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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% .
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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,

R LT e
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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




