kirkton, this was odious to Presbyterians who did not even celebrate Christmas or

Easter, far less the anniversary of an earthly monarch.'"

' Buckroyd, Church and State, pp. 33-4.
'% The Scots Council was effectively a committee of the English Privy Council.
"% Buckroyd, Church and State, pp. 39-40. For a full discussion of this latter council, see Sir G.
Mackenzie, Memoirs of the Affairs of Scotland from the Restoration of King Charles Il AD 1660 T.
Thomson (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1821), pp. 52-6.
T RPCS 1661-64, pp. 31-2, 6 September 1661; Harris, Restoration, p. 113.
‘% Ibid, pp. 119-20, 12 December 1661, pp. 130-1, 9 January 1662.
'Y APS 1661-69, pp. 370-1, “Act for calling the bishops to the Parliament”, 7 May 1662.
"9 Ibid, pp. 372-4, “Act for the restitution and re-establishment of the ancient government of the
church by archbishops and bishops”, 27 May 1662; Harris, Restoration, p. 113.
" Ibid, pp. 372-4, “Act concerning such benefices and stipends as have been possessed without
resentations from the lawful patrons”, 11 June 1662; Buckroyd, Church and State, p. 46.
2 APS 1661-69 pp- 376-8, “Act for keeping the anniversary thanksgiving for the King’s Majesty’s
birth and restoration”, 11 June 1662.
"1 Kirkton, History, pp. 58-9,
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The acts passed in the 1662 parliamentary session were enforced at the end of
1662 and beginning of 1663. On 1 October 1662, an act of Privy Council (which
became known as the Glasgow Act through the Privy Council sitting there)
discharged all ministers from their posts who had not received presentation and
collation or who had not kept 29 May as the anniversary of the Restoration of
Charles II.''* While Presbyterian ministers were allowed until February 1663 to
receive collation from a bishop, it became clear that the enforcement of an
Episcopalian church settlement would lead to Presbyterian dissent.'”> Various
estimates exist as to how many Presbyterian ministers left or were deprived of their
parishes for refusing to conform to Episcopacy. The lowest figure given is two
hundred and seventy (out of approximately nine hundred) with the highest being
approximately four hundred.''® This suggests that somewhere between one-quarter

and nearly one-half of the entire ministry of the Church of Scotland refused to

117

conform to Episcopacy.””” These vacancies were concentrated in the south-west and

Fife.'"® Presbyterian laity frequently followed their pastors and refused to attend
Episcopal church services. Numbers involved in this are difficult to calculate but
Wodrow contended that in the south-west of Scotland, at times nobody attended
parish churches with occasionally twenty, thirty or even fifty being present in areas,
which formerly had large congregations.!”” Presbyterian laity further showed their
disgust at the church settlement by occasionally rioting when a new Episcopalian
clergyman came to take up a post vacated by a Presbyterian minister. Two important
examples of this took place in April 1663 in Kirkcudbright and Irongray in the south-
west.'*” A third strand of dissent against the Episcopalian church settlement was the

commencement of conventicling by Presbyterian ministers who had been deprived of

" RPCS 1661-64, pp. 269-70, 1 October 1662; Harris, Restoration, p. 114. Kirkton blamed this act

on the Archbishop of Glasgow, Andrew Fairfoul suggesting this to Middleton. Buckroyd, however,

disputes this. See Kirkton, History, pp. 86-7; Buckroyd, Church and State, p. 50.

''> Buckroyd, Church and State, p. 50.

''® For a concise summary of the different estimates, see E.H. Hyman, “A Church Militant: Scotland

1661-1690”, 1n, Sixteenth Century Journal Vol. 26/1, (1995), p. 55. The lower figure of 270 was

proposed by Gordon Donaldson. See G. Donaldson, Scotland:James V-James Il (Edinburgh, 1965),
p. 365-6.

F” The figure for Scotland can be compared to the latest figure of 1000 or one tenth of the total

ministry of the Church of England who refused to conform to Episcopacy. See Harris, Restoration, p.

53.

''* Hyman, “Church Militant”, p. 55.

' Wodrow, History Vol. 1, p. 336.

' Kirkton, History, p. 95.
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their parishes. Kirkton claimed these begun in late 1662 when the Presbyterian laity
sought to join in family worship with “outed” ministers."*' At St. John’s Town of
Dalry in Galloway, the numbers attending these were so great that Presbyterian
ministers began to preach in fields.'** John Welsh, a Presbyterian minister who had
been deprived of his parish in Irongray near Dumfries, was particularly active in
these.'® By 1665, a Privy Council proclamation denounced John Blackadder, a
Presbyterian minister “outed” from Troqueer parish, for keeping field conventicles 1n
the parish of Glencairn at which over a thousand people were present‘..124 These four
strands of Presbyterian dissent: clergy leaving their church, laity withdrawing from
church, rioting at the introduction of Episcopalian curates and attendance at
conventicles indicated that measures were needed to bring Presbyterians into line
with the Episcopalian church settlement.

The government responded to Presbyterian dissent with legislative, judicial
and military measures. A series of acts were passed in the parliamentary session of
1663 against Presbyterian dissent. These included an act on 10 July which required
all ministers who entered their parishes after 1649, and who had not received
presentation or collation, to be pursued as seditious.’” The act further stipulated that
those who withdrew from church attendance because of dislike of Episcopacy were
to be arrayed before the Privy Council."”® On 7 December 1665, the Privy Council
widened their net to require all ministers who had entered their parishes before 1649,
but had not submitted to Episcopacy, to remove with their families twenty miles
from their parishes.'”’ On the same day an act was passed which prohibited
attendance at conventicles.'*® In October 1666, an act was passed in the Privy
Council which placed responsibility on heads of families and landlords to ensure

those under them submitted to the church settlement. Tenants who refused to do so

'*I 1bid, p. 96. Outed was a term frequently used for Presbyterian ministers who were forced to leave
their posts.

22 Ibid; Memoirs of the Rev. John Blackadder, pp. 96-7.

' Tbid.

2 1bid, p. 112.

'3 APS 1661-69, pp. 455-6, “Act against separation and disobedience to ecclesiastical authority”, 10
July 1663. Harris, Restoration, p. 116.

' Ibid. The embracive character of this act led to it becoming known as “The Bishop’s Dragnet”.
‘> RPCS 1665-69, pp. 107-8, 7 December 1665.

'* Ibid, pp. 108-9, 7 December 1665.
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were to be ejected by landlords.'® Thus, by the end of 1666, a full range of
measures were in place designed to combat Presbyterian dissent.

The authorities also sought to suppress Presbyterian dissent through judicial
means by setting up the Church Commission. This met for the first time in March
1664, with a remit to punish conventiclers (both clerical and laity) and any who had
written, spoken or printed anything against the church settlement."*® Kirkton,
Wodrow and Burnet have argued that this judicial body was extremely severe.
Buckroyd has contested this and argued that it was restrained in the punishments it
meted out.”! It is clear that those who served in the Church Commission felt that it
was operating below its capability and not doing enough to quell Presbyterian
dissent. By December 1664, High Commissioner and Treasurer John Leslie, seventh
Earl of Rothes, complained to Lauderdale that advocates were hindering the
prosecution of Presbyterian dissenters for conventicling by raising legal
technicalities.'”* In a further letter in March 1665, Rothes stated if the Church
Commission vigorously managed ecclesiastical laws, then everyone would submit
and obey the church settlement.'”? The if in the statement of Rothes indicates that
while a legislative package of measures against Presbyterian dissent was in place and
a judicial body spectifically set up to implement these, a more radical form of
suppression was required.

Troops under the control of Sir James Turner were sent to quell Presbyterian
dissent in the Kirkcudbright area in September and October 1663 after Alexander
Roberton (a novice Presbyterian minister) broke open the door at Anwoth Kirk and

'>* ‘While Turner claimed not to exact any fines for withdrawing from

preached there.
church in 1663, he admitted to doing so in his subsequent visits.'”> Presbyterian
apologists, such as the Presbyterian minister James Stirling and Presbyterian lawyer

James Stuart of Goodtrees in the pro-Presbyterian tract Naphtali, criticised Turner

'*’ Tbid, pp. 202-4, 11 October 1666.

1% Kirkton, History, pp. 114-8; Wodrow, History Vol. 1, pp. 384-90; Buckroyd, Church and State, pp.
55-9. This Commission had a quorum of five with one necessarily being a bishop.

P11bid; Burnet, History, Vol. 1, pp. 376-82.

2 LP Vol. 1, pp. 204-5, Earl of Rothes to Earl of Lauderdale, 2 December 1664,

"> 1bid, pp. 207-10, Earl of Rothes to Earl of Lauderdale, 11 March 1665.

3 Sir J. Turner, Memoirs of His Life and Times T. Thomson (ed.), (Edinburgh, 1829), p. 140.

*> Ibid, pp. 140-1.
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for his exaction of fines.!*® Turner sought to answer these charges in his Menoirs."’

However, a subsequent enquiry ordered him to pay £8000 as a penalty for over
exaction of fines.””® In November 1666, troops under Turner‘s control were involved
in a skirmish with Presbyterian dissenters in St. John’s Town of Dalry over alleged
1ll-treatment of an elderly man who refused to pay a fine for non-attendance of
church.’® This led to several disaffected Presbyterians gathering and proceeding to
capture Turner in his lodgings in Dumfries. Several more Presbyterians joined these
and begun a march that reached the outskirts of Edinburgh. By the time they reached
there, they were willing to submit a petition outlining their grievances. However,
this was refused and government troops under the command of the former Muscovan
general (and soon to be scourge of Presbyterian dissenters) Sir Thomas Dalzell of the
Binns, defeated the insurgents at the Battle of Rullion Green.'*® Speculation persists
as to the origins of the Pentland Rising. Prior to the uprising, a pamphlet by the
exiled Presbyterian minister and theorist, John Brown, entitled An Apologetical
Relation had promoted the legitimacy of an armed uprising.'*' However, at present
the evidence available suggests that it began quite unexpectedly.!** What can be
safely ascertained is that by the end of 1666, legislative, judicial and military
measures had failed in forcing Presbyterian dissenters to accept the Episcopalian
church settlement.

The aftermath of the Pentland Rising led to a re-alignment in the political
landscape of Scotland. The dissolution of the discredited military regime of Rothes
and Dalzell was accompanied by the introduction into places of authority of

Tweeddale, Sir Robert Moray and subsequently Alexander Bruce, second Earl of

1%6 3, Stuart & J. Stirling, Naphtali or the Wrestlings of the Church of Scotland... (1666).

YT Turner, Memoirs, p. 140-1. Turner had also collected fines that were outstanding from an act of
Parliament in 1662 which punished those who were excluded from the indemnity for their part in
support of the Covenanters in the 1640s. See APS 1661-69, pp. 420-9, “Act containing some
exceptions from the Act of Indemnity”, 9 September 1662.

"** Turner acknowledged that he had taken £68,000 in fines and by quartering. See RPCS 1665-69,
pp. 407-10, 20 February 1668.

"*? For full details of this uprising, see C.S. Terry, The Pentland Rising and Rullion Green (Glasgow,
1905).

O Ibid.

11, Brown, An Apologetical Relation of The Particular Sufferings of The Faithful Ministers and
Professors of The Church of Scotland Since August 1660 (1666).

'* Both Blackadder and Kirkton claimed that they were surprised at this uprising. See Memoirs of the
Rev. John Blackadder, pp. 127-8; Kirkton, History, pp. 133-4.
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Kincardine.'* A new policy of conciliation was introduced by an act of indemnity
for all involved in the Pentland Rising who were not proscribed and willing to swear
not to take up arms again.'** Accompanying these gestures of leniency was the
introduction of negotiations by Tweeddale and Moray with several Presbyterian
ministers led by the Resolutioner minister George Hutcheson. These were for the
purpose of allowing Presbyterian clergy to preach in the south-west under licence
from Charles II without conforming to Episcopacy.'® These negotiations were
temporarily halted by the attempted assassination of Archbishop Sharp in July 1668,
by James Mitchell (a renegade Presbyterian who participated in the Pentland Rising
and who was subsequently excluded from the Indemnity).'*® These discussions were
later resurrected with the increasingly prominent Episcopalian minister, Gilbert
Burnet, becoming involved.'*’ An agreement was eventually reached and a letter
was read, in the Privy Council on 15 July 1669 which granted an Indulgence from
Charles II to all Presbyterian ministers who would preach under licence from the
King.'*

Only forty-two (15.5%) Presbyterian ministers out of at least two hundred
and seventy who were “outed”, accepted this Indulgence but even these claimed they
received their ministry from Christ alone and not Charles I1.'* This insistence on
abiding by Presbyterian tenets was exceeded by conventicle preachers who had no
part in Indulgence negotiations and had increased their activity since the Pentland
Rising. At the behest of Blackadder, several Presbyterians who were proscribed by
the government after the Pentland Rising left the south-west and moved to Edinburgh
to find safety in the dense warren of streets in that city.">° This led to an increase of
conventicles within Edinburgh.'®! The activities of Blackadder and other conventicle

preachers in Edinburgh moved the Privy Council to act against Presbyterian dissent.

' Buckroyd, Church and State, pp. 68-70. A letter from Lauderdale on behalf of Charles 11
disbanding government forces was read out in the Privy Council on 23 August 1667. See RPCS 1665-
69, p. 334, 23 August 1667.

'“* RPCS 1665-69, pp. 347-50, 9 October 1667.

145 Buckroyd, Church and State, p. 71; Harris, Restoration, p. 120; Kirkton, History, p. 164.

"** Buckroyd, Church and State, pp. 75-8.

"7 Ibid.

'** RPCS 1665-69, pp. 38-40, 15 July 1669.

'*> Buckroyd, Church and State, p. 78; Kirkton, History, p. 166. The Indulgence negotiations will be
discussed in greater details in chapter ten.

Y Memoirs of the Rev. John Blackadder, p. 129.

"I 1bid, pp. 134-5.
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On 31 January 1668, all Presbyterian ministers were ordered to leave Edinburgh.'*

This policy continued in July 1668. After the attempted assassination of Archbishop
Sharp, the magistrates of Edinburgh were required to subscribe a bond accepting an
obligation to keep Edinburgh free from Presbyterian clergy and conventicles.'™
However, tar from ceasing to minister, Presbyterian clergy simply preached
elsewhere. From September 1668, Blackadder occasionally visited the south-west of
Scotland preaching in towns such as Dunlop, Newmilns and Glasgow.!”* Nor did
conventicling activity cease in Edinburgh. In March 1669, the Privy Council dealt
with a breach of the bond taken by the magistrates of Edinburgh and fined them £600
for a conventicle discovered at which the Presbyterian minister David Home
preached.'” The willingness of the Privy Council to hold all activity of Presbyterian
clergy without its permission as illegal was further seen in acts prohibiting the
baptism of children by Presbyterian ministers and punitive measures against heritors
who failed to hinder or inform against conventicles that took place on their land.'*°
Thus by the end of 1669, while attempts had been made to reconcile Presbyterians
through the Indulgence, increased conventicling activity was being met by more
punitive measures from the Privy Council.”’

At the outset of the 1670s, the Privy Council continued to put pressure on
Presbyterian dissenters. In February and June 1670, government troops were ordered
to interrupt field conventicles.'”® This was followed by the so-called Clanking Acts
being passed in Parliament (with Lauderdale as High Commissioner) in August
1670.">” These acts included punitive measures against conventicles, withdrawing
from church and baptism by Presbyterian clergy.'® This repression continued into

1671 with Jus Populi, a tract on behalf of radical Presbyterianism by Goodtrees

being burned by the hangman in February.!®' In June 1671, names of persons who

P2 RPCS 1665-69, p. 398, 31 January 1668.

'3 Ibid, p. 501, 29 July 1668.

% Memoirs of the Rev. John Blackadder, pp. 136-8.

> RPCS 1665-69, p. 621, 4 March 1669.

" Ibid, p. 618-20, 4 March 1669, p. 625, 8 March 1669; RPCS 1669-72 pp. 61-2, 3 August 1669.
7 Donaldson, James V-James VII, pp. 369-70.

S RPCS 1669-72, pp. 130-1, 3 February 1670, p. 184, 30 June 1670.

% Harris, Restoration, pp. 121-2.

10 4PS 1 669-80, pp. 9-10, “Act against conventicles”, 3 August 1670, p. 10, “Act against disorderly
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1670.

'*l RPCS 1669-72, pp. 296-7, 16 February 1671.
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had not had their children baptised by Episcopalian clergy were to be given up to the
Privy Council.'®* These actions of the Privy Council against Presbyterian dissent

were reinforced in Parliament in 1672 with the Clanking Acts being extended for
three further years until 1675.!%

The action against Presbyterians dissent by Privy Council and Parliament
indicate that dissenting Presbyterian activity was increasing. Other sources confirm
that this was the case. As the 1670s progressed, Blackadder began to preach more
frequently in the east of Scotland. His preaching excursions included conventicles in
Linlithgow and Fife, the Merse, the Lomonds and Kinrosshire.'®* Blackadder’s
conventicling labours were assisted by a Presbyterian “outed” minister George
Johnston who he had preached alongside prior to both being removed from their
parishes.'® John Welsh also began to preach in the east of Scotland.'®® Efforts to
thwart this activity were not confined to punitive measures but also took the form of
“Accommodation” proposals and a further Indulgence. These were promoted by
Gilbert Burnet and the new Archbishop of Glasgow, the moderate Robert
Leighton.'®” The Accommodation proposals consisted of Presbyterian ministers
being allowed to preach with a reduced role for bishops if the Presbyterians accepted
a moderate Episcopacy.'®® Despite the efforts of Presbyterian ladies such as Lady
Margaret Kennedy and Anne, Duchess of Hamilton, this scheme failed.'® This led
to proposals for a second Indulgence where “outed” ministers would be paired in a
parish and would share a stipend but would be confined to preaching in their
parish.'” This Indulgence came into effect on 3 September 1672. Presbyterian
ministers were to take parishes nominated by the government xvifhout any choice
themselves.'”! Eighty-nine Presbyterian clergy (39%) out of at least two hundred
and twenty eight accepted this but this still left at least one hundred and thirty-nine

' Ibid, pp. 108-9, 29 June 1671.

16> APS 1669-80, p. 78, “Act against keepers of conventicles, and withdrawers from public worship”,
4 September 1672.
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