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HeMiRIc & - THRLALTFROBE—MEMNEFOHEE L TR SN BRRIC - cF T, @
SRESHEL SNEKMICEL LPRI LB h>midhE b, o— FOA v 75 v FEL
DOHIZ[E—DHEE BB VTV 2 DABE TIN5, MBICHE S NcHE—OFZENEE, 55
L EREMEEZ T ARICHDEDOFEOFELHDNEETLVHIEBE THE L VI HTo—
FOESKELE I M) = v 2B THESNABEEEEVHESE 3, 16364/ Y v FO
Ly ERIE. KB b KKoh TREDER % LB ALZ HEAS ¥ 3 ICBSXBRICHEREIC
WELI 477y FERBREDRXPICRENTOITAICET 325 EARIFITVES
HeE, FEFoORBAOFICHBICNT 2EBHNLHECLHTIRVEER, KRS > TOERK
EDHE (the spiritual autonomy of families) ZEEREIC L D XE AN BEIFRE O FEH T
BHA LD ETE—2DRABICOVWTOEHTH 3, Bric BFEETOZEE [#£4) 2 KHICH
TEVav - ayryTEA, [MEERL] EBBEEEID S [ - ERFEHTHICHIEL V]
L. BLAFTHY R PSEERICHBER TR L -85, THEEEEH S RREL R
BIBERLVEEDLN, ZhicH L TRSIREBRLLZHICH D, SOV FEICL > TKWL
KHER SN L, BN oili->TECHEALONALZAS | LI FOEZ O3, Fa
PIREEKREBZ SNICFKRE WIS L THIX T 245 DR D (signs of ambivalence
toward the spiritualized household) % R¥7c.? ¥ v ORKBMbEIHICEK TH 5, BHITHEE
I HEE L TORRERRICECBHEO 3 BN EZHEHKE L. 1619 F 0BT, EA

! Laud, Works, vol. 5, p.446; Wren’s position is noted by Hill, Society and Puritanism, p.468.

2 Cosin, Works, vol. 1, pp.48, 56. These statements were made in a wedding sermon ! It should be noted that
the household religion which he commended was preferably to follow the authorized catechism and the Prayer
Book (vol. 2, pp.8-10).
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“'ﬁbﬂ%@-ﬁiy% SRR DA Y )y 2 BEEEFE OB E BV LD TES -2
pi, Hi LasEso[E T oRSic oW T BEE O TV, 2N TH RS REE O — e b
4 B BRI S & WO HENCEBIEEINA TTRS 7287 — 7 N7 ZZDWTD ASLERED
WHEATZIT AN, BRI S RN S 27 — 2 0 ADBIEHED, SO L&
P OB E UCREEEET S b ) x v b AR o — MIROBIICE T 5 —o0MA & L,
RO A Vo 2k D BIRE L & ORFMIERICA N Sh/cBENE R \ﬁammm%
D HEHID STEBOAETRITOVWTAXEES & LTHT 5 AL o, Fic-—-> 0Oz
TR T, (EFEINTE ﬁvuuamﬁ%m;é&\E%im*“#Uxb@ﬁﬂAT&m %fw
1 2 MEFERERICNA T 2 COFBIEEEANOEE D O &, AORFITES L L8 T B
%LTV%A«@ﬁ(mmmojé YIHBALFUITE SV, BIEWEREIICIERNE AL
HEbrd 5 &0 AFERF O IIZ. JoMFRREOERZIHC 0L Ebnich, L0 ERE
FIIER T, SEEIRIESAATR o4 2 B S SRR S e /T T4 T2 ADA =7
TRt B AT 1527 FEIT b o VR A FEOREERISRIC K - T, 1530 RIS 1 — 7 IVFESK B
Ticky, 2%&%fwﬁ~mf&étuy%w%%bm,1%1& VLR Y R RFE, AR
e e L AT AR ARERH L TENICE A, ) 3 YD Aumone-Générale (3
FER I F I = BHEES OB & 1530 ’%h@%ﬁﬂ% 7 35 v A—1 D Bureau Général des
Pauvres 73 1540 4RI L A-BEICE | RIR C Ly’ MY = v MASETOMFHIGEOR R &4k

3 1bid., vol.4, p.241.

4 Natalie Davis, Society and Culture in Early Modern France (Stanford, 1975), p.17; Linda Martz, Poverty and Welfare
in Hapsburg Spain (Cambridge, 1983), pp. 7, 13. It should be noted, however, that the mendicant orders did not
always oppose the humanist drive to eliminate begging. Franciscan reformers, particularly in the New World,
frequently patronized Vivesian schemes. See John Leddy Phelan, The Millennial Kingdom of Franciscans in the
New World (Berkeley, 1956), on Geronimo de Mendieta; Bataillon, vol.2, pp. 435-34; Lewis Hanke, The First
Social Experiments in America (Cambridge, Mass., 1935). Opposition to these New World reformers from
Dominican inquisitors was in part an aspect of traditional inter-order rivalry.

5 Davis, p.17; Howard M.Solomon, Public Welfare, Science and Propaganda in Seventeenth Century France: The
Innovations of Theophraste Renaudot (Princeton, 1972), p.27. The Bureau did not prohibit begging, but did
attempt to separate deserving poor from rogues and establish ateliers. Its primary offenses in clerical eyes were
lay admiration and discriminate, indirect distribution: ‘by policing the poor, it removed from circulation the
vessel through which the Christian became Christ-like’ p. 32).
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BN EZOHBE~NDAXEREDOERITHT BRI, A =79 a3 v itBF 3 AXERE DN
HEOHALKRINC b ST, BLL o7, 1540 FFEREIC, ¥4 ¥ = RORER T Bk E
HHLOMFENERY. MFICEEVTANLETH S L VI EERARH LT TR, B
P OBEETH 2 EROKPH I R ST E OFH = SBH LIZFEH, AV Y v 7 (FEHIO Mic
BAALICHAES 51, FNET S RLRRORERTFFRO—HRE & LTHAICEE SN, TOK
WHEERIINLIE, P REROERE, o—<IBT 3 FHEEHHEOR, BEHFICT I 2 A
2AEBELHE, M)V MASEREOHBERFCHELA -, FI=aBELEPM XX
BB LN BT B E—DEBIRIARR « €07k (zelanti) 12k - THRE SN,
THOLTHREHA - LD M) v FARETOBMBERIRE O RIE. FRHICET 22
Ny FORELLHE (1546 ) X LTS E2HTH-1c, TOERIIBEFROML 29
LB AEHE L T OERE, [HOoREFD 24088 2, 16, 17tk 3
By s OMABICHET 2EECAADOEEE LTHE 2L VRS EEONIN S, [EHFI
BEBLIHEBRELLELD LT3 AL8BOERICK > THEN, 1568 FEic, [FADHAL DR
BPHRLOARESE, ELETRITATENVIZENS ] EVWH=aF X« H V5 —2DWF
D, BRI H v )y 7 OBROPERERE TS - 1,° M)z v b ASEDK, HEIT-oL
TEAFMIcEOMICHE—DA Y ISy FDA VY »w 7 BIETH B0 /N— b o v— Y v X,
GRS DEVEA SHRBEDOEITICE > T THASNANDE (charity) | 5> ERBELL D
xR DT, Bid. BZBEANOHHFPEFFOEMEP. BELLFLELEDRD
WIS EE0. AXEREDBUETHOR >E - »OllHEZRTANLLTNE S, TNIFE
I, BT ORRGETE R FBROBHSHEITICH 0. Thick » TETECHKBH OREFICH
H L., FRKCHEOMNBEHSEOERAEASEEEEVIFHERMNETH - ANFERE
OREAFH L2 EVWIETIE. 4 V75 Y FDOA = XRLEEHIFTDESBBICRIT B EE -
TRWVWEAD, EE2Db, TRTY—Fe /)y b, TOFRI VDA VIS5V KT B
BIF) TR L 2, [BFINEDITA (Charity Mistaken) | iR R7ch 5 Th 5,

A4 ¥ Tl Juan de Robles 2k 5 AXFHREDOMEIH (1545) %, [HEISBZAEHE
HSE2HFE, BEUEEVBABLER T IRRIEATTI2HT. AEBSRBMNGEE R
fEl L. BADTBEE 22 ANNTHESRFICRSEREOKHZRMT 2BHICHIEVHIH
HICk > THE LD, 57 HOFAISIROMFZE NI VT e 7o ¥ FTH-7," Juan de

6 Fenlon, Heresy and Obedience, p.163. This document was repudiated by Pole (p.164).

7 Brian Pullan, ‘Catholics and the Poor in Early Modern Europe,” TRHS 5 th Ser., 26 (1976), 15-34, p.27,
noting the opinion of the Bavarian Jesuit Jerome Drexel that alms do not lose their merit in unworthy hands.
8 Nicholas Sander, A briefe Treatise of Usurie (Louvain, 1568), sig. Bii, verso.

9 Parsons, Memorial, pp.86-7, 256-61.

10 Edward Knott [alias Matthew Wilson], Charity Mistaken (1630); Mercy and Truth maintained by Catholics
(1634), passim.

11 Martz, pp.2, 22-9, discussing de Soto’s Deliberacion en la causa de los pobres (1545) ; William J. Callahan, ‘The
Problem of Confinement: An Aspect of Poor Relief in Eighteenth Century Spain,” Hispanic American Historical
Review, 51 (1971), p. 4. See also Robert Jiitte, ‘Poor Relief and Social Discipline in 16th-Century Europe,’
European Studies Review, 11 (1981), 25-52. So important was direct, personal almsgiving to de Soto that he even
opposed the use of a servant as an intermediary (Callahan, p. 5, n. 18). It should be noted, however, that most
Spanish welfare reformers supported some limitation on public mendicity; even Loyola had persuaded the
council of his home town of Azpeitia in 1535 to eliminate public begging and encourage the moral reformation
of the poor (Martz, pp. 2, 14-15).
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PR OuREtE AR S, HRHERICL SR VET L SEYEE LIPS 6 EFRL T, fHIEME
~~~~~ D BMEABERIC L > TEBSNEINELDETHET, V1 v 200N THS O™
WRFE L 7o T O, BIRFUIR L AXERE . - 7o WA 1372 T 7 » oo, T53
BEH T ORISR AEBRN BSOS AIFEES S 28], HIRE B WE F OFHEED 2 <

A VEEBIERZ R U3 d. BERAORDE D, idﬁﬁe@ 2y F e b, 145 b Y v

PASEICIREB SN, T TERACHET 2 EAHIEICERR L 2"

F ooy bDT 4 T 2 RITHT ARG /yr®WA@$a:\Kﬁ%?@th\me
AV TE MENCRIRIIE 5 720 7 4 Uy IO 1557 R, BRCEVER T
BILE->TT7V =V 2 OTREEORELZWERL 2L, 1559FICE, 74U v 7R, T
T AT 4 JMEESHBEIO L Y g o T e T4 LY 4 Yy 4 AICROONLE T 0N Y S F e
YRAVEXET AN ThE. OB AMRMRETEA S L. MEWERE UL, BETA
AEBLEY ERAZHIC, KT 26D TH -1, T2 <A VpEHAT D 1565 LA
. BHFCHESLKPEVEHELTY., HEBAEEET IS, BEAHE T2V BIHA D
ML - oY B ABHNR D ET A00ic, AXEREEICL - TEHEE XN /ET) DS, Baeza
KD Juan de Avila DBEKZE > O T - foHplC, Z USSR O R 75 B e
THIH SN B0, ZOHPIIE TAD» SREBEEH I o AR LB 28 H L3 2 Avila
DEIRE S ATV 16 AR Y, SHBINAEREZMZVCEOWAFICHAL 2% 24 %
T 505, BHVIAA R Z VKT BHIRANORSFHIRMFEZICL 00/ LS D HEDR
ijfiiiﬂb’f'~~ii-’3f8’\]’€ Lintim otz HICU v 4 e v vk > THAIRNE N 2 h5, Y
DIFICH » Th R4 ORE I ZIEROREM L BE AR L TOiz#HiE, o —
745(%03’3%‘%‘3‘”?(&%@ ) T b ASEERRE N AT 1S WER BN ORISR & T
LW, it TR, BLuA Y570 7 VO A FEHEE Zumarraga O 2 — b E 7B EHEH
o, HEICF 3 = 2880 Montafar 5523045 [Zumarraga D T 57 2 L& Z F 3K A5 FEIH
Th b EW I RETSHEE 2 o 7 O HEIHIRHIZ N L7 1550 U D 2l 2 5, 1R
DOYfFHIC K > THZ AR L. BihicEd %EE%E%@L BZREBLUET 2 k%
FTET2HIZ L OlABRENLOE, BIMEFEN Y « ¥V 2 2O E(EREM S oKD
HTH b, 6 HEELRT + 7= 20 TER~DOEIC > W T (De Subventione Pauperum) |
AN A A VEEARIIRT 2, 1T81ARICBCZIEA Lt Did, 1 = X2 a~D L/
WIS ET7 7 ET v e D e 720THY, ZTOHRASA YHIFICERH & 7B, 16 i

12 Martz, pp.25-9.

13 The only point that de Soto lost in the 1565 Poor Law of Philip II related to the law’s requirement that the
poor confess and communicate before receiving relief (Martz, pp.33-4).

4 Martz, pp.31-3. Lorenzo de Villevicencio’s explicit criticism of Vives is embodied in his De ceconomia sacra
cirea pauperum curam a Christo institutam (Paris, 1564).

15 Martz, p.39. Many of the Baeza publications were put on the Index of 1559 by Inquisitor Fernando Valdes,
who called them ‘books of contemplation for carpenters’ wives,” underlining the clericalism and the misogyny
of the Counter-Reformation.

16 The great institutional reform of sixteenth-century Spanish relief was hospital consolidation, which was
accompanied by administrative changes allowing stricter episcopal supervision of charitable institutions
(Martz, pp.34-59, 64, 71-6, 119-38).

17 Richard E. Greenleaf, Zumarraga and the Mexican Inquisition (Washington, DC, 1961), p.39.
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IR Lo, THBOBEROMEOGYIEC TAPIBEBITTERV] LLSHTH -
72 L. 1607 EDH BRITER [0 —<TRAVEHRKTZ20RZBENLDTHE] LHETS
By O LERBERLAWERE b5 Lic” RIEOELNSIIKITH Y ) v 718 L WIRRIC
M CETORMAAERL 2 L, HBOBFEPLTHEENSHREICE > T, BAPEHT SV =
= Z2DFEICR SR WIBIT, AV Y v 7 BEIBROBIEZMH L BERAIFESIC X - TF
BHTBIE T & HI bR AXFRE Ok 2 RAT 2 LEEZRRICIBR L .° WL 2l
CFHEVIBEIMNCAOLTIS/ KEE I VD « FoX+OBEBXEZELEREL. £ 04
T X ZEEELBHEORRED LI ONDORNEL B - 12" HICEMH S ok
NI — N R ot, LOLBHES, TORMEOMPIEHREERZY + — v = 212k >T
BNOSNICERETE EORELHIEL TRAI N Z N TREL, 2 I TRERPERS N
mElE N, FEMSEREIN3BET, BBEEBO FERIEA. MHhOEAICZ Ok % H
TERMPYIZVWET2HBEKL D TH - 10,

EERHD TADBT - T 2RVWAET 2 ERERFEZ AICET 2508 (Mémoire concernant
les pauvres qu’on appelle enferms) ] (1617 £) (&, 177 5 v 2 DR EHIHEHEPE (hopitaux
général) {Ca)iF CTORRIAZT T 2812, BG4S (the Company of the Holy Sacrament)
WPERR U o & dRic (ISR BEE OB RMFHR L 5 - e 2T 5.7 1620 FR
IZ St Frangois de Sale (827 5>/ 7 « K « %4 L) & Pierre Berulle (KT —)L s 7)—2) T
o TEILE N, NEMEEMILOEWEA LRI 5182 W EMERL T 5 2 BEMER
2OANZ FRBEMZROME., HYY, BEICEL, DL ToFMLELZHOMITT 2B, b Y
T v b 2FEROMLEBIC O VT, EEICHBRIBD R OEEOIR EICHEEEZR BT

18 Callahan, pp.3, 8 - 9.

19 Henry Kamen, The Iron Century: Social Change in Europe, 1550-1660 (New York, 1971), p.387. On the decay
of sixteenth-century municipal charity in France, see Emmanuel Chill, ‘Religion and Mendicity in Seventeenth
Century France, International Review of Social History, VII (1960), 400-25, pp.403-4. An exception to this rule
is found in Venice, where humanist innovations survived the Tridentine period, no doubt in part because of
traditional Venetian anti-papalism. Even here, however, begging was not entirely eliminated: see Brian
Pullan, ‘Catholics and the Poor,’ p.24, and Rich and Poor in Renaissance Venice (Cambridge, Mass., 1971), pp.363,
369-71.

20 The response of secular magistrates in Catholic Europe seems in fact to have been brutally repressive, with
the exception of the humanist-inspired municipal relief programs which had managed to survive Tridentine
oppression. See I. A. A. Thompson, ‘A Map of Crime in Sixteenth Century Spain,’ Economic History Review, 2nd
ser., 1 (1969), 244-67, p.245; Maria Jiménez Salas, Historia de la asistencia social in Espafia (Madrid, 1958),
pp-127, 139; Michel Foucault, Madness and Civilization, tr. Richard Howard (New York, 1965), pp.38-64 (on the
royal Hospital Général of Paris, pp.46-7); Solomon, p.33.

21 Pullan, ‘Catholics and the Poor,’ p.24.

22 The Meémoire is included in Archives Curieuses de Uhistoire de France, ed. M.L. Climber and F.Danjou (Paris,
1837) I~ Série, 15, pp. 248-69. The Annales de la Compagnie du St-Sacrement, collected in the seventeenth century
by Comte René de Voyer d’Argenson, have been edited by H.Beauchet-Filleau (Marseille, 1900); the
Company’s plan for Toulousse, L’Aimdne Générale, is reproduced in A. August, La Compagnie du Saint-Sacrement
a Toulouse (Paris, 1913), pp.47-59.
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Lo apficitmis i TEBETHD L CIRECELNMEH] cHEEIRFEsEONE” TD
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2% While St Frangois de Sales was heavily involved in the administration of ecclessiastical charity, his views on
the subject must be deduced from the documents of the company of the Holy Sacrament, since his major
treatises, the Treatise on the Love of God, tr. Henry Benedict Mackey (Westminster, Md., 1949), and the
Introduction a la Vie dévote (1608), ed. Robert Morel (Haute Provence, 1963), have little to say about poverty
(beyond a commendation of voluntary poverty and of contentment with involuntary poverty in the
Introduction, pp. 186-95), and less to say about charity (other than the approval of direct, personal benevolence
given in the Introduction, p.191). St Vincent de Paul, another member of the company, wrote voluminous letters
of advice to the missinaries and charitable societies administering poor houses and foundling homes in
midseventeenth-century France; however, it is significant that these letters focus to a much greater extent on
the missionaries’ spiritual status and attitudes toward the poor they served, and on their religious responsibilities
toward inmates, than on plans to reform and rehabilitate the poor and idle: e.g., Correspondance, Entretiens,
Documents, ed. Pierre Coste, 14 vols (Paris, 1925), vol. 9, pp. 5, 249, 253, 593; vol.10, pp.679-80; vol.11, pp. 32,
381-4, 392; vol.12, pp.74, 87, 470, 473; vol.13, pp.761-820 (instructions to the Dames de la charité of the Paris
Hotel-Dieu).

24 Memoire, passim; Annales, passim; chill, pp.400-25; cf. Solomon, p.12, and Faucault, p.62. The hospicios of
Tridentine Spain were ecclesiastically dominated and were openly admitted, even by advocates of confinement
of the poor, to be penal in nature, toward both able-bodied idlers and the truly impotent poor (Challahan,
p.15).

25 Jean-Pierre Gutton, La Société et les pauvres: L'exemple de la généralite de Lyon, 1534-1789 (Paris, 1971), pp. 295-6,
298-9, 305-6, 314. Internment of the poor began at Rouen in 1613 and in Lyon in 1614, based on a plan of 1591.
26 Meémoire, p.248. The ultimate objevtive of the Company for the poor, according to Gutton, was the
‘désolation des Ames,” and their methods became steadily more punitive after the 1640s: Lyon, pp.324-5.

27 Chill, pp. 418-19, 421; Gutton, Lyon, pp.295, 301. In practice, protestant workhouses doubtless occasionally
degenerated into quasi-penal institutions as well; however, they had to depart from their theoretical
foundations in order to do so. That this was not the case for Catholic Adpitaux implies a resultant difference in
the degree, and perhaps in the nature, of actual repression of the poor in protestant and Catholic institutions.
Even in an article intended to demonstrate the continuity between protestant and Catholic welfare reform in
the early modern period, Brian Pullan admits that ‘when it came to the correction of the homeless poor by
means of internment, hard labour, corporal bunishment, and compulsory piety, there can have been few
English bridewells to compare in scope or scale with the motley complex of barrack-like hospitals and dungeons
controlled by the governors of Hopital Généal in seventeenth-century Paris’ (Catholics and the Poor’, P 19).
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flERBEN, HETIOBERFEICAZINE L5108y, 17 IS EGIONZRORIKIIT -
LIEITE D FEEICHRICED, RlOSAMBREICLBE [H VY vy 73 —0y ORER
TEE - RS EE O LW (the nouvelle vague of Counter-Reformation charity)
D—KB ThHoto® FEEBLANBCHLTE, BRFEELRELOBRMBEED, by
=Rz B HRORTRH SN TRV EH, BROBICH > 127 1 =V = 2OKHFHE OB
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28 Annales, pp.120, 127; cf. Robert M. Kingdon, ‘Social Welfare in Calvin’s Geneva,” American Historical Review,
76 (1971), 50-69, p.66.

29 Conferences of St. Vincent de Paul to the Sisters of Charity, tr. J. Leonard (1938), vol.3 p.98 (1655), emphasis mine;
Martz, p.84.

30 Pullan, ‘Catholics and the Poor,” pp.32, 34. He compares the hopital-général of seventeenth-century France
to a ‘penal monastery’ (p.32) ; Gutton, Lyon, p. 296, compares the children’s Hopital de la Trinité in Paris to
a convent and notes that the enfermés had no contact with the outside world; their day was a round of religious
exercises and work.

31 Mémoire, pp.260,269; L’Aumo ne Générale, pp.54,56; St Vincent de Paul, vol.11, pp.381-4 and vol.12, p.87;
Pullan, ‘Catholics and the Poor,” pp.29-33; Pullan, Rich and Poor, pp.362-70; Gutton, Lyon, pp.295ff; cf.
Faucault, pp.38-64. Foucault emphasizes that Counter-Reformation thereby perceived work as punishment,
askesis (pp.59-60).

32 of. with the Annales and the Mémoire Cristobal Perez de Herrera’s Amparo des pobres (n.p., 1598), discussed by
Martz, pp.86-7; the quote is from Martz, p.158.

33 L’Aumone Générale, pp.56 et passim; cf. St Vincent de Paul, vol.10, pp.381-2, vol.12, pp.74, 470, 473.

34 Gutton makes this last observation for France and Venice and points out that those that did exist frequently
admitted paying students to the exclusion of the poor; neither masters nor parents showed excessive zeal for the
admission of poor children free. He also notes the frequency with which elementary schools degenerated into
Sunday catechism classes (La Société et les pauvres en Europe, p.155).
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5 L Aumbne Générale, pp.48-9 {emphasis mine) ; Richard C. Trexler, ‘Charity and the Defence of Urban Elites
in the Italian Communes,” in The Rich, the Well Born, and the Powerful: Elites and Upper Classes in History, ed.
Frederic Cople Jaher (Urbana, Hlinois, 1973), pp.64-109, arguing the thesis that sixteenth-century Italian
charity administered by religious confraternities ‘aimed at preserving corporate identification, not at fostering
interclass mobility’ (p.69). The innovations proposed by Renaudot to improve the situation of the poor,
including the establishment of a job bureau for the unemployed of Paris (the Bureau d’Adresse, founded with
royal approval in 1628), was an exception to the seventeenth-century Catholic rule. It should be noted,
however, that Renaudot was of Huguenot extraction — he converted to Catholicism in 1625 to facilitate royal
acceptance of his schemes for social improvement — and that the Bureau was a secular institution. In any case,
by 1639 even this progressive plan was transformed into a repressive institution when registration by the jobless
was made mandatory (Solomon, pp.14-21, 35-52).

36 Gutton, La Société et les pauvres en Europe, p.144.

37 Pullan, ‘Catholics and the Poor,” p.20; Bossy, ‘Counter-Reformation and the People,” pp.59-60.

38 Vincent de Paul, vol.2, p.92; vol.9,pp.50, 661; vol.10, pp.205, 304, 313; vol.12, pp-377, 387, 393-7. Annales,
p.154.

39 Chill, p.423.
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40 Henry Hammond, Works (Oxford, 1853), vol.l, p.268; Timothy H. Breen, ‘The Non-Existent controversy:
Puritan and Anglican Attitudes on Work and Wealth, 1600-1640,” CH, 35 (1966), 273-87 (on Hammond,
pp-281, 286-7). Breen notes that Hammond was ‘the onry pre-Civil War divine who developed these ideas so
completely’, p.281.

41 Sidney Sussex, Ward MS F, fol.103v. Normanton also told the Vice-Chancellor’s court that the increase of
poverty in the realm was due to the pulling down of monasteries by the Tudor forerunners of the puritans
(fol.194v).

42 Breen, passim; Donne, Sermons, vol.2, p.214, vol.3, pp.53-5 (on the temptations of riches), 58,65 (on using
wealth for commonwealth), vo.4, pp.172 (recommending mediocrity in material possessions), 189 (on
celestial usury), 318 (on causes of poverty), vol.5, p.203 (on luxurry) ; Humphrey Sydenham, The Rich Mans
Warning-peece (1630), pp.11-18 (citing Seneca and Vives on moderation).

43 Robert Sanderson, XXXIV Sermons (London, 1661), p.108,251; cf. Fuller, Works, ed. G. M. Walter (New
York, 1938), vol. 2, p.154; Lancelot Andrews, Works (Oxford, 1854), vol.5, p.43. On the other side, Cosin,
Works, vol.1, p.27; Donne, Sermons, vol.5, p.154.

44 H. Jenkins, Edward Benlowes (1952), quoting Paman (p.159) ; Trevor-Roper, p.143.



R TN ]

Ly 8 — FIRDALFESG %L I CEEERKT 5 L0 BEOBOEREEZZNFRET 2
ERNREMHEIT AFEEA I L -72 L, BIREFOEROREEH IXNEZ T ANIE
(discriminate charity) OfliIc@ELNT W B,

0= FPRIET 7 R A RPRD L o & 0 IR ORZE S BRIBD A EEH L C BEIE 555
Ty BOFHi L ERD S fR3@ED R R ST E s, e N, AXEES
PEa— )& VEILE-TERBEICA v 75 Y FESERICE > THMBENE - 72, T2 THE
_Aﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁéiﬁ&Lfﬁwg@%ﬂéa&ﬁ W OBRNLHH & s F o B ROME
KOWTOFHEEZ 2. L LBBSCOMBRERLIES>LOEEOENTH D, HN
MIEEER S FERELTHBEE 2 - 9 VILXBZRELTA v 75 v FERERFICE - T
SNt*

170 A v 75 v FEESERPICAXEREOHLA FA o F—0BRENTEHV S E
FIEROH B SV L2 < DIz, AN O SEBIOER TR SR DAL 2 —
Yy I L 5 T 1630— 1 FED LS (the Books of Orders of 1630-1) @ ik ic Hi6] c% 2

LTO2H EcBOAIERS (WA S, FREMBMOGSHE, hcHTuRTuER%:
Fihic gt w2 H, HRERBRE N T 2mEITIE. hoF & S FEDRENHN BlEEDRES
HHEISLE, T4 V2 ZRETRRY —F—DEDLTHAIRTOHELHERES A 1,7 2L
THO LNV TRINSDOESH (L TEBIEBIN, OFE»Ro/MIETHEY |, £
DEFONEPIEfEEI N E WD LD, b U 7o BURIIRERIT T 9 5 il F 24 O
HOK D TH - 7o IS C OB EP o - FO [HIE] BGRo—#8 & R o Tk
. EEOWERFOESMUICTEICEE AL - AR F + — VX THHOEMT2 7/ — D
FAR=I o Kot A+ —RFEBLEE2— )Y vOT v F 2RI~V ) 4 e BV S —
FaThHArHEAWHSOHICL I Bio, COESHBHENIIBSHEEs LB B —H1E, =
NHY =y MRT YA, Ty 7 AORIIHT 1630 L 0 72D BT KEMICHE & N
TOREPRRIN TS 21y 7 ATRINSDEFHY 4+ =4 v 7{H, P 7R VY
YRV U0 U T A e vy RIS K 5 TIREITHEARNCER S N7 h NS & - 7o

45 cf. Sidney Sussex, Ward MS F, fol. 103v (quoted above) and Sanderson’ defense of ancient monastic
retirement from the world (p.247) with Donne, Sermons, vol. 1, p. 207, vol.3, pp.68, 196, 232-4, vol.4, pp.160,
272, 304, 318-19. In all fairness to Sanderson, it should be pointed out that he denounced ‘present day monks’
with their ‘lean skulls and ... fat paunches’ (p.247) and strongly upheld the intrinsic value of productive labor
(pp.239-46).

46 Sanderson, pp.107, 246, 249, 251; Breen, passim; Sir John Oglander, A Royalist’s Notebook, ed. Francis Bamford
(London, 1936), p.204. C. John Sommerville, “The Anti-Puritan Work Ethic,” JBS, 20 (1981), 70-81, has found
stronger Anglican than dissenter support for a Weberian work ethic after 1660; by this time, of course, puritans
had largely given up their vision of social reform in the face of political defeat, whereas, as Sommerville
remarks, Anglicans had developed theologically in a more semi-pelagian direction and socially into a more
self-conscious, ‘denominational’ group (pp.77-8). Sommerville also sees Anglican development of a work
ethic as in part a response to their own perceived failure to govern society effectively (pp.80-1).

47 In fact, an official handbook for the magistrates who were to enforce the orders reprinted much of the
Elizabethan legislation on vagrancy and poor relief, part of which was of course Vivesian in inspiration: Certaine
Statutes ... to be carefully put in execution by all Justices (1630).

48 Clark, English Provincial Society, p.352.

49 Paul Slack, ‘Books of Orders: The Making of English Social Policy, 1577-1631,” TRHS, 5th ser., 30 (1980),
1-22, pp.1, 8, 14.

50 T.G. Barnes, Somerset, 1625-1640 (Oxford, 1961); Clark, p.351; Hunt, pp.248-9.
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51 Hunt, pp.248-50, quote from 250. Hunt goes on to say that the program envisioned by the Book of Orders
‘could never be implemented under the regime of William Laud. Laud’s ecclesiastical policies alienated those
very social groups whose cooperation was essential to the success of Stuart paternalism: ministers, vestrymen,
and noble professors.’

52 Sanderson is in many ways an intermediate figure, difficult to place theologically as well as ideologically:
G.R. Cragg, From Puritanism to the Age of Reason (Cambridge, 1966), pp.22-9. Examples of Anglican failure to
provide any details of briefly mentioned welfare plans include Donne, Sermons, vol.4, p.272 (on the Virginia
plantations as bridewells) ; Cosin, Works, vol. 2, p.118; Sydenham, passim.

53 Donne, Sermons, vol. 5, pp.278-9. McGee’s thesis that puritans were more concerned with First Table duties,
Anglicans with practical works of piety is difficult to see in a comparison of Donne and Perkins on poor relief.
5¢ Laud, writing to Wentworth 24 October 1637 concerning a charge made against his remarkable economic
good fortune in Ireland, reported the king’s approval of his increasing wealth, ‘with a profession of much joy,
that any of his good servants should in honourable ways grow and increase in his service.” (Laud, Works, Vol.
VI, p.509). The opportunity which would have been eagerly seized by More or Perkins or Greenham to warn
against the potential dangers of wealth and exhort to righteous acquisition and use of riches is pointedly ignored
by Laud.
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55 The Benefacnons of William Laud to the County of Berkshire, ed. John Bruce (1841), passim, and especially
pp.21-8, 35-66; Laud, Works, vol. 3, p.220, vol. 4, p.445, vol. 5, p.108, vol. 6, pp.318, 420, 470-1, 578, 586,
Trevor-Roper, pp.340, 341-84.

36 Bruce, Benefactions, pp.22,26-7; W.K. Jordan, Philanthropy in England, 1480-1660: A Study of the Changing Patterns
of English Social Aspirations (New York, 1959}, pp.133-5 (on attempts by Laudians to centralize control over
jocal relief) ; Laud, Warks, vol.6, pp.427-31. Laud concluded his advice to Williams, as the chargeableness of
the times now are, and the many contributions by subsidies to shipping, and otherwise, which the Clergy in
those [patristic] ages and places felt not, and the great difference in housekeeping, between the diet and
manner of living in those hotter countries and these of ours, that it will be best, till it shall please God better
to furnish this Church with means, to leave the Clergy free masters of their own charity. (p.431)

57 Jordan, pp.245, 183; Trevor-Roper, Historical Essays, pp.127-8; A.L. Beier, ‘Poor Relief in Warwickshire
1630-1660," P & P, 35 (1966), 78-99, p.83, Table . Jordan® failure to take inflation into account weakens the
impact of his figures, but does not invalidate his observation of decline i the 1630s. For criticism of Jordan’s
figures, see W. Bittle and R. Lane, ‘Inflation and Philanthropy in England,” EcHR, 29 (1976), 203-10, and D.C.
Coleman, ‘Philanthropy Deflated: A Comment,” EcHR, 31 (1978), 105-28.

% Jordan, pp.283-96. Jordan comments that early Stuart donor’ s ‘educational interests were in large part
derived from the humanistic’ influence of the Renaissance (p.287). Nearly all of the grammar schools

established during this period gave free tuition to poor boys (p.290).
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39 Donne, Sermons, vol.2, pp.213, 215-22, 234; Cosin, Works, vol.1, pp. xxxi-xxxii. Again, note Anglican stress on
First Table duties.

60 cf. Sydenham’s thesis that poverty is to be accepted unquetioningly (p.19) with the humanist assumption
that it is to be eliminated.

6! Hammond, Works, vol. 1, pp.200, 207, 299.

62 Sanderson, p.108.

63 Ibid., p.251; cf. p.107; Barnes, Somerset, pp.189-90, remarks on the harshness with which vagrants were
repressed during the Personal Rule in that county.

64 Beier, p.99.

65 Valerie Pearl, ‘Puritans and Poor Relief: The London Workhouse, 1649-1660,” Puritans and Revolutionaries, ed.
Donald Pennington and Keith Thomas (Oxford, 1978), p.230, comments that the workhouses of Middlesex
and Westminster, established in 1664 and 1666 respectively, ‘did not operate with the earlier [puritan]
emphasis on education and both were markedly unsuccessful.” The re-established Corporation of the Poor
(1698) added in 1700 a vagrants’ wing which was ‘run like a house of correction,’” a phenomenon which Pearl

comments that she does not find in the London of the Interregnum.
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bﬁAXE%ﬁ@%&;f@éﬂuo47777Fﬁéﬂ2%bkﬁ%%%r\bUlVb&
bk, B b SMEN A7) LB EoWifs S h T B FI A O RE] & U7 IRE
DIRFETH » 7o FARSELLDIR. AL 2 HAWER, B2E & OEBE RN o 5
Nkt KEETORBEE 8. BHHIC X 2BERERDAD SR, © 5
AL ZPRD FRA ST B 2 — Y F = X ald, EIRE P EES S O B NI TR NS
MERIC & » TR E LTHON AR -/ COFRYIPRF 27— A v 75
YPICEHEFIC O A BADEVES > LB ERET S LD TRE L, £ I el
B EFEOREL A v 75 v FEESEES VL, 2hivbir i s Nl fell & 2%
LicwEEOBHELE .-y viEb W, gD E LA T Tl _ T & 723 g A

DBEAE LD 570 EF DO TEMO, HEWRF D - TRAWIERD A » 75 v FO A~
N TV AEBINEAIHE I T 2 — 0 A @l X0,
1640 H32 i, it OB EARMNESE L O RAEDICNL->T, BHOBEEHSHIFO O

hhp b OERREFECRNT 2L VIERHAE, 1 77 Y FOALBRENT onEHRICE S
5 AL RAPOEEFHROBE A —ATHY EOIRENE 2 — U &7 VERERIIC f)‘f‘
M DI IZEA T » 7o HORVOBREE N L TALEDRBICEP OB T, BRI
5 A L APRO A SEER ., BB T AITICT s b A NBEELEE LTE b,
1640 FFERICHE T B Ea — U ¥ = XL DA, FFFICHRWHEDOFHIKT L 5 2 4 ZPRASCE
F OB % Q*LLULQ%%} — FOMIAA F ) 2 P BASCE#EE O SWE ALK
F ﬁw&ﬂ*ﬂﬁ_\,ﬂkth & THRE N BEE CRECHEb LR ER
BULehoTh 2, maml L OIMBEROHAEE b (arRIERRR I BRI, SREm. 7
AR & B L. A Z L CORHFIC KL D A EREE(HSFROETL, B THE
AT, FBIEG & 0O EEVOIKT 220 IR EEICHE S0 A I3 EE D 7o, L L
1578 R IRER HIE. fﬁ‘bﬁﬁ'ﬂc&%mﬁ(fg\ ORI, EPEE. WBLE. BERKETN T IR
L APROEEFEA, BEFOHETEH L WA = )Y L 4 OFf (the Erasmian Golden Age, or in
their terms, the New Jerusalem) ZHH{ED & D & 5 A1 ON L BIFHBE N EMES A

66 Paul Slack, ‘Poverty and Politics in Salisbury, 1597-1666," in Crisis and Order in English Towns 1500-1700: Essays
in urban history, ed. Peter Clark and Paul Slack (Toronto, 1972), 164-203, p.188.
67 Ibid., p.192; cf. pp.186-91.
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BRI L Ea—1) 9 =X blck > TENENELBHFODT, Kot s KB, B
WWBPERZCL > THANEZZ ONLRTTREL, HRAITHLAT SN, 1645
ABIALERIEEE (the 1645 Directory for Public Worship) RHERBICKETOREDHHE
P [BEVWKELREZHZ 2T 3RICB RTEEJ 5 (watching over and provoking
each other to love and good works) | FIZH» 5 & 5 IFEUH T 7o, EEMO T THEM L 723
REFEROMMIC L 2 BHEAEZERL, DU L OEOEB[TRMEIC L 3 “HEELK
EEE BIRICE S CFHRBEM B, 2524227 h—MELRIIROIHEV TV E
LLIERKICE B/PBIRE LTEBENINRETHY, Ea—1) & v BEHERREL Tk
BEERTILIOBMLOVETHONERE LD TH -, ETRMMOANEREOEZE %
EBABHIMET 3ERKET BBIEICH D VT 1650 £ D Zl2A IE SRR L 72,7

(Y bET] THOLNZBEICHABEOAEFER, 272520 [+ ) X M HEHRE] oR&
NIES bEERIC, U X PRAXERBELERE L TREE—OHEFHROF T, Ea—
5 v OBRSTHEEEH kI, BRI, U HE RS PREAEE IR LU CEARRICEs R
TARICTERS NI, KIEOEEZOFEEZLL-TT I AL 20EELIA Bz TRV
BhotcdnEd, Ea—V 7 VARBANF ) XA P EAXEREOHKMNREICH-TVEH
F. 2 RaRKBH—AVHHIHT B, Ry —F -tk B~V =VIIHcHT 5, 77—
Y=tk Bz Fy— FVIHIHT 28Dtk 32 Zhicd LT, THV - kBEFOEIZ
ORI TERTE S, ME[PHMOMOFEIZEICHTE 7 046y 2 VOES G, T 0K
AT PE S BN OFBA S T A1 TRIES . 250377425 TLIE LEBALEKROM
BAEEX |, 2OENEFHO RWFREBHINATOD 5,7 BICEKEHBSF OIS
DFFF & U 2 E— ORISR S NAHENOBE ARG T 220 cilkad, ERPR
EPBE AL ZRBED 55X SNED L EENSHERCEDE 2RISR EN,”
BENICL > THOREEZHE L, ZOBRBETHAORLEHRBLHESEHESNIECELF
BELTHP/ITE > TR NI

HEMNHETERIEMEREZEBEL THOTRLONE D - 2BICER T - 12, HETEH
DHBANZHBEHOTEGELHEEROVXHEREBA ZH L VEROFNLPHRD H % BH
HLERBAELOBEXTomMA2EANTEICHEBE SN, Flicta—Y 5 v 2%ET 5,

68 F & R, vol.1, p.600; cf. Minutes of the Manchester Presbyterian Classis, ed. W.A. Shaw (Chetham Society,
1980), pp.117, 400.

69 F & R, vol. 2, pp.388, 717.

70 Keith Thomas, ‘The Puritans and Adultery: The Act of 1650 Reconsidered,’ Puritans and Revolutionaries, ed.
Donald Pennington and Keith Thomas (Oxford, 1978), pp.257-81.

71 Cromwellian injunctions against drunkenness include F & R, vol.2, pp.940-2, 1050, 1132; against gambling,
vol.2, p.1250; and against plays as encouragers of vice, vol.1, pp.1027, 1070-1071. ‘Pastimes’ were no more
legitimate in puritan than in humanist eyes (vol. 2, p.1249); however, recreation per se was not condemned:
regular days of recreation were established in 1647 (vol. 1, p.954).

72 F & R, vol. 2, pp.345, 861.

73 F & R,vol.1, pp.420-2; cf. vol.1, pp.23, 81, and vol.2, pp.384-5, 1167. The ineffectiveness of this legislation is
discussed by John Morrill, “The Church in England, 1642-9,” Reactions to the English Civii War (New York,
1983), pp.89-109.

7 F & R, vol.1, p.830.
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TITELLFEOMTOFEGEIC, RF 40 [ HFEFEEHHOF | ARELICH I, =5 2L
20T 4 T 2 REEFEETH AN, W SOHH A (a social order) #E AL, S A
A TOAZ L DANEKROIZN L HICHIE L 2TV 347459 (in which many are now
holding the plough, which might have been made fit to steer the state) | “‘ffi s L7277 7R
DL b o v K TRT O FE bR, 1640 48 & 1650 LTI E D 4 L TR Do
AMEZ o, RHOHEEIES VY v 7 b Tz, or F B4 (the London
Corporation of the Poor) O Lo — b U 7O, COHEPERO 0% TR
RlEWS HINCETTHZ A NCHID L T ARRIC, AT marllEs 288 T, st oA
AT T3 THEICHIS LT § 5 (to civilize and train them up, in their books,

and so by degrees to trades, that so they may be fit servants for the Commonwealth) | HHZ45°
$AHEHIEHRB LI, CORRICHEOHMIEI D KEBHEM 0B L E b EEMERRE L 72720
@7avx%i%Qﬁkmbﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬂtéﬁf£akJVMEﬁﬁfVﬁ%yF@Aﬁﬁﬁ
IR PR OB E I » » T & Fhaddbicki <. 77 @ Tie il v = =212k
Mo T2 5 HMA BT ORRETH S | &0 ISt 28~ b B SCE 1 U A1
,%&é%%%m&%f%éﬂ1%0&h&mLTXjajﬁaﬂgatk@@W@mwﬁmmk
SRITIEAD . A L EATRER P TORFRHEIRZ T O TOHIWIEER I EN TIOR8l Lz
THIEETY 5 & RFEBIES N, 5770 v MO EM D o AR E  OFFm & BB MO
WABISEZHOETEA~NEBOITONI, Ea— ) 7 v MBI OBEH KT B DK I
FEE > SN DA 2SR A O R E OB LA S5 0 5 'mﬁ;@\iot<ﬁﬁwj

FEICEREAT ) S 72 (motivated by purely economic considerations, rather than by a genuine

humanitarian belief in the value of education) | 7 — 27/ 2 212 1660 4 ICilB 47 S, 17 i
F WO MA FRET L ARG, TEME & FR O L p B SRR J1ib A E S

Al i & 41 (designed to instil the basic literacy needed for moral and religious canformity)j‘
[o— FORORBBEAEG Lick 58 e D) Ladild s TR/ fLiciE~rofkic, 2H0 oMk
T — 2o 2T 2HEMHOMEEMS L, 2ORERE L TY ¥ = 20k - TLITH A
NEHBEOEE WS LD &, AT AT 21 v ORI B < PrfliER o olfi~& 7 -
PNt RERZTLE -1,

HEREc LC, HEE OB IR ETTBREIAHE O SRS E A FILIRIT A E S A L

7 F & R, vol.2, p.345; Charles Webster, The Great Instauration: Science, Medicine and Reform 1626-1660 {New York,
1975), pp.224-42,

76 Webster, pp.199-202, 207-20.Dury’s The Reformed School advocated education for girls as well as bovs
(Webster, p.219).

77 William Petty, Advice ... for Advancement of ... Learning (London, 1648), p.4.

78 Peasl, ‘Social Policy in Early Modern London,” in History and Imagination, ed. H. Lloyd-Jones, V. Pearl and
B. Worden (New York, 1981), 115-31, p.126.

79 Pear], ‘Puritans and Poor Relief,” p.219, quoting Londons Charitic (1649), et passim.

80 Pullan, Rich and Poor, p.401; cf. pp.401-5.

31 Webster, p.144, cf. pp.129-44, 178-90.

82 Jbid., pp.244-5.
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DG RFIBET A HAKBIOER. BB TEMH SN TOIRLALX OO T BT EEDS,
ZENREICE 2 — Yy vick > THEEl S B, BREWE LALICERSE3H 2 HE LK
BELEINT 52— 7 v ORKS[ERR, LAIOETHRNTH2.° Ea—Y 5 vOFFFOFII,
EHEBROBEROER»SRECYITHY . AR (BEED BRAICE->THFEBILE->THE
BIORHRSM T, FTBOHNRERESEENTHRICKRA EAZRTHREEMELZ®E L1
HEERTH -1 EHICBY2Ea— ) 7 Vick 2REIMER. o v FYRERSE, [bo
HbNHSORROBEEFEIC L > TRHREOERICSNTLE 7ot T UAEERIEHE L8
DREDWEE (a pioneering education and workhouse foundation rather than the prison for vagrants
into which it was turned by historians of our own day) |®* THh-»7z&, 7=/ TV 5,

D& NRE2—Y) § VO ERKELRS CERSEFTICHE, o—- FIROETEHICIIIRE
RITOED, HEOFBIEEROBYH L > TSN THA I BITTFIOM I 2 LIRS
Ny T4 T2 ZAPMRZEIDIRETHHELIFLEEORHIIES,” #Hic, ez [ ASHOE
fldEE & WS BRI, WM 2R E2E T2 ERICIEBIGRTH S ] LIEH L T0EA, B E
HEWRAROE 2 — Y ¥ NIEFKER, BPIESAThsEEIGEC L oy MY oBRICRE
ERIET S — 2N [RTOHXPTE LV AIZRINS, Kl TOR 4 ISIEREE-PHf o Aic
H5Z 5% —— a5, L ICAASGMEEREEE L oy 2H, HEIROFHD—IB
POoERDAICHV SN S 1 (the poors ground) Z#ET 2HFIC, BEND - 10,7 1649 4E
CHE RS IBRYMIE OB, BROMITICHMMBR[INIOPHIEL VA ERFTIRER%
KB LT, HEBOEIMm KT 5 WO RIEORES ZDHIO—2 It BROEHAIH %
S L1™ —HIH LNV TR 944 v 7 ¥ v —ORFREPEEEORE EHMJ R [l
IR TFBTHA2HEHIEL, BENFRELTE2BHTH-1. |® o v F Yy TRIEESEM
BT 2AMMIFIC X 2 ESHRITEELLOT, BRICFETEMB T 501, AL AREE
faREEE L, ERRBXROESBMNEZHARS i, Eio, [Fa—) v =Xsottigic
BWALTBLEESLOEAMKLRFREL VI HIRERE | b FIIHOATHS.” LK
DEBRBK B 5 ORENILHEP, Ea—1 7 VORBPHEOHNEP, Ea—-Y v
FEOFHHHOFIT, ZAHIck T 5+ ) X PEAXEREOHFRMPEZEK > TV H0H

83 F & R, vol.1, pp.1042-5, vol.2, pp.104-10, 252, 1019-25, 1098; Pearl, ‘Puritans and Poor Relief,’ passim,
focusing on the puritan-founded Corporation of the Poor; E.M.Hampson, The Treatment of Poverty in
Cambridgeshire, 1597-1834 (Cambridge, 1934), p.44; Beier, bpp.95-7; see chapter 5 above.

84 Pearl, pp.221, 224-5. Provision was made for parish pensioners to walk poor children to the workhouse each
morning and home at the end of the day.

85 ‘Puritans and Poor Relief,” p.230.

86 Christopher Hill, Society and Puritanism (New York, 1964), p.295, observes that‘serious attempts to set the
poor on work were abandoned’after the Restoration, when state policy ‘concentrated on restricting the mobility
of labour’ instead.

87 Ibid., p.287. On fuel provisions, F & R, vol.1, p.303, cf. pp.304-5, 481-2; on poor debtors, vol.2, pp.240-1,
321-4, 378-9, 582; on common land for the poor, vol.2, p.785.

88 CSPD, 22 November, ed. M.A.E. Green (1875), p.402; F & R, vol. 2, pp.130-9.

89 Beier, p.99.

90 Pearl, ‘Social Policy,” pp.115-31, quote from p.131.

91 Blair Worden, ‘Classical Republicanism and the Puritan Revolution,’” in History and Imagination, ed. H.
Lloyd-Jones, V.Pearl and B. Worden (New York, 1981), pp.182-200, finds the republicanism of the
Interregnum rooted in the classical literature with which puritans were so familiar. But he sets this classicism
in the tradition of Renaissance humanism (p.193).
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