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CAAPTER I
IETRODUCTION

The dphrese "comwn meyers” was used in the middle of the oix-
teenth century to simify vhat we call "publie worship.” It was in the
pblic vorship, perticulaprly the celebration of the mehar.tt,. thet the
Common man felt the apiritual bond between himself and the rest of the
Cimroh. 3% wes in "cormon prayer” that the individusl realized the
catholicity of his faith. But by the end of the Pirst quarter of that
eventful century, the mighty tocein of reform had sounded from the
Europesn continent, ond thet catholicity wes threctened. The reforming
volce of Martin Inther had caught the listening ear of all Europe, end
Eaglend was forced to listen end to act. Whet sterted out 4o be &
plitical menouver on the part of King Henyy VIII soon hecomo ocutwight
religious meform. Once the papsl supremscy wae denied, together with
met of the other excesces of Rome, 1t becsme imperetive for the Church
in Englend 4o reform from the ground up. The unity wes broken. HNew
walfying principles, ayert from those that hed existed for centuries
before, hed to be found. In the minds of the English Reformers, aside
fron the eupremsey of the Englich King over the Chuxch, it seemed that
mblic worship, common preyer, was the most important of these wnifying
principles. That this principle might be realized in the lives of all
Enzlishmen, unifora liturgloal reform was imsugurated in 1549. In thet
Year the firnt Book of Common Prayer wes made the binding mrinciple in
liturgicel worship by en Act of Uniformity. It is still that today.
Luther Reed seys that the Common Prayer Book “hes been for centuries
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& factor second only %o the epiacopocy itself in unifying end perpet-
uating the Chmvch of Englend end the Anzlicen Cormmmndion.”t

The Book of Commnn Preyer was not 2 new form of worship in the
senge thet the formlas and mbrics indiceted were novelties. We might
say, ruther, thet 1% was o tmnslation end oompiletion of pome of the
best (end some inferiow, too) of the ancient service books of the
Catholic Church. The same could be said for those Dooks that were
being used in the Lutheren Church in Germany at that ¢time. The prob-
lems of Liturgical weform for Loth the Continental Reformers and those
in Englard were virtuelly the same. According to Henry Eyster Jacobs,
thore were three tosks which the weformers of liturgical useges haé to
perform. They were

1. Trenslate the service.

2, Correct the Romieh errors hy omission and amendment.

3. Supplement whet was lecking (Reintroduction of good older
forms; insewting chonges, etc.).2

In vespect o these thwxee tasks the Lutheren Refoxmation led the field,
80 o spesl. This wao only natural, since the Reform Movement had
started in Germany. And 1t wes only natural, too, that the leesders

of liturgzical refoym in Englond should loock to the Continental Re-
formers for gnidence in carrying out their service reforws.

Jtnther D. Reed Lutheren Litumey (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg
Press, .:-191'7).! D ]é‘?-m

2
Henry Eyster Jacobs Iutheren Movement in Enslend (
elition; Philadelphia: Gu;e?i Council Publication House, 1916), p. 220.
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The question ie, of course, how much influence did the German
Reformers cxercice over the Baglish? Were their principles of liturgi-
cel reforma the s=me? It will be the purpove of this research to iry to
discover just how much the Reformevs in Encland depended on the infiu-
enze of Imtheren veform; how mach they actually tock over into the Book
of Common Prayer from the Cermen service books. It cemmot be denied
that the Iutheran Refommation exerted a tremendous influzence in Englend.
Was thic marely e political infivence? Or did Lutherea theology pene-
trete deeply into the Fnzlish cystem et thet time?

Ve live in e time when there ic a vesurgence of historical interest
in ¥hie climmetic pexdod of the world's hictory. Scholays are reaiizing
the lmportince of re-examining the basic principles, methods, end con-
clusions of the Reformation. Porellel with this i1s & remewed interest
in the liturgy of the Church, If we take seriously the Tect .that the
external Church's uaity hes been broken; if we teke sericusly the fact
thet this unity should be desized; if we realize that this unity canmot
be forced, tut must be valideted by @ comzon history, & commom puypose,
and 2 comen bellef, then, if thio vesearch does vhat it mets out to
@0, itc importence will at once bz obvious. The study of history cenm,
in no> omall wey, enlarge our understending of those mot in agreement
vwith us, eliminate prejudices and yreconceived notlons, end help set
the siage, if poesible, of exy reunification, in the future

This paper will be linited to & discuseion of the‘é‘imtﬂm
Book of Prayer of 1549, under the reign of Edwaxd VI. The succeeding
Booka were basicaelly the same as the first one, with a few additions

or changes. IHowever, the changes that were mede in later books
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pofoundly affected the doctrine oontained thorein; a discucsion of
these chonges, therefore, will be in oxder. aifi'::la is rertioularly true
in the cree of the form for Holy Cormmmnlon; the fivet Pook presents a
decidedly Tutheran view, while tho later Dooke definitely manifested o
Reformed interpretation. Pach part of the Book of Common Preyer will
be examined insofer as it can Do Getermined that 4% exhibite oome sort
of TLutheran influence, elther directly or through other sources.

T vlll be necescory for the purposes of this paper o include
& ohort eummyy of Englich reforn hictoxy up to the publication of the
Firet Pruyer Book and shortly thereafier, together vith a brief sketch
of the Immortent men ifnvolved 1n 1ts production. It will also be necea-
gory o include a chapter on the mein sources of the Proyer Book exclu-
slve of the Lutheron, since the Iutheren cources, in meny instences, ave
mye nebulous then other sources. Thic will be followed by & chapter
on the sctual Iutheren influence with reference to the men and events
lnvolved in the production of the Prayer Book. Such things es the
trecing of Comman influcnce on English Bible trenslations will also be
inclvded in thie chapter. In the cucceeding chepter a comparison of
the main Iutheren Orders with the forms used in the Prayer Book will
mrove the divect influence of the Continental aerom on their
brethren in Englend. Finally, we ghall have to discuss the elimimation
of Tutheron elements In subssquent editiona of the Prayer Book, with
special reference o the Order of Holy Comrmnion. Any attempt at
ectmenicity will necesaitote a summry of the dootrimal divergense of
two church bodies in veference to thelr confessional or devotional
literature; end the Book of Common Preyer is both of these.
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For the historicel events surrcunding the production of the First

Book of Common Freyer, this writer has relied mainly on Thomss Lindsey's
A Matorr of the Reformation; from the strictly Lutheren point of view,
Hemvy Fyoter Jacobs® The Zutheven Movement in Enzland furnishes much
valuable information. The eminent Englich scholar ¥, E. Daightmon in
the preface to his two-volume woxlk, The Fnmlish Rite is. of course, the

lagt word on compezative ctudies of souxces of the Prayer Book. This
io supplemented by Framcie Procter's A Hew History of the Book of Common ;
Ereyer end Leighton Pullen's The Hietoxy of the Book of Comnon Prayex,
both admireble in thelwr scholarohip. Iuther Reed's The Lutheren Litursy
is veluable in pointing out the importence of the Prayer Book for us
todey. Coasquet ond Bishopte Riverd VI end ihe Book of Comson Preyer
vas used %o come exbtenbt; but, although echolarly, it is quite biesed
in that it secke %o chow that the Prayer Book is heveticel.
This study found that the Lutheren sources of the Book of Common
Prayer were mony ond veried. In some instances, the influence was
quite direct; s Iutheran form wee translated end simply incorporated
into the ¥nglish zite. A noteble example of this is Jather's Litany.
Cenerelly, however, the infi.nmea goened to de more vegnwe. It 1s
this writer’s conclucion that 1t was not the direct perusal and requi-
sitioning of the Cormen forme that so much influenced English reform
along Lutheran lines; zrather, it wag the Lutheran insistance, by pure
example, on the valne of remeining liturgically within the framework
of the historic Church that bore so mmch fruit in the Anglicen Com-
mmion.



CHAYTER II

PRELDOIARY HISTORICAL SBURVEY
The Reign of Henyy VIII

Henxy VIII agcended the English throme in 1509. Iie was not quite
elghicen when his fathor's deeth made him king. During his long reign
(Benxy died on Jen. 23, 1547) England was to witness theiy sovereigm's
indlecrest metrinoniel affeins, his political mencuverings, end his
breaks with the papacy. These events were all conuected with the Refoxm
Mavmen%;.:in England, The epirit of reform, stemning from the Continent,
wes in the alw.

Hot thal there had been mo attenpts for reforn made in England long
befove Heaxy's xeign. WYe have only to think of Jolm Wyclif amd the
Iollexd Movement es en illustretion of these attempts. ILollardy hed
aever completely died out. It persisted, chiefly among the poor emd
often in outwerd confowmity with the Church. The Lollaxds maintained
that the glving of tithes (es were then being exacted) was not sanc-
tioned by the lew of God; they protested the hierarchical constitution
of the church; they vead the Scriptures and had the service in the
vernaculer; VWyclif himself denounced the Papal Supremacy on the ground
that it 844 politfcsl hawmm to the English people.l Even as far beck
és the begiming of the fourteenth century, Thomes of Bredwardin hed
complained of the inxoeds of foxms of Pelagianiem end called for e

Reformation (2nd Edition;

lrhomas M. Lindsay, A
"’1%5%'?!3 -8.

Bdinburgh: T. & T. Claxic,
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return to Augnstinioniem.? The so-called "New Learning” was creeping
into the countyy. Christian Hmeniem, sponsored 'by such ag Tyndale
and Sir Thomas More, began questioning the dsctrines and practices of
the Church., Erasmus was appointed Professor of Divinity end Greek at
the University of Cambridge.’ Englend was ripe for what was to follow.

fAbove all, Imther's writings begen to pour into the comntry. The
Universities, in partiouler, were being infected with the idea of
reform, Alvesdy 1n Mawch, 1521, Archbishop Werhaem wrote to Wolsey
(then Primate of England), compleining of the situation ot Oxford.t
Men like Thomes Bilney, & young scholar at Cambridge, took up the
Movemeni. He, in tum, “converted® Hogh Latimer who, in 1524, had been
2 bitter meslot ngainst Luthereniem. There were others: Jolm Hicholes
(aliee Tombort), Thomse Artimr, Robewt Barmes, Skip, Ridley, end EHaynes;
in 211, twenty-peven men banded together at Cambridge and formed = sort
of ¢lub; they weve called “"Germeny” by thelr ecornful fellow-students.
All this phows that FEnglend wos keepingz ebreast of what was happening
on the Continent.? Refomm was rivening, but still 1t wes not yet time.
Jacobs aptly mte it this vay: “The Church of England of 1525 waa not
prezared for what suited admivebly en endience in Wittenberg in 1521."8

®Eenvy Ryster Jacobs, The Iutheren Movement in Enalend (Revieed
edlition; Pliiladelphia: Gemeral Counoil Publication House, 1916), ». 3.

3cg. Andd., p. 4, end Lindeay, on. oit., IT, 319.
hJMO'bB, OJI E_i&., De 5.
Ibid., pp. 1-13.

6rp1a., p. 12.
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_ Hemry VIII'e impending divorce of Catherine of Aragon wes the

spark that set the Pirve for the eventusl bresch of the King with Rome.
1% 18 taue, Henvy had defended Rome in 1521 and hed written egeinst
Iather, But this woe for political reasons. And times were changing.
Benry hnd no male heir by Catherine, and by this time she had become
too old %o give hin omne. Hi only apparent eolution was to divorce
Catherine and warry someone clse. But the pope objected to this pro-
cedure, principally because he feared Charles V, the nephew of Catherine.
Endlese negotiations were cerried on between Henry and the pope, all
without success. Finally, Henry declded to take matters into his own
hends. Volsey, who hod previously twice been assuved of the papacy by
the collese of Caxdinals hed feiled ac the King's minioter in the nego-
tiations with Rome, and wae diendisped and died inm 1530. Thomas Cremmer
wﬁcnlledfromGezmmtasuccedtotheSueorMuw. In this
capreify he declored Henry's marriage mmll and void on May 23, 1533.7

Events for reform, at least political reform, moved rayplidly frem

then on. Oa liay 15, 1532, the Convocetion met and prectically declared
that the Church of Eaglend could neither make any rxules for its own
guldence without the King's pernicsion, nor act according to the common
law of the medieval Church when that, in the King's opinion, invaded
the zoyal prerogetive.” And on March 30, 1534, Parliement, scting on
the eutmipsion of the clergy, pessed an Act prohibiting ell appeals to
Rome from the Awvchbishop's Court, end onering that, if any appeals

Tmaa., po. 39-43.
81indeay, op. eit., IT, 328.




9
vore taken, they must be %o the King's court of Chancery. This was the
celebrated Act of Restreint of Appeals.? Further Acts of the 153%
Farliement, sccording ¢o Lindsny, weve these:

1. Torbidding poyment of the gmates.

2. TYorbldding yayment of Peber's Pence to the Pope.

3. The Act of Succession. The muliity of the maryiege of
Catherine to Homyry waa declaxed, and, thereby, /mme Boleyn's
child wae.ip vecone heir.

h. The Act of Supremncy. This made the Engliesh King cupreme head
of the Englich Church. {(In 1535 Henxy asmmgeﬂ. himself as
"in Leyze gsumemun carut fnslicanse ecclegise” end a royal
proclonation eraped the Mope's name fyom ell the service dooks.)

S« The Treagon Act. It was eccounted as treason to call the
Eing head of the FEnglish Church or a heretic.

Dae move thing wes needed €0 complete the break fyom Fome. Thomas
Cromwell wos eppointed Vicar-Cenerel, that is, vice-regent for the King
in !.111 eccleciagtical matters, outryenicing even the Archbishop of Canter-
bury. Thle vesembled the foxmer Popal legate's job. Henry hed firmly
established himmelf as head of the English Church.ll

low, however, o complicatlion arose. Because of hilg um of
Cetherine, Henxy feamdmaﬁtackofcharmeﬂapwm
Intheren Smalceldic League for en elliance. But they ingisted as the
first erticles of eny elliance thet the English Clurch end Xing must
accept the theology of the Augsburg Confession and adopt the ceremonies
of'g;he:[uthmnclnu_-ch. Hemwy refused to do this, end the Leegue agked

97bia., 1T, 329.

4., 11, 331.

J'J'Cfl mﬂ_., II, 32, m moh, g- m., P. 50-
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hin for a confeasion of his own. Henry then formulated the so-called
fen fxvticles, the £irmt doctrinal symbol of the Church of England.
Besides the political angle, there wag snother cause for the formilation
of the Ten Arkicies. Az a yesult of the break with Rome great disorder
(*hereay") hed broken out in the Chareh of Englend. The lcaders of the
Cmrch asked the King to have some stondard laid down for the confession
end the government of the Cimxeh of Eaglend. The Ten Artlcles were
mrepared with the Augsburg Confession, the Apology, end certain articles
Melanchilion had prepared opainet the Anabaptists as groundwork.l®
Lindeey soye of them:
It should be noted that while the three Saorements of Baptism, the
Euchorint, snd Penance are retained, no mention ie made of the other
four, and this ie not unlike vhat Luther taught in the
Captivity of tho Clunxsh of Chyist; that while the Renl Presence 1s
mintained, nothing is gaid about Trensubstantiation; that while
Inmnges ere retained in Churches, all incensing, kneeling, or
offeringe to images is forbidden; that while saints and the Virgin
moy be invoked as intercessors, it is said that it is = valin super-
stitlion to belleve that any saint can be more merciful than Christ
Hingelf; ond thet the vhole doctrine of Attrition ani Indulgences
ie paralysed by ﬂa statement thet amendment of life is a necessery
eyt of Penance. . :
The gome author tells us that those Tenm Articles were “on attempt to
construct o brief creed whaich a pliant Iutheren end e plisnt Romanist
might agrec upon,” and that "Foxe the Martyrologist desoribes them very
3 me;mtelyua meant for 'woaklings newly wecned from thelr mother's

milk of Rcme."'ﬂ‘

12;“00“, 2!- m., . BB"%.
Bringeay, op. cit., II, 334.
Wrvia., 1x, 333, 339.
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T negotivtions of Henry with the Protestent princes in the years
1535-1536 feiled. PBub e new danger cyose wien Pope Faul III and Fronce
mede ap aullisnce and threetened to attack Henvy. The negotlations with
the Gexmun princes were, thereforve, agaln renewed in 1538. These, too,
falled. But out cf these negotiations come the Thirteen Articles which
resulied in the Forty-two Avbicles of Relizion of 1552 and the Thirty-
nlng Articies of 1563.%7

But soon the penduiuve was to owiag to the other side. In 1539
wiat were kmown &s the Bix jvticles were passed by Perliement in the
prezence and wnder the eauthority off Henry, end over the oppozition of
Cronmer, Tatourette seya,

They were mmch closer to the Catholic position thun were the Ten

Axticles, for they came out flatly for trensubstantiation, against

ihe neceseity of commmion in both kinde, for the celibacy of the

c‘.i.er.::;r.ﬁ:z'or the ?bsermme of vows of chostity tgm’w sgn ox

wonen, oy private mogsea, and for auricular confession.=-
These 8ix Axticies (ict of Six Stetutes) became kmowa as “"the bloody
vhip with eix otrings,” end it mede Lutherens 11able to cepltal punish-
ment. It was determined to enforce rigldly the Six Axticlegs. But two
things worked ageinst it: (1) Univerwity students in the main were on
the evengelical side; (2) the English Bible was meking its influence
felt thronghout the entire idngiom.}! Furthermove, Cromrell was eble
to hinder its nractical ayplication for a time. But he wvas executed

: 1‘:53-*. E. Brightman, The English Rite (London: Rivingtoms, 1915),

- 1Ogemgth Scott Latourette, A Hlatory of Christisnity (Hew Yord:
mm& m, 001953)’ De 80?-

lTJﬂOObﬂ, on. eit., p. 190,
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July 28, 1533. Tuo doye later the Lutherens, Barnes, Garret, end
Jerome were turnt at en.‘lﬂlﬁem,m
Ve chell pursue other events in Bauw' reforn in the succeeding

scotlons of this chapter.
he Relim of Bdwverd VI

lienwy VIIT wves gucceeded by the son, Edwaxd VI, whom his thixd
vife, Jone Seyasur, had borme to him. Edwaxd was only nine years of
ege vhen he came 4o the throne and, always frail of body, dled in 1553,
vhen I vas not yet sixtesn. Natwrelly, the policies during hig reign
vere iercely determined by his seniors. First to rule was his mother's
brother, Fivewl Seymouy, Earl of Hertford. He wes followed in two and:
a half yeaws Ly John Dudley, Earl of Werwick end then Duke of Horth-
vmberiand , 17

The early days of Fdvard's veign were tremsitionnl ones in the
area of »oform. At the opening of the Parliament and Convocation of
1547, the firot Parliement of Biwaxd VI, the mess wes sung before the
loxds in the Enzlich tongue. Casquat and Bishop cleim that “this wes
undonbtedly the most important liturgicel immovation yet ettempted."20
At the seme Porliament the Council psssed a resolution to administer

]'ald.nﬂ.m:y, op. ci., II, 3u8-9,

]Srﬂmte, on. eit., p. 805.

20p18en Cardinal uet and Bimmd Bichop, Edyexd VI and the
Book of Comuon Prayer ?353:@ edition; Londom: : Sheed and Waxd, 1928),

Pe 37,




13

the Sacrement in both kinde., It vas dlscovered that Hemry's will con-
teaplated even further veforms. Thus, a serdes of Injunctions were
legued from the Counoll o the clergy. The latter were commanded to
mreach acrinst the Pope's power; cbused images were to be destroyed;
the Gospels end the Epistles were to be reed in Englich in the sezrvices;
the Liteny was to be said lmeeling, not in processions; and, lastly, the
Council issued the Twelve Homilles, tihree of which were composed by
Crommer, to guexd the people ageinst "rash yresching,"2l

Then, late in 1547, Cremmer sent a questiomnaive to all the bishops
reganiing the form of Commmicn. The outcome of this was the Commmion
Bk, a form for Holy Commmion in three or four pages, finished on

Furiher evidence of liturgical reform was seen on May 12, 1548,
vhen the King Henvy VIT anniversery wes kept et Westiuinster. The Maee
Wg sung In Englich; the prieot left out all the Canon efter the Creed
except the Poter Hogtew; end theiofflicient administered the commmion
after the King's Book. GCacquet end Bishop have this to say about thia
service: “The description of this service at Weatminster is strikingly
like a mses on the model of Iuther'e co-called 'Iatin Maes,' with the
2ddition of the “Onler of Commmion" (Commmion Book) put forth in the
previous March,"23

2l1andsay, op. git., II, 332-3.
&mm and Biﬂbp, m-.mn’ Do 61.
23vd., p. 3.
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The yeors 1547 =nd 1540 were eventful yeaxs in the reign of the
Jound King. Crammer wes geining more Influence. Through his licensed
preachexs he ‘used the pulpit as o means for bringing about the changes
" which he desired. Ingland wes cortainly not isolated from the religlious
mvenents of the times. The poyular mind was being stirved up by
changes in old estebliched ceremonial by novel introductions into the
services. Continental reforn litereture was bdeing rromigated everywhere.
The time hed come %o issue the authoritative book for the pidlic worship
of the Church.

Thomog Crammer had chief chawge of producing the new aﬁioe. When

it finelly coeme out, 1t wes brought before the House of Ioxds for accept-
once. (I% ves In thls debate tast Cremuer disclosed that be had defi-
nitely cbendoned the theory of Tronsubstentiation.)2¥ It wee finelly
passed on Jenuaxy 21, 1549, and enforced by the Act of Uniformity.
This requized thekokhhinmlmiwmmmwﬂmfom
ing Vihiteunday (June 9). The earliest lmown printed copy of the Book
is dated Mewch 7, 1549. five other editions in thirteen impmreasions
vere issucd the same yeuy,2D |

The next sections will give some details of itas production.

The Priners

Any historical study of the gources of the Book of Common Preyer-
should Inciude pome mention of the Primers. We ohall confine the

2l andsey, op. git., IT, 357

2Jppightnen, op. oit., I, lxxviil,




15
discussion to severcl of these, notebly Marshsll's Primer. No one
Imows Just exscily when the firet editlon of this Primer was issued;
quite possibly it was either in the year 1531 or 1534. This was taken
fron the Joye Hortulus o'f 1530. A second, revised edition of it
eppeared in 1535. Bishop Hilgey's Primer was :avie.;ed. under the direc-
tion of Creswmer. King Henwy's Primer of 1545 brought to an end the
series of Primers of the mo-called 01 type.26

The Marghall Primers owel more than & little to the work of Martin
Luther. Though the debt wos not sclmowledged in +he Primers themselves,
the clerical authorities of Henwy's relgn must elmocat certainly have
been awvave of the commestion. In the 153% edition of the Primer the
indebtedness 1s more obvious, for in the revisicn of Jme, 15?5; Marshall
?ften expanded the wording with interpolations of his owm. HNHot mach 18
Immm of the actu=l yrocess by which the Lutheren ideas were incorpo-
zated into the Primews.”!

The Prefece is on cdsptation of Iather's preface to the Bethiloh-
Jdein. /nd 1% 1o notable that in 1542, when Bishop Bonner dvew up a
et of forbladen books, he included this preface. 'Two of Luther's
sermons are used, to@thm.'"viﬂl parts of the Betblichlein and the
Bustagel (Table of dutles): es eve slso the thirty-first end the

265‘:'am
is Procter, mmgimm_ozmm
(Reviced and rewritten 'bw Vielter Howvard nm London: Macnmillan &

Compeny, Litd., 1955), pp. 32-41.

2Tcharles C. Buttexworth, The (Eﬂ:.wi) (Pndla-
delphia; Universi‘l:y of Pemsylvania Precs, 1953), . 279.
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Titty-firet psaims with expositions by Savnu;::om, apd viich Luther had
piblished with a preface in 1523. The Small Catechism of Iuther was
certalinly also used to a large extent. Brightman says that this Primer
hes & "veformed" tone; that the expoeltions of the Ten Cumandments,
Creed, Poter Noster, and the Ave Mavla were all derived from Luther's
Echizidion (Latin version of the Betbliohlein).?® And Butterworth
conclvdes thet "Marshall was e staunch Iutheren,"2?

iIn 1537 the Bighovo' Book was published. This conteined certain
rodiments of Christienity and a Cateohism. It wes composed mostly by
Orenmer, with the eid of Fox and others. It inoluded the expositions
of the Creel, Commandments end the Lord's Preyer, mostly derived from
Iutheris Enchiridion through Marshall's Primer. And it certainly owed
mach in plan end content to the Augsburg Confession and the Apology.
It teught that falth wop necesgary for justification, and purgatory was
stoutly denled; however, seven sscrements are menticmed. Jacobs seys
of 1t: "Although still retaining some Romish elements, it was a great
trlungh for the lutheren side." The last revision of 1% by King Henry

in 1543 become known es the King's Booik.30
The Authors

Thexre is no direct ov:ldmeforthecanission:lngofthe_nookof
Common Prayer., Procter tells us that in September, 1548, a mmber of

2 1d., pp. 279-35.
egmg-, D. 67-

30¢e, Jacoba, op. gite, pp. 104=5; Lindsey, op. oit., II, 336-T;
m@m’ ODs ﬂi., I’ 1.1.1, lv; and Luther D, M’ mm
Iituray (Philadelphie: Muhlemberg Press,.c.l947), p. 133.
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blohops end divines were assembled et Chertsey and at Windsor for the
settlement of liturgicol questions.>' They were Archbiohop Crammer,
Blohops Ridley of Roshester, Holbeach of Iincoln, Tairlby of Westminster,
6nd Goodrdch of Fiy; Drs. Moy, Dean of St. Panul's, Haynes (or Heynes),
Dean of Exeter, Robertson, aftewmands Desn of Durham, ond Redman, Masgter
of Trinity College, Cambridge.>= Gesguet and Bishop state thet Fuller,
in nis Chueh Fletory of 1657, glves these compilern: the erchbishop
of Canterbuy, the bishors of Ely, Rochester, Lincoln, Weutﬂ.mtq.',
Jereford, and Chichester, and the doctors Moy, Cox, Taylor, Enlnes,
Roberteon, ani Redmen; in ell, Crammer with twelve others.33 Reed
Glves us his iisting:

Thirlly, and Goodwich, end Dra. May, Haynes, Robertcon, and Redmen

ore oupposedl to have collaboreted, tut the archbishop was the

mgter-craftenan of the group.

It muet be sgreed that Cremmer wos the master-creficmon of this
8o~¢alled Windsor Comeisslon. Parsons and Jones comment on thie:

& group of bishops and other scholars had conferred and assisted.

in the dwraft: but the plen end most of ‘the execution were unguss-

tionehly Crenmer's. His was the guiding and deciding hend, his

the consictent mold of doctrine, his the masterly distinction of

etyle which no subsequent pen has been able to equal, and wh:logs
ranlka his Preyer Book with the greantest llturgien of all time.

s LA TR R D o
Cronicle they met at Chertsey Abbey.

32?:0;131-, op. cit., po. 4550,
33cenquet and Bishop, gp. Cit., pp. 105-6.
StReca, op. git., p. 127.

35mﬁmmmmmnmm:,%gmm
Book (New Yoxk: Charles Scribner's Soms, 1937), p. 33.
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In cloging this chapter it would be well to sketoh briefly the life
of this “guiding and deciding hand" of the Prayer Book. Craumer was
born An Ho%tin;.g-;zam on July 2, 1489. EHe vas sent to Cembridge at the age
of fourteen and sleyed thexe until he was twenty-two. There he atulied
| scloingticfsm. After 1511 he fell under the influence of Evasmms. After
reading Tather, he siundied Scrivture for three solid yeers ond reseived
his Doctor of Divinity degres in 1523. Previocus to this he‘had mayried,
but his wife dled, He declined a tvensfer to VWolsey's asw University
of Oxford, Hemry VIII then ascigned him o a home in Duvham with Sir
Thomao Boleyn. In 1530 he wes sent on a mission to France, Italy, and
Germany, and became ombassador from England to Germany. ¥hile attending
the Diet of Retishon (Regensburg) he made frequent visits to Fibrnberz
to confer with ¢he elector of Saxony. It was in Nibmberg thet he prob-
ably met Lazewius Spengler, who was the deputy from Himmberg to Augsburg
in 1530, He 2leo met such men as Wenceslaus Link, preeches of Ste
Sebald'c Church, John Brentz, and Andreas Osiander, preacher of St.
Lorenz Chumroh, FHe became perticularly intimate with Osiender, stayed
at Ogiender's home, ani eventuelly mexried Osiender's nicce. Even on
his first vieit to Mimberg he closely observed and criticized the Ordes
of Sorrice in use. Tals service vas replaced by the Brendouburg-
Wirnberg Kirehenonwimma, in course of preparation that sumzer by Breatz
and Osiamier. It is not improbeble that Crammer learned much of the
details of the work in progress. vacobs states that "Crenmox's prec-
ence in Nitmberg, therefore, was destined to bear rich fxuit in Eaglond
in years to em."36

36“00”, O ml' De hBO -
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Mary come to the throne on July 5, 1553. On September 1h of that
Jear Cremmey was iuprisoned in the Tower of London. In all, he made
8ix or peven mecantotions before he was eventually burmed at the stake
Maxeh 21, 1556, In the face of @esih he vepndisted his retwactions
and died a glowicvs death, preying @ most beautiful confeseion of
faith,37

Iee, dbid., pp. 43-8 ond Corl S. Heyer, "Creumer's Iegocy,"
Congordic Theoloslenl Monthly, XWIT (Aprll, 1955), 2il-2k2.



CHAPTER IXX
MAIH SOJRCES (F THE PRAYER DOOK EXCLUSIVE OF THE LUTHERAN

“The liturgical refommation in England in 1549 woo definitely con-
sermutive; that ls, Creanner end his aspocietes certainly wiched to
wtain the old useges as for os that was possible. Their task was, as
Ve onid befome, o transiate these cerawnies, retain what was doc-
trlnaily ascepteble, comeoot the Ranish erzors, and supplement what wes
leclting,

‘ The wrinciml rite in voo in England at the time of the Reformation
wae the Unc of Samum; thic vite was, in effect, the traditional Iatin
¥ite. Throush the centurles it bed developed and maintalned & positica
of leadorshin omong the differont Toen. Brightman telle us that the
emrwm ontput of Beliclusy (Samm) bools indlcates the mooition of
thaﬁaa of Summ as the most inportant end influential of all the Englich
Uses. 07 courge, locel usage was organized into “Uses,” wihich created
a sitpation oimilar to thet in Germeny et that time--many and varied
usos in the different cections of the comtry. By the cixteenth cen-
oy sone of these uses bad beem sbandoned. Five importent ones, how-
ever, still survived, They were the uses of Hereford, York, Lincoln,
Bangor; end Sellshury. Fox our rresent murposes it will suffice to
coneider, of the Enzliah uses, only the Seywm.?

e ¥, E. Brightman, Tha Eazlich Rite (Ionden: Rivingtous, 1915), I,

°Ihad., I, xtf1-xvidd,

, & 3
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© pnotner “home" asource thet was used was the Holy Scriptures accord~
ing to the vemsion of the Great Bible. This, of course, supplies the
matgpi: mert of the Book of Jomnon Proyer.

Lg.'na rrineipal forelga souxcen, outaide of the Zutheren Kirchen-
oxinunpen, that Cremmer ueed were the followlng:

0., The Mozerabic rite used in Bpain, the Influence of vhich is
;gfg éi’;tfhe Engliph Bapticmal 0ffice, and perbaysc in the

b. The Greek Liturgy of 5%. Besil, the influence of which is
vhovn in soue words of the Eucharist.

¢, The Cpeck Litaryy of S5t. Johm Chrysostom.

d. The revisel Romen Byeviary dyveva up by Coxdinal Guinones (ox
Ouignon), in omler to cimplify the dally "divine cervice,” the
influence of vhich is phown in the introduction to the Book of
Comnon Preyer, eatitled "eogc.enins the Service of the Clmxckh,"
and In Matinag and Bvensong. -

Ve ehall now briefly consider soma of these principal ﬁma."

It met be vemombered that throughout the history of the ancient
and medicral Church no single book rmescribed the rites of a particular
Use. Each marticular type of eervice hed its own book. :50 mEeny and
varied were those individual bLooks for the individual offices, that
this peper will not attenpt to ennmerate them. A brief description of
the major ones will suffice.

s we have previocusly stated, the Use of Szaavm wves & development
of the Roman rite. This wes the rite mtmmmmmwm

l_inoaee.rueattims. It vas composed of two groups of books: the

Sleighton Pullan, T Hlatory of the Book of Common Praver (3w
edition; London: Longmans, Creen and Co., 1901), p. viii.

Umhe Great Bivle will be considered in the Following chapter.
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Pealterium end Aniihonerius and the Responsorialg, which wes known as
the Saorementarimi.”’ These books vere linked by the eo-called Opio
Bomamg, which described the mamer of execution of the rites, Tals

Romem vite, which we con pay, generally, dated back to the time of
Gregory the Great, Tiltered lnto Gaul in the ceventh end eighth cen-
tirles, Jioxe it underwent some ywvision, having come into combact with
the Cailicen Lliturgy. e Callicen liturgy was under olose combiny by
the Sec of Home, and an effor: was made to suppress it. This suppres-
elon vas o Ly-product of the politicel allience between the Pope and
Popin of the Frenks. The attempt wes not eatirely succesafal, however,
becaute wiler Charlemgne 8 Sacromentovy was complled by his chief
minioter, Alouin, widch, althoush mostly Gregorian, bore evidence of
Gellican ;In?ltmce.s

The Romen rite penstreted into Ireland in the elgith centwry and
into Veles and Scotland by the end of the twelfth century. It wae
Imowa in Spain by the second hnlf of the eleventh century, and by the

%omatsmmmmuthemnudw
Leonlomua, which is a collection of prayers for moases throughout the
Jear. It wms probably composed in the middle of the sixth centuxy.

It is a pure Roman Dook without any Gallicen influence. It covers,
hovever, only the months from Apell to December, tut includes prayers
for Ondinmations, the ceremony of the Veiling of the Virging, and the
Herriage wite. JAnothew importont Seorementary was the Gelasian, which
vas considexably de-Romanized, marked by a Gallicen influence, snd
edepted for use in Geul end the Frenkish dominions, It wes lmown emong
the Frankcich wrditers of the ninth centwry. CFf. Brightman, op. cit., I,
ix-z and Moscey Hamilton Chephend, Jv., The Oxfoxd Exuyer Bogs
Cammentary (Hew York: Oxford Univernity Press, 1950) D. xv.

63:- mﬂ.; P. Xv-xvi cpd Brightmen, op. m., I, v-viil.
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Tifteenth centuwvy the cld Spanieh rite hed almost disappeared, except
for the Mozarebic Use. Thie Romn rito was brought to England by St.
Avcustine in the year 597.0

The history of the Roman rite from the ninth to the sixteanth
centuries ie briefly this: Some neow books emerged, containing parts of
larger books, or new featuwres vere added to the rite, or there were
developnentc and elshorations of older formlse. The Oniluarims dis-
placed the older Omio as the fuller directory for the emecuticn of Mass
anl Divine service. The Sacramontarium was broken up into thvee paris;
the Gredunie, the Lectigneriug, end the Evangeliwm formed the llssele
Hlemm, which wag the conplete text of the Mees Zor the whole year,
The eplecopnl offices were collected in the Pongificale, and the offices
partaining o the parish prlest were combined in the Rituale and the
Herunle or the figendo, Those books that pertained to the Divine service
were combined in the Bagviarium, which emabled the clerk %o say his

" service completely with the help of only a single volume. Thus the

viole rite vas comtoinmed in five books: (1) the Missel; (2) the
Breviery; (3) the Ritusl; (4) the Processional; end (5) the Pontificel.
Uniformity et this time wes neither known or aimed at or desived; tut a
brosd Cregorien buse genorelly preveiled; that is, the books exhibit
Hadalan's text combined with Aleuin's supplement.’ Brightmen says of
this (in relation to the Gallicen influence in the Roman rite in uee in
England): “Conseguently, any Gallican foatures that survived in later

TBrignteen, op. oit., I, T-viil.
S¢e, ipid., I, x-xiil and Shephend, op. git., p. xiid.
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Englieh usage may have heen the veoult of the intercourse between
Englend and the sontinant in the ninth end tenth cemturles rather than
of suy owlginel inherliance.™” }
The colification of the Roman wite in the Sarum vercion ic trodi-
tlomally attributed 4o Bt. Ommnd, but the real author, accoxding to
Brightmon, appesrs 4o have bosn Richaxd le Poer. And, he adds in refer-
ence %o the gemerelity of ite use, "in the middle of the fourteenth
century Feluh Hfglen cen wrlte that nearly the whole of England, Vales,
end Ireland uses the (pinel of St. Oommd,”0
Finally, Messey Shepherd armgues for the catholicity of the Book of
Gomon Freyer, because of its use of the Sarum rite, in these words:
foeflocs o soy 4t was this fomm of the Migsal that was current in
Zasland, acoonding to the Saxum and other uses mentioned above, at
the tine of the Reformiion, Thus, the liturgy of the Dook of
Comuen, Pasyer ie dlvectly contimous in subotance with that lltursy
bronght to Fagland by St. Sugestine of Canterbury, in 595, which in
‘l.:u..“zz L contimous with the liturgical treﬂ.itimﬁo developed by
the Church in Rome froa the doye of the Apostlec.
Thoere vere two ouxvivals of ncn-Roman ylte in the Vestern Clmach
2% the time of {he Reformation in England. These were the Jnbrosian
wite of the diocese of Milen end the Mozarebic rite oboexrved in certain
churohes in Spein. The fonuer appears to be Gallican ab bottom, but is
@odified by Reomn usegs. It had no influence on the Book of Common
Proyer. The Mozawablo vas an old Gpanish rite first coring iato view

in the witinge of St. Isidore of Seville who died in the yeer 636.

%ﬂm, =18 m-; I, =13,
C3pea., I, =viil,
%MS 2D m-p pe Xxvi,
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Pope Alowander IY ethempted to suppress it in 1054, but with little
BuScesz. T¢ I3 ntill uzed in come parits of Syain to the present day.l?
The Mozarablc influence on the Book of Comson Prayer was olight. It is
directly evident in fwo places; there ie o slmllarity in the Words of
Inatitution (buot Laotheven influence ie move evident ob this point), and
in the ceremyur of the blessing of the font, 13

Tirough the centurles there had been e growing dissaticfaction with

the Broviawy, It wes reviced in the ninth, tenth, anl eleventh cenmturics
€ad had become = long snd casplicated service. The lect revieion wes
callel the ofZieiun modewowm end was i1tself revised by Cavefa, bishop
of Chiell, who aftervaria becoms Pope Paul IV, Nothing came of this
¥evicion for the tlme veing. Then the firet and second Bruviaries of
Quinones cppeared, and in these revisions the reform of the hook was
dragtics Anbiphons, veeponds, chaptern and preces were obolished. The
poalter vag redistribnied, These revisions were immediotely assailed
ond condomed by the Sorbomme. B0 much pressure.wos brought to bear
that in July, 1536, a revision wes made of the original Quincnes
Breviery. In thic vevieion the Antiphon is restored, end Vespers,
Mating, snd Tawdc for the Desd ove yrovided. Move them one hundved
editlons of ihls book vere icsued between 1536 end 1556,1% There 1s no

Lppt stvtmon, op. oit., I, Tviit-xix,

3r262n Cordinel Gasquet ond Bimund Bishop, Biwerd VI and the Book
Q%Jmmmm (;zvim edition; London: sn-ei and Vaxd, mﬁ%
y. l'l' -

Yiprigitman, op. oife, I, xclv-xzvil.
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doubt that Cremmer was mach inflnenced by thisc Breviary. In fact,
Persone and Jones coomend on the influence that Quinones exerted on
Cramer's lituvgiesl principles in this way:

Cramer's Preface to the Mrat BEnglich Prayer Boolk, dealing as it

doce almost exclusively with the Choir Offices, is little elese dut

a fres translation of Guinones' mweface to his wordk; indeed the

Caxllinnl emuncicted nll of Cramer's gnlding pwinsiples, and even

enuneroted the exnmples of detalled abuses which are suck a striking

Toatuze of Crommer's Preface.

in cummmwy of ¢thio chapber, ve shall jwepent o dlfagrem of the
varions Inflacnces vhich governed the production of the Fimst Preyer

Boosl,

THFLURICES Of THE FIRST PRAYER BOMKLO
“Rites of the Ancient Chvveh
Western (Latin) Yites

Ron“ ’Gdlilu.u

English Um/
Nobebiy, Servm

Lutheren Ordevs——— - --‘."."i"a?.?"

Vinamara Ionbe Persons ani Bayamxdl Dole Jones, The Ancivican Proyer
Book (¥Wew York: Charles Seritmex's Soms, 1937), ve 30.

jﬁShemia OB m-’ B xxili,




CEAVER IV
LUTHERA] TNFLUERCES
Hogotiations Betwecen Lutherans anil Anglioans

In oxier o esteblish the fact that I.utharan infinence is appre-
ciable in the rst Dook of cmmn Troyer;, it mst be mroved that there
Wag, wevions o its publicotion, enough contact between the two Reform
Hovements o warrent such en assumption. Gasguet and Bischop, though
for élfferent weepcns from our owa, rightly say:

in the throe geeat yites of the First Book of Common Prayer, there-

fomwe, wmistolkable pwoof of Iutheren influnence 1o found. The re-

dustion of the deily pervice %o mating anl evensong and the general
oriey of the services themnelves afford other evidence. Any atten-
tive evaminatlon of the early Lutheran liturgles will disclose
resurbiances Iin minor matters between them and the book of 1549
whieh cammot be accldental. And even if it were mot an ascertained

Tact thai, during the year that it wes in proparation, Crammer was

undesr the influence of Iutheran frlends, the testimony of the book

1590l wovld be sufficicnt to pyove hayond doubt thet it was com-

celved ond drewn up after the Iatheren pattem.t
But we must oxemine the historical pattern that wrought such an influ-
enca, '

Ve have already allnded to Cramier's trip to Germeny and King
Beary's dealinge with the Smilscaldic League, That the formex is a
bistorical fact can no longer, this writer feels, be denicd. Ve gquote g
Bishop Dowien, an exinent inglican scholar of the Preyer Book:

That Crommer was likely to have seen the Pfalz-Neuburg Onler seemm
robable, if for no othier ryeacon, from the relationahip of the

1)iden Cardlonal Gesquet end Edmwnd Bishop, Biwaxd
92 Comnon Prever (Revioed edition; London: mem, %a{hm

De 195,
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axchhishop to Oglender, who is said to have hed a large hand in

the complling of ¢hat Clmych Onder. Crammer hed ia 1531 married

in Gemmany the nicce of the Cerman Reforwer. In 1537 Crenmer
nentions that he hud veceived o letter from Oclendey, . . . He

G5t ot g fan Tuit, (i Reseanioud 8 Jesiliaxiina. end sads

that with the other German doctors his friendship ic of a lighter

Find and lese close.

This, then, ves the inltial combact with the continewbel Reformers of
the prinoipel framer of the Book of Cozmon Prayer. ‘

Hore imporiant, howover, ove the negotiations which ithe English
carried on with the lenders of the Cerman Reform Movenent for & period
of about five yeern, fuum 1535 to 1539. For can we meamue how mmoh
these nesstintions stvengthened the Iutheren tics of such men ap Robert
Bamaen, fngh Tetings, Ridley, 'yndels, Coverdale, and the like,

It will be wemenbered that Hemoy wented to Join the Smalcaldic
Leagne, To hesd negotietions for this political move, he sent Robert
Barmes to UVittenberg on Merch 11, 1535. This was the go-called English
Comissicn, Parnos returued to England with the proposcition of the
Ceang: {1) Would Henry send oomaome to Wittenbergz %o coufer with
Luther? (2) Wonld Melanchthon be allowed to vieit Englend? (3) Wenld
HBeary Joln the Lesgue under 1te conditions? Hemyy refused on unre-
gerveld ecceptance of the fAugsburg Confession. This necessitated more
conferencea with Barnes, Then Henxy sent Fiwerd Fox and NWicholes Heath
to Cermany. Fox wos the King's cheplain and Secretayy of State, BHe
lator became a leeding Iutheran In England., Heath was elso cheplain to

Hemxw, bul in 1548 he retummsd to the Romen fold and becama, in 1555,

2Jobn Towden, Further Stulics in the Preyer Book (London: Methuen
& Co., 1903); D. TO. 5
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Archbishop of Yoric, end later Lord High Chencellor. Under Mary, it was
he vho issued the writ for the exeoution of Cremmer.3 It wes at this
meeting, Lindsay tells us, that Luther and Melanchthon "were charmed
vith the leaming end courtesy of Archiescon Heath. Bishop Foxe 'had
the momner of mreletes,' eaid Mslonchthon, end his leaming did not
imprece the Germens.® Following this meeting, Heary dvew up the Ten
Avkicles about which Melanchthon remorked: "ouden hypies” ("nothing
good"),

Bu

13

headway towamd Lutherenicm was being progressively made in
Englend. True, the Wittenbergers were shoolred at the death of Amme
Boleyn and felt that all negotistions with Henry should end. True,
Bernes hod warned Melanchihon not to come to Englend end Gardiner, a
determined enemy of Iuthereniom, was becoming more end more influential.
But the publication of the trenslation of the Augsburg Confession end
the Apology in 1536 by Taverner was certainly a step forward im estab-
lghing the ldea of Intherenism in the popular mind. Furthermove, e
Convocetiion met in Centerbury in 1536 in which Lutheranien was stoutly
debated and the linez clearly drevn. On the side of the Reformation
were Thomas Cranmer, Archbishop of Canterbury; Thomas Goodrdich, Bishop
of Ely; Nicholss Shexton, Bighop of Samm; Hugh Latimer, Bishop of
Worcester; Edward Foxe, Bishop of Hereford; Jolm Hilssey, Bishop of

3Henry Eyster Jocobs, The Lutheren Movemeat in Euvlend (Sevised
%ﬂﬂm; Phiﬁselphiaz m& Counoil Publication House, 1916), vp. 55-

Ytuomee M. Lindeay, A Reformation (2nd edition;
Edinburgh: T. & T. oméfl%%?gﬂse-
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Rochester; and Willlem Barlow, Bishop St. Devid's. Ageinsot the Refor-
miion were Edward Les, Archblehop of York; John Stokesley, Blahop of
London; Cuthbert Tunstall, Bishop of Durham; Stephen Gardiner, Bishop
of Winchezter; Robert Sherborne, Bishop of Chichester; Richaxd Iys,
Bishop of Womwich; snd John Kite, Bishop of Carlisle. A compromise of
sixty-seven points was dresm up. But the thing to be noted about this
Convocation was thet Alexsnder Alesius (Allan), who was seat by Melanche
thon to the meeting, made e convineing speech on hehelf of Iuthersnien
and that Bishop Foxe algo gave on emphatic “Luthezan” addrese.”

More overtures to uniom with Germany were made. In 1533 Henyy
sent Christosher Mouat to Brunswick to a meeting of the Ieague. In
that same yeor o Qelogation composed of Fronols Burithexd, Vice Chancel-
lox of Saxony, George a Boyneburg, o Hessian moblemm, and Frederick
Hyconlue wae sent o Englend, DMesnwhile, Luthey had wvritten to Foxe
on Mey 12, tut, wfortunately Fox hed died four deys before. The con-
ference fodiled; Henry wae his usuel vacillating self. But the Articles
drevn up st this conference are very ILutheren in 1:::»:313.‘5

Final negotiations of the Germans with the English were corried
on in 1539. This time Melanchthon, Spalatin, Myconius, Aepimus,
Bleurer, Osiunder, and Sercerius met with the Englichwen Christopher
Mount and Thomas Payuel {(or Parnol) at Frenkfort. Mesnwhile, Melanchthon
had vritten %o Henry and Burkhamd, urging reforwe. ILudwig e Beumbach

5Jacabs,. on. git., op. 73-9.

6;91&., op. 127-39. Jecobs olaims that Englend i1s not Iutheran
today because of Henry VIII. This is doubtful. There sve meny other
resgons.
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wag sent to England to arrenge an elliance. All this was to no avall;
the meeting feiled. Soon after, Henry issued the Six Articles of 1539.7
The reagons for the failure were sundry: Cranmer was too yielding;
Cromwell wes oo politic; Henry was too vacillating., The outcome of the
. events, too, vme indicative of the changing atmosphere. Cremmer sent
hie German wife beck to Germsny; Latimer reeigned his bishopric; Ale-
sius fled to Wittenberys, and Barnes did not retum from there.B Then,
in 1540, Gerdiner becsme master of the field. Thomas Cromvell was
exccuted on July 23. Henry divorced the daughter of a Lutheren prince,
Amne of Cleves, on July 24. Finelly, having returmed from Wittenberg,
Robert Bawmes, Luther's "St. Robert," was martyred at the stake on
July 30.7

Jacobe yemexke about thece events:

I, however, those who controlled the work of the reorgenization

of the Englich Cimweh, after mony vacillations, at last failed

in & full sppreciation and confession of the Iatheren faith, the

recults of the fivet glow of evakening love for the Gospel in

Enzland and of yeara of contact and negotiation with the leaders

of the Lutheren Reformation in Cermany, have not been without firais,

but heve left their pexmenent recoxd in the great ecclesiasticel

documents which axe the glory and pride of the English Chxch, and

upon which its very existence depends. Tum vhere we may in the

hictoywy or the worship of the English Church and its descendents,

we meet a2t every step with what they owe to that memoreble time,

anﬂtotheim:uplﬁeaﬂmtbwmwmmt
Enzlish Lutherens.,

Tes, suora, pp. 129,
83acove, op. cit., vp. 148-58.

9%.‘3 p. 178-
01pid., po. 218-9.
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Englich Dible Trenslations.

Since the grester portion of the Book of Common Prayer is made up
of the Holy Scriptures, we shell now examine the various Bible transla-
tlone thot comtributed to that portion. The importanse of 2 good trams-
lation of the Scriptures into English was paremount with the Reformers.
Luther» hed supplied whet wes a first necessity for vernaculer service
end Maee--a trenclation of the Bible. He completed the New Testament
in 1522 and the 014 Testemeat in successive Installments from 1524 to
1534, Thiz trenslation was to be of extreme importence to the English
Reformers .

Williem Tyndale's trenslation of the Bible is the version upon
vhich ell succeeding trenslations were based. Tyndale was a distin-
guished mcholer, treimed first et Oxford end then at Cambridge. When
he was et the former University, he had belonged to that circle of
learned and pious men who hed encouraged Eresmis to complete his oriti-
cal text of the New Testoment.l' Tyndale ceme under royal suspioion
for hie "Intheran" views end wae forced to flee from Englend to Cologne.
There he was betreyed to the maglstretes and went to Worme.® He fin-
ished his trenslation of the Iew Testament there in 1525 and issued two
editions. These were condemmed in 1530 by the Counoil. He was stren-
gled ond bumed on October 6, 1536, - :

Him, op. m-, II, 337.

12 ecobs claims that Tyndale went to Hemburg in May, 152k, end
from there to Wittenberg. There is much testimony for this view.

lsLm, 2D. 9&., 1, 338. T v
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It has definltely been established that Tyndale used Luther's
translstion. He also used the CGreek, the Vulgate, ond Erasms' Latin
version; but whole phveses, sentences, and even paragraphs ave directly
from the Luther trenclation. Yet he wes confident of his own scholar-
ehip and liked Iuther's freedom of trenslating.)” Leighton Pullan cays
of Tyadale's Bible:

It is mariced by some dootrinal b:!.aa, chiefly Iutheran. Instead of

the words eldevs or preshyters, church, grace, charity. Tyndale

Wrote seniors, congregation, favour, love. The notes are of a

someuhiny partissan character.

liles Coverdale ioesued trenmsletions of the Bible into English in
1535 end 1537. Covexmiale waz ome of the Cambridge students in the house
called "Cermony.” He was a close friend of Robert Bames and enjoyet
the confidence of Thomee Crevwell. His tyenslation is maxired by a great
dependence on the Ziwioh tmnslation, which is meinly a trenslation of
Luther's Bible. He also used Tyndale's version. Coverdale's Bible has
& very musical guality, and mch of the Authorized Version owes itself
to Coverdele. (Ve can conclude, then, that much of the English liturgy
of the Intheren Church is tracesble through the King Jemes Version of
the Bible, taken from Coverxdale’s version, end so ultimetely beck to
Luther!) We might add thet Coverdale's Goostly Paslmes and Spixritusle
Songs 1s elso trecesbls to Lutleran sources.lS

mamabs, cp. cit., pp. =38,

Lre ; Preyer (3m
e L Gl Rk

wumco'bs, on. cit., pp» 115‘26.
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On December 19, 153k, Cremmer induced the Convocation to petition
Henry for on English version of the Bible, Shortly after Coverdale's
Bible came out, Henry issued o proclamation to the effect that it counld
be used. And in 1538 Cromwell issued Injunctions to the effect that a
Bible ghould be set up in each Church ani be read by the :peo:ple.w

Crarmoy, however, hed another edition in mind; that was the so-
e_al'l.ad. Hotthow's Bible. This was not a tremslation so much as a compl-
lation of the existing versions. Tyndale's friend, Rogers, had taken
Tymdale's Hew Testement and the 0ld Testament up to Chronicles, added
the rest of the 0ld Testement of Covexdale, and edited it. This edition
Wes licensed "snd became the foundation of all succeeding trenslations
of the Bible into the Baglieh lsngunge,"'® Pullan comments on the ironmy
of thisc licensing: "Matthew's Bible is the fivet royally authorized
Engligh veraion. It 1o even more Lutheren than the vork of Tyndale,
and yet hod the license of a king who detested Luther and all his
voris, 119

Scme changes were made in Matthew's Bible in 1538 and 1539 by
Coverdale. This was called the Great Bible, and because Crammer wrote
the preface, it was also called Cremmer's Bible. It was, for various

rrencie Procter, A Hew Hletory Common Preyer
(mwm:amzmw%mmuiﬁm% Macmillen &

Company, Ltd., 1955), Dp. 29-30,
18y indssy, op. clf., II, 339.
19Pu:|.1.nn, op. eit.; p. T9.
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reosons, printed in Peris. It is to be noted that this 1 the edition

from which the Psalter of the Book of Common Prayer ran tshan.ao

20Jecobn revormes the situation, He olaims that the Great Bible
Vap o revision of Covexdale's Bible by Coverdale, using Matthew's
Bible. Cf, Jocobs, op. cit., pp. 140-T end Iindesy, log. cit.




CHAYTER V
LUTHERAN ORDERS USED
Cenexal Conailderations

There has been some discussion e to whether the mtheran Church
Onders of the sixteenth century hod any direct bearing on the Book of
Common Prager, or mot. That influence exerted 18 nat denied; the ques-
tion lles in the reeim of the extent of that influence. We quote two
Oproaing viewy polnté. Iuther Reed, in defending his p'l.'e!?:lse that the
Lutheren Infinence is appreciable, says:

The fect that there was nd space glven in the Prayer Book to doc-
trinel discucelons pimilay to thoge which bulked so large in the
Lutheran Orders doeg not prove that "theve is mo Lutherenism in
the ¥rayer Book." For the Lutheran point of view 18 evidemt in
the retention end simplification of certein parte of the Sarvice,
the rejection of other medieval features (e.g., the Offertory, the
invacation of saints, the denediction of things, etc.); and in
general the tone of the book. Definité ILutheren inflnence 15, of
ccurse, also evident in the actual texts of parts of the Holy
Compmmiocn, the Litany, Baptism, Confirmation, Marriege end Burial,
eto., e welli as in the retention or imtroduction of various other
Ltursicel practices. « « » Relations between the Book of Common
Prayer ond the Lutheran Liturgy bave been olose and comsequential.
Intheren influence npon the firvet Prayer Book was very important.
It had to 4o with ecsential matters of content and amnmentl
vhich have persicted in subsequent revisions and translations.

On the other hend, Francis Procter (or perhaps the rewriter of his work

Walter Howerd Frere) contends:

It hos proved very eepy to over-estimate the influence of foreign
reformed eervices upon the English Ritea. Apart from the Comnsul-
Xation and the Lutheran Litany, vhere the indebtediness is evident,

lruther D. Reed, %m Liturgy (Philadelphia: Muhlenbergz
Press, c.1947), pp. 13% .




37

end in the former case tvaceable o a widely current English ver-
slon of that document, the parallelisms ave vague. - « « Jacobs
from the Lutheran stendpoint end Gopquet from the Roman Catholie
standpoint have maltiplied veferences to meny of the countless host
of ferman Kirchen-Ordmmpen published between 1523 and 1552: but
2ost of the similaritics are slight and suoh es matuzally occur
in documente ca sinmilar as these are in purpose end or!g.né The
family ilkeness, cuch as 1t 19, is collatersl, mot 1ineal.
And ¥. B, Brichtmen, in referring to Jacoba' book as Procter did, says:
"0n Tatheron influence on the Book of Common Preyer, H. B. Jecobe' Tha
Iutheren Movenent in Englond . . « i0 exaggerated end misleading,”d
It Io our contention, in agrecment with Reed, thai the Lutheren
Clmreh O1dlers @14 ewewt a tremondous influence on the Book of Common .
Preyer, not omly in o collatexel, bLut also @ lineal feshicn. First of
8ll, then, w2 met briefly exwnine some of the more importent Inthersn
Church rders to see if end how they coincide with Iuntheran theology.
It mst be vomenbered ihet Ziwinglienism end Calviniem vere meking tre-
uendous heedwey in Gexmeny, porticulerly in the South Cexmen cities.
Cen eny influence exerted by the books used in these eresc txuly be
called "Intherem?” I, for example, the Consultation of Hermenn, the
Archbighop-elector of Cologne, ls fraly a Lutheren Order, then there
ie o queostion thaﬁtha!.u&.eiunini’lmmoonmmﬁook ic olose
and conseguential. |
The firat attempt at liturglcal reform in the Iutheren Clnurch was

made by the grest Reformer himeelf, when in 1523 be publiched his

¥rancis Procter, A New History Cazwn Preyer
(Reviged anﬂ..mr.ttta; Fy%m mﬁ wﬁms Macmillan &

w: Ltd., %)J De 90.

X 3F. ®. Brightmen, The English Rite (London: Rivingtons, 1915),
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Zormla Misgae. 7This preseribed a reformed Latin oxder of the Mass;
theve was o be a sermon; end, most important, the offertory was re-
duced to & ywreparation of the matter of the Sscrament without prayers.
Private eonfeneion wae racomnended, but not required as of necessity,

and commmion ves given in both kinde. Lessons and expositions were to
be given in the deily hour services.! The Formila Misese wes followed,
in 1326, By the publication of the Deutsche Messe, which fulfilled the
desire for & vernsoular Mess end Divine service. It 1o notevorthy that
in this service, vestments, eltar, apd lights are expressly allowed.”?
It is bapically from these two services that the later Kirchen-Ordnungen
of the etvictly Lutheren territories were developed.

Since the bresk from Rome in parto of Germany caused yolitical
upheaval, end gince Iatherenism was definitely established in ceru:h;
territories; resrganization of the basic type wes needed, The mst:..-n-
ment of this reorganizetion was commonly a visitation by commissioners
vith a progrem in the shape of Vieitation Articles. These, however,
Vere temporary. Permonent arvengement wes embodied im & Clurch Onder
(Elrchen-Ondnuns) which defined the dootrine, discipline end ritusl of
the territory effected. After 1530 they cover the whole Lutheran field,
and are clussified into three principle groups: those of the strioctly
Lutheren type, belonglng to morth and middle Gerwany; a comservative
group, alproxinmating more nearly to the traditionsl ritual, belonging,
some to north and more of them to middle Germany; and those apmroximating

YBrigntman, op. oit:, I, xxxi-xxxil.
oInid., I, xxxii-xxxiil.
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fthe Reformed. ugege of Switzerland, belonging to south Ge:mnv.s Brigat-

mn enlarges upon this cluesification:

0f these Kirchenorinunpen 1t will be scen that those of both
Saxonics, and that of Brandenburg-Nirnberg ere of the central
Iutheren type; and those of Electoral Brandemburg, of Calenberg-
Clttingen, and of the Neuburg Palatinate aye move conoervative;
wherees that of Cologne, like the Caspel Oxier, while approxi-
mating to the Lutheran type, ip $xaaputma1, betraying the partly’
Cconservative influence of Bucer. ;

Jagobs lists them this way:

The Churoh Orders wmny be distributed into three classes: 1. Those
puare in doctrine, but sdhering most strictly to the received Romen
forus. OF these, Merk-Brandenburg, of 1540, the Pfelz-Neuberg and
the iustrien of 1571, ere tyves. 2. Those of the Saxon Lutheren
type, emong which Iamther's Forzmle of the Mass is most prominent.
Amomg them ore the Prussien (1525), the various orders prepared

by Bugenhagen, ao Brunswick (1528), Homburg (1529), Mindem end
GSttingen (1530), Titheok (1531), Scest (1532), Bremen (1534),
Pomorenia (1535), the Brandeniurg-Nirnberg (1533), Hanover (1536),
Herzoy Hsinrich of Sexsny (1539), Mecklenburg (1540), ete. 3. Those
vhich maiiate between the Intheren and Reformed type, as Bucer's
in Stregoburg; the Wirttemberg Orders, end to a grester or leszer
extent, the orders of Southwest Germany in general.

Ve ohall use the classification of Jacobs in briefly describing
Bonze of the more importent Onders.

Of those Crders that weve pure in doctrine, but adhering most
Strictly to the received Romen forms, we mey count as the most important
the ones for Eleotorel Srandenburg (Mark-Brendenburg) .anl for the
Neuburg Pejetinate (Pfalz-Neuburg). In the former Order, mvovision is
made for private baptiom 1like those of the Saxon Order; a didactic

G.MQ.-, I, xxxvil, oxxviid,
Tmbia., 1, 1xvitd.

aﬁ'ﬂm'.v ter Jacabs Lutheran Movement in England (Revised
mtgaogskmﬂ'&npmm e e i 26)
bp. ) »
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. €lement in Pemsnce ie token from the Brendenburg-Nirnberg Order. In the
Megs, the Confiteor im flmst recited ond then the traditional rite is
folloved in exceptionnl deteil. There 18 mo form of committal of the
bdy, in the sexvice for the Buriel of the Dead; a deficiency, which,
Brightmin says, is characteristic of the Iutheren rites. The Pﬂa'z-
Feuburg Order wes complled with the co-operetion of Osilander and is
closely related to the Brandenbur-Hirnberg Order of 1533. Some minor
Ceremonies are explicitly abolished. The Calenberg-GBttingen Order
elgo falls into thism clapeification. This Order wes complled by Anton
Rebe (Corvinus) » mostly fz'mn the Brandenburg-Niwmberg Order of 1533,
the Baxon Ordex of 1539, snd the Mark-Brondenburs Onder of 1540.°

Of the Saxon Lutheran tyve of Orders we must consider primarxrily
the Brandentur-Nirabers Order, issued in 1533, This Onder is the work
of Andress Onlonder, pastor of Mirnberg, and Jobann Brentz (ox Brenz),
mstor in Scimdbisch-Hall.l® This Order, endorsed by the Wittemderg
fecully, is of great importance beceuse, es Jacobe oays: "It 1s a
mdel, efter vhich many succeeding Lutheren litursies were constructed,
bolding e place, in the Pizat renk, for wum, purity of doctrine
end correctnese of usage."ll Hixuberg hed beea & stronghold of the
Reformation. Heve, Wolfgang Volprecht, Prior of .the Augustinian clois~
ter, on Meundy Thmrsday, 1523, administered the commmnion in both forme

FBrightmen, op. cit., I, x1i-x1111, xldv-xlv, x141i-x1iv. For e
oomplete directory of these and the following Orders, of. Brightman's
excellent preface to wvol. I of The English Rite. :

Omid., T, xovai, oxix,

nJ&eo'bS, On. ml, Pe 223.
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to the members of his order, and on Easter, 1524, to three thousand
pérsono. In 1529, Oslarder publiched an Order of Baptism, partly trena-
lated from the Bembers Order, partly teken fyom Luther's Taufblichlein.'?
This Order, therefore is of the gtrongest Lutheran type. The Order for
Albertine Sexony (Saxon Order) is emother inportant Order of this type.
It vae published in 1539 end 15 mainly the work of Justus Jomes.l3 gJohn
Dowden says this abont its importence in relation to the Prayer Book:

It iz not Improbable, as 1t to me, that the Saxon Church-

Order of 1539 woe Imown %o Cranmer before the Einfaltiss Bedencken

of Hermemn had peached Fnglend. 4nd, it may be added, the Branden-

burg Church-Oxder of 1540 followed the words of the Seann Church-

Order of the previous year in the form for Private Baptism. 3But

whether directly or indirectly, the work of Jomas, senior, hﬁ

ungquestionably left ita traces upon the English Preyer-Book.

Of the thim type of Orders vhich mediate between the Lutheran and
Reformed clasoification we ehall consider the Qonsultation of Hermamn
von Wied. This was by fer the largest single influence of any Germen
Chureh Order on the Book of Common Preyer. This fact is attested by
Dowlden when he meys: "That Avehbishop Crenmer's liturgicel reforms
vere largely influenced by the liturglcal reforma of Archbishop Eermenn
of Cologme is a fact that has long been mmm."ﬁ

Hermenn had, iz 1536, instituted yeforms in Cologne in matters of

the lturzy. He repested the old complaints egeinst the Breviary, which

121hia.
133:1@1::3:1, 2p. git., I, xxxix, xl.

30m powden, Further Stuiies in the Praver Book (London: Metimen
& co'l 1903), Do !‘?- .

1 d--’ Pe by,
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Bad 0lepleced the Holy Soripture snd introduced en unsatisfactory char-
eoter with ite lemcons fwom the 1ives of the saints. Baptiem was to be
siminictered, not privately, but im facie ecclesise. Unmauthorized fes-
tivals were reobuked ena forbidden., It vas required that the people be
instructed in the mesning of ceremonies and that sexmons to this end be
preached. Anm official Enchelridion vas to be issued to help the clerzy
in the instyuction of the falthful, treating of the Ten Commandments,
the Creed, the Sacraments, the Inj“iﬂ‘s Prayer, the veneration of saints,
relics and images, and the explenation of ceremonies. This reform wes
called the Conong of cnlome.m

Hermenn had, by 15h3, definitely taken thé Lutherem side. He intro-
duced into Colopne Martin Bucer from Strassburg, despite the protests
of J. Gropper and the Chapter of Cologne and the University. Hermann
0lso invited Melsnohthon and others: Johemn Becker, court prescher of
Philip of Hesse snd Casper Hedio of Stressburg. At Hermerm's request,
@ Church Constitution, with orders of Service were drewn up by Bucer
and thoroughly revised by Melanchthon, with the aid of Sarcerius and
otlhiers, The book wes called A Simule Destsion conceming the Reformstion
Of the Churches of the Electomte of Cln (Simplex ac pla deliderstio),
or more pimply, tlie Consultation. Bucer was responsible for the ritual
contained in it, and Melanohthon for the dogmatic axticles, with Becker
end Hedio oo-orerating. The basie of the Onder was the Brandenburg-
Nirnberg Order of 1533; use vas also made of the Cessel Order of 1539

185vightmen, op. git., I, Tviii-zxx.
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(Rpmens), the Soxan Order of 1540 (the oxder of Herzog Heinrich of
Baxony, prepaved by Justus Jonas and revised by Cruciger, Myconius, and
others), and the Schwilbisch-H2ll Grder of 1543. Some pointa are origl-
mel. Brightmen claing that. it besrs the maric of Bucer in the dootrine
of the Buohawist which, he says, approximates to the Swiss. It is
eXoeasively didactic end hortatony.l?

" The Onder wuo never used and, as e yesult of 1%, Hermann was
excommnicated.

Thls Order of Hermomn von Wied was disliked by Luther, although
the Reformer never read 1t thoronghly. It guarded egainst any explicit
statements of o polemical character towards both the Reformed and the
Romanists; Tather said that both the yositive apd the negative should
have been emphasized,l®

We ghall now briefly examine each of the offices in the Book of
Common Proyex to see if we cen determine if theve ere eny Lutheven
influences, and 17 these influences are legitimately ILutheren,

Hbly Comzmunion

Theze are the elements that are found in the Commmion office of
the.?myea‘nookthntvemtamumﬂymmmm:

1701'- ibid., I, xlv-xlviii; Jacobs, op. cit., p. 224; Pullan, The
Hstory of ihe Book of Pmyer (3rd edition; London: Longmans,
Green, and Co., 1901% Pp. 62-3; Massey Hamllton Shephexd, Jr., The

Oxfoxd ; Prayer Comenteyy (Hew York: Oxford University
Press, 1950§, DD xvi-z%?

mcf- Jacobs, O mn; De 22", and Procter, 2n. ﬂ.; XD. 27-9.
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l. The Exhortation, This wes constructed after the model of the
firat exhoriation in the Reformation of Cologne which followed
the Cossal Order of 1539, 'The second exhortetion (the third
in the Preyer Book) is mdeled after the second exbortation in
the Coneulta » wzich is the Nirmberg exhortatlion of Volprecht
{1525}, A wemning folloved, following the 1des of the con-
cinasion of the Cassel exhortetion.l9

as ConTession. The prayer of confession i an adaptation of the
Reformatlon of Cologne as is eled the Absolution.20

3¢ The ﬂanf;grteble Woxds. %hese cre taken from the Reformation of

Cologne,=

¥. The \mus Del. The rubric thet this should be sung "in the
commmion time" followed Lutheran precedent. The Eecond Book,
1552, ommitted it aliogether.2R

‘s Formle for the distiibution do taken from the Kirnberg formla.
The clauses "which was given for thee" and "which was ehed for
thee” 1o unimown in the Romen end Serum Mass. In other respects,
the formula repembles that of Schwabisoh-Hell,23

6. The Prayer of Thenkngiving ie from the Brandenburg-Hirnberg
Oxder and ie similay to Inther's Collect. In fact, the whole
Post~-Cormrmion sezgﬁce wvas definitely influenced by the Refor-
mation of Cologne, :

T. The rubric that the deacons shall collect alms for the poor end

thet the men shell be scpareted from the women etending in the
cholr (those vartsking of the commmnion) 1e from the Reformation

of Cologne.2D

902, Reed, op. oit., pos 311-2 end Jaoobs, op. @ifes p. 2Hl.
aaa'ecozm, ov. gif., p. 242.
e, ibid. end Brighitmen, op. cit., II, 698.
*’Reed, op. olt:, p. 346,
2302, Jacobs, log. git.; Brightmen, op. olt., IT, T00.
. Reet, 93, git., yp. 355:8.
253!1@@::, op. git., IT, 662,
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8. Thot the priest is to yut on the alb, surplice, with cope, and
that all the liturgy be spoken up to the Offertory, even though
theve is wo one to cormume; also, that after the sermon, the
Liteny with e colleot for peace and the Benedicermg Domino amd

: Ehu_ b}eae:ig,:_:; agg o be eaid are ell directions fiom the PPalz-
Seubueg Onder.* G
Several diverpences, howsver, are o be noted. In the first plece,
Luther wae willing, t}mud: veluctantly, to retein the elevation of the
Bost at the Words of Iastitution in the Mass., Butl, eeye Massey Shephexd,
“the Fnzlieh Reformere woull have none of it, and specifically forbede
1t by mbedc in the Fivet Prayer Book of 1549."2T .
Favthermore, I.t;thw and s followers had yejected as doctrinally
inmre the entive Conon of the Mass, retaining only the Verda end the
Lord's Proyer. (rammer and is assooletes composed a new and lengthy .

l peyer of consecration thet was evenpgelical in character, tut closely
mdeled uwon the features of the Romen Canon.28 Parsons and Jonea eall
this removal of the Canon by the contimental Frotestants e redicsl dresch
vith tredition, They claim thet Luther's Litany wes megnificant, that
his forms for Boptism, Merriege, end Burlal were also intelligently
conservative. “But,” they ssy, "for the Buchariet, while he kept the
uwnesaential fremewori of the rite, he cholished the essentiel Canon,

substituting the veading of the Soripturel narrative for the vitel

%6rvad., 11, Th.
2Tinceay H. Shepherd, "Our Anglican Understanding of Corporate

Worship," Report of Anglicen Congreas (1954), (Edited by Fowel Mills
Davleyf Gxeemich?’ﬁd%.a The Seabury Press, 1954), p. 70.

aamd" Sp. g&.; De 131.




indifferemce to English twuditions,” p. 203.

L6
meyer of Consecration"=? Massey Shepherd says that this abolition of
the Conon Yy Iuther and the other Oxders fregmentizes the whole Inati-
tutlon, He edds, however: "It is interesting to note that yecent
Intheren revisions of the Eucherist have abendoned Luther's scheme of
tonsecretion by a serles of foxxmlae in favor of prayer more nearly akin
to those of ihe ansient liturgles.”30 But even the udstitution of the
peyer for the Cenon by Crammer did not affect the theological leanings
of the Prayer Book, In the 1ight of Reed's statement that Cremmer's
Preyer 1z closely modeled on features of the Roman Camwon, it is note-
Wwrihy that Geequet end Bishop can say: “"Even the closest theoloé:loa:l.
goruting of the new composition will not detect anything inconsistent
vith, or exciuding, Luther's neéntion of the sacrificial idea of the

mapgs,"31
Bbly Baptlien

Cogguet and Bishop claim that handly one-fourth of the office of
Publie Baptism in the Book of Common Preyer cen be refermel to the
baptiemal cezvice of the ancient ritusls. They report ﬂnt Hermann'e

'Oomeultation 1s commonly sugested as the source of much of the rest.32

This 1o portially true; however, Inther's Teufblichlein, as modified by

29Edwra1an'he Parsons apd Bayarxd Hale Jones, The /American Prayer
Beok (New York: Cherles Scrituerts Sons, 1937), oo 30-L. |
38herend, “our Anglican Understanding of Corporate Worship,” p. T4

310108 Cerdinsl Gasquet and Bdmmd Bishop, Edwemd VI £nd the Book.
of Common Preyer (Revised edition; London: Sheed end Vexd, 1528), p. 19%-

~ gasquet ana Bishop, op. oit., p. 191, They also call this "Uttar
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Bermann and. the other Kiychenordnuneen, can be said to be the primary
basis of the Baptismal service in the FPreyer Bock, These are the ele-
Beats that ave found in the Baptismal office of the Prayer Book that
ere taken directly from the Cerman Onders:

1. The Reformation of Cologne rocoxds the words of the historé 1
develoment of the practice of baptiem in faole esclesise.

2. Paremis are to give notice to the curate the night 3:&:0 chll~
dren are to be baptized. (Refoxmetion of Cologme.)

3. The 'aegh):g%ng’ of the baptismal ée:.w. (Reformation of

Cologne,
%. The prayer befure bevtiem, probebly taken directly from Iuther's
_'!;a_ty,_"’gﬁf.‘hlre.-i._z_l..36

3. The prieat gets the neme of the child and makes the sign of the
exuss on fhe foreheed and upon the breast. (Reformation of

Cologne.)
6. The cxorcism. This was token from the Reformation of coioana, -
1-r!zichhadz-ed§gea ¥t o a single centence from Iuther's AN

T. The Goapel accomding to Saint Mark, (Reformation of Cologne.)39:

8. Ixhortation on the Lrozdp of the Gospel and a mrayer. (Refor-
mtion of Cologne.)"? .

33¢e. Drightman, op. elt., IT, 72k and Jacows, op. gif., p. 254,
prghtman, epe oit., II, 726,

35@1_.

36144, 11, 726,728,

3Tce. 1p33., 1T, 728 and Jacobs, op. gik., ». 299.

saaaco‘hs » loc. git. '
3%5rightmen, op. git. 11, 730.

YOge, ivid., II, 732,734 end Jacobe, op. gite, De 259,
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9: The words "ihe Lord vouchsafe to receive you ntg
honsehold, etc.” are from Ivdther's Paufbiichleln,

0. Echorietion to the gelfethers sand godmothers, who ave asked the
queation in place of the child: "Do you foroake , . « the

- worlde, with all the cougtous desyres of the cema?" This is

pertlally from the Yok and Sarum uses but, togetiier vith the
Tinel exhortation ¢o the podparents, moatly firom Oolander in
hin Tanfbuchs o F 1524, and this pacsed om to the Brendenburg-
liirnhergy Oxder,''e

All of the Tuthersu inflience In the Book of Commou Freyer on the
Plae o2 Palunte Rawtion comes fzom the Saxon Opder, Thls includes en
finonltion of ¢he pastor o the peocple not ¢o Geley bepticm after the
fivat or cecond Sunday ox holy day; that there he no dantiom in fhe
homes eveen: under mwal need; that there be po rebeptien 1° the minicber
8288 $het $he child bae been pperly tapkized, but gay wanls of certifi-
Lablon; and 4f the gesple mabs unsestaln snswers (1ike that 1t does not
eppear that the baptieon was in the nape of the Father, Son, end Holy

Ghoot; end without water, ete.) m.m&.:mx_mmm 43

Confizmation

The Church Catechien is e part of the Book of Canmon Prayer, belng
included In the Omder for Confirmetion, Perhaps Iuther was the first
to fix the Decalogue, the Oreed, the Toni's Preyer and the Sacrements
az the four heeds of fundemental popnlar instruction, end to drawv up
mnmels of exposition of these toplos under the name of Catechism.

hkﬂm’ L. m-; n! 73“0
Y202, 1p14., IT, 734,744 end Jucobs, op. Sits, pp. 260,263,

h%ﬂm, 2. m., II, 7&8,750.7&.
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Thece fovr topins became current on ell sides es the hesdn of instruc-
. ¥, even in the catechisn of the Comoil of Trent. ¥ Inther's Smaly
Cebechizs, mublished in 1529 was the prineipal model followsed by the
Reformerss in Englend. It was designed especislly for children prepering
for Confimmstion, which in Intheven mractice was deferred until they
reached the age of disoretion.’d Hore specifically, however, the Church
Catechiom of the Book of Common Preyer was modeled after e Catechism
by Brentz. 'his Cotechism of Brentz was inoluded in the Church Consti-
tatlon for Scimthizoh-Hall of 1543, became the model for the Ga.i;eohiam
of the Reformation of Cologne, which, in twm, beceme the model for the
Cagoel Cotechicn, Thia wee transleted end vevised apd used for the
Book of Commn Prayer.iS Jagobe 1o comvinced of this inFluence when he
fye: "If we mow twm $o the “Church Catechiem,” found in the Book of
Common Freyer, its close dependence upon the Brentlan type of Iutheran
Catechisns ia very manifest. "7 '

The Act of Confirmation itself was the ancient form. But certain
Mbrics and preyers manifest Lutheran influence. For example, from the
Albertine-Savony Order comes the rubric for the curete to instruct
every six 1:¢etcu a hel? hour 'befv.;m evensong, that parents and others
ere alsc to instruct the chilaven, end that vhen this 1s dono, the
Bishop shall confimm then.!'a A meyer after confirmation, in comnection y

""u;g.., I, :::zv-:::v:l-

"gherherd, The Oxtord Amertesn Praver Book Gomentazy, p. 57T
“Jaéoba, ap. ait., pos 327-9.

I"'r;_b,:_‘«_l,., e 329, B

"Bnﬂé'mmn, op. eit., IX, 796,58,
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vith waotion, is from the Cologne Onder. !9 From the Brunewick Order
Coues the xubric: ™hen the childven can say their faith in the mother
tongue, they chall be bwought to the Blehop by the godrexents to have e
witness of thelr confizmetion,"° The mubric that all those desiring
eonflmwution must lmow the Creed, the Lord's Prayer and the Ten Command-
meate han itc woots in the Tenfhiichlein and the Brandenburg-Firnberg
Ordey, 1

Caganet end Bichop, in onmder to prove that the Prayer Book 1e
lacking in mmoh of the eucient fozii:s, strengthen our contention that
the Tutheran influence is telling in the Catechism and the rite of
Comfizmetion, when they eay:

In the pame wey the influence of the Intheran spirit is evidenced

in the sarvice for confimmtion. Into this the idea of a public

wofession of falth on coming to years of disoretion is introduced

vilch finde no countervart in the ancient rite.
This explains the insertion of the cateohism into this part of the
Sevice:, "In the Luthersn chuvches confirmstion was reguuNed as the
ending of cabechetical instruetion when the pugtor by imposition of |
hands admittel the neophyte to full Christian commmion,"93

“er. vid., 1T, 7965 Jecobe, op. gits, pe 269; and Shephend, op.
m'! . 2??"9.

20Brightmen, on. glf., II, 790.
51':1'3091:6, 2D. ﬁ-, De 26?.
%Pgasquet and Bishop, gu. Gike, Dp. 194-5.

53%- 3 D 195.
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Matrimony

The marziage rite, to a large extent, was taken from the old
Englich rite., Jacobe elaims that mmoch of the opening eddress contains
statements found in verdous Lutheran Oz'dm.5" This, however, does

2o doudbt, tock the opening address fron the encient rites. But the
wonds: “ox else hereefter for ever holde his pesce,” and "to lyue
together aiter Gods ordeynawnce in the holy estate of motrymonie?" eve
from the Taufifichleln through Oslenler's Order of 1526, followed by the
Brandenbuxg-lithmbery Order, the Mavi-Brandenburg Order, the Ott-Heinvich
Onder o the Cologne Order.””? The succeeding rites, where the priest
Joing the »ighi honds of the couples end says: “What God path Joined
together, cbo.” and the pronouncement as man end wife, Brightnen fecls
Comge from the Reformation of Oologme. Most Bnglish writers claim that
this is peonilar to the English Church, but Jacobs counterclaims that
this ie Lutheran beosuse 1t 1 Pound in every Lutheran Church Onder.56
The decleretion: "Hear what Scripture says of matrimony; etc.” is from
the Tenfbilchlein through the Onler of Cologne.”! The English sexrvice
eloses with & long eddress which is an elaboration of Luther's address

in the Teufnilchleln.?

Mgacons, op. ©it., pp. 269=T1.
0. 1pid., p. 271 and Brightmsn, gp. git., I, 802.
- 3pg, acovs, op. git., p. 272 end Brightman, op. git., IT, 806.
Tos. Jacobs; gp. git., p. 273 end Brightmen, op. git., IX, 814,6.
Baoobs, 1og. git.
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The Litany

The Titany was the processional preyer of the early Church, used
especlally on oceasionn of great or impending calemity, appointed es
early es 45¢ A.D, by Mamertus, Bishop of Vienma, for the three days
before Ascention Dey, imown os Rogetion Days. It was used also at other
times, ezpecially duwing Lend, and hed a powverful hold upon the people.59

In the yesw 1519, Iuther had no critioism of the Litany, but he was
8gainst the use of proceseions. He later ebolished the Iitany (1520 and
121) becouse of Carlotadt. At the end of 1528 or early in 1529 Luther
Yestored the use of the Lituny es a method of piuyer against the Turkish
peril. In 1529 he issved a reformed Iitany, firet in Latin, and a few
Tonths later in Gewman, The basis of this Litany was the Roman Litany,
but Tother omitted 4he invocation of saints, twelve of the Roman ouf-
froges, and the poslms., He sdded twenty-five euffrages and substituted
& new series of c:o:l.lt:ac'l'.s.69

Cremmer's Litany of 1544 was veally the begimning of the Book of
Comen Froyer. ‘The £iret Prayer Book of 1549 did not actually include
the Liteny but had o rubric directing thet it be sung on Wednesdays and -
Fridays snd thet 1t be followed by at least the ante-Commmion sexvice.Ot
The min sources of the Litany ere the Sarum use, Inther's Litany in its
Latin form, and the Roman, from which certain details are derived through

221b13., p. 231

%ﬂ@m, 2. glt., I, xxxiii, xxxiv.
6lReet, op. oit., p. S49. '
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Iuther. Like Lutherts, the Muglich Liteny wes prepared to meet a mational
emergency; in 1543 the crops were threotonod with excessive yain, end In
154 there wes wer with Bootlend and Frence.52

Tatheyon infinence 1o exhiblted in the vedustion of the Preces
after the Futon Nostew to ome; the Fomsn details: Sepctem with pativi-
laten. et seplituren tumm, o0 yenluy, for gretisn, genotam with ecolesiem
fuam, 21l derived thwough Tuther; "Thy” in the rendering of the Dona
Hobls Pocam quoted in the Bwmewick Kirchenowimms of 1520 and referred
to in the Wittenborg Onder of 15333 and the colleot "0 Cod Meroiful
Father" twenslated feom Inther's Tatin I_qitltwoss In feot, nearly all of
the new sufivages of Luther, wiich ave mch more conolse end specific
then the mee-Defoametlon formy, were incorporated by Cremmer in his
Englieh Idtany,” ok Tocter soyae of thiss

“he fomm of the intercessions which now follow is to all

the Iltaniec, tut the Bu'b,jects vary considexably, and the signs of

ihe Inflaonce of the Liteny become far more moaxinent in

tha zb'sﬂm servica.
Furtherrore, the elewsy wore deceribed by Cremmey, following Luther,
wndex $he nenss of “bishops; estors, and ministers of the Church,"66
Finelly, the directions to pay ihe Iiteny on Wedneodsys ond Fridayo are
from the Gemon Ordexe, notably the Saxon Order of 1539 end the Calenbers
Ordex of 15!::?.67

Ganlﬂ-: 7. S48,

S3prtgiimen, op. gif., I, Lelv-lxvid,
Sipeod, op. oliis pe SHT.

Gsh'acter, 2v. gl%.; pe 316,
S6xa., p. H17.

GTRecl, ou. Tites e 549,

IR



54

Matins and Evensong

Bhiephe, sayn about the dally services of the Germm end Eaglish
Cinvrohgs 3 '

It we the g ius of the great Reformers, such as Iuther and Crammer,

to ces the potential odvantage to the Chooh of melcing the Dally .
W'fices a means of corgorate worship for all the Faithful, the laity
4o “c‘ll a8 the clexgy, and in particulsr, a vehiole for the W
UL She lmovledge of the Holy Scriptures by all the people of God.
The infivence of the German Onders on the Metins amd Evensong of
the Englich Clwmewh exe msny end varied, For example, the generel plan
and form 45 ile come. The Kizwhenopimunsen had dvewn up forms of Mating
anl Veopers basel on nedievel Gexman forms, end Cranmer decided upon 2
Bervice mmollcally ldenticel with that drawn up in 1542 for use in
Schleawip-Hoisteln., The same may be esid of Evengong, exept that the_
resablonce between the Gemmn end the English form is even more stxik-
ing, for the Gemman Vespor service contains the Bms dimuittis, like
tae M10n.%? e geme my be eald for the plan of Soripture resdings.
The Reforvmiion in England ook the earlier Lutheran forms ag models
and Incorporated 1n these a syetematio divieion of the pealma over the
mricd of o month. In 1541, Crenmer, following the lead of the Lutherans,
directed ihat chepters of the New Testemont be re=d in Englich on Sun-
days end holy days afmtznmmmmmt-w :
Martin Inther's eiuple Metine sexvice ic almoat precisely that of
the Prayer Book of 1549, If this 1o compared with the fax more complex

GOshopnend, gp. git., pe 1. ‘
%, on. cit., v. 161.
70“., OB gﬂ;_., ¥R 383;3760
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Wtlas service in Bisiop Hilsey's Primer of 1539 or Benry's of 1545, it
VI be readily ceen what dobermining influence the Lutheran Uiturgies
Bod on %%, e ceme 15 true of the Vesper service.’l Tho Introits were
% those of the Roman or Sarum Missals, but the entire vsalns; thio
ok was mmde eccording to Inther's advice in 1523 in the Formle
Wissae. ot all the Tuiheran Orders followed this advice, however.72
Reganling the colloots in the daily offices, Jacoba says:

“ke compilera of the Book of 1549, however, also followed the

Gimmele oo che Intheron reformers of the Servica, in eubstituting

for the old Collecte o nmmber walch they elther composed or, in

sote cascen, probably derived from Tutheren scurces.!3
Flnally, the Cougel end Epistles of the £iret Pruyer Book ghow slight
varlotion from the Tutheren. (The vaviation is more moticeable in the
Gesond Bosle,) Vor exauple, the Gospel and Eplotles for the four Sundsys
in Mveat in Doth the Tatheren Cowa and the Common Book of Preyer differ
fron the Romen Missal, Often the Iutheren Orders followed Iuther's
Postile, end the Preysr Book followed Luther's "Register of Bpdetles

and Gospels, T
Other Elements

Other olenente of Inthoran influnence are observed in the following:

M3acons, op. ite, e 25
72&&., . 249,
3m1a., ». 251,
8., p. 252.
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Az for ap the Propers for the Saint's days are consernad, Anglican
reform is almopt along ldentical lines with the Iuthexen. Both cut down
the matbor of Seinttg days to ebout twenty. The Book of Common Prayer
does ot obaerve the Visitation, Reformation, the festival of Harvest,
. e Day of Humilistion ani Prayer. It edds days for the Holy Innocents
and St. Barnabos 79 >

For & Gemevel Prayer, c:t:amnr followed the Allmensing Kirchenzebet
vhich corresyonds to e Prayer for "the wvhole State of Ciwlet's Church
in the Prayer Book,T0

The Acsvnic Bensdiction in the Preyer Book 4o & tyanslation of the
one in Hemena's Omdor of Cologze of 154877

In ihe »ite for the Visitation of the Blck, part of the e:hcrta'biozf:
o the sick wme taken from the Reformation of Cologne, and wvas Oﬂmm
fornd. in the Sexon Order of 1539, Also, a yuhdz for the mrlest to move
the aldk to 1iberelity towand the poor, end = preyer, is to be treced to
the Reformation of c'Jlog:ue.76

In the omler for the Commmion of the Sick, the Preyeis Book uses &
whric of ¢he Brenlenburg Onder to the effeot that the curate is to ed-
monish the peocple to toke Commmion often, especially in time of pesti-
lence. If they can't take it mublioly, then the priest is to reserve

7539@5-: on. git., p. 493.
76,&1_@. » De 298,

TI1pid., p. 361.

78"““"’5: on. ¢it., p. 273.
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the Saorament o Le talen to 4he alok, After the olmroh celebzution of
the Commmmion, the yelest 1o to go immsdiately to the sick person's
house, The zubric to reserve the Sacvement is algo found in the Refor-
mtion of Cologne 42 wron this ceme ponxce it 1s directed that theze
8houid be eomcone to commmicate with the siok person. Bishop Dowden
88ys of thia: |

I think that there con be 1itile doubt that the requirement of our

Proyev-tooks thet in the case of the Commmion of the Siok there

should be some o commmicete with the sick person was derived from

Hemnoam or Drom sowe other of the Cermen Oxders, in vhich this

regiivenant wves a frequent, if not universal, feature.

In the case of the Buriel of the Dead, the words said whea the
prlest easis the carth upon the corpse io taken from the Reformation of
Cologne. The wmidude thet I Corinthisns fifteen is to be reod is taken
from the sene :uurce.m' :

The Book of Comon Prayer origirally contalned no forms for the
oxdination of bishops, prdests, apd dencons, and consequenily & simpli-
flod Lo of the medievel Englich rites ves published in 1550.%2 How-
ever; In this DQomm were, for exsmple in the Form end Mamor of Malking
Deacons, several phrases fvom Iather's Litany: "rom all false doc-
tryue;" "That it mele please thes, to bee defendor end kepor, etc.;"

and "They 4% maie plesge thee, to blesse and kepe the Maglstrates, ets."S3

aeighiman, ov. git., IT, 312,346,
BODME“, 2n. m-, P Ghl
SJMM, 0. m.; n; 853,865-

Bahﬂlnn, Bu. m., Pe ﬂi‘.

nrightman, op. cit., II, 936,935,
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Scholars vere formerly of the cpinion that the Exhortation and
Other varts of the Omdering of Priests were besed on Iutheren reformed
Witings. Shepherd aaye, however:

The long-necepted opinion that ‘this Exhortation and other parts of

the 07flce were Dosed on @ Latin writing of the Lutheren Reformer

Martin Bucer, e close friend of Cremmer's (sic) and Reglus Profes-

gor of Divinity at cmﬁ.deﬁhfm 1549 until his death in 1551, 1o

RO longer held by scholare,

This 1s the only pervice, by the way, in which there is a hymm: the
Yen! Creator Sutxitus.™

Bbsiﬁ.c-_-_ixc;ﬂ; op. Sik., e 539,

685, .
3-";1:;::\1, 2p. glte, ve 3The




CHAPTER VI

FLEIHATION OF TUTHERAN ELEMERTS 1IN SUBSHRUENT EDITIONS

This rvesesyoh bop 1imited 1tself mainly to o dlecusoion of the
Iutheran inflnences on the Firet Book of Common Preyer of 1549. It is
ot within the ssope of this peper to exsmine all of the changes end
Tevigions that were mide in the later editions of the Preyer Book, Hou~
ever. & hrdef averview of some of the more importont chanses will give
U5 an unlerzionding of the problems Involved in any attenvt at ecunen-
eily on en outwerd hasic botween the Iutheren and Anglicen commions.

"he Sesond Prayer Book of 1552

Luther Reed says thet "the Dook of 1549 was 0o radical to suit
the wofleretion end 4o conservative to sult the extremlots.”t Alreedy
in 1543 Crevmer wns evinging toward e Reformed view of the Eucherist,
end bad cxpvessed these views in the great debate of 1545. It wes
clearly ceen fhat the firet book wes a sort of tremsitdomal thing.Z
Gosguet end Bighop tell us, concerning the afore-menticoned debete in
which Cremmer espoused Bullinger's views ageinst the Bishop of HWorces-
tor, of o letter in which Treheron writes to Bullinger on December 31,

1548

YUnther D. Reed, The Zutheren Idtumey, (Philedelphic: Hublenberg
Presa, 0-19117), Be B’Ifm

201380 Cardinel Casquet and Fémnd Bishop, mn meﬁum
§§ Eoézsm (Revised edition; London: Shoed end
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The truih never obtained a more brilliant victory among us. I

Pgelve 1t ie all over with Iutheranion, now that those who were

congldered ito pvinoipal and gliost only supporters, have alto-

&ether come over to onr pide.d

Traheron wes undoubtedly ovexetating the cese. Yeot, the foct of
the matter 15 that tuore vas, in England ot this time, & definite swing
towel the Refommed oint of view, perticulorly fn regard to the Eucha-
rigt. 2z eavly as 1545, Ficholes Ridley had been influenced by Zwingli's
doetrine of ihe Lowdle Supper. Joim Hooper, the Bishop of Glouceater
(then Bistion o Worcester), had been forced to flee to Switzerlend; he
retumed o Mazland a conflmmed Zwinglien, Bullinger was divecting the
tiudles of Lady deme Gazey. Calvin wes in correspondence with the Iord
Protector, Bivard VI and an.k .

Of equal importance ves the faot that men 1ike Mariin Bucer, Peter
Martyz, Jolm a Tasco, and Bermamdino Ochino hed come to Englend by
Crezmerte invitetion and were boglnning to ezert an aymreoiable infliu-
€nce. Ducer had been compelled to leave Stressburg in 1547; ie found
refuge end taught et Ceambridge, for & time being regius yrofessor of
Uvinler there. He became en important edviser to Cremmer wntil hio
death in Yebruary, 1551.° Of the influence of these men on Cremmer,

Jacobn geye:

Smg-, e 1"2.

%
Henry Fyster Jecobs Iuthevan Movement in Enzlend (Revised
edition; mﬁ.&elpngoae% Council Fublication House, 1916),

0. 206-15,
0£. 1b1d., pp. 203-15, and Thopss M. Iindsey, A of
Beformation (2nd Egiﬂun;lg&nw, 7. & T. Claxk, m, 355m
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o o 1 ihtaion Gy Joseil o eesy shiey GredmaLly Fiesten

T Colvindem . . . with Fox and Cromwell to aid him, he was a Iuth-

exan; deprived of them, he drifted bdetween the conflicting elements,

in hope of a better day whén be thought he would be able to act with
less enberyasament,

Mrtin Pucer st Tiret gave the firet Book of Commom Prayer & hastr
Teview. Mo aprooved of 1t In general, but disliked the retention of
veatnenta, canidles, etc, Ne made e formsl end more thoroush orfttoi_an
of 1%, however, in the {twenty~elght chapters of his Copswra. In thio
¥ork ke spiwoved of the Dally Preyers end the Comwmion service. But he
Objeoted to the use of the choir for Divine service s being an enti-
chriotion eerazation of the clergy end the laity. He ndded that leav~
encd bread could be used as well as the wafer. IHe objected to the use
of the fimst part of the service without proceeding to the ectnal com-
mondon; 4o the weselving of oblations; to the mutide of. non-cormuni -
cints romaining in the church; to certein gestures, es Imeellng, crossing,
Imocking upon the bresst; to delivery of the ssorament 1nbo the mouth
Insteod of the hani; %o the dizection to place Just eaough elements on
the eltar es implying a superstitions notion ebout the conzecration; to
meyer for the dead; to the preyer of lnvocatlon of the Holy Spirit,
that the elements “mey be unto us the Body and Blood of Christ;" to the
croseing at the oonaecfz@timandan the Mamal Acts as well as thum
"who in the same night, etc.” end all that ﬁmaea consecration. M

vere a1l well-mesning, but unsetisfectory criticisme.! Two-thirds of

6Jacohé; op. git., p. 215.

7 ' ' '
. ‘Francis Procter, 4 Jey Historr of the Book of Common Fyeyer
(Revized and!mlmitten lwnaltu Bwag Frere; Iondon: Mecmillen &
Company, Ltd., 1955), pp. 72<6.




62

the objections contained in the Cengure ave recognized and dealt with
in the second Boox,®

The second Book of Comnon Prayer was epproved by Farllement, on
Apedl 3k, 3552; 1% wes lssved in September of that year. Cremmer had
had conferencos with eome of the Bishopn es early ac 1551 on the subject
of revieion, end elos with soms of the foreign divines then resident in
Englend. It de more tham ilkely that his intention wes o freme such a
liturgy s would bring the worehip of the Church of England into harmony
with thot of the conbinental Refowmers. There 18 no mroof thst the book
Wis evor reesented to Convocation for revision.?

This Book of Common Preyer desexves special notice, because, al-
though come impovieant chepges vere made, 1% ig largely reproduced in
the Book of Common Preyer which e at.msaxt used in the Chuxch of
BEnglend, The wain differences between it and the firet Prayer Book.
eppeny, for the most part, in the Commnion service, and were evidently
introdueced 4o do eway with all thought of e propitiatory Magss., The
vord aliar io expungsd, and table 1e used instead; minister and priest
are ugsed. indifferentiy 68 eqnivalent texms. The vestments of 1549,
that is, the alb, the chaguble, and the cope, are eboliokod. Ordinaxy

or unlcavensd breed was t0 be used, 'ﬂnoldu'bonkm%m

to eing the Agnue Dei during the commmion; this was to be an invocation
of Christ yresent in the elements, This was omitted in the new cne.l?

8. ®. Brightmen, The English Bite (London: Rivingtons, 1915), I,

cli.

902. Beed, op. oit., p. 13); Linlsay, gp. git., IT, 361.
lotlim _ﬂn, II, 351‘2.
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The most lmportent chsnge, however: was that mede in the woxds to
be addressed to the commmmnicants in the ect of partaking, The first

Proyer Boolk worde vere:

When the prdest delivereth the Sncrament of the Body of Chrlat, he
ehall zay to overy onc these wordo:- “The Body of our Loxd Jesus
Chrigt vhich waos glven for thee, rreserve thy body end ecul unto
cveriesting 1life.” And the minister delivering the Sasrenent of
tha Blood, and glving evexy cne once to drink and no more, shall
say: "The Blood of our Iorxd Jeous Christ, mrecerve thy body and
soul wnto everlasting life.”

in the second Prayer Dook the zubric was altered to:

Then the minietor, vhen he delivereth the bread, shall " Take
and eat this in remerbrance that Clist died for thes, enﬂ. feed on
Him in thy heart by faith and with thanksgiving.” And the minister
that delivereth the cup chall sey: "drink this :lnﬁmbrnnce that
Chwiet’s blood was shed for thee, and be thankful.

Procier soys of this change:

In the book of 1549 the Comwmion Service hed been so constructed
ag %o be consistent with the Catholic belief in the real presence.
But the alterations in 1552 were desligned to fecllitate and foster
the view that the prayer of consecration had reference zether to
the persons than ¢o the eiements, end that the presence of Cariot

ws not ic the Sacrement but only in the heart of the believer.
The pale of Churoh commmnion was thus enlarged for the more ultra
refommera, end naroved by the attempt ¢o exclude those vho were
deternined E retain the yrinitive doctrine apart fron medieval
accnotions,

ind Lindsay comments in thio way:

The difference represented by the change in these words is between
wvhat might be the doctrine of trensubstantiation and e sacramenial
theory distinctly lower that of Iather or Calvin, end which

mlsat be pure Zringlioniem,

‘A, , 11, 362-3.
mm, ‘OB m-, DB 82g.

%ﬂﬂy, m- gﬁ., II, 363-
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Tawrthemnore, the Ten Commaninents vere introduced for the first
time into tho cewvice. Thie 1o definitely a Calvinistic immovation,
elthough John Dowlen seys, "On the vhole I am inclined ©o think that
the placing of the Ten Commendmenis in the service for the Holy Com-
mmion was due to suggestions from one or other of the Gexman Kirchen-

axinunmm. 1 But Jacobs sayst

The -?mz'eaeﬂ.ng influnence of Calvinien is ghown in 155€ by the

ingertion of the Tan Commandments, probably as Procter suppooes

jﬁ?i’:‘.ﬁ ﬁmom, %go'.'i)m e

7

Sgvexal other changes in the eerxvice appeared., 4 confessionel
eervice befone the regular moruing sorvice was introduced, This was
mobably augnested by Pollanue, who succeeded Calvin in Strsssbung.
There wag no abzolution; and upon the baocis of the Stxossburg form,
togethor with the form of Calvin and the Reformation of Cologne, the
m-;;;z:zs%;; Comepeional Prayer wes construoted. One thing won retained
vhich the more edvanced Reformers wished done ewaw with: Commmicants
were requived to roceive the a.-.mgzts l:nee:l.ing.l"

Other chenges wexe made in the otbu offices. In the Baptismal
sexvice the Interrogations are directed to the godparents, not to the
child, The Dvovoisn is omitied. The sign of the oxcos is changed to
after the bapticm; Luther's csllect io abbreviated; the Ilord's Preyer

andl the Creel efter tho Exhortation ic omitted, eto.l

¥ g0im Dowlen, Frther Staiico in the Praver Book (Lonion: Netmsn
& Gs., m’, Do 1Tk,

lbma‘ﬁ; OB. m-, Pe 2"3.

e, 1p13., tpe. 275€€. end Lindssy, op. olt., I, 362.
J‘?M{';hﬁ"ﬁ-z, ORe m-’ I, cliv and Jacoba, 03 m., e 282,
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Tn the Mating service the Jubilate 1s made to alternate with the

Denedlctnss the Apostle's Creed is chonged from directly after, to
directly betore the Eyrle. In the Vesper service the Hallelajeh is
omittad, ond the worde, "0 Tord, opem Thou my lips,” from the Matins

servica is imerted.m
In the Purial service the Preyara for the Deed are eliminated.l9
The wnotlon in the edministretion of the sick 1s omitted, os is
alzo reservntion for the comxmnion of the elok.20

Iater Editions

The gecond Book of Comion Prayer of Biwexd VI lasted eight months.
Then come the Romen Catholic wemction under Mexy. The Prayer Rook was
l tupprecead, cithough 1ts Litony wes atill allowed to be used. The
| encient Mess wes reintroduced, Zatimer, Ridley, end Cranmer were
executed.

Elizabeth, deughter of Heary VEIII end Anne Boleyn, wes orowned om
demuary 15, 1550. She succeeded in restoring the 1552 book with some
doctrinal chenges erd improvesents, Pallen says of the Elizabethan
Prayer Bovle:

But we can rmember with gratitude that the reign of Elizabeth not

only gave us, alwat In its present form, owr Book of Common Frayer,
with all itz great capacities, but also produced of the type

Biacons, op. clt., pp. 278,81,
1Omia., p. 282,
%ﬂ@t’m, Sn. mo, I, clv.
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of Richand Hooker, who were able to underatand the d:lfferame be=-
tweon vofommation and revolution.
Iuring the seventeenth century the Puritans twice attempled to
modily the Prayer Book, end once trded to destroy it. The Anglicans
anf Puritans met together in 160% at the fomous Hempton Court Conference

under Jemes Y. Hothing came of this meeting however.
: ha history of the Prayer DRook in /merics and the revisions it

[
he

undervent in Noxth Americe 1o o %ople worthy of enother research paper.

“Meighton Pullam, The Higtory of the Book of Com 1 i

- e

elitlon; London: Longnens, CGreen, snd Co., 1901), p. xii.




CHAPTER VII
CCRCIUSION

We heve found that et the 4ime of the Intheran Reformation in
Gerueny, Enzlend, too, was veady for reform. The English Chuxch carrled
out thet refom prinelpally in the aree of its public worchip.

Tow worship veform the leaders of the Englisk Reformation, por-
tlenlerly Amchbishop Thomes Crenmer of Centerbuwy, icsued the Book of
Common Proyer in 1549, This wos mainly a tvenslation iato English of
verions exicting Latin forms (wrincipally the Sarum Use) with emend-

memts ond additions.

fowever, the Omdors of Mortin Inther and the so-called Klrchen-
sxinunaen played a layge role in influvencing English litunsical reform,
Thic inTluence wes felt in two waye: (1) The retentlon of encient forms
incofar s they did not dicagree with Soripture, wag practiced to e
lerpe extent, (John T. MoWelll, in his book, Modern Giristien Move-
menie, ightly points out that "in practice, Iuther retained very much
that was medievel in worehip, belleving that what the Seripture did not
condem migit otill be kept in use."l) (2) Actusl formilse and yubrico
were transleted from the Gmn.aud incorporated in the Prayer Book,
Theze Kirchepoxdnunpen fall into several olassifications, end Cronmor
uced the Bucerien type 28 exemplified in the Reformation of Cologne for

the moot pert. Other more comservative Orders, particularly the

i
Jolm T. McNeill Chrigtien Movements (Philadelphia: The
Weatmingter Press, o.im. 25.

| IR
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Brandenbuz;-fmbers Onder, also show far-reaching effects in the
Prayer Book,

We have peen Iuthoran inflnence particularly in the Bible trens-
lations that mede up a groater okare of the Prayer Book. The influence
that Bnglieh Lutherens ked on such media is immeasureble. The nego-
tiations between the Luthevens In Cermony and the English Reformers
reprosenting Hemry VIIT, though not ultimately successful, otill bore
tome fruit In the Enplich Reformation.

Tet, the tremendouns influence on the firat Prayer Book exexrted by
the Tatheran Reformation waz viclated 4o soms extent by the iatroduc-
tion of Zaringlion and Calvinietic elemonts in the second Book. These
elemoente were retoined in a0ll ¢he subseguent Frayer Books.

What ame the lmplicetions of these vardous influcnces on the
Prayer Bool for ue in the Iuthersn Church today? First of ell, ourw
ovn Lituryy derives mch from the Pnglish rite. It 1s undeniable that
the beauty of languepe, for examplae, in the Collects of owr service, is
traceable to the trenslatione of Arvchbichop Crammer. Inther Recd says:

In nearly every cese wien early Iatin Proyers are found in both

the German Church Opders end in the Englich Book of Common Prayer,

‘the transletions In the latter heve been accepted in yecognition

of the literery grace end liturglcal feeling so bemutifully

mregsed in the work of Archbishop Cramuer and his apsociates.
Yet, the Zntheren cervices are richer in content and in hermony with
Liturgical txedition. The Iutheren Chnxvh todey has, for example, a
faller series of liturgicel propers. The Intheran Church, following
the Luthoren Onders, hos an ante-commmmnion when there io no commmion.

“futher D. Reed, The Intheyen Litursy (Philsdelphia: Mihlembers
Prese, ¢.1947), p. 515,
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Thic is the Anglicen Morning Prager, which has no yropers.’ Further-
oore; as Reed sayss

Compared with the Lutheren meform, however, it Preyer Book wor-

ehip was less coneciously dlrected Ly en appreciation of the

gignificanse of the Worl of Cod as the amimating prineciple of

Wélommi;;;%w:gg:ﬁg ve £ind a pacrificial conception streosed in
Morning endl Evening Frayer are etill the monsstic ideals of daily
Gervice; end, in the Holy Commmion, the commmicents and the elements
are etill, =o to speak, offered.

It noems ¢o this wediter thet the adoption of certein Reformed
trinciples in the second and eubsequent Prayer Books, especially in
regerd to the Holy Commmnion, hos lessened the chamces of eventual
reunion of the Intheran end Anglicar commmions. The English Church
lives by ite witual, cven as David Colin Dunlop has recently said: ‘e
mwke of our common worehip the principsl means by which the Church lives
tue to ond expresses ite doctwine, rather than the giving of intellec-
tual assent 4o dootwimal forvmize,”? Uniformity is importent. The
cese iz different, however, in the Lutheren Church; the Lutheren Church
lives by its Confessions based upon Scripture. Only when living dogma,
waich can also be grounded in the common worship, is the besisc for

cumon folth, will union be achieved,

SReed, on. cit., pp. 1312,

"mpia., p. 231,

David Colin Dunlop, "The Idturgical Life of the Anglican Commm-

ion in the Twentieth Cenmtury,” Rgport Anglican Conrzecs (1934)
edited by Powel Mills mv:lm’ am%ﬁ,?@.s The Seabuty Preoo, 1

m): s 99,
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