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CHAPTER I
DEFINTITON OF PURITAMISH

Tach has been written of the history of English Puritanism. This
brief examination of the subject purposes no new contribution. It secks
merely to draw together the main events of that phose of English history
and to discuss some of the issucs involved,

The firat problem is one of definition, One scholar has sugzested
that Puritonisn has as many definitions as it has students, with a like
distribution of trustworthinoss, Thorofore, bofore attempting to dafine
it ourselves we do well to consider the definitions offered by recognized
scholars of the movement,

Thonos Fuller, the preat English church historian, gives 156k as
the year in which the name "Puritan" first appeared. It originated as a
tern of "odium and contempim applying to "such as rofused to subscribe
%o tho Tdturgy, ceremonics, and discipline of the church."l Fuller,
however, declines to use the temm "because so various are the accopta-
t:i.ons thereof," He assembles tho various stripes and colorings of the
movenent under the equally undiscrizinating term, "non-conformists.”

Avthur Jay Klein finds the tern "Precisianist! mxe suitable for
the 186}k reactionists against liturgy, ceramony and vestment. This is
the name given them by the contemporary archbishop, Hatthew Parker.
Klein prefers this term bocause this group, unlike the Puritans of the

ITh:masFuller The Church ¥ of Britain from the Birth of
Jesus Christ Until the Year 3V m'é'g'é,' 1655), ity SkOe




2
succeeding decade, as yob had c;mtimtsd no attack wpon the fondamental
structure of the Established Church. ILike Fuller, Klein avoids all use
of tho term Puritan, employing the terms: precisianist, presbyterian ond
congregationalist to denominate respectively the vestment reactionists,
the Cartwright disciplinists, and separatists of all varietics.2 Ilow-
ever, this distinction creates more of a problem than it solves because
the terns employed ere not mtuelly exclusive according to moaning. Heny
precisianigts were 2loo presbyicrions. Almost all presbyterians vere
also precisimists. Mamy congregationalists (which incindes all indopen-
denis and separatists) were both presbyterian and precisianistic, lor is
there a clear chronologicel division Letiieen the terms; o3 cuch a defini-
tion would imiy.

Some scholars vestrict the meaning of the tera Puritan to the move-
nent beginning cbout 1570 and generally associated with the leadershin
of Thomas Certiright. This secns to us an wmmerranted Limitation. 1570
mavks the begiming of a ncw phase in the Puritan movement, but hardly

the crigin of the movenent, The principles upon uhich the disciplinarian

controversy is bascd £ind their roots in carlier controversicss In fact
not & foir of the participants were the same men vho had been imvolved in
the vestiarion dispute of tho preceding decade. And the precipitating
factors of both controversies may be iraced wmistakably to the same
prior influences. As there were 'roformers' before the Reformation, S0
there were "puritens" before Puritenisn became an influential roligious
"and political wovement.

z in the of Elisaboth, Queon of
Arther Joy Klein, Intolerance in of of
England (Boston and Wew Tork: Toughton rﬁzmm%o., TI7), poe B1-Le

.
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A study that shaves both definitions is that of He Ga Tood: "Puri-
tonisn is most simply defined as the movemont for church reform whose
Pirst great leader wos Thomas Cartaright and whose last great leader was
Richard Baxbers"3 This historim s1so suggests a more genoral dofini
tion which covers the movement for further reform of the Church of Eng-
land from 1559 to 1662. It ic noteworthy that even this wider definition
narks the Elizabethan settlement as the point of origin of the Puriten
movement, “Puritanism is thet ecclesiastical ideal which was not defi-
nitely adopted by any religious party before the Elizabethan sottlement.
Wood is carceful to point out that the sevembteanth century brought a dif-
ferent association of meonings to the term. In that century Puritanism
is less an ccclesiastical reform than a socio-political wovement vaich
championed constitutional govermment and political. liberty. The seven-
teenth century historians also opplied the term to "those who attemoted
a groater sobricty of life than was customary in Elizabethan England,"
These aspecis of Puritaniom, howover, are beyond the scope of our ‘studye

With rogord to Wood's definition of sirteenth century, or Elizgbe=
than, Puritenisn we note another distinction of importence, He disting-
nishes between "Puriton® and "Seperatist,? the former reforring only to
those who sought to roform the Church of Englend from withine #The Puri-
tan party consisted of all those who believed in the maintenance of one
National Church in England, and who desired that church to be reformed
afer the model of Geneva.tlt Those who lost hope of reforming the Estab-

31, G. Woods, "Puritanism," lopedia of qu%" and Gthics
Edited by James H;s‘b:l.ngs (Yewr 3 £s =" ] 5y 1920), X,
07«
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lished Church and separated themselves from it, Vood names "Sgparatists.?

The importance of this distinction will be seen when we observe the fer-
vency with which the Puritans voiced their loy=lty to the Crown and the
umwavering convictlon they held that, although still popish in things in-
different, the Church of England was the only and true church & God in
Englend.

Much Lroader dofinitions of the term Puritanism are advanced by the
historions, Browm and Haller, To the latter Puritenism is an attitude
of mind; a new and revolutionary way of life, an unstayable ond engulfing
transformation of the "imaginitive ideals, the habits and thought and ex-
pression, the moral outlook and behavior of whole classes of peorgle.“s
Haller vicus the Puritan movement as a cultural upheaval similar to the
Renalssance which in the importance of its mood and spirit tronscends the
boundaries of fixed dates and spcéii‘ic circunstance.

Brown is considerably more historical: in his definition bub still
defincs Puritanism as primarily a religious temper and a moral force,®
He fixos it historically according to dates and persons although he is
wondrously free in application. Wycliffe, the Iollards, the Edwardien
reformers, the Merian mortyrs and the Elizabethan non-conformisis are
all part of the same overwhelming stream. He is no% so much interoested
in distinguishing between reformors "from within" and reformers “from

5411ian Haller, The Rise of Puritenism; or, The e tiay to tho ligu

.&‘T T end Press irom arGarignt W
erusalem as Seb I‘orth'%gn’i 'ess} Liees oy
FI‘_G-B'B_EEBT DP! =ile

6Jokn Brown, The English Puritans (Canbridges Tho University Pross,
1910), pp. 1-3.
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without" as he is in defining “the fundamental idea of the movemente
"The fundamental idea of Puritanisn in all of its manifestations was the
supreme authority of Scripture brought to bear upon the conscience.as
opposed to an unenlightened reliance on the priesthood and the ocutward
ordinances of the church.” Such a definition of Puritanism is too broad
since it would include almost everything that vas anti-Roman. To a do-
gree cven the Esteblished Church was anti-Roman, but it was at the same
tinme studiously anti-Purltane

One distinction Brown is careful to point out, howover, is the dif-
ference betwoen Puritanism's eccleciasticcl and political significance.

Vhile in the sixteenth century it i.e. the term "puritan® was

degseriptive of the men bent on caxrying on the nrotestent Refor-

nation to a further point, in the scventeenth century~ it became

the recognized name of that party in the State which cuhtended

f?r_'i;he Ponatimtiongl rights and uberjl'dos of the people as

against tho oncroachments of the Croume.
This distinction is i.n:;:;rtant in a study of the origin of the movement.
Puritanisn originated as an ecclesiastical-religious reform initiated
and carried on vrimarily by clergym;m and theologians which taught, among
. other things, that under no circumstoncoes were subjects permitted to re-
bel against their sovereign. The Puritaniasm of the scventeenth century
wes neither clerical, nor ecclesiastical, nor religious. It wes a socio-
volitical movement which, as far as sixteenth century Furitans were con-
cerned, had gotten out of hand.

Perhaps the most studied definition of Puritanism is that of M. ie

Enappen in his book, Tudor Puritanism. The general outline of his defi-

nition is stated in his preface:

7-|-bido, Pe 2¢
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The tern 'Puritan! is used in this book to cdesignato tho out-

look of those English Protestants who actively favored a rofor-

mation beyond that which the crowm was willing to countonance

and wvho yelt stopped short of Anabaptism. It ‘therofore incliudes

both Presbyterians and Independents, Separatists and Non-Sepa-

ratlsts. I also includes a mumber of Anglicans who accapbed

the epliscopal system, but who nevertheless desired to model it

and ::.‘ngl%ah church life in general on tho Continental Roformed

pa.'!;‘cern.

An expl-mnation and defense of this definition is found in the chapter on
terminology.’? Taking load from G. M. Trevelyen,1° he statos that in his
book he hes used the term to signify “"the religion of 211 those who
wished eithor to 'purify! the usage of the estzblished church from teint
of popery or to srorship separately by forms so 'purified!," The aunthor
poinits oub th:-.ﬂ'. neither creed nor theory of church govermment was a dis-
tinguishing featvre. There were Episcopalien ond Presbyterien FPuritens
within the @steblished Church 28 well as Congregational and Separatist
Puritans without.

Enappen enploys this more comprehensivo dofinition because of its
historical basis in sixteenth and seventeenth century records and be-
cause of iis current historical uwsage. In Tudor and Stuart times the
various sub-glements of Puritanism were not yet so meticulously clissi-
fied as later historians have classified them, mch to the confusion of
the layman. Independents, separatists, congregationalists, presbyterians

were all just "Purituns" in the begimning ycars of the movenenis Current

8. i, Knzppen, Tudor Puritanisn (Chicagos The Universify of Chicago
PI'GSE, 1939), De 8.

97bide, poe 167-936

mﬂoo:-:ge ifaconlay Trevelyan, %land Under The Stuarts (London:
Hethnen and COay Titd., 19’-]-9)’ DDe td (]
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his.tarlca.'l. usarge seens to agree; ;uhe tern "Puritan' 1s the fmil:r
of all the secterios cven though in somo casos the resemblance between
parent and offspring is not apparent. Xnappon's diagran of the various
divisions of Purlitanism includes under the heading "Puritan: Episccopa=
lian Puritans (later the Iow Church), Presbyterians, and Independents
(also called Congregationalists and Seporatists).lt

In this essay on Puritanism we should like to employ the definition
sugpested by Ensppen. The term 'P'dritm:' is used‘ to designate those
English Protestants who actively favored a reformation beyond that which
the crown was willing to countenance, 'Puritanism! refers to "the reli-
gion of all those uho wished either to purify the usage of the esitab-
lished church from the taint of popery or %o worship scparately by forms
80 purii‘ied."la However, we wlll consider the "independenis® or "sepa=-
ratists” only in their significance to the movement as a whole. The in-
fluences uhich shaped the movement we should like to trace from the be-
giming of the English Reformation. Our study of tho movement itsslf
will be limited to the period of Elizabethan Puritemism, 1559 to 159k.
We shall consider the movement prinarily fronm the aspect of ecclesiasti-
cal reform, acinowledging the socio-cconomic, the political and the
acsthetic aspects to be boyond our scopee

Vgnappen, ope cites Pe 493,

2v3d., pe 169,
2ide; p PRITZLAFF MErORTAT e
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CHAPTER IT
PRE ELIZABETHAN ORIGINS
The Reign of Henry VIIT

There is little agreemont among historians 2g to what wmight be
called the first indication of English Puritanism. To be sure, it is a
descondent of the continental Reformation; nevertlicless as a distinctly
English movenent its origin mmst be placed somewhat later.

The only significant Pre-Roformation foreshadowing of the Puritan
moverien®t is seen in William Tyndale. In 152L he left England for Gere
rany in order o propare an English iranslation of the Bible. This act
and its attendant implications are regorded by Ensppen as the beginning
Pf the story of English Puritenism, :

Tyndale was violating both the civil and the ecclesiastical author-
ity of the rcalm. I[io one was permitted to issue a translation of the
Bible sdithout the ondorsement of the Archbishon., Tyndale was going to
Gem_any only bocause Bishop Tunstall of Iondon had rofused him support.
Further, Tyndale went seeldng the aid and advice of lortin Iumther, a
heretic in the cyes of both the English bishop and the English king,
Finally, the act was a violation of that statuto of the realm vhich for-
bade ordinary subjccts to leave Englend without royal consent.

Four characteristics of later Purlitanism may be observed in Tyn-
dale!s actsl 1) His struggle for reform did not go beyond the limit of

i1, M. Knappen, Tudor Puritanism (Chicago: The University of Chicago
Press, 1939), pns 3-5¢ |
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"passivo resistance; 2) Mo was supported by Iondon merchants - a hint of
the role the laity would play in Puoritenisn; 3) He wes going to consult
Luther - an indication of Puritanism's denendence upon foreign ideas;
l) The act reflected his devotion to the Bible - Puritanism's groat :
vrinciple of anthority., Thus Tyndale becomes the forerunnsr of English
Puritanisn.

Significant though this act may be, it is difficult to think of
Willian Tyndale as a Pwitan, If by Furltans we mean "those who wished
to purify the uwsage of the established church" we must first csteblish
that churche In a sense all those agitating for reform during the
reigns of ilenry VIII end Hary were Puritans because they sought a greator
dogree of reform than the crown was willing to countenence. But the
cade s an altorether different cne under Elizateth when the "reformed!
religlon was the established one. In order, therefore, not 'bo confuse
the distinct charactor of the Elizabethan Puritans we should like to
consider the pre- and carly reformers of the English church os influences
toward Puritanisn but not Puritans themsolves. The nccessity of such a
distinction will be avparent as we consider the English Reformation.
Were we %o consider the early reformers Puritan, a detailed study of the
entire Reformation would be necessary. is it is, however, we must cval-
uate the Reformation history in the light of the Eliszebethan setilement
and choose from it only what is pertinent o Ellzabethan Puritanism.

Historicns are umanbously carcful to point out that Hemry VIII's
divorce from Katharine of Aragon was the occasion of the English refor-

nation rather than its <=a::..'se.2 To Le sure, the king's motives in caus-

2J. We C. Wand, A History of the liodern Church From 1500 to the
Present Day (lew Yori's Thomas Y. CTowoll COes 1930)s Dpe LI-2e
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ing a Lreak wlth Rome wore not altogethor beyond suspicion. Bubt cven if:
it is true that Henry was moved to his break with Rome primarily by.the
strength of his passion for Ame Bole:m,-?' we mmst be cautious about Bay-
ing that the Inglish people somewhat indifforently sacrificed their only
and true faith wpon the altar of their ldngts lust. A break with Rome
was clearly desirable,

any reasons mey be advanced in support of this; we note two which
arc significant for loter Puritanism, The £irat is the nenifest cormm-
tion of the church in England as elscuhere. This corruption was univer-
sal, snreading from Rome dowm through the ranks of the lowest clergy.
The essentially pasen character of the church is attesteq by the pre=-
Roformation popes. Inmes points to: Alexander VI ~ of the notorious
fonily Borpla - "a man who revelled in the practice of every imoginable
vice, and shrank from no conceivable crimej” Julius ITI - "his free living
and warlike successori! and Ico X = "whose morals were not cizeeptionaily
lax as comared with those of the average Iielian noble, but in 21l essen-
tials a 1::-.gun.“h These popes were territorial magistrates and were of
necessity prinarily politiciens. And if the spirituel head of Christen-
dom were wrrorthy of his office corresponding naladies would certainly
plague the Lody. Tho English clergy was effected equally with that of
the continants Imos says of Englend, It is not disputable that tho
md.atiﬂg corruption was so serious that some kind of Reformation ves ab-

3u. W, Clark, History of English Honconformity From Wicliff to %.%
Close of the Hingtoon entury n: letouon &nd Co., s I .

kpvtimr D. Tanes, Englond Under Tho Tudors (Uew Yorl: G. P Putnon's
Sons, 1905), ppe 889, .




11
solutely nocossary."? - A Reformation oo urgently necded and so thoroughly
degired could not, when once begun, content itsclf with halfway neasuves
= a foct significant to the undorstanding of Elizabethan Puritaonism,

Yet more important is the economic factor which Allen suggests was
the chic? factor of the emtire English Reformetion.® Crameil's sugges-
tion that Henry throw off the yoke of the pope and melre himsclf the su-
preme head of the church in England was heard with pleasurc. It was pri-
nmarily the clergy who opposed the Iding in his divorce. Already in 1530
Crormrell sugprested to the king the quickest way to achicve his goel would
be to humiliate and subjugate these "servants of the pope.® Dixon, the
English church historian, tells us that this suggestion "flattored three
of the worst passions of Henry's nature: his love of Amne, his love of
moncy, and his Jove of pa'.-rcr.“7 Whereupon Cromell was clected to begin
the taslt, Tt has been estimated that at this time about one-fifth of all
Englend was tho proporty of the clmrched Evidence was gathered by Grom-
wellls vice investigation (1535) committee to prove to the English people
thet the monastaries had outlived their usefulness. This was more a pre-
tet than a reason however. "Crormiell boasted thet he would mele his
ldng the richest in Christendom, and this was the shortest and most pop-

sIbidl, De 88.

63, W. Allen, A Hi of Political Thought in the Sixteenth Century
(Hlow Yorks The Dial ] Pﬁ:%':%w-,m-

TRichard Watson Dimon, History of 'bhe clmrch of England 1529-1570
(Oxford: The University Press; 1095);

8 sh Church (Iondon: John Murray,
Ge G. Porry, Alhatgrzofﬂwmg:li
1900) II, 136! & “




ulayr way to do 1tend

The significance of this for Puritonisna is tiwo-folds £irst, it in-
troduced the Reformation in such a way that there could be no twning
backs sccond, it imediately ostablished the distinctive charactor of the
English Refornation, giving rise to the church - state problem vhich Eng-
‘land was not to setile without revolution,

With regard to the first fact we must not forget that Hemry did nob
vant to break with Catholicism. Clark suggests that as late as 1531
afier Henry had formally disavowed the jurdisdiction of the pope and had
declared himself cupreme head of the church in the land, Henry Vprobably
calcuvlated the Ronan Pontiff would even yet decide the question of the
ddvorce in the sense he desired."0 This hypothesis is well founded for
it was not until 1533 that Henry had his divorce ratified in Archbishop
Craxmer's court, Dy this time Henry sew the futility of dealing with a
pone who was politically bound to favor his wife and he ulitimately rea-
lized there could be no middie roade Papal excommmication followed to
which Henry replied with a decree depriving the pope of all jurisdiction
in England both temporal end spirtual. Then came the dissolution of the
mnasteries: .

With this step Honry unknowingly clinched the Reformation. Hemry
wos no friend of Protestantisme To the end of his reign he was above
all anxious to nrove himself still essentielly orthodox in crocd, It The

Ipreserved Suith, The Age of Tho Reformation (Wow York: Hemry Holb
end Co., 1920), p. 297.

10G1ark, op. cite, e 108,
uIbido’ De 110,
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foremost cxaryle of this is his decroe of the "Six Articles” in 1539,
making mandatory: belief in consubstantiation, clorical celibacy, private
masses for meritorious value, auricular confession, end corzmnion in one

<12 Though Hemry had himself reploced the pope in Englend he felt
that he had not left the Catholic faith and that his Englond still be-
longed to the holy mother churche

Bubt tho dissolution of the monastorics undermined him, TFor as Tai-
noy points out, these "abbey-lands" were not held by the crowm but were
s0ld for reveme out of Pinancial necessity.l3 And mony lend gronts werc
bestowed as favors to insure the susport of prominent noblemen in the
struzggle againct Rome. Later under tho reign of lMary this proved to be
the ona anchor of tho Reformation which Catholicism cowld not dislodge.llt
If the Cueen could have rogained the vast land holdings of the church and
presented then to the pope as tokens of England's penitence, the Eliza-
bethan settienent might nover have been madee To ask an Englishnan to
changze his religion was one thing, but to demand that he give up his
londs vas another. lary's subjects were willing to profess, ab least not
deny, the Roman supremacy, but their land wes their own and neither
reigning sovereign nor holy pontiff could wrest it from them. Protes-
tantism was assured. It could bide its time. -

The second sigmificant fact of Henry's appropriation of the church

12Dani; Th of the Puritans or Protestant Ton-Con-~
formists ;':mﬂl;e:lﬁ ﬁ%@ Account of Iheir Principlos
{Tondon: Thonas Tegg & ooby .

13R, H. Tawmey, and the Rise of Capitalism (iow Yorks Har-
couwrt Brace and Coe, 3 De ®

Ugnzppen, ope gite, pe 10ke
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lends is the peculiar character it gave to the English Reformation.
Brown states that the basic differonce botween the Reformation in Tngland
and that on the Continent is that the former srose out of the action of
the Stote vhile the latier began with the peoples To this ho atiributes
the fact that as late as 1517 when Edward came to the throne the erter-
nals of worghip were but little changed - a fact of great irmortance o
the study of Puritanism.15

However, the prominence of the state in the English Reformation pre-
cipitatod another problem and this problen was the central issue of Eli-
zabethan Puritonism. It is the problem of anthority in church-state ro-
lationse Is the clmnch the sorvant of the atate or is the state the ser-
vant of the church. Imes sees the origin of the issue in the nature of
Henry!s Reformation,

The fundamontal fact, however, vhich must be borne in mind in

the early stages of the Reformation in BEngland is this: that

whereas the cause to vhich both Tuther and Zwingli devoted then-

selves wes primarily a revision of dogmes and of the practices

asgoclated with them, the work which Hemyy VIII and Thonmas Crom-

well were to take in hond was the revision of the relations be-

tireen Church and State--of the position of the Clorical organisa-

tion as a part of the body politic; ¢.e Intheris was a Religious

Reformation writh political consequences: Henry!s was a Political

Reconstruction entailing ultimately a reformed religion.

The problem of "the position of the clerical organisation as a part
of the body politic" was the chiof problem of Elizabethan Furitanism - it
is the problem the Elizabethan settlement was thought to setile. It is

significant to note that the origion of the problem is found in Hemry!s

15 john Brown, The Eaglish Puritens (Combridgo: The University Pross,
1910)’ PPRe 6"7. & -

mIrmes, op. citey ps 10k
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coup! g._'_gz_t_a._‘l_'._ mammer of refornation which reformed only those things uhich
he wished reformed and these only insofar as he desired tho reforn %o [ 18
Later when the Reformation came to clergy and laity (under the name of
Puritanism) the crown objected bocauso she felt whatever reformation was
necessary had already boen offccted and further refornation was her az-
clusive prerogative. This was Puritanism's grest problem - yob it was
the issue scrupulonsly avoided and which was not scttlod until the middle
of tho seventcenth century when Puritanisn becarne a movement political

rather than ecclesiestical,
The Reipn of Edumrd VI

It was Henry VITI's constant care to preserve in his lingdom the
unity and historicity of religious belicf which, like his contermoraries,
he regorded as the foundation of political wnity. Aside from personal
motives his Reformotion was effected primarily to free England fron all
foreign domination, both political and ccclesiastical. It was not, how-
aver, designed to cut England off from the historic sequence and tradi-

tion of the holy mother church,

It hes sonetinmes been said that by his action Henxy VIIT had
founded a new Churche That is absurd; neither he nor his theo-
logians believed that in shaking off the adminictrative claims
of the Fope thoy were cubtting thamsclves off from the cormmmion
of the historic Church. Unlike the Continental reformers thoy
tookk care in fixing the outward constitution of the Church %o
contimee it as it had always beeny; except for the one fact that
they would have no foreign interference. That a brecch hed
ocourred Letween the King of England end the Pope, a brench that
Involved the people of England, was obvious; but such things had
occurred before, and that it was not regarded by Rome as a new
departure was shown clearly emough in sflf when, for a season,
ghe closcd the breach that had boan made.t

17”@.&, On. E:J;P_-, De hs.
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Conscquently at the time of Henry's death the Church of England was
in 211 respecis, save papal supremacy, orthodox in creed. Tho docbri;xe
of the Hass is indicative of this. So long as Henry lived the lMass »e-
tained its orthodox significance, i.c. that of a propitiatory sacrifice,
It was on this vory issue that the Iutherans voiced their disagreement
with the English Church at the Zondon Conference of 1538.18 The follow-
ing yoer Henry published his very orthodox "Six Articles," one of which
maintained that "private lasses [f.c. for the dead] are agreeablo to God's
laweY? ot less orthodox were all of the rost of the doctrines of the

chwreh, The English Church was schismatic but not horotical as far as
the Roman Catholic faith was concernede

Hevertheless Homry realized thet the reforming party was gaining
ascendancy and that the subsequent reign would have to recognisze them.
In the interest of the crown he sought to perpetuate a comoromise in the
esteblishment of the officlal religion. For this reason he had in his
will set up a govermment in which the opposing forces acting with equal
strength would produce stebility by counter balance. Catholic and re-
former were oquelly ropresented in the body of testementary czecutors
which he had appointed to govern the kingdom during his son's minoridy,.
Any corpromise, however, was a victory for the roformers and under Edward
VI the Reformotion moved certainly snd surely forward, if slowly and moder-
ately wnder Protoctor Somerset, then somewhat more rapidly end violently

183, constant Reformation in Paglands Introduction of the Rofor-
natdon, Dot e B VT (TETEIEE) (Hew Yorks Shood snd Herd, T9L2),
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under the Earl of Waruiclk,

Our purpose, however, is not to trace the course of the Bnglich Re-
formation. %o are not so much interosted in tho refom:l.ng_party o8 we
are in those few men who felt 1t necessary to reforn the roformers, the
left wing of the reforming party. In this group we sece %he origin of
vhat later came to be called Puritanism, They are 28 yeb no organized .
‘party, Lub nonetheless thelr protests are clear, and their influonco is
felt. The lines that commect them to their Eiizabothan brethren are un- 4
nistaknble. e chall atiempt to trace two of these relationships: that
of vestiorionism and discipline,

During the first two yoars of Edrrard!s reign the reformers of all
degrees were findamentally agreed on tho necessity of ebolishing specifi-
cally Ronon Cntholic practices. That a movement in this direction was
the 17111 of the people may be judged by the fact that in the first year
of Bdwvard!s reign Parlimmont-repealed Henry!s treason eond heresy laws
end his hated fict of the Six Articles.?? The First Book of Homilies of

a2 Protestant hue and injunctions decidedly "puriten® were issued by the

govermment. These advances were secured by the appearence of the first

Dook of Common Prayer in 15k9. It was enforced by an Act of Uniformity
which enjoined its use upon all the clergy. The phraseology of the book
vas carefully fromed to admit almost any view or interpretations0 Doc-
trinally, it was a compromise between Romonism, Tutheranism and Celvinism,l

195mi'bh, _Odg. c_j:b_., pl 310'
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The concerted effort vhich this initial stege of the Reformation ro-
quired on the part of the reformers must have kept them in close agree-
ment. Begimming in 1550, however, differences of opinioh cmerge. The
nost significently Puriton of theso is associated with 2 man named John
Hoopers

Up %o the time of the dissolution of the monasteries John Hooper had
been a monk: of the very amstere Cistercian order at Clesve, in Somersct-
shire, Coming under the influence of the anti-sacerdotelist writings of
Zringli and Bullinger he loft E:gland in 1545 to live at Strasburg. From
1547 to 15h9 he lived ab Zurich, in constant touch with Bullinger hingclf.
In Moy 15k9 he returned to England and was appointed Chaplain, first to
the Duke of Somerset, and then to the Iing,22

Hooper ot once became a very popular preacher and was chosen to de-
liver the Ient sermons of 1550 before the king, He took this occasion to
point out certain "remmants of popery! in the newly enforced Frayer Boolk
and. urge revision, Shortly thereafter by the interest of Somerset, ai-
though contrary to the wish of the other bishops, he was nominated to the
bishonric of Gloucesters However, he refused to be consecrated to office
in the vestments customary to the Church of England. He was forbidden o
proach but disregarded the ban and after frultless entreaty by the arch-
bishop he was committed to the Fleet Prison in the early part o£‘1551.
Solitude proved strong persuasion and in less than throe weeks Hooper pro-
fessed to Crammer his belief that vestments were "things indifferent! to
be ordered according to the discretion of the church. On ifavch 8 he was

22John Henry Blunt, Tho Reformation of the Church of Englond (Tew
York: E., and Je Be '!ou;g-— ey ’W
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consecrated in full regalin ~ thercafter wearing the "Aaronic habits®
only when requived to do 50423

It seems a singularly insignificant episode upon which to base the
origin of one very important phase in the history of Puritanism. How=
ever, 1t was not mere quibbling over preference of clerical attire, The
Romenisn of the Church of England has been left virtually untouched
throughout the reign of Henry VIIT. Reformation in docirine and ritual
had just begun with the Bdwardian reign and it was the wish of every re-
former that ultimately complete disassociation with the forms of popery
nmight be effected. Certainly the pricstly vestments were part of the
heritoge of Rome and as such should be abolished. But the problem was
not that simmle, The Church of Englond wished to cast off her Romenism
but in o doing she did not wish to lose her Catholicity or "quality-of-
being~tho-true~-church," It wes not the business of destruction they were
engaged in but rather the business of renovation. This was the nroblem
of the vestments. liany of the bishops themselves disepproved of the vest-
ments tecause they wore associated with the abuses of Rome, - Bul they
also had another significance for the bishops - these vestmonis had been
consecrated to the use of the true and only church. To Hooper, however,
on the tip of the left wing, tho vestuents meant only one thing: 2 denial
of the Protestant doctrine of tho priesthood of all believers, and that
was to compro:::l.se-, yos, even to defeat, the Reformation. Iooper was
forced to conceds, but the issue had been clearly and firmly raised and

was not forgotitone
Tt is interosting to note that of the o prominent contenmorary
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theologians who alone supported Hooper in his argument against the vost-
ments, one was John a!lasco, the oxiled Polish bishop. For the second
significant beginning of English Puritanisn centers around this eminent
divine who wos neither English nor Puritan,

Joln allasco, an intimate friend of Archbishop Crammer, was the lead-
er of the Polish Zwinglian refugeos in Inndoﬁ. He arrived in liay of 1550
and sometime thereafior was appointed "superintendent", or presbyterian
bishop, of all foreign congregations in the Iondon area. In spite of the
deterained opposition of the bishops, allasco was able with the King's
heln to cstablish a congrepation of the Flemish, Germen and Itelian
groups vnder a single Reformed constitution. By 1553 this congrogation
wes 5o well establishéd that no foreignor could gain English citizenship
unless he had node a satisfactory confession of faith to this congrega~
tion,2l :

The a'Lasco church had been given the expressed right by the Council
"to enjoy, use, and cxercise their own rites and ceremonies and their omm
peculiar ecclesiastical discipline, notirithstonding that they do mot egree
with the rites and ceremonies customary in our !d.ngdnn."zs One wonders
at this un-e:a_\icc'!:.ed mognanimity toward radical foreigners at a time when
the Church of England wes exceedingly wary of going too far oo quickly
in her ovn Reformetion. Bub according to atLascols omun account of the
venture there was much method in this seeming modness. AlLasco states
thet the purpose of the King and Council in pernitting this island of

hgnappen, ope cites pe Ile
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redical reforn to flourish :in the heart of Iondon was to give a preview
of the £}:.r’ohsr reform which England would enjoy as soon as the nrepara-
tions could be m.'.-.dta.26
: The #wo areas in which atLasco's Tondon church were to set the pat-
tern for further English reform were those of church polity and church
discipline.2? In both of these it was tyrical of the Reformed ideel which
the Puritans were to strggle so long and hard to make the official Iing-
lish systame. The church government involved a combination of clerical
leadership and lay responsibility. The ruling elders were ordained to
office for life like ministers ond had mmch the same standing a5 the
clergy. Their discipline provided for examination-of the commmicant!s
life by the rling elders prior to his commming, Ecwcommmication was
pronounced by the elders upon the approval of the entire congregation and
was equal to social ostracism. Even the clergy were subject to this dis-
¢inline, Instruction and discipline was the keynote of worship services
and all congregational meetings. Congregationel gatherings Guring the
weel: for spirituval edification ware also part of the clergy-laity pro-
pram. Under Elizsbeth these "prophesyinzs,! as they were called, grew
into an impressive movement and furnished the mediwm by which muoh of the
Puritan doctrine was spreads z

The complete vealization of such reform in the Clurch of England,
of course, never came, but the atiempt of Edward's reign wes not without
results. The 1552 Prayer Book shows definite progress along Puritan

26Ibido; Pe 9l
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Iines over the First Prayor Book of 1549, It had eliminatod the alb and
chaguble and had given the sacrament an unmistakably Ziinglian intorpre-
tation.28 It also marks the appeavance of the WBlack Rubric.® This was
an expross statement that the customary kmecling for tho Cormmion did
not imply worship of the elements nor a belief in the doctrine of trans-
substantiation, It was included as a concession to the protests of Hooper
and a'Tesco and John Knox against the practice of kneeling for Comrmmion.
These signs marked the way. The direction was definitely toward a reform
more Puritan than Anglican. It was rumored that a third and thoroughly
reforned prayer book was to follow and certainly the contimied suoport of
the young [ing could be looked fore. It seamed that a thorough "purifying®
of the Church of England wos only a question of time. Then, in 1553, the
King, just sixteen yoars old, dicd and the hope of the Puritans pessed
with him,

The Reign of Mary

The reign of lary Tudor is significant to the history of Puritanism
by its reaction rather than its direction. !ary'!'s nanifest purposc was
to reinstate the Roman Catholic religion as it had been before her father
had severed the Church of England from the Pope. She associated Protes-
tentism with the tragedy of her mother!s life and the unhappiness of hor
childhoods Further, her claim to the throme and hex very legitimacy were
based upon the Pope's decree that Hemry's first marriage, l.c. to Kathor-
ine of Aragon, was valid and his subsequent relation with Amme Boleyn
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adulterous. But more importont as a motive for her action 45 tho fact
that Ilary Tudor, unlike her father and her half-sister, was a gemuinely
religious woman who had dedicated herself to the task of bringing England
back o the true faith.

Bub in tragic iromy her very sosl and consecration killed forever
all hope of ever accomplishing the task. In the four years of her rcign
she had burned 286 Englishmen on the charge of horesy.2? But inotead of
cauging a return Yo the Catholic faith, these burnings had exactly the
opposite cffccte Imes snecaks of Mary's persecutions as the most disas-
trous example on record of one who with conscientious and destructive per-
sistence aimed at an ideal which her own methods made foreover impossible
of attaiment"30 jfary sacrificed her heart in what sho decmed o sacred
cause only to discover that by her own deeds it was irreparably ruined,
"These martyrdons did more for the spread of anti-Roman sentiment than
all previous govermuontal offorts had accomplishedsdt

Certain of the reform measures of Edvard's reign were not well re-
celved, but in the anti-Catholic reaction of ifary's roign these lmmova-
tions were somewhat glorified. The First and Second Prayer Books, and
tho Forty-Two Articles had been ha.'l.'l.mzed in martyrts blood. Puriten and
Anglican united to face a common foe and even the despised radical Hooper,
whom Ridley had bub a few years before accused of Ansbaptism,32 now en-

29verry, op. Cites Pe 25
BOME’ One. 9_1_?_., Pe 2li2,

3Xpinston Walker, A History of the Christion Church (Hew Yori:
Charles Scribmer!s Son?,'m%% Pe 13

BZE’QPPGB: Ope Cites Pe 83,

e e




2
tered by nartyrdom into the reformer's company of saintse Within four

years Protestentism, even "Puriten® Protestantism, had beecome o rospecied
religion with 1ts oun revered tradition. It was deemed a truc faith; the
earnestness of it had been tested. Thus Hary's atiempt to stop the Refor-
mation had stimleted and assured its progresse

Significant as the llariom persecution was for the work of the Refor-
ners, even more cignificant was it for the development of the ultra-refor-
ners, the Puritanss For not evoryone desired the opportuity of prowving
his faith in the fire. Some cight mwmdred clergymen and laymen £led to
the continent as soon as the persccution begene It is Importent to note
that they did not f£ind shelter in the Imtheran churches of Horthern Germeony
= indeed, Perry naintains that they sought asylum there and were "churl-
ishly refusedt33 - but in Switzerlend, tho Iow Countrics, and tho citics
on the Mhine, tho strongholds of Calvinism end Zidnglisniem. This is
whore Puritenisn got its education, It is significant that it was a Cal-~
vinistic or Reformed oducation. It wms here that Elizabethan Puritenism
was concoived.dlt

Almost the entiro body of exiles settled in fowr placess Frankfort
on the lfoin, Geneva, Zurich and Basel, The first two of these are of pexr-
ticular interest to us for in their history we f£ind the begimnings of
each of the three groups of Elizabethan Puritmns: the Anglican Puritans,
the Reformed Puritons and the Independent or Separatist Puritans.

The advance group of the Frankfort congregation, under the lecader-
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phip of William Whittinghom, wos given the right to share tho licissfroucne
irche which had already boen assigned to a French congrogation. The
grant wes piven on the condition thet the exiles accopt the French Gon-
fession of Taith and employ an order of service approved by the French
congregation to avold creating offenses The church polity and discipline
were modeled after the Roformed pattern of a'lascols Inondon congregetion.
Cverjoyed with these generous concessions the Frankforters begzed the
other cumigre! congregations to jJjoin them. The congregations at Strass-
burg (led by Edmnd CGrindal, later Archbishop of Centerbury) and at Zue
rich (led by Chambers and Lever) gave indications of joining but on the
conciltion that nermission be obteined from the Frankfort nogistrates to
use the Inglish order of service of the Second Praycr Book of Edward VI
To deny this they felt was to deny the feith which their fellow church-
men wore even now sufforing for in England. It soon doveloped that the
Trankforters desired the furthor Reformed order which they were using and
the other emigre's desired "to have the face of an English clrch,” Ilei=-
ther wuld compromise so wnion was not effected, At this timo the Franl-
fort congregation was joined by John Foxe and another group from England,
swelling the pro-Eaglish faction to the majority. Soon an open rupture
occurred end Whittingham and John Knox (uho had arriwved before the Foxe
tTouble) were ungraciously forced oute These tio men and the pro-Re-
forned group then settled at Gensvas3?

§hus bofore Purlienism had even come into its omn it charecterized
' 1%861f as a house divided, Iater under Elizabeth all of the returned cx-
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1les desired the further reform of tho English Church but scorcely two
agreed on the extent and method of reform. Had the exiles presented a
united front upon their retwmn the Elizabethsn Settlement would have been
forced to acknowledge the Puritan reform. Bub here at Frankfort divisions
were begun and the greatest division, that of Anglican Puritan versus Ge-
neva Puritan, was never clogeds

The Whittingham-Knox group arrived in Gemeva October 13, 1555. By
February of the following year an order of worship and govermnment had
been published which was thoroughly Calvinistic, even adopting the Gemeva
catechism. The Reformed system of church discipline was enforced to de-
termine fitneas for church merbership and Commmion privileges. Weckday
meetings for the interpretation of scripture, alin to the later "prophe-
8ylngs," were also observed.

This group wes the largest and most importent of the emigre! congre-
gations, claiming, at one time or ancther, a fourth of all the English
edles, Something of its importance may be judged from the nzmes of la-
ter Eligabethan bishops and deans which 1t included. Thomas Lever, James
Pillkington, John Scory, Thomas Semoson, Laurence Humphrey and Ifles Covere
dale are but a few. It was this congregation which produced the Genava
translation of the Bible - of mommental influence in the strengthening
of Puritan laity.36

The Frankfort congregation provided the third branch of Puritanism
also, that is the Independents The group that remained afbor Vhitting-
han and Enox departed was once again torn in strife. The issue, brought
t0 a focus over the distribution of relief money sent over from England,
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contested the authority of the pastor as leader of the church, Forty-two
of the sixty-two members held that “the church was above the pastor and
not the pastor bove the churchs"! The docwnent of chmrch polity dram
up by the congregational party at this time held that "the congregation
assenbled 1s a particular visible church" and theoretically is the only
ecoclesiastical unit. Any and all disagreement among the ministers and
elders was to be referred to the congrogation.3® Enoppen points to this
as the beginning of the Independent or Congregationalist wing of Puritan-
ism,.

The curse of Elizabethan Puritanism was its lack of unity, The
seeds of division were sown among the Marian exiles. In the next chapter
we shall see how the Puritan cause alternately rose and fell bub never
succeeded of 3ts purpose because of its basic disunity.

37Ibido’ Pe 156
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CHAPTER TIT
ELIZABETHAIl PURTTANISH
The Ilizabethan Settlement

The cxmectation of a change in religious policy with the change in
monarchs was widespread but it was uncertain what its extent and charac-
ter would be. The only prodiction which could be made was that England
would not contimue under the suzerainty of the pope as she had under lary.
It was scarcely conceivable that this daughter of Henry VIIT, who owed her
very clain to the throne to her father!s usurpation of papal authority,
and vho in the cyes of the pope was illegitimate,- should agk Rome's bless-
ing upon her reign,

There was very 1ittle indication of the coming policy to be found in
the young Gueen's personal religous preferences., Religion with her was
policy and nothing else,* It is a tribute to Elissbethfs cunning or the
statecraft of her advisors that the f£inal breck with Rome did not ocour
wntil 1570, eleven years after her accessiom. Birt maintains that ab the
time of Elizabeth!s accession the pope "Paul IV, was ready to acknowledze
Elizabeth in due course after she had observed the formality of notifying
her accession to him. "2 He states that at this time the pope intended
to offer no opposition to Elizsbethts claim to the throne, thether this

%4114 Pierce, An Historical Introduction to the Harprelate Tracts
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was actunlly the case or nn;t, it was the most prudent course at tho tine
for the new Cueen to avoid cormitting hersclf to a definite policy which
would certainly sliemate elther the Catholics or the Anglicans or the
Puritans of her realm,

But regardless of what policies were forming in the GQueents mind,
the lierian exiles retwrned with a naive certeinty that now the Hew Jeru-
salen would be speedlly accomplisheds Those of the Geneva congregation
wrote to the others asking for mmtual forgiveness and desiring "to wunite
with them in preaching God's word, and in endesvoring to obtain such a
forn of worship as they had seen practiced in the best reformed churches.">
This proposal, dispatched by Knox, was however, cooly received. Perhens
it wvas that the exiles supposed no such politdcal precaution would be nec-
essary since all Englislmen were likemindedly looking forward to a thor-
ough Reformation. It was also that non of the exiles wished to znear
to be in synpathy with the author of The First of the Trumpet Against the
Honstrous Regiment of Women. Although it had been writien to prove the
unseriptural besis of Mary's rule, it had succeeded in attaching Eliza-

beth's displeasurc also. It was clear that John Knox: and his fellow Gene-
vons would never be the favorites of the now Queen,

Lacking a single unifying plan the exiles were at the mercy of a
strong-minded Queen. Elizabeth personally disliled the barren and austere
religion of the followers of Calvin, To the end of her life she rotained

3vaniel Heal, The His of the Puritans or Protestant Hon-C
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in her private chapel a form of the Hass that was more Roman than Reformedl
- mch to the dismay of the reformers. To her personal dislike of Puri-
tanism was added her instinct of political caution. She was politically
conscious of both Romanist and Reformer. Too Calwvinistic a Reforwation
would offend her Catholic subjects. Further, she had no intention of lot-
ting Puritan doctrines such as women having no right to rule snd just re-
bellion of subjects against their sovereigns (Knox) gain any strength in
England. The Queen was the obstacle in the Puritants path = and she re-
mained such throughout her reign. Recognizing this the cmigre's sought
to moke what peace they could individually. GCollective bargaining had
not been possible because of disunity and cach man made what terms he
could with his sovereign. The brilliant scheme of the Geneva congrega-
tion thus Lroke down for lack of cooperation.

The Pirst Parliament of Elizabeth convened the twenty-fifth of Jan-
nary, 1559, and sat until the eighth of May. It was this Parliament which
passed the important Acts of Supremacy and Uniformity. These two acts
constitute the foundation of the entire ecclesiastical legislation of
Elizabeth!s reign,

The Act of Supremacy decreed that every ecclesiastdcal person mst
take an oath to the offect that the Queen is the only supreme governor of
the realm, as well in all spiritual or ecclesiastical things or causes as
temporal, and that mo foreign prince or prelate has any ecclesiasticel or
spivitual euthority within her dominionss Any person refusing to take the
oath wes to forfeit "all and every ccolesiastical and spiritual promotion,
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benefit and office, ond eovery temporal and lay promotion and office which
he held at the time of rofusal."® The act also gave ‘the Queen power o
appoint cammissioners to exercise coclesiastical furisdiction,b which
authoriby gave rise to the court of High Commission. This court, under
Whitgift and Bencroft, became the hierarchyls most effective instrument
against the Puritanss

The compemnion Act of Uniformity provided for the uniformity of com=
mon prayer and service in the church and adninistration of the sacra-
nents, Here again all esclesiastical jurisdiction in matters of vest-
ments and ceremonies was delivered up to the crown., In this act the hand
of the Queen is clearly sct ageinst the Puritans, A committes of Anglican
churchmen and only the milder Puritans (none of the CGeneva cxiles were
appointed) wes chogen to review King Edward's liturgy with the instruc-
tions "4o sirike out all offensive passages against the pope and to make
veople easy about the belief of the corporal presence of Christ in the
secramenty but not a word in favor of the stricter Protostants."! Rites
and dercmonies were, in her opinion, matters of indifferences and those
of the church Roms were preferable to others because they were vensrable
and pommous and because the people were used to thems This committce went
considerably beyond the liberalism of the Second Prayer Book of Edwaxd in
their recomendations. The (ueen rejected all of theose suggestions and
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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-
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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
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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 ®
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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
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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
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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
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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,
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The progress end direction of the Puritan movement at this time is
accuratély sumed up by Frerc.
Thus gradually nonconformity became g definitely presbyterian
organisation, pledged to work within the Church for the abolition
of ‘episcopdcy, for a:new view of the ministry vhich was not that -
of the Book of Common Prayer, for a new system of discipline vhich
was not that of the English Church, and for a new scheme of worship
which chould tolerate mch that at present was not tolerated and
forbid mmch that was at present enjoined, Tho movement was thus -
not one for liberty of opinion or practice, but merely for the
substitution of a new coercive system in plice of the old ons.22
Consequently the next round developed into an attack on the enisco-

pacy of the Established Churchs
The Disciplinarian Controversy

Tt i3 not without significance that the next phase of English Puri-
tanisn take its origin in the universiticss In its begimming stages Pur-
itanisn claimed many of the great -acholars of its day, It did not origil-
nata:mareligionofﬂmzﬁhble;orevenofthemdﬂoc]asawh:lohlater
supported ite It began as a movement of the clergy and remained predozt-
nantly =o until the later part of Eliszabeth's reign when the prosbyterian
movement wes underwsys Even then it was entirely clergy directed. Nor
maitmerelyﬂmmlcmtmtaoftheelcrgyassmofthemucanm-
torians are wont to style them.2> Consistently the moot learned theolo-
gions and the most persuasive preachers were sympathetic to the Puritan
cense. Parker himself noted that the thirty-seven divines who refused to
subscribe were the best of the clergy and preachers in gll Iondon, The
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early Puritwns in the main were the clear-eyed men of vision while the
Anglicans vere the provincial reactionaries, This is evidenced by the
fact that English Protestants with any foreign experience invariably
attached themselves to the Puriten party.2s

Of the wniversities Cambridge, particularly, was the oradle of the
Puritan cause in the decade begirming with 1570, Hundreds of young men
embarked from here resolutely convinced that further reformation of the
church was necessery if the return of Romanism were to be forever pre-
cluded, ifot the least influential factor in shaping these stolwarts was
the addition of Thomas Carturight to the Cambridge faculty toward the end
of 1569, The first course he 'I;auight in the Lady lMargaret Professorship
becane a lendmark in tho history.:of Purd tanism.

In the epring of 1570 the new professor began a series of leotures
on the first two chanters of .Actsf. In these he dealt with the question
of eccleslastical polity as, in hi:l.a mind, it arose from the exegesis of
the text. As an exegete he read Presbyterianism in the organization of
the first chrjstianchn-chandhsimumbla'ho separate the function of
the interpreter from that of an advocate. Ho maintained that the modsl
set up in the Apostolic Ghurchu?:BthemdelforaJltﬂme. The error of
episcopacy was obviousj consequently the hicrarchy of the Church of: Eng-
land mst be changed. _

The force of his eloquel.:ceandtheﬂe:lghtofhis scholarship nade
Cartwright's lectures a sensation at the university. The avthorities were
urged to investigate and upon Cartwright!c declaration that the content of
his Six Articles was not mere academic scholarship with him but honest
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conviction, he was deposed and left for Genevas The gist of the Articles
is worth quoting since it is the basis of the entire disciplinarian cone
troversy.
The names and offices of Archbishops and Bishops should be abol-
ished. In their stead the offices of Bishops and Deacons, as do=-
seribed in the New Testament should be established, The Bishop
should have a purely spiritual function and tho deacon should care
for the poor. The government of the Church should not be en=
trusted to Chencellors of Bishops or Officials of Archdeacons,
etc.y; but to the minister and the Presbytery of the Church.
Each minister should be attached to a definite congregation.
lo one chould, like a candidate, seek the office of a minister
and none should be created ministers by the authority of Bishops,
but chould be elected by a Churche All should promote” this re-
formation according to their several vocations, i.e. the magis-
tratebylﬁsn%hori s the minister by presching; znd all by
their prayers.

Upon the platform of thoir new leader the Puritans were_ eager to
build snd in the Parliament of 1572 they submitted a bill to legalize
Puritan nonconformity with respect to the Prayer Books They were seeking
help in Porliement because the 1563 incident convinced them they could
expect no quarter from the bishop controlled Convocation. But the Gueen
had no ‘thought of allowing the reform of tho church to pass into the hands
of a Puritan heavy Parlisment. While the bill was in passage the Queen
sent word that 1t must be surrendered to her and in the future no bill
concerning religion was to be introduced into the House unless it was pre-
viously approved by Convocation.

This defeat ab the hends of the (ueen occasioned the f£irst Puritan
manifesto, vhich was published as an appeal to public opinion. It vas a
Yook in two parts, the firsb cntitled "An Admonition to the Perlisment!
andthesmmd“Aﬂm:ofPopishMesﬁtrminthemmhcw,

2%, . T. Scobb Peorson, Thomas Carturight and Elizshethan Puritenisn
15353603 (Cambridges m’mivﬁw%, e
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for the vhich Godly Himlsters have refused to subscribe.' The aim of the
£irst treatise is to point out the glaring contrast betwoen the Apostolic
Church and the Church of England and to advocate the abolition of episco=-
pacy for presbyterisnism. The second is mainly an attack on the Prayer
Book, "oulled and picked out of that popish dunghill, the Portuise and
Hass book."2® Tho success of the boolk was overvhelming.

The authors, Field and ¥ilcox, were promptly approhended and impri-
goned tut the press could not be wncovereds Soon "A Second Admonition to
the Parlianment® appeared giving a detalled exposition of the Puritan
ideal of church goverment. The author suggested a seriecs of ecclesias-
tical assenblies or conforences, which are described as meetings of cere-
tain ninisters and laymen to exercise themaelv'as in "prophesyings or in-
terpreting the Scriptures," Also Maffairs of the church" and "demeanors
of the ninisters nay be examined and rebuked," Further arrangements in-
clude a provinoial synod as & check upon the conferences, a netional synod
and £inally a general synod of all church. Tho Admonition concludes
with an appeal 0 the Queen and the Council to see "these things put in
practice end punish those that neglect them,t27

When the popular ground swell caused by the Admonition did not soon
abate it became necessory farthe Estoblisiment to dofend itself in ans-
wer, Tn Thomes Whitgift, laber Archbishop, that amswer was forthcoming.
Appearing in Fobruary 1573, Whitgift!s Answer to the Admonition paragraph
by paragroph examined the Puritan manifestoese The two points which he
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chiefly attacked were the plea for equality of ministers and the suffi-
clency and authority of Scripture as a directory of occleslasticsl polity.28
¥Within a few months this book was ansuored by Carturight!s A Reply to the
Answers The battle was Joined. Within a year Whitgift published his
Defense of the Answer which drew from his opponent The Sccond Reply,
which, fortunately, cnded the exchanges

Some abtiention should be given to Cartinight!s first Roply since it
gives the chiof arguments which the Puritans adopted. The Second Reply
adds little but elaboration, To Whitgifil!s charge of Anabeptisa Cart-
wright enswers thab the Puritans seek no separation from tvhe true Church
vhich they explicitly declave to be the Church of England; thoy seck merc-
1y its further reformations And inecsmmch as tho State would bemefit by
the reform of the Church, the Puritons scek also the good of the State.
When Whiteifs classcs the Puritans with the Papists in their oprosition to
the Church of England, Cartwright points oub that the Papists misliko the
Prayer Book beocauze it veres from the Hass-book while the Puritans reject
it Lecause it is too close to the same, UThe Puritans would not only un-

horse the Pope bub wowld also teke ewey the stirrups so that he should

nmrgebmthesad&eagaﬂn."”
Tha chief contention of Carturight is that the Church of Englend is

wrong in its episcopal hierarchy which is a product of Rome and should bo
' reformed gecording to the model of the Apostolic Church. This he inter-
preted to be none other than Presbyterianism. Yhitglft holds that church
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polityisnmttervmiohsmmmrelemsto.thediﬂmﬁnnoffhammrch
and maintains that even what has been wrongly used by Rome may be rightly
used by the "reformed" Church of Englands Theoretically it is not the
authority of Scripture that is in dispwte; twb rather which things has
Scripture prescribed. Cartwright does not maintain that nothing is right
unless it is exprossly commanded in Scripture but he states that the Ford
of God does givo the direction of all things pertaining to the Clmrchs,
And cerbainly something s dmortant as church polity God would not over-
look. Cartwright's chief criticlsm of the.episeopacy is its organization-
al rank. The only bishops he can allow are "presbyters! and they mst
all be of equal importances*

The open attaclc was wpon the episcopacy, specifically, the bishops.
But in the case of the Church of England during Elisabeth!s reign, the
bishons were little more than the Queen's pams. Along with the further
veformation of the Church, indeed, as an essential part of that reforma-
tion the Puritans were striving for the right of the church to settle its
oun affairg, A secular authority, bo that the supreme ruler of the land,
was not to dictate the policies and preferences of the church. But to
attack the roysl supremacy was treason. Bishops, however, could be railed
against supposedly without indicating disloyalty to the Crown. But the
issue was soon to be clarificd and for that reason it is significant to
note that Carturight!s Reply presented the first clear statement rogard-
ing the limitations of the Crowm in ecclesiastical affairs. Cartiright
declared that the role of the Crown in church affairs was to execute, bub
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not to make, ecolesiastical laws Thet right ims given to the clergy

alone, L

A8 a final summary of tho Puritan ideal of church polity there ap-
peared in 157k a book by Walter Travers entitlod Disciplinse Ecclesiasti-
cae, the most memorable book on the Puriten side of tho controversy.
The purpose of the book was to discuss the proper calling, and function
of bishops and deacons according to correct ecclesiastical discipline
("the policy of the Church of Christ ordered and appointed of God for the
good administration and government of the same"33), Again diocesan epis-
copacy is rejected as unscriptural and the true bishop is the minister
of one clmrch - a criticism of the Anglican abuse of pluralities. Of
bishops there are two lkinds, doctors and pastors. The former are 'bise
hons who are ocoupied in the simple teaching and expounding of the holy
doctrine end true religion.® Tho duty of the pastors is to speak the
word of exhortation when necessary and to administer the sacramemnts. The
deacons are of two kinds also: the treasurers, or almoncrs, whose office
i3 o look after the poor; and the elders, or governmors, who rule over
the church along with the bishops in the consistorys In important matters,
hovever, the entire congregation mist be consulteds Tho author then
passes on to tho governing bodies which include groups of churches, con-
structing the same framework as presented in the Second Admonition (cf.

a'bove) oah

gnappen, ops clbe, s 2384
3aBroun, ope Clbe; Po 82,
33pearson, op. cites ps Uide
3lTbid., ppe Li3-he




L6
While it must be admitted that tho Puritan position of a divinely

ordained and wnaltersblo form of church govermment is not temsble, nover-
theless their criticism of the episcopacy is in many respects thoroughly
in keeping with the model of the Early Church. The secular greatness and
social distinctions of the episcopacyy ospccially in its Elizabethon abu-
8c3, could hardly be said to be congruocus with the spirit .of lNew Testa=
nent Christianity. Also, the element of corporate action, of the respon-
sibility of the lalty in congregational affairs, both in the choice of
officials and in the naintonance of discipline, must undoubtedly have ox-
isted in the lfew Testament Church recorded in Acts. Despite tho fact that
the Early Church rmst have had a quite different notion of what constitu-
ted "discipline®, tho evidence of congrogational participation is incon~
testiblo. /Another contribution which the Disciplinarien Controversy nay
be said to have made to the English philosophy of clmrch polity is its
clear stabtenont of the limits of gocular authority in ecclesiastical
causes, Henryls assumption of the title "Suprome Head of the Church" had
been questioned by no one before the Elizabothan Puritans.

Tho Disciplinarion Controversy marks the highmoint of Puritan eccle-
siastical philosophy. To the end of Elizaboth!s reign the position wms
never advanced beyond Carturight!s Reply and Traver's Disciplinae Ecclo-
slagticae and Stuart Puritonism sought altogethor different goals. Up to
this point, however, the movement had restricted itself to occaslional acts

of protest and voluminous statements of position. Excepting the scatiered
Separatist and Independent dersmstrations, which the Puritan movement con-
sistently refused to claim, the party had made no effort to put its doc-
trines into effect. Arising out of the Disciplinarien Controversy such
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an attempt was mode. This phese we shall consider under the title of the
Presbyterion ovenent,

Tho Presbyterian lovement

In 1575 Matthew Parker, the Archbishop of Canterbury, died. Ho wos
succeeded in office by idmmd Grindal, the mildly Puritan Bishop of Ion-
don, Grindal vas not aggressive in his Puritanism, but neither did he
hold that nothing of good could come out of Geneva. And ot least one cde-
velopnent which had risen from Reformed sources he esteemed very highly.
This was the Puritan practice of "prophesyings."

The torm derives from I Corinthians 1, 31: "Ye may all prophesy one
by one, that all may learn and all may be comforted.! The practice, o8
faxr as the English Church is concerned, originated swwith Jolm alLascols
Tondon congregation.3® They were gatherings, attended by both clerzy and
laity, designed to promote a lmowledze of the Seripture. At a time vhen
English preachers needed nothing more than a program of instruction vhich
would enable them to rise above the stage of merely reading government-
issued homilies, such cxercises as the prophesyings were woll thought o£,36
Especially in the early !170's this movement prospercd, shen the more pro-
gressive bishops backed it with thoir approvel,

Bub whatever else she may have been, in religion Elizebeth wes not
progresgive. She manted obedience rathor than intelligence and gpiritual
maturity in her subjec'bs.37 Cost what it might, ignorance secemed a small
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price to pay for docility, And the prophesyings, in thot they wore gothe-
erings of Puritan clergy; gave the appearence of conspiracy egainst her
throne. In 1576 she gave the orders to outlaw all such gatherings. How-
over, it seems the new Archbishop was mado of sterncr stuff than his nre-
decessor, Offering rather to resign his office, he refused for conscience
scke to oboy, wherewpon the Gueen sequestercd him for the remainder of
his life,

Elizabeth's political instinct was not betraying her in moving to
suppress the prophesyings. For out of these gquiet gatherings grew Elizabe-
then Puritanism's £inal attempt to reforn and supplant the royal Esteb-
lished Church, The prophesyings had begun in Horwich as early as 156k,
appeared in lorthampton about 1571, and were strengthened in Iondon in
1S7h by Bishop Grindal himselfe BEven aftcer the Queen's oxdor for suppres=-
sion certain of the Bishops, notably the Bishop of Chester, continued to-
encourage them, and not until Grindal died and was succeeded by tha thor-
oughly inglican John Whitgift was any concerted action taken against them.

The reason for their spread is undoubtedly found in the supnort they
enjoyed from the laity. The secular suthoritiecs in the provinces were
cooparating with the Puritan clergy to set up "little English Genevas®,
distriots vhich were virtually sutonomous for ecclesiastical purposcse3®
Thege congregations chose thoir own ministers and frequently handled mch
of the enforcement of civic discipline in church procedure. Uhen we con-
sider that at this time an estimated five-sixths of ccolesiastical bene-
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fices in England ware controlled by the laity,>? it is entively plausible
that nany provinces should be zble to disregard the profarences of tho
Crowne In mamy cases, Puritan control through syrmathetic magistrates
was strong enough to openly defy the authority of the Bishop which indi-
rectly bespoke the amthority of the Queen.llo fven more mmerous were in-
stances in vhich the Bishops indirectly supported the movement, at least
0 the extant of not mmprossing it.l%

Toward the latter half of the docade beginning in 1580 the movenent
began to take on e more orgenized character. The emphasis chifted from
the casual meeting for Scripture study to a formally organized congrega=-
tion within a congregation. The individual group was called a "classis®
and the concern became more that of discipline and organization than that
of doctrine, Also the movement began to spread beyond the Individual
clansis. The chire of Horthhampton, for examle, wos arrenged in three

separate classes, held in the towms of Horthhampton, Daveniry and Ketier-

ing. All three were then organized into a nrowvinecial synod which in turn
reported to an assembly which was held in Cambridgo. The Cambridge assem-
bly included the similar provincial synods of the following other shiress
Wamrick, Suffolk, Horfolk and Essex. The headquarters for all the assex-
blies was London.2 Tt is evident that the movement wos no haphaserd af-
fair, John Field, oporating out of Iondon, had carefully set about con-
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structing a wnified orgenization out of the discomnected rrophesyings.
By unceasing correspondence he kept the outlying groups in touch with the
organization. Vhere no prophesyings existed Flold commissioncd a Puriten
brother in the area to organize o new classis. Two or three times a year
the classes gent delegates to the'provineial synod and when Parliament
met something corresponding to the Scotch General Assembly was held in Ion-
don,li3

Thus the Furitans were able to accommlish mch in spite of the oppo-
sition of the Queen, as long as it was unknown to her. This course of
action was their only alternative zince nothing could be gained in Convo-
cation or on the parliamentary front. And yet it is significant that
even in this apparent sabotage of the episcopacy, the Puritans had no in-
tention of separating themselves from the Esteblished Church, Their pur-
pose was rather to bring about from within such changes as would make its
govermment conform more nearly 4o what they regorded as the Scrintural
ideal. Their design was to sebt up a discipline within a discipline, Pres-
bytery in Zpiscopacy,l¥t and they considered themselves within the limits
of the lav in doing co for they felt they were not destroying, but sireng-
thening the Estoblished Churchs, They were sorenely confident thab vhen
God's plan for the Church of England became manifest to those in aunthor-
ity, Presbyterienisnm would legally replace the Episconacye

But under Whitglft!s primscy it was not meant to be. The wealness
thot had alweys defeated them before was upon them again. Veokened by in-

llamlappﬂ'ﬂ, 22- _0_.5.2., e 28’:"5.
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ternal division theoy were not able to accomplish the task vhich lay aheed,
In 1567 whon Traver!s proposed Discipline was circulated among the closses
for adoption and subscription there was disagreament on two vital pointas
its harmony with Scripture, and whether it might Le used without danger
to the olurch, The Discipline wes presented at the Ganeral synods of
Combridge in 1987, at Coventwy 1588, and again at Cembridge in 1589 bub
no agrecnent could bo reached. Soon the orpanization begen to fall apart.
Field's death in 1508 hastened the disintegration process. Ficldl'a loss
to the party was groat; he had been the organizer, propegencist, and party
seeretery all in one.h"" Without his controlling hand the whole movement
collapsed for lack of internal agreement.

The cxbernal political situation also contributed to the £inel de-
feat of BElizebethan Puriteniom, With the defeat of the Spenish Armacda in
1588 the Catholic danger was comwlotely resolved and there no longer ro-
nained any reason for indulging the Puritans as a countcrbalence, Whit-
gif% had published his Three Articles demending subscription to the Book
of Cormon Prayer already in the f£irst year of his primecy but he still
lacked the meens of enforcements Bub by 1584 he had begun to refurbish
the Ecclesiastical Cowrt of High Cormission to supply that cocrcive power
vhich the bishops lacked. ith the complete cradication of the Catholic

threat in 1588 the Court wes ready to go into actiona
Incomectiontdthtlwactionofthiacaurtuemstramﬁuwﬂmtthe

h;!ma.ppen, 22. Ei_'b_o’ Do 293,
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nature of Henry'!s Reformation had caused the issues of Church =nd State
to become commingled. Fe had made the administration of the Clurch a
natter of political rather than ecclesiastical expediency and caused
every religious question to be loaded with political implications. Alter-
atlon of the scclesiastical system was the exclusive prerogative of the
Crowm. Disagreencnt with the Status quo wes seditious and any atiompt to
chango 1t was treason.i8 Such was the view Elisaboth tock of the Puri-
tans, They were cnemies of the Esteblished Church and thus enemies of
the Crown.

Indeed, Bancrofi!s sermon ab Paul's Cross in 1509 (which Usher views
as "ghe turning point in the history of Elisabothan nonconformityth9) hed
neasured their attempt to change the govermmont of the Church from Episco-
pacy to Presbyterianism as actual treasan.5° The prepsration of this
scrmon consisted in two years of intercepting Puriten leotiers and inves-
tigating the records of various classes, synods and assanblics. A some=
vhat more complaete compilation of the investigation was published by this
worthy divine in 1593 under the two titles, 4 Survey of the Prctended Holy
Discipline and Dangerous Positions. These books attempt to demonstrate

that Puritanism equals anarchye

By 1590 Bancroft was able to show his commissioner a convincing
enough casc against the Puritan Presbyterian movement and Whitgift began
to round up the leaders to appear before the Court of High Commission.

M_I'E___id.’ Pe !‘-ol
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Here the defendants were administercd the e officio oath, which was 2
convenient way of forcing a man to incriminate himself without bother of
accusers or witnesses. Carturight and his cohorts refused to tolze the ;
oath and eventually wero taken before the Star Chamber. Although the
trials were, on the whole, -indacisi.va, the two year imprisomment and the
scare of further legal action were sufficient to completely demoralize
and disorganize the Puritan party. By 1593 the last of the prophesyings
were broken up or disbanded.sl The Parlianent of that same yecar cnacted
a bill %o imprison all non-conformists wntil they either consented to con-
form or after a opecified time could be banished. Thus the entire matter
of ecclesiastlcal conformity was throvm into the cormon lar courts.52
After a little cxpericnce of the troatment they received at the hands of
the common law judges, Porry says "they perceived the wisdom of keeping
quict and concealed, and waiting the chances of a new reign,"53 Eliza-
bethan Puritanim's last attampt had endod in failure, and the Church of
Englend as established by Elizaboth was begiming to enjoy that respecte-
bility and frec accentance which comes only with ages

We have thus seen the origin of the movament of English Puritanism,
vhich is based on the conviction that the Chmrrch must, in the spirituel
and ecclosiosticel realm, be en autonomous body, capable of settling its
owa canges as it cees them in the light of God's Word. Ue have scen it
grow from a fou over-sealous reformers to a powerful force,

51Knappen, op. 25_-20, DDa 296"9'
52parry, ope Cibes Pe 336.
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whlch under Elizobeth was supported by the great majority of
serious-minded Protestants, and even at the end of that queen's
reign vas regularly ablo to comond a majordty in the House of
Cormons, the nearest thing to a truly representative body which
Ingland then possesscde At the same time we have scen this
great movement thwarted by the detcrmination of the rnling sover-
eigns, vho produced a great ecclesiastical rival to divide its
support and so were able to drive the clergy into a sectariemisn
which sepped thelr strength, lowered their nrestipge, and virtuelly
destroyed all hope of subjeoting the laity to offective discipiine.Sl
And in observing the movement in its origin and early dovelopment we
have seen it at its best. For 'bhe Puritanisn of the succeeding century
was lod umrillingly into the arena of political conflict to champion the
cause of constitutionsl govermment and individual liberty. Without offer-
ing to judge whether it supported justico or injustice in that phase of
its aristence, we mst recognise that the Puritaniam of the sixteenth cen-
tury was a movement led Ly a different class of men and for totally dif-
forent roasons and with vestly different methods than was that of the
seventoenth century. The basic and essential meaning of Puritenisn is

found in its origin and early development.

ﬂl’:‘\mm" Ops g_j;'E-, Pe 333"110




CHAPTER IV
TME POLITICAY, PROBLTS OF PURTTANISH

Puritenisn did not originnte as a political movement nor did it wish
Yo nchicve any political significance, In :I.tg essentizal meaning it nay be
said Yo deal in an altogether difforent realn then that which rogulates the
outward behavior of nem. The ond vhich it sought was a purely roligious
one, but the means it chose to achieve this end were to a great extont poll-
tical. Tt was for this reason that in the scventeenth century the movemont
was entirely swellowed up by its political aspect and surrenderced its ordg-
Inal veligious goal for one consistent with its nature and methods, There-
fore the political problem of Furitanism deservos some consideration.

As we have noted before, Henry's Reformation was essentially, if nob
exelueively, political in nature. It retained the Cathollic religion in
almost 211 nointe inbact with the one greet oxception of tho popal supre-
macy. Hemry wes not particularly intercsted in the doctrinal considera-
tions of the Reformation but he did recognize that the rcligion of the
English people in 1529 was wholly Catholic in habit and tradition and
vaguely Catholic in sentiment, He thorefore brole with the Catholic tra-
dition only as far as a denlal of napal supremacy deranded. His cenial
of vanal. supremacy and declaration of the royel supramecy were vholly po-
litical and nationalistic moves,

As a result two politically cignificant facts developed: first, in
all of Tudor history religious issues were abt the same tinme political
issuess seccond, the English Chmrch never came to an czarinetion cnd defi-
nition of the nature and function of the churchs The first fact axises
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out of Hemry's polltically motiveted assumption of the title of Head of
the Chmrch of England - to oppose the Church was to oppose the Cromm,
This was acoopted as natural and normal by Henry's subjects primarily be-
cause the secondfa;c'hma truce As long as the Reformation did not seek
to examine vhat the church is and what are its functions, it was both
handy and heloful to accept the king as the head of the Church,

Henry!s supremacy of the Church was based upon the idea prevalent in
sixbeanth centry England that the Church and the cormomiealth are contor-
minous., The Church and the Stete were thought of as but two aspects of
one thing, the cormmrealthel Therefore "to say the King is head of the
realn but not head of the Church, either means something cvidently absurd
or means nothing at all."® This wes a purely politdcel consideration and
as such needed no further explanation or elaboration. Dut when the matier
is considered from its religious aspcct the question arises, to what ez-
tent is the King the Head of the Church? Is the King the Head of the
Church nerely because he is the zovereign of those who belong to the
Church, or is he also their spiritual head in that he is to determine
their belicf? This question Henry's Reformation avoideds TI6 preached
the doctrine of royel supremacy bub wes careful not to define it.

The Tudor sovereigns were creating a national State and a national
government. To this end the establislment of nationel control of Gmrch
was e necessity. While wnder Hemry VIIT itwas possible to see the royal
supremacy 28 an istrument for the salvation of gouls, under Elizabeth,

13, W Allen, A History of Polltical t in the Sixteenth Century
(iow York: The Dial Fross, .[MCes 1920); Pe 107
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becanse of the widor dlvergence of belief, it became more and more ciffi-
cult to hold that viow. The Supreme Governor of both Church and State,
it sppeared, vas using her ecclosiastical power to further the purnones
of the State at the expense of the church. Instead of secking the estab-
lishment of "pure doctrine' and the salvation of souls the sccular sover-
elign was secking a compromise which would include the most peopes "Re=
cognition of the royal supremacy and attendance at the aunthorized and
official church sarvices becomes a test of lnyal'by'.“3 "The State was
very definitely shaping ecclesiastical policy, along lines believed to be
105t consonant with its secular ends.'t And yet this was cntirely in
keeping with the theory of the Church being conterminous with the Cormon-
woalth and the secular ruler belng supreme in both,

It wes on this point that Puritanisn became politically involved.
The assumtion which wes held by the Queen and the supporters of the Es-
tablishment wes all that was needed to prove that the docirines of tho
Puritans were seditious, in that they involved not only an atback on the
.Establiched Church but on the Croun which had established it. For the
assumpbion that the Church and the Commomwealth are identical involved
elther the belief that the Queen by Parliement could promounce infallibly
in matters of faith and religion or the belief that ono was in duty bound
0 accept her pronouncements ond act on them, right or wrong.® The
latter comes closer to what the Bishops of the Established Chuxrch eppear

BIb,. idu, De 172,

ks, ®. Jordan, The nevo%t of Xeligons Toleration in England
(Canbridg . Harvar;l Tnlversity Press, 3 Do ’
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to have thoughts Uhibtgift, in defending the concept of a national Chmrch
reguloted by the Crown, declared that even blasphemers and Papists mmsh
be counted merbers of the Church wntil they have been formally emcorrmmi~-
catede "Thus Papists abt heart vho are willing to conform have a resdy
and wnassailsble dofenca.®

Plainly enough WUhitgift was not seeking a religious validation for
the Church., Fe was primerily concerned about the maintenance of social
order, Of course, the Archbishop would not admit that it is within the
Jurisdiction of the secular ruler to bind men against their consciences
in those things which he names Fnoints of religion nocessary to salva=
tion.! In these things Scripture was the norm and gource of belief,

And, he adds, in the Church of England all of these are "as purely and
parfectly taught as ever they were in any Church sithence the Apostles!
tine "7 Bubt in such things as ave loft "indifferemnt® by Scripture, it is
the right and the duby of the Church to cormand. /And, of course, the
secular ruler, who is Supreme Governor of the Church, must decide which
things are "indifforent", And in such things the Crowm mey commend what-
aver it believes.

To the Puritans, however, such things as rites, vestments, and church
polity were anything but "things indifferent, ond even if they were; Ly
definition they were no'l:- 0 be commanded. But this disegreement was merc-
1y symptomatic of the basic disegreement with regard to the definition of
the nature and function of the churche. Cartwright, who was the spokosman

6Jordan, 9p. E_iﬁo, De 7.
? 7AJ_'I.m, 9p. cltes Do 17he




59

for Elizabethan Puribtanism, articulatod the view that Church and State
were scparate societies and consistently maintained that tho Puritan ate
tempt to refornm the Chmrch of England in no wise reflected adversely wion
the axisting civil gavenment.. This view, which Pearson refars to as
- "the two-lcingdom theory," deserves some considerations

Tho Church and the State, according to Cartwright, are distinct and
geparate bodies, tnt not wrelateds Thoy are likened to the twins of
Hippocrates who prosner or languish together. And yet the Church enjoys
a priority and superiority over ths States Otherulse God is made to give
place to men, And yot the Church depends wpon the State, for without the
ruler to protect and wphold it, thore could be no trus church.d

The difficulty is immediately gpparente Uhere is the line of depar-
cation Lotucen ccclesiastical and civic spheres of Jurisdiction? which
of tho "HirinsY ic the final authority? Here Cartwright is e:qa]iéi.t in
his clain for the Churche The Church!'s representatives would serve as
interprotors of the law of God, which it is tho duty of the State to en-
force.”? Therefore the secular ruler is the servant of Cod to establish
and defend the Churchi he is the Churchls c:ccutioner. "As it is the
privilege of ministers to interprob Codls laws, it is that of the magis-
trate to see that they are put into practice.?l0 Uhen the Cimrch becomes
diseased and corrupt Cartwright says the godly mogistrate mst take the

81, F. Scott Peavson, Chmrch & State (Gambridgo: University Fress,
1«928) 3 PDe 17-21.
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initiative to enforce the divine decrees.’l Bub even here Carturight
makes 1t clear that the Church is corrupt only wvhen it is not Presbyter-
lan, or Puritan, and the Ygodly magistrate” is godly only when he is a
true servant of Presbyborianiomel? NThe final arbitrament of the magis-
trate is thus accepted if he enforces the principles (?:E Puritonisn ond
o the Puritan is the finol judge after all.ndd

ind yet the Pruitans could not see that they were attacking the royal
supremacy of Elizabeth in ecclesiastical affairs, Withoul hesitency they
took the oath ackmowledging Flizaboth es Supreme Governor of the Church.ll
To them the royal supremacy in the church did not mesn the right to decide
volnts of cdoctrine and belief, but simply the right to enforce the deter-
ninations of Seripture which they supposed to be manifest and beyond all
doubis,

Tt is significent that the righis they were claiming for the Chmrch
were in actuality being claimed only for themselves, l.e. by "ithe Church"
they meant the godly, vhen they supposed themselves to be. The basic
disagreement beteen the Puritons and the Anglicans was this problem of
what constitutes the Church. The Anglicens mainteined it to be contermi-
nous with the Commomwealth, vhile the Prritans referred to it =8 "the
godly," vhich means Presbyterisns. What the Puritans aspired to in
their Discipline was "the establischnment of government by the godly of the
wngodly miltitude vhich they habitually demouncedenld
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1bide, pe 35
UiTpids, ps She
15x11en, op. cibes Pe 219

e T

—————— ~




61

The same men who denied that the mogistrate hod any right to dictato
Yo ‘then in mattors of faith and worship wished o mske of civil nower a
sword in the Church's hand. It may seem that they ¢id not see tho con-
tradiction. Zither they mst grant the same right, i.e., freedom of
faith ond worship, mst be granted to all men, or they were cleiming in-
£allibility for thoir owm personal judgments. Actually what they belicved
was thet although all men had the right to search the Scripitures, they
were not allowed to come to diffcrent conclusions than those of Fresty-
torian Puritenim,id

The single false promise upon which Puriteniom wes based is this
thot Seripture bears bub one internretation and that must be Puritamisme
Right or wrong this is still a completely “religious" concept. Bub when
the cecond pramise, namely thabt whatever is scriptural it mst be adopted
and sunported by tho State, then the goal, which is religious, is bang
sought with political means. It was for this roason that Elisebeth felb
obliged to oppose it because she as seelding, not the esteblishment of
go-called seriptural trubh, bub tho creation of a strong, wified, nation-
contcious Ingland,

B7bid., pe 22k
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