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LAPTER T

The preblem this popor sceks to ansuwer is: Uhat infloence did Arche
hizop Cranuore-particulorly the personal chavscter of Crarmevs-kave on
Kimg teary VIII and throvgh him on the Doglish Reforsaticn? FProwm grausey
school and hiph school history clacses a2 certsin curicsity had been
croused in the author. Scuc day he would like to kuew Che personal chere
acter and cthe stozy behiné Thewas Cremscr. 7The aged archbishop was pra=-
loke during the sgtovny years of Leary's reign. NHe was e lesder inm the
Reforaetion. Thon he éenicé ell he had been living and fighiing to
ccecupilisn during tiaTy's peczecubions (and perzecutions five the imsgina-
tlon of o youns boye-they spark speculation ez o what he would hove dens
hadé he Dusn Lhe cuc). And yoi he wes alluwed by & grscicus Lovd to boar
a sincere, simple, honestly penitent, end (in ell this) eloguent wituess

5 =0

toc his lifefs Lovd and ! work he bad been permititcd to choupion. Uhat
kind of men was thist A lictle investigation in preperaticu for a probe
ion study ic Chip area for Or. Ceorl S. lMoyer's history course raised che
aucstion of Liow Crammer and ienry VIIZI could get elemgz togetier at ali,
much loss = Cogether and cnjoy tlie £riendship end muiusl respeet and
trust Chey so evidently did. Sut of thisc grew a preblem gtudy imvesciga-
tion of considerable proporviions on the scrooual chavracters eof the tve
men, their muwiuel eveluation of cac anocher, and somclhing of tha nature
and gmount of infinence thet Craunmey hed on the Raformacion through Heary,

perticuiarly bocause of Cremmer's gpevsonal character iu celatiounship Lo

that of Hemwy Vili. 4 desire was cupressed by the author to imvestigate
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fertiier somatiza: Dirvection on vhere Further vescavch zight prove profice
gble wes given by the professor. feiion upon the euggestions produced
this bachelor's thesis with cupanded vesecrch througheut and greatly
expanded chapters on the nature of Urzavmer's charccter, particulazly on
instances aad validation of Crenuwer‘s accooplishmoents with Henry VIIL in
a material weye-incofar o2 Ghece could be found, proved, or coanjecturad
¢n soza evidence,

The asount of effect oo inteeploy of perscnslities has usy be very
hard o measure und prove, ccpecially when wany other Zactors are iuvolived,
ez ip thwe czse of Henry VELI. Cub having gone leto tie study wich such

uore of an analycical curicsity then sny moticeable blcos, the author found
& senerel feellnmg devaloping i vegard o the velstisaship ouder study as
he geoy in havwiedge about the whole topic in genergl. NHe cmerpad teel-

ing he bod met ead telked with, cven ifved with, the Arehbishop someubat

duricg this pevied mmder Heney VIII, [He greu to like and vespect thig J
geaat wen who was at ouce eiaver, schioler, Christien, witness., He'd Like :

s et better scguainted cowetline with chke m2n in other seitings ond scts
in his Life. %He hopes the stvudy here presented has wot suiffered from the
projudice now acquired, but mdy pevhaps bs move ncer to the veal truth of
the uatter in its sympathies.

A sowpling of zoaeral and spocific, secular amd churveh, Profestaont

end Noman, primary scurce, carly and contemporary histories was consulied
by che autlior. & Poriker Sceiccy volume of Crammex's Works, Strype, Burnet,
Pollazd, fughes, !:azd'ﬂi.ck._ﬁreuﬂey and Cepp previded the mejor povtion

of the data actually used in the text of che study. fromiley's book aud

arcicie wore outscamdingly Lelpful end pointed for thie study. ¥His wvorks
aluost completely reprocceat eélie comclusions che suthor of this paper hed
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comg ©o £vem hic etudy of most of che ovher works by the tius bromiley's
{ané Rupp'e, too) WOLLS caue to his atiention. Ome is tempted merely to
point o Bromiiey for Che euswer to Giwe question pesed for this study.
But Ruepp, Strype, Lurnet, Pollerd, lughes avd the othiovs each have theip
oun peculiar shodings and colorings to sdd co the total picture, thount
Che outlineg roncin the same, They, too, were cuminencly worth comsuite
ang and using.

Whet inflveuce did chwe porsonai character of Aschbishop Themas
Cramser have on Heary VBiY sed through him on tha whole progress of the
Pmpiich feforwacioni

Ghwrel historian Latoureric states:

[ ]

What couree the deformation wouid have teken is Zuglend had
it not Doen for lleary VILLI we camnot kuow. It was that men=
ézch who byohke with DNowe, get the Church of Loglaud ou its
indcpondent eourse, and helged to give 1t scme of its dis-
tinctive features.*®

vaat inflvacce, if indeed any, did Cronvar hove in tho roformatory accou-
plishuents of Houry his kiag?

Scme historians have inferred thot Cranmev's chmracter was weak,
vaseilizting, and an impedizent to the rveal progsvesc of che Reformaticn

-

in England,

Lranneth scott Latourctie, 4 History of Chvistisaity {New York:
Hazper & Lrochers, €.1553}, p. V90, Fhilip Hoghes, The lefovmatien in
Enplond (llew York: Tho Hacuillen Compauy, 1951), I, 155, says: “'ibe
king's proceedirgs': Cue Reformstion in Teoglead wes just chet; and chat
the 'proceedinges' were indeed tue king's wos whst geve che vavolution
iife, ant easured it guececss. i wos uot the ouly intelligesce asctive
ia the dosdgny Venpy VIIE did oot ereate those faccors in the mational
Life, thosc elepouis in cic meudalicy of the Suglishmen who were Lis weost
imporvianc subjects, to whichk, so lazgely, ics success was due; but it was
ciie king who Inlticeed 2il, who firvst willed that therve should be changes,
decided wiat chess should ke, and where they sihwouid begia; it wes he who
chose Thomnas Crouwell, che plewner of dascimy; and i loury gaeve Groawell
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Heny others polint to Cramser's writings end what he sceempliched
undc:r Edward VI cud in his sartyrdom as noteworthy, but refer to his
inflvence upon Henry &s caly mildly pesitive.

Others say that Croumer had a2 very salutary, bui By no mezns earth-
shaking, infiucnce on lienry VIII, and ewong the wmain advaatages was that
a man of hig position and caliber zateined hig high office through the
various “purges” gf lzory's vaign aad was in @ position to wicld his
influence and office for the Reformacion under Edward VI,

And at lcast one othor historian intimates that guly « men of Cram-
wet'e chavecter and ability could have eccomplished ceorly as suck as he
di¢ with the person of Ring Heary ﬁ'T.E.‘l.z

Hutchianscn gsays: “The Haglish Reformecion cught almost te be called
the Cambridge Movemeat.”> To whet extent ig Cranmer included if chig is
Eruc? Would Lstouretia's statensat ghout Cranmer classify him as on the

periphery? “Studicus, learned, wodest, dignified, courtesus, deeply

hig head, he supervised, =mcverthelces aud scitcicasd avery detail of the g
plen as it wemt iplo esecuiion; it was the fect that chese ‘*proceedings’ !
ware indeed the king's that secured them, iz the most dalicate moment of A
allesihic womont when t‘;:c.y vera £irse pi:opased--ft‘m oy lmmedliate show of ~'
hostility In the nation; the theme of loyait.y o the ity co--in chese
‘procecdings '=-the protector of the reciu £rvow the destruciicn o which
the pope was dooming 1€, was che very heert of etho first Refommation proge-
pacdes ond it was ouly beccuss tha leadey of the revelution was ectually
the Lingeegnd king at that pavticular memeunt of Hnglish history-=-thsi,
gwid 2 chousand hidden dangers, the revolution was brought to success.”

%:. W, Bromiley, “Crameer's Moscoge o Our Times,” Christisaity Today,
(Yovecber 12, 19363, p. 19. GE£. aiseo albert F. Pollard, Thomss Croumer
and the English Raf tion 1:‘&-8!3-1556 {¥ew York cad Loandsn: G, P. Puc-
na's S Seng, €.19045), pp. 22545,

sf. E. Hutchinson, Craumcr and the Dnglish Reforsation. Teach Your-
gelf History Library, sdicec by by 4. L. K B.wse New York: The Haecmillen Come-
peay, 1951), p. 1&. . G. Bupp, Studics in the Moking of the Doplish

Prozestant Tradieion (Mafaly is the Relin of Heory VILL) (Cambridge: Tha
University Press, 1.9%' quotes 3 iu @ footnote from Lass !ﬁ:ninsu. Bistory

i Ly . T
of tha ntgrsi.tg of ¢ a, gy 10k '£ho fing éiti.gn“ thcogngl.uh
ehirzem compilers ail but one wes a ca:i:n e Mon.*
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religions, by matuve comservative, he szerhapg % did not become & mome
ber of the gooup ied by '.v:ai.ﬂ.nay."s Cr do his cccomplichuents with Heary
VIl aad the whole novement werit him one of the iced roles? KHe was
from Cambridge. I 1t true that he displeyed what H. M. Smich calls an
Enplish telemt for comprowmise” and the “Paglish coneteupt £or cousist-

’I
= L
ency’

and thus succeednd in attaining hie eads wich Henry VIII? O

was just such @ procedure Che roason he did nct gecouplish much? Did

he in ectuality display these “qualities” im his chaorceter? that did he
accompliich with s:en'.:';? VIiL and why? The actempt o answer this question,
for it is all cme question, shkall follew this order: a summary of the
chorscter and theological acumen of Henzy VIIL; c considerctien of che
kigh personal regard he had for Crammer; & study of Crammer's chavecter
iv detail; 2 partciculsy concentration on Cramssz's alleged Evastienisa
and vegerd for Henrys e attempt to ascertaia wshat Crammer's actual
acconplishments with Henry werc; and an attempt Lo ami_au vhy Sraumer

aceooxplished as wuch as he did with Henty.

"uezi:sinly he wvas not prominent in it; chough just as ceztainly he
had opportusity to take a quiet pare im it. fHughes, op. eit., p. 241,
aays: "At Cambridge [Croames] had been one of those who £requented the
secrat gatheriags at the Bhice lorse Imu.”

Sietourette, gp. cit., p. 80L.

%, Maynard Smith, lignzy VIii cnd the Beformgtion (London: Hac-
wilion & Co. Ltd.. 1948)' Po %0, -




L !-uv, ul.——g\ L-[

THE PERSON AND CHARACTER OF UBNRY VILI

T e ]

Since Hemry VIII was vegardsd gs both hero and v.'.ilain.l 2 brief

-

zeview iz in owder, fipst of his porsonal traits and then of Rils chege
logicsl bent and ebllity, for these are of che essence of this study
together with Cranmer's charecter and their reciprocel effects.
“liondsome, athletic, able, well cducated, musicel, having wore thau
& cucgory knewledge of theclogy, masterful, he was not quite eighteen
when {1509) his father's death aade him king. 1l filenzy wes from the
firct deteruined always to heve hic owm way.® @3 Voleey degeribad him es

selfevilied end stubbora.* Lingard cells Hoary “fickle im hic fxicndship.”?

“alverc F. Pollerd, Honcy UILL (london: Longmens, Cveem aud Ce.,
19193, p. vi: “As with his policy, zo with his charscter. There was
nothing commonplace gbout himg his goed and his bad qualicies alike uere
:.?cc;ptional. It is easy, by suppressing the cne cor the ciher to paimt
#im 2 hero or a villiain.” C£f£. Gilvert Turnet, fhe History of the Reforma-
Lion of the Chureh of mg,;i.eud. r‘m.'r. L: OF che ?:q;gass tiado :I.n It Burmg
kha ':‘m.m n of Henty enty VI3 YII% (tew York: . Apple:cn ené Co.3 aué Philedeiphia:
Gaorse S. Appletom, 1643), p. xi . BSurznet inimitably summarizes Hemry's
faulics and then compares him to others used by Cod who wers both great
gnd wicked,

*ennoth Seott Latouretic, 4 History of Covistlenity (Yeu Yerk:
Harger & Brothers, €.1953), p. 79%..

31, Meynard Smith, lonvy VIII and the Heformation (Lomdon: Mecmillan
i o, Ltd-. 1948)3 Pe 227 .

“?. B. Hutchinson, Crauser and the Enplish Refcswaticn. Teashk Your-
self ilietory Library edited by A. i. Rouse (few York: the Mocuillan Come

poay, 1951), p. 20.

SJoun Lingevd, T Zhe Higtory of Englsead fzom t Invasious by
Lhe Romane Lo the :'EEEE.EE.E of Williom aud M in in 1638 (sisch oditien;

Tew York and omtveal: L. & J. Sadlior & Coupany, 1679), Vs 107.
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. M. Snicth is particularly helpful en this whole aubjaef:..":' He soys:
“Henry was & complete egoist ., . . o Tamevkable casuist . . . aluays pre=
peved to justify hic conduct. It was because of his surrendor to zcman-
cery ilmpulses that no one could celeulate on what would Lappen aext
lenry was gbove all on opporecunist. 4 dangercus twin characteristic,
his temper, could become devastating on the glightest provocation. EBEven

Cremmer came nesgr lienzyle wrath somstimes gceording to Eumn:.s

There were those in Englend whe protested or zefused to ack-
nowiledge the royal supremoey over the Church and paid for
thelr temerity with their iives, . . « These axecutions,
especially of Fishar zud love, sent & thrill of herror thwough
estern Burope, but llenry wes not to be deteyred from making
himgelf cutocrat in both Church &ud state. « « « ©0 2 degree
wnich world have besn the envy and admization of cves his
strongest p:edecegsu::s, he kaé made kiusoif wastor of both
ctate and chureh.

llenry’s was a progrem of schism without iuaresy',m aué he was able to wmake

";.ir.:i.ciz, Ope eit., paasiz, but espacially chopter IILI, antitlad
"denry VIII: & Review of lifs Life," pp. 2206if.

ibide, p. 129,

L= ]

Burnet, op. Cit., pp. x=xviil. Lurnet's cuomary opinion of Henry
O Po pssz is somewhct gqualnt and very interesting.
Latourecte, Sp. cit., p. S02. Loory Gec end HWilliesm Johm Havdy,
Sources (Loudon: Macmillan & Co., Llmited, 1921}, pp. 176~8. "He . « .
do otier and promiceeegive pouwer end submission to Hemvy because of
ais being scuethicg speclale=noz o recogpizing ©f it as an inherent rwight
of the crown., In this "Cubmission of the Clezgy, 4.0. 1532 they praised
licury for Yyour most excellont wisdewm, your princely gocduess and ferveat
ceal to the promoticn of Cod's homour and Christiaz religion, and alse in

g;ov.sz- learning, for excelling, im cur judgmeut, tke learaing of all other
ings and priests cthat we have read oi.“ On cthe other o p. 187 inm

"Ihe Restraint of Appeals“e-it was arzucd that hictory eupporied chis
lesaliigor for the croun.

(Eos=

Bolend il. Bainton, Th £ Sixteeuih Loulusy
ton: The Eeacon Press, 1.‘5555'% Pe y opi&:sn%ﬂmry weil calculated

that he would meet with no cerious popular opposition so long as ke

a tactic . « o

dopres.” 4md On P. statcs: YiHenry sst to wvork
e . — ivst had beex

£ i nocks and 1 hing the 1y after
gbsggggd?ﬁ shoe! amching gecond oaly

toppled meraly the ma%e tlare cnd not the Holy 'rﬂni.t&:r the ocstablishked
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1 n England with powers uo Pope ever possossed.iZ 4nd

hingelf “Fope
yet, “Astocrat though he was, Henry was careful pot to move uatil he vas
fairily confident of carrying the bulk of public opiniom with him, Mech
of hig strength lay in hie popularity with the wajority of his subjects
aad in his cbility to sense the temper of the nation.® 3

Az te the theological side of Heary's cheracter: ‘“lHenry VIIL was
Eully pezsueded of his divime wvight, and thet aayoue who did not adait it
was not only a traltor to himself, but to the Cod whese vicar ho was. « « «
{-:'_Fg e could coafront huils opponents with & formidable cape, " Lo

e wes himzelf no mean theologlan., He had read end discussed

Lguineg with Holsey; he had celked of veligion ead reform

vith Yore. &s a uau of the Uew Leeraing hic had & contewmpt

for superstitions, but he had too clear an apprahension of an

articulated and co-ordinated croed te be Colerant cf the abere
zations of a populer Protostenticm. He was prouvd of his

Lipnilip Hughes, The Reformetion im Eoglond (New Vork: The Mecmillaa
Compeny, 1951), I, 72, says: ¥O6£ the 15 prelates, bisghops of English
ceec, who, iu 1517 werec vecident in Ingland, all but 5 bad coms o the
episcopate through ecorvice to the king, & specificelly throvgh service
gs fciviligno'eethe techuical term for che traincd profecsiongls of the
Boman Lawg & of the bisheps, indeed, were doctors of this law, of Ouifoxd,
of Combwidge, of Paris or of Sologna.”

t2pgilor s 8pe Site, ps 325, continues: "with limitations, of
couvrac. lenry's wes only & potesias jurisdictionis not o potestaes crdimis,
e o o Gramerv ackucvledged in the King also & potectatea ordimis, just as
Creassell woulé have made him the zole legislater in tcuporal aftairs;
lienry®s unrivalled capscity for judging what he could oud couvlid not do
saved him from adopting either ceggestion.”

1%@2@:‘;&. m- w-. Bpe 5023,

Ysmich, op. Cit., p. 128. Jowes Geivduner, “Heary VIZL,” Ihe Die-
tionavy of Hatiomal Biogrephy edited by leslic Ctephisa and Siduey lee
{London: Cxford Umiversity Press, 1949=50), IX, 527=545, p. 534, cleborates:
45 an auchor Henry was by no weans contemptible. . . « e have the testie-
mony of Brasmus to his own facility io Latin coupesiticn; and it is quite
certain that in the numerous lcticrs, manifestos, and treacises, beth
Latin cnd English, put forth in his newe during his zelgs, his own hand is
vary often traceable. Iiis ghkill in choological subtleties. . . ™
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orthodozy, and of his gifi for exposition, ¥No one else could
roll cut such sonorvous sentences for the coufutaticn of a
neretic or the condemmation of & simner, He had an intelii-
gent appreciation of Protestant theology aud had collected a
conciderable Lutheran library. Intellectually, he had &
graeat respect for a scholar iike Melamchibon, and took e keen
interest in Che conferences of his ocwn divines with those of
Cezmany. Lie was ready and ablic to addrase the German scholers
vho ceme here on disputed points, but gquite unwilling to ugke
any concessions. o had noe intention of accepting @ zeligion
froa Gg;mny or of veccnstitutivng the Church on & Luthevas
wodel,>” e was too fully coavinced of his oun self-suffie
ciency o ignt:aqalate the poscibilicy chat he might pead oute
gide help.

Pubbs reports that Honey VITI was educated for the p:iosthosd" and

18

was theologically ept. fupp calls him “thot wodern figure, the eminent

laymen who fencles himself as a theolegian."!® Thot Benry felt hiuwself

““Fe Co Rupp, Studies in the Meking: of The English Protestsnt Tvadi-
tiop (Mainly iu the Reoion of Henry VIIY) {(Cambridge: The University Press,
1947), p. 91: “That the Ring changed his attitude towards the Germam
Reformers was eatively due to policizl considerations, and not to cuy
kindling sympathy with evangelicel doctrine." Ibid., p. 101l: YIz the
negotistions, « « « the English and the Cermens had differeant interests
&nd chjectives., fHonry was primerily concerncd with the Diverce judgement,
with the papdl council and with the gafety of hip wvealu, What he least
intended was & veform of English doctrine on the lines of the Augeburg
coufession such as should maike it appear that the Epglish church was in
tetslage to ittenberg.” .

guich, op. cit., pp. 120-9.

7poilave, Ope Cibes p. 16, refers to an inference that lienry wmay
have been fu line for the see of Canterbury im his Sather’s plams. It
way be oaly conjecture frem his education secming wove sulted to a cleri-
ezl than a lay career. . . REub tho story is probably & were inference
£rom the excellence of the boy's cducation, eud from his father's tarifc.
Remanber, too, that Arthur died in 1502 whea flenvy was only 10.

183060ph Heary Dubls, Leadors of the Reforuanisn (*hiledolphie: The
aei“lbm g:“..rz-m.ga). Ve - — m

IQR“”I op. &o. P 9. ®
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capable theologicallyzo he showed often even after his famous (pre-Englische

Reformaticn) attack upon Luther {1521) which carned him tha title Defensor
F;dcin from the Pope. Vor exampie, vhen the heretic Limbert was cmbar~
rassing Cranmer with his arguments and Crammer was replyiag in his vsual

modeyation, lianr:y felt comstrained to persconally imtervene and coemfure

20 3obn Strype, Mewmorials of the Most Reverend Father in God Thomas
Cronmer, Scumetime Axchbichop of cauterbug Wherein the .!intory of the
Chuzeh, and the Reformeiion of It » During the Primacy of the Said Azcli-
bishop, ave greatly illusivated; and many singuler liatters velating
chercunts, now fivst published (1694). In Three EHooks, Collected Chiafly
£rom Records, Registers, authencic Letters, and Uther COriginal Manuseripts
(A Vew Bditicn, with Additions. Oxford: At the Clarandon Press, 1812),

L, 75. "The King [fxenrj] affecting to be though learned, affected azlao
to hove bools celled by his nawe; not that he wes aluwaye the suthor of
them, but that they came ocut of his authority, and had undergene his core
"t:..l.J.c:w and emendaticas." Cf. zleo Ceoffrey Y. Eromiley, Thomas Crauser,
Iheologian {(Wev York: Oxford iUniversity Press, 1956), p. 4. rosarding
Henry's op...ni.on of his owm theolegical worth.

21:-:u,:p, Op. €it., p. 90, says: "The historizal iuportance of the
wvork is greater than its theological gignificance. Much or little as
Henry wrote, it was coupled with his perscoal suthority and bound up
with his prestige. . . « 7There vere two results, Pirgt, it wmade ail
personal contact with Luther impossibla. Secondly, it tiad the King to
ceriain dostrinal statements which he eculd not retract without losing
face.” He centinves: “How owuch of his boole va. Luther was writtea by
the Ying, we cannot say. i#ic comments oz the Siskope' EScok of 1537 arva
Zfar baleow the theologiczal lcvel of this book., There is anot much proof
that the Eing had cither learning or loisure eucugh to produce ths

Asgertio Soptem Sacrapentorum Adversus lareia,Lutherum.”

“Book-tasting, 'as it were', aptly describes the zoyal theologicel method,
and the best measure of the theclogical learnlag of the Ning lies, mot im
the sparkling eradition of the creatise against luther, but in the comments
on the deteils of the Dishops' Bock vhich the Ring sent to Craamer. Crac-
mar's couater criticism should dispose of yet smother legend, that of the
Archibishop's timidity, for ho takes his royal moster o tosk as severely
as if ha had been back at Jesus [collegd] , couning with tived severity

the efforcs of the youngest in che Schools; now it is clumsy Eanglish,

then bad Latin, here redundancy of though expozed, there £lat disagrees
uent reglistered." Ibid., p. 139.

Nl di il e L o R R R S
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che heretic in the trial.®? g, i‘,idieyzs wrote in a veok on tishop
Ridley: "The vessen why the Feformetion proceeded so far undeyr Henry
was becouge the Ring was beiter read in divinity that Gerdimer; and the
reascen why it procceded no further vas, becacse he was less read in it
chan Crasmer.”2% Uraill offerc a Zimal suamary poiut ou lezey‘s cheology:
“"For uhatever were the king®s persomal lesanings, doctrivally he synpa-

- - - ™ W s.n P ._ﬂ
thizcs to the end with the hishest Gizuzrcmﬁzr.sbip."“s

L ‘
)

f.-d_“-,,'-"_“ - LS

Charies U, La Bag, IThe life of avchbishop Crammer (Hew York: 1 & J.

larper, 1835} I, 155=0,

““ur. Ridley, alco called "Glocester' cor “Gloster,” lived fzem 1702 i
o L77% and wes "a colliateral degcondont of Siguop Nicholess Hidley. In
753 be wrote a Life of Hislop Uicholas Riéley, which Todd quotes bore.
Yz, Ridicy's “dogree of . D. was conferred upon hiw by diploma on 25
Febreezy 1767 from Hew College at COufowrd. Cf. Willisw Frideaux Courtmey,
Bictionary of Naticugl Dioprgphy edited by Siv ieslie Stephan and Bix
didncy Lee (London: Unford University Press, 1549«503, ZVI, 1158-9.

““quoted in s footmote in Heary John Tedd, Ihe Lifs of Azchbishop ‘
Szooper (londom: C. J. €. & F. RQiviagton, 1831), I, 238.
%8, ». Traill, cditor, Freom khe Acccssioun of Hewngy VILIT o the

Death of Elizgheth ia Sccial Fugzland. & Record of the Prograse of the
Paople In feligion Laws Lesenlng Aves Industey Comuores Scicence Litera-
uzZe and Monners freom the Earliest Times to the Present Day (Second edi-
iony London, Pavis & Melboumme: Casscll and Compes, Limitad, 18SS5), IIiL,
07. PFor excallont longer susmarics cf. Smith, op. git., pp. 226-235,
and Pollard, gp. git., pp. Ll6-7, 125. G£. also gpupra. Ecotuote 15.

-’

il )

Ve

Charies Havdwick, A listory of the Articles of Religioa: to which is added
a Series of Documsnts, from A.0. 193¢ to A.D. 16053 togsthar with Zilus-
traticns from Contemporary Scurces (Leadon: Gsorge Zell & Soms, 1881),

9. 58, states: YhHowever much the Ning was willing on come polute to
gequiesce inm Lutheren definicions, there was littie or no hope of wvean-
ing him £rom othor vices in the doctrine end adminiscretion of the Church.”
Remesber, too, the 1533 nmegotiations with the Lutherane and the Thirtean
Avticles ware followed shortly by the Six articles., lHughes, ogp. eit.,

e 347, says: THemry, iz ell thic long covies of conversetions with the
princes of Germany, never for sn instamt seent to sid their tevesics, and
still lascs to give these a wveaol foobing in Ris cwn realw and church., But
he was very willing, vhem the interactional situation pressed herd, to be
gided through these heretical princes.” USut ibid., p. 360, states
cophaticelly that Henry was Roman Ceotholic to the end. e tecomas
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sarcestic in his Creatment of that nstion aven with reference to the Six
Articles. In support of this, for example, on p. 308 he cites the fack,
as others have done, that two days after Cromwell was executed "Dx. Barues,
with two othier well-hknown Lutherane and taves defeanders of che papal
scpremacy, followed hiwm ocut of thic 1ife.”




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.
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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.
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him as “meek and wild, > while a third contvests him wich Cardimer Chus:
"Cramer was an "intelicctuel’ in love with cimplicity, whereas Gaordiuer
delishted in pageantry and pmp.“s""' énd Cronmer hiuself can be quoted as
caying oun his last dgy: i have becn e msa that all oy 1ife loved plain-

o
NCS0e o o c“-‘“

The irchbishep's modosty and quiect hemility ava borma out in tha
valated chevacteristices of unselfishucse and lack of zroed and desive fov
se@lf-advencement. %his was vemerkable im the age and surrcundinze that
were Cramser's, In vegard to his rice to che position of avchbishop
Zremiley says:

Crammer was undoubtedly thrust willye-nilly into a pesitiom vhich

he did mot desire”™ and for which he had, humenly cpeaking, mo

particelar aptitude. Cranmor was almout & born scholewr. Heo

iogved hig quiet, studicus life at Cambridge. e had no tasto ev

ebilicy for great matters of state and goverment, lle was twsuble

by naturs cnd wodest im teete end ambition. fe had mot the nature
cither to ride rough-shogd over opponeats or to stride gladly and
rilitantly to mavreyréom.

Craaser bhiasclf apperently vover kad the foree or suthority to implement

bis cupggestions Curing cthe reigu of Hemey VIII, mor dié he ceem to be secke

ing to attalm i.a:.?'s it is hard to discover say selfilsh ambitiens the man

L]

““leyer, "Crammer's legacy," op. clt., p. 242,

3'%$mi.i:h, op. cit., p. 203.
ssPollard. op. elt., p. 301,
3&u

£, Tnbbs, op. cit., p. 139; fluichingon, op. cit., p. 33; Smith op.
€ite, Ps 333 Todd, Op. cit., I, 47££; and others conceriing Cresmer’s
reluctance to become archibishop and his delay in setugning from GCowvuany Lo
veceive the office. Hughes betveys his bies heve aggain when he stetes

thot Crasuez "left immediately for Emgland” upon wreceiving the king's sum=
oGRS, I'Aushﬁs. 22. cit-. Pe 242,

37Broaue_y. lee. cit,

38?011&:6. Op. cit., p. 136, c.g. states: “the Avchbishop's poiit-
ieal influance was never very coasiderable,®
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wmay kave had. e dic¢ not seem to covet wealehd® or glory or power, noy
did he abuse hie position ever in the ceéramble for wonastic riehea."’on

the coversce of saying he was vnselfigh and not greedy is to pointc
to the meny tiwmes he showed thet ke was kind, friendly, teader, merciful,
opennanded and forgiving., The list of these instauces is loag and
eneirely in kesping with his natuve, the nature of a living, practicing
Christien love.*! Even in formulsting doctrine midst controvarey the
‘broad soft touch of Creumer’ feg notad along with kis “brevity of state-
wont and the avoidemce of coaza:sweray."*'a FPollard's “the incursble opti-
misu cf his sozsl“""":" iz apt in this comunection, Todd emclaiws gbout “thet
fozglvencss in regewd to perscuaal cpposition, which so often he displayed,

The dulls had been hig amzz'r.y.“% in an age of persecutioms by both

3¢e. The Lives of the Sritish Reformsre (Fhilsdelphis: Presbyterien
toard of Publicetion, wn.d.), p. 543 Todd, op. cit., T, 371.

Y

""r':-’f»rmi.ley, doc, cit, His lack of greed end his disposition to put
the best construction on everything is well portzayed iu o lotter of his
tw Cecil veproduced in Craumer, liiscelleneous Upitings, pp. £37. Lewis
Eingtein, Tuder Ideals (Wew York: llarcourt, Srace aud Compeay, 1921),
p. L83, end ligtchinsen, op. cit., p. 71, report that Crammer favered the
wonies f£rem che monascteries being usaed for education, and thet not only
for the vich end ucblemen's song, but that vich and poor alilke be educated
s they were intellactually worthy. Te at least cerried this policy out
in cthe Cantorbury School.

M‘i‘hia is the thing ie his study that has cbove all olse impressed
itself upon the guthor. . it comos clesest {(in his admittedly limited
studies) outscide of tho low Testexent's St. John ctho Apostle to exewpli-
Eying what Christian 3‘3‘&"71 livad by @ scnsitive and conscientious, yet
sinful, humen being is like,

"gPollard. op. cit., p. 256, quoting Canoun Zixon.

®31bid., p.’ 285.
MTOM. OP. cit‘-‘, 1. 377-
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Byotestane and Romans "Cranuer®s wmildness made him weluctant to persee
cute, ond che tale of his victims is shorr..“!*s sbhove a2li, Thomas Crammer
was openhanded amd friendly, especially to these who attzcked or eoffended
fhim. “Do my Loxd of Camtervbury en 111 tGurn, aud he will be your friend
£orever,” was a saying wall supported by the Emtu.% Prescott presonts
a geod picture of his compassion: "Arehbishop Crammer intervicwing her
i’:i':_ua o Katherine liamanﬂ s e@fter she hed been charged with treason, found
her in 2 'franzy® asad was so much touched that he talked to her of mercy

’-
rather tim of fauits.™*’

Notoworthy, too, are his intercessions to Henry
on behalf of Cramwell, Anne Eoleyn, and princess E’.ary:“‘a

Again, Lf he was humble and loving, he was algso wholly honest end
candid in relation Co himself, UWhen his enamies attackel, he was quite
prepared o be exanined®® and did not tey to bluster his way threough or
siip out of the charges. Pollavd uses the tenms *simple, Cramsparent

hcaescy" of him a:‘.v!.sedly.sg Throughout hiis long life he held tenaciocusly

%5poriard, ©Op. cit., p. 122. Cf£. also ZThe Lives of the British
Reforuer, ppe %8E., ond Butchiuson, op. cit., pp. 143-45.

opromiley, loc. cit.
4Tprogeott, op. Sit.r P. 95.

“Cruechinson, op. eit., p. 855 Follard, op. eit., pp. 139; 162;
Burnet, op. cit., pp. J22£E. .

49p01lard, op. cit., pp. 154E.
0poliard, gp. cit., p. 339; in a lettor to Mary. Cf. ibid.,

ppe ivev, 56-7, 211; Smith, op. git., pp. 35, 402; Burten in Crammer, A
Short Instruction into Christion Religiom, p. xxiii; Jolm Lingard, ¥he

fiistory of England frem the First Invasious by the Romuns $o the icces-
sicn of Williawm and Mawy in 1688 (Gixth editiom, Hew York aad Mountreal:

D. & J. sadller & Couwpauny, 1875), Vv, 125, 177; and Prescote, op. cit.,
Pe 305. . -
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to the scholariy aend Chyistian quality he had develeped of cpen-minded
truth-gecking. L2 was evar ready co thieck a thing through again from
the very begimning Chough he had dome so 2 thousaud times bLefore. This
igft him wide open to the charge (not wholly without werit) that instead
of boing open-minded, he vas rather weakeminded in the sense that he was

- - i - [ - -
very casily influenced by others.”® But cheve is a differemce bekween

(&
“*This secws Co be & macter of great debace emong the historisns and

sven wicthin a gingle book. Thus: Prescoct, op. cit., p. 328, says con- |
cerning Crvanmerfs last days: "It was not only physical fear that wrought

on him, [is subtle ené beleuced wind apprehended the force end implica- '.
tlen of every avgument. . o . The Lives of the British Reformers, p. 34, |
quotas Crammer as sayiug: "“lo be cbhort, I am ot go doted to get ny mind }
vpon things here, which I nsither cen cerry away with we, nor tavey long A
wich Chem." vFollard, op. cit., pp. 170, 190, 225, 381, celis Cronmer
cpen=mindsd, with e "tendsnzsy to rely on a stronger power,” & msn who

epparentiy veschee hie comvictions by resson rather thaen a wrestling of

the spirit and an cmotional experience; and points to a change from rely-

iug cu logic and the like to rely o= Lis comeeienca. Robbert, gp. cit.,

PBe 33, 37, cays: ¥The Archbishop was casily icflueaced by his associe-

2tes and their iufivence caused him to change his position which inm turm

changad the direction of the Reformation im Bugland." And since "he was

of & receptive nature and inflivenced quite casily by esxiernzi factors,

we have in Craswer almost ¢ humsa barouster which indicates the influence

of tue varicus religious vicws end trends as they galued the upper hand

in Fagland." Swmith, gp. cit.. p. 33, quotes Harratives of the Reforwa-

Eicn, p. 238: "Hemry choce Thomas Creomer, & gentleman bors and bred,

ganicle and devout, & man very wuch at homs in Che world of books and not

without Che vanity of the gchwlar, a uwan who was very igoorant of this

wicked world, o man who wes credulous and @asily iupressed by a stromger
persounality.” [Hutehiuson, op. cit., p. 121, sgys: "Cranmer was specially
attraceed to Bucer.” lioyer, “Cranmerf's Legacy," op. cit., p. 268, raiscs

the question of the exteat of humwnigm's influsnce or Craumer. Smith,

Ope cit., pp. 1&5, 160£,, points cut thee Crammer was profeundly influe

enced by the conferences with the Lutheren divines aud came to look on

Gersuny &s cpivitval homa, e also states that Cranmew, "most subservie

eat of roysl ministers aénd most open=minded of theologlians,” veplicd teo

Henry's critique of The Dighops' Book "with devastating comments." Todd,

Ope cit., I, &5-6, also poinis cut both sides: “His wvesideace in Germaay

was now drawing to its close. . . . 7o the new doctrinss, ere he veturned,

he had perhaps become almost en entire convert.” aund he quotes Cremmer

hiuself as gaying: "It is lewful and comsendsble for a mun to leavn from

Eime to time; end to go from his ignorance, thet he way receive and embracs

tha truth.” Charles Hardwick, A RHistory of the irticles of Religicm: to

which is added a Series of Docummnes, from A.D, 1536 to 4.D. 1615: together

with I[llustrations frem Contemporary Sources {Loudoa: Ceoxge Bell & Semns,
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being influenced by something after having thought it through carvefully
end being tessed d@bout by every wind, or being considered “almest a human

bavometez” of "the various religiocus viewe and trends &s they goined the

upper hand in Emg!.anﬁ."bz Perhops Dromiley cgalsn summerizes it best:

Cranmer wes 8 dogmaticiaze, but he was net a dogpatist. He had

a uing which was aluvays opea to mew truth. He took sericusly

the possibliity that he wight misundevstand the Word and reve-

logieon of Cod. 'e was alusys willing co be taughte--so loug as

the teaching was in the zight school aad by the right Master.

He wag siuty years old befowe he camo to undevsctand the doc-

trine for wvhich he died. And having found it, ke did not lose

all gympathy for these vho hed not yet dome so. That is vhy he

wade his articles cf zeligion as comprehencive oo pocsibie

within an cvangelical and scriptural frameworik. He was no

inguigitor or persecutor. . . « If truth, as he saw it, vas

quite incanpatible with exrow, it waz not ilncoupatible with .
charity, And he kad no fllusions of having e woncpely of

he preceding discussicn and zlumcst as contzover-

e

Clogely allied wigh
sial is the quasticn of vhether Cranmor was so timid, self-effacing, and
perhaps sfraid that his zTesistance to anything was at best very feeble oz
whether beneath his tact and evangelical nature he was yet loyel anéd cours
agacus, even f£irm, pevcistent and conscisntious in defending these things
which sccording to his wvisien, sobriecy of tone, and sense of balancae

vers worthy of defemse in the faca of great opposition and even danger.

1881), pp. 66f£., says, “After granting that he 1ife of Orgrmer wag dise
figured here and there by human blemlshes; after granting chet the cau-
tion and timldity of his naturc had degencrated, on ccme rare occasiomns,
into weakness and irresolution; he is still, if we regard hin fairly as

a vhole, azong the brightest worthies of his ege.”* C£. also infra., fooi-
nota 54%.

52nobbert, op. cit.; p. 37.

ssaronuay. “Crammer's Megassge to Our Timas," op, sit., p. 120
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The overwhelming evidence ¥ vests on tho side of the latker opinion pare
ticulerly in view of Crammer's chavacter otherwvise. Hic consistent
Chrigtign charicy joined his ccholar’s outlook and his comsciontiocus
erastiaenism to meke him eppear quite tiwmid to cxtremists on both sides -
and to those looking for the bold kind of staud that openly staked the

54
seformer's life on each issue.>>

ile was not the cutspoken leader of the
wasses or even of the i.nmnigcatsia,sz" but that doss act mesan he was
couwardly or disloyal to his sincere coavicticas. He gpokwe end wrote his
cenvictions whon end where and against vhomevor he felt it proper. Ia
one instonce he vefused 2 request £rom Croowell for a warrigge dispensa-

tion for a £riend and servant of the E:lns.57 Later he urote to Heary on

behalf of dogumed Cromwall, when to do so coulé have occasionad or caused

-
el

Whether Crammer was week and cowardly ovr quite & breve aad bold
uman would make 2 study of its cuwan. The following rofcreuces are oa this
topic and ave mainly, but mot Cocally, pro-Cranmer. Luduig Héusser, The
Zfericd of the Reformation, 1517 &o 1648, edited by Wilhelm Ouckon, trass-
latad £yom the Cerman by Mres. G. Sturge (dlew York: Americen Trect Soeciety,
Ree); po 571, lHutchinson, op. cit., pp. 123, 139, Lingewd, op. cit.,
Vv, 65, 176, 197. Pollawd, op. eit., pp. 101, 121, 255-85, 290, 332, 359,
383, Prescott, op._cit., pp. 199L., 299. bBmich, op. cit., pp. €9, 393.
Cf. also gupra., footnotes 26 and 5i.

553'51- an. interesting and thoughful comparisom of Zuingli, Calvin,
Luther end Cremnmer, end & compavisen of the theological with the practical
cazrrying out of reform, sce Eromiley, Thomes Crammer, Thcologian, pp. 9-10.

Seuughe. OPe« Cit., pp. 98-9, preceats o very intercsting, if over-
simplified and a bit too neat, theory comcerning the pregress of the
Raforeation based on & division of the priests. "“There were two kinds of
priestso, the untrained and the trained, the illiterate (professiomally
gpecking) and the learncd.” “Botucen such leaders . . . and those priests
e o« o the gep vas tco great for theivr influsnce to be more than extermal."
“Ihe clerical plebs, on the whole, givaes the govermmest uo trouble; it is
patently scquiescent to whatever Hemry VIII, Edward Vi, Mavy aend Eliza-
beth, in turn, demand.” “These ccéucated leadsys, too, ave scquiescent
under flenzy VIIE, but very largely (it would seem) contve cosur; aad
under Bliszabath they are in the muian uncubuissiva, ever openly hostile.™

: Sl EgEyre, op. eit., I, 658, It was a case of uncla and niece in .
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his oum i:'s;!.!..!55 Craumer had put himself in jeopardy previocusly in write
ing & tender letter Co Heney in behalf of imne at her dowmfall as well as
intercading for lazy in 1533.5g Quoting Joha Lale, sonetime Bighep of
Ossory, Steype says: “Ko pen ever so happily and cceadfastly persisted,
with Christ himself, io che defunce of the truth, in the midst of fslsely
learncd men, in such lvminent hazavd of his life, and yet without receive

60

ing any !app " Nor was cthis coufined to Henry'c {and Mary's) reiga or

the displeasure of the Cetholic parety only. Une higtorlias declsred that
every "measure that Cranmar took,” particularly duzing Bdward's reign,
“excited che displeasure of the c-x:(;r:wiats.""’l Preseott, too, gives

Granmer credit for protasting veory strongly agaiust the citrzemiste when
G2

Pudiey was in power.

bhen Crampear cheaged i€ was usvally clowly end

coutiocusly, but it was donc conscicuticusly vhen convinced., For anzemple,

during the yesy gfter Heunry's death, while hie £olt it “comvenient to use

the vulgar Congue in the wase,” bha cucepted from this “corvtain mysteries,
wherast I dmzbe.“% Latoe thot year the doubt gecms to heve beem remowed,

and hic acticas were in avcord with his new opiniou.ﬁé'

5%5urnac, op. cit., p. 445, quotes pare of the leteer.

Opgiiard, op. git., pp. 139, 162, CE, DBurnee, op. cit., pp. 322£f.
%0serype, op. cit., I, 658.

“lporiard, op. eit., p. 265.

92pregcott, op. £it., P 165.

E%rmr, Miccellaneous Weitinus, p. 151

“Snateliff, “The Liturgical ‘iork of archbishop Crauser,” op. gilt.,
Pe 194, says: “The '‘secret mysteries' would presumebly include the cou-
seeracica, HNotwithstanding on 9. Son~tember of the same year [15483. ic
concocrating Forrae to the see of St. David's at Chertse Abboy, Cranmer
consecrated che Secrament in Eaglish.”
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Hevdwick vemarhks in guming up the life end work of Craemer: “To
him we are indebted, under Cod, for much of the scbricty of tone that
marks the English Refemation."es He uvonted & worship that had wealth
and dignity and tradition. He wozked hard te give 4t to the English
church, both in creating it and also in prowmoting it (though not by
modern wass advertising wadia to be sura). In this as in 211 his work
"he tried to keep the baiance batweenr congcrvatism and reform.” Inm cone
scientiously and perseveringly and honestly dolunz so “he pleaged neither
Trom the heyday of the extreme
ists comes Mertyr's veolclug great respact for OGremmer's tenacity as well
* his ‘iem-.!.m;.&:" In 21l of this, Bromiley points out, Cranuer
showad “g wide range of vision, and 4if he had been given the opportunity
he wight ecasily have cervicd through e fareveachine program of reform™
himsels, %8

A concluding cummazy of Archbishop Crammer'a chavacter ;:ni;,-ht well
include opinicns or staetements from Strype, Buznst and Rupp, three promi-
nent refornsation scholavs, two loasg in the grave, onc very such alive
today. Strype said: "Ho men did move prudently bear with some false
apostlies for a time, alithough, with Se¢. Paul, be knew what mest pestilent
nea they were, that so they night not be provoked to rum luuo greater rage

and raadneaa."r’g Burnaet praises Crammer's very Christlan Lehavior wvery

G

esﬂﬂﬁf’.ﬂk, gl -c_i_-sl 2 PPI eefc

67!5:@!.1@;:, Cranmerts Message o Jur Diwes," op. eilt., p. 13.

6sﬁmﬂey, Zhomas Crammer, Theologian, p. .G.
goBrouiley, “Crammer’s HMessage to Our Wimes,” gp. git., p. 13.

Stzype, Op. Git., I, 658. Actually this is part of a quut:l:
from Bishop -John Bale which St expouscs and vhom he seys was “we
acquainted with the 4EBP, and a and diligeat obsccver of his demeancr
s.nqhi.s supcrintendency over the cliurch.” [bid., p. ©57.
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highly, likens it €o Christ's own, and says it was indead £itting of a
bighop and refo:.ms:.h Eupp cumerizes of Craomer:

Recent historians have paid cardy Cribute to his great gualicies,
and it r:w* be hoped that ¢he logend of the pusiilenimous couvtier,
togsed about by every wind of doctiline, has been disposed of to
all but those who yood theiw history with their emctious vather
than their heads.’™

There is ¢ne wmovre outstanding charactevistic, houewvey, that fairly
cries out for separate troatmemt, and that is Crammer's regard for the

- . 95
croumn, or his Erastiani ;.z." o~

-'":"!'J.::ﬁ@ug 8. cites Pe 528.
7z, ¢. Rupp, Studies im the Makine of The Eaglish rfrotestaut Tradi-
clom (Mainly in the Reign a§ ‘:'...3:2 VIIL} (Cambridge: fhe Univorsity Pross, ,

‘.-4-'!1’, i—. ia—-’o

bt )
l'l

‘he use of the term "Erasticnien’ is, of course, an auacuronism,
but the acz.r icself seems to deserise it better then any other oae word

= w Il
o P:Q UG e




CHAPTER ¥
CRAYMER'S ALLEGED BRASTIANISM

In gemercus understateacnt onc historien stabes: “Cyrammer . . . set
great store by the king's eui:%m»'::'.i:y."l Another overstates his case in soye-
ing that unquestioning obadievce to the crowm was e doctrina, e matcer of
couscience, with Crammer.® The cwuth seems to lie iu the uot-go-broad ia-
betwcen., Cranmer, Like Henry VILII, believed the dqctrine of the divice
vight of the momnarch was based om Scripcure.s In his address et Edward's
covonation Cranmer streseed the point that Edward's authority cexe £rom
Cod.” Cromser believed it the "worsl obligation of the governmeunt to
lecad the pesple alomg what it copsidered the streight ond navrrow wey."
Dut he was not oo dependant on the state that he did not have scms very
independent idess of his own,’ and he voiced them to the crown. MHe wrote

& strong renoastrance to Crowsell azd the royal court about keepiang

igarl s, Meyer, “Cranmer's Legecy,” Coucordiz Theological XMomthly,
XEVII (april, 1956), 245.

230seph Henry Dubbs, Losders of the Reformatiom (Philadelphia: The
Heidelberg Press, c.18%8), pp. WGUE,

Salbere P, Pollard, Thomzs Cronmer snd the English Reformetion, 1489-
1556 (tew York and london: G. P. Futncm's SOOS, C.190%), p. G5, rolilard
also seye: "Cremmer, like cvery one else in that age, adnitted rhe right
of the State or the Church to overrule individual coascieance; and the
tyramy of this political principle was net brovgh home to his miud till
towards the end of his 1ife.” Ibid., p. 132.

. %Phomas Crammer, lMiscellancous Vritings and Letters of Themes Crammer,
Azehbisliop of Gnnteiﬁ. biaﬂ: 2 1556. Parker Societ s Publication edited .
by 35& ﬁ"ﬂ y vziversity Fress, 1846), pp. 126£.
Spollard, op. cit., p. 204, C£. also Ibid., p. 340.
61bid., pp. 229f.
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St. Thomes a' Becket'’s day with festing when it had boen abzogai:éd. He ‘

gs disturbed over the "inconsisteacy of the royal practice and profes=

gion™; he stated itj and he at losst feasted open%.y.7 In the last pert ‘

of Edward's reign he withdrew in protest from al:Laad ing the council and 4
incurred Norchumberland's reproof for inactivicy iun his radical refum.s

9

Under Mary hic acticus certainly reguested scvere censure from the crown.

ind even against itlenry's express decire, Cramnmer remained to debate

10 . : ,
apainst the Six l‘.f:-i:!.v.:!,c:s."3 Zut while hieg guiding prineiple was to
resist o the uvtmost the things ha disagzeed with, once it was low he

felc the state must be o'ueyed." e gave in ggaiunst hic judgsent to
please the crugm;n he wos intimidated by Warwick and reluctantly gave

him his supporis 12 ne conpromiced his theology in 1537 ic Institution of

& Chvistian ...:..*-1{" and he ultimataly yielded to the f£alce doctzime of the

Six Arviticles, when men 1like Latiuer reaigned.l" ‘e staotemsac chat

ethur .c.n‘:hy; Stenley, Ulistorical liemovials of Cautcibury (New
:-rﬂ-- -"L.O“u FI - e ESP&OI?hl 1889)' Pp. isﬂf.

-

o B. Hutchinpen, Cramucr and thse Emglish Reformation. Teach Teure
gelf .'Jai.o“'; Librazy edited by &, L. Rouwss (New York: The lMeeamillan Come
pany, 1951), pp. LIGEL,

[}
3Gf. H. F. M. Prescott, Magy Zudor (lew York: The Macwillan Company,

c.1253), pp. 199£f., end Jomm Linbata, Zhe Higtoxy of glmd £rom the First
Invesions by the Romans to the iccession oE Williem and lary in 1688 (sxxl:h
edii.a.cm- Wew York and Moatveai: D. & J. Sadlier & Gi cmpmy, 1879), v, 197.

i)
Charles W. Ie Bas, The Life of Archbisy_ag Crammey (Hew York: J., & J.
Herper, 1833), I, 17L.
i

Ib’-d-. I. 113-

2

“.utch‘-mm. mo g&g-| Be 137.
13

E!-_d." Pe 114,

%
Ibid., p. 9i.

!'?!.b:l.d.., p. B2,
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Creamer was "theologically hampered by Erastianisu 16 certelnly hes werit,
but the question vemaing: Did thic same sincere Erastisnicm help impress
Iier::*:yn éad help Crasmer end the whole Eaglish Reformation through Hemzy

and in spice of Henry's theology?

lsceﬂ S, lieyer, Dook Review of Thomas Cramsor, Theologian by CG. W.
Bromlley, Concoxdia Theolonical tMgmthly, HXIVII (Kovember 1956), 903.
:£. Pollavd, op. elt., p. 227,

:big., p. 137.




CHAYTER VI

CRAMNER'S ACTUAL ACCOMPLISHMENTS WITH KIRC HENRY VILX

Juet what were Crenverts accomplisipmnts with Henry? Feawcubor that

Mghe hinmp was proctically the pope of Englend, and there was ne woom for

eny cther papal :me:ha'»:'.x'.t;y.“i There vore other lovge oboetacles in the path

of whatever reforms Cramuer wight dosive, [Hackeft says that vhen Craasser
wee reised o the office of axchibishop,

vhat wos badly needed es a judicicus, reecurceful won, repu=

table In theology, foreilsz in ecclcsigstiedl devices, cad

ready with au avray cf logel and politicel counstitutionsl

Love chat would favor en coderiy dtvmeé gscothing “enry's

conscience whila cliglleuging che napeoy.
He M, Swith pointe cut thet Henmry wanted ebove all & united church in his
cauntry, net strife, but vhile Cerdiner and Tunstall shaved Herxy®s views
thoolavlecally, they

did uot to anuy euntent ¢here his comfidence. ile smeh pree

ferrad Crammar, & hotter wan tuan cither; and Cramay in

hin study, with the aid of Cerusa cerrespoudonts, was plone
uing an gitsgether difforent futiore for the Chereh of Pagland.

3
There vera other fmpediments, Creavwall overchadowed Crormer and Cock
over suine of his leaderchip rosypovaibilitics. Thus i€ wos not vmtil
afier the foll of Croanwell that Cranmer herema the wost infiuertial

subject in the wealm, altheugh he had been primate for scevenyesrs

lJosaph Herry Bubhs, Lesder: of the Refovmatiom (Philadelrhia: The
Hoidelherg Press, ©.l898), @, 137, i

Zpponcis Usckett, Hapry khe Eicheh (Star ediei.w; Carden Cicy, W.¥.:
Gavden Dity Pubklshivg Company, fuc., c.193%), pp. 19DE,

1, waynard smith, Boury VIIE and the Reformation (iondou: Macomillem

& ﬂ'o. I_lgdr- ,am' _F_m w--




32

already." This alonae shows great progreos midst great odds. Cremwalil's
wvary foll, being “denounced ap @ herekic . . . brings hone to us how
unpoepular the changes of veligion hod been with the majority of the people,
and how popular 1t was to have them coadesmed, "  he wajoricy in Euglaend
wore Gatholic to the cowe in 1535-39 at least.® #ven Zhe Bishops' Boolk,
wilch was a document of compronice, “wap illereccivaed, chiefly, we imwagine,
because it was new and Englishmen are very conpervative,”’

There were times when Cranmar mis!;ed strengly, but to mo avail.®
“The fing had passed in Farliament, ageingt the steady cpposition of Cran-
war, the fct known es the Sixm Arl:ic:lea."g Four years later ian 1543
Ferlicwent feorbeds ignorant pesple and women Co read the Bible, 10

These wvere some of the oppociticns Cremmer had Co face and try to
overcome. Was tuere help for hin coong the roform clement? Certaluly
thore was scus, but even hiere he encoumtered great difficulties at times.

The Lollords were not numarcus cunough to launch e reformation movement in

*pubbe, op. cit., p. 137.
SGmith, op. cit., pp. 177€.

Crrpere P, Pollard, Thomas Creamer end the Eaglish Reformation, 148Se
1556 (Hewr York and London: G. P. Putuanm's Sons, ¢.1904), p. 126.

75!51:"' bp. c’.tos Pe 163.

BE‘. B. Hutchinsen, Crapser cad the English Reformation. Teach Youre
self ilistory Librery edited by 4, L, Rowse (New York: The Mscmillan Cou-
pany, 1951), p. 118,

93, Milton Gaich, The Stars of the Heformation: being Shert Sketches
of Eminent Reformers, and of the Leading Events in Euope which Led co the
Bovival of Christianity (Second edition; Lomdon: S. Y. Partridge & Co.,
n.d.), p. 196, .

Yutchineon, op. eit., p. 93.
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zmgzma.'h fnd what part they actually played in the Reformation at chat

12

Giwa is atill an unanswared question, Cronmer continually deplored the

-
abuss of the gacrament particularly by oversealous refuzmm.l“ Like

Lather, bho had his “Carlstadts" and "T2uensters' to trouble him aluost s
much as the Catholic party. damd like Luther, he didn't shirk his duty.

In Zact, to Crammer is due tho greater credit for stopping the Ansbaptist

danger aad making the Reformation ca:mawat!.\m.m

dmoang "the multiplied venations and fupadiments vhich wers seattered

15 was that

i6

in Lis path Cowards the ppivitual deliverance of his couatry’
when Henry permitted reform 1€ ves useally for political recsons. Crane-

ar vas ouch more @ loyal subjlact, a clucers man of God, ond a ccholer

thas a politician,
Seill, flovdwick ¢allp Crammer “Ehe ceatre of the moral und doctrinzl

rvefomwrs.” He continues:

:h14,, po 12.
12 hilip Bughes, The Eeformction ia England (New York: The Maemillew
Company, 1951), I, 196, roports that Leollard groups were scatteved here
and there and were really gquite wesk. On p. 133 he speaks of the Bible
os being tue only thing that preserved “the tiny spork of Lollardy.”

Per contwa cf, B, G, Rupp, Stedles in tho Malking of The B H.nh Protestant

Tradition (Mainly in the Reign vign of | hcnty y VILL utﬂ.dse University
Fress, 1947}, ppe 1=6, 11, who says, "They [the iollards] were a factor
to be caken sericusly.”

135, F. M. Preseott, exy Tudor (New York: The Meemillan Compeny,
G.IE).')&), PPe 112£.

Yipubbe, op. eit., p. MS.

15
florper, 1833). I, 95,

Wor1ard, op. cit., pp. LI4E.

Charies W. Le Bas, e Life of Archbishos Cronmer (New York: J. & J.
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Ho was pradually made conscious of the evvors and abuses in
this province of the Christian Church, and, as befitted his
cxzalted mame of “priuate of all Englend,” was detormined to
promota the work of purilfication and revival, 7

ind determined he was in his cwn due time and wmaoner, Eurnet reports
that onece against much coppovitiocn and though i1t was greatly reviced and
chandoued by many of the weforming party, Crenuer by the gheer force of

18

his pergistence succeedad in getting a biil paseed into law, Many, wany

tines, howaver, his plans wet with defeat no mactter how hard he tried.
Tor czemple, Cranmer tricd vory havd to get a veform of the canon law,

19 On clarical

but he wos never succescful, not cven in Edverd’s reigun.
----- crrisge “he ceems teo have wede a strenvous cfiort to convert Hemry ¢o
his view"4? ond never succeeded., In 1538 Cramer tricd to get Barmes the
Deenery of Tamsorth College, but his letter to Cronwell wes o no avail,2}
Burnet veporte that he hod eleborate and noble cducational remadies for *
the clergy, but
35

Charles Havduick, A Histovy of the Articles of Religion: to which

ic edded e Series of Documents, fvom A.D. 1536 to A.D. 16153 cogether

with Iliustretioans from Contemporavy Scurces (London: Ceorge Bell & Sems,
.qu!),"p. 32,

Gilbert Burmet, The History of the Reformation of the Church of

England. Part I: OFf the Fropress biode in It Duwing "ae eign of ienry

VIII (Yew York: D, Appl.aem ané Co,; es @ad | Philadelphia: Ccorge S. Appletom,
1863) 1oPPe SL6E,

CE. ibid., pp. 530£., ond Cooffrey V. Breailey, Ihomas Cranmer,
Theologian (llew York: Ouford University Press, 1956), p. . vl and p. Xii
where he gays: Crammer “was giwaye pressing for & reform of the canon
iave « o « Put not wumaturally Lk could never covercome the innete hos-
tilicy of the civil rulers, who had no great desirc for a stricter ccclesi-
csticg] disclpline.”

21: ibid., Pe %Y.
Ee Ge P « 3. Tha lotter is printed in Thomas
crmmr, Mise Ruta'lom ﬁﬁ'tings and Letiers of Tm“ crmar. Archbuhop

of Cant BB~ Secbety
anfrridpe: Sher-Uadversicy Press, 1846), pp. "380¢.
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the popish party then at court, who very well apprchendad
the advantages such nurserics would kave gilven to the
Reformation, borme down thic proposicion, and turned all
the King's Lounty ad foundations ancther way.

fnd go “"Oremer's design was quite diuaypolnned."zz
Yet Dromiley states:
Wicth the introduction of the articles Crammer completed
the three-fold contributiou--Bible, Froyer Deok and Cone

fessloe~wuhich wore pezhaps then the political enactments
of King and Council hos revolutioniced the church and nacion, 2o

While the lest two are usually thovght of ian conmection with Eduard's
relgn, Crompor sade his influence felt in thelir precursors during Henry's
weigne With his eteady plamning and persistence, the veform progressed as
oppoztunibies croge, coumtereactocks wvore mot and stoppad or sligued, and
the stoge was centivually helug sce for further sceaes and developmonts in
ilenry's and in Bdward's Cimes. & survey of Cranmer's :i.nﬂ.uem_ze and
scooupiislasonts with the publichivng end distribution of the Bible, in the
soveroel ocutstanding veliglces acets and decuments, aod {un a few miscallane-

ous obthey matters seons in place at chis poink.
The Bible

it is ficting that this be considered firvct, for Strype is probably
oot fer wrong when he repozts that the publishing of the Emglish Bible
Voave the good Archbishop as much joy @5 cver happend to hiwe inm all the

?2Bumec, SPe cltey Po 483,
233:@1“,. Sp. E_‘_E-. ps mevil,




&3
tive of his prelocy.” ile had to £ight to get his wey over the Zing,
lore, and wost of the bishops in thie matter of the Eanglish pible.25
But Crammer'’s Diblical interest end emphasis had becn strong for many
years alzeady. ie porocually hkuew end ueed Greek and Hebrew, used the
literal weaning, not an allegorical one, of the texts, cnd iooked on

Scriptuve as ths highest authority in his 11£e.25

Seripture in the
vornascuiar "could not but open the ayes of the matica.” Thercfore
Crommer Ymade it hie chief Dupiness to sat it forward, vhich in conclu-
sion he happily effcctaed,” Burnet I:H:a.l:m).::7 Strype says: "Our Avche
Lbishop, Sevom his fivet entrance upon his dignicty, had it much In his
wind go get the holy Sewiptures put into the valgar laagugge, and &
libewey for all co zead them," 4and he begen with convecation in 1534
::I.'-:o:-.dy.:‘::-" "Croaveer wos instremental in obtaiaing regal endorsement”
for the Huglich Bible vereion of 1537.29 Indeed, “Hemry was persenally

ligtle concerned in Che publication of the first authorized Engligh

“Johm Sezype, Momoriels of the oot Reverend Father in Cod Thomss
Cramser, Scaetime Awvchibichop of Caaterbury. Wherein the History cf the
Ghurel, end. the Refommation of it, During the Primacy of the Said Avche
bishop, ave greatly illustrated; end many signular listters relating there-
unto, now first published (169%5). In Three Books, Collectad Chiefly from
Becords, Registers, Asthentic letters, end Other Origlnsl Memuscripte (A
New edlition, with addicions; Osford: AC ths Clarendsn Fress, 1812), I, 8l.

gz, Pollard, op. git., ppe 110£, end Hucchinson, gp. cit., pp. 90L.

ZGBrmuey, op. eit., pp. 12££. Onm p. 19 Crammer's actitude toward
the Bible is woll spummarized.

275'umel:. op. -ﬂgog Pe =meii,
235‘“”. SP. citk,, I, 3.

2%car1 5. Mever, “Cranmer's Legacy," Comcordia Theoloical Meathly,
WII (ml ‘9“’. m. c!. ?Ol.hl". g. s‘ﬁ' 2 P’. ‘114.




::'b!.ca.==3'9 It is rzeported:

Matthew's bible appearcd im 1557 under Cramawr's acuspices with
a dudication to tie king, aud was authorized by Cresmell,>t

the clergy were enjoiuned in 1538 to have a copy in evary chureh.
This edition was callied "che bilbic of che largost volume,” A
raviged edition, publiched es Crommer's bible in 1550, was tho
fizpt distinctly authorized teo be reed in churches instecad of
being mevely placed theve for consultatlon.””

Fictingly onoezh, his nae wes popularly ascocicted with the 1540 end
1341 vovisions by ililes Coverdele., For a tiwme it wes gonorally kuowm as
SCronmesrts Bible" Lfrom his excelient przologue uhich gpposred in the
fivst five editlons.>> Dremiley declaves:

it was not for pcthing that Crammesr cs a univewrsity doa hed

demended a biblical knowledse from his ctudents, and as avche

bichop took prectical steps which ropulted in the liceasing

aud loger the definite instituticn in the churchac of the

Englieh Bible.*
Cranmer did not echicve Cthis by sitting idly by and umeckly proposing
geod idecs as they came to him in his study. In 1542 he had ko counter
Cendiner's atteck on the English Bible after the latter had presented a
iong iist of vords which he wishoed to be retained in their “catholic and
35 =

favariably incorreet usage.” and e did so successfully, or wes he

33 anes Cairdner, “Henry VIII," The Dictionary of Naticnal Biography,
edited by Leslie Stephen and Sidney Loe (Londom: Ouford University Press,
1845=50) , 1X, 548,

31 o M, Smith, op. eit., pp. 194=5, says, “Tenry having rcceivod so
wach from Cranmor, permitted an English versica of the Scriptuves, pree
pazed by Miles Coverdale, Pishop of Exeter, to be published in Londen,
vhich was done in 1536 end dedicted to himself.”

Szeai.tduer, dos. git.

T SR ——

Saﬂuuchinson. Op. E_!-_t.o. pe. 91.

%Genifray . Bremilay, “Crammor'c Hosscage to Cuw Times,” Christiane
ity Today, I (Fovember 12, 1956), p. 12.

Bpups, 0B cit., p. 148,
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content to bear the brunt of the lcgal battle {(together with Cromsell
through whom he worked to a great exztent), ot ocaly did he achieve its
iegel sale and use in England, but he publiiciy enccurcged cnd gave scus-
what detailed dirvecticns for Lemeficisl use of the Bible,30

any idso of Cramuwer’e beiung mere putty ia whosoover lands he fell is
Choroughly coantroverted by the case of his continmual, steady, persistont,
strong advocacy and the step by step progress of the Huglish Bible
througheut Henry®s veign end Crannmer's life. Dven during the period of
Cathwliic trivmpl (the cuetent of vhich Bas been e::agge!.dt(..d)'w frec use
of Scripture was decreed by Honyy “granted ct Crammer's intercossion.”
He "now procuved lesve for private persons to buy Bibles, ond keep then
in their houses." o

It is recorded that

between 1533 and 3553 [Henvy died in Februery, 1547 , during the

tine Cramwor was the leading churchman of England, ceventy edi-

tloms of the Bible cor the New Testemont appecved in Englich, Ho

all, but aleo not a feu, of these were due to Cramser's cencern.
The i::?urf:ﬁﬁca of thiec one achievenment of Crammowx's during Hewry's reign
and fronm tize to Cime having the hking's owun endorsemont can scarcely be
overcnphasized for the progresze of the English Refomtl.an.t’n Put¢ what

of the verious erticles and injunctions?

"Bsmvpu, m. eit., I, 90F,

‘”(’:ﬁ. Rupp, 22- E‘-‘i" PP M?ffo

38 3arnet, op. cit., pp. 435E.

39i-:eyer, UCranmer's Legecy,” m'. cikt., p. 248.

Jm!:nt:c:hinsm. gg. cﬂ:.. ps 15, says: "fhe csuvse of the Reformation in
England was less advanced by lutheran trcatises then by the acquaintance
of scholays with Erasmus' Creck Testawent end his vew Latin transletion
azovg the laity, and Ly the transloticuns of tie Zible in the vernacular.”®
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e Ton Aveicles

Pollawé cays that Crammer®s general influence on Hoary was remarke
e5lo gad that thic shows up paveicularly in the Tea Areicles.%: Serypa
gives the background:

([Granmez] consulting with . . . Gremwel . . . aad by his aad

othoxr his friends, iuwportuning the XKing, & conmission was

iosved out f£rom him in the year 1537 . . . for varicus

diviunes to neet together, ond to device on wholeseme ond

plain expesition . . . and € set forth a truth of religien

purged of errovs and heresies. Accordingly they mct et the

A=chbishop®s house at Laxboth,'*®
Bupp faels that chere evidently wes soms dependsnce shoum in the!Ten Aved
cles on Che Wittenberg Articles. OFf the luatter he cemeonts that it “was
in no way a theological uesterpicee aad it soon dropped into the backe
orond of zeformation confessicual literatuve.”™ He discusses the rala-
tionghip und coneludzs: “The rosult was that the Ten Articles ware more
garblad even than the Wittemberg Articles. . . « '"Confusissime composici,’
gighed llelanchthion, as he pondered his copy of I:hts::.l."‘e"3

thughes' view is imporient., o feels very dafinitely that the Arti-
elas of Vittenberg, accepted provigionally by the Bishop of Hereford as
Homry's vepresentative oad vhich Henry refused to watify, “influenced nome
the less, the aext gtege of the king's veligious policy, and through the
Ton Avticles of 1536 helpad on the £ivct undoubted officicl movenment toward

an cccoptance of tho Protustant comeceptica of cn::lsl:tani.ty.‘M

éli’ollard, Ops cit., p. 10%.

@swypn. op. cit., I, 7Z.

*pupp, op. cit., pp. 111-1i4. i
o=

“’Hughes. Ope E_!r_ﬁ... PP 354¢£,
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The Ten Articles woere a compronise document, and they “bear indubite
eble traces of conflicting principles, and must have, therefore, beea the
frult of mutueal concession.” The memy variations in the various copies
witness this, tos, Hardwilck points cut fu:ther."'b The coupromice elemsnt
appaveutly led one historian ko declere: "These erticlas seem to have
boen drafted by the bking himsclf ond revised by Cram;er."% Perhaps a
parazeaph £rom Che “Profece” Lo Che Ton 4Avticles would seovve to show its
charseier, I€ was writtem by or in the nexe of lenry and sigred by Croa-
well, Creomer and a host of othews,

‘memy other cures appertaining [Fcommitted” in a variang) unto

thic our pvincely office, wvhercunto it hath plecsed Almighty

GCod of Hio infinicc weovey zad goodnese to call us, we have

aluvaye esteemed and though, like as we also yet estecm end

think, that it wost chiefly belongeth unto cuzr caid charge

diligemily to fovesce aad cawse, that net only the wost holy

word and comseaduents of Cod chould most sincerely be believed,

and @most reverently be cbeerved and kept of ocur gubjects, but

aliso chat unity and concoré in opivion,; —axely in such things

oz cdoth conmcern our veligion, mey increase and go fortimrard,

and cil cccasion of dissent and diag?rd touching the sems be
repressed and utterly caxtinguished.

The Secwement of Penance is Lkept quite Romanish in Avticle III. The
Sacrancnt of the Altar has a wvery Jdefinite Catholic leacing, aad yot the
Lutheren position ic not explicitcly coudemmad (Avticie IV). Inm Avkicle V

Justificetion zeceives a Lutbhoren treatment In the wain, with soma

7

”'sﬁardwick. &R cite, Pe 39. E.g., “drticles dsvised by the Rimg's

Hictmops" and "aArtieles about Religion, set cut by the Coavocation, and
published Ly the Ring's authority.”

% semes Gairzdeer, “Cramer, Thomae,"” The Dictionary of Hatiemal
Diographv edited by Leslie Stephen and Sidney Loo (London: Unford Univer-
clty Press, 1949«50, p. 22, BStrype mentions thkisc, tod, houever, being
suze ko state “wo have reason Lo attribute 2 great share therein to the
ivchbishop.” Strype, op. cit., I, 57.

'wlia:'Mck. op. E_’_-Eo. Pe 239,

fri
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Catholic idees adnized. Article VII chowe o “modifiod reveremee" for the
eainks, AMrticle VIIT still declaves, however, "it is very lawdable to
pray to saints in heaven , . o to be intercessors.” Hevertheless, meny
Yeautione and “oaveatis® are sddedew-alsc in Article Ii on Rites and Ceree
wenies. In Article i the wording ic very tactful, but it is decidedly

48 .
3 Hovduichk zicributes the robel-

%9

2geingt the papel doctvine of Fuvrgatory.
lloa o the worih to a veaction agoinst the Ton Articles.

Hughes points out how wany of the Tonr Avticles have Latheran words
sad plhreses in them and deelaxes it a “ecareful ceospromico in words bLotwesn
Pradicionaliste end Reformadesto the gain, of courze, of the Reforwad,*30
And sgeln, “This colitery roferemce [Eo the wass] is in £let contradiction
with Catlwlic tcoching: as iz alpo the ptatemsnt, in this laat erticle,
about i:-:ci-;;.‘.:_,;;'e.-:cas.“";" tnd in regerd to the Ten Articlos and the accome
panylng injunctloas Nughee significantly points out that while f'tha people
ave to be taught from thoe pulpit an English version of the dur Father, the
Creed , o o @ad the Ten Commandmonts,” the “iail Mary™ is ii:i:e,d.sa
Gtrype conjectures that the wmeny Biblical veferemces to confirm the
raspoctive temets Yinotead of the ordinary custom thoz used, of dolung it
by schoolmen and popish canons” uere Yimserted by the pen of the Axche

bighop.” In avaluating tho cherscter of the Tem Avticles he declares:

“Byavduick, op. ¢it., pp. 45-47 (comeontery), 24S€E. (texe of the
articles).

491'31&., PP 43-59.

soﬂnzhes. m" E-LE-. ppo SSGE‘

53:pid., p. 352.
52:13d., p. 354.
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e £ind indeed wmeny popilsh errors were mixed with evangelical
treths: vhich must cither be actributed to the defectivencss
cf our prelate’s knswiedge as yet ia true religion, or being
the principles and opinicns of the King, or both. Let mot
eny be offended hewvewith;, but lst him rather talke uotice, -
what a greak deal of Gospel doctrine Lere came to light; and
nok only so, but was cwigd aud propounded by asthority to bo
belisved and praciiced,

That thoe cvangelicel porty and Crenuer’s pooiltion had influence is
showa, too, by & veading of the First Royal Injunctions of enry in 1536
in esplonation of tha Fen f.rcicles.s':" Herduick pointe out thet officially

they vere nct supplomted uvntil the Fing's Book iam 1543 and that ueny of

the arciclics had been substantlally engrafied on the Dishops' TDook in
or
1537,”” The Ten Articles are very important ac the first real step coward

b
an evanpelical theology in the Gpglish Reformaticn. Cremmer wes close to
the Zing and had an important pert ia the framing of the Tea Articles.

Hupp sumc up the evanpelical strategy and success nicvely:

53,

Strype, op. cit., L, pp. G2£, Pp. 58=G2 contaivc aw cbbreviated
text of tho Ten Articles, HMavdwick's dnsightin thio commection is wore
thy of note: "These articles [the Ten Articles] belong to a trensition-
pariod. They embody the ideas. of men who were emerging gradually into a !
differont sphere of though, who could not f£or the present coatemplate
the trath they were recoverilny, either in its harmonics or comtresto,
ond vho conscequently did not shrink f£rom scquiescing in eccoumodations
and econcessicas which to viper underctendings wight heve seemed 1like the
vetrayal of o sacred Crust.” Hawluwick, op. cit.; p. &42.

T deary Cea and William Johw lardy, Documonis Illustrative of
English Church History Compiled From Ovigiunsl Sources (iondon: lecmillan
& Co., Limiced, 1921}, p. 2069€E,

ss’ilm'dwic’u, CPe Sike, po 50 says: “But this carly set of erticles
[the Tep] was virtuwally supersoded im the course of the neut year {(1537),
on the appearance of a sceend Formulery of Failth, eantitied the 'Institue
cion of a Christian Men.' On it, however, meny of the aArticles of 1536
had been substenticlly cngrafted: end es the new work nmever geimed the
formal senction either of Convocation or the Crown those articles were
really [itelics hig] "in force umtil supplanted by the ‘Necessary Dowtrine
end Drudition for emy Christien Mmm,' set forth as lece es 1543.%
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The Ten avticles had indeed gone wather far in omitting the four
cacrauents, and in the context of the webellicn Che evangelical
bishope concentrated on getting their distincticn accepted
batwaen the throe primary sacrg.gmts &ad the others, as indeed was
included in thc Bichopa'® Zook.™

T
the Dishops' Dook

“The Institution of = Chrigtiun Man," or the "Bighops' bBook,” as it
ura popularly called, was drawa up by o nunbeyr of commicsioners, but never
magulazly submitted to Convocation, And although it was published by the
king's prinmter, it was not, 1lke che Ten Articies, provided with a preface
he Ling cowmmending it to be veceived by kis cubleets., 4nd while he
assented to its publication, EE{:}_':y,: did not conmit himsalf o a full sanc-
tica of its contents. "Eaeing ti'.'tis destitute of the royai cuthority, it
vac callad the Bishops' ?}enit.“sv

fupp states: “Edward Forze took a leeading part, ané way bo considered
cditor-inechief, Cranmer, though mech pressed by other affeirs, did vhat
G conld." ¢ Dut Pexe was thea a chronic ipvalid and a dying men, aud the
work was interrupted. %Then, whoen the work was shaped aund the bing would
have besn consultad, the Plague cams, the bishps were forbiddem to bring
the contagion of the “smoky airx® of Loandon into the voyal prececuce, and
the bishops disperced. Rupp postulates: ‘“"Perhaps these delayc rather

then Royal guile accomnt for the manper of his helf appsoval."” At auny

seﬂupp, 8B _ﬁ__i__t_-' H 138.
5711nrthwi.ck. GPs %-. #. 50’ in a footnote.
saaupp. op. cit., p. 135.

595014,
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rate the king “"kopt it for six wmonths, end then authorized its publica-
tion, declering be had not hed time to examine it as requested. 60
Poliovd arreez that with “Ihe Bighops' Book, Henry had litele to do. . .« .
He trusted, houever, to their wiscdom and agreed that the beok should be
published and read to the people on Sundays and holy days for three years
to cum.”';l

Tupp shews thet the Dichops' Nook derived large portione diveccly
from Lukher through Mavshall's Primey, though these porticons ware mainly
nonecontroversial, Bver the division of tho bool: fato Crecd, Sacraments,
Conmmdnenis,; and Lord's Prayer showe an obviocus cE€finity to Luther's
Small Catochism. The Cherch of Home is declared to be a “parcicular weue
ber” of the univevsal Church. Boptiom, Penance, and the Sserazent of tha
Algar arve talken from the YWem Avticles. Confirmation and Hatrimony have a
sacvamenital chevacter to thewm. However, the cection that cavsed the wost
discupsion in court cireles and was most eriticized by Heary im his com-
wemis on the book vas the oae on Ovders, particulorly the section dealing
wikh the controverted potestes juvisdictionds as distinct from the potastes
grdinis, And Rupp poists cut that Ythere ic some evidence that it was
writiten by Cuthbert Tunstel,” end of all the sections it wes the most
severely handled in revicion befug clmost a vew treatise im the Xiug's

Boole, Dupp states poiatedly:

60catraner, “ilonry VIII,” op. Cit., p. 545.

0lp1nere ¥, rollard, Henry VILI (Londoa: lomguons, Creen and Co.,
1919). Pe 379. GE. Gt‘amr. Eo g}_s-. BPhe kagy 33ff., 359£, Om Pe 337,
n. 3, 20d columm, there is a2 nice vummery of the whole avgumeat and place
of euthority, with en attempt to help solive some of the difficulties
invoived, GCf£. also pp. 469€, for Henry's letters zegerding the publish-
ing of the Bishops’ Boolk.
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The treatment of thic gection warns us sgeinst judging the proe
nouncements of this period from any wodern unoticn of “evaugelical®
and “ecatholic,” “congoxvative™ cor “reformed.” It is possible that
this section of the work wos one raeasca why Hemry withheld from it
his full spproval,V®

e marked anothow step, howaver, in the direction Crenmey was point-

[
8uda

nge. Hemey uwoet only Jdeclined all reopongibilicy fovr the Pishops' Book of

: - 3 - 63 .
1557, but soon afterwerd “urged or ite revieion,™ Henry gt his leisure

4,54

diligently pevused, corrected, aud auzzente He then gant it to Crome

@wer to give hisc judgments om hisc changes. Hete the difforvence in the tome
of Che reports of Craumor’s weply betuwsen Strype and Rupp:

The dwchbichop advisedly reed and ceonsidered vhat the Ring
bad welt; end, digliking some Chinge, mode his gun ancota-
clons upon some of the roval corrcetiona. « . o

Sock-tasting, “ac it wave,” aptly degeribes the royal theo-
logical sethed, ond the best neasure of che theological learue
ing of the Ring llos, unot in the cparkliang ewvediticn of the
treatice cgainct Isther, bPut in Che comments on tie details

of the Sichops' Bechk which the King gent to Crammer, Cranmer's
counter criticlem should dispose of yot another legend, thot
of tho archbishop's timidity, for he tckes Riec woyal master to
tasl: as severely as if e had been back at Jesus, comning with
tivzed severity the cfforts of the youngest in the Sclhicolic: now
it ic clumsy Baglich, them bed Latin, hove mdmdmcgﬁof
thought exposed, therve £lat disagreasment registered,

Although he covers the criticism with a very tectful latter, Cravmer

;
.
:
-

was not spaving in vpholding vhet he falt was true and pointing ocut in no

uncertain terms what he felt was £alse., That ke ead Heary were not one in

S2upp, Cp. Cit., pp. 140E.
%3po1tard, Heazy ¥Iii, p. &17.
6.,

btry“. 2. c__i_'t_-g I. 3.

65;!:16. Part of Crammer's letter ¢o the kiug is quoted on p., 73£,
But the dates mentioned seem iwpossible!

“ﬂﬁl’h op. eit., Pe 139. The text of both lenry's and Crensmer's
cewiviclsse can be found In Cranmer, cp. cit., pp. 83£2,
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doctrine is auply shown Ly the criticisms. IC is vemarkable that chey
continued throughoot Henry's reign not only as king and loyal subject,
nor even caly as very gocd friends, but os vespecting cne another highly
throughout the many consuitaticns with cach coiher, discussions and fra-
quent disagreemgnts, @ The perscnal chearocter of Cramuer was & vesl lufiue-
ence on Henry, if often Gehind the scencs, and i shoewm here agein in che
oponness of appzoach be had to e king vho is often described as both
fickie and ruthless. The cvengelicai advences evidenced in the Bishops®
Bool in the £irst place may have been allowed to be publiched and uced
{thaough wichout royal endorsement) partly becauce of his respect for Crene
mer and hio pert in chem. Though it may be but a courtly uicety or custeos,
flenry ‘s words to the connisplon ecem o £it well his opivicn of Croomer
end porhaps in thought he addressed Co hiwm particulerly. At any zmate,
with the following quesi-eodorscxcent che Dishops'® Book was published and
coumanded to be used:

sccording o your humble gule and petition, we nave cauged your

gaid book both to be printed, and will the cone to Be convoyed

inte all the pavties of our rzalm, nothing doubting but that you,

being wen of such learning and virtue, as wve koo you to be,

have indeed gfirform& in thae whole wvork that yeu do prewice in

cho preface, .
4nd cven after Henry worked through the work end criticismed i, Pollaxd
couid say that he Yhad felly diccusced with Crammer the amemduents he
thought the book needed.”% The Avehbishop wes in the front line throughe

Uk,

67Crmar. op. cit., p. 469, CE. Sctrype, op. git., I, 72-5, for a
porsrayal of the struggle between evangelical avchbishop end bigoted
king in the watter of the Lishops' Book.

58po1lard, ‘loc. cit.
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The Thirteen Azticles

In 1538 a nuaber of Cerman and English bishops and divines headed by
Crenmes wet for £ive monthe end avrived at che Thirteen Articles, based
on Che results provisiomally reached at Wittezbierg two years before.
Havduick soys:

Traces ave curviving of a partlal dicogreentn bebwoon then
[the Cermen futheren delegaticy] and the comuitiee of Eng=
iisgh theologiansy yoi we also lmow Chet union was effected
to a very preat eutent, and theb 8 nuuber of Avticles were
actually complled as the result of their deliberations on
tho leeding points of Christianity.®?

The poligicel situation chogged wud lenry refuced to consider the conclue-
slone to which they came, Theilr influcnce end use in the Forty-Tuo Artie
clog laoter is universally echasiledged, porticularly because i€

is manifestly founded cu the Confession of Augsbury, often
following it very closely, and departing from it exactly in
thoge inptences where the minture of Eaglish and Cersan thee
ology might have heeg,ﬁew&cted €o coucae a veriatiea, It is
aleo in Latin, ¢ o »

Rapp says:

The Thirteean Articles . . . atteincd no measurze of public
cuthority whatever. « « « Zue origin of them is thrsefold:
the Augsbunpg Confessiom, the Hittenberg Articles of 1535,
and the deliberaticns of 1538,

lie continues with a suamery “indication of the extent o which those sources

wore blended,” wWhile he attributes to Chew an “iantrinsic interest, gparc

navauick, op. cit., p. 59.

m}:bi&., pp. GOEE, It io printed out in Latie on pp. 259£f., shou=
ing the parellels to the fugsburg Confession. CE£, pp. 62€, for a comperi-
son of the Thirteen Articles and the Augsburg Comfession. P. 13: “The
XIIT avticles, drawn up, &3 wo shall see, in. 1538, were based alwost
entivaly eon the language of che great Cernmenic Confespion,™
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from the use mede of them in the grticlies of 1552,“71 they have lictle
welation to Che topic at hand except perhaps that even with lienry's
extrone disintevest end even discourtesy toward the visiting Lutherans,

rarmey was sllowed to initiate, coutiunue, and complete {in scme manmer
at least) the negotistilens, debates, and discussions so Zar as to draw up
the Thirteen Articles. Therae was velwe in it, and whatover the extent of
its value Crammuer probebly deserves & great ghare of the crvedit. But its

immadiate influence ou licary was minuta,
The Kiang's Book

fetive ateps Covards a vovisiocn of the Rishops' Dook were taken as

carly as June 1540 vhen two coumigeiconc weve appointed, one to deal witch
oetrine end che other with cercmcnies. There was still difference of

opinion ubout the aumber of Sscraments and the queations of Ordevs, pars
tilculavly on that part of the Bichops' Dook whieh denied priestly funce
tions to the king. in April 1543 vavious committaes were appointed to
consider the various poarts of the vew book. Rupp poiutes out that although
the Catholic Party were .of pgroat ingfluence at Chis time, it should be
neted thet the chelrman of the gllelmportant gection on the sacrenments
was Ghe Archbishop Thomas Cranmey.

This time the Wing kept in clcce touch with the mahers of the

book and it ig clear thet full and vospectful use had been

made of his ccuments on the Bishops' Book. The Hecessary Doce

trine gnd Grudition for eny Chiristian Mea [the official eitle

©of the Ling's Look] doce mot refiect o "tﬂ.mh for the Cathoiie

Pazty.” « « o Mony changes were siuply. gna to exigencies of
style, spacing and geaeral maagmt.

“Loupp, 9p. cit., pp. L17E.

721”;4-. Pe 150. CE. Rupp, _‘2. c‘t.. PP. LLEEE, Stry”' gn Blnt-’
I, ¥5, does mot Lnew vhether it cams out in 1540 or 1543. fe thinks it

l s ad il
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Lupp presents a vexy pregnant f£ive-page oumnary of the theological cone
tent, inteat, aud divection of the vavious parts of the Ying's Dock and
concludes: "Thus there is enough compremise in the shaping of the Ring's
Bool: Co have cuabled the Refowmmers to hiope that the Word of Cod had aot
lost the upper hand, 73

lHawdaick calls it “on the whole & revised edition of the Bishops’
Book, although (as Collier observes) ‘it seeme woutly to lose ground, ond
vajora beckhwords.'™ e contioucs to polnt cut that unlike its predocesser
it was uet only drawn up Ly a comaittes of divinas, but “octually M
in Convecation, aud enjolned by a royal -.nmdate.“74

Strypo cays that Oroanmoy “allowed vo preeching or arguing agalast®
the Iing's Dook in his diocese although

indeed there were souwe points theveln which the Archbishop hime

salf did not epprove of, folsted into it By Uinchester's woans
and intersst at Cthat Cime with the E{ing. Which bishop,

was 1540, e calils it che Dilshops' Dook come “forth agein . . . very swuch
L.‘:l.c:;,rd end reduced into ancthey fosm and bearing another name.” On

Ps 78 he says: "In the year 1543 the came book was priated sgain, ascuded
nueh both in sunge end language: yoit not having any step ian the progress of
the veformation wore then the forger, « « « But ia this sch iz added ebout
frecewill, which it asserts, and good works., In 15446, the some was primted
agailn ¢ o o in _Latin. + « o O pp. 136%, he states: YIhe Avehbiohop was
Ghisg yoear E]-S'&‘a e 8 o mmyﬂd in the E’-mg'a Dooke o ¢« + For the Riag was
ninded now to have it well reviewed . . . corrected and amended: and so to
hove it reccomanded unto che people as a complote book of Chyristian primcie
ples, in che stead of the Scripture: which, upon pratence of their abuse
0f, the King would not allow lomger to be vead . « « accordingly « . «
copy sent to Crammer to peruse: which he did, @d added kis own annotations
upon vorious pacsages in it at good leng

?:“Rupp. op. 2&-. P 154.
Tlimuk. OR. e’.t.. P SOE.

?Sﬂupp [+ «s PP 169%,, pomta out in contrast to Crasmer's
chairmaachip of the Yalleimportant section on the Secrasents,” that “We
£ind Covdiner with the Bishops of Rechester end Westwmiunstor reporting em
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politicly as well s flatteringly, called it The King's Hool,

a title vhich the Avehbishop did net nuch 1ike, . . . But

because of the authority of pavilemeat ratifyliug che bool,

and the many good aud vseful things that were ia ic, the

Azchbishop fautroduced and countenanced it }g hisg diocase, and

would not allew open pregching ageinst 16,
LG any rvate and whatever its r.ua:e-llenciés may have been, Follard states
flatly: "It failed of itso pm:posa.“."? which Steype hed gald was to give
thae people "e complete book of Christlae principles, in the stead of the
Geripture; wiich, upon protence of thelr abuse of, the Kiug would mot

L Tl
a . 5 i
cilow longer to be read.™

It iz hard to coume Go a ciear conclusion here. It was not the step
fowward the Ten Articles and the Dishope' Eook vera--on paper at least.
sub Lt was ofilicial and close to Henry'c wishes and designs for such a
dosumcnt. Thab it was not still closer to his theclogy or leaning wmore
touard the Catholic side gecus very noteworthy in the comcext of the tims
when 1t was p-.:hliehed and oy spesk very vell of the leaven of tho Avche

blehop,.

the "Mordfs Frayer' and the '4Ave liaria' end ths sawse bishops examining the
cupeaition of 'Faith.,'" Strype seems particulariy weak onm the whole mate
ter of the Ring'c Book. C£. supra, footaote 72. Perhaps he is generaliz~
Ang £rom Carvdinerfc letter to Crammer. O£, footaote 7C. ,_

"’{’Str_vpa, Op. elt., L, 143. Xbid., iI, 780£., contains a letter from
Gavdiner to Oranmer written on this very poiut after Heury's doath and
four years after publicaticn of the Kinp'e Hogk: "It greveth me moch to
vede wryten from your G. in tha begynuing of your letires, how the Ring
cur late Soveraign vas seduced, amd in that he knew by whom he was come
passed in that I cal the Kings ¥ajeskies Dook., Which is not his Book,
bicauss I cal it so, bub bicause it was indede so ackanowladged by che hol
Pawvlisment, aand ecknovledged so by your &, themn, and al his life; which,
es you afterwards write, ye coomeunded to be publishod and red in your
Biocese, as his book. « . ¥ :

7¥pollard, Benxy VILI, p. 418,
"%gerype, op. elt., I, 176.
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The S8l acvciclog of 1539

Pollaxd says: "The endosvor to streteh all hie subjects on the Pro-
cruskesn bad of Six drticles was one of Heonry's least successful entere
79 .
virigesl® Strype says the act came about in this way: The Eing was

digplessed with the Archbishop énd the other bisheps of the
now legening, as they then termed them, bocause they could

wet be breught to give their consent ilu the parliasent that
the Eing should have &ll the momasterics puppressed o his

cun gpole use,

They wontad the money for schools, Strype continuen; the king was influe
enced by Cavdiner and cowpany, and he "made the terrible blocdy cut of
the Six .-:::::icles.“aa Rupp roperts that a Covmanr exhassy was on the wnly
tu England,

Then ccme the news that an sgresment had been: yesched betwesn
tha Ceomaan Protestents and the Laporor, oue acticle of whick
forbade the widcaing of the League by the aduission of new
mezbere, This was 2 £fatal, porlisps a deliberace, blow ac the
negetiations in Bnglend. - « « If this was e snub to tha
Taglich, vkhat followed wes a2 resounding buffet for the Cermans,
50 far fwom the “Sour abuses' holug eradiceted, the new act of
Siz articles nomed, coumeaded and enforced them vnder savage
penaliics. The “foxelgn policy” espect of the 5ix Avtieies is
not to bo csmeggerated, but it duserves to be noted, They endad
all nope iu the heirts of the Hlecter and the thecloglins of
Vittenberg. It was now quite clegr thaet lienry bad been wovad
throughout by politicael mwtives, :

At the time they passed it did not look like Crunmer had any iaflue
eace at all with the king. &and ten years later Cramnmer still pretestad

that the Azt would never bave been pasgsed: YIE the King had not cocae into

?9pollaxd, Henty VIIL, p. 401.
S5trype, ops git., ¥, 103,

Blyupp, ope-git., p. 121
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the pariiemant housc” and thet it was “enforced by the counsel of certain
peplste against the truth and common judgment both of divines and lawe
yetu.“sz The articles are a definite rvesction agaiust the intent of the
Bighops® Book es Cranmer expressed '11:.83 Yet Rupp points ocut that this
“sonsational” act “wade explicit much uvhich in the Bishops' Book had
eithor been ignored or veiled in reticent ambiguity.” And he says “chere
was nothing in the Six Articles vhich explicitly aad directly contradicted
“che Institution of @ Chriscien Man," 54

Briefly, the Sixz Articles epheld transubstentiaticn only, comsunion

in one kind, clerical cclibacy vows of chastity, private masses; and
auricular confespion as nccessary and good.as And although “against these
the Awchbishop of Canterbury argued loag," yoes, “argued three days agalust

&6

these articles,"”” and although Scrype entitles a whole chaptar “The Arche

bishop retived,” and conjecturcs that 'the troubles he met with in these

%27bid., p. 147, and Crammer, gp, cit., p. 168. Geirdner, "Crammer,
Thomas,"” 9p. cit., p. 22, says, “Cranmer used every effort on the side of
froedom. o «» » Eut his cfforts weve fruitless. The king himsclf entered
the house and hie influecnce dmcadiately silsnced the advocates of the mew
learning.” Strype, op. git., II, 743, quotes, "Part of a lLetter from &
Member of Parlement, conceraing the transactionms of the House, about pass-
ing the Act of the Six Avticles.” Thus: "I assure you never Prince shewed
himself se wise @ manm, 50 well lerned, ead so Catholil:;, as the Kimg hath
done in this Parlyment. . . . And notwithstending umy Lovd of Centerbury
. o o Cofendad the comtrary long tym2: Yet finally his Highmess confoundad
them gil with Coddas lerniung.” (sic)

83¢ranmer, op. cit., p. 351. Rupp coacurs vhon he quotes from it:
Rupp, 9p. cit., p. 147,

S4rpid,

85¢g, Gee, gp. Sit., p. 303-19, for the complete text of the Six
srticles, C£. Cremmew, op. cit., p. 168, in a footuote, for am excellent

guamary of them.
S6zurnet,_op. cit., pp. 413 and 415.
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Simep from hic enemies, made him Jjudge 1€ convenient for him now more
warily to conceal himself until betier dayo ,"37 Rupp relates:

The extent of Catholic triumph hes bLeex caaggerated, Shexton
and Lotimer resigned thelr sees, but both bed Leon storay
petrels and wever did bichop move ecgerly lose his charge
than Latimer, wor could happler days induce him €0 take again
the burden, 2ut Cranmer, Baricw,:Hilsey eund CGoodrich all
retalned theirn, end there is much cvidence that the Xi

even went out of his way to show his fovour to Crammer,.“®

Polliawd declavaes: “The ferocious dct of Sim Articles bhiad neyer been

Fpis
more bhen ficfally a:cect.‘.i:cd."“')

&nd a year after the Act was passed ienry
grdered that 'no further poreectulon should teike place for religion, and
thac those in priscu should be get at iiberty oum £inding security for
thelr appearance when called for.™90 Crammer himself wrote thet “within
@ yesr or a litkcle more” Henzy Ywas fain Co texper his said lows, end
woderate then in divers polnts; so Chat the Seatue of Zin Avticles con-

Ci
tioued in force little ebove the space of one year.““'l

Pollard cays:
The idea that frem 1539 to 1547 chere vas ¢ continucus and rigor-
ous percecution is a legend dewived from Poxe; thore wvere oute
burcts of vigour ia 1540, 1543, ond 1546, but except for chese
the Sixz articles remalned zlmost a desd lecter,92

Eupp opines:

873trype. op. cit., I, 1i3,
SBKHPP' 2P _c_!-_t... Pe '1&7.. E:fc alse Burcet, op. cit., P. 426, where
he spesks of Hemry's zeascurances Lo Cranmor aad his reqguest to write out
all gricvances ageinst the Siz aAvticles--even gending the Dukes of lorfolk
and Suffolk and Crousiell to dine with and reassurs Crammer.

a"?oxma. m 2;_1_‘._;, Pe 415,
Nynig,, p. 401,

93 yoted. in Ibid.
920v0d.
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1f Honry did relax thoe emforcement of the legel penalties

attachked o the Sin Articles it was not because hoe had

been moved by Cerman pressure, Heanwhile, the marriage

negotiaticus must continuc a'gd Heury hed no wish to breal

altogether with I-iit:enberg.g

Editor Cox relates thet in the year 1544 Cranwer succeeded *'through
his lufluence with the king, in mitigeting the Act of the Six Articles,
and effecting a great changeé in the forms of public devotion, by the
introduction of an English Litany, with responses.” However, he states
that his further attempis at 2 reformation were defeated, end only by the

contineance of the firm friendship of Heary" was he released £rom Yanother

mpasure of hostility on the pert of his adversaries™ in 1565.94’

Miscellancous Achievemants

Datcliff concurs in the opinion that “until Heary VIIL died, circum-
stznces wemeined unfavcurable to extending the use of English beyond the
mm-;y."'r‘s Cranmer's secretary, liorice, “truly says: ‘iien cught to cone
sider with vhom he [Cresaner] had o do, specially with cuch a prince &8
could not be bridled, mor be againstsaid in any of his requaats."'%
Burnet discusges Henry's particular zeasens for baing personally against
the Reformation=-azs it touched or came frowm the Lutherans at any rate--

and how Cranmer, greatly iuafluenced by the Lutherans, worked on Heary

2%Rupp, op. cit., p. 125.
9401‘&!!!6‘!, Op« _e_’-_t_o' pe iz,

955, G. Ratcliff, "The Liturgical Work of Archbishop Cranmer," The
Journal of Eeclesiastical History, Vii (Octocber 1956), p. 1S4, °

95@;1:&.:.- “Cranmer, Thomas," ap. cit., ps 26.

iy
(] ¥ .
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persistently.w Bromiicy is of cthe opinicn that the execution of Crom-
weli had more seriocus conscquences than the Six Articles,

£or it deprived Craumey of his main supporter, reversed the

policy with which he had been idenCified, Lroughi his most

active opponents to power, ond threatened ruin end disgrace

to Cranmer himself, Indeced, the odde in London were tea to

one that Crammer would share the fate of his lay c:c:l.leag.ua.98
Crammer worked egeinst heavy odds throughout his carcer uader Henry. This
wakas his accomplishments the more remerkable. Feter Martyr wrote to
Bullinger in 1550 that the labor of Cranmer “is not to be expressed. For
whaktever kas hitherto been wrested frem them (che bichops) we have
acquizaed solely by the indusiry, and activity, and importunity of this
yral-;:::c."w Yhat were some of the zost of Cremmer's accomplishments witch
Eenvry?

Strype points to two abuses in religion that Cranser

by time and scasomeble inculeatiorn brought the Ming off £rom.

e had a very great coteem for images in clweches, and for the

worship used to the cross: cud many digputations and discourses

happenad between the King and the Ais‘ﬁhinhop concerning thow. « «

4t length, by the Avchbishop’s wife end modezate carriage and

speeches, the ¥ing vas brought.to another opinionm, a:ndlgi give
him orders for the abelishing of e great meny of them,

o7 Bumnet, op. ¢it., pp. 2528,

%8 sromiley, gp. glt., p. zvi.

“ cranmer, op. cit., P ¥

100, gtrange and inoxplicabls veferemce! It io very difficule to find
more than were veforvences to the facst that he had e wife. £4nd Strype here
has her influencing King Meary! That is, unless "wife” is a wisprint for
#1ife." Then, of course, it fits.

mlStrype, op. cit., I, 195, He coatinues: “But vhen he had done

_ thig, he would not forego the othor, but comaanded kuecling and creaping

to the cross. ind gross was the superstition thet was coumitted in this
blind dovotion; which the King, by the Arclivishop's weans, being at length
gonsible of, was prevailed with that this aelso should no wore be used, . .
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There ic much discussion about Crammer'e assertion that in the last
months of his reiga.the king commended him to pen 8 £orm for the altera-
tion of the liess into a Communion, Whatever the resson or the extent of
the "comand,” some of Crammer's influence would zlmost have to be pre=
aent.mz The EBpistle and the Gogpel came to be read in English end part
off the liturgy of the lLord's l?ra;yer.:l"‘."'3

Cecasional preyere and suffrages to be used in all cthe churches were
increasingly advoceted by royal authority toward the end of Heary's reign.
Strype attribates it to Craumer's influence on the king, ficting in with
his purposc that he might

by ilittle end little, briug into use prayer in the English

tongue . o o that the people, by underctanding pare of their

prayers, might be the wore desirvous to have their whole ser-

vice rendered intelligible; wheveby Cod sagltt be served with
the more seriousncse and true dovotion,

Crammex's influence shows icsalf plainly in the 1538 Injunctions.
Hughes declaves:

The Angelus is abolished gud fovbidden ., . . “lest the people
do horveafier trust to have pardoa for the saylng of thelw
tives' s and "it must be taught and preached” that, in the

Litany of the Saints, "better it wore to cmit Ora pro t:obia.“ms

103, Lmtﬁhiuﬁm'_ﬂ cit-, Po 101-

m’*‘sr.rype, op. git., I, 181f. Even after he cbtaired royal approval
of scme things and :oyal injunctions, too, reforms often were not carried
out, C.%., concerning "certzin godly prayers and suffrages in our native
Boglish tongue . « «, We heve sent unte.you thesc suffrages, not:to be for
a month or two chbserved, and after, slcnderly considered, as other our
injunctions have to our no litile marvel been used,” And a threat, "you
will amegwer to us for the cantrary." met be added, This iz found imn
uiditeras Regiae Archiepiscopo Canmtuar, pro Pubuent:lene Regiarum Injuncs
tionun,” Craummer, gg. eits, po 454, -

1053“8“8. Eo 5_’_-_!;. Pe 352; '
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In them, too, Bible reading was promoted 3 well as the sciting up of tha
Ureet Bible in each church where thoe pecple could best vead itc. Tha people
wera to ba teught the Pater Hoster and the Cresd in Euglish. Thay wera to
be preached on, liow they were o be taught was carefully ocutlined, a
phrage a week. Weeth were to be put in the process--no lord's Supper to
be given them next Lent if thoy did not kunow them., Idolatry and supersti-
tion, pilgrimates and some images wore o be forgotten. Ume is struck by
tha vory sweeping vefiorm of Roman ebuses contained in these injunctionge-
on papra:r.z"ﬁf'
the prayevs for the processions and litanles into the Eanglish toaguo®
topether with an order that it should be used all over Cracmer's ptovince.M7
In 1543 a general vevisicn of service-books was ordered, with a view
to cradicacing "false legends" end references to saints not menticned in
the Lible, or in the “autheutical t!.ocl:o::s."mg
A Paxker Society volume conteéins e document of consideratious that

Cramner offered to Heary in 1557 “co induco him Co proceed to further

106

38Q, Ope Clte, Pp. 276£E. Durnet, op. cit., p. 363£E,, thinks the
king's injunctions, it is likely, wevrec perued by Cranmer.” They defi-
nicely were opposed to the pope, some images, shrines, fcast days, pil-
grimpges, overuss of taverns, end advocated instead the education of tha
peopie, cspecially of the children, and piviog Co the poor. At amy rate,
Y“The very opinions . . . for which the Lollerds were, not long ago either
burnt or forced to ebjure thom, wera now set up by the King's authority."

Burnet, op. git., p. 532. Rateliff, "The Liturgical Work of Awche
bishop Cranmer," op. eit., p. 190, presents a goosd oxzawple in a letter of
Craunper to Henry, of how Cranmer himscif worked and how he worked on and
appealed to Henry., Bumiet, op. clt., p. 584, quotes the contents of a
paper of Cranwmey tp Henry “to persuade him €o procecd to a further reforsa-
tion." 1It's mainly a warning agsinst papistic things-e-vory tactfelly, yet
firmly and vitally done. .

ms?ollerd. Henry VIIZ, p. &17. \

]
\
\
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Reformation,” perticularly for marriage of the clergy. Cranmer evea
offers his 11fe as forfeit if defeated in open debate om the question,l??
dpparently Heury ignoved the whole thing. OCrammer remained alive, and the
clergy remsined legally celibate,

Pollard reports that

amid the discrections of his Scottigh intwiguss, of his campeign

in Feance, and of hic defence of Eangland, the King was cngaged

in his last hupeleﬁ cadeavour ©o gecure unity and cemcord im

raliglous opiniond 9
This was sbout 1543« and shows that Crammer and/for his associates in
fovor of reform hed some influence or hold on Henry that he chould be thus
so concarnad,

Surrat cites documents "writton by the Kings which show that then ho
did not believe there was & purganm:y.“lu Ecmeoue chaugad this mind.
Wao buk Crammey ivn a macter suwch as this?

Surnet also says that with Croamall's fall

the progreses of the Reformation, which bhad been by his eadzavors

so far advanced, was quite stopped. For &ll that Cranmer could

ds after this, was to keep the ground they had gained: but he

could never advance T%ch farther, &nd indeed every cne expected

to sce him go noxt. ;
Overstated as this moy be concerning Cranmer's porsonal danger and the
veformation being “quite stopped,” Burnot doss set forth a point worthy

of mention and kecping in mind when evaleating Crammer's influeance on deury,

mgcrm:. 82, git., pp. 4C6L.

1105513ard, Honry VIII, p. 415.

n"sumt. op. eit., p. 592,
ln;m.. p. 456. Durmet ever says thet "it is very probably, that

had not the incontinence of Katherine Howard . . . brokea out not loag
after, he had been sscrificed the next session of parliewent.”
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That point is the “keeping the ground they had gained’ and stopping the
very ctrong opposition party time and 2gain with Henvy and his power.

fnother influence not to be overloocked is seen in @ last minute
change in Henry's will, leaving Cardiner out of the ruling council emtirely
and Cranmor and the reformers in control during Edwerd's zeign. 113
Finally Todd seys of Crenmer's influcnce ‘on lienry toward Hemry's end that
it wes great crough "to promote wmany vio coincided inm his opinions; and

[Crenmed] numbered on his own side more preletes than at any time Before.“lm

113 “He M. Smith, op. cit., ps 158, Pollavd, Hemry VIII, p. 421, says:
rgig O ....*-_;':I days vere numbered emd £iniched, ond cvery oue thought of
the morrow. A t.,lu.ld of anine veuld veign, but uha should rule? Howriford
or bHorfolk? The party of reform or Chet of reaction™? Stiyps, op. sit.,
L, 636, contributes: “And as for this King's next successor, King Bdward.
the Avehblishop hed a special care of his education., Whoge towerdlimess,
and zZealpus inclination to @ reformation, was attributed to the said Avche
bishop, and three other bishops; viz. Ridley, loper end Latimew, by Rudulph
Gualter of Zurick: who, pertly by his living gome time in England, and
pc:.-:t;l;.- by his long and intimste fomiliarity and correspondence with wouy

£ the best note here, was well acquainted with che matters relating to
this kingdem, Of the great influence of one of these upon this King, via.
e Archbishop, the foruor memorials ds nufficiently show.®

iy onry John Todd, The Life of Axchbichop Crammer (Leadon: C. J. G.
& P ?av:i.ngem, 1631, 2 vois., L, 372, lusghes, op. cit., p. 3%2, says:
“When, In the winter of 1533, the decision waes teken te sat veligion upoa
the new principle that the English king is, in Bugland, the supreme ¢arthly
fead of the Ghorch of Cheist, cheore vas, cmoag the leading covusellors and
winisters of Ienry VILI onc zlome who, at that woment, had sny real syu-
pachy with the Refowmation going on sborad., This wos the new Awchbisghop
of Centorbury, Thomes Cranmer. Two yeors later [enry had despatched w
enbasey to the Lutheran princes of Cermeny, and wes allowing his axbassa-
dors to discusc @ theological accoumodation with Luther himgelf; and of
the seven sppointmenta Lo vecant §62s in that short iutervel, six had
gone ¢o men with Lutheran sympathies. Cranmer no longer stood alone; he
was, indeed; the leader of a pavty." Busaet, op. cit., p. 534, attests
that Cranmer was outdone by Cavdinmer in playisg poliu.ca with Henry in
world affairs. But om the mext page he points out that Cranmar “alone,
vithout £vriend of support” appointed mouy roforming bishops aad the arche
bishop of Fork, "so that acw Crocmer haod o grester party amoag the bishops
then at any- tima bol.’m." Ibid., p. 53s,
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This was anothor blg seep ferward for the Reformation. And finally Crea-
usr himself ateests his great end growing influence on Henry towards the

m&'llﬁ

T T I R L

11""'5.‘0:5:‘.5, Spe cit., pp. 375£., says, “While Crammar's coptimiscic
Gtatcnenls vegording this cannot be verifiecd and substantitated clearly
and precisely from other evidence as yet, noither is it a lighter task
to disprove hkim and show him vp 25 a dreamar.”




CHAPTER VII
SUIRIARY CONCLUSIONS

Follewd hes & very good (if scmewhat ovarstated) summary of the

latheran, Zwinglian, Calvinistic, and Euglish Reformation end why Cranmer

was the men for Bnglend and not Luther oz Ewingu.l

Beomiley agrees:
in the civcumstances aud petting of the tiwe, it way indeed be
doubted whether any churchmen, however forceful, could have
done very much more. Even the masterful Holsey broke on the
rocl of Tedor despotism,"s

In "Fhe Bpistle Dedicatory' Strype says of Crammer that he

deserved boest of any Avchbishop bafore him, that ware that
nitve: to wvhole solid leawreing, deliberation, and indefatigeble
pains, both tha Kiangs and the people of this rzealnm cue thelr
deliverance frowm the long and cruel bondage of Rome,

Dromiley pointe cut incisively how he went about doing this:

By temperament Cramuey was caukious and comscrvative, He
cane slowly to his own comvicticns, and he dié vot attewmpt
to presc them hastily on othsrs. [Ho was content to wait
both for favoureble circumstances oa the one hand and a
lcaven of imstruction on the other. HHis aim was not to

Litbert F. P ilavd, Thopes Creower and the English Reformation, 1489-
1556 (Vie® York and Londom: €. P, Putuam's Soms, c.1934), pp. 223%.

zsaoffray W. Bromiley, "Crammer's tsssage to Our Time, ™ Christianity
Zoday (November 12, 1958), p. 19,

S3oha Strype, Memorials of the Hest Rawmd Eutt::r in God ‘.E;-:;.
Granmer, Somotime Avchbishep of Canterbury. rein the ilistory
Church, and the Reformation of Lt, During the Primscy of the Said Axche
bishop, ave greatly illustrated; ond many singular Matters relating there-
unto, now first published (1654), In Threa Dooks, Collected Chiefly from
Records, Registers, Authentic Letters, and Other Original Mamuscripts (A
VNew edition, with additioms; Ozford: At the Clarendon Press, 1813), I, i.
Cf. also Ibid,, I, =iiif, :

L0 1118
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ccctionalize the Church and nation, but if posai.ble to carrty

them with him, reforming nu& wmezely by edict from wilthout
but by renewal from within,

in the preceding chepter the tale of his “reforming by edict from
without” was told, Throughout the paper the author has cried to let the
overtones of his "rencwal £rom within® be hoard, for it is his opinica,
too, that this pare of it (often so hard ko explicitly validate) was the
key Co Cranmer's success both upoa the country and oa Hemry his king,
Rupp cryptically polnts out: Yhis personality made little impression
upon Cha coomon people.” He was wot the dynamic leoader of masses of
people,  Appaveatly he wealized this, or realized what was needed in Enge
land co bring abouk reform, or waybe he just followed his couscience and
convictions trustiang chat his Lovrd wocld guids and strengthen him and
being to pass what should come ¢o pass. Whatever it was, vory likely a
conbination of the threc, Burnet relates chat

Cranmer ratained always his candgur and giluplicity, and was a

great prelete: but meithar & goad courtier, nor 2 statesman,

4nd the king estecmed bim more for his virtues, than for his
dexterity and cuaning in busineas;ﬁ

&Geoffre;: W, Bmm.ley. Thonas Gramet Theo o (llew York: Oxford
University Pross, 1950), p. SDc -s e & and = L.5 Gspeecislly PP wiil,
nvii, and wviii, Cf, alco Bromiicy, “Crammer's lessage to Our Times,” op.
cit, One i cempted to quote pagec of Dromiley because of agresment with
hig findings and his wgatful style of writing them.

C£. Thomes Cranmer, Hiacaumws Weie aad Lecters of Thomas Crammer,

-‘.rchbish_g‘s of Gasnter%, 1556 (Parier Sociel:y ' Fublication edited
S0l B t; Gomoridge: %he University Press, 1840), pp. viiieix,

itor Com ents an excellent twoepage chronological summary of Craomer's
relatica " infiusnce with Riag lionwy.

g, €. Rupp, Studies in the Makine of The English Protestant Traditien

Gataly in'the Béth of Neasy j VILD) (Casbridge: ivorsity Press, 19473,
. 130, But on uanryl--:hat's a differont story, the story of this paper,

>3
Glibert Dumet, The His The Ref tion of the Church of EZnge
land, Pavt I3 OF the rr_oﬁmﬁu da T 5_ "‘m‘iﬁ i Henry VILL

t
(Mew Fork: D. sppleton and Co.j and Philadelpbia: Ge: George S. Applal:m. ), 1843),
Pe %85, i

e

:
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and Pollard points out that throughout and after the Six Articles and all
the rest “Crammer retained his curious hold over Henry's nind."7
Other general sumary opinions include Strype'ss

&nd vwhogscever shall consider that good progress that by his
magns was made ia mli.g,ic_m, not only in Xing Déward's reign,
but even in that of King Henry, under the discouragaments of
an anzlentlyeriveted superstition and idolatyy; and witkal
gshall pender the haughty nature of that Prince, of so diffi-
cult addvoss, and so addicited to the old religicn; and hew
dangevous it was to dissent fzom him, or to attempt to draw
hin off fzom his eim persuasions; cannot but judge Cranmor
to have been of a vary bold gpirit; to 'venture so far as he
did, And undoubtadly his courage went an equal poce with his
wisdom and disczetion, uad was no whit iufericr to his other
excellent qualifications,

and Rupp's:

The triumph of the Cathollie Party in 1539 and after has been
cuaggerated, The Six Articles was gomothiag more than a scarve,
but its bavk was worse than ite bite, The fall of Croumwell was
& complexicy, sad the balanced execution of Friars and Reformers
in 1840 can scarcely be callaod a party triumph for euy side.
Moanwhile, Crauxseyr, far from being in disgrace, weant on with
the work of reforming his oun clergy, and, as we shall see,
presided, in making the "king's Book," over the all-important
comnittee on the Secreamwnts., Tha fallure of the considervable
"probendavies Plot” egeinst him in 1543 is something mors than
a2 peraonal success of Cramwer against Gardiner., If there is no
striking change in thie period comparable with the catastrophic
cets of the preceding decade, there are some very eigni!teut
pointers, There is evidence to show thet the country g

the edge of farerceching changos at the death of Henry

denry himself progosed to be their exescutor, and r.lmt. the donth
of the King and thé accession of Edward meant 2 weakenieg rathexr
that strengthening of the cause of Reform, by the new instabil-
it it engendered. In any case, the reforms of Edward's reign . o .
did not spring suddaaly into belng but were :halgzuit of lomg
and esreful preperation in the preceding years.

7A1bere r. Pouu'd, _m VIII (l.on&na Lomm Green and Co.,
1919), P. 16.'

8 5trype, o cit., I, 653f.
9G£. Stl'ypﬂ. mo eit., I, 034£. nd Cranmer, Op. c’-t-| PP. 4152,
z%upp. 2. G‘.Gc. ps 131,
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and Bromiley's agein, who points out that Crammer worked primarily as a
theologlan rather than an administrator; and further: “Decause Le opere
eted at tha deep level of the Word and the Spiric, Crammer's groztuness
has necessarily an cnigmatic quality, which 1s slao apostolic.® and,

dils accomplishments were not the striking successes of adminis-

cration, but the wmoticed, intaagzible, imcaleculeble things

which in the %Smg, Tun have often the wost decicive and enduring

conseqguences,

Lt iz the conclusion of this study on the basis of the total evidenmce
Chot che influence of Craumew on Henry wes very high, taking everythin into
comgidovraction, mud that what was just quoted is trus not only of Cramuoer's
totel lmpact on the chuwch and the worid, but also on Heary. One could
almost call i¢ an indirect, vather than a direct, head-on, iafluvence, One
is tempted teo conjecture that it had to be this vay if what wes esccom-
plighed in the Znglish Reformation under lleury was to be accomplished undor
him, Vet one ghould not try to limit the ways and workings of Cod even in
this wonnor, for He did use forceful man like i onmell and Latimer to fur~
ther the Reformation im England, too., But Cranmer's was probably the
grextest human, none-political, noa-cconomic influence on the Reformation
in England throvgh the perscn and wmeans of llenry VIII. Honvy's outstand-
ing wospect and regerd for Cranmer as a2 loyal, cimcove, and able achelar,
Christisn and fricnd lasted loap, grov and remained strong to tha end, A
final stateoment from the pea of Dromiley concludes the paper:

And God did indeed use this week thing of the world to com-

found the high and the mighty., At the deepest lavel, even

in time, the coatributicn made by Cramser in htg lowliness
and wegkusss was greater and more farereachinglZ tham that

Llaromiley, Thomas Cranmer, Theologiamn, pp. 10-11.
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of Henry in his power, or Wolsey in his stateczaft, or

Cardimer in his guile, or Korthumberlend in his forcefel
zepacity, =~

Froblems for Purther Study Arising out of this Study

A. What influcnce did lenvy have on the thoology and work of
Cranmaer?

bHe How nuch was Crammer hampered cheologically by his Evestiaunism?

G How much pood did Crammer de the Reformation by slowing and

sometlimes copping Cavdiner, Souner and other Romish bishops aad man of

L)

acthority lncluding Henry himself

D, The influsnces on end the development of Cramuar's doctrine of
the loxd's Suppar.

. The relatilonsiilp of hisg Eragtianien to his recesutatious.

¥, Granmer and Che Protestant extcmists should ba a rewarding study.

S Vhat were the influcsces of Craunmey's inportod galesy of coanbtie
usaktal Zeformation cters or Crapmay hiwself and on the wvhole English
Baformation? ﬂ

He The place of the Lollards in the Reformntion at this Cime,

I. An smnctated bibliogrephy on Crammer aud another on the whole

Englich Reformation would prove a practical and wvorthwhile project.

13!3:&119;:, “Cranmor®s Mossegs bo Qur Timos," op. eit., p. 19.
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