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March 21st, he narrated to the House the capture of
St. Maw’s fort. They voted £100 to be settled on
him and his heirs from the Earl of Worcester’s estate.

: July 23d, the town of+Worcester, having been taken,

its principal inhabitants received passes of security from
his hands. He desired a promise of them that they
would not “ bear arms against Parliament.” Aug. 5th,

" the Government settled £200 per annum on him, and

Oct. 5th, they grant him £200 more * In this month,
his wife arrived at Boston, better of her derangement.
She soon visited Salem. t During this year, Mr.
Peters published the last Reports of the English Wars.
1 He with. Mr. Winslow prevented the charges made by
non-freemen of Massachusetts against its rulers from
having their intended effect. §1647, June 19th, he had
much conversation with the King at Newmarket. His
Majesty observed to him, that he did not expect to
perceive such solidity in him as he had ; and that he
would have more conversation with him. || This year
he published a pamphlet called ¢ A word for the Army
and two words for the kingdom.” Dec., Henry Som-
erset, Marquis of « Worcester, died in the custody of
Parliament. Mr. Peters had been active for his relief.
The Marchioness, his wife, gave him a certificate when
about to be tried as a Regicide : It was ¢ I do hereby
testify that in all the sufferings of my husband, Mr.
Peters was my great friend.” Some part of this year,
he addressed the King on the subject of abolishing
Hierarchy, as a means of reconciliation between him and
the Parliament. His Majesty agreed to his proposal,
and signed a treaty to suchan import. But it was pre-
vented from being accomplished by the Parliament’s
falling under the power of thearmy. 1 Near this time,
Sir John Denham with letters from the Queen gained
access to the King through the kindness of Mr. Peters.
** 1648, March 8th, a letter remarked:  yesterday
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M. Peters’ presenting the King’s petition to the Speak-
er, made many believe, that the King would escape.”
* Sept. 7th, he with Messrs. Marshall and Caryl,
was requested to perform religious service before the
House on the succeeding day, which was Fast. { Dec.
20th, he was desired to officiate before the same body,
on the Friday following in St. Margaret’s Church.
His performance on this occasion appears to have been
much misrepresented when he was brought to trial.
1649, January, he accompanied the Kirllf to London,
who was carried thither as a prisoner. His opponents
afterwaids construed his- attendance on this occasion,
as triumphing over the fallen monarch, while he evi-
dently did it in kindness. }20th, Mr. Peters pre-
sented the King’s request to the House, that he might :
have one of his own chaplains to advise him on some "
questions of conscience. Dr. Juxon was accordingly
allowed to be with his Majesty till his execution on the
30th. § 21st, Mr. Peters preached before the High
Court, and on the 28th in St. James Chapel. The
sermons he delivered on these days were afterwards
unfavourably exaggerated at the time of his trial.
From the manner, in which the witnesses were en-
couraged by the Court to speak of such sermons, and
from their impression, as royalists, that treason was
in every word and act, which were opposed to the op-
pressive conduct of a King, they must have described
them far from the whole truth. There can' bg little
doubt but that he spoke freely against the Monarchy
which was above the reach of law. He was no mana-
ger behind the curtain. He strove to embrace no prin-
ciples, which he should be ashamed to declare in the
ears of the world. If in the circumstances, with which
he was surrounded, he should not have expressed him-
self so as to offend the friends of Royalty,—it would
have been extraordinary. Could he have had a fair
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hearing, and been allowed to produce witnesses of the
Parliamentary party, his words would not have come
down to us with the distortions, which now disfigure
them. It is granted that he may have drawn compari-
sons and let fall erithets, which would bear hard on
the royal cause. * He himself lamented that he had
errors. He however declares, that he did not know-
ingly cherish them. 1 March 8th, Lord George Gor-
ing was condemned for waging war in favour of the
Crown ; but he was soon reprieved through the inter-
cession of Mr. Peters. 9th, James, Marquis of Ham-
ilton, was executed for contending against Parliament.
Mr. Peters strove to have him spared ; bat his compas-
sionate endeavours were fruitless. 1 Sept. 27th, let-
ters came from Mr. Peters to the Council, which stated
that their- fleet had sailed for Ireland. § It appears
that he had gone thither with Cromwell. || 27th, the
Council received another communication from him, re-
specting the success of Cromwell’s forces. Whitleck
remarks of him, that ¢“he had a Brigade against the
rebels, and came off with honour and victory, and the
like was not expected from him.” It may appear
strang e to some, that Mr. Peters should have so united -
the military with the clerical character. This is the
only time he is known to have stept so far out of his
professional course. True, he had much to do as a re-
porter to Parliament, concerning the operations of their
army and navy. Still his chaplainship kept him from
leading soldiers to battle, with the exception mentioned.
To look at the case properly, we should reflect, that it
was the custom, when he acted as a commander, for
Cromwell and his officers to preach and fight. 1 On
this point the Protector wrote to Col. Hacker under
date of Dec. 25th, 1650 : ¢ Truly I think he that prays
and preaches best will fight best. I bless God to see
any in this army able and willing to impart the knowl-
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edge they have for the good of others. I expect it will be
encouraged by all chief officers in this army especially.”
Mr. Peters did no more than has been done by others
of his profession. Clergymen in our own nation have
occasionally headed detachments to repel an enemy,
and bhave been much applauded for such a manifesta-
tion of their patriotism. The very historians who re-
proached Mr. Peters for the deed under consideration,
praised the Rev. Dr. Walker for defending Londonder-
ry against James I1. Dr. Williams, Archbishop of York, -
for ably defending Conway castle against the forces of

Parliament, and Chillingworth, the noted Divine, for
bearing arms to support Charles I. and acting as an
engineer at the siege of Gloucester. Let not these re-
marks be understood to plead the expediency of preach-
ers’ becoming soldiers; but to show, that if others are
approved for acting a part similar to the part of Mr.
Peters, his reputation should not be drowned with a
millstone of prejudice, while theirs is erowned with the
commendation of favour. * Returning from Ireland,
Mr. Peters fell dangerously ill. He was left under the
care of Dr. Young ten weeks. This physician was in-
strumental in restoring him. He was a staunch royal-
ist. He however pretended to be on the side of Mr-
Peters. Thus he acted as a spy. His own relation
was : “ ] observed in him (Peters) that he bhad some
seeret thoughts, that I could not well discover, neither
well understand ; whereupon I thought it might tend
to my security, that I should so much sympathize with
him to get within him to know his intentions.” Capa-
ble of such management, he wasa chief witness against
Mr. Peters when on trial. Representations from a per-
son of his cast would not be generally accounted candid
and correct. The bias and purpose of his mind in re-
ference to Mr. Peters, while supposing himself pro-
tected by a friend, were calculated to give him unfa-
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vourable impressions of his sick guest. * 1650, March
25th, Mr. Peters made a proposal to the inhabitants
of Milford about ¢ taking of the Ingagement.” This
was undoubtedly a declaration of faithfulness to Parlia-
ment. t 1651, he published «“ A good work for a
good Magistrate.” 11652, Jan. 20th, the Parlia-
ment selected 21 persons to consider the abuses of the
national laws and report accordingly. Mr. Peters was
one of their number. Though he spoke of himself very
modestly as to such an office, yet others, capable of
judging, believed him to be sufficient for its duties.
§ May 20th, in a letter to his agents of this town he
says: I wish you all good, and pray you to sell my
mill house, or what you will that may be parted with.”
His agents evidently had difficulty in making his estate
productive enough for paying its taxes. || In the fore
part of 1653, the Dutch, having their navy almost de-
stroyed by the British fleet under Admiral Blake, sent
ambassadors to England for a compromise of differ-
cnces. To accomplish their object, the ambassadors
applied for aid to Mr. Peters, who was noted and hon-
oured in their own country. They empowered him to
offer £300,000 for peace. His effort in their behalf was
not then successful. T July 11th, an intercepted let-
ter of this date for Holland says: ¢ Mr. Peters prays
and preaches for peace. On last Thanksgiving day
he told them, that God Almighty had punished them long
enough for their sins, especially for their pride, cove-
tousness, ambition, discord, ingratitude, and unmerciful-
ness to the poor, which are sins, that do reign to some

urpose in this nation.” Such a discourse shows Mr.
Betcrs to have been no time-server even among his best
friends. Sept. 26th, a letter from Holland states : Mr.
¢« Peters (who I believe is an honest man) doth cor-
respond at Amsterdam with Mrs. Grace Crisp concern-
ing State affairs, which letters are communicated to
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Mr. John Webster, a profest malignant ; great mischief
can be done to the Commonwealth.” However the
writer of this extract disapproved of Mr. Peters’ cor-
respondence, lest it should be turned to a bad account,
yet he could not but compliment him with a trait of
character, which eminently belonged to him. Nov.
21st, a letter from Jongestall to Frederic, Count de
Nassau, remarks : ¢ Mr.. Peters hath written a letter
to the Queen (of Sweden) by Lord Whetlocke, wherein
he relates the reasons why they put their King to
death, and dissolved this last Parliament.” 1654, %‘eb
18th, a letter of this date was forwarded to the Com-
missioners of Sthe United Colonies by Mr. Steel, Presi-
dent of the Sociéty for propagating the Gospel amo
the Indians of Nevg’ Engll)ansz.lg I:%t he reprg:ents Mng
Peters as being one of a committee to collect funds for
the Society in the Army; as being doubtful about its
success ; and as not active for its promotion. Mr.
Steel then observes : “ We have otherwise charitable
thoughts of Mr. Peters.” There is reason to believe,
from Mr. Peters’ own declaration and from his readi-
ness for beneficent enterprise, that he sincerely wished
that the Indians of this country might be evangelized.
Though he mistook in the supposition, that then was
not a suitable time to prosecute so commendable a
work, yet there is no conelusive proof, that he was un-
friendly to its success. * The Dutch, having met with
another naval defeat from the English, renewed their
application to Mr. Peters, that he would intercede for
them so that they might have peace. He accordingly
obtained their wish from Cromwell May 2d. Stubbs,
in his account of the Dutch war, had an engraved re-
presentation of the ambassadors, offering their petition
to Hugh Peters. {March 20th, Cromwell appointed a
number of persons to license candidates for the minis-
try. They were called FriersT Mr. Peters was one of TRi%¢."
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them. Mr. Baxter relates: ¢ They did abundance of
. good to ihe Church.” *July 12th, Roger Williams
™ “wrote to John Winthrop, jr., that he had visited his
father in law, Peters, at his lodgings in Whitehall. He
proceeds to observe : ¢ His wife lives from him ; not
wholly but much distracted. He tells me he had but
£200 a year, and he allowed her £80 per annum of it.
He told me that his affliction from his wife stirred him
to action abroad, and when success tempted him to
pride, the bitterness of his bosom comforts was a cooler
and a bridle to him.” +{ At the commencement of
1655, Mr. Peters was decply interested for the relief of
the persecuted Protestants in Switzerland. For the
£38,000 contributed in England and forwarded to them
by Cromwell, he was an earnest and successful solici-
tor. 1Julyl, Lockhart writes to Secretary Thurloe :
¢ Mr. Peters is arrived and hath acquainted me with
some things that he saith your Lordship hath been fully
acquainte§ with. I shall pray that his proposals may
rosper and be acceptable to all good men.” § 8th,
Ir. Pcters related to the Government what had occur-
red at Mardike and Dunkirk. He had accompanied
Col. Lockhart’s forces to the latter glace, which had
been lately surrendered by the French to the English.
That officer wrote to Secretary Thurloe under date of
July 8th. Among his remarks he says: ¢ would not
suffer our worthy friend Mr. Peters to come away from
Dunkirk without a testimony of the great benefits we
have all received from him in this place.” He con-
cludes: ¢ It were superfluous to tell your Lordship the
story of our present condition either as to the civil
government or the works of the soldiery. He (Peters)
who hath studied all these more than any I know here,
can certainly give the best account of them.” InaP. 8.
he stated that Mr. Peters had visited Berg, and con-
versed three or four times with Cardinal Mazarine.
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