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and Ireland, he had now a good color to justify an invasion..."35

With the papacy antagonized, by necessity France, though
nominally still an ally, was also alenated; for the papacy was
the one continental ally from whom France might hope for asds-
tznce against the ring of Hapsburg possessions that were incess-
antly crowding in on her. This explains the effort that Henry
made to prevent Melanchton from going to the French court to
try to reach doctrinal agreement paving the way for an alliance.

Henry VIII sgqpon an u&certain throne in a2 murmuring realm
surrounded by thre#tening enemies. There were two possibilities
that were special causes for alarm in Henry's council. One was
the danger that a general council would be called. Henry had
appealed his case to a council, but should a t?pieal council,
dominated by Italian and imperial influence, pase on his case,
the verdict was certain to be against Henry's marriage. The
dgnger of such a decision w-s that it would give a stwonger
negative to his proposition than the universities' positive
upon which his cause was grounded, and would thus strengthen
Henry's enemies at home and abroad. The second was the possibil-
ity of an agreement between Charles and Francis which would
leave either one, or both, of them free to attack England.
All Charles need do was offer Hilan to Francis and peace was
certein. There were rumors of such a secret understanding in
February and in December of 1535.

The German alliances were the only possibility of aid.
The purpose was obvious -Q gince he was threatened by Charles,

35. Burnet, op. cit. p. 2380. Vol.l
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Engl&nd should support his (Charles') "dangerous intestine - --
enemies"-- the princes of the Smalcaldic Leagu9.36- How much
the religious element of common reformation movements entered
into these negotiations will appear in developments of a later
section. Before taking up the religious conditions in England
&t this time or proceeding with the account of the Smalcaldiec
embassies, the remainder of Henry's political wanderings will
be listed for completeness' sake.

&8s Henry's legislation, desigﬁed to discard the allegzence
to Rome, unite the kingdom, and incresse the kingly revenue,
continued, there were rumors of rising objection by the English.
Chapuys, the imperial ambaseador in London "calculated that
with a little money frdm the emperor, 100,000 men might be
-mustered for an insurrection.”3? A friar in the course of a
sermon warned, "Masters, take heed; we have nowadays many laws.
I trow we shall have a new God shortly."S8 The monks and
frisre who saw themselves ét the king's mercy if he should press
reform, inflamed the people against the king's proceedings,
“which though for some time it did not break out into an open
rebellion, yet the humor still fermented and people only
waited for an opportunity.“39 But even though Pope Paul III,
;ho had been crowned in 1534, prepared a bull deposing Henry,
freeing his subjects from their allegiance and placing England

36. Preserved Smith, Th the Reformation, p. 301.
37. 38, Fisher, op. cit. i
39. Burnet, op. cit. P 291. vu 1
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under the interdict, it wasnot published in 1535 because con-
ditions in Europe were not favorable to concented action.
Although Francis " did not approve of Henry's acts and would
not defend him against the Churcn, he remarked that if the
Emperor sought to ruin the king in order to obtain the hegemony
in Europe he would find himself mistaken,"40

In spite of frequent strain, policy kept Francis and Henry
at peace through the entire ecclesiastical reformation. In
1536 the embarrassment of Henry was further lessened by war's
breaking out between Francis and Charles. Henry regarded his
position as safe enough that he could condescend to mediate
between Francis and Charles. Henry regerded his power as ad-
vantageous enough that he could offer to support France if she
would renounce the Pope. The popular uprising called the Pil-
grimage of Grace which occured in this same year in England,
never appeared successful enough to cause Charles to offend
Henry, nor would France take on another ememy. Paul III, how-
ever, in the early part of 1537 sent Reginald Pole to Flanders
as a legatus a latere to encourageVcathalievrevolt in England.
That none of the nominally Catholic countries would even har-
bor the Catholic legate is "a proof of the weakness of the
religious principle in the scheme of European politiﬁs,"*l a
point brought out again and again in Henry's dealings with

the German princes.

40, Fisher, . cit. p. 357.
41. Ibid. p.gfhs.
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Henry's policy of keeping the sovereigns of France
and the Empire perpetually embroiled began to fail as a three
monthe' truee was signed between them in November, 1537, 1In
June, 1538, a ten years' truce was arranged at Nice in a treaty
gigned also by the pope and confirmed in July at Aigues-Mortes.
Henry was in the midst of acampaign liquidating the monasteries
and destroying relics. By Henry's calculated destruction of
the shrine of St. Thomas a Becket, who was regarded as a martyr
killed by a king who overstepped his secular authority, thus a
continual advocate of the danse Henry wae fighting, the pope
was moved to action. On December 17, 1538, the bull drafted
against Henry in 1535 wagpublished; Charles wae urged to make
a truce with the Turk and to attack heretical England; France
and Scotland were urged to cease all commerce with England and
to publish the bull. By the end of 1538 an invasion seemed
poseible with France, Scotland and the empire acting under the
guidance of the pope. On January 13, 1539, Charles and Francis
pledged each other that nﬁither would treat further_uith Eng-
land without consent of the other. All England was drilling
in preparation.

But by May 1, the danger was paét, for 1t wﬁqovident
that Francis would not move without charles, and the emperor
had decided that he could not divert troops needed to meet the
double threat of the Lutheran princes and the Turk by attacking
on a new front. When the Six Articles were passed in June,

1539, the "o0ld religion with the pope left out® was stabilized
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by law in England and "the emperor had a good excuse for not
orgznizing an expedition to dethrone the king."%2 Yet an
alliance with the Smalcaldic League by the marriage of Henry
and Ann, the sister of Duke William of Cleves,begun in the
dangerous spring of 1539, wss carried through by a treaty on
October &. That such an alliznce was seriously considered at
all shows that conditions at that time were regarded as serious
indeed. For before this "an understanding with the Protestant
courts had been regarded neither as involving a breach with
Charles nor as interrupting the negotiations for aFrench or
Imperial marpage....It was defensive, Suﬁplemental, a pis-aller,
a demonstration that England wzs not friendless on the continent,
an invitation to one or other of the two great powers to claim
her friendship. The union of Henry.with a princess of Cleves
implied a more definite and permenent position. It was more
than a strain on the neutrality of the empire. It was 2 chall-
enge and defiance." 4% The challenge to the Emperor becomes
apparent when the location of Guelders is noted. It stands
in relation to fhe emperor's Netherlande as Scotland does to
England,.44

Together with the alamm of invasion, the need for the
marriage seemed to pass away and the match seemed improbable

at the end of June. But in the autumn it was apparent that

43. Gairdmer, op, %13,. p. 308.
43. Fisher, }g_g. %j,_. p. 440,
44. Of, A. F; Pollard, Henry VIII, p. 383.
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Charles and Francis were drawing cléeer together. Since the

Six Articles had alienated the Lutherans and "am approach to

an understanding between the emperor and them, in which, pend-
ing a fuller settlement, the emperor had successfully insisted
that they should admit no mew confederates into their league"4S
Henry signed the marrtgéitreaty in order to maintain some kind
of connection with the League. The ﬁatrimonial method was al-
ways easier for him than was an agreement in doctrine.

It may be that Cromwell had all along exaggerated the Catholiec
zeal of the emperor,46 or it may be as Burnet suggests, that
Cromwell's purpose in planning the alliance had been one designed
to retrieve the Protestant cause by placing the king under
direct Lutheran influence;47 certain it is that since the in-
vasion danger did not develop, Ann, "the Flanders mare] was
divorced on July 24, 1540, and Cromwell was executed a few days
later. On August 8, Henry married Katharine Howard.

In 1541, the relations between Charles and Francis were
again troubled and with both of them locking for an ally, Henry
was enabled once again to pursue the policy he now kneqbo well
of playing one against the other. War broke out on thecontinent
in July, 1543. Henry would commit himself to neither side until
he had attempted a settlement of the Scottish problem, for
although he could withstand thé papacy with impunity because
of hie insular isolation, there was always danger that the bull

45. Gairdmer, op, cit. p. 309.
48. Fisher, op. . D. 447.
47. Burnet, op. cit. p. 410. ve/ [
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of excommunication and deposition might be published with most
serious consequences if the Scots should successfully invade
England during a war with France.48But in Februayy, 1543, Henry
signed a secret treaty with Charles V, and on June 23, sent

an ultimatum to Francis tantamount to a declaration of war.
Henry's prime object was to force France to abandon the Scots,
Charles' to force her to give up Milan and to abandon the
Lutherans in order that he might settle the relgious disunion
in Germany by force. By the Peace of Crespy on September 18,
1544, Charles made peace with France leaving England to argue
out her own terms. '

Here was the papal opportunity. The bull announcing the
Council of Trent was issued on November 19, 1544, and apapal
envoy was sent in Decemberto unite Francis and Charles once
again in a Catholic league against England. fhis was the com-
bination of events that led to the final attempt at a union
agreement between Henry and the Smalcald League. Even this
was only a back log for Henry in the even that a definite break
should come with Charles. As it became more and more evident
that Charles, far from wanting to lead a crusade against Eng--
land, was only anxious to see peace between Henry and Francis,
the Anglo-Lutheran union faded for the last time in Henry's
reign. For when the Lufherana became worried for fear that the
continuing struggle between France and England would leave
Chatles free to destroy European Protestantism, Henry showed

48. Gairdner, op. cit. p. 334.
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how little he valued thdLutheran cause as compared to the
possession of Boulogne. It was complete lack of money that
forced the peace on June 7, 1548.

Henry's break with the papacy came as a resit of his
program for Tudor absolutism and cantralizntlona In the last
years of his life he regarded no problem moie pressing than
the restoration of religious unity to England. The very power
which he had destroyed the unity of the visible Church to obtain,
was now used to restore a uniformity of belief in his own country,
a belief that differed from the confessed faith of catholic
Europe only in that it wa%pope—lens. For the successful attain-
ment of his ends of absolute government and control over unity
in relggion, he depended on European alllanngs, both for added
power and for defence to give him peace. The Smalcaldic
alliances were only one of many, differing only in this from
the general pattern -- religion played a part in the preliminary

discussion.



II The Religious Environment
of the Smalcaldic Overtures

By examining England's political plights and the shift-
ing alliances to whiech they drove Henry in his attempt to
keep the continental powers continually embroiled, the oc-
casion and reason for the negotiations with the Smalcaldie
League have been shown. Basically, of course, the reason
that these negotiations never resulted in a definite alliance
is that the political necessity which first prompted the
move was altered by some shift in a continental alliance oX
purpose, But even while sending ambassadors toc the Protes-
tant prinoes, Henry always had certain mental obJections to
a definite league. One was what is described as his own
"rigid orthodoxy.” It will later become evident that Henry's
orthodoxy was more a mere inability to understand any necessity
to change the stated dogma of the Church. Another was his
personal objection to a dogmatic alliance with men who up-
held his marriage to Katharine and condemned the Boleyn re=
lationship. He also regarded such an alliance as an inter=-
ference with the autonomy of his Church of England, actually,
his control of the Church. Finally, such an alliance would

have been a barrier to an understanding with the Emperor, and
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the strength of the League was too uncertain and too untried
a thing to be of comparative value with a possible Imperial
alliance, or adequate protection in the face of Imperial
OPPOBition.l

To understand Henry's dealings with the League it will
therefore be necessary to examine his personal religious
opinions, both before and after the break from Rome, as well
as in regard to his divorce from Katharine, around which so
much English reformation action centers., It will be neces-
sary to examine the church conditions in England to find why
Henry was so jealous of any union that would tend to take the
absolute control out of his hands. The influence of Henry's
advisors plays in, both with the political aspects of the pro-
posed treaties and with the development of Henry's independent
English Church. Finally, since it has been claimed that the
evangelical leaven working in England was more influential in
causing the bresk with Rome than either the complaints against
the Roman clergy or Henry's resentment at the Pope's refusal
to grant him a divoroe , 1t will aid in understanding England's
relatioﬁﬁéﬁkgiggi;; the religious complaints and preferences
of the people. |

1. H. A..L, Fisher, Th H;gtogz Egg;ggd %fgﬁ-;;&?.
Vol. V from The Political of England, Williem Hunt,
Reginald Poole, Editors*hg. 390.

2. H, E. Ta2dbs, Lutheran Movement in England,
Pe 39.




1. Henry's Personal Religious Stand
a. Before the Break from Rome

In all the development of the English Church, and also,
therefore, in regard to the Smalcaldic Alllances, there were
two distinet parties. One was the "advanced party which fa-
vored Protestant teaching and Protestant policy, and the other,
the mgderate or-conservative party, which desired to retain
the dogma, discipline, and rites of Catholicism and was mere-
1y schismatic in character. The ultimate triumph of one or '
the other depended entirely upon Henry."5 It was Henry's
decision that finally scuttled the Protestant attempts to
arrange a German alliance.

In the actual schismatic development of the Church, it
becomes evident that none of the three parties involved were
particularly interested in doctrine. A movement, like that
led by Luther aimed at the root of evils in the teaching of
the Church, was neither understandable nor regarded as par-
ticularly desirable by any of them. The advanced party was
Lutheran primarily in this point that they wanted nothing
more to do with the Italian Pope and thus were favorably in-
clined toward the Protestants who also rejected his authority.
The moderate party contained many who not only stood for the
0ld dogma and rites but who favored a return to the Pope.

They were not vocal about it, but in so far as underground
aétivity‘was conformable to personal safety, they were pro-Rome,

3. G, Constant, The Reformation in England, p. 285.



I —

41

The King's academic interest in theology was never acute
enough to bring him to an awareness of a need for reform.
Conditions brought him to the point of breaking away from
Rome, and the succeeding steps he adopted in attempting to
force the Pope to see the logic of his argument made him
aware of his own strength and the weakness of the papacy;
but particularly his later dealings with Smalcaldic theologians
show that he saw no need for doctrinal reform nor any reason
why he should give up the seat of authority, in which he sud-
dénly found himself seated by'the simple expedient of forecing
the Pope out,by making dootrinal concessions to meet thb de~
mand of self-important reformers. But since in his absolutef
ness his decisions were decisive in ecclesiastic development,
it will bear on the problem to analyze his personal religlous
stand.

A tradition would have it that Henry VIII was trained
for the Church before his brother Arthur's death, his father
preparing him to be the future Archbishop of Canterbury.
"The motive ascribed to Henry VII is typical of his character;
it was more economical to provide for younger sons out of ec-
clesiastical, than royal, revenues, But the story is probaply
a mere inference from the excellence of the boy's eduocation,
and from his father's thrift."® But tradition aside, Henry
had a taste for theological subtleties all his life, and
"probably could not have done the things he did but that he

4, A. F, Pollard, Henry VIII, p. 16.
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was fully competent to argue points -- of course with most
royal persuasiveness -- against any divine in his kingdon.r“s
"Theological subtleties™ and "royal persuasiveness" are
probably good deseriptions of his ability in this field. The
outstanding example of his theological thinking is the printed
work Assertio septem Sacramentorum which he wrote inm 1521
agalnst the points maintained in Luther®'s On the Babylonian
Captivity of the Church. His presentation is in the old
scholastic mode and "the argument, fortified by well-worn
citations from the Scriptures and the Latin fathers, such
as any religious manual might supply, never travels beyond
the beaten highway of orthodox polemic."® Pertinent as to
his actual doctrinal awareness is the fact that he stresses
the absolute rights of the papacy == which would include the
right to make a dispensation of the type which permitted
Henry to marry Katharine of Aragon -- a thing which his pe-
culiar conscience convinced him a few years later was impos-
sible for the Pope to do. The whole work is further proof
of his acceptance with little thought, enthusiasm or proof,
of the papal dogmatic system. As far as Luther and his
doetrinal points were concerned, he neither understood, nor
cared to understand them. At the suggestion of Sir Thomas
More that for political reasons he modify his argument fcr

5. James Gairdner, The English Church in the Sixteenth
Cent Pe S. :
e Fisher, op, cit., p. 235.




the divine primacy of the Pope, his disinterest in the theoclo-
glcal aspects of the case appears. His interest was in a title
glving some recognition of his piety. On June 10 the matter
was considered in the consistory, and his title of "Defender
of the Faith" was clinched when this book arrived on September
14, although there was some murmuring emong the members who
felt that the title should not exceed a single word and were
holding out for "Orthodox" or "Most Faithful."’ Burnett fur-
thei explains his refusal to modify the book in that perpetual
flattery had made him "fancy it was written with some degree
of inspiration,”® but also admits that "considering the age,
and that it was the work of a king, it did deserve some com=
m.endation."9

As far as Luther's position was concerned it was suffi-
clent for Henry to point out "that a single insignificant
friar...had challenged the majestic tribunal of the sainis,
the fathers, and the popes. 'If indulgences are impostures
then all the popes are imposters, and it is easier to believe
that one little friar is a diseased sheep than that all the
popes of ald are perfidious shephards.'"lo There is little
here of theological reasoning. It reveals his "econservative

oD, ot e e cormatitn of |
the Church of England, VoT."I._p._T%

" 9. JIbid.,"p. 69.
10. Fieggx, op..cit., p. 235.




