Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis
Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship

5-1-1951

The Origin and Early Development of Puritanism

V Ralph Weinhold
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_weinholdv@csl.edu

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv

O‘ Part of the History of Christianity Commons

Recommended Citation
Weinhold, V Ralph, "The Origin and Early Development of Puritanism" (1951). Bachelor of Divinity. 355.
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/355

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact
seitzw(@csl.edu.












32
in the final form of the Act of Uniformity forced the acceptence of a
book considersbly more conservative than the Second Prayer Book of Edward
which the committes had already revised becanse they considered it too
congervative. With regard to the forms and vestments the Queen cloarly
amdmmmrightormmmofﬁwmmcmﬁ
Tieal lists a few of the more significant changes the Queen enforced and
indicates the extent to which she went beyond the suggestions of the con~
mittee,

Her mojesty was afrald of reforming too fars she was desirous

to retain imoges in churches, crucifixes and crosses, vocal and
ingtrumental msic, with all the old Popish garments; it is not
therefore to be wondered that, in reviewing the liturgy of lding
Edwvard; no alterations were made in favour of those who now began
to be called Puritans, from their attemtping a purer form of wor-
ship and discipline than had yot been established. The queen was
more concerned for the Paplsts, and therefors, in the litany this
passage was struck out, 'From tho tyramy of the bishop of Rome,
and all his detestable enormities, good lord deliver us.! The
rubric that declared, that by kneeling at the sacrament no ador-
ation wes intended to any corporal presence of Christ, was ex-
punged. The committee of divinos left it at the peopls's liberty
to receive the sacrament kneeling or standing, but the queen and
parlisment restrained it to Imoeling; so that the enforcing this
cerenony was purely an act of the state. The old festlvals with
their eyes, and the Popish habits, were contimied, as they wore
in the second year of lcing Edward VI till the queen ghould please
to talte them aways see-For whereas in that liturgy all the gar-
ments were laid aside except the swrplice, tho queen now returned
toldngEdward!sﬂ.gstbook,wheraineopesandofh@gmmtsm
ordered t0 be useds

“The appointive power which the Act of Supremacy delegated to the
~ Queen was the instrument vhich rendered Puritan resistance helploss. Con-
formity to the accepted vostments and cercmonies was the necessary obll-

01-1. 1. Knappoen, Tudor Puritanism (Chicago: The University of Chicago
Prosé, 1939), poe 19-TLe
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gatdon which accompanicd the appointment, The non-conforming Puriten was
faced with the declsion to protest by refusing appointaent or to conforn
"for o timo" in order thet the office gained might be used to effect fure
ther reformation. The returning Puritan group lost many of its leaders
“when they decided with Edmmd Grindal, "not to desert owr churches for
the sake of a few ceremonics, and those not lawful in thomselves, espe-
c¢ially since the pure doctrine of the gospel remained in all its integri-
ty and freedom."™0 (Gnce appointed they tended to become more conservas
tive wnder the responsibilities of office, Those who refused appointment
as a wuy of protesting gained 1ittle for the Puritan couse and lost much
in the way of personal influence. Had they as a body refused appointment
on the Queen's terms they might have gained some concession at least, but
unity was not their fortes

The final disillusiomment of Puritan hopes in the Elisabethan setile-
ment cane in the Comvoogtion of 1563. GConvocation was the legislative
body for the Church of Englend, serving the same purpose for the formmla-
ting of clnmrch lmw thetb Par]:lm gerved in the establisiment of civil
law. To this body the Puritans submitted a complete progran of reforn
vhich included emong other things use of the Geneva gown, abolition of
Imeeling at commmion, saint's deys, and the sign of the cross in baptiesm.
On this occasion the Puritan party actually had a majority present in the
lower house. Bub by maling use of their greater numiber of proxy vote, the
royal party defested the bill by a single votej f£ifty-nine to Lifty-eighte
The Queen!s hand was clearly seem and Puritan's hopos that they would re-
ceive favors from the crown were finally and utterly dashed, It was olear

1Ognaxpen, Ope Clbey Do 179
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they st seek support in other camns.

The Vestiarian Controversy

Explicit though the Act of Uniformity was with regord to vestmente
and ceremonies, it was by no means the final word in that controversy.
Hany of the returncd exilos who had been murtured in the Reformed Church-
es of the Continent acceptod preferment in the Church without serious re-
gerd for its discipline. All of the leading bilshops with the exception
of Archbishop Parker hod taken refuge on the Continent during tho perse-
cution of Cueen Mory.ll Both the bishops and the clargy agreed in their
dislike of oxcessive ceremonial requirements. Each advanced clergyman
wore what was right in his own eyes and chose what he pleased from the
forms of sorvice prescribed in the Prayer Book. By 156l ceremonisl regu-
lations were more observed in the breach than in the rule, Hore describes
the situation at this time:

Some clergymen wore, some refused to wear, the square cap, and

some wore a round caps Some read prayers in the chancel, others

in the body of the church; some in surplices, othemwithout. In

some churches the Altars were in the body of the church, in others

in the chancel, but not against the wvall. Some used leavencd,
other unleavened breads Some celebrated the Holy Commmion in

a cope, others in-a surplice. Some received kneeling, others

standing or sitting. Some baptized in a fonl, others in a common

basin, either with or without the sign of the Cross.l2

The@ueen;qidtheblmto.thebdghopsformmmborths
Act of Uniformity and the Fifty-Three Injunctions which weve published in

conjuuction with it. She thereupon addressod a letter to Parker dircct=

L, H, Hore, %?zgg_th_ecmmhggw (London: James Parker
and Co., 1895)p De ®

121h1d., pe 3066
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ing hin to investigate vhat diversitics prevailed and to take effoctual
methods for securing uniformity. Perker, in characteristic fashion, be=
gen with persuasion. He wrote to Sampson, now Doan of Christ Clurch, and
Humphrey, President of Magdalen College, Oxford, (both returned exiles of
evident Puritan sympathics). The point of his laetter wos thst as "things
indifferent® the vestmont regulations should be adhered to for the sake -
of order and decency. Sarpson and Humphrey sgreed that vestments and cere
enonles were things indifferent as far as God's commands were concerncds
But that did not apply to the situation it hande The particular vestaeats
they objected o had by cansccration and essociation become the badges of
popory and idolatry. Thay should thorefore be abolisheds TFurthor, if
Parker mainteined that they wore things indifferent why did he wish to
force them unon men whose consciences forbade them o conform, Porker
replied that the sbuse of the vestments, as wes adulbtedly true of popery,
did not destroy thelr proper ﬁse. Consoquently those of the historic
church s!wﬂdbalmptbma%mamtmnssarﬂymmmersﬁ-
tion and because to change than would mar the decency and order of the
church, 13 |

Knappen suggests that Thy attacking vestierian nonconformity first,
theQmenmclweﬂyﬁubﬁe costumary aspect of the Puritan controver-
8y in the foreground, obscured the important disciplinary and governmen-
tal differences, and made the entire struggle appear a natier of no great
consequcnce, springing from the gtubborness of petiy minds,U The real

%' gﬁa g_i_i:'_o, Me 188-9.
lh.ﬁlli_é-a Ds 189o -
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issue was the question of aunthority in church law and usages Was the
church aoble to settle its own affairs or could it be compelled against
its conscience by the secular authority? This was the basic issue of Eli-
gabethan Puritanisme

Upon the command of the Queoen, Parker took up the umwelcome task of
eccloslastical disciplinarian, It is an interooting' characteristic of
Elizabeth's reign that while she was adamant in imposing her will she was
notoriously unwilling to accept the roapons;lm.l'l:by for the resentment in=-
curredes In this case sche made it clear that her name might in no way be
invoked to give force to Parker!s regulations. Proceeding on his omm
authority Parker published, under the title of Advortisements, a body of
articles described as Ucertain orders or rules thought meet and conven=-
ient though not preseribed as laws equivalent with the eternal tord of
God, or as of necessity binding the conscience, but as temporal orders,
mere ccoleaiasticaleld

Though 'not prescribed as laws s binding the conscience" they
were nonetheless rigidly enforceds A1l licences for preaching bearing a

date pricr to April 1, 1565, were declared void and mo new ones were to
be granted to nonconformists, Parker cited certain of the leading clergy
(among whom were Sampson and Humphrey) before him to tell thenm they must
conform to the hsbits or lose their preferment. To which the o leaders
of the Puritans replicd, "that their consciences could not comply with
these injunchicn, be the event what it might."1é hereupon they were

]'SBI'OH'A, ODs _c_ij'.’ ps 30
mﬂaal' Eo ;._j_-;b_l’ I. ]\38.




37
both put under confinement,

The Iondon clergy seemed to bo the body with the groateat proportion
of Puritan offenders so Parkor twrned next to thems On Iiarch 26, 1566,
one~hundred-ten ILondon clergymen were assembled before the ecclesiastical
conmlssioners at Tembeth. A lire Robort Cole was cxhibited before them in
the prescribed ccclosiestical attires The chancellor informed them that
it wos the Council's wwish that they "keep the unity of apparel like to
this man here .., keep the rubwic of the Book of Common Prayers of Eng-
land, and the Queen's Majesty her Injunctions; and the Book of Comvocas=
tion." Then he put the.deciaion, ¥e that will subscribe, volo, so write,
you that will not subscribe, nolo. Be briof; moke no words.! The regis-
ter of the churches was roads The ministers tried to defer, but a deci-
sion hed to be mede, Complaining that they were "killed in the soul of
our souls,” thirty-seven ministers rofused to subscribe. Of this mmber
Parker later wrote to Cecil, weore the best of the London clergy. The pen-
alty was suspension and sequestration with deprivation to follow in three
months if they yot refused to conformell

The Advertiscments occasioned the begimying of the Puritan's liter-
ary varfare. The first of a.long lino was Robart Crowleyt!s, A Briefo Dis-
gourse Against the Qubward Apparell and Ministring Garments of the Popish
Church, which was the manifesto of the deprived London clergye In it they
state the following four reasons -for their rei'nsal to subscribe: (1) the
garments offend weak brethren and encourage stoub vapists; (2) the author-
ity of tho Crown does not oxtend so far as to enforce them; (3) they are

Y%y, B, Frore, The Church in the § of Elissbeth and
James T (I;mdma f@% Co,, Ltdey s Ps 119
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umecessary,; and (L) popishom A reply was soon printed by the Anglicans
which enlisted into the fray in support of conformity the opinions of for-
eign divines, Martin Bucer and Peter Martyr, Statencnts of other foreign
theologians soon apneared, freely though purposefully misused, wnbil fi-
nally Bullinger and Cualter declared themselves more or less in favor of
conformlity because thab will better edify the church than the contimua-
tion of the controversy.? Finally oven thoe pro-Puriten Besa wearied of
the digspute end counseled tolerance, and one by one the Furitans began
to make their peace with the Estoblisiment. By 1567 oven an Voriginall
Periten like Whittinghan yiolded, "quoting Calvin to the effect that to
forsake the ministry for such mattors of ceremony wvould be to tithe mint
and noglect groster things."?0 Some indleatdion of Separatiom remained,
i.e. the Plumerts Hall congregation but such demonstrations were clearly
no part of the nain Purlian party.

The vestiarian controversy seemed to be dying out; but the fundamon-
tal problen involved was far from being solveds The Lgsic issue of the
controversy wes not whether the Prayer Book should be aliered here and
there, naruhether allowence should be made for those who for consclence
B.aka could not conforn to its vestiarian requirements. The real issue

tion vhether the religious life of England should be emressed in

the contimuance of the historie Church of England, or in a systen
such as Calvin had established at Geneva.2l

B1b1d., p. 122,
; ]slbidi, PDe 122-3,

aoﬂmppen. Ope Cites Do 210,

21y, Hensley Henson, Puritenism in England (New Yorks Hodder and
stmughton’ 1912)’_9. 290




