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INTRCDUCTION

The object of this thesls is to trace the introduction
of Calvinism into the cfficial and unofficial formulsries of
the Church of =ngland during the Reformation veriocd., Calvin-
ism is defined as any diztinctive theclogical teaching advo-
cated by oohn/Calvin, the leader of the Reformed Church during
the middle cof the sixbteenth century. The official formularies
were the ccnfessional statements and prescrived forms of wor-
ship ordered to be used in the established Church by the
English monarch. The unofficial formularies were theological
writings approved by Convocaticn of the English clergy. While
used in the Church, they had neither the approval of the crown
nor that of the English Parliament. They are important for
the topiec inasmuch as they provide an lnsight into the theclogy
of the day. |
| John Calvin was not one of the early reformers of the
sixteenth century. He was born in 1509 and was but eight years

0ld when Martin Luther posted his Ninety-Five Theses on the

door of the Castle Church in Wittenberg, Calvin's esrly in-
terests were those of a humanist rather than those of a theo-

logian., His first major work was @& Commentary on Lucius Anneas

Seneca's Two Books on Clemency published in 1532. The date

of Calvin's conversion to the evangelical cause has been the
matter of some speculation. A remark made by Calvin in his

Commentary on the Psalms would seem to indicate that in 1533




he was still a Roman Catholic.
Towards the end of that yesr John Calvin was accused of
being familisr with Nicholas Cop, an evangelical and the rector

of the universlty oi Parls, Calvin was accused of guilt by

association, not with being an evangelical himself, Calvin

was forced to flee and go underground. Nob long afterward
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Calvin broke with the Catholic Church. In May 1534 he resigned

e

h clerical benefices, and thereafter he busised
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moting the cause of the Reformed Church., By that time the
Lutheran and the Helvetic HReformations had already bzen well
establisned.

Calvin was a follower of the esrlier reformers rather
than an innovator, He built on the foundations that others
had laid, His chief contribution was to gilve a systematic
understanding to Reformed theology. Calvin accomplished this
through his many theological treatises.

Like ‘other reformers John Calvin borrowed much from the
writings of Martin Luther. An evangslical spirit marks much
of his writings. Like Luther, Calvin souzht to base his theol-
ogy strictly upon the Word of God. The btwo divines did rot
always agree:on the interpretation of Scripture. It was this
difference which led to the identification of cervain doctrines
as being Lutheran or Calvinist,

Calvinism absorbed much of the theology of the leaders
of the Helvetic Reformstion, particularly that of the mediat-
ing theologians., Calvin's teachings on GThe Sacrameat of the

Altar are closer to those of Henry Bullinger and Martin Bucer

iii




than to those of Martin Luther or Ulrich Zwingli. Bucer and
Bullingexr have been called heralds of Cslvin rather than his
rivals,

The divisive doctrine of the day was the interpretation

'_J
Q.
' o

of the Lord's Supper. Not on d this doctrine separate

¥
Protestantism from REoman Catholl

Q
e

éam, 1t also civided Protes-
tants into ¢ifferent camps. The Roman Catholle Church held
that the bread and wine were changed into ths body and blood
of Christ at the moment of consecration, Ulrlich Zwingli, the
fether of the Helvetlc Reformestion, taught that the slemsnts
were bare symbols. Luther disagreed with both of these inter-
pretations, He maintained that the communicant sctually re-
ceived the btrue body and blood of Christ in, with, and unde
the bread and wine. Some Swiss reformers advocated a compro-
mise view between that of Zwingll and Luther, These thesologians
believed that the worthy communicant received the true body and
blood of Christ, not corporally but spiritually. John Calvin
adopted this latter view.

Involved in the interpretation was the doctrins of
Christology. The evangelicals were divide¢ on the lmplica-
tions of Christ's visible ascent into heaven. The Zwinglians
and Lhe mediating theologians held that the body of Christ is
now locally circumscribed at the right hand of God and there-
fore cannotlbe physically present in the Lord's Supper.

Luther, holding to the communication of attrlbutes in the
person of Christ, taught that Christ can be and 1s presant
physically in the Lord's Supper. As a ccnsequence, the 3wiss

v




reformers referred to the followers of Luther as ubiquitarians,
while the Lutherans referred to the Swlss as sacramentarians,

Since the reformgrs were nct able to agree on the inter-
pretation of the Sacrament oi the altar, this doctrine has
been chcsen to measure the intrcduction of Calvinism into the
formularies of the Church of inglanc, In most of the other
doctrinal areas the evangelicals snoke with a united voice
against the teachings of Roman Catholicism. This does not
mean that all oi the reformers and their followers were in
comple te doctrinal agrececment in such areas, out other issues
were olther not in contentlon or they were not considered di-
visive.

Most of the formulsries of the English Church during the
teformation period were very brief, Only a few of them were
articles of faith. Wost of them were forms of worship. In
most cases only a few sentences or a8 few words were devoted
to the Lord's Supper. lu such cases it is a problem to be
specific, and positively to identify a teacning as Lutheran,
Reformed, or Roman Catholic. .

The extant writings of the influential lsaders of the
English Cnurch were searched for possible clues of the in=-
tended interpretation of the wording used., Some information
was also taken from the correspcndence these men had with
each other and with some of the continental divines. The
dating of these writings and letters also must be considered,
since some of the English leaders gpparently changec their
mind on their interpretaticn of the Lord's Supper.

v




Some of the formularies were drawn up under the pressures
of the world situation of the Reformaticn periocd. Political
opportunism played an Important nart in the framing of some
of the articles of faith. The jinsistence by Lutheran lsaders
upon docitrinal agreement before Ghey would agree to an alliance
with rngland resultecd in meetings between Lutheran and English
theclogiana., Confessions drawn up under such circumstances
which were mutually acceptable should tend to indicate that
& Luthersan interpretation shoculd be placed upon the wording
used, The brevity ol the article of the Lord's Supper might
indicate, however, that the commissicners could not agres be=
yond tne points stated,

During the Ldwardian sra some of the prescribed forms were
submitted to Relformed divines for their criticism. These theo-

logians had been invited to England to assist in the English !

Reformation. Dissatisfaction with the terminology used in the
formulary would tend to indicate that The Reformed theclogians
disagresed with the doctrine as it was expressed, The accept-
ance of the criticism by such Heiormed divines or the rejection
of their comments should tend to indicate the visw of the com=
posers of the formulary. ©i increasing importance during this
era was the question of rites and ceremonies, Calvinists were
gensrally opposed to their retention,
The Counter-Reformation of the Marian pericd resulted in

the removal of Protestant formularies and the restcration of

Roman Catholic breviaries, pontificals, and the like. The

movement failed to wipe out anti-Catholic resistance to the J
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changes which were made. Incidents during the Marian rule

made Roman Catholicism distasteful to most nationalistically
minded Englishmen and indirectly helped to prepare the way

for the re-establishment cf the Protestant formularies in the
next era. During the reign of MYMary some influential English-
men became more imbued with the ideas expressed by John Calvin,
and they prepsared themselves to further the cause of Calvinism
in the next era,

The Klizabethan era saw a ciash between the queen and the
extremists among the Calvinists. The queen wanted the ancient
rites and ceremonies of the English Church retained, while ths
opposing party wented most of the ritual eliminated. A settle-
ment was reached which satisfied most of the clerygymen and thé
members of Parliament. The Puritans were never satisfied. A
few years after the religlous settlement, a Convocation of the
English clergy adopted a confession of faith in which the
Reformed view of the Lord's Supper was clearly taught. Calvin-
ism thereby was reintroduced into the English Church.

The articles of faith and the prescribed forms of worship
during the Reformation period were for the most part the work
of one man, Thomas Cranmer, This archbishop of Canterbury
relied heavily upcn the confessions and orders of service which
were in use in the Lutheran Church on the Continent. Scome of
the phrasing Cranmer used was taken word for word from those
sources. Cranmer's successors recognized the work their pred-
ecessor had done, and with very few changes they incorporated
his work into the Elizabethan formularies.

vii

1

-




Cranmer's lnterpretation of the Lord's Supper posed a
serious problem, Evidence would indicate that prior to and
during the early part of 1548, Cranmer held tc the doctrine
of the Real Presence as taught in the Lutheran confessicns,
After that time Cranmer appears to have adopted the view of
the medisting theologlans, Because of the brevity of the
formularies, it 1s difficult to be specific in identifying
the view taught as being Lutheran or Calvinist, even though
the composer's interpretation may be assumed,

Doctrinal information on the views c¢f the continental

reformers was taken from primary sources. Zwingli presented

his interpretation in a treatise Om the Lord's Supper which

~

he published in 1525. The Lutheran view was fcund in the

Augsburg Confession of 1530, John Calvin described his posi-

tion on the Lord's Supper ln his Institutes of the Christian

Religion, the first edition of which was published in 1536.
The interpretetion of the English divines was studied

from ccllections of their sermons and writings. Some informa-

tion was found in Jonn Foxe's Acts and Monumeuts and in some

of the works of John Strype. Correspondence between the English
divines and the continental theologians was studied in the
collection of such writings as found in the two volumes cof the

Original Letters from the archives of Zurich and in the first

volume of the Zurich_Letters.

The actual formularies were found in part in the Parker

Society publications of The Two Liturgiés, Liturgical Services,

Private Prayers, and Nowell's Catechism. Other information

viii



was found in Hardwlck's Hilstory of the Articles of Religion,

particularly in the appencdlces of that book. Lacey's edition

of the King's Book was used for the views cf Henry VIII, while

information sbout the Bishops' Book was found in Hughes!

Reformation in England. Cranmer's Catechlsm was

found 1n one

of the volumes of the athers of the Epnglish Church. The en-

abling legislation of Parliament and the Injunctions of the

English monarchs were taken from Gee and Hardy's Documents.

ix
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CHAPTER I

THE DCCTRINE OF THE LCRD'S SUPPER AS THE TOUCHSTONL FOR THE
IRTRODUCTION O CALVINISM TNTC THE FORMULARIES OF THE CHURCH

Two events took place in 153l which initiated the intro-
duction of Calvinism into iEngland. The first happened in May
in France when John Calvin resigned his clerical benefices
and broke relstions with the Roman Catholic Church.: The
second ccecurred in November in England when Henry VIII was
proclaimed the Suoreme Head of the Church of En;;land.2 Both
events led to Reformatlion movements which in the succeeding
twenty-five years ran together and which have been inseparably
linked ever since.

The two occurrences happened when far reaching changes
were being made in the religious, social and political spheres.
The monolithic structure of the Roman Catholic Church had been
shattered by the Lutheran and the Helvetic Reformations. De-
mands for a national Reformation were heard in many parts of
turope. The inspiration for these movements ceme from those
already successiul.

Both events led to movements which built on the f{oundaticns

others had laid. Calvin championed¢ the ideas of others.

liohn T. MeNeill, "Introduction," Calvin: Institutes of
the Christlan Religion, in The Library of Christisn Clsssics
(Philadelphia: The westminster Press, 1560], XX, xxx.

2Henry Gee and William J. Hardy, Doouments Illustrative
of English Church History Compiled from Ori.inal Sources

{Toncon: Macmillen and CO., Lt0., 1096), LV, 243-0h.
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"They cut the s tones in the quarries, he polished them in the
workshop.,"3 Henry VIII's action led him and his successors
to undergird the English Reformation with & theological basis.
Part of that basis cams from Calvi.nism.h

The two ties that England had with John Calvin were

through his writings and through the personal contact scme

—

Englishmen had with the reformer when they were in Geneva,
Calvin's stronghold. Almost from the moment that Calvin
ldentified himself as an evangelical he began to write theo-
logical treatises. Cf these, a nineteenth century authority
says, "The literary activity of Calvin, whether we look at the ;
number or at the importance of the works, is not surpassed by

any ecclesiastical wrlter, ancient or modern."” His greatest

work, one on which he labored from 1534 to 1559, was the

Institutio Religionis Christianae, This was his definitivs

work, His other writings flowed into it or fcllowed from it.
It was intended by the author to serve as a textbook for
candidates of theclogy and as a defense of Protestantism.s

"This great treatise of Calvin is justly regarded as a

3Philip Schaff, History of the Christian Church (Repro-
duction of the third edition, revised 1910; Grand Rapids:
Wm. B. Herdman's, n.d.), VIII, 258.

h'Carl S. Meyer, Elizabeth I snd the Rellgious Sesttlement
ol 1559 (St. Louils: Ccncordia Publishing House, 1960),
PP« IE§-67-

5Schaff, op. cit., VIII, 267.

6McI\’eill, "Tntroduction," Calvin: Institutes, XX,
xxx-xxxiii.
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classical statement of Frotestant theology."7 The first

effort was expanded upon by the author in subsequent editions,
until the final revision of 1559 covered the whole fleld of
Christian theology. While the Geneva reformer worked on this
treatise, English Church leesders became e2cquainted with his
views and with those of his co-laborers. Some influentisl
divines accepted scme of these viewpoints and worked for their
introduction into the theology of the Church of England.
Calvin's views on the Lord's Suppsr were of particular
importance since this doctrine had long been in controversy
in the Western Church and was one of the divisive doctrines
during the Reformation period. An early work devoted to the
Eucharist or specifically to the question of the Real Presence
in the Eucharist was Paschaslus Radbertus' treatise, The Lord's

Body and Blood.8 Written about 831, Radbertus held that the

bread and the wine on the altar, after consecration by a
priest, became the body and blood of Christ. Ratramnus of
Corbie, who lived in the same city and wrote about the same
time, disagreed with this view. In his hook bearing a similar
title Ratramnus taught that the elements did not change into
the body and blood of Christ, but rather they wers mystic sym-

bols commemorating His deen;h.‘7 In 1050 g synod held at Vercelli

T1v1d., XX, xxxX.

8npaschasius Radbertus of Corbie: The Lord's Body and
Blood (Selections)," Early Medievel Theology, ecdited by
George H. McCracken in collaboration with Allen Cabaniss, in
The Librar% of Christian Classics (Philadelphia: The Westminster
?I-Té—ss, 19 )’ IX, 9“»"108.

9"Ratramnus of Corbig: Christ's Body and Blocd," Early
Medieval Theology, IX, 118«147.




b
under the leadership of Pope Lec IX condemned Ratramnus'® view
o |

as heretical. The teaching of Radbertus became the dominant
view of the Western Church. During the Reformetlon Era the
controversy broke out anew. It not only split the Western
Church, 1t also divided the Protestants intec different camps.
Calvinism, Lutheranism, and Zwinglianism hseld conflicting views.
The introduction of Calvin's views cn the Sacrament of ths Altar
indicates the influence he had on English theology.

four views concerning the Lord's Sunper were being advo-
ceated at thoe time of the introduction of Calvinism Iinto England.
Three of the interpretations were Protestant expressions, the
other was Roman Catholic, One view was exprsssed by its pro-

ponent, Ulrich Zwingll, ln a treatise On the Lord's Supper

published in 1525. The Lutheran view was made public in the

Augsburg Confession of 1530. A medlating view betwesn the

two Protestant positions was expressed in the Tigurine Con-

fession of 1549, The Roman Catholic view was summarized in
the Decrees of the Councll of Trent, which begen its sessions
in 1545.

Protestants were unanimous in rejecting the doctrine of

transubstantiation edvocated by the Roman Church. That view

held that:

af ter the consecration of bread and wine, our Lord Jesus
Christ, true God and true man, is truly, really, and
substantially contained in the august sacrament cof the 10
Holy Hucharist under the appesrance of sensible things.,

10tpsoree Concerning the Most Holy Sacrament of the
Eucharist," Canons and becrees of the Council of Trent, edited
by H. J. Schroeder (St. Louls: B. Herder Book Co., 1955),
Session 13, 1, p. 73. Cited es Decrees.
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The Roman Cathollc Church also taught:

=

is brought about of the whole substance of the bread
into the substance of the body of Christ cur Lord, and
of the whole substasnce of the wine intc the substance
of His blocod. This change the holy Catholie Church
properly and appropriately csalls transubstantiabion.;l

That by the consecration of the bread snd wine z change

The practice of communing only under one kind was maintained:

Wherefore, i1t is very true that 2s much is contained

ander either form as under both. Hor Christ is whole

and entire under the form of bread and any part of that
form; likewise the whole Christ_is oressnt under the
form of wine and all its parts. -

This view logically led to the elevation and veneration of
the host and the elaborate ritual that went with 1t. Roman
Catholics were taught:
There is therefore nc room for doubt that all the faith=-
ful of Christ may, in accordance with a custom received
in the Catholic Church, give to this most holy sacrament
in veneratlon the worshlp of latria, which is due to the
trus God,
While the exact phrasing of the doctrine was not made until
1551, the interpretation as stated in the Decrees of the
Council of Trent was substantially that of the Roman Church
during the Reformation poriod. Olsagreement with that view
constituted heresy, and heresy in Catholic lsnds usually led
to persecution.

The Swiss reformer Ulrich Zwingli attacked the Roman

Catholic teaching. <Zwingli held to a symbollic view of the

lluqppransubstantiation,” Decrees, Session 13, IV, p. 75.

12'7he Excellence of the Most Holy Sacrament over the
Other Sacraments," Decrees, Session 13, III, p. Th.

13"The Worship and Veneration To Be Shown to the Most
Holy Sacrament,” Decrees, Sessicm 13, V, p. 76.




6

sacrament indicating that he considered the words of institu-
tion to be "an evident trope or metaphor."lu e expressed his’

views in a treatise On the Lord's Supper. He wrote:

A sacrament is the sign of a holy thing. When I say:
The sacrament of the Lord's body, I am simply referring
to that bread which is the symbol of the bcdy of Christ
who was put to death for our sakes., . . . But the very -
body of Christ is the body which is seated at the right
hand of God, and the sacrament of his hody is the bread,
and the sacrament of his blood 1s the wine, of which we
partake with thanksgiving. DNow the sign and the thing
signified cannot be one and the same thing. Therefcre
the sacrament of the body of Christ cannot be the bcdy
itself .15

The Zurich reformer alsc disagreed with the Luthsrans of

his day who held to the doctrine of the Real Presence. Zwinglil

L]

insisted:

But if we take the word "is" literally, . . . then neces-
sarily the substance of bread has to be changed completely
into that of flesh., But that means the bread is nc longer
there. Therefore it is impossible to maintain that ths
bread remains, but that in or under the bread flesh is
eaten.l

The Lutheran view that Zwingli attacked was expressed in

the Auzsburg Confession of 1530, While denying trensubstanti-

ation, the Lutherans taught that Christ's body is given 1in,
with, and under the bread. The Lutherans confessed this in
Article X, saying:

Of the Supper of the Lord they teach that the Body and
Blood of Christ are truly preseut and are distributed to

140y the Lord's Supper," Zwingli and Bullinger, Selected
Translations with Introduction and dotes by G. W. Bromily,
The Library of Christisn Classics (Philadelphia: The Westminster
Press, WA 9 e AR T

151pid., XXIV, 188.
161p19., 191.
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those who eat in the Supper of the Lord; and they reject
those that teach otherwise.l7
The Lutheran confessors held with the other Protestants
that communion should be given under both kinds. In Article

XX1I they confessed:

To the laity are _.iven Both Kinds in the Sacrament of the
Lord's Supper because this usage has the commandment of
the Lord In Mabtt. 26, 27: Drink ye all of it, where
Christ has manifesgly commanded concerning the cup that
all should drink.l

The third Protestant Interpretation was a middle position
between Luther's view and that of Zwingli. This interpretation
sought to make of the sacrament more than an empty symbol and
yet it tried to avoid any concept of transubstantiation or con-
substantiation., This was the view espoused by Martin Bucer of
Strassburg, "the great compromise theologian,"l9 ané.by
Henry Bullinger, Zwingli's successor at Zurich. Both theclo-

gians had important contacts with English divines. Bullinger's

views were brought into focus with the view held by John Calvin

in the Consensus Tigurinus of 1549.20 The latter document arose

from the demands of the Council of Berne to force all pastors
in the area to agree cn a commcn view of the sacrament. Since.
Calvin hsd many adherents in Berne, meetlings were arranged

between Bullinger and Calvin, and the agreement was reached.

17t phe Augsburg Confession," Triglot Concordia (St. Louis:
Concordia Publishing House, 1921), D. L7.

181v1d., p. 59.

19Reinhold Seeberyg, Textbook of the History of Doctrine,
translated by Charles E. Hay (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House,

1952), II, 390.
201p14,, II, L17.
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Calvin taught this view in bthe Institutes. Calvin wrote:

« o o Our souls are fed by the flesh and blood of Christ
in the same way that bread and wine keep and sustain
physical 1life. For the analogy of the sign applies

only if souls find their nourishment in Christ--which
cannot happen unless Christ truly grows into one with
us, and refreshes us by the eating of his flesh and the
drinking of hls blcod.

Hven though it seems unbelievable that Christts flssh,
separated from us by such greet distance, penetratesa to
us so that 1t becomes our focd, lel usg rememher how far
the secret power of the Holy Splrit towers above all our
senses, and how foolish it 1= to wish to measure his
unmeasureableness by our measure, What, then, cur mind
does not comprehend, let faith concelve; that the Spirit
truly unites things seperated in space.Z2

Calvin's view on the question whether unworthy ccmmuni-
cants receive the bhody and blood of Christ in the Lordt's
Supper is also important. Lutherans taught that they did.
Calvin held that they did not. He wrote:

Yet Christ's flesh itself in the mystery of the Supper

is a thing no less spiritual than our eternal salvation.

From this we infer that sll theose who are devold of

Christ's Spirit can no more eat Christ's flesh than

drink wine that has no taste. Surely, Christ is too

unworthily torn apart if his body, lifeless and power=-
less, is prostitutedé to unbelievers.

The introduction of thils view intc the formularies of the

Church of England would indicabe the introduction of Calvinism.
Concern over ceremonies and rites also found expression

in the English Reformation period. Zwinglians held to-an

"extreme simplification of the rule of Seripture."23 They

stripped the worship services of medieval ceremonial and

2l h s Tnatlbitas, IV 1T LOSXET, 1370

227538., IV.17.33. XXI, 1406,

23john T. McNeill, The History and Character of Calvinism
(New York: Oxford University Press, 195L), p. O4.




<E_ i1

Eia

9

interpretation., "Invocation and adoration of the Virgin and

saints, pilgrimages, indulgencesa, images, instrumental musiec,
and much of the traditional meterial of public prayer were
swept away."zu Zwinglians 1In Bngland, as the thesis will show,
sought ©to achieve 1in thelr homeland what had besen done in the
Swiss cities. Calvin adopted a somewhat modified view of the
question of ceremonies,., He wrote:

‘Further, we must strive wlth the greatest diligence to
prevent error from cresping in, either to corrupt or to
obscure thls pure use. This end will be attained if all
observances, whatever they shall be, display manifest
neefulness and 1if very few are allowed; . . . Secondly,
that we occupy ourselves wlthout superstition in the
observance of those thilngs and not require it too fas-
tidiously of others, that ws may not feel the worshilp of
God to be the better for a multitude of ceremonies; and
that ons church may not desplse another because of di-
versity of outward discipline. Finally, that ., . . if
the church requires it we may not only without any offense
allow something %o be changed but permit any observances
nreviously in uss among us to be abandoned. This present
age offers proof of that fact that i1t may be a fitting
thing to set aside, as may be opportune in the circum-
stances, certain rites that in other circumstances are
not impious cor indacorous.gs

As the theology of the English Church changed, some
mnglish divines remained Zwinglian in the matter of ceremoniles.
Other religiocus leaders btolsrated the use of rites. Doctrinal-
ly it was possible for English Calﬁinists to agree on inter-
pretation of Secripture and at the same tims ﬁo disagree on the
matter of ceremonies. Other English leaders followed a
Lutheran tradition retaining those ceremonies which did not

violate the Lutheran Confessions. This thesis will show that

2,+Ibido. pp- 8!4."5.
2SCalvin: Institutes, IV.10.32. XXI, 1210.
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leaders of the English Church wers divided on the question,
Tnis matter was not conslidered divisive during the period
studled,

In addition to their reading of Reformed Sheology, some
Englishmen also came into direct contact with the practices
of the Reformed Church while Ghey were on the Continent. This
was particularly true of the Marian exiles who found a refuge
in Geneva. By the time they started to arrive in 1553 that
city had already become a "city of saints."26 There the
Wngzlish observed and lived under a theocrscy, a city regulated

by Church ordinances.27 Geneva's rule ex

s

ct

ended intc the

cocuntryside, and articles had been drawn up to rule the rural

area in the =ame fashion.28 While this system had driven out

some dissenters, 1t alsc had attracted a large number of

émigrés. Nearly six thousand religlous refugees had found a
haven in the Swiss city.39 It weuld be natural for such exiles
to try to effect 2 similar rule and the same theology when
they returned to their homelands,

These contacts some English divines had with John Calvin

must be considered in a treatment of the lntrcduction of

26Roland Bainton, The Heformation of the Sixteenth

Century (Boston: The Beacon Press, 1952), p. 121.

27"ppaft Ecclesiastical Ordinences September &% October
1541," Calvin: Theological Treatises, edited by J. K. S. Reid,
in The Library of Christian Classics (Philadelphia: The
Westminscer Press, 19oll)s, AKLLs; 50~(2.

28"The Ordinances for the Supervision of Churches in the
Country,” Calvin: Theological Treatises, XXII, 76-82.

29Bainton, op. cit., P. 121.
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Calvinism into the formularles of the English Church. Harlisr
contacts the Lnglish had with men who taupght Raformed theolog
must also be considered, since Calvinism absorbed the Reformed
traditicn. Work done by those men might be called preparatory
for the introducticn of Calvinism. Ths word Calvinist, itself,
does not appear in printed English until 1579. The word
Calvinian was used earlier in 1566 and the Serm Celvinism be-
gan to be uséd in 1570. Prior to that time references to the
doctrines of the Swiss Reformed Churches were termed Welvetic
or Zwinglian., Mcst of what "was embraced by the word
'Calvinism' had been introduced to the English mind through
the influence of Bucer and Bullinger."30 The contribution of
others, such as Pebter Martyr Vermigli and John & Lasco, led
in The same direction. These men were not Calvin's "rivals
but his heralds,"31

John Calvin took an active interest in Znglish affairs,
although he never visited the country. Correspondents kept
him informed on the affairs of the English Chureh and the
state. His concern was indicated by Ehe dedication of some
of his treatises to English leaders. In 1550 he dedicated

his Commentary on Isgiah to Zdwaré VI. The revision of this

same work he dedicated to klizgbetin I. His Commentary on

the Pastoral Zpistles was dedicsited te the Duke of Scmerset

on its publication in 1556, Earlier he had addressed his

Commentary on the Catholic Kpistles to the young English

3°McNeill, The History and Character of Calvinism, p. 309.

3l1pig., p. 310.
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king in 1551, Calvin's aid was moreover sought by
Thomas Cranmer, the primate of England from 1533 to 1553,
when he sought to call a conclave of theclogians tc counter
the meeting of the Roman Catholic leaders who were meeting
in Trent.

English law demanded religious uniformlty and conformity
cf its citizens and 1ts leaders, Independent churches and
independent beliefs were not tolerated, nor were they sought
by the reformers. Such tecleration might be extended at times
to foreizn refugees, but the people of the realm were expected
to conform or face the consequences. Therefore:

The English Reformation must be properly defined as a

road justment of the constitutional, doctrinal and

ritual system of the Church of England, The idea that

1t was the foundatlion of a new Church, or that 1t was

intended to bhe by the reformers 1s wholly unjustified

by history and may be dismissed as an absurd error,32
It is uithln this frame of reference that the iIntroduction of
Calvinism into the formularies of the Church of England 1is
concidered, The extent to which Calvinism succeeded in intro-
ducing its teachings on the Lord's Supper into the articles

of faith and into the forms of worship makes the topic germane,

32homes Short, The History of the Church of Lngland to
the Revolution, 1688 (Philadelphia: James Campbell and CO.,
I8L:37, p. T




CHAPTER II

THE HENRICIAN REFORMATION AND THE FIRST PRCTESTANT FORMULARIES

While John Calvin was beginning %o publish his theologi-
cal treatises, the Henrician Reformation was likewise bezin-
ning. In November 153l Parliament vnassed an Act of Supremacy
declaring the English king to be the only supreme head on
egarth of the Church of England.l The Henrician Reformstion

previded part of the necessary background for the later intro-

RO P, g v .

duction of Calvinism into the formularies cof the established
Church.. The Iimmediate cause for Parliament's action was the
réfusal of Pope Clement VII to grant Henry VIII an annulment
from his wife, Catherine of Aragon. The stated reason for the

step taken was the contention that the English Church was

sovereign., This principle has been stated thus:

A national Church, through the medium of its representa-
tive synod, duly cconvened with royal sanction, has inher-
ent authority from its Divine Founder to remove any
species of abuse, whether of doctrine or discipline,
exlsting within its jurisdiction; nay, is absolutely
bound by 1its allegiance to Christ and its regard for

ite people committed tec its charge, to vindicate and
extend the truths of the Gospel, as once for all de-
livered to the saints and taught in the Early Church.?

Thne Henrician Reformation revolved around the decisions

of one man, Henry VIII (1509-1547), and the influence his

lHenry Gee and William J. ?agdg, Documents Illustrative
of English Church Histor oomgi e rom Original Sources

{Tondon: Macmillan @nd CO., s 1895), no. LV, op. 243-Ll.
Cited as Documents.

" 2Charles Hardwick, A History of the Articles of Religion '
To Which Is Appended A Serles of Documents, From A.D. 1535 To A.D.
1615; Together With Illustrations i'rom Contemporary Sources

London: George Bell and Son, 1301), p. 2L. v
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1l
primate, Archbishop Thomas Cranmer (1533-1553), exerted on
the king. The important documents of the era sre those
authored or approved by these two men and inclucde: The Ten

Articles of 1536, properly titled Articles Devised By The

Kinges Highes Majestie, To Stablyshe Christen Quietness And

Unitie Amonge Us And To Avoyde Contentious Opinicng, Which

Articles Be Also Approved By The Consent 4nd Determination

Of The Hole Clergie Of This Realme,3 and the Thirteen Articles

of 1538, which is officially and properly %titled 4 Book Con-

taining Divers Articles, De Unltate, Del Et Trinltste

Personarum, De Peccato Originali, gg,“ The two important

books of the period were The Bishops' Book of 1537 and

The King's Book of 1543. The first was authorized by Cranmer

and is properly titled The godly and plous Institution of a

Christian Man. The second is attributed to the king and bears

the proper title A4 Necessary Doctrine and Erudition for any

Christian Man; set forth by the King's Majesty of England.

A desper insight into the king's thinking is found in the
repressive articles of 1539, Tﬁé Six Articles Act.5
Legislation passed by Parliament and describing the
implications of the action taken are found in the following
statutes: The Annates Act of 1532, the Statute of Appesls
of 1533, the Ecclesiastical Appointments Act, the Dispensa-
tions Act, the Submission of fhe Clergy Act, the Heresy Act,

31bid., Appendix No. I, pp. 221-236.
4Ibid., Appendix No. II, pp. 237-250.
SGee and Hardy, Documents, pp. 303=19.

Y
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the Act of Supremacy, the Succession Acp, a second Succession
Acﬁ, and tho Treason Act of 153, In 1536 Parliament passed
leglislation for the Suppresslon of the Lesser i‘-'ionaste:-ias.5

The pressure Heory VIII applied to force Pope Clement VII
to grant en annulment to Catherine of Aragon and the counter
pressure BEmperor Charles V used to protect his gaunt were im-
portaﬁt factors that led to the open break of the Church of
England with Rome. Henry's threat in 1529 to join the Lutherans,
his intimidation of the English clergy in 1531, and the finan-
~clal pressure which the Annates Act of 1532 supplied led fi-
nally .tc leglslation which denied papal jurisdiction over the
'English-Church. The Appeals Act of 1533 forced all decisions
to 5@ resclved by the English Church, ané indirectly the leg=-
islation removed Henry's case from a papal ruling.

In the guestion of securing an annulment Henry acted
upon the advice ziven to him by Thomas Cromwell, later his
secretary and the vice-regent for scclesiastical affairs,
Henry also followed the opinion of Thomas Cranmer, later his
archbishop of Canterbury. Both men advised the king to sub-

mit the case to an English court.7 Shortly after Cranmer

61h1d., the Annates Act, no. XLIX, pp. 178-86; the
Statutes of Appesls, no. L, pp. 187-95; the Ecclesiastical
Appointments Act, nc. LII, pp. 201-09; the Dispensations
Act, no. LITI, pp. 209-32; the Submission of the Clergy Act,
no. LI, pp. 196-98; the Heresy Act, no., XLII, pp. 133-373
the Act of Supremacy, no. LV, pp. 243=lli; the Successicn
Act, no, LVI, pp. lﬁk-h?; the Treason Act, no. LVII, pp. 247-
G1; the Suppression of the Lesser Monastaries, pp. 257=-58.

THarold J. Grimm, The Reformation Era, 1500-15650
(New York: Macmillan Co., 195L), p. 295.

&% um k AT
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was consecrated in his new oifice, the case was heard and the

ruling wes made (1533) that Menry's marriage was centrary to

divine law.8

lenry's Reformation Parliament made the break finsl and
legal in 153, The Ecclesiastical Appointments Act removed
papal jurisdiction in the appointment of bishops. The Dispen-
sations Act vrovided Parliament with the right to dispense
with papal laws. The Submission of the Clergy Act legalized
the earlier acknowledgment by the clergy that the king was
the final arbiter in religious matters. A Heresy #Act re=-
golved the dilemma of making it an sct of heresy to name any-
one but the pope the head of the Church. The Supremacy Act
established the king as the supreme head¢ of the English Church
and described his le gal rights in the direction of the Church
and of its teachings. The two Succession Acts established
the line of succession to the Znglish throne through the chil-
dren of Anne Boleyn, Henry's seccu¢ wife, snd removed Mary,
‘the daughter of Catherine, from immediate successicn. A
Treason Act made it treasonable to deny any of the king's
titles including the recently acquired one as the head of the
Church.

While such legislation established a national church
dominéted, directved, and controlled by the Engllish king; the
statutes sre Heformation acts only in the sense that they

severed the tie of the English Church with Rome. Ths legis-

8Phllip Hughes, The Reformation in England (London.
Hollis and Carter, 1956), L, 24k,




17

latlon did not set aside other teachings nor did it change

the pract

| =

.ces of the Church in its worship. Provision for
such changes was made, providing that i1t had the king's di-
rection and sanction.

Pressure to change the theological bssis of the Church and
" its ceremonies had long existed in HEngland, As sarly as the
ourtesnth century John Wyclif had called f{or drastic changes.
His followera, the Lollards, continued the agitation into the
gixteenth century. Serious efforts were made to wipe out the
movement. In the episcopal sees of Lendon ané Lincoln bebtween
1510 and 1521 nearly five hundred Englishmen were accused of
Lollardy. Twenty of that number were burned at the stake.9

some mnglishmen were encouraged by the successes of
Reformation movements on the Countinent. They smuggled thec-
logical writings into England, Study cells to read aad dis-
cuss such literature existed at Camdridge University. Attempts
were made Lo suppress the reading of these treatisses. On
12 May 1521 the papal order to burn Luther's writings was
carried out also in England.lo The burning was considsred
so important that it attracted the papal legate,
Cardinal Wolsey, the papal nuncio, the imperiai ambassador,
and all the English bishops. The leader in this "war of

books" was the. king himself.ll Henry VIII sought to answer

Ja. G. Dickens, Lollards And Protestants in the Diocese
of York, 1509-1558 (London: Oxford University Press, 1359),

P ek

0¢ar1 s. Meyer, "Henry VIII Burns Luther's Books,"
Journal of Ecclesiastical History, IX (Cctober 1959), 173-87.

1lpughes, op. eit., I, 146-48.
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Luther's treatise The Babylonian Captivity of the Church with

his own book, Assertio Septem Sacramentorum. Published in

——

July 1521 Henry's book won Leo-X's pralse and the title for
himself and hls successors, "Defender of the Falth." The
king's position and the burnling of Luther's books did not stop

S Jo

the importation of such writings from the Continent. In addi-
tion to Luther's works, those oi Zwingii, Oscolampadius, N
Bugenhagen, Bucer, Melanchthon and other reformers sntered
Bngland in the years of suppression.

Atbempts to "halt the movement wers made by means of addi-
tional persecutions, The inquisition authorized by the bishop
of London between 1527 and 1532 convicted two hundred ané eight-
een of holding and spreading evangelical ideas. While most of
those convicted were Lollards, this six-year persscution

caught up .in its net men who were advocating and teaching

’-‘- '

deas introduced by the Germen and the Swiss reformers., It

Lte

3 significant that more of the accused in the persecutions
came from the professional class than was the case in earlier

inquisitions. Some were merchants, others were book sellers,

=it

and some were teschers. Of particular importauce is the fact

that twenty-one of the convicted men, about ten per cent of

the total, were priests. JSome of these priests were men in
high plaﬁgs in the regular elergy. Iq all England during
this inguisition eleven died at the sﬁake. Cne of these
_eleven was a priest, Thomas Bilney.

Bilney greatlﬁ influenced Robert Barnes, England's
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1

patheran leader during the thirtles,lz and Hugh Latimer,

a Henriclan hﬁshop who died a Marlan mertyr. Barnes was a
member of the HEnglish Commission that met with the Lutheran
theologlans 2% the time when Hénry was interested in an alli-
ance with the German pfincas. iatimer was g bishop who held
to a Calvints visw of the Sacfshﬂnt of the Altar during
Sdward VIt's reign (1547-1553).

The wer of books brought a native-born Englishman upon

e rsliglous scéne, William Tyudale was ths first Znglish-

man to publish writings of reli

/)

,Aous gonssquence during this

Llish an ZEnglish Bible

o

ara, Tyndale was determined %o pu

Seam s al t‘ v raln & ik 1 ~ e < 1A s 3 3 !113
vrtansiLation wnien GvVeEn a8 piLowooy COoulc understand, Un-

€

able to do so in England, Tyndale went to the Continent
New Testament was printed during the winter of 1525 and 15
and shortly thereaflter entered England. On 23 Uctober 1526
Tunstall, then bishop of Londen, banned the translation.
Tyndale was not deterred, His translatlon of the Pentateuch

appearsd in 1530, the Book of Jonah in 1531, and his revised

nr
N

10

w Testament in 153L.

Tyndale's other works included: The Parable c{ the

Wicked Mammon in 1526, The Obecdience of s Christian Man and

how Christian Hulers Qught to Govern in 1528, and The Practics

of Prelates in 1530. Sections of Tyndale's works were taken

12Neelak S. Tjernagel, Dr. Robert Barnes and Anglo=-
Lutheran Relations, 1521-1540. ZAnn Arbor: University
Microfilms, 1955,

134, M. Knappen, Tudor Puritanism: A Chapter in the
History of Idealism (Chicago: Unlversity of Chicago Press,
19397, p. 7. :
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directly from Luther's publications.lu OUne historian comments
that Tyndale "used Luther rather than sgreed with Luther, "5
This is éossible since Tyndale held to a.covenant relationship
betwéen God and man, an idea taugzht by the Swiss reformers
rather than by Luther., Tyndale's attitude toward Church rit-
usl has earned him the title of the "First English Puritan,"16
Tyndale's attacks upon the theology and the practices of
the knglish Church encouraged cothers of similar persuasion to
Join in the theoclogical wer of books., Among those entering
the fray were William Roy, John Frith, William Barlow,
Gecrge Joye, and Simon Fish, The total effect of their writ-
ings was a sustained attack upon the teachings and leadership
of the established Church. Some of these men, like John Frith,
followed their leader William Tyndale into martyrdom'rathcr
then deny their beliafs.17

Av important change took place in the leadership of the

Church in the years 1534 to 1536. During this period Henry
appointed bishops, who as students had studied the theology
of the Swiss and German reformers. Iive of the seven appoint-

ees were Cambridge men: Thomas Goodrich, Nicholas Shaxton,

g, G, Rupp, Studies i Making Sngld i
. G. Rupp udies in the Making of the English
Protestant Tradition (Mainly in the Reign of Henr VIii)

(Cambridge: At the University Press, 1§ﬁ7) pp. L9-51,

15L. J. Trinterud, "A Reappraisal of William Tyndale's
Debt to Martin Luther,” Church History, XXI (March 1962), 24-45.

16M. M. Knappen, "William Tyndale--First English Puritan,"
Church History, V (September 1936), 201-215,

17Knappen, Tudor Puritanism, pp. 21-30.
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Hugh Latimer, John Ealcot or Caspon, and Zdwerd Foxe.
John Hilsey, ancther appolnteec, had also been influenced by
the continental theologians. [Led by Thomas Cranmer, these

~

bilshecps attempted to change the formularies of the Church, "

“

Attacks upon the teachings of the Church of England ine-
tensifiecd as Henry VIII esteblished a naticnal Church in the
period after 15239, The confuslon amceng the people became 8o
sreat that on Penteccst Day 1534 Archbishop Cranmer forbade
8ll preaching on conbroversial topics untll the religlous is-
eue was resclved., This ban was in effect until 1536 when the
first Protestant formulary was issued., The ban con preaching
wae an important LIirst step in that direction; for while 1t
kept the attackers from speaking out, it alsc silenced the
defenders of the teaschings of the Huglish Church+?

Another form of Protestantism was cheered when Henry VIfI
made overtures to the Lutheran princes of Germany. to jeiln the

Schmalkaldic League. The 1insistence that the Bnglish Church

subscribe to the Augsburg Confessicn as a conditicu of the

alliance leé the king-to send an Erglish delegaetion of theo-
logisns to Wittenbery. This delegation 1ncluded Barnes,
Heath and Fox. They met wlith a German delegation which in-

cluded Luther and Melanchthon. Henry VIII appsars to have

besn particularly ensmoured with Philip Melanchthon since

in 1534 he invited the Lutheran leader to assist im a

18Hughes, op. cit., I, 346-47.

193gsper Ridley, Thomas Cranmer {Oxford: Clarenden
Press, 1962), p. 92.
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reformation of the English Church.2? Tn the winter of 1535
and 1536 the German delegation drew up Articles of Faith to
which Heary did not agree. The chiefl obstacles to agreement
were the Lutheran demands for the abolition of private masses

and the relaxation of clerical celibacy:zl

Q

= ]

While these negotiations hinted at a

~

hange in the [ormu-
laries of the English Church, Cranmsr cslled

a Convocation of
the clergy to effect such a change. The meetings began 3 June
1536 and from them emerged a series of articles changing the
theology of the Church. The keynote address for the meeting
was givsen by Cromwell, who, speakzing for the king, called

upon the clsrgymen to "set & guietness in the Churche" and

"to conclude all thinges by the Word of God, without all

nge
L]

brawling or scoldin;

.
Q

C
C

The house of bishops failed to abide by the king's admo-
nition. Reports of their sessions indicate that they debated
hotly on the guestion of changing ths Church's confessiocns.
Thé newly apvointed bishops wanted them changed, while the
earlier appointees demanded the status quo.23

While the upper house was thus engaged, the lower house
busied itself, drawing up a long list of propositions sald
to have been taught by some people. The sixty-seven proposi-

tions have been judged to be "a strange mixture of evangelical

onjernagel, op. cit., p. 66.
211932,, p. 69.

22Hardwick, op. cit., p. 52.
231b1d., po. 52-5h-.
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statemonts with exaggerations and fanatical sxtravagances."zu

One historian has corrslated the condemned propositions with

-
A

!.4.

ar, 4\

a long of two hundred and fifty-one sentencss the king
had ccndemned on 2l May lSBO.dS Included in the list were

some to which Englishmen later subscribed, such as ths pro?o—
sition that communion should be distributed under both kinds,
Since the original records of the meetings have been
ost, the exact process by which the clergymen acted upon the
articles of faith that came from the sessions is unknown.
Hardwick suggested that:

it 1s probable that the contest was in both houses fol-

lowed by a consliderable compromise of opinions, and

that the "Ten Articles about Religion" ., . . were the
immediate result of this mutual concession.20

This new formulary was issued as Articles Devised By The Kinges

Highes Majestie, To Stablyshe Christen Quletness And Unitie

Amonge Us, And To Avoyde Contentious Cpinions, Which Articles

Be Also Approved By The Consent And Determinaticn Of The Hole

Clergie gg This Realme.27 The Preface to the confession was

written by the king as the head of the Church and indicates
that the formulary was issued by his authority. The Ten
Articles were a Protestant expression of faith for the most

part, and it provides some of the later background for the

2'-H-Ienry E. Jacobs, The Lutheran Movement in England
during the Reigns of Henry VIII, and Loward VI, , and 168

Literary Monuments: A Study in Comparative Symbolics ( hila-
1 Pu 1915)

delphia: General Councl bITfcation House, Bope

2SHugghes, op. cit., II, 331-L6, Appendix I.
26Hardwick, op. cit., p. Sh.
271bid., pp. 222-36, Appendix No. I,
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introductlon of Cslviniam into the formularies of the Church
of Englancd,

he conf 1on is dividecd into two main sections; the

G.‘

3

('J

first contains five articles under the general heading "The
principal articles concerning our Faith"; the second section
deals with "Articles Concerning The Laudeble Ceremonies of
The Church." The first article established the Bible and the
three ecumenical creeds as interpreted by the "holy approved
doctors of the Church" as the basis upon which all %teachings
must-bs grounded, Article II treats of Baptism and ends with
the statement, that "we, being justified by His grace, should

e made the lnheritors of everlasting life,

0}
(o]

cording to our
hope." The third article calls penance a sacrament and con=-
tains ¢ statement that by faith "God will forgive the truly

penitent his sins, and repute him justified . . . not for the

worthiness of any merit or work dome by the penitent, but only

=

or the merits of the bloecd and passion of cur Saviour Jesus
Christ." Article IV treats of the Sacrament of the Altar

and states "that under the same form of bread and wine the
very selfsame body and blood of Christ is corporally, really,
and in the very substance exhibited, distributed, and received
unto and of all them which recéivo the said sacrament." The
fifth artiéle deals with justificatlon and interprets the

term to mean the "remission of our sins, and ocur acceptance

or reconciliation into the grace and favour of God, that is

to say, our perfect "enovation in Christ." Article VI states

that images have a proper part to play im a church but that
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they are not to be the objects of worship. Article VII "Of

honoufing of Sainta" and Article VII "Of praying to Saints"
declare that saints are to be honored. Christians, the arti-
cles state, may pray to the saintz to be their intercessors
"for us and with us to the Father," but the articles caution
that such prayers must be said without "any vain superstition,
as to Ghink that any saint is more merciful, or wllil hear us
sooner then Christ, or that any saint doth serve for one thing

more than another, or is patron of the same.” Article IX

"Of Rites and Ceremonies" permits the use of the ancient
customs of the Church as to vestments, the usze of holy water,

the uze of candles, and the like. Article X "Of Purgatory"

deals guardedly with the subject indicating that such a place

may exist. Prayers for the dead are deemed proper. The last

article denies that the bishop of Rome has power from Ged to
3 £ R, 2

relecase men I{rom purgastory.

A comparison of the Ten Articles with Uhe Augsburg Con=-

fession, the Apology of the same and Gthe writings of
Melanchthon shows its dependence in part on the Lutheran
Confessions.2? It has been suggested that Cranmer, Fox,
Latimer and perhaps others of the bishops subscribed to the
articles not because they agreed with everything they con-
tained, but because they felt that they could demand no more

at the time.30

287434,

29J800b3, OCP. Cit.’ Pe 95.
301bid., p. 97.
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The brevity of the articles and the omission of some of
the controverslal topics of ths time left the interpreter a
grest deal of latltude. While a Roman Catholic Cardinal,
Reginald Pole, could find "little fault with the articles,"31
either the cleryy of the North with few exceptlions refused
to subscribe to them or else they were absent, Their signa-
tures are not on the document.3? A4 revolution broke out in
Lincoln about the time the articles started to circulate,
The rebels defended thelr action on the grounds that they were
cpposed to the changes which they said some of the bishops
were folisting on the Church. Henry VIII then issued The First
Royal Injunctions of 1536 to force subscription to the Ten
articles.-- The minutes of the meeting of the clergy which
approved the confesslon were circulated to prove that the
changes had thelr approval, and that the confession was no%b
the decision of a few of the Church leaders.

This confession of 1536 is a high point in the Henrician
Reformation., It was issued in the king's nams, and it had

his approval. The Ten Articles indicated the influence

Protestants had on an official formulary of the Church of
England. The dependency of the articles in part on the

Lutheran Confessions and John Calvin's dependency upon the

3lFraderick J. Smithen, Continental Protestantism
the English Reformation (London: James Clarke and Co.,

P. 19.

and
nade)s

32HardWiCk’ 22- cito, Pe. 630
33Gee and Hardy, Doouments, p. 302,
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Lutheran Reformation provide a connecting link in the later

introduction of Calvinism into the English formularies,
The second important document of the day did not bear
the king's stamp of approval. It was a publication by the

English bishops. 1t became known as the Bishops'! Book and

vore the title: The godly and pious Tostitutlon of a

Christian Man. The sub-title was The Sxposition or Inter-

retation of the Common Creed, of the Seven Sacraments, of
i sl 3y Y&

the Ten Commandments, and of the Pater Noster and the Ave

Maria, Justification and Purgatory. Published in 1537, the

Bishops' Book superseded the Ten Articles as the formulery

of the day.

It was another basis on which Calvinism later built,
The book was the work of a commission appointed by Cranmer
to glive a theological basis tc the national Church. Its
chief editor was Bishop Fox, one of the commissioners who

met with the Lutheréns in Wittenberg in 1536. Fox has been

called "the most perfect Lutheran in England of that time. "3l

Parts of the Bishops' Book are paraphrases of Luther's

Catechisms, the Lutheran Confessions, and the Ten Articles.

Unlike the latter, however, the Bishops' Book speaks of the

traditional seven sacraments of the Roman Church, whereas

the Ten Articles mention only three. A distinction is made

between the sacraments. Those mentioned in the Ten Articles

are said to have Chfist's institution behind them, while the

3”Jacobs, op. cit., D. 105. The characterization, how-
ever, may belong tc Rovert Barmes rather than Fox.

4 1w TEREY T
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other four mentioned had thelr common origin in the Church.

- The Bishops' Book conteins only one page dealing with the
Lord's Supper, the sacrament around which much of the contro-
verey of that day end later days revolved. The teeching of

the Ten Articles on the sacrament was retained. The formulary

taught that the communicant receives under the form of bread
gud wine the body &nd blood of Christ. The Lutheran teaching
of the Real Presence appears to be maintained, while the Roman
Catholle teaching of transubstantliation and the Zwinglian view
of representation appear to be denied.35

The Ten Articles and the Bishops! Book esteblished the

framework within which the theology of the Church of Enzland
was changed, Within this framework permission was also granted
for an authorized version of the Bible. A royal injunction
issued in 1536 commanded that an English Bible be made avail-
able for use in the churches of ths land.36 Thomas Cromwell

persuaded the king to authorize the Matthew Bible as the offi-

cial versicn., This Bible was the work of John Rogers and was
bagsed upon the earlier translations of William Tyndale and
Miles Coverdala.37

While the Matthew Bible became the official version of

the Scriptures, Tyndale's earlier translation continued to be

popular among the people., Fifty thousand copies of his New

35Hughes, op. cit., II, 39-L40.
36g6e and Hardy, Documents, no. LXIII, pp. 275-8Ll.

375. ¥. Mozley, Coverdale and His Bibles (London:
Lutterworth Press, 1953), pp. 125-78.
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Testament were printed during the period from 1526 tc 1536.
Considering the population of England of that era, Tyndale's
version had a wide appeal.

The order to place a Bible in all of the parish churches
came at a time "when at last the whole population was aware
that all of the religion of the past wss now in the melting
pot."38 The English Church had been separatsd from Rome, the
theology of the Church nad been changed, the lesser monasteries
which hed been a source of strength for Roman Catholicism had
been suppressed, men had been made bishope who & few years
earlier would have been condemned a8s heretics, ané Englishmen
had Bible versicons to turn to for their source of doctrine,
What had been hanned ten years earlier was promoted in 1536.
The Bible versions, mcreover, ccentained notes ané ilntroductions
which drove home to the reader the ideas acdvocated by evan-
zelicals,

In 15238 sppeared the next formulary of faith, the popu=

larly called Thirteen Articles., The dccument bore the title

A Book Containing Divers Articles, De Unitate Dei Et Trinitate

Personarum, De Peccato Criginali, @9,39 This confession grew

cut of the politicel situestion of the day. Henry VIII once
again turned to the Lutheran princes of Germany for a polit-
jeal alliance. The confession is in Latin, from which it has

been deduced that the articles were drawn up by both the

38Hushes, op. cit., II, 58.
39Hardwick, op. cit., Appendix No. II, pp. 237=-50.
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English and the German divines.ho The Lutheran delegation
neaded by Francils Burckhardt, George & Boynesburg and
Frederic Myconius arrived in England in Méy 1538 and remained
until the first part of September. Thé jolat committee of

German and English thecloglens errived at thirteen articles

on which they agreed. No agreement was reachsd or there was
evident disagreement over some other points the Lutherans
wanted to include in a joint confession.

A ccmparison of the Thirteen Articles with the Augsburg

Cenfession shows the dependency of the HZaglish formulary upon

the earlier Lutheran confession.hl The brevity of some of
the articles indicates, however, that the commissioners appear
tc have had trouble agreeing on other points of doctrine beyond
thcse stated., The seventh article, for example, which deals
with the Leord's Supper, has but two sentences. The articlg
teaches that under the species of hread and wine the body and
blood of Christ aré truly, substantislly and actually presenat
and are so raceived by tho communicant. Some receive the
sacrament to their damnation, others receive it to their sal-
vation.t2 Nothing is said beyond this,

About the same time that the Lutheran commissioners left
for their homeland, Henry VIII issued royal injunctions

(5 September 1538) which underscored some of the changes that

4O1hi4., p. 73.
blrbid., pp. 239-Lé.
U21pbid., p. 2Lh2.
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had been made in the Church of England,

The injunctionz called
on the clergy to encourage B 3

1ble reading among the laity,

They
warnod against superstitious practices in the Church and the
keeping of man-made 1

aws, The corders abollished the service
Known a&s the

Angelus for devection purposes, andé they hinted
that praying

Shortly afte

(oY

to the saints was useless.®

the Thirteen Articles were drawn up, elther

AN
S

alarmedé at the reaction of many of his sub-
jects to the changes whlch w

e made in the thought and prac-
tices of the Church,M! or he fell under the influence cf some
of the Church changes made.LS

leaders who wanted no further
Hardly had the Lutheran delegation left England, when the king
o

personally presided at

Lambert was

the trial of a priest, Jchn Lambert.

eventually condemned to death for his denial of
transubstantiation.

In the beginning of 1539 Henry VIII again played¢ up to
the Luthersn princes of Germany, end he invited another dele-
sation of theologians to meet in England to ciscuss religious
matters.

When the felt danger ageinst England disappsared,

the king called off the negotiations and abruptly sent the
German delegation home.

The Lutherans stayed leng enough to
see the introduction of the repressive Act of the Six Articles

l+3Gee and Hardy, Documents, no.

LXIII, pp. 275-81.
uhﬂughes, op. ¢cits, I, 296=320.

uSHardwick, op. cit., p. 72.
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in Parliamen‘.u6

The Act of the Six Articles probably reflected Henry VIII's

true religious sympathies. The first article upheld the Roman
Catholic doctrine of transubstantiation. "The second article
denied that the lalty should receive the cup, maintaining that
the blood of Christ was present with Hls flesh, The third

erticle forbade ordalned priests to marry, while the following

o

article forbade the breaking of vows of chestity or the vows

of widowhood, Private masses were to be continued according

<

rticle. The la

1=

t article maintalned the neces-~

cr
o
o
(]
7]
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sity of auricular confession.

a

Added to the doctrinal section were the provisions for

4

the treditional punishment to be meted out to anyone who pub=-

o

lished, preached, taught or sald anything contrary to the
doctrine of transubstantiation. The provisions warned that
on conviction offenders would "suffer . . . pains of death
by burning.“u7

The Act of the Six Articles was 2 setback for the reform-

ers. The Lutheran leaders in Germany were dismayed by the
action taeken. Melanchthon wrote to Henry VIII expressing his
surprise at the turn of events. Two of the English bishops,
Latimer and Shaxton, resigned from their office rather than
be forced to carry out the provisions of the act. Cromwell
was put to death in 1540 for the stated reason that he had

violated the act. Other martyrs of the era included

u6Gee and Hardy, Documents, pp. 303-19.
471p1d., p. 307.
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Robart Barnes, William Jerome, and Cranmep's personal chaplain,
Thomas Garret.
The change in the theological climate was also indicated
by the authorization of a different version of the Bible. The

council votecd to replace The Matthew Bible with The Great Bible,

AT

and in April 1539 the new version appsared. All gunotations

o)
(&)
L P

drawn 'hands' do no more than point tc the places where the

Tha

he last of the important religious documents of the ers

LAY

was the Xing's Book, properly titled A Necessary Doctrine and

L9

Zrudition for any Christian Man. This book ‘1s saié to have

been the king's personal revision of the Bishops' Book published

gix years carlier. Henry had indicateé his dissatisfaction
with the bishops!' publication and suggested that the text be
changed, He submitted two hundred and fifty revisions of the

text tec his primate for criticism. Cranmer's Aunotationsso

indicate the disagreement between the two leaders., Crannmer
refused tc go along with eighty-two of the changes the king
1an ted made.

A careful aralysis of the book basec¢ on the diffsrences

uBHughes, op. cit., II, 59.

49rhe King's Eook Or, A Necessary Doctrine and Erudition
for Any Christian Man, 1543 With an Introduction by T. A. Lacey
lLOﬂdon: S.P-CoKo: 1;32 e

507homas Cranmer, "Annctations," Miscellanecus Writings

and Letters of Thomas Cranmer, edited Ior The Parker Society
by John Cox (Cambricdge: At The University Press, 1846), II,
83-11l.
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between the Bishops! Boolk and the King's Book points out some

fundamental changes made by the king, pa“ticulaPTy in the doc-

- - - -, o § 2
trine of justifica 2tion.®* The Lutheran teaching that man is
saved =zola f{ide is denied, and fldes caritate formata is set

forth as the key to salvaticn.’® The king also upheld the

Roman Catholic doctrine thst communicon under one speciss is

only three years and which never had the sanction of the king,

the King's Book

While the king was moving in this direction, Thomas Cranmer
was moving in the opposite direction, Crsnmer transformed his
iocese of Canterbury so that it "became dangerous for
preaschare to approve Catholliec doctrines and practices which

g

P

e
O

H <o s
1G]

=~

still allowsd and recommencded by the off!

L'I'

rections

ci

; - 5 :
of the lking."?3 Cranmer ordered the destruction of images in
the ,karohee of his diocese, appointed Protestant preachsrs

to hig cathedral staff, annocunced that the Bishoos' Book had

never really had his approval, permitted John Scory Lo preach
justification by faith and to say that the Lord's Supper 1s
only a sacrifice of praise, and reportedly permitted

Lancelot Ridley Lo say that it was a waste of time to Dray'

for the souls of the dead.su In 1543 the archbishop fell

SlHugheS, '92. cj.tc’ II’ 146"57.
52The King's Book, vp. 9-13. :

53uughes, op. cits, IT, 13.
S41hid., II, 16.
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under the suspicion of heresy. Henry VIII went to the defense
of the primate and permitted the accused, Cranmer, to accuse
nis accusers,55

Others were accused of heresy during the same year. Some
were accused of protecting and sheltering a heretic or of pos-
sessing illegal theological books. Among the accused was
John Marbeck, a musician and at the time an organist in the
royal chapel, Marbeck was charged with having in his posses-
sion extracts from the writings of John Calvin.56 The accusa-
tion would indicate that the writings of the Geneva reformer
were finding their way into England and were being read,

During the last yecars of his reign Henry VIII chose the
regents to rule England during the mincrity of his son,
Kéward VI, Sixtesn men were appointed to run the affairs of
state until his heir was eighteen years old. Three were church-
men, two were chief justices, while the othsrs were peers of
the realm or held important posts in the state. The chief
clergymen were Thomas Cranmer and Cuthbert Tunstall, the bish-
op of Durham since 1522. Supporters of Cranmer were Seymour,
the Barl of Hertford, John Russel, John Dudley, Sir Anthony Denny
and Sir William Herbert. Supporters of Tunstall were
Wriothesley, the Lord Chancellor, Sir Anthony Brown, and the
two brothers Wotton. Others appear tc have hsd no strong re=-

ligious views or seldom attended the meetings. Henry's cholce

55Ridley, op. clb., pp. 236-38.

56&ames Gairdner, The English Church in the Sixteenth
Century (London: Macmillan And Uo., I90L ), P. 227, :
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of regents tipped the balance toward those who had benefited
from the chenges made in the management of the Church of
England 57

Henry VIII died 28 qguuary 1547. As far ss Rome was con-
cerned he dled a schismatic., The will he left indicated that
he retsined many of the teachings of Rome. In it he made his
prayér to the saints, a2nd he requested that a daily mass be
said ig_nefgetuum for his soul.58 Concerning his beliefs
during his lest years a Roman Catholic historian writes:

Henry VIII never, in those last years of his reign, came

tc show any degree of affection for Lecllard or Lutheran

beliefs. The cuucnctone of religious or thodoxy continued

to be the acknowledgement of the Rogal Supremacy and the

observance of the Six Articles Act.>9

The Henricilan Reformation came to an end with the death
of the king, but its ramifications continued into the next
.era., Henry VIII had established a national Church, and the
princlple had been adopted that the monerch was the final
erbiter in religious matters. The king had personally assumed
the direction of the English Church, and he had forced submis-
sion to his will in religious matters. His successor was a

nine-year o0ld boy, who cbviously could not manage the Church

as his father had done. Some of the leaders Henry had placed

5Ta. F. Pollard, The History of Zngland from the Accession
of Edward VI to the Death of Elizabeth (1 7=160 ) VolsmVl
The Polltical History of kLngland, ed. by wgllIam Hunt and
Reginald Poole (London: Longmans, Green and Co., 1919), p. 3.

SB8peter Heylyn, Ecclesia Restaurata (Cambridge: At The
University Press, 1849), pp. U47=9.

59Hughes, op. c¢it., II, 1l.
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into office were men with strong Protestant leanings. ‘Henry
held these men in check. His young son would have had diffi:
culty doing the same thing, even had he wanted tec do so.

The English Church hed been exposed to and had accepted
some of the doctrines Taught 1n the Lutheran churches of Germany.
Znglish theologians and German c¢ivines had met for theological
conferences, In 1536 they had agreed on a confession of faith,
which the English Church accepted as its own basis of belief.
Whereas subséquent meetings did not have the s ame results,
the contacts the divines hadé with each other had important

consequences for subseguent era,

Henry's conduct 1n the pclitical realm eventually led
the Lutheran leaders of Germany to distrust the Znglish king.
Henry played up to the German princes as long as it was to
nis advantage to do so. He acquiesced to their demands that
there be doctrinal agreement as a ccndition for an allianca.
He vermitted his divines to meet with the Lutheran theologians
to see 1f they could work out a mutually acceptable statement
of belief. UWhen the Bnglish king felt that it was not to his
advantage to have an alliance with the German princes, he
called off the meetings of the theologians. The Lutheran
leaders finally qQuestioned the sincerity of the &nglish king
and became suspicious of English overtures.

4 change had alsc taken place in the leadership of the
Lutheran Church in Germany. WMartin Luther died in 1546, and
the leadership of that Church had been assumed by

Philip Melanchthon. This leader had had some influence on
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the English king., The doctrine cf Justification taught in

the King's Book was based on Melanchthon's interpretation of
60

the doctrine, 1e German theolaglan's tendency to compro=-

mise and to seek to hermonize conflictling doctrinal views drew

: 2 - 1
him closer to the views of the mediating thcologlans.6‘ The

¢,

struggle among the followers of Luther in the Adiaphoristic

joristic controversies déivided the Lutherans and prevented

(J
I’L

Me

o

-~

them from making a unifled witness to their falth as they had
done in earlier yea?s.éz

English Church leaders soon turned to the mediating
theologians for guidance and for inspirstion. Martin Bucer
and Henry Bullinger were the two leaders who greatly influ-
enced subseouent events, Indirectly, this acceptance of the
views of these hen helped te prepare the way for John Calvin's

volce to be heard in subsequent yesars.

60Rupp, op. eit., p. 1l1ll.

61? Bente, "Historical Introductions to the Symbolical
Books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church," Triglot Concordia,
pp. 23-28.

62’ieinhold Sesberyg, Toxtbook of the History of Doctrine,
translated by Charles E. Hay (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House,
1952), II, 3L7-90.




CHAPTER III

CALVINISM IN ENGLAND DURING TH= RZIGH OF EDWARD VI
AS SEEN IN THE FORMULARIES OF THE ESTABLISHED CHURCH

The concept of royal absolutism

=0

n the Church of England

3y

ort »

Q

came in for a severe test during the si ign of Edward VI,

¢t

zing of England from 28 Janusry 1547 to 6 July 1553. Yet
during this six~-year reign of the ooy=-king, revolutionary
changes were made in the theolozy, in the worship, an¢ in the
formularies of the Church of &ngland., Some of these changes

- "y - ~ k1 2
Wwere Calvinis

T

.
Primerily responsible for the changes were the following:
King Edwsrd VI, particularly during the‘l&tter yesrs of his
reign; Thomas Crammer; Sir Zdward Seymour, the king's uncle,
who was made Duke of Somerset and proclaimed "Governor of the
person of the King's Majesty and Protector of all his realms,"!
who served from 13 March 15L7 to his arrest 10 October 1549
as the regent of the land; John Dudley, the Viscbant Lisls,
who wae created the Larl of Warwick and later the Duke of
Northumberland, whc succeeded Seymour as the principal power
behind the thrcne.
The principal religious articles eflfecting the changes

were the bishops' petitions to the rew king for a renewal

Lronn Strype, bcclesiastical Memorials Relating Chiefly
to Religion and the Reformation of 1t, And the bmergencies of
The Church of Enjland, Under King Henry VIII. King sdward VI,
And Queen Mary I. With Large Appendixes, Containing Original
Papers, Hecords, &c., (Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 18225,
TT?TT?B. Cited as Roclesiastical Memorials.
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of their epliscopal jurisdiction; injunctions by the king and
by the bishops to their clergys; the imposition of the cfficial

Book 3£ Homilies: Farliament's act Against the Revilers of

the Sacrament, The Order of Communicn, and a statute providing

that bishops were to be appointed by lstters patent; the First

Prayer Book of 15,9; a rite for conferring Holy Orders; a law

permitting priests to marry; the Seccnd Prayer Book of 1552;

the Forty-Two Articles of 1553; King Hdward's Catechism of

1553: and the Reformatio Lejzum Ecclesiasticarum of 1553, a

proposed code of canon law,

The religious program was "the production of a small group
of passionately earnest clerical intellectuals, . . . divines
not always, by any means, in agreement among themselves."2
The principal figure was Thomas Cranmer. Playing an important
part in the Edwardian Reformation were the Protestant bishops,
particularly Wlicholas Ridley, bishop of London; John Hooper,
bishop of Gloucester; Hugh Latimer, bishop of Worcester, and
others., The Scotsman, John Knox, and the foreign theologians
who were invited to assist Cranmer and who accepted the invi-
tation to go to England also played their part. Of the latter,
Martin Bucer and Peter Martyr were especially prominent. Some
of these men were mediating theologiané; others adopted their
views during the era.

A change in the thcugbf and the practice of the Church

was guaranteed by Henry VIII's choice of tutors for his son

LY

2Philip Hughes, The Reformation in England (New York:
The Macmillan Co., 195L), II, B2.




L Rl RN e R BRR. B e ME S B - FF -2

Il
and heir, All three men, Sir John Cheke, Sir Anthony Coocke,
and Dr, Richard Cox favored the change. Pollard indicatés
that Henry VIII tipped the balance in favor of the reformers
when he chose the executors of his will.3

The bdwardian Reformation peassed through twe phases.

The [irst may be characterized as Lutheran. The second phase
was Celvinist, at least as far as the controverted cdoctrine
of the Lord's Supver was concerned. The questiocn of Cﬁurch
ritual became an important lssue of the day. Some favored
the retentlon of ceremonies, except for those manifestly
supsrstitious, while others oppnosed their usse,

The stage had been set by Henry VIII, The ties with
tome had been broken. The primate of the land held to some
Lutheran teachings. A number of bishops had bsen influenced
in their religious orientation by their reacding of theologi-
cal treatises published by the continental reformers. The
Bible had been made available in the vernacular, Some of the
official articles of the precesding reign had an evangelical
fing, sven though they were suverseded by other srticles which
nullified their teachings. The king's tutors were Protestants,
and his council consisted of scme men who saw pesrsonal advan=-
tages in changing the theclogy of the Church.

The most evident changes that tcok place on the religious

3A. F. Pollard, The History of England from the Accession
of Edward VI to the Death o lizabe 7=1603), Vol. VI
The Politicsl History of England, ed. byagiiiam Hunt and

Reginald Poole London: Longmans, Green and Co., 1919), p. 3.
Hereafter cited as History of England.
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scene were in the area of ritual and in the worship services.-
It was particularly hers that the English citizen saw the
effect of the changes made in the Church's theology. "'The
majorlty of Englishmen,' it has been sald, 'probably had no

keen desire for doctrinal changei: a real feat of understate=-

ang
ment in a specialist Listorian."h The people in at lsast one
instance resented the changes which were made. "The Cornish
rebellion seems to have been in the main a reaction against
religious innovstions.5

The first act of the executors of Henry's will was to

choose 5ir BEdward Seymour as Protector. This was done with
the connivance of Sir William Paget, the former king's prin=-
clpsl secretary who had all of the apparatus of administration
under his control. Somerset then proceedsed to establish his
own council and thereby secured his control of the affairs of
state.6

Hardly had the former king been buried (16 February 1547)
and the young king crouwned (20 February 1547) when agitatiocn

for religlous change broke out. &Zight dsys after Henry's

funeral Nicholas Ridley preached at court on Ash Wednesday

'asainst Catholic devotion to the saints and sgainst sacra-

mentals. Here and there men began to bresk religious statuary.

BgHughes, ég, cit., II, 83 quoting Pollard, Cranmer,
p. 100G,

: T 1T Elton, "The Reformation in England," The New
Cambridge Modern Histor (Ceambridge: At the University Press,
1956), II, 2)4-3. Ci'te as t‘T.C.M.H.

B ]

'6Pollard, History of Englsnd, pp. 4=9.
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Catholics, like Stephen Gerdiner, the bishop of Winchester,
protested and deménded that action be taken to prevent such
happenings.7

tephen Gardiner's power as the leader of Catholic op=

65]

position to the pending changes was shortly thereafter broken.
Gardiner protested for the second tims when he was forced to
surrender his episcopal jurisdiction to ths crown and receive

1t back from the new sovereizn as the law demanded.s Gardiner

5
()
-
ct
>
o

the episcopal office had been diminished, and he ob=-

Jected to Paget who had drawn up the new authorizstion.

Garcdiner's objections to what was happening finally resulted

holic lesdsr, Edmund Bonner,

-~

in his Imprisonment., Another C

be)

12
ot

the bishop of London, was likewise imprisoned about, the same

time. DBonner submitted but Gardiner remained in prison for

a year, Cotholic power was effectively broken by these events.

Even while Gardiner was protesting ageinst the trend he
saw coming, changes in the theology and inm the practice of the
Church of Zngland were being planned., On 16 May 15L7 the
jurisdiction of the bishops in their dioceses was suspended,

A visitation of all churches was announced. While the visita-
tion #ss delayed until 1 August, the royal commissioners were

supplied with the royal injunction9 eas to ordered changes.

"Hughes, op. cit., II, 86.
81p14., 86-87.

9Henry Gee and Willlam Hardy, Documents Illustrative of
Bnglish Church History Compiled from Qgiginal Sources (London:
Macmillan CCe, LGtG., 1898), no. LXXVIII, pp. 412-31., Cited

as Documents.
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The Injunctions of 31 July 1547 cslled upon all church-
men to observe the principle of royal supremecy in the Church.
They warued against the improper use of and ths supersvitious
use of Images and szacramentals, Pillgrimages were banned, ags
were processgions around the church buildings, the use of can-
Jles before images, the rosary and a2ll oractices "tendinz to
£

) ey - 2 o ey - . - N ) l .
the laudable cersmonies of the Church." Chur
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to be carefully kept., Provision for the care of the poor was
ordered, Woctrinally, the Injunctlons stated that all clergy-
men were Lo own and study the New Testament both in English

and in Latin., A copy of irasmas! Paraphrasss of ths Gospels

was Gto be placed in every church. The bishops were ordered
to examine the clergy in thelr dioceses. Most important of
éll from a doctrinal view, the order rsquired that a sermon
08 read weekly in the churches from a prescribed Book of

B A, 10 - .
Homiliea, In ordering this, the Injunctions of Edward
wen®t beyond those elready imposed in 1536 and 1538 by

Henry VIII.

1OCertain Sermons or Homilies Appointed by the King's
Majesty To Be Declared and Read by ALL Parsons, Vicars and
Curates, Lvery sunday in Their Churches Whore They Have Lure

in Certain Sermons Or Homilies Appointed To Be Read in the
Churches in the Time of Queen Llizabeth; And Reprinted b
Authority from King Jemes I. A.D, 1623 to which Are Added the
Constitution and Canons of the Church of Sngland, Set rorth
A.D, 1603 with an Appendix Containing the Articles of Religion,
Constitution, and Canons of the Protestant Lpiscopal Church

in the United States Of America. Third American, From The
Last English Edition. (Phniladelphia: Hdward Biddle, 184li).

The critical apparatus pgermits the reconstruction of the
original homilies issued during 1547. Cited as The Book of
Homilies. - ;
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The Book of Homilies contained twelve fairly short

homilies or sermons. The tiltles are descriptive of the mate-
rial they contain, They bore the titles: T, *A-Fruitfui

Exhortation to the [Reading of Heoly Seri nture." .iI. "0f the
Misery of all Menkind." III. "Of the Salvation of all Man-

kind.," IV, "Of Christian Love and Charity." V. Y“Cf Good

Works." VI. "Of Christlaun Love and¢ Charity." VII, "Against
Swearing and Perjury." VIII. "Of the Declining from God,"
IX. "An Exhortation against the Fear of Death." X. . "An

Lxhortstion to Cbedience.,” XI. "Against Whoredom and A4dule
tery." XII. "4galnst Strife and Contention.” Five of the
howmllies were written by Thomas Cranmer, two wers penned by
Thomas Becon, Cranmer's chaplain, one was written by

Ldmund Bonner, ons by Hugh Latimer, and one was w*itten by

Jonn Harpsfield, The authors of two of the homilies are un-

e ud
-

Known.**

The sermon book cevelops the evsangelical doctrine of
Justification by grace through faith in Jesus Christ and the
doctrine of Sanctification. As such the homilies reintroduced

the theology of Article III of the Ten Articles of 1536. An

example of this is foundé in Cranmer's "Homily of Faith'or™
Short Declaration of the True, Lively, and Christian Faith"
as it is known by its longer tltle. There faith is described

as.

. +« & sure trust and¢ confidence in Goo through our
Lord Jesus Christ, and a steadfast hope of gll good

Mughes, op. cit., II, 5. n.l.

e,
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things %o be received at God's hand; and that, although
we through infirmity, or temptation of our ghostly enemy,
do fall from him by sin, yet if we return again unto him
by true repentance, that he will forgive and forget our
offences for his Son's sake, our Saviocur Jesus Christ,
and will meke us inheritors with him of his everlasting
kingdom.12 ¥

Cranmer alsc asserts:

For the very sure and lively Christian faith is, not only
%o belleve all things of God which are contained in the

holy scripture, but alsc is an earnest trust and confidence

in God, . . . that he will be merciful unto us for his
only Son's sake.l3

Most Protestants, including Celvinists, would subscribe %o this

definition of faith., The Book of Homilies does not touch on

the doctrine of the Lord's Supper.

idward's first Parliament was soon involved in the changes
belng made by the leaders of the Church. It began its sessions
on l} November 1547. At the same time the clergymen met and
agreed that communion should henceforth be distributed to the
laity in both kinds. Parliament made the Convocation's deci-
sion the law of the realm in an "Act Against Revilers, and
For Receiving in Both Kinds, "1l

This act called for uniformity in the communion service
based on "love rather than for fear.” The reason for the
statute, the act stated, was the abuse of the Sacrament by
"contentious and arrogant wmen." The act spoke somewhat guard-
edly about the Sacrament itself and what the communicaﬁt actu-

ally received, After rehearsing the words of Institution 1t

12756 Book of Homilies, p. 30.
137p1d., p. 31.

ligee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXVII, pp. 322-38.
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speaks "Of the which bread whosoever eateth, or of the which
cup whosoever drinketh, unworthlly, eateth and drinketh con-
demnabion and judgment %o himself, making no dif ference of the
Lord's body." A Lutheran could accept this wording, wishiné
perhaps that it would have been stated that in, with and under
the_bread:and wlne the communicant recelves the body and blood
of Christ. A Zwinglian or a Celvinist might alsc accept the
wording, providing thaet he was free to place his own interpre=-
tation on the meaning of the words used.

The act sought to prevent all future dsbate about the
Sacrament. It warned that snyone who "by any words of deprav=-
ing, desplsing or reviling" debated the Sacrament would be
arrested, triec¢, and if convicted, impriscned. The act failed
in this regard, since the debate on the Sacrasment continued
to go on.

The act also stated that in sccord with Christ's own in-
stitution and in accord with the practice of the sarly Church
"the said Sacrament should be ministered to all Christian
pecple under both kinds of brsad and wine.” Once again, the
act spoke guardedly about distributing both the bread and the
wine by adding the words "except necessity otherwise require."
No further explanation is given as to whst is meant by these
words., The English Church also refused to speak in favor or
against the practice of other communions in other 1gnds. The
statute ended with the words "not condemning hereby the usage
of any Church out of the king's majesty's dominions,"

-The dot . still required that communicants make proper




48
preparation for the receptiocn of the Sscrament at least one
day befére the service. A prescribed exhortation was to be
read tec the communicants the day of the service.
The action of Parliament made a break with the theology

of the Roman Catholic Church. While the term "priest" was

still retained, the preferred term appears tc have been

"

-

"minister." The term "Mass" was not used. The Sacrament was
referred to as "the Sacrament of the altar," or "the communion"
or "the supper and table of the Lord." The act is not Calvin-.
istic in its description of the Sacrament. It does not speak
of a spiritual eating andé drinking, nor does it say that the
wicked ¢o not receive the body end blood .of Christ in the
Sacrament.,

Parliament also passed legislation which repealed Henry's
treascn and heresy laws. Repealed were all the statutes "de
haeretico comburendo;, the "Act of the Six Articles," "and kil
andé every act or acts of parliament tcuching doctrine or
matters of religion."ls It was still treason, according to
the legislation passed, tc attempt to alter the succession
tc tﬁe crown as regulated by statute and by the will of
Henry VIII. ‘

Twe other church measurese weré passed by the first
Parliament., The one swept away the old laws about episcopal
electicns and stated that bishops thereafter were tc be ap-

pointed by letters patent. The other measure was an "Act

i

15pollard, op. cit., p. 16.
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Dissolving the Chantries."l® With the setting aside of the

Slx Artlcles Act, masses for tho dead were no longer justified

and the monasteries where some of the masses were said had been

Q

losed, The funds belonglng bo the religious foundations were
ordered to be given to the crown upon the recommendation of
the king's commissliocners.

-~

Cn 8 March 154

o2

snother important step was ordersd in the

process of reforming the Church of England. On that day the
iy

Order of Communion™ ' in Enzlish was published and dirscted for

use, With certain modificaticns, thils rite was later incor-

porated into the Mirst Prayer Book of Edward VI, The Ordar
of Communion has a Lutheran ring to it, and the doctrine of
the Real Prssence underlies the prescribed form. Calvinist

cbjections to the wording and subsequent changes which were

made in the Second Prayer Book would indicate that they con-
h

¢ Order of Communion capable of a Lutheran interore-

In the prescribed order the minister was called upon %o
read an Exhortation at least one day before the communio
service. These words were used in this Exhortation:

« » o« Wherefore our duty is, to come to these holy

- mysteries with most hearty thanks to be given to almighty

God for his ifnfinite merecy and benefits, given and bestowed
upon us, his unworthy servants, for whom he hath not only

166ee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXVIII, pp. 328-57.

, 17Tuorder of Communion," in The Two Liturgies, A.D. 1549
and A.D. 15?2 with Other Documents Set Forth Ez Ruthority in
the Relgn of King Edward VI, ed. for the Parker Soclety by
Joseph Eetig} Cambridge: At The University Press, 18h4i),
pp. 3-8, Cited as The Two Liturgles.
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given his body to death, and shed his blcod, but also
doth vouchsafe in a bavrament and mystery tc give us
his s9id body and blocd spirituslly: to feed and drink
upon.,

In the ixhortation prescribed tc be read cn the day of the
communion the minister spoke these words:

e+ « « For as the beneflt 1s great, if with a true

penlitent heart, snd lively faith we receive this holy

Sacrament (for then we spirltually est the flesh of

Christ, and drink his blcod; . . ) 80 is the danger

great, if we receive the same unworthily, for then we

become zuilty of the body and blood of Christ our Savicur,
we eat and drink our own damnation,

Before the words of consecration the rubric prescribed a
prayer with these words: ". . . grant us, . « « 80 to eat the
flesh of thy dear Son Jesus Christ, and tco drink his blood in
these holy mysteries." The words of distribution were: "The
beody (blood) of our Lerd Jesus Christ which was ziven (shed)

for thee keep thy socul untc everlasting life." These were
some of the words that Calvinists objected to and wanted changed

in a revision of the Prayer Book.

The rubric directing the assistant that he "may follow
with the chelice as the priest ministereth the bread, so shall
he minister the wine," by emphasizing the terms "bread" and
"wine" prevent any possibility of a Roman Catholic concept of
transubstantiation from being read into the Order of Communion.

While Cranmer was effecting these changes in the Church
of England's ritual, he also saw fit to authorize a catechism

for use.l8 This catechism haé been translasted into English

18ncgtechismus That Is To Say, A Short Instruction Into
Christisn Religion For The Singular Commodity Ané Prefit Cf
Children And Younb People" in the Fathers of the English Church
(London. John Harchard, 1809), III, I13-325.




51
from a German Lutheran Catechism of Nuremberg.l9 It is not
1llogical to presume that Cranmer, at this time at least,
accepted the Lutheran view of the Real Presence in the Lord's
Supper. The words of the catechism, which came to be known

a8 Cranmer's Catechism, clearly taught the Luthersan view, sincs

it reads:

Christ said of the bread, "This is my body"; and of the i
cup he salth, "This is my blood." Wherefore we ought to i
believe that 1n the sacrament we receive the body and ‘
blood of Christ. itor God is almighty (as ye heard in ;
the Creed), he 1s able therefore to do sll things what
he will.20

Crarmer's views on the doctrine of the Real Presernce and the

teaching he advocated in 1548 when he authorized this Catechism

goocn changed, Wlth this change was brought sbout the intro-

duction of Czslvinism into the formulsries of the established

Church, at least as fer as this specific doctrine is corcerned.
Important in the change of interpretation were several

factors. One was the assistance Cranmer sought {rom continen-

tal theologians. Cranmer wanted some of those men to come to

England to help in formulating a theclogical basis for the

changes he advocated. In that vein he wrote to John & Lasco

in a letter dated I July 1548:
We are desirous of setting forth in our churches the true
doctrine of Geoed., « . « For the purpose of carrying this
Important design 1lnto execution we have thcught it neces-
sary to have the assistance of learned men, who, having

compared their oplinions together with us, may do away
with all doctrinal controversies, and build up an entire

19¢car1 s. Meyer, "Cranmer's Legacy," Concordia Theolog-
ical Monthly, XXVII (April 1956), 252-53.

20"Gatechismus," Fathers of the English Church, III, 318.
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system of true doctrine, We have therefors invited both
yourself and scme obther lesrned men,2l

The learned men" Cranmer invited to Englsnd included
John Calvin, Philip Melanchthon, Peter Martyr, Henry Bullinger,
Martin Bucer, John & Lascc among others., He expressed the in-
vitation to Martin Bucer In the same vein that he invited the
others. Craomer wrote, "Come over therefore to ug, and become
a labourer with us in the harvest of the Lord,"22

Cranmer felt an immediate urgency sbout a conclave of
Protestant thecloglans wher he read the Decreses that were
starting to come from the Roman Catholic Council meeting in
Trent. He repeated his invitation to the Protestant leaders
to meet, to resclve thelr differences particularly on the
disputed Sacrament of the Altar, and to present a united front
to a common opnonent., Cranmer expressed this concern in a
letter to Henry Bullinger dated 20 March 1552 in which he wrote:

I consider it better, foreasmuch as our adversaries who

are now holding their councils in Trent , . . to recom-

mend his majesty to grant assistance, that in England,

or elsewhere, there might be convoked a synod of the

most learned and excellent persons, in which provision

might be made for the purity of ecclesiastical doctrine,

and especiallg for an agreement upon the sacramentarian

controversy.

The conclave of theologians never materialized,

210ricinal Lettoers Relative to the English Reformation
Written Purinv the Reign of King Henry VII%, King Edward VI,
and queen Wary Chiefly from the Archives of durich, ed. for
the Parker Soclety by Hastings Robinson (”ambridge. At The
University Press, 18&6), I, 17-18, ep. IX, Hereafter cited
as O.L.

2271pid., 2 October 1548, I, 19-20, ep. XI.
231pid., I, 22-2, ep. XIII.
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The assistance, however, that Cranmer sought from scme of
the continental divines did materialize., [Foreign theologisans
who emigrated to Englané during the Edwardian era included:
Mertin Bucer and Peter Martyr Vermigli, who were 5i;en important
universlity posts at Cambridge sand Oxiord respectively;

John & Lasco, Martin Micronius, Bernadine Ochino, and

Valerand Poullain; also others. Bucer, Martyr and & Lasco
were particularly active in the changes effected, Most of the
foreign theclogians who entered England held to a mediating
view on the Lord's Supper .2l

While zome of the continental divines declinsed the invi-
tation to go to England and there give their perscnal assist-
ance, they did make their influence felt through the frequent
correspondence they had with the English divines,

Henf& Bullinger, particularly, frequently correspoﬁded with
some of the English lsaders. The letters that have been pre-
served also give an insight into the problems and the progzress
of the Hdwardlan Reformetion.

Another factor which played a part, thcugh s minor cne,
was the emigration of several thousand religious exiles fcrced
from their homeland by the Interim of 1548. Some of these
people emigrated to England. WNsarly five thousand of then
settled in the London area slone. They made up nearly ten

per cent of the population of the city. These exiles were

24 ppthur Carl Piepkorn, "Anglo-Lutheran Relations during
the First Twe Years of the Reign of Edward VI," Concordia
Theological Monthly, VI (September 1935), 671-72,
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permitted to have their own churches with their own forms of
worship and their own pastors. One of these vastors was
Velersnd Pcullain. Poullain had succeeded Jdohn Calvin as the
pastor of a church in Strassburg when Calvin was invited to
return again to Geneva., The ciﬁizans of London coculd not help
but be influenced by this large number of Calvinist religious
exiles 25

Noar the middle of the Kdwardian reign, some of the Church
leaders bscame worried, Rebellion had flared up in parts of
the ccuntry; demends wers heard that further changes in reli-
glon be stopned and that the country return to the religious
conditions which existed towards the end of the reign of
Henry.26 The unsettled conditions and other factors ultimate-
ly resulted in the imprisonment of the Protector, Since
Somserset had gone along with the reformers, some of them be-
came uneasy. One of them, John Hooper, expressed this concern
in a letter written to Henry Bullinger dated 7 November 1549,
Hooper told the Zurich divine: "The face of things is now
changed. . « « My patron‘tgomersézlw. e « is now imprisoned
with many others in the Tower of London,"27

The Protestant lsaders had 1little to fear, howsver.

25rpederick Norwood, The Raformation Refugees iAs an
"Economlc force (Chicago: The American Society of Church
History, 1942), pp. 8-10.

26Jasper Ridley, Thomas Cranmer (Cxford: The Clarendon
Press, 1962), p. 330.

2700L.; I’ 69"71, ap. X.XKV.
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Seymour's successor, the Duke of Northumberlsnd, proved him-
self in favor of the changes the reformers had made and were
making. wWhile Ncrthumberland had his troubles, he consclidated
his posibtion and weathered the storms of office,23 During his
fenure in power, the Catholic bishops were deprived of their

office hop Stephen Garciner oi Winchester, Bishop George

Big
L ] Haw

/]

Day of Chichester, Bishop George Heath of Rocheeﬁer, and
Bishop Edmund Bonner of Lpndon were all removed from their
episcopal sees. Stephen Gardiner was deprived on 1y Pebruary .
for having opposed the changes which had been ordered. Day
was deprived in September 1551 for having refused Lo tear down
the alters in his diocese. Heath was removed for opposiné'the

new Crder of Communlon about the ssme time, as was the impris=-

oned Bishop Bonner. Their sececs, together with one vacated by
the dqath of Bishop Wakeman, were filled by John Hooper,
John Ponet or Poynet, Nicholas Ridley, and John Scory.?g

The elevation of some ¢f these men to positions of power
and influence in the Church of England helped to turn the tide
in favor of Calvinism. From their treatises and from‘theif
correspondence it is possible to study their views on the ccn-
troverteé topics of the day. The chief theclogical problem

was still the Lord's Supper. 4 theologian's position on: this

Sacrament depended upcn his Christology. Luther's doctrine

of the communicatio idiomaticum led him to teach the ubiquity

281’01181‘6, 920 cibc, ppq hl"us-
29Hughes, op. cit., II, 113-21.
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of Christ. Luther, and the Formula of Cconcord later, taught
that the whole Christ was truly and substantially present in
the reception of the Sacrament and was reteived in, cum, et
sub the bread and wine, Luther concluded that the unworthy
cemmunicant also receives the bedy and blood of Christ. Re-
formed theologians differed as to the mode of Christ's pres-
ence in the Sacrament. They appear cnanimous, howaver, in
denying that the unworthy communicant receives the body and
blocd of Christ. They tended to agree that the natural body
of Christ was in heaven and theie it would remain until Christ
came at the end of time. They tsught that the worthy communi-
cant receclved the body and blooé of Christ not by the mouth,

s [}

but "only spiritually, in the exercise of faith."30 This was
the view heldé by Bullinger and agreed o by Calvin in the

Consensus Tigurinus.31

Ty

John Hooper indicated his acceptance of the Reformed
view of the Sacrament long before he wes made a bishop of the
Anglican Church. In a letter dated 27 January, probably in
1516, Hcoper expressed his anti-Lutheran views on the Sacra-
ment. OSpeaking of the Count of the Palatine, Hooper wrote to
Bullinger:

o o but as far 8s relates to the eucharist, he \the

count] has descended, as the proverb has it, from the

horse tc the ass; for he hss fallen {rom popery into
the doctrine of Luther, who is in that particular more

30Archibald A, Hodge, Outline of Theology (Wew York:
Robert Carter & Brothers, 1868}, p. 509,

3lggward A. Litton, Introduction to Dogmatic Theologé
New rev., ed. by Philip é.‘Hughes (London. James Clarke & CO.,
Ltd., 1960, pp. 492-535.
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erroneous than all the napists.32
During Henry VIII's reign Hooper had been a religious exile,
so strong were his cocnvictions auainst the Catholic doctrine
of the Mass., He had spent six years with Bullinger during
which time he had imbibed "the purest milk of Zwinglianism."33
In 1548 Hooper also refused to accept the mediating view
espoused by Martin Bucer., In a letter to Bucer dated 19 Jan-
uary 1548 Hooper wrote:
You write., . . that you cannot believe the sscraments
to bs bare signs. ar be such a belief from the most
unlearned Christian! The holy supper 1s not a bare sign,
neither in it is the true and natural body of Christ
corporally exhibited to me in any supernatural or heaven-
ly manner: nunevertheless, I . . . venerate and reverence
the institution of Christ.3l
Later Hooper appesrs to have come around to a Bucerian or

Calvinist view of the Sacrament. In the sixty-fifth erticle

of A Brief and Clear Confession of the Christian Faith written

in 1550, he confessed:

e« « « and therefore I do nct believe that the bodldy of
Christ can be ccntalned, hid, or inclosed in the bread,
under the bread, or with the bread; neither the blood
in the wine, under the wine, cr with the wine. But I
believe and confess the very body of Christ to be in
heaven on the right hand of the rather . . . and that
always and as often as we use this bread and wine ac=-
cording to the ordinance and institution of Christ, we
do verily and indeed receive his body and blood.35

320.Lyy I, 33-38; ep. XKI.
33pollard, op. cit., p. 5l.
3'*9_._&.’ I, 14.7-8, ep. X.XV-

35Later Writings g{_Bishog_Hooper Together with His
Letters and Other Pieces, ed. for the Psrker Scciety by
Charles Nevinson (Cambridge: At the University Press, 1852),
p. }9. Hereafter cited as Later Writlngs.
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This same view was expressed in item Ten of the Visitatiocn

Beok, which Hooper, then a bishop, wrote for thé examiners of
his diocgse. Hooper wrote the trestise for the visitation of
1551 and 1552, In it he said:

Item, that in the sacrament of the bedy and blood of the

Lord there is nc transubstantistion of the bread and

wine into the bocy and blood of Christ, or any manner

nﬁ_corporgl or 1oca;_pres§nce og ghrist, in,.under%,or ’ ;

with the bread &nd wine, but spirituslly by faith.>9 .
Consglistent in his beliefs, Hooper deniecd the ubiquity of Christ,
as a sermon he deliveresd before Bdward VI reveals.3'

This was the view to which the other dnglish divines were
to come. The change in thelr concept of the Lord's Supper can
be noted during a pericd of several months in late 1548.
Bartholemew Traheron's correspoundence with Henry Bullinger
helps to pin-point the time. In a letter dated 1 August 15438
Traheron wrote to the Zurich theoclogian concerning Huzh Latimer:
"ﬁs.to Latimer, though he does not clearly understand ths true
doctrine of the eucharist, . « . there is good hecpe that he will
some time or other come over to our side altogether."38 Less
than two months later the same correspondent wrote on 23 Sep-
tember: ". . . you must know that Latimer has come over to

our opinion respecting the true doctrine of the eucharist,™

Traheron then immediately adds: "together with the archbishop

36"Gopy of Bishop Hooper's Visitation Book," Later
Writings, p. 122.

. 37"Fifth Sermon Upon Jonas," Early Writings of John Hooper,
D. D. Lord Bishop of Gloucester And VWorcester, Martyr 1555.

Bd. for the Parker Soclety by Samuel Carr (Cambridge: e
University Press, 1843), op. 51L, 515.

380.T L 520 e oL,
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. of Canterbury and the other bishops, who heretofore seemed to
be Lutherans,"39
Traheron 1s correct in stating thet Latimer had changed
his views on the Lord's Supper. Latimer's sermon on 18 Jen-
uary l,utuo Indicates that at that time he held to the doctrine
of the Real Presence. No sermon is extant from Lstimer during
September 1548, but in a sermon he delivered in 1552 he denied
the dcetrine of the Real Presence.hl It was thie latter view
to which Latimer subscribed during the examinations preceding
his martyrdom in 1555, Latimer denied at thet time thet he
had ever been a Lutheran in his views on the Sacrament of the
Altar., He sald then that he "never could perceive how Luther i
could defend his opinion without \bransubstaﬁti:at‘.icmI"*2 Latimer's J
sermons seem %o indicate, however, that he ¢id change his mind, ‘
Pernaps Traheron is correct as to the time he did so, although
no proof is available from Latimer's writings.

& similar change also took place inm Nicholas Ridley.

39Tb40 ), ‘T 322 Siép. LOLTY

LOvs Sermon 0f The Reverend father Master Hugh Latimer,
Preached In The Shrouds At Paul's Church In London, 18 January
15,8," bermons g& Hugh Labtimer, Sometime Bishop of Worcester,
Martyr, 1566, ¢ for the Pdrker Society by George Corrie
(Cambridge: At The University Press, 184Li), pp. 59-78.

4lvgermon On The Parable Cf The Marriage Feast," Fathers
of the English Church, III, 627{f.

, ua"Disputation At Oxford Between Latimer And Smith,"
Sermons And Remalns of Hugh Latimer, Sometime Bishop of
Worcester, Martyr, b | , @d. for the Parker Soclety by
Geor a Corrie (Cambridge: At The University Press, 18 KS),

P
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That divine Is quoted as having attributed nis change to his
reading of Ratramnus' treatise and to a conference he had had
with Thomas Cranmer and Peter Martyr.h3 Ridley's writings
and sermons of 1548 are not availesble, The view he held in
1555 has been preserved, In a treatise Ridley wrote at that
time in orison he denied the doctrine of the Resl Prasence.lt!
Traheron includes Ridley with those blshops who had changed
their positicn and had gone over to a Calvinist interprstation
of the Lord's -Supper. John Hooper does include Ridlsy's name
with those who held to that view in 1549, In a letter written

by Hoopser to Bullinger dated 27 December 15419 he wrote:

There are here six or seven bishops (Cranmer, Ridle
’ _ P Yo
Goodrich, Ferrar, Holbeach, Barlow) who comprehend the

iy

doctrine of Christ as far as relates tc the Lord!'s
Supper, with as much clearness and plety as one could
desire,d
Hooper wss qualified to determine the views these men held,
As had been the case wlth Rldlsy and Latimer, so it was
with the othsr Protestant bishops of the Church of Zngland,
On 3 December 1548 Traheron wrote to Bullinger: "I perceive
that it is all over with Lutheranism, now that those who were
considered its principal and only supporters, have altogether

come over to our side.™6 4 year later on 5 February 1550

43" Biographical Notice Of Nicholas Ridley, D.D.,"
The Works of Nicholas Ridley, D.D. Sometime Bishop of London,
Martyr 1555, ed, for the Parker Society by Henry Christmas
(Cambridge: At The University Press, 1843), 9. ix.

Lina Treatise Against the Error of Transubstantiation,"
ibid. ? po 13.

U560 T Ty T2, 6 Db XYY,
L6ihid., I, 323, ep. CLII.

e
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John Hooper wrote the same correspondent:

The bishops of Canterbury, Rochester, Ely, St, David!s,
Lincoln and Bath, are all favorable to the cause of God;
and, as far as I know, entertaln rizht opinions in the
matter of the eucharist . . . the true one, and that

« « o which you maintain in Switzerland u7

3

[T R

This was the view to which 2ls¢c Thomes Cranmer hzd coms.

o

Whereass 1t i

reasonable to held that Cranmer held %o the

-

doctrine of 'the Feal Prassence

in the early and middle months
of 1548, a change in his views on the Sacrement is indicated
towards the end of that year. The change may have begun as
early as 28 September as Traheron's letter to Bullinger indi-
cated, On 3 December 15,8 Traheron wrote to Bullinger about
the circumstances under which the change was observable. He
wrote!
Cn the llith of December . « . disputation was held at
London concerning the Bucharist, in the presence of almost
all the nobility of Englsnd. . . . The archbishop of
Centerbury, contrary to general expectation, most openly,
firmly,hand learnedly maintained your opinion on the sub-
ject. . + « The truth never obtained a more brilliant
victory among us., I perceive that 1t is over with
Lutheranism, now that those who were considered its
principel and almost only supporters, have altogcther
come over to our side.
The change of view of Thomas Cranmer was important. As
. the leading churchman and the man respcnsible for writing
most of the formularies of the day, It is reasonable to ex-
pect that his views would be expressed and found in the offi-
cial forms after 1548.

The firsf of these formularies was the Prayer Book,

UTTbid,, I, T, ep XXXVII.
481bid., I, 323, ep. CLII.
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titled in The First Edwardian Act of Uniformity, a4.D. 1549:

The Book of the Common Prayer and Administraticn of the Sacra-.

ments, and cther Rites snd Ceremonies of the Church, sfter the

P

use of the Church of England%g The Prayer Book replaced the-

books of the Breviary, Missal, Pontifical and¢ others, and
brought all of the forms into one volume. The completed bock
was authorized after much discussion and debate on 21 Jeanuary
1549, Ten of the bishops favored the bill authorizing the

Pragyer Book, eight were opposed to its passage. Voting for

the bill were Cranmer, Holgate, Goodrich, Sampson, Salcot,
Barlow, lolbeach, Chamber, Bush and kicholas Ridley. These
ten men thereby threw their weight behind the efiort to changé
the formularies of the Church of ﬁngland.bo
The wording used in the Communion Service of the Prayer
Book is important for ‘an insight into the theology of the day.
The Communicn Prayer reads:
Hesr us (0 Merciful) rather we beseech thee; and with thy
Toly Spirit and word vouchsafe tc bless and sanctify
these thy gifts and creatures of breac¢ and wine, that
they may be unto us the body and blocd of thy most dearly
beloved Son, Jesus Christ.
The prayer ior the communicants before receiving the Sacrament
has the wording: ". . . that whosoever shall be psrtakers of
this holy Communion may worthily receive the most precious

body and blood of thy Son, Jesus Christ.” In the words pre-

scribed for the pastor in distributing the elements, the

49Gee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXIX, p. 359.

Soﬂughes,,gg. oGRS, ~10655 N3 2%
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minister in giving the bread said: '"The body of our.Lord

Jesus Christ which was given for thse, preserve thy body and

seul unto everlasting life." In the distribution of the wine

]
|
|

the pastor said: "The blood of cur Lord Jesus Christ whiech
was shed for thees, preserve thy body and scoul unbto sverlasting
life."sl The wording used would indicate that a Lutheran.
interpretation would normally be placed on %he doctrine of
the Lord's Sunper,

The Order cof the Communion, as well as other parts of

the Prayer Book, had been largely the work of Cranmer aided

9y a committee. They used much of the existing liturgies of
the Church, togethef with formg which were developed during
the era.’2 The wording itself, as used, is not conclusive .,
to prove or to disprove the contention that there is nobhing.
Calvinist in the theology of the communion service,
Martin Bucer, a mediating theclogian, said that he could
generally subscribe to the new form and the wording used.53
Some of the reformers objected tc the new formulary.

They were asgked to suonit thelir criticism oi the Prayer Book.

Among those asked to comment was Martin Bucer. Bucer offered

his suggestions in his Censura Martinl Bucer super libro

51"'I'he Order of the Communion,” The Two Liturgies,
pp. 89-92,

52Garl S. Meyer, Elizabeth I and the Religious Settle=
ment of 1559 (8t. Louis: Concordia rublishing House, 1960),
DD 60 b5

53gonstantin Hopf, Martin Bucer and the English Reforma-
tion (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1SL6), p. 59.
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sacrorum, seu ordinationis Kcclesiae atgue ministerli ececlesi-

astici in regno Angliae.bu Bucer suggested that the ceremonies

and rituals'should be changed., His maln objsctions were %o
the communion service. Bucer wroté that no special importance
should be placed on the dey the service was to be held, He
ob jected ‘tc the vestment rubric, to private communion, to the
preparation before the sefvice so that only the exact amount
of bread and wine was pvbvided,‘to the prescribed crossing
and kneeling, and he objected particulsrly to the consecration
prayer, He disliked the phrasing "that they may be unto us
the body and blood" and proposed that the words be changed to
read "with true faith, we might receive the Body and Blood of
Christ in these holy mysteries, as heavenly food." Bucer
wanted the retention of the wording of the Humble Access
"so to eat the flesh of thy dear Son Jesus Christ."2>

Some of the reformers were veéhement in their objections

to the Prayer Book; particulerly Hooper was incensed, He

wrote to Henry Bullinger 27 March 1550, indicating his reaction
to the book:

I can scarcely express tc you . . . under what difficultiss
we are labouring and struggling that the idol of the mass
may be thrown out., It is no small hinderance to our exer-
tions, that the form which our senate or parliament . . .
has prescribed for the whole realm, is so very defective
and of doubtful construction, and in some respects mani-
festly impious. . . . I am so much offended with the

book, and that nct without abundant reason, that if it

be not corrected, I neither can nor will communicate

5h8tatements from Bucer's Censura and the action taken
are ziven in ibid., pp. 74-81.

551b1d.
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with the church in the administration of the supper.56

The Prayer Book wes too conservative to sult some of the

theologians, "They said that the Pirst Praysr

Lutharan,">7

ok was too

L
O

He

A commission was gnpointed to reviss it, and in

o

~ I D - £ ' . =
1552 a Sscond Prayer Book wss authorized for use 1 November of

that ysar, Parliament set forth the reason in the enabling

statute:

Where there has bean a very godly order sst.forth by the
authority of Parliasment . . . agreeable tc the word of

God and the primitive Church . . . becausse thers has
arisen in the use and exérciss of the afcoresaid common
service in the church, « « . divers doubts for the fashion
and manner of the administration of the same, rather by
curiosity of the mlnlster, and mistakers, than of any
worthy cause,”¢

Voting for the Uniformity Bill were Cranmer, Holgate, Barlow,
Bush, Ridley, Bird, Ferrar, Hooper, Ponet and Coverdale. Only
two bishops opposed its passage.sg Apparently even the most

vecal objectors to the First Prayer Book were satisfied with

the changes made.

Some of the suggested chanzes were accepted, while others
were not. In the Order of the Communion the words of the dis-

tribution were changed to read:

Take and eat this, in remembrance that Christ died for
thee, and feed on him in thy heart by faith, with thanks-
giVi.ngo

Drink this in remembrance that Christ's blood was shed
for thee, and be thankful,

569;&-: I, 79, ep. XXXVIII.

5TMeyer, Elizabeth I and the Religious Settlement of
1559, p. 6L,

S58cee and Fardy, Documents, no. LXXI, pp. 370, 37l.
59Hughes, op. oit., II, 123, n. 1.
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The prescribed prayer for the communicants read:

+ « « and grant that we receiving these thy creatures of
bread and wine, according tc thy Son our Savicur Jesus
Christ's holy institution, may be partakers of his most
blessed body and blood, 60

The rubric still prescribed that the communicant kneel

to receive the elements., Scme of the rsformers objected to

this, particularly John Knox.él The pages of the Prayer Book

had already been run off the oresses. To satisfy Knox a
rubric sxplaining the purpose of kneeling was appended to

the Prayer Book. This 1s the so-called Black Rubric.®2

At the same time that the Flrst Prayver Book had been

authorized, a rite for Gonferring Hecly Orders had also been
authorized,®3 Once agaln it was Hooper who objected. Hoopser

was severely critical of the oath "swesring by God, the saints,

and the holy gospels." He objected to this oath in the pres-

ence of the King and others. In a letter hs wrote to
Bullinger dated 27 March 1550 Hooper described hls action,
saying:

A book has besn lately published here by the bishops
touching the ordilnation and consecration of the bishops
and ministers of the church. I have sent it . . . that
you may know their fraud and artifices, by which they
promote the kingdom of anti-christ, especlally in the
form of the oath against which form I brought forth

60"orger of the Communion," The Two Liturgies,
pp. 76-106,

61 ~ i o .
Geddes MacGregor, The.Thundering Scot: A Portralt of
John Knox (Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1957), D. 00.

62"1he Black Rubric,” The Two Liturgies, p. 283.

63" 100k of Consecration of Archbishops, and Ordering of
Priests 2nd Deacons," The Two Liturgies, pp. 159-86.
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many objections in my public lecture before the king

and the nobility of the realm: on which account I have

lncurred no small hostility. . . . The srchbishop spoke

against me with great severity on account of my having
censured the form of the cath,%%
The young king tdward VI wae so moved by Hoocper's cobjections
to the wording cf the oath that he personally struck it from
the formulary.

Ancther lmportant act passed by Convocation and enacted
into law by Parliament in 1549 was & bill entitled: Marriage
of Priests Legalizcd.éb This was one cof the steps advocated
by all of the reformers of all persuasions,

Before time ran out cn the Edwardian sra several cther
formularies were authorized by the king. One consisted of a
number of articles agreed upon by the clergy to give a theo-

logical basis to the changes which had been made in the Church,

The proper title of the formulary is: Articles Agreed Upon In

The Convocation And Published By The King's Majesty’.66 These

articles later formed one of tThe bases for the Thirty-Nine

Articles adopted by Parliament in 1571 during the reign of
Elizabeth I. A study cf the articles shows their dependence

in part on Lutheran Confessions.b7 The Forty-Twe Articles,

as they are vetter knouwn, were approvec by the synod of Loncon

in 1552. However, they wére not published until 20 May 1553.68

6ho,r., pp. 78-85, ep. XXXVIII,
65Gee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXX, pp. 366-68.
66The Two Liturgies, pp. 526-37.

67Meyer, "Cranmer's Legacy," XXVII, 236-63.
68J0seph Ketley, "Preface,"” The Two Liturgies, p. X.
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The first paragraph of the article dealing with the Lord's

Supper reads:

The supper of the Lord is not only a sign of the love.
that Christians ought to have amony themselves, one to
another, but rather it is a sacrament of our redemption
by Christ!s death: insomuch that, tc such es rightly,

es

worthily, and with faith receive the same, the bread
which we break is a communion of the body of Christ,
likewise the Cup of blessing is a communion ol the blood
of Christ,%9
The wording Cranmer chose when he wrote "to such as rightly,
worthily, and with falth receive the same" introduced an idea
not found in the earlier formularies of the Church of England.

The concept is not found in the Augsburg Confession or the

Lutheran Confessions, which were used in part as a basis for

the Forty-Two Articles. The words used imply that only the

worthy communicant receives the body of Christ. Nothing is
said about the unworthy guest, but it is implied that such a
communicant does not receive the body and blced of Christ.

As such the paragraph appears to deny the doctrine of the Real
Presence, a teaching earlier formularies malntalined,

The seccnd paragfaph also reveals a divergence from the
earlier acceéted doctrine of the ubiguity of Christ, That
doctrine underlay earlier concepts of the presence of Christ
in the Lord's Supper. A theologian's Christélogy forced him
to accept or to reject the teachlng that Christ was rsally
present in the reception of the Sacrament., The framers bf
this paragraph cleérly deny the communication of attributes

in the Person of Christ. The paragraph reads:

89The Two Liturgies, p. 53L.
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Transubstantiation, or the change of substance of bread
and wine Into the substance of Chrlst's body and blocd,
cannot be proved by holy writ: but it is repugnant to
‘the plain words of scripture, and hath glven ocecasion

to many superstitions. Foreasmuch as the truth of man's
nature requireth, that ithe body of one, and the selfsame
man, cannot he at one time in divers places, but must
needs be in some cne certain place, therefore the body

of Christ cannot be presert at cne time in many and
divers places, And because (as holy scripture doth teach)
Christ was taken up into heaven, and theore shall ccntinue
unto the enc¢ of the worlid; a faithful man ought not,
either Lo belleve, or openly confess the real and bodily
presence (as they term it) of Christ's flesh and blood

in the sacrament of the Lord‘'s Supper.70

PR ——

While this paragraph was primarily directed against the Roman
Catholic. doctrine of transubstantiation, 1t inﬁirectly also
attacked the Lutheran teaching of the Rssl Presence.
The third paragraph of this article on the:-Lord's Supper
consisted of one sentenée. The thought expressed was shared
in common by both Lutheran and Reformed theologlans., The
paragraph was directed against the Roman Catholic practice
and reads: "The sacrament of the Lord's Supper was not com=-
mended by Christ's ordinance to be kepit, carrled about, lifted
up, nor worshipped."7l
The teaching of the entire article was that which was
held by the mediating theologilans, including John Calvin, As

early as 1537 Martin Bucer had drawn up a Confession cf Faith

3

concerning'tha Eucharist,72 in which Bucer indicated the

acceptance by Reformed theologians of the views held by

M01p14g.

oo

Tlrhid.

T2"confession of Faith concerning the Eucharist," Calvin:
Theological Treatises, ed., by J. X. S. Reld, in The Library
of Christian Classics (Philadelphia: The Westminster Press,
19547, XXIT, 185, 169.
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John Calvin. Bucer's Confession indicated that the Wittenberg

Concord subscribed to by the Strassburg and the Wittenberg

’

divinas in 1536 ha

Cu

failed to resolve the differences separating

the Lutherans and the Reformed theologians. Bucer wrote:

578

,
H
peia
a

statement of our dear brothers and collesguss,
arel, John Calvin and R. Viret, we smbrace as right
ctring, belleving Christ our Lord in no sense to be
ffused locally or ubiquitously in the Holy Suprer,

% that he has a true and finite body and remsins in
avenly glory, Yet none the less, through his word and
ymools, he is present in the Supper: He presents him-
self to usaswe are by falth exalted to heaver with him,
80 that the bread we break and the cup through which we
show Christ forth may be for us reslly the communion of
his body and blood.73

i
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This was the teaching Calvin advocatsed in his Short Treatise

on the Holy Supper of our Lord and only Saviour Jesus Chpist/h

published in 1541, This in turn was the doctrine put forth

as the standard of faith in the Forty-Two Articles.

The seme yecar that the Forty-Two Articles was accepted,

Convocation and the king authorized the publication of a
Catechism, The short book was intended for the teaching of
the impressionable young and alfiords an insight intc the ac-
cepted teaching of the day. The Catechlism was written by
Bishop Ponet.”5 Cfficially the work is entitled: A Short

Catechism; Or Plain Instruction, Qontaining the Sum of

Christian Learning Set tforth by the King's Authority, For

All Schoolmasters to Teach.”® . The Catechism 1s 1in the form

731pid.

7%"5haft Treatise on the Holy Supper of our Lord and
.only Saviour Jesus Chriet," ibid., XXII, 1L2-66,

f 75Josenh Ketley, "Freface," The Two Liturgzies, p. xii.

L

.761bid., op. L89=526.
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of a dislogue between a Master and & Scholar. Concerning the
presence of Christ in the Lord's Supper the Master asks the
question: "What declereth and betokensth the supper to us,

which we soberly use in ths romembrance of the Lord? The schol-

The uuopc“ e« « o 18 a cervain thankful remembrance of the
death of Christ: forasmuch the bread representeth his
body betrajed to be crucified for us; tie wine standeth
in stead and placs of his hlood plenteously shed for us,
Andé even as by bread and wine our natural bocies are

Si .3_*.ud end nourishsad: so by the vody, that is the
Tlesh and blood of Christ, the soul is fed ugh faith,
and quic Acnad to the heavenly and godly 11

s different from the teaching of the

e

Mlha A arresy - ] = o
ine answer glven hers

Real Prosence in Cranmer's Catechism of 1548. The answer glven
is a guarded cne, From the-phrasing used 1v 1s difficult to
determine what is exactly meant. It does avoid Lutheraﬁ termi-
nolagg.

The psrson responsiblie for the introduction of these
formularies waes Thomas Cranmer. While not the sole author of
scme of the formularies or even the author ¢f s formulary such
as the Catechism, he likely gave his conssent tc their publica-
tion. Cranmer's position, it has baeh noted, changed toward
the end of 1548. When in 1550 Cranmer stated his position on

the Lord's Supper,7a he underlined his answer ian reply to the

T71bid., p. 517.

78"pgfence of the True and Catholick Doctrine of the
Sacrament," Fathers of the English Chureh, TET, 328828,
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criticlsm of Stephen Gardjner.79 Gardiner had: sought to prove
‘that Cranmer had changed hils mind on the doctrine of the Real
Presence, Cranmer replied that he had been misunderstood. He

o

Wwroce:s

And in a Catechism by me translated and set forth, I used
like manner of speach, sayiag with our bodily mouths we
recelve the body and blood of Christ; which my saying
divers ignorant persons . . . did carp and reprehend, for
lack of good understanding.

Cranmer the: proceeded to state his views on the Sacrament

writing:
For this speech . . . be not uncéerstood of the very flesh
and blocd of our Saviour Jesus Christ (which in very flesh.
we neither feel nor see), but that which we doc to the
flesh and blcod, because they be the very slgas, figures
and tokens, instituted by Christ, to represent unto us
his very flesh and blood,

Cranmer's view as here presented is not that of the Lutheran

doctrine of the Real Presence. He here speaks in a manner

8imilar to that of Martin Bucer, one of the heralds of

John Calvin, Dugmcre calls Cranmer's view a "non-papist

Catholic doctrine of the real pfesence."61 Cranmer's coverage

of the doctrine of the Lord's Supper is extensive. The lsngth

of his exposition was due, not to his attempt to try to expsin

the exsct involvement of the body and blood of Christ in the

79 an Answer Unto A Crafty And Sophistical Cavillation
By Stephen Gardiner," Writings And Disputations of :
Thomas Cranmer Relative to the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper,
ed., for the Parker Society by John Cox (Cambridge: it The
University Press, 1844), pp. 9ff.

80rh14., p. 226.

810. W, Dugmore, The Mass and the English Reformation
(London: Macmillan and’Co.; LGd., 1958); p. 200,
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Sacrament, but in order to stress the benefits the true believe
er recelves from the Sacrament. Cranmsr did deny that the wick
receive the body and blecod of Christ in the Sacrement of the
Altar,52
The last formulary of the kdwardian period was Cranmer's

proposec code of canon law, the Reformatioc Legum Leclesiasti-
33

cérum. A commission of thirty-twc perscns had been appointed
on 6 October 1551 toc draw up the reviesed code, The new law was
needed since the abrogation of papal supremacy left much of GLhe
previous code unworkable, The rough draft of the code was

made by a committee of eight members including the archbishop,
Bishop Coodrich of Ely, and Peter Martyr,

The proposed code 1s primarily one of historical interest
slnce Parliement did not act on the measure. The code does
underscore the basic thrust of the Zdwardian Reformation. The
concépts taught ih the official formularies were restated and
opposing views were declared heretical. One half of the code
was devoted to the organization of the church courts. The
Duke of Northumberland was not interested in such a measure

and told Cranmer to "stick to his clerical functions,"Sh

This code of canon law was later espoused by zealous reformers

82"Disputation At Oxfcrd,“ Writings And Disputations
of Thomas Cranmer, p. 26,

83R&FORMATI0 LEGUM nCCLESIASTICARUM, EX AUTHORITATE
PRIMUM Regis Henrici 8. inchoata: Deinde per Rezem EDOUARDUM
provecta, adauctague in hunc modum, 26 nunc ad pleniorem
ipsarum reformationem in lucem edita on dinl: Typls T. H.
& R, H. lmpensis Laurensil Sadler, 1640).

8LkPollard, op. cit., pe 77

ed
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durlng the reign of Elizsbeth I. At that time, too, it was
re jected,

The changes in the formulsries of the Church of Hngzland
came abruptly to an end with the death of Edward VI on
6 July 1553. The end of the era was nct a peaceful one for
the Protestant reformers. Toward the end there was & growing
distrust between Northumberland and "his best supporters, the
zealous Protestants,."®d

The Edwardien era d1d make the country Protestant as far
as legislation and formularies could make her so. Calvinism
had been introducecd intc the theology and the worship-life of
the land, Parliement had become involved in the direction of
the Church., This lay involvement was to have an effect during

the EZlizabethan era.

851p14.
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)PPOSITICN TO CALVINISM IN THE MARIAN REACTION
AND COUNTER-RESISTANCE TC THE RBEACTION

The English Counter-Reformation began officially in
October 1555 when Mary's first Parliament repsaled Edwardian
religious leéislation.l The anti-Protestant era ended offi-
cially in Jenuary 1559 when hsr successor's first Parlismesnt
repsaled Marian religious statutes.2 Unofficially, the period
spanned the reign of Mary from 19 July 1553 wheﬁ she was pro;
claimed quesn to her death on 17 Novembsr 1558,

The era began on a note of moderatlon when Mary proclaimed
a policy cof religious toleration on 18 August 1553.2 The
government's arrest of prominent Protestant leaders at the
same time indicated that moderation depended upon religious
conformity. Moderatlion gave wey to suppression when some Prot-
estants, particularly Calvinists, refused to cénform; and when
Protestantism was identified with treason. Conviction of trea-

son and heresy resulted in a trial by fire for some English

divines.lt

lHenry Gee and Williem Hardy, Documents Illustrative of
English Church History Compilled from Original Sources (London:
Macmillan And Co., Ltd., 1896), no. L XITI, op. 377-380.
Hereafter cited as Documents.

2

Ibid., no., LXXIX, pp. LL2-58.
31bid., no. LXXII, pp. 373-76.

'uJasper Ridley, Thomas Cranmer (Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1962), p. 350,

- n_________;___________;;_____________;iJ
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The Counter-Reformation attempted to wipe out 8ll resist-
ance to the re-establishment of the Roman Catholic Church in
Bngland, It 6id not succeed. Whlle it temporarily halted the
Reformation officislly, 1t paved the way for 8 more widespread
acceptance of FProvestantlism 1o subsequent erss. The Marian era

made Roman Uatholicism diatasteful to most nationalistically

minded Englishmen, and it made Protestantism, particularly
Calvinism, bto a great exteant synon;moué with patriotism,

The Counter-Reformation and 1ts effscts are significant
in a study of the furtherance of Calvinism in England. During
the era many Bnglish citizens were inspired by the heroism of
the Marian martyrs. During the period a number of influentiel
Englishmen became religious exiles and found a haven in conti;
nental centers where Calvin's influence was édominant. These
men became more imbued with the spirit of Calvin while there,
studied Calvin's theology first-hand in some instances, shared
thelr enthuslasm with their counter-parts in their homeland,
and grew in their determination to advance Calvinism in Zngland
when they would be permitted tc return to their homes.5

Englishmen varied in théir reaction to the return of the
English Church to Roman Cathollcism., HMost Englishmen easily
and readily returned to the faith to which they had subscribed
in earlier eras. Protestantism for these people had nevsr zone
" more than skin deep. When the crown reinstated Roman Cathol=-

icism and repealed Edwardian religious statutes, these once

SJ. E. Neale, Queen Elizabeth (New York: Harcourt, Brace
and COQ.I 193’-‘-)’ Pe 29. f :
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nominal Protestante became nominal Roman Catholics. Cther
Englishmen kept their real religious convictlions fairly well
hidden and waited out the era., Some went infto seclusion,
some joined secret Protestant congregations, and in general

escaped official notlce., Othsr Englishmen were vociferocus in

cr

their resistance to the introduction of Roman Cetholicilsn

e

for their falth, some committed acts of

0]
e
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Some were martyre
high treason, some fled to forsign lands‘from which places
they could speak and write against the govefnment's actions,
whlle others remained at home whers thay defied the government
and ecirculated anti-Cathelic literature. Soms, who were mem-
bers of the House of Commons, fought to preveant ths passage
of government sponsored rellgious legislation,

Twenty years of Reformation had failed to produce a deep
commitment to the Protestant cause by most Englishmen. Mary

began her reign with the support of the majority of her sub-

jeets. Spiritually, the psople were indiffersent and were will-
ing to follow the example of their ruler. A member of the
Venetian embassy at the time, while overstating the situation,
is quobed as saying that Englishmen were ready "in outward
show to follow their Prince's sxample and order, even were he
a Mohammedan or Jew."®

Even those high in the councils of the land during the
Edwardian era made their peace with Mary and became nominal

Roman Catholics., Perhaps typical of this group was

O1b14.
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w11119m Cecll, a member of the Privy Council. Cecil's first
impulse was to flee, but when he found that the majority of
the Council had determined to make its peace with Mary, Cecil
was ready to do the same.’ "Cecil's first devotion was the
welfare of Lngland. &Gven his zeal for his falth was subservi-
ent to that.“a Of like opinion were most of the members of
the House of Lords.. Once cleared of its Protestant bishops,
the House  of Lords passed government-sponsored legislation
with little'hesitancy.7

some Prolestanis were deprived¢ of their offices, but they
waited out the era in reletive safety. liatthew Parker was a
‘ typical representative of this group. When Mary became queen,
Perker was deprived of his office as Dean of Lincola together
with the other offices he held at the time. Howeﬁer, wnen he
looked back later o his days during Mary's reign, he did so
almost with nostalgia. He wrote of his feelings at that time:

Aftver tnis I lived as a privete individual, as happy be=-

fore Ged in my conscience, and so far from being ashamed

or de jected, that the delightful literary leisure to which

the good providence of God recalled me yielded me much

greater plsasure and more solid enjoyments, than the
former busy and dangerous kind of life ever afforded,l0

7Martin Hume, The Great Lord Burghley (New York: McClure,
Phillips, and Co., 1906), p. Tl.
> SConyers Read, Mr. Secretary Cecil and ZJuesn Llizabeth
(New York: Alfred Knopf, 1955), pe. 1Ol.

9Philip Hughes, The Reformation in England (London:
Carter, Hollis,l9535, T, "2 0L,

lOCorrespondence of Matthew Parker, D.D. Archbishop of
Canterbury Comprising Letters writcen by and to Him, From

A.D, 1535, to His Death, A.D. 157b, @d. Ior the Parker Society
by John Bruce and Thomas Percwne (Cambridge: At the University
Press, 1853), ps viii,
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Matthew Parker and others of like temperament felt no need to
flee England., Thess men were generally undisturbed during the

era, Mcest of them neither made propaganda for their faith,

nor did they violently attack the established Churcn.

Théra ware other Znglishmen, hcwever, whno were determined
to oppcse the Counter-Reformaticn., These men not only refused
to abandon Protestantism, they also continued-tc make their
protests heard. Some ware.&embers of the House of Commons.
Some circulatved and directéd the publicaticn of banned Protes-
tant treatises and tracts, Some died for their faith rather
than recent. Members of this group were tne deapalr of Mary'ls
government. They kepi the people agitated to resist thevorders
of Ghe governmeunt in religious matters. Some of these vocal
Protestautes were Calvinists,.

" the resistance to Mary and her government stemmed
from personal and patriotic reasons, evean Ghough The leaders
of the resistance sought to achieve their end under the guise
of religion. Northumberland's plot, for cxample, to keep Mary
from succeeding to the throne was derended on GChe grounds of
trying to guarantee Protestant agccessicn to the throne. In
reallty, Northumberland sought only to.perpetuate his own
power.ll Another act of high treason ococurred in January 1554
when 3ir Arthur Wyatt led a rebellion against Mary. Wyatt and
the rebels claimed they wanted to prevent the queen from

marrying Philip, the Prince of Spain. Actually, the revels

1lRidiey, op. cit., p. 3L3.
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.8ought to remove Mary from the throne and make Elizabeth the
queen of England. While the VWyatt Rebellion wds.esssily beaten

down, the lesader and over cne hundred of his lowers were
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executed for hligh treason. A Catholic historian called Wyatt's

uprising a "rebellion of heretics from the dio

(o]

Q

ese of Canterbury
and Rochester.” He named Ponet, a prominent Protestant, as one
X ' 12
of the rebel leszders,.+<
Two years later, in 1555, a plan evolved %o have a group

of English émigrés living in lrance raid the royal trsasury in

to finance another rebellion. The government struck

the plo

belore snybthing could come Irom te These rebels, like=-

1 hhrone.lB

e

wlise, sought to place a Protestaent back on the Znglis

é

@

Other Protestants sought to block government-sponsor

1 LS

legislation for the restoration of Roman Catholiclism legally.

As menbers of the House of Commons these men fought the repesl

o

of H“dwardian raeligious legislation. In Mary's first Parliament

there was & militant block of scighty members which voted against

-

the croun. While the government blll to repeal nine scts of
ddward's reign passud,lh the government <id nob attempt to
repeal earlier religiocus legislation passed under Heury VIII
until the Protestant block no longer existed.l5

Dospite letters sent out to admonish electors tto choose

laHughes, op. git., II, 201.
13Neale, Queen Elizabeth, p. U8.

lh“ee and Hardy, Documants, no. LXXIII, pp. 370-80.

150esle, Queen Elizabeth, p. 43,




81
representatives "of the wiqe, grave, and catholic sort," the
House of Commons in 155| continued to resist legislation favor-

ing Roman Catholicism. During that session of Parliament:

A party of young hot-heads in the Commons who gathered
at an eating house known as Arundel's . . . formed a
Protestant opposition to resist all Catholic measures.
They came near tc defeating the government bill which
Mary had most at heart, and then when ancther bill was
read, directed against Protestant refugees abroad, they
obtalned the keya of the House, locxed the doors, forced
a decision, and rejected the bill,
The crcwn sent out letters agaln before the next Parliament
stating in the strongest language that "none but Catholics
and none who are suspect" were eligible for election to the
Commons.+7 In 155l the Catholic leaders succeeded in obtaine-
ing 2 bill that made future opposition to religious measures
in the House of Commons impossible. That bill revived the
Heresy Act.18
While such legislation removed opposition in the. Parlia=-
ment, 1t never succeeded in winning over most of the citizens
of the realm. The people of London, particularly, were never
silenced from voicing their objections to scme of the changes
which were made. When the Roman Catholic Mass, for example,
was introduced in London in 1553, 1t was greeted with riots,

Catholic clergymen were jeered, and anti-Catholic demonstra-

tions werc held in the city.lg Even the violent phase of the

167514,

175. E. Neale, The Elizabethan House of Commons (Oxford:
Alden Press, 1949), p. 280,

18Gee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXXV, p. 384.
194eale, Queen Elizabeth, pp. 31=47.’
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Counter-Reformation which began in 1555 failed to intimidate
the people and silence them., Some of the Marian martyrs were
cheered by the citizenry as the psople witnessed the exscu-
tions.20

The people were stirred up by the anti-Cathclic litera-
ture that circulated illegally throughout Mary's reign. Much
of this literature was smuggled into England from the Continent,
where exiled KEnglishmen were busy at the printing presses,
Some of the propaganda appears to have been directed by lsad-
ers of the anti-yovernment movement living in the homeland.21

Seme cf the banned materiél was even found in the house
of the queen's half-sister, Lady Slizabeth. In 1554 when that
house was raided a "great coffer of seditious, anti-Catholic
books and papers, ballads and caricatures" was found, Although
Elizabeth escaped 1lnvolvement, four of her retainers were im-
prisoned for possessing the literature., "Opposition to Mary's
pollicy was constantly expressingvitself in ballads, seditious
speeches and plots."22

Most of the people conformed to the practices of the
established Church, but there appears toc have been little
Sincere commitment to Roman Catholiecism. A Cathclic member

of the Venetian embassy after observing the religlious situation

201p1d., p. L7.

21y, F, Pollard, The History of England from the Accession
of Edward VI. to the DéEEh‘EZfEI%hEEéEEarIEE7-1603I; Vol, VI
of The FPolitical Hilstory of bngland, ed. by William Hunt and
RegInald Poole (London: Longmans, Green and Co., 1919), p. TN Tee

22yeale, Queen Blizabeth, p. L7.
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for three years reported that the number of gzenuilne Catholics
among the people was very small, He wrote that he found no
ardent Catholics amonyg thosze less thaﬁ thirty-five years of
888.23 Mary's government had done little to effect a Roman
Catholic spiritual revival, and whet was done "stirred not a
breath of spiritual fervour,"el

Time and circumstances were azainst the Counter-Reformation,
Patriotic Englishmen resented the queen's marriage to & Spanish
prince and the part he played in the affairs of state. The
sight of 3panish soldiers, courtiers and clergymen in Philip's
retinue repell;d them. A disastrous war with France and the
loss of Calais offended their naticnal pride. The lmposition
of Roman Catholicism with its submission to a foreign power
was disbasteful to cltizens who had until recently known a
national church.25 Such circumstances could not be counbered
by the religious leaders cf the realm. For the most part the
leadership of the Church of Engzland was ineffective and some
of it was suspect. Twelve of the bishops were appointees of
Henry VIII, and their religious convictions were questioned,
since they had earlier repudlated papal supremacy.26 Even
the effectiveness of Stephen Gardiner, the Lord Chancellor

until his death on 13 Novémber 1555, was blunted when one of

23lleale, Queen Elizabeth, p. 29.

2l pPollard, op. cit., p. 173.
251bid., pp. 158-75.
.26Hughes, op. cit., II, 329.
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his treatises was published by his enemies., GCardiner had

o

written a treatlise denying papal supremacy during Henry's
relgn, and the anhi-Catholic forces reprinted it during his
chancellorship.27

I"ive important epliscopal sees remsined vacant during the
latter stages of the Marian era, The queen's difficulties

with Pope Paul IV prevented the filling of these sees, therc-~

)]

by depriving the Roman Catholic Church of supervision and
lsadership in those areas, Failure to provide lsadership in
those areas plus the ineffective leadership for. the most part
in other ereas hindered the cause of thes Roman Church. The
only real spiritual stimulus of the sge came from the forces
cpposing the Catholic Church in England.

. The modsrate phase of the Counter-Reformaticn endéd with
the passing of the heresy laws which went into effect on
20 ﬁanuary 1555, Before then, however, Stephsn Gardiner had

begun to hold preliminary examinations of the imprisoned

o

rotestant leaders. [ight days before ths statute became law
Cardinal Pole, as the papal legats, issued a commission %o the
bishops and other ecclesiastics to try the accused. The lead-
ers of the country probably expected the accused to recant.
They "were quite unprepared for the strength of the spiritual
forces which they encountered, and the first executions pro-

duced a shock which slmost macde them recoil,"28

27Neale, Queen Elizabeth, p. 35.

‘28pollard, op. cit., p. 135.
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In other parts of Hurope, particularly in Spain and in
ner dominions, persccﬁtion and death at the stake for reli-
glous reascns was a common practlce.29 Thousands di
marlyr's ceath, About the sams time that the Msrian burnings
began thirteen hundred dissidents were burned at the stake in
nearby Holland. England, too, had known death at the stake
for heresy; but nothing there ever approximatsd the persecu-
tion undar Mary. "It was unique and it produéed a unigue im-
prossion, It stampsd on the English mind a hatred, unthinking,
ferocious, and slmost indelible, of Rome and 2ll its bslong-

ings."30 x

(U]

arly three hundred menand women of all ages disd

31
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he prime movers behind the violent phase of the period
were the queen and her husband, though the latter 1nd1rec£1y.32
The queen had become embittered cver the turn of events. She
faced 2 hostile Parlisment with members fizhting to ssve their
lands which had once been Church property. Mary's husdbsnd,

for all practicsl purposes, had abandoned her and had returned
to his lands of the Continent., Mary had nc child and heir,

and this fact tortured her. Her spiritusl acdvisor was

Bartolmé de Carranza, 2 man who later boasted c¢f the inguisi-

29Heriry Lea, A History of the Inguisition of Spain
(New York: The Macmillan Co., 1908), %V, 5156-2).

30Pollard, op. cit., p. 157.

. 31The Acts and Monuments of Jochn Fox: A New and Complete
Edition? Wilh A Preliminary Dissertation, By The Hev. Gsorge
Townsend, M.A., 60. Dy otephen Reed Cattley (London:

R. B. Seeley end W. Burnside, 1837-41). Hereafter cited as
Acts and Monuments.

F. M. Prescott, Mary Tudor (New York: The Macmillan
» Pp. 309-13. " AV

Coe, %ggﬁ-)

I ——
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tion he had conducted while in England.33 Mary had nowhere
to turn but to her faith for solace, and she was determined
to advanée Roman Catholicism in England and wipse out all re=-
sistance to it. Some of the responsibility must also rest

on Mary's Council.
R .

The Council, hed it been so minded could have prevented
her from persccuting; it was not so minded, because mem-
bers likely to adopt this view had been excluded by Mary
from its ranks. I could not, moreover,. had wmade hecr
persecute agalnst her will; of her will tc persecute
there can be no more doubt then there is ¢f her sincerity.
The fact that the burnings ceased at once on Mary's death
measures the cxtent of her responsibility.3l -

timates of the number of Marian martyrs vary, but fol-

L
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lowing a study by 2 Catholic historian who tends toc minimize

the event as much as he can, there were two hundred and seventy=-
three martyrs., ©Mifty-one were women, Twenty-one were cleréy-.
men, lve of the clorgymen wesre bishops: Thomas Cranmer,

Hugh Latimer, Nicholas Ridley, Robert Ferrar and John Hooper.
Most of the execubions took place in the greater London arsa

and in ths southeastern counties.35

The £

pte

rst Marisn martyr was John Rogers who was burned at
the stake on I February 1555. Witnessing the execution were
members of Roger's family and a large number of spactators.
The crowd's resction to Roger's hercism caused the Frenéh'?m-
-bassador to write: "It seemed as though he [Eogeré] ware

being taken to his wedding.“36 Rogers set the pattern for

33rea, op. oit., II, 49, 50.

© BlpsTiard) op. cit., pp. 156, 157.
35Haghes, op. cit., II, 261-6L.
36Neale, Queen Elizabeth, p. 4T7.
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the other martyrs to follow. Offered s pardeon while tied to
the stake if he would recant, Rogers chose torturs and death
rather than to deny his faith.
Most of the other imprisoned Protssbant lsaders followed
the example set by Rogers. Some like Holgate, the archbishop

of York, did recant and wers spsared from the flames.

b |

Miles Coverdale was rsleased when the Danish king interceded
with Mary for him, Obhers died for their faith. Among these

.
L}

idley, John Brsdford,

=

-

were John Heoper, Nicholas
Laursnce Saunders, Rowland Taylor, John Philpot, Hugh Latimer,
and Thomas Cranmer. The story of their itrials, sxaminstions
and martyrdoms have become legendary among Protestants in

Englieh Church History. The account by John Foxe in his Book

In

of the Martyrs became a classlc soon after it was written,

It is possible to study the falth for which these men died
from the transcripts of their triazls and from the treatises
they wrote while in prison., The accuseé men knew the gravity

of the situation., Ridley expressed it for them when hs wrote:

"He would not willingly rush on ceath through btortures for a

o/}

mistaken question or & point of little importance."37 On the

other hand he indicated that the men woulé not recant just to
save btheir lives., "To die in Christ's cause is a high honor,"
he wrote, "to the which no man certainly shall or can aspire,

but to whom God vouchsafeth that dignity."38

37"Conference between Ridley and Latimer," The Fathers of
the English Church; Or, A Selection from the Writings of the .
Reformers and narly Protestant Divines, of the Church ol

Englang (London: John Hatchard, 1808), IV, BO. n. #.
3B1bid.
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The controverted doctrine of the day was still the Lord's
‘Supper. The denial of the Roman Cathollc doctrine of transub-
stantiatiop was deemed horesy, and heresy meant death at the

stake, Ridley indicated that the accused leaders were of the

same opinion on the Sacrament of ths Altar., In his trestise
on that Sacrament, he said:
Thus hitherto, without all doubt, Godé is my witness, I
say as far as 1 know, there is no contrcversy among them
that be learned amonyg the church of England, concerning
the matter of the sacrament, but all do agree, whether
they be 0ld or new,.
Ridley's statement is probably true since the leaders were
thrown into the same cell for a while, and they had cpportunity
to discuss their views on the Sacrament. Ridley expressed this
common view writing:
Briefly, they deny the presence of Christ's body in the
natural substance of his human and assumed nature, and
grant the presence of the same by grace: that is, they
affirm and say, that the substance of the nstural body
and blood is only remaining in heaven.lUO
Hugh Latimer echoed the view expressed by Ridley. When
Latimer was asked byione of his sxaminers the question: "Of
what meant Christ? His true flesh or no?" Latimer answvered:
"Of his true flesh, spiritually to be eaten, in the supcer by
faith, and not corporally,nul In a debate at Oxford, Latimer

defended his view stating:

39"A Treatise Against The Error Of Transubstantiation,"
The Works of Nicholas Ridley, D.D. Sometime B%shop gg_Lgpdon,
Martyr 1555 ed. by Henry Christmas for the Parker Society
[Oastcii5a =it ‘the' Universliy Frsashinals)i s 1o

4O0Tbid., p. 13.

- -‘hl"Disputafion At Oxford Between Latimer And Smith,"

Sermons and Remains of Hugh Latimer, Sometime Bishop-§£_Worcestqg,
Martyr 1555 ed. by George Corrie for the Parker Socisty
lCamEridge: At the University Press, 1845), p. 266.
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I say, that there is none other presence of Christ required

than a spiritual presence. . « « And the same presence

may be called a reesl presence, . . . which thing I here

rehearse, lcst some sycophant or scorner should suppose

me, with the anabaptists, to make nothing else cof the

sacrament but a bare and naked sign.h2

These were the same views that these men held in the lat-
ter part of Edward VI's reign. They wanted to hold to a Real
Presence of Christ in the Sacrament, but their concept of the
Perscn of Christ kept them from holding to the Lutheran view.
They insisted that the body and blced of Christ were received
only by the true peliever and not by the wicked. This was the
view of Martin Bucer, Henry Bullinger and John Calvin. The
humen naturc cf Christ, those divines maintained, was in heaven;
'and consequently could not be present in the Sacrsment.

The same Calvinist view of the Lord's Supper was echoad
by John Bradford. Although not a bishop, Bradford assumed the
leadership of the imprisoned Protestent leadsrs. Bradford was.
imprisoned early in the reign of Mary for his preaching against
transubstantiation. Like the othsrs, Bradford denied the cor-
poral presence of Christ in the Sacrament and held only tec a
spiritual eating and drinking of the body and blood of Christ
by the true believer.t3

Another Marian martyr whose views have been preserved

was John Philpot, an archdeacon of the Church of England during

halbid., p. 252, Footnotes, brackets and markings
removed,

LW3nphe Last Examination," The Writings of John Bradford,
ed, for the Parker Society bg Aubrey Townsend (Cambridge:
At the University Press, 1843), p. 31ll.
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the reign of Ldwerd VI. Philpot indicated the extent to which
Calvinist thought had penetrated the Church of Engleand, Philpct
willingly called himself & follower of Johmn Calvin in respect
to the Sacrament of the Altar. He told an examiner tryiog him:

I allow the church of Geneva, aﬁd the doctrine of the same

Tor 1t 1s one, catholic, and apostolic, and doth teach

the doctrine the Apostles did preach; and the doctrine

tausht and preached in King Edward's dsys was the same.l

While the Marian martyrs were testifying to their faith
by thelr martyrdom, other Lnglishmen were testifylnz to their
faith from the safety of a foreign refuge. The first Marian
exlles left England when the Protestant leadsrs were arrested.-
They joined the members of the forelgn churches, the foreign-
"ers' pastors, and the invited theologians in the exodus. They
were unmolested in their departure; in fact the crown was glad
to be rid of thom. A study made of the exodus concludes:

The character of the exodus would in 1tself seem to prs-

clude any possibility that flight was haphazard or

precipitate, Mary and her‘religious leaders were glad

to be rid of thess exiles.id
All in all about eight hundred Englishmen left the country.
Before leaving, the exlles had made arrsngements for places
where they could stay and for necessary f{inancial support.
While the number was small, the exiles came from scms of the
most prominent families of England and their influence was

far greater than the size would indicate.

Only one'group of exlles appesrs to have been able to

uuFoxe, Acts And Monuments, XI, 864-89.

L5christine Garrett, The Marian Exiles (Cambridge:
At the University Press, 1938), p. 1l,
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find gainful employment while on the Continent. These English-
men settled at first in Lutheran Wesel, When the town officizls
becams concerned about their political activities, the mnglish
Wwere forced tc leave., The group eventually settled in Aarau
in Switzerland. l®

Another group settled in Lutheran Emden, These exiles
appear to have been particularly active in printing Protestant
llterature for shipment back %o England.h7

In general, the lMarian exiles tended to settle in centers

o

01

Reformed theology. This was usually by choice, since they
had already established sood relations with the leaders of the
Reformed Churches who earlier had assisted them during the
Edwerdian period., The exiles found little welcome in Lutheran
centers., Strype goes even farther and says:

« o« « Lhe exlle English were much hated by those of that
profession because they looked upon them as Sacramentaries,
and holding es Calvin and Peter Martin did in the doctrine

of the sacrament. Therefore when any English came among
them for shelter, they expelled them out of their cities. U8

4birederich Horwood, The Reformation Refujees As an Eco=-
nomic Force (Chicago: The American Society Cf Church History,
1 2 Po 176.

47Harold J. Grimm, The Reformation Era 1500-1650 (New York:
Macmillan Co., 1954), p. L5&3.

48John Strype, Memorials of the Most Reverend Father in God

Thomas Cranmer, Sometime Lord Archbishop of Canterour Vherein
the History of the Church and the Reformation of 1G, Euring the

Primacy of the Said Archbishop, Are areatly Lllustrated; and
ma §

ny singular Matbters relating thereunto now iirst published
%Ib%&). In Three Books. CoI%ecteE ChiefIy From Records,
eglisters, Authentic Letters, And Other Original Manuscripts.

A New Editlion, With Additions. (Oxford: At the Clarenden Press,
IBlZ)’ I, 507-
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The fact that the Marisn exiles settled in areas where
Calvinist theology dominated had important ramifications for
the subsequent LElizsbesthan Era. In such centers the exilss
had the cpportunity to read end toc study Calvin's writings,
to observe the practices of the Reformed Churches, and to im-
pibe the spirit of the people. An important fact is that near-
ly two hundred exiles, one-fourth of the group, settled in
Geneva itself. Yhile there, these Enizlishmen lived under the
discipline of the Genevan Church, grew to like it, and were
determined to introduce a similar system in the Enzlish Church
when they would be permitted to réturn.u9

The Znglish were not without their squabbles on the Con-
tinent., The congregation in Frankfurt, which found refuge by
sharing a building with an exile French congregation shepherded
by Valerand Poullain, was particularly involved in & ssrious
problem, The group had agreed to abide by the practices of
the French Reformed Church, which was Genevan in charscter,50
When later exiles joined thém, the congregation split over
the question of whether to continue to cbserve the practices

prescribed in the Book of Common Prayer. The issus was not

settled until John Knox, whom the congregation had called for
its pastor, was advised to resign. Knox and those committed

to the Genevan order finally left and settled in Geneva.

495. E. Neale, Essays 1n Slizabethan History (Oxford:
Alden Press, 1958), p. Slh.

50william Maxwell, John Knox's Genevan Service Book
(Edinburgh: Oliver and Boyd, I931), p. O.
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The Frankfurt congregatlon then chose *'ch Cox "s'lus'pastor
and adopted an Interim Order of Servicc.gl Members of.the‘
Frankfurt Church later wanted thls form adcpted by the Church
of England. The Lnglish who settled in Geneva were never satis-

fied with the order of serviée that eventually became part of

the Elizabethan Praysr Hook. The Gencvan Service Book which

Knox devised remsined their ideal,

Some of the Marian exiles worked on projects of major
importence for tnglish Calvinists. Their most important pub-
licaticn was the [irst edition of the Geneva Bible.52 Some of
the men who worked on the book ccnsidered its completion so
Important that they delayed returning to England even after it
was safe for them to do so. Among the editors wers Whittingham,
Sampson, Coverdals, Cole and uilby.53 They were advised by
Jdohn Calvin and Theodore Beza, Calvin's successor, ol The work

-

Wwould have been important were it but a

2ible transliation.

Slppederick J. Smithen, Continental Protestantism and
the English Reformstion (London: James Clark and CO., Ned. ),

p‘ 93-

Samhe Bible: translated according to the Hebrew and
Greeke, and conferred with the best translations in divers
languages: with most profitable annotaticns upon all ths hard
places, and other things of great importance as may apears in
the epistle to the reader. And also a most profitable con=-
cordance for the ready finding out of anything in the same
contained (London: Robert Barker, 15615). .

53J0hn Strype, Annals of the Reformation and the Estab=-
lishment of Religicn and Other Various Cccurences in the
Church of England during Queen nlizabeth's Happy Reign
(OxfordT At the Clarendon Press, 1ld2li), I. 1. 35

5LFCha rles Butterworth, The Literary uinea e of the ing
TanesiBible (13,0-161%) (shaTadelrElar Volversle B ot

Pennsylvania Press, 19L1), D 65,
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However, the Geneva Bible has coploue merginel notes, These
annotations permit a pessible Calvinist interpretotion, The
first edition was published in 1560 and was cediceted to
Queen Elizebeth., The Geuneva Bible beceme particularly popu-
lar amonyg lster Purltans, While permission to have it pﬁblished
in Bngland was later grasnted, the version never received offi-
cial sancticns due tc the annotations.55

Gn 17 November 15538 the exlles were free o return to
England, Wary died that day of e lingering illness together
"with mentel enxieties that plagued her more than her disease,"20
Within a8 few hours of her death, the papsl legate znd the head

of the s&nglish Church, Cardinal Pole, died. lbh them sanded

(¢

Bishop White's funeral sermon for Mary prophesied what
was to.come. "The wolves," he said, "be coming out of Geneva
and other places of Germany and hath sent their books before,
full of pestilent doctrines, blasphemy, and herssy to infect
the people."57 "Phe wolves" to whom Bishop White referred
were the clergymen end the laymen who had spent yoears of exile
in Calvinist centers on the Continent. While thers they had
impatiently waited for the day when it would be safe for them
to return to fngland. There they had studled and worked, and

they were sager to share their theology with the peopls in

551bid., p. 172.
56Hughes, op. cit., II, 329.
57Heale, Fueen Elizabeth, p. 57.




95
thelr homeland. Among them were some of the future bishops,
deans and lnstructors in the universities of bthe Church of

England during the reign of Queen Zlizabeth I.

Ll

Thé people of Hngland were resdéy for them. The Counter-
Reformation had turned them against the Roman Catholic Church,
A positive btheology was needed to £ill the vacuum that existed.
The dominant theology of the day was Calvinist, and it was to
this thet somo of the Znglish divines turned for ;uidance.
While the terms Calviunist and Calvionlsm do not come into pépu—
ler usage until several decaces later, the spirit cf Calvin

‘e

an¢ hils theology were well known.




CHAPTER V

THE REINTRODUCTION CF CALVINISM INTC TH& FCRMULARIES CF .THE
ESTABLISHED CHURCH DURING THE EARLY YEARS OF THE REIGH OF
QUELN ELIZABETH 1558-1562

Parllament was in session when Mary died on 17 November
1558, Since Cardinal Pole died that same day, the archtlsnop
of York, Nicholas Heath, as the leading prelate, oroclaimed
Elizebeth I the queen: of England. By law, Psrlisment was im-
mediately dissolved. This was the last Parliament to meet
under a Roman Catholic queen., Future Parliamsnts met under
8 queen favorable to Protestantism.

During the long reign of Elizabeth T (queen from 17 No-
vember 1558 to 2l March 1603) England‘once again became a
Protestant land as much as legislation and official formularies
could ﬁake her one., Roman Catholic doctrine and formularies
restored by Queen Mary were replaced, Royal supremacy once
again replaced papal supremacy in the Church of England.
Injunctions, proclamations and legislation to effect the ‘
change during the years 1558 to 1562 include: Queen Elizabeth's
Proclamation To Forbid Presching, Ete., A.D. 1558; The Injunc-
tions of Elizabeth, A.D. 1559; Elizsbeth's Supremacy Act,
Restoring Ancient Jurisdiction, A.D. 1559; and Elizabeth's
Act of Uniformity, A.D. 1559.

The formularies used in the era include: The Litany And

Suffrages of 1558; The Litany Used in the Gueen's Majesty's

Chapel in 1559; The Book of Common Prayer And Administration
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of the Sacraments, and other Rites and Ceremonies in the Church

of England of 1559; Godly Frayersof 1559; Tne form and Manner

of making and consecrating Bishops, Priests, and Dsacons of !

1559; iLiber Frecum Publicarum, seu ministeril Acclesiasticas

adminlstrationls Sacramenvorum, aliorumgue rituum ¢t caere-

i

moniarum in mcclesia Anglicana in 1560; In Commendationibus

Benefacborum in 1560; The Primer of 1559; The QOrarum of 1560;

The Celebratio Coenae Domini In Fuebribus of 1560; The New

Calendar of 1501; A Lisit of Occasional Forms ol Prayer and

Services ol 1560; 4 Short Form and Order for seasonal weather,

and £ood success of the lommon aifairs of the Realm of 1560;

and 4 Prayer for the present esbtate in the churches of 1562,

another foraulary of great importance, which while it did not
receive Perliament's stamp of approval until 1571, was the

- Thirty-Nine Articles passed by Convocatlon and revised in 1562,

The latter Lormulary and the Llizabethnan Prayer Book are of

parcicular importance in a study of the introduction of Cal=-
vinism irito the formularies of the Church of iZngland during
the early years of Elizabeth's reign. Of some importance also

as an unofficial formulary was Matthew Parker's Eleven Articles

of 1559, The latter articles were approved by the blshops for
subscription by all the clergy.

The - chief {igure in tne reintroduction oi Protestantism
into England was Queen Elizabeth hersell. ,AS a Tudor monarch

she had the power to dicbate the program she wanted and to
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veto legislation she disliked.l Her principal assistants were
bishops, led by lMatthew Parker, her first archbishop of
Canterbury. Perker, however, did not take part in the first
Parliament. Her chief political leaders were the members of
her Council, led by her principal Secretary, William Cecil,

The theologian to whom the Hnglish divines of the era
looked for guidance and inspiration was the late Thomas Granmer.
His work survived the Counter-Reformation and again found its
way into the fprmularies of the Church of England, As will be
indicated, much of the theologlcal and literary work of the
martyred archolishop was used wholesale in the important con-
fessions and orders of service of the Elizabethan Age.

When Hlizabeth I became queen, the Church of England was
Roman Catholic by law, by theology and by ritual., Repressive
laws against Protestants were the law of the land, Ths Marian
Era had repealed all religious leglslation datihg from 1528,
Protestant formularies of the Edwardian reign had been removed
and had been replaced by Roman Catholic Breviaries, Missals
and other forms. Every occupied Church post and chair of theol-
ogy at the English universities wes held by a Homan Catholic,

Elizabeth's accession to the throne was correctly inter-
preted by the people and by the leaders as the beginning'of a
different era. Although the quesen masked her personal reli-

gilous sympathies for a while for political reasons, it soon

15. E. Neale, Elizabeth I a2nd Her Parliaments (1559-1581)
(0xford: Alden Press, I933] pP. 02. Herealter cited as
Elizabeth I.
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became evident that a national church wculd be restored as the
religion of the land.2 Frotestants driven underground began
to emerge, and those forced into exile began to return to their
bomeland, There they quickly made their presence felfb,
The divisive doctrine of the day remained the Sacrament

of the Altar. On 27 October 1558 the Catholic bishoos protest-

ed the open abtacks on the bteaching of the Roman Catholic Church

in regard to the Sacrament. They presented Five Articles de-

fending the legally official teaching of transubstautiation.3
The next day Hlizabeth issued a proclamation which forbade all
Preaching and debate on the controversial doctrine,lt Uﬁtil
the matter was settled by Parliament, clergymen were also lim-
ited to the forms approved by law. A few minor changes were
ordered, xnglish was to be permitted in the reading of parts
of the service. In addition to the official forms, clergymen

were allowed to use a Litany used by the queen in her private

ZA. 'y Pollard, The History of England from the Accession
of Edward VI. to the Death of Llizabeth (15L7-1503), Vol., VI
of The Political History of Lnzliand, e0. by williesm Hunt and
Reginald Pocle (London: Longmans, Green And Cc., 1919),

pp. 186"'920

3John Strype, Annals of the Reformation and Establishment
of Religion, And Other Various Cccurences in the Church of
England, during Rueen Llizebeth's Happy Reign: Togetger with
an &ppendix of Original rapers of State, Records, Anc Lstters
{CxTord: Glarendon Press, 1825), I. 1. 81,

uﬁenry Gee and William Hardy, Documents Illustrative of
BEnglish Church History Compiled irom Criginal Sburces
(London: Macmillan And Co., LtO., 18956), no. LXXVIL,

posl6, h17.
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chapel.5 Thils Lltany is simllar to The Litany And Suffragés6

first used on 1 January 1559, The former contazined prayers

for various occasions, The Lord's Prayer, The Creed, Ths Ten
Commandments, and Table Prayers. The latter contained a prayer
with the words "from the tyranuny of the bishop of Rome and all
his detestable enormities,"! words not found in the Litany used
by the queen. & study of the Litany proper indicates that it
was taken from Henry's Primer of lSh?a or the Primer of lShS.g
"It appears not unreasonsble to sudbpose the composition of the
Wwork to have procseded originally from Cranmer,"0 Thus the
work of the mertyred archbishop begins once again to find its
way into the official formularies of the Church of England.

The phrase found in The Litany And Suffrages which distinguishes

S"The Litany, Used In The Qusan's Majesty's Chapel, Accord-
ing To The Tenor Uf The Proclamation," Liturgical Services,
Liturgies and Occasional ¥orms of Prayer Set rorth in the Relgn
of Queen Elizabeth, ed. by Williem Clay for the FParker Society
Tabmbridge: At the University Press, 1847), pp. 9-22. Here-
after cited as Liturgical Services.

6"The Litany And Suffrages," Liturgical Services, pn. 1-8.

TTboh ! ol

8nan Exhortation Unto Prayer, Thought Meet By The King's
Majesty, And His Clergy, To Be Read To The People In Every
Church Before Processions. Also, A Litany With Suffrages, To
Be Said Or Sung In The Time Of The Said Processions,” Private.
Prayers, Put Forth by Authority during the Relgn of Queen
glizabeth, The Primer‘§iff?§§? The Crarum of 1560. Tne
Preces Privatae of 156l4. The Book of Christian Prayers of
1578, With An Appenoix, Containing the Litany of 15LlL, ed.
by Wilifanm CIlay for the Parker Society (Cambridge: it the
University Press, 1846), pp. vii. Hereafter cited as Private

Praxers.

9"Preface,“ Liturgical Services, p. 1x.

101p16., p. xxiv.
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24 . 3 - 4 2
it from the Litany also indicates the pressure reformers were
bringing %o bear for the establishment of a national Church
of England.

The queen's coronation took place on 15 January 1559,

nt was called to

;,...

am

(¢

Ten days later Llizabsth's first Parl

order, Although the reason for the calling of Parliament was

financial, the main issue of the session was religious.ll

The
government anticipated the trouble Perliament would have in
settling the religlous issue. HNicholas Bacon, the Keepsr of

£
(S he

the Great Se

"’l

2al, gave the opening address and called upon the
members of both houses to exercise moderation, "The voice

was the volce of Bacon, but the hsnd was the hand of

n

Elizabeth,"1
Opposition from the Catholic spiritual lords was volced
early in the session, The restoration of a First Fruits Bill
triggered Roman Catholic reaction. The nine prelates voted
to reject the bill., As other bills to change the religious
climate were voted upon, the Catholic bishops "to & man voted
againet every ecclesiastilcal bi11,":3 No attempt wss mace to
deprive the Cetholic bishops of their offices., They were fe-
moved only after legislation was passed to which they refused
to subscribe. That legislation was not passed until the end

of the session,

1lcarl S, Meyer, Elizabeth I and the Relizious Settle-
ment of 1559 (bt. LouisST Concordla PﬁbIT"hIhg Hbuse, 19607,

De 237"
121b16., p. 26.
13Neale, Elizabeth I, p. L4l.
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During the Easter recess of Parliament the Catholic lead-
ers were forced to debate thelr views with Protestant divines.
The Westminéter Disputation was ccncerned with three questions.
One was the language to be used in the worship services, the
second was concerned about ritual, and the third was on the
doctrine of the Lord's‘Supper.lu The statements made during
the debate by the Protestant champlons indicate that they were
Calvinists and Puritans. The question of ceremonies illustrated
some of the problems the House of Commons, the House of Lords,
and the crown were having in coming to a religious agreement,

The session of Parliament held before Laster failed to
produce relizious legislation acceptable to all narties. Due
to the impasse, Elizabeth issued a prcclamation regarding Holy
Communion. The queen's order, dated 22 March 1559, permitted
Englishmen to commune on LEaster Sunday receiving both the bread
and wine in a rite to be spoken in English. The proclamation
avoiéed tbuching on the doctrine involved in the Salc:r'ament.]‘5

When Parlisment reconvenaéd, the major legislation that
effected the religious settlement was passed. These two bllls
were Elizabeth's Sﬁpremacy Act,'Restoring Ancient Jurisdiction,
A.D, l55916 and Elizabeth's Act of Uniformity, A.D.'1559.17
The first bill made England a non-Roman Catholic country again

Wstrype, Elizabeth, I, 1, 131-3k.
15Neale, Ellzabeth I, p. 67.
16'Gee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXXIX, pp. L,2-58.,

171b1d., no. LXXX, pp. L458-67.
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and established a national Church. The second bill established

the Elizabethan Prayer Book ass the formulary %o be used in all

English churches, The queen w2s declared to be "the only supreme
governor of this realm , « . @8 well in all spiritual or sccle-
siastical causes, as tcmporal."l8 Calvinism re-entered the
Church through a possible Calvinist interpretation of the Lord's
Supper in the formulary aoproved.

The Lllzabethan Prayer Book has the proper title: The

Bock of Common Prayer, And Administration of the Sacraments,

ané other Rites and Ceremonies in the Church of England,t? a

title similar to Edwsrd's. The religious settlement reached
through this formulafy does ﬁob reflect the bltter opposition
of & radicsl group to its adopticn. An historian who has care-
fully studied the proceedlings of the Parliament that passed the
enabling legislation wrote: "The Elizabethan Prayer Book and
Act of Uniformity were extorted by pressure of the Marian
exiles, backed by a House of Commons under the leadership of
radical Protestant devotees,"20

The Elizabethan Prayer Bock was the re-issuing of the

Second Prayer Book of Edward VI. Very few changes were mads.

There was one alteration or addition of certain lessons te
be read every Sunday, a change in the Litany with the deletion

of the phrase "from the tyranny of the bishop of Rome and all

181p14., no. LXXIX, p. ih9.
1914 turgical Services, pp. 23-255.

205, E, Neale, Essays in Elizabethan History (Oxiord:
Alden Press, 1958), p. 2%
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his detestable enormities," and two sentences were added Lo
the delivery of the Sacrament. Kneeling to receive the Sacra-
ment was not mentioned., Changes were later made to add this

rubriec, A New Calendar was later added, a change was made in

some of tho lessons, a collect was changed, and some verbal
additi iere lLate e 1 1 ) 21
itlions were later made in later editions,

Since the doctrine of the Lord's Supper was a key issus,
the words added to the delivery of the elements to the com-
municant are important for a study of the introduction of
Calvinism into the formularies of the Church of England. The

wording used in the Elizabethan Prayer Book is:

The beody cof our Lord JesusChrist, which was given for
thee, prescrve thy bedy and soul intc everlasting life:
and take and eat this in remembrance that Christ died
for thee, feed on Him in thinezheart by faith, with
thanksgiving. « « « The blood of cur Lord Jesus Christ,
which was shed for thee, preserve thy body and soul into
everlasting life; and drink this in remembrance that
Christ's blcod was shed for thee, and be thankful.22

The words chosen were btaken from both of the forms used during
the reign of lLidward VI. The first part of sach formula wculd
appear to teach the doctrine of the Real Presence. The second
bart would appear to teach the Calvinist doctrine of a spirit-
ual eating and drinking.

The new Prayer Bcok retsined the prayer used for the ele=

ments which was found in the Prayer Book of 1552.23 Calvinists

had expressed no objections to the prayer when it was first

2lvpreface," The Two Liturgles, pp. xii-xv.

227he Two Liturgies, p. 195.

23Sugra, e T3s
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publisheé. Its retention in the Elizabethan Prayer Bock would

tend to indicate that a Calvinilst interpretation should be
placed on the words used, The bare wording, however, gives
ne clue as to the intended interpretation,

The Praysr Book of 1559 was a comprouise hetween the crown

and the committee charged with the responsibility of drawing
up the formulary. Elizabeth indicated her desire to have the

Frayer Book of 15L9

H
e

e~issued., The committee wanted the Prayer

Book of 1552.°4 The religious settlement consisted of the

crown's agreement to use the Second Prayer Book and the com-

mittee's agreement to accept a few revisions. The compromise
failed to satisfy a large number of Protestant members of the
House of Commons, A solid core of about ninaty re jected the
proposal.25 Many of these Protestants opposed the retention
of prescribed rltes and ceremonies in the Church of England.
The queen refused to go along with the dissident faction. The

Second Prayer Beook with the revisions as noted and the deletion

of the Black Rubric became the officiel formulary and the rule
of the Church of England. The Calvinists had falled in their
attempt to simplify the worship services.

Issusd about the same time were the Injunctions of
Klizabeth, A.D. 1559.25 These Injunctions appeaf to have beaen

drawn up by the revisers of the Prayer Bock. The basis for

2Uistpryoe, Elizabsth, Appendix, No. XIV, I, 11, L59-6L.
25Nsale, Blizabeth I, pp. 55-58.
26Gee and Hardy, Documents, no. LXXVIII, pp. h17=-h2.
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the‘Injunctions 1s the series of Injunctions published under
Edward VI in 1347. As such they alsoc represent the work of
ThomasVCranmsr. Some additions were made to the sarlier orders,
Wnile the Tnjunctions permitted priests to marry, as did theé
earlier legislation of‘Edward.VI, such priests were crdered to
first consult with their bishop. ' The decrees also prescribsd

clerical zarb, an injunction the Puritans disliked. The ques=-

ct
puch
(o]
=
O
L}
Q
4
=3
@
O
=
®
191]
=
jtd
G
&}
o
o
(3]
o]

aring to overshadow all other reli-

or use in the Church was the .

=5

this form was & book of private prayers, and in the

main it was 2 reprint of either the Primer of 1551 or that of

cen 208 : , . :
15562, Soth of those bocks werse -based on an sarlier Primer
Thomas Cranmer had drawn up for Henry VIII., In Elizabsth's

Primer prayers were recommended to the communicsnt before snd
after receiving the Sacrament. In the prayer before communion
some of the words read: ", . . grant us therefore zgracious

Lord, sc to sat the flesh of thy dear Son Jesus Christ, and

L]

to drink his blood, . . ."@7 In the recommended prayer afte
communion these words are found: ", . . we . . . thank thee,
that thou dost vouchsafe %o feed us, . . . with the spiritual

food of the most precious body and blood of thy Son ocur Saviour

_27"The Primer set forth at large, with many godly and
devout prayers, Anno. 1559," Private Prayers, pp. 1-114,

28"Preface,“ Private Prayers, p. X.

29"a prayer to be ssid before receiving of the holy
communion," Private Prayers, p. 13.
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A 30 4% =
Jesus Christ." In the Primer, as in the Prayer Book, the

Ca

words are incgneclusive zs to whether the docitirine of the Real

Presence is maintained or the Calvinist doctrine of a spirit-
The Injunctions of 1559 also prescribed that & Catechism
be Laught to the chlildren in the schools of England, That

o
™~ t i Ll v wan AT g o S s Ay Ml e . o 31 m 1 .
Catechism is fouud in The Crarum of 1560, The latter formu-

e

lary is a Latin form of orlvate praysrs similar to those used

n
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eign of Henry VIII. Baslcally it is a book of

dally devotions.- The Catechism of The Orarum was intended

confirmands. There is nothi

o

in the

o

<
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guestions and anawers sbout the Sacramsnt of the Altar which

would indicate any inroads of Calvinist doctrine into the

b 1 ™l
N ‘."JP{:!A.

The other formulsries that were "

set forth by authority"
about the same btime incl

a
ia . = !
titlea: Godly 3ravsrs,33 Prayars,3‘ The Form and Manner of

ishops, Prliests, and 3aacon§,35

3015 pragyer 5o be saild after receiving of the holy
communion,” Private Prayers, p. 15.

3lprivate Pravers, pp. 126-Ll.

32"Preface," Private Prayers, p. xii.

33Liturgical Services, pp. 246-57.

34ibid., pp. 258-71.
351b1d., pp. 272-98.
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The New Calendar,3° golebratio Goenae Domini in Fuebribus,37

and A List of Occasional I'orms of Prayer and Services.38

There appears to be nothing controversial in any of these forms
for their use among Protesbtants. Another form that was author-

ized about the same timewas a Latin version of the Prayer Book.

That book was titled Liber Precum Publicarum, seu ministerii

scclesiasticae administrationis Sacramentorum, aliorumque

3C oo L] 3
rituum b caeremoniargm.)) Since the Latin version gives the

same meaning as the bnglish version, nothing conciusive can
be said about the wording used for the Lord's Supper as to
whether a Lutheran or & Calvinist interpretation should be
placed on the doctrine. The Latin Iorm was intended Ior use
in the scnools of England and for the non-English spesking
world.:-'vO

Miatthew Parker attempted to give a theological foundation
to the re-established national Churech. In 1559 he drew up a

wah L3
statement oi faith in KBleven articles.™ The confession was

intended to bring peace and harmony back to the Church. Some
of the clergymen were very outspoken in condemning the continued

use of rites and ceremonies in the worship services. Somereven

391610, pp. U435-36.
371bid., pp. L37-56.
381bid., ppo. 457-7h.
391bid., pp. 299-431.

uO“Preface," Liturglcal Services, p. xxiii.

hlStrype, Elizabeth, I., 1., 327=29.
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drew up a confaséion of their ouwn defending their position,
They presented it to defend themselves from being called
heretics and to express their loyalty to the queen even though
they disagreed with her on the matter of rites and ritual. 2

The Eleven Articles is a rather short doctrinal statament,

consisting of a prelace and the articles proper. Tne articles

express a Tailth in the %Yrue God; the acknowledgement that
Seripture must be the source of all teaching in the Church; a
subscrintion %o cthe three ecumenical creeds; a statemeut that
the Church has the right to prescribe or alter ceremonies; a
stacement on the oifice of the noly ministry; submissicn to
the quseen in @il macters "'to ne agreeable Go God's word";

that communicn should be in both kinds; a denial of the claim

of the pavnacy; the acceptance of The 300k of Common Prayer to

be "agreeable Lo the Scriptures™; and that sacramentals used
in Holy Baeptism, private masses, and the superstitious use of
images in churches are wrong.

The Zleven Articles say noghing about the Lord's 3upper

except ﬁhat it should be under the forms of bread and wine, a
position toc which Protestants of all persuasions subscribed,
The only controversial article was the one dealing with the
question of ceremonies. Parker had a perscnal dislike for

their rstention in the worship services. &Larlier he had writ-

‘ten to Gthe queen about his feelings on the matter.h3 In the

beIbid., I., 1., 166-73.

hBCorraspondence of Mattheow Parker, D.D. Arcnoishop of

Canterbury Comprising Letters written by and to Him, from
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Eleven Articles Parker repcated his position ageinst their

retention, although he conceded¢ that the Church haé the right
to retain them.
The chlef doctrinal formulary of the early years of the

relgn of Queen Elizabeth I was the Thirty-Nine Articles of

. ~ i
Y e LL - - = 3
4959.-L These articles were later revised and were adopted

{

by the Lnglish clergy in 1562, They received Fariiament ap-

proval iun 1571, The fomulary was primsrily a revisicn cof the

Forty-Two articles of 1552, which Craumer had drawn up bto serve

28 a theological basis for the Ldwardian Rsformstion. Once

ag8in that formulary wes used Lo provide part of the theolog-

ical basis {or the re-establishment of a national Church.
During the interim between the drafting of the two formu-
laries, additional Confessiouns nad been drawn up by the various

religious communions, Hardwick suggests that

lattnew TVarker
based his revision of Cranmer's earller articles upon a

Lutneran Confession presented at Trent in 1552 known as the
L5

Wuerttemburg Confesslon, dngland was toying with The 1dea

of a political glliance with the Schmalkaldic League at the

time the Thirty-Nine Articles were being drafted, In order

to curry Lutheran favor, Hardwick sugsests that the English

A,D. 1535, to His Death, A.D. 1575, ed. for the Pariker Society
by John Bruce and Thomas Perowne (Cambridge: At the University
Press, 13853), Letter LXVI, pp. 79-95.

bicharles Hardwick, A History of the Articles of Religlon:
To Which Is 4dded a Series of Documents, from A.D. 15356 to
A.D. I%15; Together with Illustrabions from Contemporary

Sources (l.ondon: George Bell & Son, 1d01), Apvendix IIT.

451516, ope 121284
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divines made use of the new Lutheran Confession. Peter Martyr

18 quobted as beling upsset becauss the Hnglish Church did not
use one of the Helvetic Gonfessions,lt6
Some changes wers made in ths new formulary. Four of

Cranmer's articles were dropped, four were added, and seven-

teen were modified, One of the articles in the Latin edition
has been the subject of speculation., This is Article XXIX

dealing wibth the qusstion whether the wickeé recsive the body
and blood of Christ in the Sacrsment., Parizer's copy does not
have this arbticle. 4 numbor of other copies do. Hardwick says
chat the article was not printed in the first edition. His
commenta suggest that the article was adopied by the clergy,

and tvhat the oversight of prianting it wss corrected when

Parliament passed upon the Thirty-Nine iArticles in 1571. b7

This articls and the preceding one on the Sacrament of
the Altar ars important in a study of the introduction of
Calvinism 1iuto the formularies of the eatablishad Churoch,
The two articles in the 1571 English edition have ths sub-

itles: "Of the Lordes Supper! and "Of the wickad which do
not eate of the body of Christe in the use of the Lordes
Supper.” Artlcle AXVIII has this wordlug:

The Supper of the Lord is not oanly a signe of the loue

that Christians ought to hauve among them selues one

to another: vdutc rather it is a Sacrament of our redemp-

tion by Christes death. Insomuch that to suche as

ryzhtlie, worthyly, and with fayth recesue the same
the bread which we breake is a parttakying of the body

L61p14d., p. 124.
471bid., p. 128.
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of Christe, and likewyse the cuppa-of blessing is a
parttakying of the blood of Christe.

Transubstantiation (or the chaunge of the substaunce

of bread and wine) in the Supper of the Lorde, can not

be proued by holye writ, but is repugnaunt to the playne

wordes of seripture, overthroweth the nature of a2 Sacra-
ment, and hath giuen occasicn to many superstitions.

The hody of Christe is giuen, taken, and eaten in the

Supner only after an heauenly and spirituall manner:

Anéd the meane whereby the body of Christe is receaued

and eaten in the Supper, d
Article XXIX has this wording in the dnglish text of 1571:

The wicked, and such as be voyde of a lively fayth, al=-

though they do carnally ancé visibly presse with their

teeth (as Saint Augustine sayth) the Sacrament of the

body and blcod of Christ: yet in no uwyse are the [y]

partakers of Christe, but rather to their condemnation,

do eate gnd drinke the signe or Sscrament of so great

2 thing.t?

These articles follow the Reformed doctrine of the Lord's
Supper, and they indicate the influence that Calvinist thcught
haé¢ at the time upon English Church leaders., The Lutheran
doctrine of the Real Fresence cannot be found in the wording
used, and the Roman Cathclie teaching of transubstantiation
is specifically condemned. Since the English leaders re jected
the concept of the ublquity of Christ, they had turned to the
Swiss mediating theologlans for the formulation of the doctrine
of the Lord's Supper, Martin Bucer had earlier suggestesd to
Matthew Parker that terms like "substantially," ‘carnally,"
and "really" should be avoided. Bucer told Parker, "Just

insist that the believer does receive the body and bloecd of

481p1g., Appendix III, pp. 329-31.
491p14., Appendix III, pp. 331-33. |
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Christ."? papker followed that advice when he drew up the

wording on the Lord's Supper for the Thirty-Nine Articles.

Bucer in turn was in agreement with Jchn Calvin on the con-

troverted doctrine as Bucer's subscription to the Tigurine

Confession 1ndicated.51 |
At the same time that the clerzy of Enzland subscribed

to the Thirty-Nine Articles, Convocation also approved the

publication of a Catechism. The one chosen had been written
by Alexander HNowell, the Dean of St, Psul's Church. Howell
was asked to submit his Catechism for aporoval.,. He did so and
foliowed the suggestions made in revising it. This Catechism
was then autherized by Convocation.52 William Cecil, however,
refused to have the Catechlsm printed until 1570. This book
of instruction for children also helped to acquaint the
English Church with some of the teachings of John Calvin.
Nowell admitted the dependence of his work on the work of
others. He said that he "had nct scrupled to avall himself

of the labors of those who had preceded him both as regard
arrangement and matter."93 "The Catechism of Polnet and

Calvin are perhéps those with which Nowell's most frequently

DOy T Brook, A Life of Archbishop Parker (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1962), p. Ul

511b1d., p. Ul, ne 1.

52A Catechism Written in Latin by Alexander Nowell,
Dean of "8, Paul's: Tozether with the Same Catechism lransS=
Tated into English by IThomas Norton, e0. for the Parker Society
by G. E. Corrie (Cambridge: A%t the University Press, 1853).
Hereafter cited as Nowell's Catechism.

S3“Preface,“ Nowell's Catechism, p. vii,
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and vorbally colincided."S4 In this work the ublquity of Christ
is also denied.>55

Cecil's sction in nolding up Nowell's Catechism illustrates

the role the queen's principal Secrstary played in the religious
scene, As the spokesman for the crown, Cecil represented
Elizabeth's views in dealing with the English divines. As with
his action in posing the questions of the crown to Edmund Guest
and Guest's commitvee to prevent the removal of some of the
ancient rites and ceremonies of the Church, so with Ncwell's
Catechism the Secretary indicated his conservative position.

Nowell's Catechism was the last formulary accepted by the

English clergy in the esrly years of the reign of Queen
Blizabeth, The teachings of this Catechism on the Lord's
Supper indicate that the English Church was committed to a
Calvinist interpretetion of the disputed Sacrament. Other
aspects of Calvinism were not the issue of the day, excepting
perhaps Calvin's moderate views on ceremonies. Elizabeth's
Ornaments Rubric was undoubtedly to the Geneva divine's dis-
liking, but Calvin did not advocate the disruption of the
Church of England on that account. Questions concerning the
doctrine of election arose later.

What had been accomplished generally met the approval
of English Calvinist leaders. John Jewel, who later wrote

the greaﬁ defence of the Anglican settlement, indicated this

in a letter to Peter Martyr dated 16 November 1559, Jewel

Shibig., p. v.
55Nowell's Catechism, p. 215.
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said: "The doctrine is sverywhere most pure, but as to

ceremonial maskings, there is a little too much foolery."56

56Th9 Zurich Lettera, Com risinf The Correspondence of
Several Engllish Dishops and CEEers, wiTh Some of the Helvetian
Heformers, during the Larliy Part of the Reign of Quesn Elizabeth,
ed, for the Parker soclicty by Hastings Robinson (Cambridge:

At the University Press, 1842), p. 55, ep. IV,
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CCL{CLUSICN .

The burden of thils thesls was to trace the introducticn
of Calvinism into the formularies cf the Church of Englangd,
The time period covered was a twenbty-eight year span which

began in 153l and which ended in 1562, The terminus a quo

was chosen because it wes in that year that the Church of
England became a national Church and John Calvin identified
himeelf with the cause of the Reformed Church. The terminus
a quem was chosen because in 1552 the English Church adopted

the Thirty-Nine Articles, a confession which clearly reveals

the influence of Reformed theology on the Anglican corpus
doctrinas and marks for sll practical purposes ths completion
of the ilizabethan settlement.

.

Reformesd theology arose from two distinct but similar
expressions of Protestantism. The first was led by

Ulrich Zwingli who confined his work for the most part to
German spesking Switzerlsnd, The second was championed by
John Calvin who was particularly active in french speaking
Switzerland. The Church that was shaped by Zwingli became
attached to the Church which emerged under the direction of
the Geneva divine. The connecting links betwesn the two
causes were the mediating theologlans who modified the theol-
ogy of Zwingli. Numbered among these diﬁines wore Martin Bucer,
Peter Martyr and Henry Bullinger. These religilous leaders

were considered Calvin's heralds rather than his rivals.

Calvinism was defined as a distinctive doctrine in
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contention, which was espoused by John Ca2lvin. The method-

ology used was the gelection of the divisive doctrine of the
day, the Lord's Supper., Protestant leaders were agreed on
most of the religious tenents which differentizated their cause

from Reman Catholicism. Th
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tion of the Lord's Zupper which 2ll parties would accept. - The

acceplance by the Hnglish Church of that view of the Sacrament

advocated by Joan Calvin and his co-laborers served toAindicate
the influsence the Geneva divine had on the formularies adopted

by the Anglican Church.

One problem facsd was the identification of 3 particular
doctrine as heing Calvinist, Calvinism and the Church of
England as e national Church grew side by side, Calvin's
influence was in the main indirect. The men most responéible
for influencing Znglish Church leaders were the continental
theclogians who accepted the invitation to go to England to
28sist in the Reformaticn of the English Church. Three men
appesr Lo have been most influential in changing English
religious opinion. They wers Martin Bucer, Peter Martyr and
John & Lasco., Thess medleting theologians made their pres-
ence in England felt when English divines were busy drawing
up the formulasries of the Edwardian period, The identifica=-
tion of their influence has heen labelled Calvinist, although
technically it might also bé called Reformed or Swiss,

The most influsntlal English divine during the period
covered by the thesis was Thomas Cranmer., Evidence would tend

to indicate that prior to 1548 Cranmer held to a Lutheran
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vieﬁ of the Sacrament., Towards the end of 1518 Cranmer ap=
pears To have changed his mind, and he accepted the view of
the mediating theologlans. Cranmer's vigws, however, remain
the chief problem for a student o

the era. VWhile his writings

ew of the

1t

reveal that he personally held to a Reformed v!
Sacrament of the Altar, the wording he chose for the English
formuliaries tends %o be somewhat ambiguous,

During the Marian Age a number of influentiel Englishmen
settled in continental cities where Reformed theology domi-
nated Church,life and thought. ©Some came into direct contact
with John Celvin and the Church of Geneva, They were enthused
with what they saw and with the way of life they lived while

2

there, 3Some of these Englishmen grew in their determination

to introduce a simllar pattern in the English Church. During

the szame era the actions of the erown Iin trying tc force Roman
Catholicism on the populace backfired, The Couanter-Reformation

When Quesn Ellzabeth ascsnded the English throne, reli-
gious forces went to work Lo restore the Protestant counfsessions
and forms of worship of the Edwardian era. The struggle be=-
tween the crown and the relijious partisans resulted in a
religious settlement whereby most of the Edwardian formulsries
were reinstated. The crown, however, insisted on certain

modifiecations. The Elizabethan Prayer Dook as a result con-

tains some ambiguous statements on the Lord's Supper.

The Thirty-Nine Articles was the main formulary of the
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Blizabethan pariod coversd by the thesis, In this confession

a Swuiss or Calvinist visw of the Lord's Supper ls clearly

taught,
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