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vi. INTRODUCTION.

views and actions of such a man at a great crisis in national
history are worthy of study, especially when, as in his case,
his intellectual endowments and integrity of character
ranked him as one of the foremost men in Scotland in his
time.

Our information regarding ALEXANDEK BRODIE is mainly
derived from the copious Diary he wrote, several volumes of
which have been preserved, and were published in a bulky
folio by the Spalding Club in 1863—a work well known to
the antiquary and the historical student, but in its form not
adapted to the general reader. His Diary is not of a character
to be taken up and read as one would read a work intended
for publication. It was never meant to be scanned by any
human eye but his own. It is the remembrance-book of a
devout man much given to reflection and meditation, and
was doubtless kept under lock and key during his lifetime,
It was wrilten during moments set apart for spiritual
exercises, usually at the close of the day, and is largely the
record of self-examination and introspection, with the result
of manifold confessions of weakness and unworthiness—
experiences not unnatural in the case of the man who

habitually brings his motives and actions under the search-
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light of divine truth, even though he may not record them
so faithfully as did the Laird of Brodie.

An obviously unfair use is made of BRoDIE'S Diary when
his heart-searchings and confessions before the Almighty are
dealt with as the true characteristics of the man. The heart
most deeply sensible of its faults and failings is not usually
the farthest from grace. The consciousness before God of a
weak and vacillating disposition is no evidence of a spirit
unstable and wayward beyond that of other men. BRODIE’S
secret sorrows over the inconsistencies of his life, as revealed
in his Diary, are proofs of a tender conscience rather than
marks of a double-minded man. The amiability and gentle-
ness of disposition he manifested in his intercourse with his
fellow-men he himself regarded as a “ snare ”; the good name
he bore, all men at times speaking well of him, was to him a
cause of humiliation ; the clear intellect which saw both sides
of a question was but “darkened vision”; and even the
natural wish to preserve his property from confiscation by
his enemies assumed to his mind, at times, the form of
inordinate desires after wealth and the things of the world,
Whatever view may be taken of his action on certain great

questions, there is not a single expression or sentiment from



viii. INTRODUCTION

beginning to end of his voluminous Diary that can be con-
strued into insincerity in religion or unfaithfulness to the
cause he had at heart,

The particular phase of religious life which prevailed at
the time in which ALEXANDER BRODIE lived, has, in some of
its outwards forms, passed or is passing away, but whatever
its defects may have been, it did not lack in the essentials of
earnestness and thoroughness. To the Christian men of that
generation, evil presented itself as the work of the Devil.
Two kingdoms were felt to be very near them—the Kingdom
of Darkness and the Kingdom of Light : the darkness was
all the deeper because of the clearness of the light, Life to
them was a dire struggle both in its personal and spiritual
aspects, whilst the outward affairs of the nation were full of
troubles, perplexities, perils. That life in these circumstances
should wear to them a somewhat sombre hue, tinging their
whole thoughts and feelings, is not to be wondered at. In
forming an estimate of these 1ﬁen, we must have regard
to their prevailing character as a whole, to the ob-
jects they had in viéw, and to the spirit in which these
objects were pursued. The horizon of one generation is not

the horizon of another. Forms of thought and expression
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change with the centuries. The importance and significance
of things at one period may be quite different at another.
The circumstances of the time have to be taken into account
in judging of the character and work of the men and women
of each generation, the one essential test being whether they
have acted well or ill their part in the affairs of their own
time—a test which the subject of this memoir will bear with
no diseredit or dishonour.

In truth, there was nothing in the religious life of the
district as exemplified by LorD BroDIE and his friends which
was not' commendable and praiseworthy, except perhaps an
undue development of subjectiveness. Fanaticism and ex-
travagance of any kind were wholly absent. They simply
claimed the right to meet and have the Gospel preached
to them by ministers they deemed faithful to principles
formerly professed, whose teaching, moreover, was instinct
with life and power. The attempt to drive such people into
the kirk to be ministered to in spiritual things by men
they had ceased to respect, was thoroughly irrational
and unrighteous. What good could possibly accrue to a
church filled with unwilling and unsympathetic worship-

pers? The folly of the persecution was conspicuous in



5% INTRODUCTION.
the case of a district where the people were otherwise
loyal and peaceable.

The freedom of worship and the liberty of conscience for
which Lorp BropIE and his friends contended, have now
become the common heritage of the nation, with the addition
of a larger spirit of toleration than was possible to them in
the circumstances, and all honour is due to their memories in
the stand they took at a critical time in the history of
Seotland.

The series of Lorp Bropig’s religious reflections, given
in a separate chapter, reveals the true inwardness of spirit of ~
the man. In these casual comments of his, he shows singular
insight and penetration into subjects which have engaged the
minds of the thoughtful of all generations. Many of his
aphorisms are indeed clean-cut gems of Puritan thought.

ALEXANDER BRODIE died in the year 1680, but the
narrative is continued to the REVOLUTION, an event which’
forms the natural conclusion to the history of the period in
which he and his friends figured.

No portrait of ALEXANDER BRODIE OF BRODIE is known
to exist. An old print with the title “ ALEXANDER BRODIUS,”

showing a handsome figure clothed in ermine robes, is to be




































2 LORD BRODIE.

Alexander, the subject of this memoir, was the eldest son of
David Brodie, second of that name. His mother was a daughter
of Thomas Dunbar, Dean of Moray, who had married a sister of
the Admirable Crichton. Genius ran on the mother’s side at
least, and the love of learning inherent in her family may have
had something to do with the boy Alexander having been sent to
England to be educated when little more than ten years old, and
kept at school there for five years without once returning to the
parental home. It was the year 1628 when Alexander Brodie
was sent to England, doubtless in the charge of the faithful
steward of the house, one John Wyland, who had already served
two lairds of Brodie and was destined to spend many long years
under his young master. It was the England of the earlier years
of the reign of Charles I., and the darkest hour of Protestantism
had been reached. Archbishop Laud had well nigh re-established
Roman Catholicism as the national religion of England, and the
Puritans in thousands were leaving their own country for the
American Colonies for the sake of religious liberty. It is unlikely
a boy of ten years of age would have been much affected by the
ferment of feeling prevailing, but as his years advanced he could
not fail in receiving some impressions of the exciting struggle
going on around him. We are not told to what part of England
he was taken, nor are any of the circumstances of his school days
onice referred to in his writings, but we can have little doubt his
upbringing and education were intrusted to guardians of approved
Protestant and Puritan principles.

In the autumn of 1632, the house of Brodie was in mourning.
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The Laird had died on the 22nd September of that year, at the
comparatively early age of forty-six. The old steward, John
Wyland, was despatched to England to bring home the young
Laird, now a youth of fifteen years. His home-coming would have
been sorrowful enough, for his father’s memory was engraven on
his heart, probably all the deeper because of the long separation.

Brodie House—or Brodie Castle, as it is now called—occupied
the same position then as it does now, in the midst of a rich level
country. The noble lines of trees which now screen the castle,
the stately avenues, the spacious lawn, the ornamental lake, the
pleasant garden, are the product and work of later years, but even
at that date Brodie Castle, in the soft beauty of its surroundings,
must have resembled some of the old English manor-houses with
which the young Laird had become familiar during his sojourn in
the South. The Castle itself, although little remains of the old
walls to judge by, would doubtless have been one of the grim
square keeps, with round towers, cap house, moat and draw-
bridge—the type of castle common to that turbulent period in
the Province of Moray. Though the external aspect of the Castle
was stern and forbidding, Brodie had many friends to welcome
him home. His neighbours were all either near relatives or
kinsfolk, and his mother and younger brothers and sisters were
there before him.

Alexander Brodie was too young to take up the responsibilities
of his position all at once. His uncles, some of them lairds, others
ministers in the neighbourhood, were only too glad to be of service

to him in the management of his affairs, and he could always
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depend upon his old steward to see that household matters were
kept straight. Acecordingly he went to College—first to St.
Andrews and afterwards to Aberdeen for two sessions. Whatever
knowledge he may have gained at St. Andrews, he learned to play
golf on the links there—a game which he practised in his later
years when health began to fail. From his own account, student
life, among the wealthier young men at least, appears to have
been of a rather rough, roystering character, and the dissipations
of his University set were not quite to his liking, his retiring
gentle disposition finding a more congenial sphere in domestic
society. By the time he was eighteen years of age, he had fallen
deeply in love with a charming young widow, the relict of
Urquhart of Craigston, tutor of Cromarty. Brodie was an ardent
wooer. The lady’s first husband had been dead but a year and
some months, and Brodie himself was not yet come of age. He
applied for a dispensation to the Privy Council for serving him
heir before his minority had expired. Without waiting for the
tedious procedure of the law courts, he married the lady first and
got the dispensation afterwards. In spite of his haste, he had
made a most fortunate choice. Elizabeth Innes, whom he had
married, was a daughter of Sir Robert Innes of Innes, one of
the worthiest men of his time. Her mother, a pious excellent
woman, was the youngest daughter of James, Earl of Moray, the
“Bonnie Earl” of Scottish ballad, who was so foully murdered by
Huntly, at the instigation, according to popular belief, of the King
himself. She had stood, a little girl, by her mother in the Kirk
of Leith beside the bleeding corpse of her father, the dagger
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thrusts exposed to public view, and had joined in the ery wrung
from her mother’s stricken heart, ¢ Avenge my cause, O God !
Avenge my cause!” The daughter Elizabeth, who had married
Brodie, brought with her no small share of the heauty of the
family, and a double portion of its goodness. Her young hushand
was devoted to .her, ever at her side planning and carrying out
some new improvement in the castle or its grounds—oblivious,
it would almost seem, in this elysium of his to the call of
patriotism.

ForScotland in those very years was in a great commotion
over the innovations of Laud and the persistent efforts of King
Charles I. to subvert the Protestant constitution of the country.
Brodie’s name does not appear on the roll subscribed in person
to the National Covenant in Greyfriars Church in Edinburgh on
1st March, 1638. He appears to have contented himself with adhi-
biting his name to some of the many copies carried throughout the
North of Scotland or by standing in his place in the Kirk of Dyke
and giving his adherence. To attribute its absence to indifference
is inconsistent with what is known of his character and subsequent
conduct ; to suggest the lack of courage is a groundless insinuation,
for it required more courage to abstain than- to adhere to a
Covenant which was in its widest sense national, including as it
did the great body of the Scottish people of all ranks and classes.
The National Covenant of 1638 was really the manifesto of the
whole nation, and there were few true-hearted Scotsmen who were
not Covenanters at this great crisis. Except the two or three

Roman Catholic Peers, and the official members of the Privy
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Council, all the nobles of Scotland were on the side of the
Covenant, the great majority of them being active promoters of
the movement. This remarkable unanimity was due to various
circumstances. The Episcopal Bishops were personally far from
popular, and the threatened innovations were regarded as a direct
assault on the independence of the nation. The great body of the
people had in addition an intense antipathy to the * Ceremonies,”
as they were called, looking upon their introduction as a prelude to
the re-establishment of the Popish system, which their forefathers
had overthrown. The parochial clergy, who exercised an enormous
influence on public opinion, were almost to a man reformers,
whilst the Town Councils of the Burghs, with the solitary excep-
tion of Aberdeen, were enthusiastic for the National Covenant.
Whatever cause hindered the young Laird of Brodie from being
present at the great historical assembly in Greyfriars Church
when the National Covenant was adopted, it was not because he
or his relatives were hanging back for fear of consequenﬁes, as no
such risk existed. The Brodies were undoubtedly from the first
strong supporters of the Kirk in its claim for freedom and
independence, and remained stedfast in their loyalty to the cause
they had espoused in the darkest days of trouble and oppression.

If national events did not disturb the serenity of Brodie’s
domestic life, an incident—and a very commonplace incident it was
—threw him into the deepest distress. Brodie one day went down
to the smithy at the village of Dyke, a few minutes’ walk from his
house. He was on business with the smith. The smith had been

dilatory with some work he had intrusted to him. The Laird,
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in high displeasure, lifted the bit of iron to take it away. The
smith’s wife interfered, and while holding her off, she stumbled
and fell. She was carried home unconscious, and for many days
lay at death’s door. She appeared to be dying, and Brodie’s wife
got a declaration from her that he was free from blame, as her
fall had been accidental—a declaration the woman for very sordid
considerations appears afterwards to have repented of giving. By
common consent of the countryside, the Laird of Brodie was an
undone man. His condemnation was all the louder and stronger
because of his being a righteous person—not an uncommon
experience of many a good man. Previous good character was
but an aggravation of the alleged offence in the eyes of the world.
His punishment ought to be the greater because he was (or
pretended to be) better than the generality of his neighbours.
And then there was the Marquis of Huntly, who was in authority
in the Province of Moray—he bore Brodie no great love, and
would be only too glad of the opportunity of pursuing him with
the utmost rigour of the law. What was poor Brodie todo in
such circumstances? What he did was characteristic of the man,
and of the type of man he represented. His own words are as
quaint as they are pathetic—¢ When the Lord had broken my
spirit into powder and made it willing to go to the scaffold, I did,
in the faith of His Providence, upon my knees burn the woman’s
declaration, renouncing all carnal confidence of wit, policy, and
wrong means, and committed my soul, life, estate, credit, family,
the affliction and issue of it and the woman, to God.” He had

many days of deep exercise in humiliation and supplication, with
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cries and tears, hut on going to the Sacrament at Auldearn in
deep submission he found, he says, “the Lord unspeakably and
unutterably gracious in the ordinance,” and on that very day,
when he was in the act of Communion, the woman survived the
crisis—she was safely delivered of a child, “ when all men had
taken them for dead.” Brodie never forgot the deliverance. He
ever regarded it as an answer to prayer. It deepened his trust
in the providence of God.

A year later he had to face a still sorer trial. His beloved
wife—¢the light of his eyes,” he calls her—died suddenly on
12th August, 1640. She had been the sun and centre of his life.
The sad and unl(-)oked-for bereavement plunged him into the
deepest grief and melancholy. He refused to he comforted, and
in his anguish of soul cried out against the Hand which had
inflicted this, to him, the sorest of all trials ; but the answer came
back to him that He could strike with sorer rods than he had yet
felt. The temptation to cast off all allegiance to God and to
plunge into the dissipations of the world came upon him at times
as a flood, and yet his soul shuddered and shrunk back lest he
should be drawn into an experience so awful as that. * In his
terror he cried to God, and he relates how he heard a voice desir-
ing him not to be disheartened or discouraged, “for He should
make up his loss and give him as good as he wanted.” To his
excited feeling, the words appeared to be articulate and audible.
He cried—* Lord, what can Thou give me? For children, house,
another wife, estate, cannot make up for this. Nothing can do it

but Thyself ; if I may sanctify Thy name and may know and
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enjoy Thee, it shall suffice.” And the gracious truth was sealed
to his heart. The intensity of his grief was overcome, though at
times a feeling of despondency would return and cause him to
seek relief in retirement to the heart of his woods. He had been
left with a son and daughter—James and Grizzel—and they
doubtless had a share in mitigating his sorrow, though with the
reticence characteristic of the times regarding childhood, they are
not once spoken of until they are well grown up.

Still another trial awaited him, to which the death of his wife
was even less. The honour and good name of the house of Brodie
were very dear to him, but the conduct of some members of his
household had brought a reproach for the time upon its fair fame.
In this new gulf of sorrow his spirit, he records, was humbled to
the very dust.

It was out of this furnace of domestic trial and affliction that
the Laird of Brodie, with a chastened spirit, emerged at the age
of twenty-three to take part in the public affairs of the time.
Looking back to this period of his life, some fifteen years later, he
adds—* Whilst the Lord was doing this, He left me not destitute.
He made every affliction to me a rose bed for smell and sweetness,
and withal was adding to my outward estate, sometimes one
thing, sometimes another.” The social ties which had so long
bound him to his Castle and his woods had at length to give way
to the imperative demands of the times for patriotic service on

the part of all good and true men in Scotland.






THE COVENANTS. 11

and the minister of Elgin, in December, 1640. The incitement to
this particular action was probably the Act of Assembly passed
at Aberdeen that year anent superstitious worship of idolatrous
images. The dislike to symbolical representations of sacred
subjects amongst the Scottish Puritans was intensified at this
time by the attempt to bring back what were regarded as Popish
practices and superstitions into the Kirk of Scotland. The
country throughout its length and breadth was in a state of
intense excitement over questions of ritual. Had not the King
and his minion Laud been detected and thwarted in the very act
of introducing a Popish Service Book, and had not the General
Assembly at its famous meeting a few months before swept away
the whole bench of Bishops and their Prelatic System. and restored
the old form of Presbyterian worship and polity? The Elgin
screen with its pictures, however prettily painted, was an offence
to these young thot-blooded zealots in the supreme moment of
their enthusiasm and triumph.

Brodie and his Puritan friends were speedily called to more
important work.

The National Covenant of 1638 had been accepted by nine-
tenths of the people of Scotland. The Glasgow Assembly in the
closing months of the same year had, with the approbation of the
nation, abolished the Bishops, overthrown the whole system of
Prelacy, which had existed, however, but for thirty years,
re-established Presbytery as the form of Church government,
and re-asserted the spiritual independence of the Church of
Scotland. The victory had been complete, and the nation
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appeared to be settling down to the enjoyment of its triumph,
when the King and his friends set on foot plots and intrigues for
the purpose of breaking up the harmony which prevailed. The
Laird of Brodie in consequence became one of a Committee of
Gentlemen of Moray who took up arms to preserve the peace in
their district and to keep the Gordons in check. There was a
good deal of marching hither and thither, but not much actual
fighting. When the King concluded to make his peace with the
Scottish Parliament and accepted the new order of things as
inevitable, Huntly perforce had to call off his men.

In 1643, Alexander Brodie of Brodie was elected Member of
Parliament for Moray, and he was also appointed the representative
elder of the Presbytery of Forres to the General Assembly of the
Kirk of Scotland. The Laird of Brodie, reflecting the feelings of
the best men of his time, set out on his public career with three
great principles—first, that the national religion of Scotland
should be maintained in its purity and simplicity, as established
at the Reformation ; second, that the King’s authority in all eivil
matters be recognised and upheld; and third, that personal
religion be cultivated and promoted by all men within the realm.
The watchwords were—Religion, King, and Country. There
never was any question among these men as to the duty they
owed to the King—they were Monarchists out and out—but
should loyalty to the reigning sovereign ever clash with loyalty
to God and His religion—(which God forbid {)—then they must
let the King go. Amidst all the din and strife, contention and
confliet, this is the issue at stake. Fach man has to play his part.
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and the greatness of the drama lends dignity and interest to the
actors. Brodie has gone to Edinburgh deeply imbued with these
principles.

The General Assembly of that year was second in importance
only to the Assembly of 1638, when the National Covenant had
been subscribed. Brodie made the acquaintance of the great
leaders and statesmen of the day. First and foremost—at
least most conspicuous of all—was Archibald Johnston of
Warriston, the great lawyer of the Patriotic party. He was
really the originator of the National Covenant of 1638. That
Covenant consisted of thrce parts—the first part was simply
the old Covenant of 1580 reproduced; the second was a
summary of the Acts of Parliament condemning the Papacy and
ratifying the Confessions of the Church, drafted by Johnston
of Warriston ; and the' third part embodied the renewal of the
oath and covenant in reference to the circumstances of the time,
namely, the innovations of Prelacy and the assertion of the royal
supremacy, contrary to the constitution of the Reformed Church
of Scotland and the laws of the realm, which was drawn up by
Alexander Henderson, minister of Leuchars. It was the Laird of
Warriston who organised the movement for signing the National
Covenant in the Greyfriars Church, and he it was in that ever-
memorable scene in the Church who unrolled the parchment and
read ‘“in a clear, calm voice ” the words of the charter of Scotland’s
liberty, in the hearing of the vast assemblage. Again, the figure
of Johnston of Warriston is seen in the churchyard, spreading

out his parchment on a-large tombstone, and the people pressing
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round him, eager to sign. Once more he is the central figure in
the Glasgow Assembly, as he sits at the Clerk’s desk, and with a
few strokes of his pen, abolishes the Bishops and restores the old
constitution to the Kirk of Scotland. The King from policy
rather than from love had recently knighted him, and made him
a Lord of Session, but Brodie finds him engaged in his old work,
for a new Covenant is under consideration of the Assembly.

The Civil War had broken out in England. The conflict
between the King and the forces of Parliament had been pro-
ceeding for some months. The Puritans of England looked to
the Presbyterians of Scotland to help them, and suggested a
treaty on the basis of civil liberty. The Scots insisted that the
treaty should be primarily a joint agreement in regard to religion.
The English gave way, and Alexander Henderson, minister of
Leuchars, the ablest ecclesiastical leader of Scotland, produced
the Solemn League and Covenant—the most masterly of all the
Covenants. The National Covenant of 1638 bound enly the
Scottish nation—the new Covenant bound the Protestants of
England, Ireland, and Scotland, to support each other in defence
of the *true religion.” It does not impose upon England and
Ireland the Presbyterian system, as is often stated. “In its first
article, it binds all the parties to it to endeavour to secure the
preservation of the reformed religion in the Church of Scotland
in doctrine, worship, discipline, and government, against their
common enemies. It then goes on to engage the parties to
endeavour to secure and preserve * the reformation of religion in

England and Ireland in doctrine, worship, discipline, and govern-
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ment, according to the Word of God and the example of the best
reformed churches,” and to “endeavour to bring the churches of
God in these three kingdoms to the nearest conjunction and
uniformity in religion, confession of faith, form of church
government, directory for worship, and catechising, that we and
our posterity after us may as brethren live in faith and love, and
the Lord may delight in the midst of us.”

In this article we have embodied the lofty ideal of a united
Protestant Church for the three kingdoms—a conception far
transcending in moral grandeur any of the schemes for Church
union in these latter days. In all probability this comprehensive
union would have been accomplished had it been followed by an
enactment for toleration of other sects. But Henderson and the
Scottish Presbyterians had not risen to that height. The temper
of the times was too keen. “If we do not suppress the common
enemy, the common enemy will suppress us,” was the view taken
of the position of affairs. Accordingly, the second article ran
that “we shall, in like manner, without respect of persons
endeavour the extirpation of Popery, Prelacy, superstition,
heresy, schism, profaneness, and whatsoever shall be found to be
contrary to sound doctrine and the power of godliness.”

The third article binds the parties mutually to preserve the
rights and privileges of the Parliaments and the liberties of
the Kingdoms ; and to preserve and defend the King’s Majesty’s
person and authority in the preservation and defence of the true
religion and liberties of the kingdom, “that the world may bear

witness with our consciences of our loyalty and that we have no
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thoughts or intentions to diminish his Majesty’s just power and
greatness.” ‘

The fourth article binds the parties to endeavour to discover
and bring to condign punishment all such as have been or shall
be incendiaries, malignants, or evil instruments by hindering the
reformation of religion, dividing the king and his people, or one
of the kingdoms from the other, or making any faction or parties
amongst the people contrary to this League and Covenant.

The fifth article pledges to a firm peace between the kingdoms,
and the concluding article formulates an engagement for mutual
defence against their enemies, with a solemn pledge to amend
their own lives and to seek to promote personal religion through- .
out these realms.

No nobler international treaty has ever heen penned. It
embhodies the loftiest patriotic aspirations, and is couched in
language of singular earnestness, sobriety, and dignity. It
propounds a scheme by which the three nations could be united
in the honds of peace—one religion, one monarch, one kingdom.
The National Covenant of 1638 is a document of prodigious
length and excessive prolixity. It covers many pages of close
print, and only the general drift and substance of it could ever
have been known to thousands of those who signed it. The
Solemn League and Covenant of 1643 is short, terse, and
unambiguous—a single sheet of notepaper originally contained it.
This new Covenant was enthusiastically adopted by the English
Parliament, as it had been also by the Scottish Estates, and it

was thereafter promulgated as the fundamental charter of the
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three kingdoms and its acceptance made obligatory. Incourse of
a very short time, however, opposition was manifested to it from
two opposite quarters. Its one radical defect—the want of a
Toleration clause—was discovered'by the Nonconformists of
England. Although believing only in congregational government
in the church, the English Independents had no objection to the
new Church to be set up becoming the Established Church of
England and receiving all the ecclesiastical endowments enjoyed
by the Episcopal Church, but they contended for liberty of
conscience and freedom of worship to those who remained
outside. This claim—this very reasonable claim—sorely exercised
the Presbyterians both of England and Scotland, who ultimately
saw in it only a device for the encouragement of Popery, Prelacy,
and heresy in its every form, and they absolutely refused to have
anything to do with it. The strife was long and bitter. Had
the principle been conceded, Presbyterianism, or something akin
to it, would have become the form of the ecclesiastical organisa-
tion of the Established Church of England, with the approval and
concurrence of two-thirds of the people.

The other objection to the new Covenant came from the
Scottish Royalists, who disliked it on various grounds, but
particularly as it appeared to restrict the King’s prerogatives.
The opposition to it was in reality purely political.

The Laird of Brodie both as a member of the General
Assembly and of the Scottish Parliament signed the new
Covenant, and gave in his adhesion to the party in Kirk and

State whose views it represented. In the proceedings which
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followed he became associated with the leaders of the National
party, as it was entitled to be called, and beecame acquainted with
Argyll, Loudon, Cassilis, Maitland, and Lothian. From his note-
book, it appears that the Scottish divines whose ministrations he
most frequented were Alexander Henderson, Samuel Rutherford,
Robert Douglas, George Gillespie, and David Dickson—all men
of eminence.

It is doubtful whether Brodie on this occasion met the
Marquis of Montrose, as about this time the Marquis had found
it eonvenient to remove from the Scottish Capital and betake
himself to the King’s Court in London. But in February, 1645,
Montrose paid a visit to Brodie Castle in the absence of the Laird,
and with the troops he had raised to promote the King’s cause,
plundered and burned the house, carrying off all the papers,
writs, and valuables. Many of Brodie’s friends and neighbours
were dealt with in the same way. The mansion-house of Grange-
hall (now Dalvey) shared the same fate. The house of Culbin
—mnot yet overwhelmed by the sanddrift—was given to the flames.
The Laird of Innes was known to be a good and wise man, and
his house was also burned and plundered. The lands of Lethen,
Burgie, and Duffus were wasted. The fishing village of Garmouth,
because it happened to belong to the Laird of Innes, was set on fire
and the fishing cobles destroyed. The march of Montrose through
Moray and Nairn was marked by acts of wanton cruelty and
barbarism. Rapine and plunder seemed to be the main object of
Montrose’s ragged, rascally regiment. And this attack on the

peaceable dwellers in Moray came with a very bad grace from the:
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Earl of Montrose. It was he as much as any one who was
responsible for the people of the district signing the National
Covenant.  Letters entreating those friendly to the Covenant
to meet at Inverness on a given date had been sent into the
district, and the first signature on the document, written in bold
half text, is Montrose’s own. Two of these letters still exist, one
addressed to the Baron of Kilravock and the other to the Laird
of Park. Montrose himself was one of the deputation who along
with Andrew Cant visited Inverness, Forres, and Elgin for the
purpose of obtaining signatures to the Covenant. The difference
between the National Covenant and the Solemn League and
Covenant was hardly sufficient to justify Montrose’s conduct.
The explanation is that he had changed masters. He had broken
with the leaders of the nation, as much on personal as on public
grounds, and he was now acting as the King’s Lieutenant, in the
hope of causing a diversion on his behalf. Fortune seemed to
favour his designs. His campaigns in the north were signalised
by a series of brilliant victories. In the month of April he was
back again in Moray, this time to face and fight an enemy in the
open field. General Hurry, who had been sent out against him,
having reinforced his army, advanced from Inverness to do battle
with Montrose. The Marquis, passing the Laird of Brodie’s
door, crossed over into Nairnshire, and took up a strong position
behind the village of Auldearn. His skill in the disposition of
his troops so as to equalise their strength with the superior
numbers coming against him is universally recognised. He

fought without a centre, a standard and a few men having been
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planted in front of the village protected by a marsh to deceive,
while the main body of his troops was thrown into the right and
left wings, with the purpose of closing in upon the attacking force
when they assaulted the village. General Hurry, however, must
have divined his intention, for he advanced to the attack in
precisely the same order as Montrose had disposed his army.
Things were going very badly for Montrose’s right wing under
command of Colkitto, who had ventured out into the open to
fight and was driven bhack; but on the extreme left, when
Montrose ordered Lord Gordon to advance, Hurry’s cavalry iu
making a charge, or a feint at charging, suddenly wheeled round,
and broke right through his own infantry supports, and before
order could be restored out of the confusion caused by this move-
ment, which it is alleged was treacherously conducted by Major
Drummond, Lord Gordon and Montrose, with the whole horse
and infantry forming the left wing burst upon them and swept the
field, never halting until they had fallen upon and overwhelmed
the right wing operating against Colkitto. No quarter was
given by Montrose, and some 800 men of the Covenanters fell
on the fatal field. Montrose’s losses were comparatively light.
The bulk of the Covenanters never fired a shot nor had a chance
of doing so. The composition of the Covenanting army made the
blow to be severely felt. Its ranks were filled, not with men
picked up from here and there, but with families and groups of
clansmen. The local registers record the death of the father and
his five, six, or seven sons. An old family chronicle records—

“ Besides what fell unmarried, there were eighty-seven widows in
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the lordship of Lovat.” Montrose as usual sent out his men in
bands to sack and burn the houses and waste the lands, and they
did their work effectually. The Laird of Brodie’s house was
favoured with another visit, and any replenishing accomplished
since the black 20th of February was taken away or destroyed.
Referring to this period, the Laird of Brodie in his Diary states—
“We fell before the Wild Irishes six times without interruption,
and to mingle the Church’s and the land’s calamity with my
private loss, my house and my mains and bigging was burnt to
the ground and my estate made desolate, and no place left me,
nor means to subsist.” Some of these events are unknown to
local history.

It is interesting to see how the Laird of Brodie and those he
represented took their beating. The Battle of Auldearn took
place on 9th April, 1645. On 6th August of the same year,
Brodie addressed a Supplication to the Estates of Parliament, in
the following dignified and chivalrous terms—“My Lords and
others of the Estates of Parliament, I, your Lordships’ servant,
Alexander Brodie of that Ilk, humbly showeth—That whereas I
am neither sorry nor ashamed to be brought before you in a case
so singular, it is not my fault that I suffer, for except it should be
called a fault to serve God and you, I know beside the testimony
I may have within myself, I may and am confident of the
testimony of this honourable House, that as they sit here with
justice and reason, than what I have or may suffer in this cause
in my person and estate is for a cause not less honourable and

just than is the name and authority of this high court. Not I,
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but the privilege of it, is more immediately striking and hinted
at. I intend not to make this an apology or introduction to my
losses. That they should'at this time be thought upon, it were
folly and shame to mention it while all the lands and estates you
have is but enough to defend the head. The good success of
your present intentions is of more value and will be dearer to
any honest heart than a thousand of their lives.. I make no
mention of burning of houses, lands, corn yards, spoiling of goods
and cattle. I only crave what is in your hand to give and the
giving whereof may well augment but not diminish your
treasury or authority. Your enemies are skilful to destroy.
Amongst the rest in this common calamity, the writs and
evidents whereby I have title to enjoy the small estate whereto
I succeeded, are not in part but wholly destroyed. I am through
this loss and destruetion of writs, evidents, contracts, discharges,
and others suchlike, exposed to a hundred, yea many years
troubles and ploy. I have nothing to answer if anything be
claimed, though never so unjustly. I have not title to claim nor
ask from others, though with never so great reason or justice.
My inconveniences are more than I can reckon or answer, and
they offer themselves to any judicious eye. I humbly aceept this
at the hands of God and not choose. I would be sorry to have a
distrustful, discontented thought ; I resolved before this with the
loss of life and all ; though this and all losses had been presented
to me and the cause to be entered upon of new, I wounld think it
a great faintness or wickedness to lie by. Though I should
thereby preserve all, I lay down all that I have at your feet ;
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I cannot escape false and unjust persutes if you bar them not ;
and if you make not my escape I cannot but perish. My humble
desire is, that as the constancy and confidence of your servant is
come to view, so it may please your Lordships to pass some Act
of favour for my security, not only in my land and heritage, mill
and multures, but to shut the door against all actions and
persutes which upon this occasion may be intended, or heretofore
has been depending against me, wherein I am heavily prejudged
in the probation of my lawful defence by the burning of my writs
and evidents. And if your Lordships’ pressing affairs for the
public do not spare so much, be pleased to remit the desire of
your servant either to a particular Committee or to the Com-
mittee of Estates to be appointed to sit after the dissolving of
this present session of Parliament to do therein as they shall
think fitting, for securing me in manner foresaid, and according
as I shall particularly demonstrate to the said Committee my
particular sufferings and prejudices, through the burning of my
said writs and evidents, as said is, as the supplication purports.”
The Parliament at once remitted this reasonable request of
the Laird of Brodie to the Committee of Estates, and in 1647
passed an Act of Ratification of the decree of the Committee,
passed in May, 1646, in favour of Brodie, barring all actions
against him, aud further grants himn a new charter to his lands,
with benefit of the general Act that heritors of burnt and wasted
lands should have exemption from public taxes for a time.
Montrose’s army was crushed at Philiphaugh on 12th Septem-
ber, 1645. No one rejoiced more than Brodie did at the vietory
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of the Covenanters, and in the enthusiasm of the moment, he
subscribed £2000 sterling to the War Fund, giving his own
personal bond for the amount. But his troubles were not over.
Early in the following year, Huntly led the Gordons into Moray
and Nairn, and once more the halls and homesteads of the
Covenanters in the district were sacked, leaving nothing to eat
or sow in many places. The Laird of Brodie with a few of his
men was in attendance at the Garrison at Inverness at the time
of the entry of the Gordons, and his kinsmen all took refuge in
the House of Lethen, belonging to his uncle. The Gordons laid
siege to the place, which held out for twelve whole weeks, and
only surrendered when their ammunition was spent and all hope
of relief abandoned. It was money Huntly wanted, and he
took a bond for £2000 from the Laird of Lethen payable to
himself in case Lethen should not conform to the King’s cause.
Huntly knew pretty well the stuff the Laird of Lethen was
made of, and had little doubt he would be able to cash the
cheque. No sooner was Huntly off the scene than Lethen
replenished his larder and fortified his house for a longer siege,
with the blue banner flying from his topmost tower.

A letter from the Laird of Brodie to Mr Robert Douglas,
minister at Edinburgh, at this time shows his unabated devotion
to the cause he had espoused. Mackenzie, Earl of Seaforth, who
had all along been a waverer and was suspected of treachery at
the Battle of Auldearn, came to the front with a Covenant of his
own. It was entitled ‘A Remonstrance against the National

Covenant and the Solemn League and Covenant.” Taking
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painful struggle to restore the King without his satisfying their
claim for securities for the maintenance of the national religidn.
A good deal of pressure had been put upon Brodie to join his
northern neighbours, but he never wavered, persuasions and
threats alike failing. His uncle, Brodie of Lethen, for his refusal
to join the “Engagement” had his houses burned and his lands
wasted, evidently by the troops on their way South to accompany
the Duke of Hamilton. A near neighbour and friend, the Baron
of Kilravock, contrary to the traditions of his family, followed
the fortunes of the Duke of Hamilton in this expedition, and
had cause to rue it for many a day. The disastrous fate which
overtook the expedition at Preston on 17th August, 1648, when
in a three days fight it was cut to pieces by Cromwell’s troops,
justified the view of its futility and subsequent events showed
its impolicy.

Cromwell came to Edinburgh in October 4, and remained
there four days in consultation with Argyll and the leaders of
the Covenanting party, who were again in power. There is
every probability that Brodie became personally acquainted with
Cromwell during his stay in Edinburgh. Brodie was by this
time one of the advisers of the Government and a trusted
friend of the Kirk. The result of Cromwell’s visit was that he
received an assurance from the Government that the “ Engagers,”
the wreck of the Army that had escaped to Scotland, would be
dealt with as malignants and deprived of all power of further
mischief-making by being declared incapable of holding any civil

trust or military command in the country—a stipulation produc-



28 LORD BRODIE.

tive of untold evils in Scotlénd, and to the enforcement of which
Brodie in later years refused to be a party.

From expressions in his writings at a later period, it is
evident that the course followed by the Scottish Commissioners,
by instructions from home, to avert the execution of Charles I. met
with Brodie’s entire approval and support. Though not Royalists
in the English sense, his party were sincerely attached to the
Monarchy and had quite as much aversion to the sectaries and
extremists of England as they had to the Prelates and Papists.
If the King had only embraced the Kirk of Scotland then all
would have been well. No responsible statesman in Scotland
desired a Republic or Commonwealth in Scotland. Accordingly
a few days after the execution of Charles I. the Scottish Parlia-
ment proclaimed Charles II. King of Great Britain, declaring,
" however, tha't before he be admitted to the exercise of his royal
power he shall give satisfaction to the Kingdom in those things
appertaining to the security of religion, the union betwixt the two
Kingdoms, and the good and peace of Scotland according to the
National Covenant and the Solemn League and Covenant. The
proclamation was made at the Cross of Edinburgh on 5th
February, 1649. The Laird of Brodie was chosen one of the
four Commissioners to treat with the young King, and was
despatched forthwith on this mission to the Hague where Charles
was residing with his brother-in-law, the Prince of Orange.

Brodie and his fellow Commissioners sailed from Leith on
16th March for Rotterdam. The skipper of the ship was one
Captain John Gillespie, and they had also the services of Peter
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Sympson, a Dutchman, perhaps a North Sea pilot. The four
Commissioners were the Earl of Cassillis, George Wynram of
Libberton, Alexander Jaffray, Provost of Aberdeen, and the
Laird of Brodie, and they were accompanied by two ministers
appointed by the General Assembly, Mr James Wood of St.
Andrews, and Mr Robert Baillie of Glasgow. Sir Joseph
Douglas had preceded them. This was not the first mission of
state the Earl of Cassillis had been engaged in. He was one of
the Commissioners who had presented the Solemn League and
Covenant to the English Parliament at Westminster, and had
been successful in having had it accepted and ratified. He wasa
staunch Presbyterian and Covenanter throughout all the troubles.
Mr Baillie, too, had been employed in important public service.
He had been one of the Scottish Commissioners at the West-
minster Assembly, and had but lately returned bringing with
him the Westminster Confession of Faith and other documents
which were to form the standards of the Presbyterian Church of
Scotland. His “ Letters ” form an important contribution to the
literature of the period. A
They found the young King had a scheme of his own quite
different from theirs. His plans were to go first to Ireland, and
with the forces he could gather there to proceed to Scotland, and
with the Irish and Scots joined together fight his enemies in
England and establish his right to the Crown. He would listen
to no proposals of his accepting the Scottish Covenants as a
preliminary, but he went so far as to offer to conform to the

Directory of Worship of the Scottish Kirk while in Seotland.
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This, of course, would not do. The negotiations failed. Brodie
and his fellow Commissioners returned to Scotland, and Parlia-
ment approved of their actings.

In February of the following year Charles IL., having fallen
upon evil days, changed considerably his attitude towards the
overtures of the Scottish Parliament. His visions of armed
conquest of England had vanished ; the friends who had sur-
rounded him at the Hague when his prospects seemed bright
had by this time forsaken him ; his money was wasted, his
health indifferent, and unkindest cut of all, his brother-in-law, the
Prince of Orange, had virtually turned him out of his Court, to
shift for himself. George Wynram had met Charles at Jersey,
and found him penniless—his brother and he (he wrote), had not
an English shilling between them. Charles now made approaches
to the Scottish Parliament, and Brodie was again chosen one of
the Commissioners—this time both by the General Assembly and
the Parliament—and thither he proceeded along with his former
colleagues, Lord Cassillis, Provost Jaffray, and Mr Wood. The
new members of the Commission were Lord Lothian, Sir John
Smith, a Lord of Session, and Mr Livingstone as clerical repre-
sentative in room of Mr Baillie. Arrived at Breda, where they
found Charles living in straitened circumstances, they presented
the conditions of the Scottish Parliament. These were simply
that he should accept the National Covenant and the Solemn
League and Covenant.

The negotiations of the Treaty of Breda present elements of a

morally tragic character. On the one side are the Puritan
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delegates of the Parliament, grave, good, well-meaning, patriotic
men, having serious views of life and concerned above everything
for what they believed to be the true religion—the only religion
befitting their beloved country —and yet they were intensely
solicitous to have a King to rule over the nation as in the days
of yore—a King to sit on the Scottish Throne they wanted, but
that King must rule and reign in the fear of the Lord. He must
become one with themselves in support of the Covenants,
eschewing Popery and Prelacy and all superstitious devices
in religion, from which happily for the time the country was
delivered.

There stands before them the young Prince, the rightful heir
to the Throne, an uncrowned King, having much of the regal
bearing and gracious manner of the Stuart family, with a
good-natured frankness all his own-—prepossessing he would
have been, but that his countenance and demeanour revealed all
too plainly that he had lost the bloom of his youth in the
dissipations of a corrupt and dissolute Court life. His independ-
ence of character, like his innocence, was gone; his hunted
look, his shabby dress, told their tale of abject poverty and
embarrassment. Charles’s fortunes were at their lowest ebb when
the Commissioners and he met at Breda to treat concerning the
Crown of Scotland.

What was Charles to do? He had no wish to be hampered in
the exercise of his kingly prerogatives by Kirk or Parliament, and
no desire to lead the strict moral life these subjects of his had in

their minds for him ; and deep down in his heart, libertine and
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scapegrace though he was, he felt probably most of all the pang
of having to desert and disown the Church and faith in which he
had been nurtured and brought up. It was the supreme moment,
the great crisis of his life. To sign these Covenants which he
hated would gain him the Crown and the position he so passion-
ately longed for, but henceforth he would be a perjured forsworn
man. He parleyed with the temptation. Would it not be
sufficient for him to give his verbal promise without requiring of
him his oath and his signature? The Commissioners adjourn to
consider the proposal, but they come, one and all, to the
conclusion that the word of a Prince is not so binding as his
signature, and in a matter of State of such tremendous import-
ance, it behoved them to have the highest securities and
guarantees of good faith.

If Charles had his scruples, the Commissioners were not
without their difficulties. It was evident to all of them that the
young man had the utmost aversion to sign the articles which
had been placed before him, and if he did so, it would be because
he could not help it. Was it right %—was it not sinful to allow
the Prince in these circumstances to do violence to his conscience
Could any good come out of a transaction so palpably wicked ?
Brodie had the marliness and honesty to divide the Council of
the Commissioners on the point. He wanted to break off the
negotiations, and to proceed no further with a transaction so
flagrantly dishonest and dishonourable on both sides. He was
supported in this view by Mr Jaffray, who had spoken privately
to the Prince on this subject, beseeching him not to sign the
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Covenants if in his conscience he was not satisfied he was doing
right. The ministers also were of the same opinion. But the
other Commissioners took a different view. It would be doing
them an injustice to suppose that they winked at the moral
wrong about to be perpetrated, and they probably argued thus—
“If the Prince be once legally hound, he will be morally obliged
to adhere.” It was one of the delusions of the time that the
Prince’s defection to the national cause was due to the counsel of
evil companions—once placed under the influences of the Kirk
and its gospel-preaching the last taint of Romanism and evil
desire will be removed from his heart. The Commissioners came
to a vote—Lord Lothian, Wynram, and Sir John Smith voted
for the King’s signature being accepted if he should give it. The
Earl of Cassillis, as Chairman, had no vote, and the ministers
had no voice in the matter, their function being purely advisatory.
Brodie and Jaffray alone supported the motion for breaking off
the negotiations, and they were thus out-voted. It was a turning
point in history.

The Prince, becoming alarmed lest he should after all be left
in exile, and now in a reckless mood, was ready to sign anything.
The die was cast. He swore faithfully to observe the
Covenants, and signed his declaration of adherence to them, and
thereupon was handed the invitation by the Estates of the
Scottish Parliament to be their King, which he joyfully accepted.
He had won a kingdom, but had lost his honour.

Provost Jaffray records in his journal that he too simply and
implicitly followed the judgment of others, * holy and good men
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that were there,” and adds, “but the Lord taught me in this and
in many things of that nature, not so implicitly to depend on
men.”  Brodie's after-reflections were of the same kind. He
wrote in his Diary in the year 1655 :—*“I know not if our
success with the King was of mercy ; yet if his heart had been
right, I would have counted it so; and I did judge we were
about our duty in dealing with him ; yet in all this he discovered
much disaffection to the course of reformation, to godliness, to
those who profess it, and retained his affection and respect to his
old company and courses, and approved his father’s ways in his
heart, nay, in his discourse. Now what our duty should have
been in this case I know not; but I am apt to judge that we
were carnal, hasty, inconsiderate, nay, we feared and apprehended
the evil that was to come upon these lands. Now, wherein I
ignorantly failed, let Him not lay it to my charge.”

But Brodie loyally joined with his fellow Commissioners in
completing the arrangements. It was he who drew up the papers
on behalf of the State, and acknowledged in courtly terms the
King’s acceptance and subsequent explanations, having penned
the latter document on board the Dutch galleon, ¢ The Skiedam.”
Although he had taken a very strict view of the duty of the
Commissioners, Brodie was evidently a persona grata with Charles
and his advisers. Brodie in latter years, in referring to this
episode in his career, rather blames himself for having been too
free with Lauderdale and other friends of the King in their
amusements. “When I went to Holland, I engaged not to be

familiar with Lauderdale, Duke, and others, yet I was almost
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stolen off my feet; and if the Lord had not been merciful and
pardoned, I might have perished. Alas! my heart was not so
fixed against familiarity with these men as Mr Jaffray, Cassillis,
Livingstone, Hutcheson, and others.”

Money was needed for the preparations for the King’s
departure from the Continent to enter upon his Kingdom, but
his coffers were empty. The Commissioners had received a
letter of credit for £300,000, but the Kingdom of Scotland,
alas! had no credit abroad, and Brodie, Cassillis, and Lothian
had to give their personal security to some merchants at Camp-
vere for 100,000 merks borrowed for the King and Court’s
expenses !

Brodie had been absent in Holland from the middle of March
till the end of June. The voyage to Holland had been very
pleasant, all the omens, or providences, as Brodie would say,
favourable, and the return journey was equally prosperous.

At a meeting of the Scottish Parliament on I1st July,
Brodie and Wynram made a full relation of all their negotia-
tions with his Majesty ; they produced the Covenant, with the
Church’s explanations, subscribed by his Majesty. They likewise
exhibited to the IHouse four articles from the Commissioners
with the King, to be solved and considered by the Parliament.
The House passed an Act of Approbation of the Proceedings of
the Commissioners, and voted the hearty thanks of the Kingdom
to them for their faithfulness and diligence in this matter.

A further honour was paid to the Laird of Brodie. He was
made a Lord of Session. The appointment was a proof of the
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high estimation in which he was held by the statesmen of the
time, as having had no legal training, he could have had no pro-
fessional claim to such a post. His calm judicial turn of mind,
as well as his rectitude of character, eminently fitted him for an
office of the kind, and it was not deemed essential in those days
that a Senator of Justice should be learned in the law. He was
thereafter styled Lord Brodie.

By a curious circumstance, the ship which carried the King
and the Commissioners to Scotland, arrived off the coast of
Moray, the County which Brodie represented in Parliament. To
avoid the pursuit of Cromwell’s cruisers, they had sailed north
and made for the mouth of the Spey, and when the King was
carried ashore on the back of a fisherman named Milne, on the
beach at Garmouth, the house Charles was taken to was that of
Brodie’s brother-in-law, the young Laird of Innes, who along with
his wife was happily there to meet and entertain him.

The announcement of the King’s arrival was received through-
out Scotland with great rejoicing, any expressions of doubt and
dissastisfaction being drowned in the din of popular applause.
Lord Brodie was deputed by the Parliament to meet and
congratulate His Majesty on his happy arrival in the Kingdom,
and as one of the Senators of Justice, though not yet formally
installed, he was present at the coronation of Charles at Scone
on New Year’s Day. Although the great body of the nation
was delirious with excitement over the advent of the King, the
wiser heads amongst the public men of the day did not forget to

impose the conditions upon which he was invited and received.
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Already on board ship he had sworn to the Covenants—according
to some accounts, a second time in the Laird of Innes’s house at
Garmouth—and in the Kirk of Scone, in presence of the nobles
and representatives of the nation, he renewed his oath of
adherence to the Covenants. First, the National Covenant and
then the Solemn League and Covenant were read over to him,
and after solemn prayer, the Moderator of the Commission of the
General Assembly, with a deputation of the ministers of the Kirk
standing beside him, administered the oath to the King; who
kneeling and lifting up his right hand did swear :—¢ I, Charles,
King of Great Britain, France, and Ireland, do assure and declare,
by my solemn oath, in the presence of Almighty God, the
Searcher of hearts, my allowance and approbation of the National
Covenant and of the Solemn League and Covenant above written,
and faithfully oblige myself to prosecute the ends thereof in my
station and calling; and that I, for myself and successors, shall
consent and agree to all Acts of Parliament enjoining the
National Covenant and Solemn League and Covenant, and fully
establishing Presbyterial government, the Directory for Worship,
and Confession of Faith, as they are approven by the General
Assemblies of this Kirk and Parliament of this Kingdom ; and
that I shall give my royal assent to acts and ordinances of
Parliament, passed, or to be passed, enjoining the same in my
other dominions; and that I shall observe these in my own
practice and family, and shall never make opposition to any of
these, or endeavour any change thereof.” Nothing could be more

emphatic or explicit.
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On the King ascending to the Chair of State, he was presented
to the assemblage. ‘“ Are you not willing to have him for your
King?” the Lord Marshal demands. To which the nation’s
representatives respond with loud acclamation—“God Save
the King, Charles the Second !” The Coronation Oath framed in
his grandfather’s time—a promise to maintain the reformed
religion—is read over to him, and sworn to and accepted by
him. Charles is then invested with the royal robes by the Lord
Chamberlain, and the Sword of State is presented to him by the
Lyon-King-at-Arms, with the adjuration —¢Receive this kingly
sword for the defence of the faith of Christ and protection of His
Kirk, as it is presently professed within the Kingdom, and
according to the National Covenant and League, and for executing
equity and justice, and for punishment of all iniquity.”

Charles is thereafter girded with the Sword of State by the
High Constable, and his spurs are put on him by the Earl
Marshal. The crown is placed on his head by the Marquis of
Argyle, and the sceptre put in his hand by the Earl of Crawford.
The nobles and representatives swear allegiance to him :—“ We
will live and die with you against all manner of folks whatsoever,
in your service, according to the National Covenant and the
Solemn League and Covenant,” say they. And when the King
was presented to the people outside the Kirk they shouted with
one voice—* God Save the King !”

The Coronation ceremony was a brilliant and impressive
function, and if Charles had been sincere it would have been a

glorious day for Scotland. Lord Brodie, looking on, no doubt
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hoped for the bhest, but knowing as he did the King’s real
seutiments, he must have had his doubts and fears as to how it
was all going to turn out. In token of his professed regard for
Brodie, the King presented him with a portrait of his late father,
King Charles I, by Vandyke, which still adorns the drawing-
room of Brodie Castle.

In truth, it was all wretched masquerade. The King was
well-nigh bored to death by the interminable preachments of his
Puritan Councillors ; they were soon shocked and scandalised by
the levity and licentiousness of their newly-crowned King. Oliver
Cromwell’s re-appearance on the scene put an end to an utterly
incongruous and embarrassing situation. All hasten to repel the
advance of Cromwell’s army. Forsaking for the time his judicial
seat in the Parlia,l.rnem; House, Lord Brodie throws himself with
ardour into the military preparations. In October, 1650, he
had acted as Commissary-General to the Army. His relative,
Brodie of Lethen, had led a contingent South to help the King,
and took part in the conflict at Eastwick and commanded a troop
at the disastrous Battle of Dunbar. When the Scots Army fell
back to Stirling and was greatly in want of money, Lethen, at
Lord Brodie’s promptings, gave the Estates considerable pecuniary
assistance. They again take the field.

A number of Brodie’s kinsmen and tenants were at the Battle
of Worcester when Cromwell finally crushed the King’s forces,
and put the King to flight. Cromwell carried several of them
prisoners to London. They were ultimately liberated, and

returned to their native parish of Dyke. One man only was
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the Covenants is sincere. The General Assembly was split into
two parties—the ““ Resolutioners” in favour of the more moderate
course ; the ¢ Protestors” for no toleration of Engagers, or
Malignants, as they termed them. Lord Brodie’s closest friends,
as a whole, were with the Protestors, and he himself disapproved
of what he considered unconstitutional procedure in the Assembly
towards the Protesting body, and voted in the Synod of Moray
on a motion to that effect. But on the main question he felt he
could not go the length his friends went. He thought it was
contrary to public policy and equity to disqualify so many of his
countrymen for all time coming for the single mistake they had
made in joining the Engagement. At the same time he was
not prepared to go over to the party in power—the Resolutioners.
His characteristic moderation pleased neither party, least of all
the Protestors.

Although Lord Brodie had no longer any official duties to
perform in Edinburgh, he was back again amongst his-old friends
in the beginning of May, 1653. It is interesting to find him in
friendly consultation with Robert Leighton, the saintly minister
of Newbattle. They had much in common. Both alike were
animated by a spirit of fervent piety ; both believed that
righteousness lay at the root of personal and national character.
But they differed widely as to the application of their principles
to public affairs. Circumstances had made Brodie a man of
affairs. Leighton had lived apart and cherished lofty ideals.

“I spoke with Mr Leighton,” writes Lord Brodie in his
Diary, 24th May, 1653. ¢ He did show me that the composing
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of our differences was not a harder task than the finding out the
Lord’s mind by them, both the procuring and final cause. He
thought holiness, the love of God and our brethren, was the
chief duty God was calling us unto, and sobriety and forbearance
to one another. He knew not if it were not from his natuxal
temper or something of the English air, but he thought it was
the safest to incline mitiorem partem. ¢ Much persecution was
there upon imposing upon one another, as if we were infallible,
allowing none that differed from ourselves in the least measure.
He thought the Lord would break that which we would so fain
hold up, our Judicatories ; he had observed so much of our own
spirit in them these many years past, that he had loathed them
for the most part, and wearied of them.”

Brodie replied that he thought the Church Courts these. three
or four years were much deserted and without that presence
of God in them which was sometimes observed. Their differences
were the cause, and he prayed God to guard their hearts against
that to which they were inclined, such as an indulging and
counting light of errors and heresies, on the one hand, and on
the other against a blind spirit of sinful untenderness.

The further conversation between the two is thus recorded by
Brodie :—

Leighton—These differences should make the hope of heaven
the sweeter.

Brodie—That is true, yet so as not to weary here or be hasty.

Leighton—That is the more venial extreme, if any are venial,

and better than any love of the world.
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Brodie—One grain of the world’s love is more burdensome
than a hundred grains of untimeous desires after heaven.

Leighton—Deferred hope breaks the heart. If the saints
knew the advantages and final causes of their differences and
trials they would rather the trials. And, indeed, I think the
sweet trust of a sanctified trial is to see mercy in it for correcting
our quarrelling and advantage which would make us love the
Lord better, and so say—*In faithfulness Thou has afflicted me
and it was good for me,” &c. Though we may not love the sin,
yet we may admire and love and adore Him that can extract
good to us and glory to Himself out of our very infirmities and
sin.

‘When Brodie and Leighton met again it was in very different
circumstances. The fragrance of Leighton’s spirituality seems to
have lingered with Brodie, for a few days later he appeared
amongst his old compatriots as an apostle of peace. He had a
rude awakening, however. The leading Protestors had come to
Edinburgh, and Lord Brodie, Mr Robert Blair, minister of St.
Andrews, and Mr James Durham, one of the ministers of Glasgow,
went to meet them at Johnston of Warriston’s chambers, and
exhorted them “to ways of peace and union.” Samuel Ruther-
ford was there, and retorted that he had heard much of peace
with men, but would like better to hear of a peace with God and
taking with sin, that His wrath might be turned away, without
which a patched peace would be little effectual. Warriston also
spurned all moderating counsels, remarking that the truth was

either on the one side or the other, and therefore the neutrals
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were as far wrong as any of them. Brodie and his friends,
though repulsed were not discomfited, and Blair told Brodie an
experience of his own in which he had as much enlargement and
sense of the presence of God in his undertaking a journey to
New England as ever he-had, and yet he found ere the journey
was half done that it was not the Lord’s mind that he should go,
but rather that he should stay at home and suffer affliction.

If Brodie was sorry he could not go as far as his old friends,
they were extremely reluctant to lose him, and accordingly a few
days later a deputation of the Protestors waited upon him.
These were Samuel Rutherford and Sir John Chiesley of Kers-
well, a zealous Protestor. Lord Brodie has left a very graphic
account of the interview.

Samuel Rutherford said they were come to lay claim to him
in the Lord’s name, and desired him to appear for the way
wherein the Lord had led them and blest them for many years.

Brodie answered—I hehove to say with shame that I was
never forward nor foremost in anything that was good ; and if in
anything I was dark, I could not be truly humbled under it until
the cloud past over.

Rutherford then spoke of the Association and the usefulness
of it, and that the Word did not hold out a difference betwixt
conjunction and association in defensive and offensive war ; that
what was unlawful in the one was unlawful in the other. Israel
for self-defence might not take idolators.

Brodie answered that in that he differed, for he could not find

any word or warrant from God to bind up the hands of men
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from their own defence, when their liberties, life, estate, and
dearest natural interests were invaded.

Rutherford replied—Light of nature is no rule for a Christian
man ; he has something dearer to him than these. ~When
religion and the people of God could not be preserved but with
the loss of men’s natural interests the one must give place to the
other, otherwise excommunicated men and Papists and idolaters
could not be debarred.

Sir John Chiesley remarked—All men admit that some even
in these cases, should be restrained, and will not admit of all.

Brodie answered that he could not condescend what cautions
and limitations were necessary upon this law of nature, but the
hazard or consequence to the work or people of God, might not
be a ground to debar from a natural and moral duty.

Rutherford—The debarring of these and such men is 2 moral
duty, opposite to that light of nature, self-defence.

Sir John Chiesley—Who dare say that we may with a safe
conscience set up wicked persecutors to the helm ?

Brodie—I do acknowledge it is a perpetual and eternal truth
and duty for us to labour to set up the best of men as rulers over
us. But where either there are not such men, or where we have
not the physical power and calling to set them up, as among
heathens, or the generality of a corrupt people or land, there it
were our duty to vote and endeavour to choose the best of the
society ; but, where we cannot carry it, I hold myself bound to
choose and aim at the best, but to reverence and submit to the

ordinance of government, albeit Providence in the call or election
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should set up wicked men unfit and unworthy to govern. I
would consent, if I lived among Pagans, to choose a Pagan ruler
where I could attain no Christian ruler, rather than live without
government, and so living among wicked men.

Sir John Chiesley and Rutherford assented to the case of
Pagans, but were not clear with Brodie in the rest.

Brodie (continuing) said that wherein the Commission of the
Kirk did vary from this rule and duty, in consenting to the
choice of wicked men, or in taking away the restraints which
held out wicked men, they sinned. How far their hand was in
this he knew not. Next, he said, he was dissatisfied with the
bulk of public proceedings. The scum of men were gotten up to
places of government, and had they prospered we might have
looked for sore days to the work and people of God in both these
lands, for most of them had an enmity at all appearance of
godliness. Nay, to set up these again by French, Dutch, Irish,
&c., he durst not consent to it, nor desire it of God, but rather
beseech him not to grant men their lust or desire in this, for if
matters be ill now, it-would be worse.

Rutherford said that was all they desired.

Brodie said the Commission of the Kirk and some of their
chief members did disavow the proceedings of Parliament in this.

Rutherford replied—What did they against it? Did they
show the Lord’s mind in it ?

Brodie said they declare they did.

Rutherford said he prayed to be kept from closing with

malignants or the present power. Who would go under a house
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when it was falling? So many testimonies of God’s anger
against them, and shall we involve ourselves in their sin, and
so partake of their judgment? God forbid. He prayed the
Lord to declare who sought Him in truth and singleness of heart,
and to be kept from joining with Lutherans, &c.

Although the controversy was thus keen and sharp, it
was characteristic of the men that they engaged together in
prayer, no doubt Samuel Rutherford leading the devotions.
After prayer, the disputants came to a conclusion over the
matter.

Lord Brodie said—As to the business you have spoken of to
me, I shall say this. Although I differ and come not up to see
so clearly in these things as other men, it is my burden ; yet my
heart is with you. I shall be loth to be upon a contrary side.
I must wait. And in the meantime, not for my cause, but for
the Lord’s name that called on me, be instant with Him on my
behalf, that I may be to His praise in my generation and may
not deny His name or truth.

Sir John Chiesley replied—It would much rejoice us that
you would write to them, and testify what you said to us, that
you dislike the bulk of proceedings.

Rutherford pressed him further. Though you differ in some
things, as there is difference among ourselves, anent, first, the
nullity of the Assembly, and secondly, defence, &e. Yet if youn
be satisfied in the chief things it were a great honour to the Lord
to witness for one truth of his.

Brodie answered—God willing, with the first occasion, I shall
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declare all that I have spoken to you, both'to any of your
number and to those of the Assembly.

Sir John said he had been much pressed to seek the Lord on
his behalf, and he believed the Lord would do him good.

Brodie answered that it was his chief and only desire that his
tongue, heart, hand, pen, life, and all, might be to His glory.
He counted that his greatest honour, but he knew not if ever
He would honour him to be for Him all his days.

So they parted. When they went away, Brodie bowed before
the Lord desiring light and strength, and above all to be delivered
from the sin of denying Him in that truth, if it was the truth.

The subject occupied his mind very much, but the more he
reasoned it out, the more confirmed was he in his own view.
To the objection that by putting power in the hands of wicked
men he gave them occasion to overturn the work and cause of
God and to persecute the people of God, his answer was—* that
was but a consequence ; if it was a moral duty to defend them-
selves, they should not be prohibited to exercise that duty for
the land, and for their own dearest natural interests. Were a
wicked man our son, our brother, nay, a stranger, pursued by a
company of robbers, whether were it good arguing—he is a
wicked man, he must not defend himself nor draw a sword ; nay,
I will not help nor relieve him, nor endeavour to do it, because
he has done and may do much mischief if he escape. Shall the
Protestants in Germany and France not join in common defence
of their country with Papists, Lutherans? Have they ever

refused to join in armies on this account, for opposing the Turk
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characteristic of the Puritan character. He himself regarded his
experiences at that place as forming a crisis in his spiritual life.
With the keenness of the dissecting knife, he went to the very
root of his character. He was perfectly conscious of his natural
tendency towards moderation, and, realising this, his heart was
filled with gloom and despair. ¢ This moderation,” he exclaims,
“is not of the Lord, springs not from holiness, but is contrary to
it and will cut the throat of holiness and will turn all religion to
nature. And the next step will be to hate those that are zealous
and fervent for the Lord’s glory and in hating of every wicked-
ness and evil, for he must condemn those that are not of his
temper "—a very shrewd observation. He felt also that the
applause he had received from worldly men in taking up the
position he had done was a snare—yea, almost a sign that he
was in the wrong. “It is not for nought that all men speak
good of me and love me—it is because I have ceased to testify
against the things that are evil.” ¢Striving at civility and
humanity may, if the Lord prevent not, cost me the loss of Thy
favour, imperil my own soul, and cast me into the pit of hell.”
Such were some of the hard thoughts Brodie entertained of
himself and his moderation. To deliver himself from these
temptations, he once more dedicated himself to the Lord, vowing
that come weal or woe he should follow Him, loving what He
loved, and hating what He hated. At even there was peace.
We read—*“In the close of the day, the Lord seemed to visit
me and incline towards me in dissolving my soul into desires and

affections after His name—His so precious name that then was
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more fragrant and sweet to me than roses or any costly ointment
or perfume.” “ Remember Clatt!” became a watchword.

Unawares to him, a great temptation was even then on the
wing. It was but a three days’ journey behind him on his
progress northward. The messenger only just missed over-
taking him on the road with a summons from Oliver Cromwell
—a letter offering him an important and lucrative appointment
in London. 'Will his vows and dedications against the spirit of
worldliness now hold good? Or is Lord Brodie really a trimmer
and a weakling? Events will answer the question.

As we have seen, it is exceedingly likely that Lord Brodie
met with Cromwell during the three days’ visit the Protector
paid to Edinburgh in 1648. He was latterly on terms of
intimacy and friendship with Cromwell’s leading military and
civil officials in Scotland, and was constantly being appealed to
by the Protestors and others to use his.influence with them for
this favour and the other, and his amiable disposition is shown
by the ardour and zeal with which he takes up the cause of the
oppressed and injured, from which ever side the request comes.
Whether from personal knowledge or official information, Crom-
well recognised in Lord Brodie a man of capacity, intelligence
and worth, whose services it would be desirable to secure, if
possible, in the interests of the Commonwealth. Cromwell's
success in administration and government was largely due to his
unerring instinet in the selection of his agents both at home and
abroad. At this time the project of an integral union of the
Kingdoms of England and Scotland was occupying his mind, and
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his request to Lord Brodie was to come to London as a Scottish
Commissioner to treat with him to that end. Each weekly post
brought Lord Brodie letters of advice, some urging him to accept
the offer, others warning him against the English employment.
One of these was from Provost Jaffray, his fellow Commissioner
at the Hague and Breda, strongly persuading him to accept, as
he himself had done. Johnston of Warriston, on the other hand,
warned Brodie against the snares of the English employment, and
sent him a copy of a pamphlet he had written on the subject.
Samue! Rutherford had also published a tractate on the same
subject, entitled “ A Free Disputation against Pretended Liberty
of Conscience,” a copy of which Brodie perused. The Marquis of
Argyle, Brodie’s political chief, was also strongly opposed to
recognising Cromwell’s rule, feeling he was bound in loyalty to
the exiled King, and the utmost length he would go was to give
an assurance that he would abstain from disturbing the publie
peace. Good old James Guthrie also wrote Brodie in affectionate
terms to stand fast in the old ways. The drift of the arguments
against Union was that, by incorporation they would tie them-
selves to the Commonwealth of England without any security
that the religion and liberties of Scotland as a nation would be
maintained, and that it would be a breach of the old Covenants
they had sworn, both as regards their duty to the Scottish Kirk
and their allegiance to the Scottish King. The Scottish
Covenanters were, in fact, moderate men, and abhorred the
wild extravagancies of the English Sectaries as much as they did

the lawlessness of the Malignants.
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Brodie’s view of the personal situation is expressed in the
exclamation recorded in his Diary a few days after receiving
Cromwell’s citation.:—* Oh, Lord, I have met with the lion and
the bear before, but this is the Goliath ; the strongest and greatest
temptation is the last !” Good man that he was, he believed in
the value of prayer as a source of light in perplexity and dark-
ness, and asked several of his friends—his uncles, the minister
of Dyke, and others—to set themselves apart for two days—
Saturday and the Sunday following—for a solemn seeking of
the Lord ” in his bebalf, that the citation might not be a snare to
him. He also engaged, as was his wont, in a prolonged and
searching examination of his own heart, his motives, inclinations,
and duty, and ultimately came to the conclusion to refuse the
citation, let the consequences be what they might. What
weighed with him most of all was that such great public employ-
ments might endanger the spiritual welfare of himself and his
family. The frame of his own spirit—his liability to be influenced
by the circumstances in which he was placed—he felt, called him
to a private life. It was not without a struggle that he came to
this conclusion. The position had its undoubted advantages
from a worldly point of view, but the temptations to evil to
which it would expose him appeared to him so great that he
would (to quote his own words) “surely be blasted and corrupt
and wither, if he lost communion with the Lord and followed
great employments.” '

While the immediate grounds for his refusal of Cromwell’s

offer were thus pious personal considerations, it is clear that in
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the background lay the feeling that Oliver Cromwell was but a
usurper, and as Brodie wisely remarks, no usurpation lasts long,
and he clung to the hope that its Kirk and King would yet be
restored to Scotland.

That a man should decline a perfectly legitimate and honour-
able situation because of the temptations to which it might expose
him is so uncommon an occurrence in the present day as to appear
almost incredible, but the standard of one generation is not to
be too rigidly applied to another. The rare scrupulosity and
conscientiousness of the Laird of Brodie in this matter, shows at
least that he was no self-seeker or place-hunter. He well knew
his refusal of Cromwell’s citation endangered his property, and it
might be, his liberty and his life, but he came to his decision in
full view of all the risks, and stood by it. It required some
courage to say “No !” to Oliver Cromwell.

The estimate which his contemporaries formed of Brodie’s
ability and character is thus shown by these successive attempts
to attach him to their respective causes. He would have been
welcomed with open arms by the Resolutioners; it was with
extreme reluctance the rival Protestors allowed him forsake their
counsels ; and Cromwell himself, as we see, was most anxious to
secure his services. In truth, Lord Brodie was one of the
foremost men of his time in intellectual power and administrative
ability, whilst his high character had secured him personal esteem
and wide influence.

If Lord Brodie expected to escape from the cares and troubles
of the time by retiring to his Castle at Brodie he was speedily
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undeceived. He had arrived home on 14th June, 1653, and on
5th August of that year he had a visit from Cromwell’s troops
They were on the march northward in pursuit of Lords Glencairne
and -Balcarres, who had raised an insurrection in the Highlands
in favour of the exiled King. Captain Deal, who was in charge
of the English troops in question, greatly vexed the heart
of Lord Brodie by having inconsiderately quartered his soldiers
in his ¢ Little Park,” where he had sown and planted his young
oak and birch, which had been his delight. Cromwell’s soldiers
destroyed his yqung trees. “ Now this was in my estimation a
very great cross,” says the Laird, allowing his natural indignation
to express itself at the moment. But, good man, he accepts it
ex;entually as a discipline of Providence, and comes to the
conclusion that it had been sent to reprove his too much care
of his young and tender trees, and his too little care of the
desolation of His church, ordinances, and people, and he thanked
the Lord that had in wisdom chosen to humble him by a cross
from Him rather than to leave him to fall into snares through
them, counting in his heart the cross a greater mercy than the
highest preferment or benefit that he could attain by them.
These are his own words. No one of kindred tastes will find
fault with Brodie’s annoyance at having had his young plantation
“of trees trampled down, though they may not have the measure
of grace he had to look at it in the same light.
A few days later, the redoubtable Colonel Morgan—Cromwell’s
wiry, red-haired, little Irishman—marches past Brodie to join his

troops who are even now in touch with the Highlanders six
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miles beyond Inverness. The exigencies of the warfare Glen-
cairne is maintaining keep him from entering Moray, but on
New-Year’s Day, 1654, Lord Brodie is apprised of the approach
of Glencairne and his Highland host, and he is warned that
Glencairne intends seizing him as a prisoner. On the afternoon
of the 10th of the month he receives a letter from Glencairne
demanding his submission, and before he can answer the first he
receives a second to the same effect. Apparently Glencairne
wants money. Brodie is undecided what to do—to take to
flight, to satisfy the enemy, or to trust in God for protection.
He chose the latter course, and has a singular deliverance.

Quite unexpectedly a force of Cromwell’s troops marches up
to Darnaway. So Brodie Castle is safe from attack. A double
safeguard is placed around his dwelling. It was a season of
great storm and rain, and the river Findhorn came down in
tremendous flood, thus rendering it impossible for Glencairne
and his men to cross over. Brodie thankfullyv recognises these
events as special Providences in his favour. His heart overflows
with gratitude to God for his goodness and mercy. But while
the timely appearance of the military guard at Darnaway and
the occurrence of the spate in the river protect Lord Brodie, they
are the means of sending Glencairne higher up the river, to the
very great detriment of Brodie's uncle, the Laird of Lethen, whose
houses and granaries they burned. Herein was a question to
engage the analytical mind of Lord Brodie, and he stood rebuked
“at his own ignorant, hasty, wrong-applying of the Providences
of God.” He took the best way of solving his difficulties—he



THE BURNING OF LETHEN HOUSE. 59

set off to relieve the distréss of his less fortunate friends at
Lethen, giving a stack of oats and straw to the poor people
who had suffered, doing so, he says, “because of his freedom and
their safety ; both in duty of love and obedience and in sign of
thankfulness.” The calamity is accepted b& the Brodies in a
noble spirit. While there might be in the family matter of
humiliation for personal unworthiness, says Lord Brodie, “yet
to us it is a token not of wrath but of salvation to us of God,
and to our adversaries of perdition.” ¢ The quarrel is the Lord’s,
not ours,” he exclaims, and he and his friends are in no way
disheartened or dismayed. The old house of Lethen was a very
handsome building. A contemporary describing it says it was
one of the three principal houses in Moray.

The catastrophe which had befallen Lethen, it was felt, called
for more than ordinary submission by the Brodies, and accord-
ingly on the last day of January all the branches of the family
met for solemn humiliation before the Lord. Two of the Laird
of Brodie’s uncles were ministers, and one of them preached on
Job xxii., 20 and 21 ; the other on Joel xx, Then every person
present, men and women, young and old, some twenty in all,
after confession of their former unworthiness, entered into a new
Covenant of consecration. “We closed the exercise with a
solemn engagement of ourselves to God, and did come under a
new, firm, inviolable Covenant with God that we should be His
and He should be ours. We gave up and surrendered our soul,
body, estates, lands, rents, houses, families, wives, children,

servants, wit, parts, endowments, friends, wealth, and all that we
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had, or ever should have or attain unto in this world, to be the
Lord’s for ever ; that He might call for, make use and dispose of
it, and make it as His own. We besought the Lord to accept the
freewill offering of our lips and of our hearts, and not to permit
us to depart from Him.” The paper drawn by Lord Brodie has
all the precision and particularity of a legal document, but its
very formality marks the intensity of feeling which produced it.
It is remarkable that not one word is said of the temporal losses
sustained, or the hardships endured. These are not counted
worthy of being reckoned or spoken of. They serve only as a
spur to greater sincerity, faithfulness, and devotion. The spirit
is heroic.

After this ill-advised raid of Lord Glencairne’s, the peace
of the district was undisturbed, save by the passing to and fro of
‘the soldiers of the English Commonwealth between the posts of
communication established in the Highlands to keep order.
Cromwell’s rule was firm, but it established peace. At first the
attitude of the people in the district towards his administration
was that of sullen acquiescence. The ministers especially had
a great dread of Cromwell and his English soldiers, as appears
from various entries in their Presbytery records. Thus at a
meeting of Presbytery held at Forres on December 10th, 1651,
it is recorded ““in respect that a garrison of the English Army
had but lately entered the town and was not yet thoroughly

”

settled and accommodated therein,” it was decided to adjourn
for eight days, and then to meet at Dyke. The Presbytery

convened at Dyke on the day appointed, but *“in regard to the
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great disturbance of the bounds through which the brethren were
to pass, by reason of the removing of one troop of E;lglish and
coming on of another, and that it seemed not safe for them to
travel late, both doctrine and discipline were continued till that
day fifteen days.” Meeting again at Dyke on December 31, the
minute runs—* Forasmuch as it was weill knowne that the
English armie was ane enemie to Presbyteriall Government and
would not fail to mark narrowlie our course and carriage therein,
it was recommended to the several brethren that they should
consider carefully what was most expedien£ to be done in matters
of discipline, and doe the samen in a prudentiall way.”

The patriotic Scotsmen in Moray had great difficulty in
finding a suitable designation for Cromwell and his government.
Cromwell’s officers might collect the taxes in the name of the
Commonwealth of England, or grant receipts by authority of
the Protectorate, but they could not bring them to acknowledge
the one title or the other. If they could have done so without
serious risk, they would have probably designated Cromwell “The
Usurper.” But at last they hit upon a neutral title, perfectly
correct as far as it went, and committing them to nothing.
They styled his administration “The Present Power!” An
entry in the Presbytery Records presents a very pathetic
picture of the hard conditions to which the clergy were reduced
in the earlier years of Cromwell’s reign. At a meeting' of the
Presbytery of Forres on 5th January, 1653, it was represented
by some of the brethren ¢ that their condition was such for the

time that by reason of ill payment of their provision they were
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not able to entertain their families and themselves in any
tolerable way, and hardly able to keep the Presbytery and
other church meetings. Friendly dealings with their parishioners
availed nothing, because they find the brethren unwilling to make
use of the Present Power, yea, some have postponed in divers of
their parochine for five or six years, and desire to be advised
whether or not in such a strait they may make use of the Present
Power. The brethren being affected with the depressed con-
dition of their brethren desiring advice, and knowing how prone
so many are to take advantage of the time, do advise that yet all
good means be used to settle with their people in a friendly way
and to employ men fearing God to deal with them and persuade
them to equity. And in case no friendly way can prevail, let the
Present Power be the last remedy, and in making use of it to
carry with that moderation that it may appear they are forced
with unjust necessity and not out of a contentious humour, and
in all the steps let their moderate mind be known to all men,”
This relaxation in discipline does not seem to have had any very
bad effect, except in the Highland parish of Ardclach, the minister
of which, Mr George Balfour, reported on 29th September, 1653,
“the deplorable condition of the people under his charge by
reason of many heinous and fearful sins daily increasing and
abounding among them, as also of their untowardness and un-
willingness to submit themselves to discipline grounded upon the
inequity of the time.” The Presbytery deemed it necessary to visit
the parish of Ardelach in consequence of this report by the minister,

but no special measures were adopted towards the delinquents.
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One of the reasons assigned by the heritors for scrimping the
clergy was the excessive taxation imposed upon them by Crom-
well. An illustration is afforded by the case of the heritors of
the Parish of Auldearn. The Rev. John Brodie (uncle of the
Laird of Brodie), desired a helper. The Presbytery at their
meeting in February, 1653, recommended the heritors to exercise
liberality towards their minister, but they pled that while willing
to be so, “ their burdens were known to be great every way, and
their sufferings had been extraordinary.” However, they offered
to come to terms—if the Rev. John would abate a chalder
augmented upon them in the platt of 1648, they would in lieun of
this give to the entrant helper the sum of 100 merks. The
minister agreed, and offered to give 200 merks more if he had
a special voice in the election ! One of Lord Brodie’s great
concerns was the filling of the vacant charge of Auldearn, when
his uncle some eighteen months later died. Even at this time,
a distinction was drawn between evangelical ministers and those
not so regarded. Harry Forbes, Thomas Hogg, M‘Killican, and
the Urquharts, were men according to Lord Brodie’s own mind.

The *Present Power ” interfered but little with the Kirk
and its affairs in the Province of Moray. Cromwell’s officers
were concerned only about the military occupation and the
administration of civil affairs.  When any of Cromwell’s Iron-
sides happened to attend the Parish Kirk and heard the King
prayed for, there were threats of punishment, and it was hinted
to the lairds that if the practice did not cease they would be
made to repay the stipends of the offending clergy to the
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Laird of Cawdor, Brodie’s nephew, who was deeply involved
financially by the unfortunate acquisition by his predecessors of
the property of Isla. Brodie appears to have been induced to
act in the family dispute at the earnest solicitation of Lord
Lorne, who was at this time residing at Gordon Castle, or the
Bog of Gight, as it was called. Five years before, Huntly had
become indebted to Argyle in the enormous sum of one million
merks Scots, and Lord Lorne lived at Gordon Castle from 1653
to 1661. Brodie did not at all like the prospect of meeting his
old chief the Marquis of Argyle in the character of a peacemaker.
His first visit was paid to Roseneath, where he was not long in
discovering that there were, as is generally the case, faults on
both sides. He did not like to see, he says, the implacable temper
and unsubmissiveness of Lorne to his father, nor did he approve of
the deep resentment shown by the father in keeping in his mind
injuries and offences and prejudices. Brodie appears to have had
a somewhat stiffish letter from the Marquis as to his coming to
see him at Inverary, and he had some doubts about accepting
the invitation, his feeling being to abandon the negotiations.
Happily, he was induced to face the situation, and the Marquis
and he, once they had met, got on very well together. The
family matters appear to have been adjusted to the satisfaction
of all concerned. There is no formal scene of reconciliation, but
the causes of difference being removed, the father and son enter
upon friendly relations again. In the matter of the Laird of
Calder’s Islay business, Brodie, with considerable tact, conciliates

the Marquis by making him arbiter in the affair. The casual
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references to public matters in their interviews throw consider-
able light on the attitude of the Marquis. The position he had
taken up was one of strict neutrality towards Cromwell’s
administration. Two remarks Brodie records as having been
made to him by the Marquis show that he had not departed
from that position. When Brodie went South he found some of
his old friends very earnest about a new Covenant, so as to bring
about union—an engagement which would omit all reference
to civil affairs and deal only with spiritual matters. “ The
Marquis,” says Lord Brodie in his Diary, “showed me that
he had written to Cassillis to see what would please these honest
men.” The other remark is—¢The Marquis told me of the
Earls of Lothian and Dysart their temporising with the Protector
and inclinations to take employment ”—an observation indicating
that the Marquis had no sympathy with their conduct.

Some curious glimpses are afforded of the way in which
religious exercises entered iuto the familiar social intercourse of
the men of the type of Lord Brodie in those days. On the 22nd
of Angust Brodie came from Roseneath to Kirkintilloch, and
lodged “in an hounest man’s house called Archibald Cathine.”
“He worshipped God in his house,” says Lord Brodie with
marked commendation. “As I was purposing in my heart to
give myself to humiliation and supplication in a part of the day
following, I heard of a solemn fast in the Parish of Renfrew.”
He resolved to join with them, and next day he is at Renfrew, and
hears Mr Patrick Simpson, the parish minister, preach and lecture.

Patrick Simpson was an evangelical preacher, and fared badly
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later on, being ejected from his parish in 1662, but he lived till
the Revolution restored him to his old charge. The following
day Lord Brodie is at Paisley. There he spent the day with
Bailie John Kelso, Mr Alexander Dunlop, Mr James Stirling, and
Mr William Thomson. Dunlop and Stirling were ministers of
Paisley at the time, and both suffered for nonconformity at the
Restoration. At this time Lord Brodie was much affected by the
account of the sufferings of the Protestants in Savoy. ¢“I did
exhort them,” says Brodie, * to lay the matter of Savoy to heart
and look on it as an alarm to all that love the name of Jesus.
These same things are determined against them ; yet this is the
root that is springing up in our land.” He records, all too
briefly, his meeting with William Ralston of Ralston, a notable
figure among the Covenanters of the West. They prayed and
read the Scriptures together. He also met with Mr James
Durham, one of the ministers of Glasgow, another of the galaxy
of “The Scots Worthies.” Durham, like Brodie, was descended
of an ancient family, and fought as a soldier at Dunbar. His
horse was shot under him, and the story is told of how an
-English soldier was on the point of striking him down with his
sword, but taking him to be a minister by his grave carriage and
black cloth and band (which was then in fashion with gentlemen)
asked him if he was a priest? Durham replied—“I am one of
God’s priests,” and he spared his life. In consequence of this,
Durham gave himself to the ministry. Brodie had a high opinion
of him, and desired him to commend his case and seek divine

direction for him. Durham gave Brodie the sensible advice that
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‘“ the safest course in the case of doubt was to eschew the snare
and lay count with the inconvenience of loss.”

Lord Brodie is greatly cheered with the state of things in
Glasgow. He heard that the Sacrament was administered in that
place with unanimous approbation, that even the “ Malignant
magistrates countenanced worship and reformed the outside. He
found that many honest men ‘ were content to lie out of employ-
ment and affected not the Government.” He adds—*The Lord
can rule and keep up His Church, though we do not intrude
ourselves into places of credit and employment. All this was the
ground of praise and thankfulness, encouragement and exhorta-
tion, and stirring up of others, as I shall, God willing, do.” And
he kept his resolution. The first man he thought of ¢“stirring
up ” was his old friend Mr Robert Baillie, who had been with him
on the first voyage to Holland.  Baillie was regarded at this time as
lukewarm and latitudinarian—he wrote and said many bitter things
about his old friends. ‘I visited Mr Baillie,” writes the
undaunted Laird of Brodie, “and exhorted him to entertain
Christian followship with others, and to countenance and foster
piety. I moved him to pray, wherein he did succeed little of
private condition, but bewailed public losses and calamities as
unsupportable "—in other words, he was more conscious of the
failings of the time than of his own faults. Brodie has others
still to “stir up.” He meets with Sir John Swinton, who was
about to accept office as a Lord of Session under Cromwell, and
Brodie records that he closed their interview with an exhortation

to him “to look to himself and to watch, to enquire into his own
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soul’s estate, and to ponder how it fares with him now.” It
would be to his loss if his estate grew great, while if in spiritual
things he decreased and decayed. The more were his snares and
temptations, the more should he take heed and watch.

On the 6th of September a happy incident crowned the visit
Lord Brodie had paid to Glasgow. He was made a Burgess of
the City in recognition of the eminent services he had rendered
to his country, and as a tribute of the esteem in which he was
held. «“This day” (he records) “I was made a Burgess of
Glasgow, and saw some plenty of God’s creatures and the finest
and the strongest and the sweetest.” In other words, the good
citizens of Glasgow had entertained him to a splendid banquet,
with much honour and grace.

The following Sunday he spends with his old friend, Johnston
of Warriston, at Edinburgh, who is still steadfast to the old ways.
Brodie takes part in the christening ceremony of a child of
Warriston’s, whose wife was descended from the old family of
Hay of Lochloy, in Nairnshire, near neighbours and relatives of

his own. There is a touch of homely pathos in a little incident
that occurred. Brodie when in Edinburgh was in wont to lodge
in the house of one Dame Edmonstoune, and when he arrived
there he went as usual to his old quarters, only to find his
landlady on her death-bed. “You have come to bury me!”
exclaimed the old lady as she embraced him. And so it fell out.
A few days later she died, and Brodie attended her funeral, and
his epitaph on the dead is this—“She died in the Lord, and in

the faith of Jesus Christ, and of His promises for forgiveness, and
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to be raised up at the last day, to be presented without blame
before God, through the Lord Jesus Christ.” In the evening he
conducted service in the house. “I met with much stupidity in
the servants,” is his severe comment on the living.

Brodie had much friendly intercourse with the leading
ministers of Edinburgh, such as Mr Andrew Gray, Mr David
Dickson, and Mr James Guthrie. No trace of any ill-feeling
towards him for having withdrawn from the Protestors remained.
He found most of them of the opinion that Cromwell’s prohibi-
tion against praying for the King was not a sufficient cause for
quitting the church. The Covenant of personal consecration so
much spoken of at Glasgow was presented to Brodie by Mr
Andrew Gray, and he freely and willingly subscribed it. That
Cromwell should have increased the pomp and show of outward
ceremonial in connection with any State function is hardly what
would have been expected, but Brodie remarks on the increased
splendour and stateliness as compared with his time connected
with the downsitting of the Judges. He enjoyed much friend-
ship and hospitality from the Lords of Session, who welcomed
him as an old colleague, but the business which had brought him
to Edinburgh did not-prosper. Next to the Argyle pacification,
the relief of the Earl of Moray from his fine was the matter of
most concern to him. The Earls of Moray were near neighbours
of Brodie’s. He had known three Earls—James, the son of the
Bonnie Earl, who strange to say, had married Huntly’s
daughter, and who died at Darnaway and was buried

at Dyke in the year 1638 ; James, his son, who was a keen
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Royalist but kept himself retired during the Civil War, and
died in 1653 ; and Alexander, his eldest surviving son. He
had just come into possession of the Earldom, and was fined by
Cromwell in the heavy sum of £3500 sterling. His affairs were
in the utmost confusion, and Brodie acted the part of a true
friend to him in his distress, though in after years the Earl
became his greatest enemy.

One evening Brodie met with Colonel Witham and Colonel
Seroop, two of Cromwell’s officers, and exhorted them to express
and show that they were come here for the good of this broken
people. Their reply was that it would tend much to that effect
if honest men would accept employments—a quite legitimate
home-thrust.

Brodie was glad to get away again from the excitements and
anxieties of public life, and paid a visit to the beautiful home of
Pringle of Torwoodlee. His cousin, Janet Brodie, daughter of
the Laird of Lethen, was the wife of George Pringle, and pre-
sided over a happy household. She was a staunch Covenanter,
and Brodie and she had much to say to each other in the way of
strengthening their faith and bracing themselves to walk in the
path of duty. “This family,” he records in his Diary, “ has all
things plentiful and successful, and are blest with friendship and
offspring. Let the Lord bless it to them. No such emulations
and factions here as is among us.” In parting Brodie spoke a
word of admonition and counsel to them *of what the Lord was
requiring of them severally.” He adds quaintly—¢They all took
it well off my hands!” Lady Pringle of Torwoodlee proved






CHAPTER VIL
LORD BRODIE’S HOME LIFE.

ORD BRODIE did not lead an idle life at home. Much of

his time was taken up looking after his own concerns, and
perhaps still more the affairs of others. He was a careful and
prudent manager of his property, and prospered withal, adding
considerably to his estate. He found he had quite a little mine of
wealth in his oak wood, which he sold to an Englishman for a
price unheard of in the district. He had his losses no doubt as
well as his gains. He had such things to deplore as the accidental
burning of his whole winter supply of fuel—his peats which he
had carefully stacked at Bankhead. At another time he is
busily engaged despatching from the port of Findhorn to the
South, the grain he has received from his tenantry in payment of
their rents, as well as the crop reaped on his own mains, only to
find a few days later that the ship which carried his cargo of

grain has been captured by pirates.
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The seasons at this period appear to have taken an unkindly
turn, causing the careful husbandman many anxious thoughts.
On September 11th, 1653, the great rain, like a deluge (Brodie
records), overflowed his land, especially at Grieship, carrying
away the piers and fences, and destroying the corn. On October
2nd of the same year, he mentions that ¢ the extraordinary rain
continued, and the overflowing of the waters.” On the 19th of
December, the tide went over the works in Inverness and the
highway there, almost to the top of the bridge, and in Findhorn
took away some houses. It culminated on December 27th in
“the greatest tide and overflowing of the sea that was seen these
forty years.” A few weeks later occurred the great spate in the
Findhorn which prevented Glencairne crossing the river at the
Broom of Moy, and compelling him to go higher up. On 5th
July, 1655, there was “a very great flood and deluge of rain,
which raised all the waters to a great height.” On 8th December
of the same year, Brodie records “the occurrence of snow and
wind and tempestuous blowing,”  the rivers overflowing and the
sea breaking in upon the land, taking away several houses,
several people perished, and ships and boats.” The new year
brought no improvement in the weather, for on the 22nd of
January there was another great flood of rain, which did great
damage by its inundation of the land ; and the storm was renewed
on the last day of the month. Bad enough as these storms were,
they appear to have been thrown in the shade by the great flood
of rain which began about the lst of September, 1658. ¢ The

inundations were so great that there has not been seen greater
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here this age.” The following summer was also a time of great:
floods and inundations. Lord Brodie, with his vivid imagination,.
could not fail in regarding the storms and tempests in the natural
world as fit emblems of the distractions and troubles which had
befallen the Kirk and Kingdom of Scotland.

Lord Brodie had to mourn the death of his old and faithful
servant, John Wyland. The master pays an affectionate tribute
to the memory of the steward of his house. ¢ Theend of the
righteous man is peace. Such was his end, and in this went
before me that he never did so much wrong to any other as I had
done.” Brodie was beginning to feel the loneliness of old age
approaching, for he continues—¢ Scarce are there any living now
in these bounds which had heen here in my father’s or grand-
father’s time, which was but yesterday. Ob, so soon does one
generation pass and another come ; so do our days glide away
like the stream or like the shadow.” The degeneracy of servants
had, it would appear, begun so far back as Lord Brodie’s time,
for he adds—* Nay, nor are there in our days servants like those
who were of old in the days of my grandfather !”

Lord Brodie’s mother married a second time, but after the
death of her husband, Alexander Dunbar of Westfield, she
returned to Brodie Castle, and kept house for the Laird. Brodie’s
son and daughter grew up. The daughter Grizzel or Grace, who
was the elder of the two, married her cousin Dunbar of Grange-
hill (now Dalvey), when she was but eighteen years of age.
Brodie’s son, James, went to Aberdeen University to complete
his education. His father left the choice of a College to himself,
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but regretted afterwards he had not sent him to St. Andrews.
Lord Brodie’s household was regulated in accordance with
his own views and sentiments. As head of the family, he
considered it part of his duty to instruct and guide both his
family and his servants. Sunday evenings at Brodie Castle were
devoted to catechising—now almost a forgotten exercise. The
Shorter Cathechism—the theological text-book of every Scottish
Presbyterian youth for generations—was then a comparatively
new book. It came from England along with the Westminster
Confession of Faith just about the time Brodie went first to
Edinburgh. Lord Brodie also expounded the Scriptures on these
occasions, and when opportunity afforded, he had the assistance
of some minister, preferably of the evangelical order, in these
exercises. He attached the greatest importance to religious
instruction in families, and brought the matter before the
Presbytery, but he was strongly opposed by Mr Murdoch
Mackenzie, minister of Elgin (who afterwards became Bishop of
Moray), on the ground that ordinary men were not competent to
explain the Scriptures or catechise those under their charge.
Their inability, he contended in effect, discharged their obligation.
Brodie refused to accept such reasoning, and he and the minister-
had very sharp contention, so much so that they were never very
good friends after. Brodie having got no Presbyterial support,
did what he could within his own sphere of influence, taking
much pains to see that good schoolmasters should be appointed.
He mentions several young lads, sons of poor neighbours, whose

school fees and class-books he provided. On one occasion,
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hindered by a spate in the Findhorn from getting home, he spent
the afternoon at Forres witnessing the children of the school act
and personate the two great vices of prodigality and covetousness.

The social life of the rural parishes in the North at this time
was very low and degraded. The external aspect of a dwelling
in Scotland is at no time a true index to the character of the
inmates, for purity of life and natural refinement of manner may
often be found in the humblest of habitations, but the miserable
accommodation of the agricultural classes common to the period
was not favourable to the promotion of piety. In the light cast
upon the domestic life of the district by the Kirk Session records,
it is scarcely to be wondered at that a religious man like Lord
Brodie should often be saddened and dismayed. He believed
that ignorance was to a large extent at the root of vice, and he
desired to see religious knowledge extended by the faithful
preaching of the gospel and by the religious instruction of the
young. He set himself to do what he eould to create a better
state of things. Christian work is now no longer confined to
the regular ministry, but in Lord Brodie’s day it marked a new
departure for a layman like him actively to seek to promote
evangelical religion among his associates and neighbours. In all
ages of the Church, the problem of how best to bring men and
women to decision in matters of faith has exercised the minds of
the devout, and methods have varied with the temper and
tendencies of the times. In Lord Brodie’s day the favourite
practice was that of subscribing a personal covenant of consecra-

tion. While it is better not to vow than vow and not pay, Lord
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Brodie found it a good and excellent form. Many a time were such
covenants broken disastrously, but in not a few instances they
held. These covenants were often subscribed by the penitent in
circumstances of much solemnity, and though certainly open to
abuse, Lord Brodie believed in them, and encouraged and
enforced them in his own household, and among his friends and
neighbours.

In the midst of the general depravity there were many
burning and shining lights. Amongst some of the better
educated classes, there was a recoil from the coarseness of life
prevailing. . Aspirations after higher things were kindled. In
his intercourse with his kinsmen and neighbours, Lord Brodie
both by ;;recept and example, helped to strengthen and confirm
these tendencies. By the common people he was spoken of as
the * good Laird of Brodie.”

In private life he was not at all the morose ascetic, the
wretchedly unhappy man, some passages in his diary would, if
taken by themselves, lead us to conclude. On the contrary,
there was a graciousness of manner and a sweetness of disposition
about him, which attracted people towards him. He became the
trusted friend and adviser of those in distress or perplexity,
either in temporal or spiritual matters. He was arbiter in almost.
every dispute in the shire. The hospitality of his house was
unbounded. Brodie Castle was but a little distance off the old
coast road used by travellers going north or south, and all persons
of distinction paid him a visit in passing—often to confer with

him on public matters—not unfrequently to obtain assistance or
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counsel in their private affairs. In fact his retirement to the
country only made him the more conspicuous. He was a tower
of strength to the Covenanting cause in the North, and con-
sequently when the evil days came, a marked man to the enemies
of that cause.

All this time the King was living in inglorious exile. Any
reports that reached Scotland of his doings were not to his credit.
Lord Brodie hears that he has turned Catholic. The expectation
and desire that he might be restored to Scotland once more is
gradually dying out. For once a “usurpation” is apparently
going to be permanent. The “Present Power” has inspired con-
fidence by its endeavours to administer strict justice and preserve
peace. The trade and commerce of Scotland is reviving. The
General Assembly is still shut up, but the Presbyterians are
allowed the free exercise of their religion everywhere, and are
only interfered with when their own faction fights threaten to
disturb the public peace. Unfortunately, the two ecélesiastical
parties into which the Kirk is divided, are as bitterly opposed to
each other as ever. There is manifestly a supreme want of
leadership in the Kirk judicatories. The question arises, would
the result have been different if Lord Brodie had remained with
the Protestors? Would his calm judgment and keen discern-
ment in distinguishing between the essential and the accidental
have led to a different state of things? Would his characteristic
‘moderation have saved both parties from drifting into extreme
and indefensible positions? It was the first split in the Presby-
terian Church since the Reformation. The factious spirit bore
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its inevitable fruit in indifference and apathy to religion and its
claims among large sections of the people, and paved the way for
a still greater reaction. Meanwhile Brodie is being drawn closer
than ever towards civil affairs under the Present Power. He
accepts ultimately the office of Justice of the Peace, and saves
his peace of conscience by minimising the oath of allegiance.
Two of Cromwell’s Commissioners for the Administration of
Justice in Civil Matters in Scotland, Judges Smyth and Edward
Moseley, came on a visit to him at Brodie, and he told them how
he had taken the oath of Justice of Peace. ‘It often came in
my thoughts, how would I answer to the Lords Cassillis and
Warriston for aceepting to be a Justice of the Peace,” he records.
He had a few months later the opportunity of explaining per-
sonally to his friends in Edinburgh how matters stood with him.
Cassillis he found as firm as ever, but at that very moment Sir
Archibald Johnston was considering whether he should accept
an invitation sent him to go to London. Lord Brodie adds—
“I am feared for his undertaking.” Well he might. For the
staunch, the immaculate Johnston of Warriston—the ¢ Lion of
the Covenants,” the uncompromising, the incorruptible Johnston
of Warriston, whose pamphlets had given Lord Brodie many -a
bad hour, and whose anger he still dreaded—this same Johnston
of Warriston went to London—and fell! He accepted employ-
ment, becoming a member of the House of Commons. The
hopelessness of the King’s cause, the prosperity of the country
under the Protectorate, and the desire to be in a position to

influence the * Present Power” in favour of the Kirk of Scotland
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no doubt were considerations which led to the change of policy
of these men. In poor Warriston’s case there has to be added
that he was a vietim of a domestic tragedy. His son had ruined
him by his reckless ways, and brought distress and misery upon
a happy household. Warriston thought to retrieve his mis-
fortunes by service under the Protectorate. Amongst those who
suffered severely from the bankruptey of Warriston’s son was
Brodie of Pitgavenie, Lord Brodie’s uncle. Johnston of Warriston
having gone over, it is with less surprise in all the circumstances
that we read that Lord Brodie, in January, 1658, “after much
resistancy and reluctancy ” took his old place on the Scottish
Bench as a Lord of Session along with the English Judges. He
exclaims—¢ Let the Lord turn it to His glory, mine, and His
people’s good !”  The inconsistency of refusing English employ-
ment and at length accepting it, is more apparent than real.
The circumstances of the country had entirely changed during
these eight years. The truth of the remark of Cromwell’s officer
at Dalkeith, that it would tend much to the peace of the country
if honest men took employment, could not but be evident to
Lord Brodie and his friends, although they had hung back for a

long time to maintain their old testimony.
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allowed a little longer time than was customary to get ready her
trousseau, seeing that she had to go so far North to her future
home. No particulars are preserved of the wedding festivities,
but Lord Brodie records on 28th July, 1659—“My son was
married with Lady Mary Ker, and on the 31st July, 1659, she
did subscribe her covenant to and with God and became His and
gave up herself to Him.” Probably this act took place on the
arrival of the young couple at Brodie Castle. It would have
been quite in accordance with the serious tone of the social life
of such households if it were done on the first night of her
arrival. Lady Mary’s signing of the Covenant, however, was
no mere form to please either her husband or her husband’s
father. She was herself a true-blue Covenanter. Brodie Castle
might have been considered strict enough before in its allegiaﬁce
to that side, but Lady Mary made it twice as strict. She had a
mind of her own, and outshone both her father-in-law and her
husband in her devotion to the cause of evangelical religion.

Lady Mary’s home-coming happened to be in one of the years
of excessive rain, but Morayland in the month of July must have
appeared to her singularly fair and beautiful. Her first visit
would probably. have been to her sister-in-law at Grangehill—a
sweet sheltered spot, where the tall hedgerows enclosed fields of
pasture and corn as rich and luxuriant as any she had ever seen
in.the Lothians. It would be her duty to return the call of the
Lady Moray, and her admiration must have been excited by the
magnificent drive through the forest to the old hunting seat of

Darnaway, which had so many historic associations—no place in -
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Scotland, apart from the royal residences, having seen so much
of Kings and Queens and Princes of the Royal blood as this
splendid old turreted keep with frowning battlements, then
untouched by the hand of the improver, and its grand hall still
retaining its paved floor. An early day would be given to a
visit to her husband’s cousins, the Brodies of Lethen. It would
not be courteous to pass by Brightmony, and a call there would
introduce her to one of a type of men common to the period in
Nairnshire—a man of ancient lineage, whose only income was
derived from the cultivation of a_small property—albeit poor in
worldly circumstances, a gentleman of courtly manners and
education, who if the conversation turned on the state of the
times would not hesitate to declare himself an out-and-out
Covenanter. Such Hugh Hay of Brightmony was, and his
most precious heirloom was the large two-handed sword which
his father had wielded with such good effect at the Battle of
Auldearn against Montrose’s rabble, until, through an act of
treachery, Colkitto threw him off his guard and cut him down.
The old fire burned in the son’s breast, and if fighting for the
good old cause was again to be needed a Hay of Brightmony
would assuredly be there. Lady Mary could hardly have missed
the experience every one has who ascends the Brae of Brightmony
for the first time. The brae is steep, and when the ascent is
made, one turns involuntarily to look back, and then there bursts
on one’s view one of the fairest prospects imaginable—a perfect
vision of beauty :—the smiling plain at o.ne’s feet, the sparkling

sea beyond, the huge wall rising from the water’s edge, broken
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by the entrance to the Cromarty Firth, the passage guarded by
sentinels, *the Stacks,” and the waterway inside gleaming in a
softer light, and then the fertile slopes of Cromarty and Ross in
magic colouring stretching back towards the mountain range—
to the west rounded and heavy, to the north sharp and pointed.
It is a scene of enchantment that leaves the spectator spellbound.

Lethen House, on the green slope dipping down to the Burn
which has cut out a passage for itself between two birch-clad
hills,. occupies an ideal situation, perfect in loveliness and soft
beauty. It was a place of great strength, almost impregnable to
the assaults of those days. When Lady Mary paid her visit it
would still have borne traces of Glencairne’s ruthless attempt at
burning it, and the occupants would have much to tell regarding
the siege of twenty days which it had sustained at the hands of
the Gordons. Lady Mary would have found the Brodies of
Lethen entirely to her mind—they were stalwart uncompromising
adherents of the Covenanting cause. The doubts and difficulties
which so often beset the more timid and apprehensive mind of
Lord Brodie, found no place here. Old Lethen and young
Lethen were alike staunch and wholehearted for the old cause.
They gloried in their past sufferings, and had no forebodings for
the future. Their religious profession was not a matter of policy,
but of conscience and conviction.

A day would be given to Cawdor and Kilravock, and in both
places Lady Mary would have found that evangelical religion
found a place there. In fact, with hardly a single exception, all

the leading families in Nairnshire were strongly Presbyterian.
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The Laird of Kilravock had more sympathy with the ecclesias-
tical party known as the * Resolutioners” than with the Pro-
testors, as he himself had been concerned in the Hamilton
“Engagement,” but his excellent wife, Lady Kilravock, as she
was called; neither at this time or later, wavered in her attach-
ment to the evangelical party, although, like the Laird of Brodie,
she regretted they had pushed matters to extremes.

Lady Mary’s round of visits was probably curtailed by the
intimation that her father, the Marquis of Lothian, was about to
pay them a visit at Brodie Castle. The Marquis arrived in
October. No details are preserved of his visit, but it appears
to have been most satisfactory on both sides. In a letter dated
from Brodie on 27th October, Lord Brodie gives graceful expres-
sion to his feelings regarding the Marquis and the daughter of
his Lordship’s house—* that living pledge of our mutual affection
which you left here.” Such epistles of Lord Brodie’s as have
been preserved, show him to have been a very courtly and
agreeable correspondent. With a few changes in ‘the ortho-
graphy, the following is the' letter he sent the Marquis some
days after the visit had concluded :—

“My noble Lord,—I long to hear of your safe arrival and
that you have well overcome the fatigue of so painful and toil-
some a journey. I cannot but with thankfulness acknowledge
those kindly expressions of respect and affection which you
signified to me from Pitoulie, which, albeit far above my de-
serving, yet very suitable to your native goodness and generosity.

“That living pledge of our mutual affection which you left
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here, is to me of all persons in the world the most acceptable, as
being the instrument by whom I may receive my greatest
comfort in a present world, neither will your Lordshi}; nor
herself measure my desire of her good by what portion I have
in the world, or may be able to confer. But if some grains of
willingness may be admitted to come in the balance, it is no
vanity (if I should say so) I come short of none, having my
heart no less enlarged for her well-being than it is for my own.

“I leave it to your daughter to give your Lordship and my
lady and other friends a farther account of this place where we
are fallen together, and of her satisfaction in it and in us.
Whatever it be, it is her own without any competition. This
property alone, in a very low condition, has (to moderate and
sober spirits) afforded more contentment (through God’s will and
blessing) than large dominions have been able to do.

¢ One thing cannot be remedied in our common lot—that we
can be of no more use to your Lordship, and if by all our pains
and endeavour this could be made up, that myself or this poor
family, or any having interest in us, could be serviceable to your
Lordship, or any-of yours, it would add greatly to their and my
happiness. Lest I should seem larger in my professions than
your Lordship’s ingenuity or my inclination will allow, I shall
forbear to enlarge upon this subject. Whilst I can extend
myself no further, I shall joy in your prosperity and welfare,
and to hear of the good of your family, and when your Lordship
shall esteem that my service may be of any further use you will

not more willingly enjoin than I shall obey any command where-
g ]
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with ‘you shall honour your Lordship’s most faithful and most
humble servant.—A. BRODIE.”

We have no account by Lady Mary of her new home, but
we know otherwise that she became passionately fond of it, and,
if tradition speaks truly, we owe to her taste and judgment the
nbble lines of trees which shelter the old Castle and the stately
avenues which lead to it. One glimpse we do get of Lady Mary
through her correspondence. It is a letter she sends to her
mother some years after her marriage. Its style is extra-
ordinarily formal and precise. She addresses her mother as
“Dear Madam,” and concludes—* Your Ladyship will, I hope,
pardon my freedom with your Ladyship, when you remember
it cometh from, dear Madam, your Ladyship’s most affectionate
daughter, MARIE BRrODIE.” The subject-matter of the letter,
written. in this excessively stilted style, is simple and
commonplace enough.  “I am in trouble for my little daughter
Anne,” she writes, ““who is at present very sick of a fever and is
I think breeding the smallpox, but they are not come out as yet.
I have given her a little of my Lady Kent’s powder, but it’s not
put anything forth as yet.” Her daughter Anne, regarding
whom she was so anxious, one is glad to know, came through
her illness, and when she grew up became the wife of the
Master of Forbes. Lady Mary had a numerous family of

- daughters, but no son.

The sun shone brightly on Brodie Castle while the Protectorate
lasted, but its collapse, within three years of Brodie’s acceptance
of office, changed the whole aspect of affairs. The bringing back of
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ebb. All that they had done for him is forgotten. Not one
spark of gratitude towards them exists in his heart. That they
had fought for him at Dunbar and Worcester, and had remained
loyal to his cause until all hope of his restoration had died out,
was nothing to him. His malevolence was implacable. He never
forgave them, or could forgive them, for having made him sign
the Covenants and promise to live uprightly. Political enemies
he could pardon, but Argyle and his colleagues of the strict
Presbyterian persuasion, never ! Charles was shrewd enough in
his estimate of these men to feel sure that with their attachment
to the principles of religious freedom and purity of worship in
‘the Kirk of Scotland, they would be a barrier and a hindrance to
his arbitrary and despotic governinent.

Brodie meanwhile is strongly urged by his friends to go up to
London and see the King. He is told that the King had a
prejudi(;e against him for not having paid court sooner, which he
ought to endeavour to remove. Brodie at length is induced to
undertake the mission. He ought never to have gone. The
Court of Charles II. was no place for him. He will have to take
his place amongst the motley crew of hangers-on, the needy
adventurers and place-hunters, all the dissolute characters, who
flocked from diverse quarters to Charles’s Court. The one
redeeming feature in this incident of his life is Brodie’s disinter-
estedness. He had no personal objects to serve, at least his own
immediate interests were of comparatively little concern. It
would have been far better for Brodie as a man if he had gone
home to Moray and taken his chance of the King’s displeasure.
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He does not show well in the atmosphere of the Court, as we
shall see. Quite sincerely he can say he never had anything but
affection for and loyalty to the King, but he seems to forget that
he and his friends represented a principle and a cause which the
King hated, and was even then seeking to destroy. It was really
more on account of his friends than on his own behalf that he
sought the favour and grace of the King, and he suffers woful
humiliation for their sakes.

Brodie’s visit, however, affords some interesting glimpses of
London and its society of that time. He is profoundly impressed
with the richness of England, and of the greatness of its Capital.
He left Edinburgh on the 20th of July, 1661, on horseback, and
on the night of the 23rd he put up at Durham. “I saw a
country full of grass, plentiful in comparison of us.” “I re-
marked the stately palaces of the Bishop of Durham, their
prebends and courts ; and alas! all his wealth, state, and glory
make little to the honour of God, is little pleasing to Him.” He
reached Stamford and proceeded to Stiltown, “and by the house
of Burtie,” and being wearied with travel, he took coach and
baited at Okenberry, whilst the Laird of Calder, who had
accompanied him, went forward by post towards London.
“Thus I saw a large beautiful country, not straitened with the
poverty that my native soil was under.” Having travelled
through Northumberland, York, Durham, part of Nottingham,
Lincoln, Rutland, Huntingtown, and Bedford, still more wonder:
ful sights were before him. On the 27th he writes—* I came by
Sir John Reid’s park, and dined at Ampthill, and saw the Earl
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of Salisbury’s fine house [Hatfield], park, and vineyard, and
came by Baldock-on-the-Chalk, through Bernhard, Highgate,
Islington, and to London at night.” It was a Saturday night.
“I saw a mighty city, numerous, many souls in it, great plenty
of all things, and thought him a great King that had so many at
command.” Two days after his arrival he was taken to the King
and kissed his hand, and, he says, ‘“acknowledged the Lord in
this, that he had seen his face in peace.” The presentation was
apparently of a formal character, and Lord Brodie had no oppor-
tunity given him of renewing old friendships.

In the ample leisure he was afforded as a suppliant at Court,
Lord Brodie had time to visit the sights of London. He dined
with Lord Cassillis and met the Earl of Lauderdale, both old
friends, and they went to such fashionable resorts as Spring-
gardens, Tredah, &e. Another day, Cassillis and he having dined
together, spent the afternoon visiting St. Paul’s, the Royal
Exchange, Pope’s Head Alley, and other places. Brodie’s remark
is—*“The variety of fancies, objects, delights, were many ; yet
I saw the emptiness of it all, and sought grace to discern that
one good, blest, and perfect object, the attaining and enjoying
whereof could alone afford me rest.” Ie adds that he would be
satisfied if he were allowed sufficient for his accommodation and
necessities in the voyage of life. Georgefields was a favourite
resort of Brodie’s and his friend the Earl of Cassillis, but they
varied their outings by dining at Smithfield, and visiting Bedlam,
the Artillery-yard, and Moorfields. Bedlam at this time was

open to visitors as one of the show-places in London. Brodie
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remarks—* Much matter of humiliation did I see in these objects
at Bedlam. I desire grace to improve it to the humbling of my
soul and to the subduing of sin and increase of mortification.”
Newington and Lambeth formed another afternoon’s excursion.
“ One day,” writes Brodie, “ I went with Cassillis to the Bridge
(of London) and above I saw the plenty of the land, a populous
city ; some things of God’s providence, and acknowledged the
Lord in it, who had divided the kindreds of the earth, and given
them their several habitations, not all alike, but as His wisdom
had seen fit.” The occasion of this particular reflection is not
quite obvious, but when he adds—* I saw the Copres work, and
acknowledge the Lord in the gifts and faculties which he gave to
the children of men,” we perceive that he has been impressed by
the skill and handicraft of the London workmen. Lord Brodie
sees the Lord Mayor’s show, and on 5th November witnesses the
celebration of the Gunpowder Plot. In Brodie Castle there is
preserved to this day a lantern said to be Guy Fawkes’ veritable
lantern, and it is just possible that Lord Brodie may at this time
have got it as a curiosity.

When Lord Cassillis went home, Lord Brodie has for his
companion in his rambles in and around London, his friend Lord
Lorne. They become inseparable companions, and Brodie con-
ceives a very high opinion of the heir of Argyle.

Of course Lord Brodie did not omit church-going in London.
The first religious service he attended was at St. Margaret’s,
Westminster. His comment on the preacher’s sermon is—*I

marvelled to see men in the abstract speak of the holiness of God
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so well, and yet in the application mistake.” On the following
Sunday he heard Mr Morton at his kirk in Foster Lane, and
finding that it was the Sacrament, notwithstanding his felt want
of due preparation, joined in the ordinance. He was eminently
pleased with the service, and remarks—*“I know not if ever I
shall receive the Sacrament again without some superstitious
invention, tradition, or mixture of man. I have seen nothing in
the ministration of this ordinance but in simplicity, according to
the Word of God.” When some weeks in London, he says—
“The ministers preach well on our natural corruption and
depravedness, which I found true, and worshipped God in the
acknowledgment thereof.” Later on he attended service in
Westminster Abbey, and was rather shocked. I heard their
service at Westminster, their music, vestures, gesture, turning
and bowing to the altar ; and I was in some measure grieved to
see their superstition. Were it not human device, their music is
pleasing to the fancy, and seems to work on the affections, but it
is not of God, and therefore I reject it. Lord, learn me to
worship Thee in truth and spirit.” Another day he writes—1
did go in to the Abbey Kirk, Westminster, and heard the Sub-
Dean, Dr Helyn, preach the Real Presence, but did not explain
it. I saw the superstition, bowings, external gestures, heard the
singing, liturgy, affectation in vestures, kneeling at the altar,
bowing to the elements. These are things which please not
God ; they are man’s; and let man never so much esteem his
own inventions, they are not commanded, therefore not warranted.

They corrupt, mix, sophisticate, the pure simple worship of God ;
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therefore I desire to count of them as the Lord counts, and to
keep a due distance with anything that has not authority or
warrant from God.” It is a proof, however, of Lord Brodie’s
breadth of judgment, that while he condemns many of the forms
of celebration, he does not reject the essential element in their
observance of the Lord’s Supper. For on a later occasion he
joined with them—* Albeit I was stumbled at their affected
gestures, bowing and cringing at the table before the altar, and
bowing at every time they named the name of Jesus, their cloth-
ing, their kneeling, their twice consecrating of wine, because they
" brought some more than at first, yet I thought one might
partake savingly with them. They had materially the sacrament
of the Lord’s body rightly administered. He (the preacher)
called it a ‘sacrifice of praise’.” Lord Brodie adds—‘ Though
with these things and some appearances of evil and superstition
I was unsatisfied, yet with reverence did they go about it.” A
little later on Lord Brodie makes for him the novel admission—
“I found my inclination not averse from a form of Liturgy!”
“Although it was not so lively as otherways, yet with some
measure of affection may God be worshipped” by the use of a
set form of prayer. The extemporary prayers he was daily
hearing amongst his English nonconformist friends had, he says,
“afflicted” him—there was so much disorder and extravagance
in their conceived prayers. His attendance at Westminster
Abbey became pretty regular, and once more he records—*I
found not that aversion from their liturgy and some other things
that I had had, and others, godly persons, have. Oh, that this
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be no snare to me.” These casual remarks of his have been taken
to be admissions that he was wrong in sympathising with those
who opposed the introduction of Laud’s Liturgy into Scotland !
They are proofs only of his sympathies for reverence and devout-
ness in religions worship. It happened that the evening of this
very same day he attended St. Margaret’s and heard Dr Pearl,
and this is what he recorded—* This [the sermon] was sound,
but alas! it was without prayer. He said, let us pray for this
and this, and the King, &c., and a catalogue, but prayed none
except the Lord’s prayer, and not a word after sermon. Lord!
is this to worship Thee? Is this prayer? My heart challenges
me for going in there without necessity, and indeed I could not
live on this diet, without prayer and communion with God, and
pouring out the heart before God and in His bosom through
Jesus Christ. Lord! deliver us from seeing this form of worship
introduced.” He met his old friend Leighton two days later,
and had some conversation with him. “I spoke to Mr Leighton
and found his satisfaction in the worship of England and all the
ceremonies of it, and I could not but be troubled. He preferred
liturgy and set form to other prayer.” Lord Brodie’s attitude of
mind at this time is expressed in an entry in his diary dated
Christmas day. T heard Mr Rood [minister of the New Chapel,
Westminster,] and one in St. Margaret’s, and a third in the Abbey.
I found no temptation in myself to allow or favour their worship
nor the keeping of these days; yet I was in myself persuaded
that I ought to hear what was spoken and preached, and desired

to make use of it as I was able.” And his final conclusions are



LOVE OF LITERATURE. 99

given when he is about to leave England for home—*“If the
joining of my spirit with the petitions and worship of the Service
Book could warrant my use of it, I might say that in some
measure I was helped to join and concur sincerely, so far as I
could decern for iufirmities, in their worship. Albeit I do not
like the formal, stinted, devised form of their answers, repetitions,
nay the matter of their prayer, yet I durst not refrain from it.
It has the form of a public worship and acknowledgment of God,
which I dare not despise. Several good things in it which no
man can disapprove. It’s better than to want a public worship
altogether. God has been dishonoured by conceived prayer, for
men have digressed and profaned that ordinance an<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>