
momentous events in seventeenth-century Britain. But by and large they
were differences which those owning or touched by them knew rather
well themselves – so, for example, Forbes and his covenanting antagonists
jointly acknowledged their difference on a ‘point of churche governe-
ment’, and saw quite clearly the implications of their disagreement.
Present-day historians would do well to listen, in the first instance, to the
comments of their historical subjects concerning what did and what did not
distinguish them from one another.
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