Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship

6-1-1958

The Influence of Thomas Cranmer on Henry VlIl and Through Him
on the English Reformation

John Edward Golisch
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_golischj@csl.edu

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

b Part of the History of Christianity Commons

Recommended Citation

Golisch, John Edward, "The Influence of Thomas Cranmer on Henry VIIl and Through Him on the English
Reformation" (1958). Bachelor of Divinity. 578.

https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/578

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









THE HIGH REGARD OF HENRY ViILI FOR TEOGMAS CRARMMER

But while lienvy VILIY remzined theologically in the Cetholic cemp,
he developed a great liking and respect for Archbishop Crammer, end sure
prisingly ez:aug;h,l gpoke well of hiw aud defoended him from hie Romisk

sunsellors at & cime when Crammerts efforts ac veform were anytching but
2

vailed.” Bei “lHenry was alvays teyivg to ecconmodete hic conscience ko

his .?cu.';,”- and often congtlted Crammer on importont morel and theolopgical

guestions from the Amne Doleyn incident {end Cranmer‘s subsequeat rise to
LEE o . .s & ']
cifice somewhat ac Henry's caprice) on throughout the rept of his reipgn.”

L6 ceoms chel Oranmer's great "cheological icawning wac cue of his ticles
3 . - 4 g l". - L] -

o che king's favoeur.®” UHenry attests toc his grest regerd for it duriag

& digpule in his presence bstuecn Cardiner and Crammer: “The King inter-

rupted i¢, by telling Cerdiner that Crenmezr was oo exporiecnced a leader

"‘Jases:h Henry Dubbs, Leeders of the Reforaacion {Fhiladalphia: The
Heidelberg Press, c¢,i89%8), p. 142, states it was “mavvellous that he
retained Heary's comfidence,” Cf. H. Haynavd 8pmith, [leary VILII end the
Reforwation (London: Macmilica & Co. Lté., 1940), o. 225: “ie [EHear
proclaimed himgelf God'e Vicar, so that disagreement with him, apart from
digobedionce, wos an unforgivable sin.®

2¢f. Charles W. Le Sas, The Life of azchbishop Gremmer (Mew York:
J. & J. Havpor, 1633), I, 216%f.

Ssmith, op. cit., p. 231,

%e¥. Heary Jobn Todd, Ihe Life of archbisbop Cragmer (iondon:
C. J. G. & ¥, Revington, 1831). vols., I, 1G3fz.

Salbert T, Pollard, Thowss Cromscr and the English Reforsatica, 13589-
155¢ (Vow York ond Loudom: C. P, Putnaa's 50nS, C.1S904). FOT 4 desexip-
tion of Cranmor's private Library see ibid., p. 319.
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o be defeated by a nwice."" Though tenry was notorious for his intole
lerance of disegreement, Granmer could telk te the hiug and openly dis-
e;;::ae.7 “Cranmer « « o held views for which othoer men were burat, but
Hemry knew his plisbility aend his doglike fidelity to himself, and he
was ever ready to defend him againgt his mauy ane.uies.“s Zven Hughes
admits, “le was oze of the few for whom lonry developed a real affection
viaich nothing ever shno‘—s.""

Gardiner and other fomish loadews tried ofien “to deprive Cromser
of the zoyal wagard,“m and Chough they cucceedad in some weascre with
ui:?.:-»‘.::.‘e,i“" “ghe plotters littic kaew their Hing; Henry kad many fallings,
but no monavch had e keener ingight into men's wminds or less liking for

being made che tool of othera." % 4ud though “furiously best the vaves

of reaction vpon Chae chief wemaining pillar of the Heformation in Cagland,

- 2
énd nmany ware the attempts to precure Crarmer's dm'iﬁall,"l"' the zesult

“Iodd, op. cit., I, 233.

‘oz, Pollard, Op. Cite., p. 109, €€, aloco guprg., footnote 2L im

Ghapter II,
Sa*ms.:h, op. cit., p. 129.

nilip Hughes, The Reformsticn im Eugland (Uew York: The MNacmillen
Company, 1951), I, 251,

YWrodd, op-_cit., I, 237.
1b1d., p. 260.
lzPallard, op. gif.; p. 151,

13:5id., p. Wb, CE. Joun Lingerd, The Higtory of England from the
Firet mvgi.ens by the Romans to the Accegsion of ﬁgllim and Mary in
1688 {Sizth edition; New Yerk and loncreal: D. & J. Sadlier & Cowpany,
1879), v, 96£. Eellard. Op. eit., p. 144, says Crammer "had foes at
Court, f£oce on the episcopal beueh, emong the squirea of Nomt, within
the precincts of his own cnthadral and tha walls of his cum house.™
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was always condemmation frem Henry of the plotters and high public praise
of Cranmer to his accusers: e.3.,
I would you would well understend that I sccount my Lord of

Canterbury as faithful a men towerds ue as ever wes prelate
im Chis wecalm, and one to whom I em many ways beholding by

the faith I owe unto Cody end thevoforse whoso ioveth me will
regard him hereatfter.

Once, when agccusation was brought egeinst Crammer, Heury put the Arche
bishop in charge of the fectefinding commititec for the prosccution with
the romark to Crammer: “For gurely T rechom that you will tell ms the
truth; yea of yourself, if you have offended, 19

Thet this was no cupty of icolated testimony on the part of Heary
in his countinuing vepard for Crammer's character aand the complete confi-

denee he had in him is clearly discermable £rcm many sources. 10 Henry

sven praised Crommer for vemalving £irzm in his ctheology and prophesied
¢hat he would one day shed blcod Lecause of :'.6;.17 This saxe importance

of the perconal factor with Henry is shown in an incident he had with
Katherine Parz, who was wot unlike Cranmor im hey owa lcarnmed and patieat
wifely z-:a:rs.ls While ong historian veporis thet Crammer “had been banished

frow the royal favour'1? st the time of amne's death, he is called on o

Ay

jgFollerd, gp. elE., p. 157.

i Ibid., p. 151,

Tibid, Cromwell and Russeli {(en ezecmy of Craamex) ave quoted. CE.
siso Smith, op. cit., pp. 210£. Algo F. B. Mutchivson, Oxaguer sud the
English Refowmation., Teach Yourself Nistory Library edited by A. L. Rowse
{lew 'igrk: The Macmillan Company, 1951), pp. 97f.

Le Bas, op. _C_E.. Pe 209,

e
lgsmith. ﬂo_-c_i_g.-. Pe 221,

J. Milton Suith, The Stats oFf Ché NerormecIou: Ceinmg Short Sketchas

of Mmiment Reformers, and of the Leadinz Bvents in Eur which ied to the
mavggl of Ghr.'l.ntnni b
Pa L]

ty (Secomd Editiony Londocn: S. W. raveridge & Co, u.d.),
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be godfather to both Elizebeth (before) and Edward? (later). This is an
indleation either that 4t was not a bad zife in the fivst place, or that
the wounds healed quickly and well., Cranmer was personzlly loved and
respected by Heary, and it ves a mutual love.2L The £inal and oue of ke
bost exauples cf Chis is that oo his deathbed, knsuing chere vere but a
fov hours lefi, Henry wvanted “no other but the Avchbishop Cramsar™22 wieh
him, "Faithless to meany, to Crammer the King wes true unto death; and
Zrom that day to his cws last ggouy the Archbishop ieft his beard to grow

<
in witness of kis s:fiaf-“z"

2{}:':6 .d, OPe ﬂ‘-it.‘ I; 225,

He Geo Pupp, Studics in the Mekine of The Eunglish Protestent Tradi-
tion (Mainly in the heign o£ tignry VELLL) (cmbridue. “he University Pzacs,
1947, pps 1508: Crommer “was E;unl.y fortified im pructice by the
ungrudging end unfailing friemdship of the King. It was a relationship,
::i:rzn;;e &5 it may appear, based vwpon mutual affection and respect. Crane

per konew his Heary better than eny other mau: oobody hod better claim te
ba considered the heeper of the Ning‘s cousciesce, and if chaet secams o
w2 an unlovoly and scmetimes g dreedfel ching, it wos uoil unscemly that
tcho Archbishop should find pity for its dark recesses.”™

-

o

227033, op. git., I, 378. Cf, H. ¥. Smith, op. eit., p. 225, ead
Polloxd, op. cit., p. 182.

231p4d., p. 183. Cf. H. M. Smith, lee. cit.




CHAPEER IV
TiZ PRASOR AND CHARACTER OF THOMAS CRAMDER

Bet vhat wes theve in Thomas Cremmer's personality oo cheoraster ©o
prompt such unfailing protection, respect, aind frieudship on the part of
the oft~fickle Henry VIIL? & doteiled study of the extrzordiansry char-
acter of the dvenbishop dooe wuch Co Degin to emsuer this questione-as
uuch as indeed it can be angwercd by ccademic rescarca snd enalyzatiom.
A :':::.::u:.r_-;'; of such a stuedy of ithe chavecter aud pexson of Thouss Crarmar

.
-
ek

P
T OfdeY.

e

Zhat Themas Cranuer wes a fivste-vate ceholay, one ¢f the very best

in his country ia bhis day, is very well cttested.? [ carned his doctorate

L¢here ere severai w:ry god susmerics of OUravawr's clisvacter. Thase ]
are now cited: Charles %. Le Das, The Life of ﬁrcbbiehcg Crammer {(lnw 1
York: J. & J. Hazper, 1i833), 1. .u.‘i. -mr'y Jobn Toad . Tur. Lifg cf Azeh-
*i.mo;.- Sroumer (Lundea: C, J. €. & F. Reviogton, 1831), 2 vois., I, wevi.
Reaneth Scobt Lakourctte, & Hisvory of Christismity {lew Terk: Harper &
Drothers, ¢.1953), p. 509, C—’*ol:f'-:ay . Browiley. Thomis Crasmer. Theo-
opian {(New York: Ozfond ane:.‘ai.ty Pross, L9506}, pp. viiif. H. Meyaerd
Smith, Henry VIl znd the Reformaticn (london: Macmillan & Co. Ltd., 1548},
PPe 34, ZOSEE., iacludes o contrast with Gardicex. Coorse S. Robbare,
“The Reformation of Crameer wich Special Reference Lo Its Dockrima end
The Infiuences upon It¥ {Unpublighed Backelor's Thesis, Concordia Semi-
nary, St. Louis, 1948), p. 9, hes an interestivg descripiion of Craumer
by & student of his at Cawbridge. Frozeis Hackets, lienry the Eighth
{(Seor edition; Garden City, . ¥.: Gavdsp City Publishing Company, inc.,
¢.1931), pp. Z200£, is not uaarily as complimentary as the others.

2Hany sttest his chorough schelarlineas. Nzomiley, op. cit., pp. l-i1,

has an excellient chapter. CI. Burton in Thomis Crammer, 4 Short Instruc-
Lion into Chriscian Rellirion. & Catechism set fowrth by m'chh!.shop Cramer
in MDRLVILT togethey wikh i.he scma in Lacin tranglated £rom the Carman by
Justas Jonas in MDEMRIZ, Pavker Secclety Poblication edited by Edward Bur-
ton (Oxford: The University Presc, 1829), pp. xvii-sviii; Josoph Honry
Dubbs, lsaders of the Refowvmation (Philedelphia: The Haidelberg Precs,
€.1898), p. 143: eveu fackete, eop. cit., p. 159; Laceureits, op. eit.,
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in c’.iﬁin:!.i:y gt Cambrldge and for a nuuber of years acted as euamimer in
the thaological schools, le received end declined an invitation fzom
Wolsay te serve in the ucwly founded Cardimnal's College at Ouford.
Breuniley states: "ilready iu the tweintiaes he had that daveloped reputa-
tion oz a scholar vhich would assuwre him of a wminor cminence in his oum
szﬁ:aera."s His oppounents, of course, daveloped a habit of decrying his
gchiolars 113."‘ Sromiley points cut that whon @ survey of hic totel liters
sry vomains is token, it ig estonishiug hew small it is compared with the
vast bull of luther or Calvin gr even of Zwingli, But he goos on to ofier
reagons for this that may give iuncsight into the tyge of scholaer Crammer

"emes @ [
il e

il

esccupation with ceclesiagtical businesg is no doubt
ibie in the main for this pavelity of theological
nce. Dut there may be, perhaps, another and g decper
ason. The temperameni of Crenmer was more that of the pure
sholar than the independent thinker. His primary impulse
was to smass knowledge rather than to state or discuss it.
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Yat that is not the whole truth, Zor Cranzor is respoasible

for a tvemendous apount of vhat we are fowced to doscribe as
indirect theology.”

Foxe gives an sccount of his daily time-table, stating that he uor-

mzlly devoted the fivst four hours of cvery day, from £ive o'clock te nime,

£pe 801, 8373 Albert F, Pollerd, Thomes Cranmer aud the Eaglioh Reforma-
cipn, 145041555 (Wew York end London: G. P. Putuam's Scus, ©.1904),
Ppe L8E,, 52, 165, 238, vho glves tostimonies ¢f Cerdiuner and Cromwell
and says cnly Polie was in the same category intellectugliy; and B. F. K.
Pregeott, lisry Tudor (Hew York: The Hacmillen Company, ¢.1953), pp. 90,
198-16.

3

Bromiley, gb. cit., p. vii.

&

rhilip Hughes, The Hoformetion in England (Wew York: The Meemillan
Company, L951), I, 345, belittlas Cremmer as o theologliaa, seying ha did
not Imou the scholastics and therafore nasturally could noi be a theologian.
(> :J*'_ﬁmiiay, Sp. Sitep P % .

Ibid.. "- 6.7-

e RN IENNRR——~
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to prayer and rveading. Whenever possible he “sssoeisted with lesracd men,
for the sifting aad boulting cut vne matter or asother.” The afterroon
and cvening were coften claimed for cutside businsss, but any time that
could be spared was given to reading and discussion, so that the habits
formed gt Cambridge uerve carvied forwerd into the new and very different
cizeumstances of his yeavs as archbis!mp.ﬁ

Peter Martyr has been pointed cut botk 25 the scholar who probably
wnew Cramwsy bast and &8 the one who hed the highast opiné.m of his,
holestically and theologlcally es well as -mzcmaliy. and the opiniom
of Penvy hilmsalf and the use he made of Crammer's learning are anything
bBul izrelevast bere. lenvy scens to hwve leaned hicavily oo Crammer's
lggrning in disputed issucs, cven though be did not always follow his
judgment. Henry, &t any rate, rocogniszed the genuiue scholarshkip of the
zyvchbizhop end atéasted Co it on cccasicn by his words as well as his
actions. Im regerd Co Cranmer's opinigus and judgmencs given to the kiag
Lromiley states that they “wsre bassd cluays ou a solid foundation of
tncrledge, ond that if he cowotimas hesitated, it was not becouse of veak-
ness but because of his grasp and appreciation of wore thau one side of a

:;'z-astiaz'.."a But this ig oot his only cutsteanding trait.

Cue simply doss mot gpogl or urike about Crammer without some tribute
¢o his wastery of Baglish.” Rateliff ties it in with his vhole perscn-

ality end cheracter as well ac hic scholavship thus:

61p1d., pp. 2-3.

7;_&.. Bps 9=6, summarizos ond quotes from z-.nrtyr o written opianiouns
of Crommse,

s_ﬁ. s PPe G5,

gﬁeoffrcy ¥, Bremil e;. “Crammer's Messege te Our Times,” Cheistiamicy
Poday, I (Noveaber 12, 1958), p. 13.



20

It is now & commonplace to speak of Crammer's magnificent
English, 7Yet wherein, wve may ask, doss the magnificancs
lie? The quastion ig not to be anguered by conventional
observations upon mastery of style. Crenmer was master

of wore than one style. Liturgical style, to be ofiec-
tive, must express a censce of the Diviwe Majesty which is
the Cbject of addresas. Cranmer was the master, or vather
the creator, of English liturgical style, bocauss he had
agprehended the nature of worship. To serve the purposes
of worship he brought the resouwveces of the scholay: appre-
ciation of the fine compositions of liturgical Latin; knowle
edze of the rules of Thythm and clausulay facility and
felicicy in Cremclaciony a feeling for the meanings of
wvords. Witk cuch vescurces, and wmoved by a profound veli-
glious sincerity, Craumer wade of Iiuglisii & liturgical lang-
uage comparable with Latin at its best. 0

Thave seews ¢o be no argument that though Crammer was no smusician and had
no gife for postry, he was one of the great masters of English proue.u

Cranmer wes intercsted in many things end in many people. These all
i return influenced him, 32 ghile ehe mein concern of this paper is
enry eand Cramser, other major influences should be taken into account
sné at lesst bricfly mentioned,

There was, of courge, swuch contact with essentially seculer people
and with those who werce primasrily seculariy minded (e.g., Cromwell).
There were also the contacte gné conbroveraies with the cver-present

Gavdiner, Donnar, and the other Catholic bighops. But in a wore positive

10z, ¢. Ratcliff, "The Liturgical Work of Archbishop Crammer,” The
Journel of Ecclesiascical listory, VILI {Uctober 1356}, 202.

g, k. Hutchinson, Cremmer gad the lish Roformation. Teach Tour-
gelf History Library edited by A. L. Rowse (New York: The MNacmillan Com-
pany, 1951), p. 963 Carl &, Meyer, “Creumer's iagacy,” Coucordia Theo-
loglcal Moathly, XXVII (april 19506), pp. 259£.; and Pollard, op. eit.,

Pe 175, are one in atteating this.

mzm is a great deal of disagrecment among historians as to what
gztent he was influenced by his assocleies and how easily. This is dia-
cussed latexr in the chapher.
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theological way, hic interests and his contacts seem to have coatimually
and conpiderably widemed with his advancemen: and with the passing years.
At Cambridge he had the socciety of some scholavs and the asssisctance of
bocks and & boskish atwosphere. BSut at Lambeth he was in constant touch
with some of the best wiads of the age both at home and sbroad, far he
antered into direct comaunication with meny of the leading contineatal
scholars, SIill later Jmbech boceme something of a clearing~house of
theologlans and theological discussion with such names es Ridiey, Brade
Loud, CGrindal, Jewel, Furker amoug the young Emglicsh acholars praseant,

aud llartyr, a Lasco, 2uecer, Gehing and other lights from among the comw
Cinental reformers prescal. Zut chat is elready past Heary's cime and
ineto Ldward’s for the wost part. And they were mainly Reformed contacts.
Particularly important for Hemry's time ave the Germen Luthoran conteces, 9
No definice velationmship has been establistied iinking Crammer with Dilncy’s
White Horge Inn group, but it most remein a very possible element of influ-
encs. Todd staces of che tiwe just precediung his asecondaney te the arche
Lishopric: "His zesidence in Covmany was wow drewing to its closS€. « « o

To the neuw doctrines, erc he vcturned, ke hed perhaps bLecome glmost an

"3!:. D. Traill, editor, Sccial Englend: A Recozd of che Progress of
the Yeople In Religion Lgwe Leavning Aves Industry Commerce Sclence
Literature and Manners frow the Dzrliest Timas to the Frosent Day. From
the scceszion of Heary VILI to the Death of Elisabeth (Second cdition;
ilondon, Parish & Melbourne: Casseil " and Company, Limited, 1895), III, 181,
22ys, "In 1549-1552 Craenmer passed from his Lucheran doctring te his £inal
and mainly Calvinistic phase of bLolief. o « « Under infiuence of Ducer,
Mavetyr, Ridlay, ead John & Lasco, in 1550 he had alvoady lefe the Lutheran
standpoint of his Catechism,"” In Crammer, op. cit., p. z=ii, editor Bur-
ton says that Crammer chifted his doctrine om the he Lord's Supper, importaant
ag they are, did not seem particulariy apropos to his influence on Henry
in this study., Therefore thore is little mention of the whole problem in
this study. For a concise, relisble, and rudabh suzmsry of it ses
muhiﬂ.m. 20 Eit.. ”. 125-132. b
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eatlve cauver‘-‘:.“m fnd M, M, Smith points both to this time and to leter
conflezences with the Lutheran divines scying he was profourdly Influenced
by them and came to lock on Germsny a&s spivitual howe.2® And while thie
study purports to deal with Cranmser's influence oa Hemry, thaere gesms to
be little doubl that with the amcunt of interactien thers was bBetusen the
two Henzy's influvence upon Crammer cercainly cannot ke discounted.

S0 nmuch for intersctiocn with pecple, But books and vovements also
interssted and influemced Thomas Cranmer. With Brasmus at Cambridge in
GCronmer®s cavly yeaws, there cen be little doubt of some Influenze of
mmsnism on Urenwer both at this tiwme and loter vhether divect or indie-
rect. ° One caa gtill, however, ouly raise the cuestion of the exteat

i7

of its influcnce om hiwm, The patristic learning of Grammer is also a

distinctive feature. In this councction Bromiley zemarks: “Alwsys, howe

“]

f

ever, Cramser was carveful to cubject the fathers to the spostoiic, end
therefore the seriptuval, nocom,” ¥ in turan in praising Crarmer Zurael
compares him with Athenueivs ouod Cyril and gays of hin: ‘we shall £ind

&5 eminent virvtues, and &3 fow faules in him, as in asy przslate that has i
13

baen iz the Christian chuych Lfov many sges.”

Yimage, op. eit., T, &5e6.
Lopich, op. cit., pp. 145, i60£.

Loes. Eremiley, fhomes Crasmer, Iheolopisn, p. vili.

Hﬂeyar. "Crammer's Legacy,” Op. 'ei.l:., p. 268,
mﬂrmﬂey, “Cronmer's ligssage Co Our Tiues,” op. git., p. 12.

92¢iberet Burnet, The Bistory of the Reformation of the Church of
Englend, Part I: Of ah?-l'__t_ograu; Made in It During the Raiga of lsary
YILE (Wew York: D. Appleton end Co,; and Philadelphia: Ceorge S. Apple~
ton, 1843), pp. x=liiie, : T
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But porhaps the greatest influence discermible inm Crammer, and chat
because it was so deep and so permeated his life as well as his thinking,
was the Bible. A€ Canmbridge Crammer devoted three years almost exclu-
cively to Scriptuve study. Pollavd says: "1he Dible wes Crammev's Ark
of the Covenant, ¢ad his lack of the speculative ingtinct saved him from
the temptatiom to lay impicus hands upon 1g,m20 H. M. Smith writes of

rarmer’s velation to the Bible and his primary concern with the spivite

~™

al needs of man in the same breath.Z} carl s, toyer speaks of hie total

|
|

2

reliance on hisg Sevior as a noteworthy quali.l::r.."g2 jlic concern Zor the
#ible ond his Chelstian life cve such completely cutstending character-
istics of Uramer that--but let it suffica at thig poiat to meantion
Cranuer’s ouwn pwfaceszs o the Holy Bibie which came to be called by his
neme and te continug & total description of his chavracter,

Tt Cranmer was by @o means perfoct,; and in his high office the wask

YA
strains in hip comstituticn were frequently ex:mcd.z"' Drvomileoy raevealu:

2'31’032&1'&, Op» Cile, ppe 19, 224-0,

31&3.35.(:&. SP. Cit., pe 249; ci. alco layer, “Crammor's Legacy,” op..
Sit.; pP. 2B7E.

22134, , p. 268.

Z3prammor's Preface wmay be found in John Strype, lemorlals of the
tigot Reverend Fathey in Cod Zhomas Crommer, Scmctime Archbishop of Canter-
burv, Uhorein the History of the Church, and the Reformatcion of Ik, Dure
ing the Primacy of the Said Archbishop, ave greatly illustrated; aad maay
cingular Matéters relating thercunto, now fivet published (1695). 1In Three
Dooks, Collected Chicfly from Records, Registers, Autheatic Letters, aad
Ocher Original Manuscripits (A licw Bditiom, with Additiocus; Omford: At the
Glazeandon Pﬁ"" 1812), IX, 1020-34, or in &m c:??;' liecellawesus
Uritincs and letters of Thomes Crammer, Avchbishop terbury, ’
1556, Pevker Society Publication, edited by Jobm Edwaxd Cox (c-br%l =!
The University Press, 1846), pp. 118-125. Hereafter this work shall be
rveferred to &s "Cronmor, Miscellaneous Writings.”

23romiley, Cremmer's Message to Our Times,” gp. cit., p. 19.
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Crammer &8 & maa has beem the center of almost persistent con~
troversy and vilsunderstanding., He has been pitied as a wagke
ling and vilified as a sycophent. Ne has even beea ascused of
bypecelcy and delibeorate cruclty. 4ad thers are facts or epi-
sodes which cau, of coursg, be adduced to suppert any or ail
of thope interpretations.=~

Polilard quotes from the letter of a Zwinglian to Bullinger:

Centerbury « « o conducts himgelf io such away . « « that the
people do not thinl: much of him and the nobility vegavd him as
lmn:rggm. In cther mespects he is a kind and goodimatured
man, <~

Oromiley admits:

Por his setivities in this spheve he had ample juscificae
tion in law and precedent, but Crammer himself obvicusly felt
the distastefvlness of his work, cspeciclly ia relation te
dun loleyn. lot evea his warmest advoecate can enthuse over
thic side of his activity.=

Hughes ceens to delight in gubtly belittling Crammer:

lg:'.:.:a:;r.-ag_‘i comes Jdown Co us as ¢ men of great simplicity of J
life, quite uwnworldly, szicbla, kindly, very willicg to do f
a sexvice to begimners, scusitive and indced Cimovous, sclfe
cEfeeing, anything rather--it weuld ccom, so fare-than a nan
of affairs cor a leader,

Yo this ha gsafaely atteches the ELootuote:

Foicdmen®s judgment of Crasmer ic not £lattering: ¥ . « &

elegant, graceful end iusinuating. an adsirveble doecelver,
he poscecsed Chie Calent of veprescating the mwost infamous

doeds in the £inest words,”

Edicor Cox offers
to aspist the gencral student Lo & just estimate of his

[Crammer’s) principles, as viewed ia connoction with the
singular and appalilivg difficeliies of hils positica,

251bid,
26pollard, op. git., p. 210.

27Ermuey. Thomas Craumser, Thoologien, p. xii,
28;ughes, op. git., p. 24L.
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These difficulties, candidly eccnsidered, will often suggest
& satisfzctory reply to the obloguy, which either raligious

or political acrimony hag atcempted to cast on the ncme of
this illustricus martyr.<”

Bromiley suppiles this as o solutionm:

Perbaps the real clement of truth . . . is that (rsmer vas
uadoubtedly thrugt willy-nllly into & positiomn which he did
not desirve and for which hie had, humanly spesking, no par-
tiev.or aptitude, Croanmscr was almost a born scholar. il
loved his quiet, studious life at Cambridge. le had no
taste or ability for greet matters of state and government.
lic waz bumble by nature end wodest in taste and sabhition.
He had not the natuxe either to ride rougheshod over oppone
ents or Lo stride gladiy and militantliy to martyrdom. Ia
was oze of the lictle things of t¢ha worid; 2 despised carthen
vesael, destined by God to carry a great treasure.

fThat is perheaps overctatinz it in on oversimpliificd end petic manner, but
Chera scaime Cto be wmore Chan & gwrale of eruth both in that and in this fure

her statement of his: "(Oroanper wee not by any megns perfect, . « . BDut

e

if b2 had the wveosknoss of hisc virvtues, they vere solid vizeéues all the
cane-e-gnd genuninely Christisn vizcues .30

Whet were some of these wealmesses, faults, or Cheristian virtues?
Bromiley said he was quict, studicus, modest and huwble by nature. Fole
lard too, states thet he was "naturally of a reticeat and unaggressive

ﬂisposition."31

While his iife was wot cul ©Ef so shbruptly @s carly in
life, neither did Croomer cver attain the divect power, authority, amd
infivence that either Wolsey or Cromwall did. And so it is written by

cn2 man cthat he was “of sturdy but humble parentaga,“32 another describes

Soramer, Miscellancous Writings, pe. vil.
30promiley, “Crammor's Mescage to Our Times,* gp. git., p. 19.
3ipoilard, gop. cit., p. 22.

- 32Latourgite, Op. cik., p. 97l.




