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ADVERTISEMENT
THIRD-VOLUME.

——

In again appearing before the public, the
Author has gratefully to acknowledge the
very favourable reception which his former
volumes have experienced. He has, in con-
sequence, determined upon undertaking to
carry on his history until the completion of
the English Reformation, at the commence-
ment of Queen Elizabeth’s reign. Inanother
volume this design may be accomplished.

Some apology, perhaps, is due for the un-
usual bulk of the present volume. This has
arisen from anxiety to place before the reader
full information upon the important matters
which occupied public attention under Ed-
ward VI. Of all the theological questions
agitated in that monarch’s reign, transubstan-
tiation is the most conspicuous. It was ori-
A2
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iv ADVERTISEMENT.

ginally intended, accordingly, to placea brief
historical account of that doctrine at the be-
ginning of a chapter. But the subject was
found incapable of such compression, and,
therefore, a separate division of the work was
devoted to it. As the facts detailed in this
are interesting, and yet many of them are not
easy of access to the generality of readers, it
is hoped that the insertion of this digressive
chapter may not prove unacceptable.
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THE
HISTORY OF THE REFORMATION -

REIGN OF KING EDWARD THE SIXTH.

CHAPTER L

Accession of King Edward VI.—King Henry's will—A Protec-

- tor chosen—The prelates renew their licences—King Henry's
Juneral—A creation of peers—The King's coronation—A ge=
neral amnesty—Disgrace of the Lord Chancellor— Lent sermons
in opposition to Romanism—Ridley— Bishop Gardiner’s defence
of images and lustral water—Images removed in one of the Lor-
don churches—and at Portsmouth—Correspondence between
Gardiner and the Protector—Recantation of some eminent Ro-
manisis—A royal visitation ordered—The first book of Homi-
lies—The Paraphrase of Erasmus circulated by authority—
Protestant works published .by individuals—Invasion of Scot-
land—The royal cigitation carried into ¢ffect—Bishop Boner
resists it—and Bishop Gardiner— The Lady Mary's interfe-
rence—Aitacks upon T'ransubstantiation.

WaeN Edward, the sixth English king of that
name since the Conquest, was called by his fa-
ther’s death to the throne of his ancestors, he was
in the tenth year of his age*. The first part of
his life being spent under female superintendence,
he was transferred in his sixth year to the able tui-

* He was born on the 12th of October, 1537,
VOL. III. . B



2 HISTORY OF THE REFORMATION  [1547.

tion of Dr. Richard Coxe, and Mr John Cheke®;
_of whom the former was dean of Christchurch, in
Oxford, the latter was professor of Greek, at Cam-
bridge®. It was Coxe’s business to instruct his
royal pupil in divinity and philosophy, Cheke
was employed to ground him in the learned lan-
guages, and in the mathematics®. These eminent
men found themselves entrusted with a very sa-
tisfactory charge, for the young prince evinced
great docility, and excellent natural parts; so that
on his accession he was far better informed than
are the generality of boys at an age so tender.
In religious opinions Edward’s instructors agreed
with the Reformers, and they found it easy to
train their pupil’s mind in the principles of scrip-
tural Christianity: So powerful, indeed, was re-
verence imbibed by the royal youth for God’s re-
corded Word, that when a play-fellow once laid a
Bible on the floor, in order to give him the means
of reaching something above his head, he not only
refused to avail himself of such a help, but also
expressed his displeasure at being thought capa-
ble of using the Book of Life for an end so trifling®.
. At the time of his father'’s death, Edward was

residing at Hertford Castle’,to which place the
Earl of Hertford, and Sir Anthony Brown, master
of the horse, immediately repaired, by order of
the privy council. These messengers however

® King Edward’s journal. Burnet, Hist. Ref. Records. IL i.
¢ Btrype. Eccl. Mem. II. 14. Cheke was afterwards
knighted. : '
¢ Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 2. ¢ Heylin, Hist. Ref. 14.
f Ibid. 30.
15



1547.] UNDER KING EDWARD VI. 3

left London with no unusaal retinue, and on their
arrival at Hertford, they abstained from acquaimt-
ing their youthful sovereign with the change that
had taken place in his condition. On the follow-
ing day, he was removed to Enfield ; where then
resided the Lady Elizabeth, and there was com-
municated to the royal pait the intelligence of
their father’s demise. The news drew from them
both a flood of tears, and they remained during
the rest of the day secluded in decent privacy.
On the last day of January, the King was con-
ducted to London, and was received, according to
ancient custom, with due solemnity, in the Tower;
apartments in which he continued to occupy du-
ring the three following weekss®, :

One of the councils earliest cares wad the in-
spection of King Henry’s will. This instrument,
which was dated on the 30th day of the last De-
cember, directed the interment of the royal corpse
in the colleglate church at Windsor, by the side
of Jazie Seymour’s remains, and with netable in-
consistency, made a liberal provision for the cele-
bration of pesthumous masses® It devised the

¢ Life of King Edward VI. by Sir John Hayward. Bp. Ken-
net's Engl. Hist. IL. 275.

5 Foxe (1175, 6.) insinuates, that King Henry’s will ordered
the performance of soul-masses because it was drawn before his
expedition to Boulogne, when his mind was less completely in-
formed upon religious subjects than it ultimately became. The
venerable martyrologist appears to have believed that the last
royal will only differed from the former one in the erasurc of
Bishop Gardiner’s name from the list of executors ; ‘there not
being time, and perhaps in the dying King, scarcely sufficient
energy, for the preparation of an instrument completely new.

B2



4 HISTORY OF THE REFORMATION [1547.

crown, in case of Prince Edward’s death without
heirs of his own body, to the two Princesses Mary
_ and Elizabeth successively, upon ‘condition that.
they should not marry without the consent of the
council. In the event of no issue being left by
any of his own children, Henry bequeathed the
throne to his two nieces successively, Frances
Grey, Marchioness of Dorset, and Eleanor Clif-:
ford, Countess of Cumberland, the daughters of .
his younger sister Mary, Dowager Queen of
France, and of Charles Brandon, Duke of Suffolk.
The posterity of his elder sister, Margaret, Queen
of Scotland, was not mentioned in the will, but
probably, it was intended, by the direction that
should all the parties named die without issue,
the crown was to descend to his Majesty’s lawful
heirs. Sixteen executors were named for the
purpose of carrying into effect these testamentary.
provisions, and for that of acting as counsellors
to the young King during his minority'. Besides
these counsellors twelve individuals were named.
whose advice might be asked in cases of emer-
gency*. Since, however, there is little hope of

1 Viz. Archbishop Cranmer, the Lord Chancellor Wriothes-
ley, the Lord St. John, the Earl of Hertford, the Lord Russell,
the Viscount Lisle, Bishop Tunstall, Sir Anthony Brown, the
Lord Chief Justice Montague, Mr. Justice Bromley, Sir Edward
North, chancellor of the court of augmentations, Mr. Secretary
Paget, Sir Anthony Denny, and Sir William Herbert, chief gen-
tlemen of the privy chamber, Sir William Wotton, and Dr.
Wotton his brother.

* Viz. The Earls of Arundel and Essex, Sir Thomas Cheney,
8ir John Gage, Sir Anthony Wingfield, Sir William Petre, Sir
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constant unanimity among any considerable body
of men, especially where they differ importantly
in religious opinion, as did Henry's executors, it
was provided in the royal will, that the govern-
ment should be administered a.ccordmg to the de-
cisions of the majority*.

Among the sixteen individuals now become of
so much national importance, Romish principles
appeared at first sight not unlikely to preponde-
rate; for their most influéntial supporters were
the Lord Chancellor and the Bishop of Durham,
of whom both were men of distinguished abilities,
and of whom the former was an active politician.
On the reforming side the chief weight of autho-
rity lay with the Primate and the Earl of Hert-
ford: of these eminent persons, however, the for-
mer had ever kept in a great measure aloof from
secular affairs, and the latter was possessed of no
considerable talents. When the will was opened
all the executors were present, except the two
Wottons, and Mr. Justice Bromley =, and they all
solemnly undertook the trust devolved upon them
by their deceased sovereign. They then pro-
ceeded to the despatch of business; and it was
proposed that one of their body should be com-
missioned by the rest to receive foreign ambassa-
dors, and to discharge other ceremonial functions
of royalty, to which the King, on account of his

Richard Rich, Sir John Baker, Sir Ralph Sadler, Sir Thomas
Seymour, Sir Richard Southwell, and Sir Edmund Peckham.

! The King's will may be seen at length in Fuller’s Ch. Hist.
248.

® Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 6.
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tender age, might be found incempetent. This
‘motion was firmly resisted by the Chancellor, who
standing next to Cranmer in official rank, and
being greatly his superior as a politician, had rea-
sonably calculated upon securing for himaself an
effectual ascendancy among his colleagues. He
was however fully sensible, that should an espe-
cial representative of royalty be chosen, he would
not be the man, and that it would probably be
found impossible to retain an individual so dis-
tinguished in the situation of a mere state puppet.
He therefore strenuously argued, that tp render
any one executor even in appearance, superior to
the rest, would be an unwarrantable departure
from the late King’s will. Atlength, however, find-
ing his reasoning ineffectual, he consented to the
arrangement desired by his eolleagues, and it wag
amanimously determined, that one of the body
should be chosen Protector of the King’s realms,
and governor of his person until he should attain
the age of eighteen years. After some farther de-
bate, the Earl of Hertford, as being one of the
young monarch’s nearest velations, yet destitute
of any pretension to the throne, was elected to .
fill these important offices, and was invested with
them under an express condition, “ that he should
not do any act but by the advice and consent of
the other executars, according to the will of the
late King®” Hertford appears to have received
his new dignity with feelings worthy of a Chris-
tian, offering up his earnest prayers for the Divine

» Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 7.
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direction in the office to which he was called®.’
Indeed, notwithstanding the limitations imyposed
upon him, it was evident that the Earl had been
appointed to a situation at once arduous and im-
portant; nor is it probable that he would have
attained such an elevation with so great facility,
. had not the young king’s affection for him, his
own popularity, and the mediocrity of his abili-
ties, all concurred to influence the minds of his:
brother-executors.

Within a few days after the choice of a Pro--
tector, Cranmer petitioned for the royal licence
to autherise him in the exercise of his archiepis-
eopal fanctions, alleging that his powers for that
purpose had expired with the late King® His
petition was immediately granted as a matter of

course’. The other prelates were required to
" provide themselves with a similar licence’, and
none of them making any objection, the whole
episeopal bench again acknowledged its absolute
dependence upon the civil power. The new
commissions granted. to the prelates were
framed according te the precedents of the last

° Strype, Eccl. Mem. I1. 23, Among the records (IL 311.)
Mr. Strype has printed the Proteetor’s prayer.

P Suype, Mem. Cranm. 201. : :

9 By a commission dated February 7. Phis eommission; how
ever, did not necessarily extend to the whole term of the King's
life: it was only granted durante bemeplacite.  And hence I
fiad: that the Axchbishop in some of his writings.-is styled, The
commissary of our dread sovereign lord King Edward.” Ibid.
202.

! Burnet,Hist. Ref, IL 8.
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reign’, and by this precarious tenure did the
heads of the Church in general hold their sees so
long as King Edward occupied the throne*. The
judges, it should be recollected, were at that time,
and long afterwards, similarly circumstanced.

- From political arrangements the public atten-
tion was directed towards the mournful parade of
the late King’s funeral. Never had England seen
such a ceremony conducted with greater magnifi-

* ¢ Only with this difference, that there is no mention made of
Vicar-general in these commissions, as was in the former,
there being none after Cromwell advanced to that dignity.” Ibid.

. ¥ This appears from a commission to displace the Bishops
Tailour, Hooper, and Harley, which was issued in Queen Mary’s
reign, and which is printed by Bishop Burnet. (Hist. Ref.
Records, II. 852.) In this instrument it is stated that the three
prelates whom it was intendéd to remove were preferred to their
respective sees  to have and to hold the same during their good
behaviours, with the express clause quamdiu se bene gesserint.”
In the body of his history, Burnet- asserts that the Bishops ap-
pointed by King Edward were not kept in this state of depend-
ence; an assertion which has laid him open to the animadversions
of Collier. (Ecel. Hist. IL 218.) It appears, however, that
Burnet was correct so far as regards Bishop Ridley’s case, the
only one which he specifies, and which led him to draw a con-
clusion not strictly correct ; asis evident from the following extract
from the registers of the diocese of London. * For the singular
learning in the sagred Scriptures, and most approved manners
with which the said Nicholas (Ridley) late Bishop of Rochester,
is endued, and because, according to the commendation of our
Saviour, we judge him above all others worthy to-be put over
many things, who hath been found faithful over few, we of our
grace and mere motion grant to him the Bishopric.of London to
have, hold, and occupy during the term of his natural life.” The
Life of Bishop Ridley, by the Rev. Gloucester Ridley, L.L.B.
Lond. 1763. p. 298.
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cence, and the Roman Charch was allowed once
more to exert all her illusive powers over the
human mind, in honour of a Prince who taught
his commtrymen to reject her fascinations with
contempt. During the five days immedmtely fol-
lowing Henry’s death, his corpse was laid in state
within his chamber; where, besides an ample
attendance of household officers, waited day and
night some of the royal chaplains to chaunt those
solemn services, so seductive to the living, which .
Romanists believe are efficacious in affording com-
fort to the tortured spirits of the dead. Twelve
days after the body was removed from the living
apartnients did it repose within the chapel of the
palace, and there were incessantly repeated, on a
grander scale, those ministrations, deemed propi-
tiatory, which an imaginative mind can seldom
witness with indifference.. While these imposing
geremonies were in progress, the Norroy king of
arms, advancing at stated intervals to the entrance _
of the choir, said aloud to those who filled the
ante-chapel, “ Of your charity pray for the soul
of the most high and mighty Prince, our late sove-
reign lord and king, Henry VIIL.” On the 14th
of February, every thing being at length in readi-
ness, the gorgeous funeral moved from Westmin-

ter, “ the weather being very fair, and the people
very desirous to see the sights*.” The pro-

* Account bf King Henry's funeral extracted from the books
belonging to the College of Arms, (Strype, Eccl. Mem. 1I.
299.) In this funeral procession were displayed twelve banners
of arms, on one of which were emblazoned the bearings of the
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cession halted for the night at the disselved -con-
vent of Sion, near Brentford, and there, it appears,
some Romish bigoets said, was verified the pre-
diction of Peto, the seditious Observant friar. It
was reported that some of the putrid mass within
the coffin, had found its way during the night to
the pavement beneath, and as dogs might possibly
have licked the disgusting fluid, such was boldly
represented as the fact, and thus, it was added,
has the fate of Ahab overtaken him whe was deaf
to the admonitions of an honest Micaiah *. Eaxly
on the morning of the 15th of February, the
cavalcade moved onwards, and soon after mid-day
was past, it reached the collegiate Church within
Windser Castle. There the royal corpse was no
sooner stationed, than mitred prelates began the
office for the dead ; nor through the night did the
vaulted aisles cease to resound at intervals with
the funereal chant. On the following morning,
masses were performed again, and a sermon was
preached by Bishop Gardiner. The text was,
« Blessed are the dead which die in the Lord;”
and the discourse, after some general observations

late King and of Jane Seymour, on another the same royal achieve-
ment and that of Catharine Parr. Of the other unhappy ladies
once connected with the deceased monarch, no notice appears to
have been taken upon this occasion. Three of his marriages
were probably treated as invalid, and the wretched event of
Henry's connexion with Catharine Howard was certainly a good
reason for allowing it to pass unheeded.

2 « Having met with this observation ina MS. written near that
time, I would not envy the world the plenu'eof it.” Burnet,
Hist. Ref. IL 21
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upon moxfality, psinted in glowing colours the
loss sustained by men of every rank in the de-
ceased monarch’s death, as well as the satisfaction
unquestionably supplied to ull from the highly
Promising qualities of the reigning king. Soon
piter the prescher had concluded, the royal coffin
was lowered into its subterranean resting-place?,
and thus the earth was closed, amidst the pagean-
try of Romish worship, and the panegyrics of a
.prelate, decidedly Romish in principles, upon the
corpse of him who had maintained during all his
Iatter years, that Scripture is the only source of a
Christian’s faith.

‘Nor were the Romish honours paid to Henry’s
memory confined to his own dominions. At the
cathedral of Notre Dame in Paris were also cele-
brated the mournful rites, esteemed heneficial to
departed spirits®. Thus, in open defiance of
papal authority, were the Gallic sons of Rome
encouraged in believing that the rites of their re-
ligion might afford relief and solace to the soul of
one who died incapable, as their spiritual chief
had led his disciples to suppose, of inheriting eter-
nal life. When however Francis heard of Henry's
death, the presumptuous illiberality of interested
bigots had considerably lost its influence over his
mind. His health was drooping, and the de-
parture of one who had long occupied so large a
space in his thoughts, admonished him of awful

¥ Accownt of King Henry's funeral. Strype, Eccl. Mem.
Reeords, II. 280.
3 Fuller, 371.
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reaslities soon to be encountered by himsei. His
gaiety of spirits fled, and on the 22nd of March,
he followed to the tomb his English friend®. On
the 19th of June Was returned -the compliment
paid in.Paris to King Henry’s memory. In hon-
our of the late French monarch were perfarmed
at St. Paul's in London, by Archbishop Cranmer,
assisted by eight members of the prelacy, the
funereal services of the Roman Church®.

. It was no small satisfaction.to the Romanists,

a Godwm, Annal, 86.

b Strype, Mem. Cranm. 225. Inj ;mhee'w Cmnmer, it should
be recollected that the part taken by him in this solemnity did
not involve of necessity his belief of the propitiatory character
assigned by Romanists to the mass. The Necessary Doctrine
will probably explain his views. “Itis not in the power or
knowledge of any man to limit and dispense how much, and in -
what space of time, or to what pérson particularly the said masses,
exequies, and suffrages do profit and avail : therefore charity re-
quireth that whosoever causes any such masses, exequies, or suf-
frages to be done should yet, (though their intent be moxe for one
than for another) cause them also to be done -for the universal
congregation of Christian people, quick and dead.” (Formularies
of Faith, Oxf. 1825, 876.) From this passage, which certainly
was not disapproved by the Archbishop, it must be supposed that
he considered his conduct in receiving the Lord’s Supper publicly
with some of his brethren of the Episcopal Bench, and in offering
up his prayers both for the living and the dead, as perfectly de-
fensible, even although it might encourage Romish opinions, which
he could not approve. From the length of time, however, which
elapsed between the French king’s death, and the service at St.
Paul’s, it seems likely that there existed among the men in power
a backwardness to order the performance of a ceremony, which,
though apparently demanded by courtesy, was liable to mis-
construction.
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that King Henry had provided in his-will for the .
continuance-of soul-mnasses in his own case ; and
accordingly, they continded to lavish upon him,
now that he was gone, those praises of which they
had been so unsparing during his life. © Such also
of the royal executors as had adopted scriptural

. opinions, were rather unwilling to obstruct the
. fulfilment of their late master’s testamentary de-

sires. The judges, therefore, were required to
devise a mode by which the deceased sovereign’s -
intentions respecting services for the benefit of his
sanl could be securely carried into effect. Those
venerable personages soon supplied the informa-
tion desired, and then, in a royal chapel, were
solemnised thoserites which he who provided for
them had  swept away from other places as useless,
or pernicious ®,

Among the clauses in- the laee King’s will was

‘one directing his executors to carry into effect

any promiges that he might have made during his
life-time . On‘the day after his interment®, ar-
rangements were made for the fulfilment of this
injunction. Sir William Paget, the secretary of
state most in Henry's confidence, with Sir Anthony
Denny, and Sir William Herbert, his. most valued
personal attendants, being summoned before the
council, were examined upon oath ’ as to their .
knowledge of any unaccomplished promises made

¢ Burnet, Hist. Ref, II. 21, -

¢ King Henry's will. Fuller, 249.
¢ February 17. Hayward, 275.
! Burnet, Hist, Ref. 1L 11.
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by their deceased master. These genmtlemen de-
posed that his Majesty had intended to confer
peerages upon - certain individuals, to honour by
higher titles others already noble, and to enhance
the value of these distinctions by the grant of en-
dowments dismembered from the immense pro-
perty placed at the disposal of the crown by the
ruin of the Howards. It appeated, however, that
this last intention had been abandoned: for the
Duke of Norfolk obtaining intelligence of it, and
calculating that the sun of his family’s greatness
was set for ever, should his fortune be wholly
dissipated, earnestly requested of the King to
retain unbroken his extensive acquisitions. < My
lands,” he said, “ are good and stately gear, fitted
to provide a suitable establishment for the young
Prince of Wales; upon whom, I hope that his
Majesty will bestow them entire.” With the aged
prisoner’s entreaty Henry determined to comply,
and to provide for those whom he intended to dis-
tinguish by farther pillaging the dignified clergy.
All these matters having been laid before the
council, it was determined that the Protector
should be created Duke of Somerset®; his brother
Thomas, Lord Seymour of Sudley; the Earl of
Essex, brother to Queen Catharine Parr, Marquess

¢ ¢ Which'title appertaining to the King’s progenitors of the
house of Lancaster, and since the expiring of the Beauforts, con-
ferred on none but Henry, the natural son of the king deceased ;
was afterwards charged upon him, (the Protector,) as an argu-
ment of his aspiring to the crown ; which past all doubt he never
aimed at.” Heylin, Hist. Ref. 31.
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of Northampton®; John Dudley, Viscount Lisle,
Earl of Warwick ', the Lord Chancellor Wriothes-
ley, Earl of Southampton*; Sir Richard Rich,

Lord Rich of Lees; Sir William Willoughby, Lord
Willoughby of Parham; and Sir Edmund Shef-
field, Lord Sheffield of Butterwick. Other crea-

tions, though intended, were not carried into effect,
probably because the individuals whom it had
been determined to ennoble, saw little prospect of
attaining an augmentation of wealth adequate to
the maintenance of a rank above that actually in
their possession’.

On the 19th of February, the young King at-
tended by a magnificent retinue rode from the
Tower to the palace at Westminster, and on the
following day, being Shrove-Sunday, he was
crowned by Archbishop Cranmer, in the Abbey-
church, with the usual solemnities ®. Upon no
occasion does the most dignified individual among
* the clergy appear to so much advantage, as when,
by connecting the sovereign's inauguration with
the most hallowed rites of religion, he reminds the

% He married Anne, daughter and heiress of Henry Bourchiér,
Earl of Essex, a lady who numbered among her ancestors, the
Bobuns, once Earls of Northampton. Ibid.

1 As descended from the Beauchamps who formerly bore that
title. Ibid.

* « Son of William Wnothelley, and grandchild of John
Wriothesley ; both of them in their times advanced no higher
than to the office of an berald ; the father by the title of York,
the grandfather by that of Garter, king at arms.”" Ibid. 82.

! Burnet, Hist. Ref. II 28,

= Hayward, 276. Strype, Ecel. Mem. 1. 35.
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first individual in the state that his elevated rank
is.only a. trust delegated to him by God for the
bepefit of his people. It was not, however, by
means of significant ceremonies alone, that Cran-
mer admonished his royal godson, on. the day of
his coronation. As there appears to have been
no sermon, he supplied its place by addressing
the young monarch to the following effect. * The
promise which your Highness hath made tb re-
wunce the devil and all his works is not to be
understood, in the sense imposed upon it by the
Bishop of Rome, as binding you to any depend-
ence on his see. Paul the Third wrote to your
royal father, Didst thou not promise, when crowned
by our permission, to forsake the. devil and all his
sworks, and dost thou run to heresy? [For the
breach of this thy promise, knowest thou not, that it
d2 ¢ our power to dispose of thy sword and sceptre
2o whom we please? We, however, dread sove-
reign, of your Majesty’s clergy, do humbly con-
ceive that this promise implies no subserviency to
the Roman See. Your ancestors received their
crowns from God, and they could not resign them
to the Bishop of Rome, or to his legates, without
a breach of their coronation oaths. It is true that
the Archbishops of Canterbury have been used to
crown and anoint your predecessors, and it is
asserted, that their authority to perform these
offices is derived from Rome. But even were that
assertion true, it could not be endured that an
Archbishop should presume to approve or reject
a Prince upon the grounds of his subservience, or
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of his opposition to the Roman see. In trutls,
the rites of coronation are mere ceremonies which
affect not an individual's title to the throne: they
are, indeed, important ceremonies, for they admo-
nish kings of their duty towards God. The dig-
nity of him who is the object of this august cere-
monial renders it becoming that the most djstin-
guished of the clergy should anoint his sovereign,
But if that ecclesiastic refuse to officiate upon
such an occasion, any other prelate may be called
upon to supply his place : nor is the royal title at
all invalidated because the officer, upon whom it
. properly devolves to crown his king, has declined
the office. Nor does the bishop of Rome, nor any
prelate owning his authority, possess the right to
make stipulations with a sovereign upon these
ceremonies. The officiating bishop may indeed
admonish the inaugurated king of what God re-
quires at his hands, namely, religion and virtue.
Not, therefore, as authorised by the bishop of
Rome, but as a messenger from my Saviour Jesus
Christ, I shall now humbly remind your Majesty
of the duties which have devolved upon you.
Your Highness, then, as God’s vicegerent within
your dominions, is bound to see that among those
committed to your governance, God be truly wor-
shipped, idolatry destroyed, images removed, apd
the tyranny of the Roman bishops overthrown,
You are to reward virtne, to punish crime, to jus-
tify the innocent, to relieve the poor, to promote
Peace, to repress violence, and to execute justice
throughout your realm. For examples of the
VOL. IIL c
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happiness attending such kings as performed thése
duties, and of the miseries inflicted upon such as
neglected them, the Old Testament may be ad-
vantageously consulted. We find there, the acts
of Josiah especially, recorded in a manner which
will render his name illustrious until the end of
~ days. Of these things I admonish your Majesty
merely because I am bound by my function so to
do; not because I have anry commission to deprive
you of the crown should you fail in the perform-
ance of your duty ; much less because I have any
power to make stipulations in favour of the Roman
bishop, such as were made by your predecessors
King John, and his son King Henry. I shall
therefore only add ; may the Almighty God of his
mercy cause the light of his countenance to shine
upon you, may he grant you a prosperous and
happy reign, may he defend and save you: and
let your subjects say, Amen®,

A happy result immediately flowing from the
King’s coronation was the customary grant of a
general pardon®. This terminated the persecu-
tions instituted under the detestable act of Six

* This address of Cranmer’s * was found among the inestima-
ble collections of Archbishop Usher.” Strype. Mem, Cranm.
205.

® From the benefit of this, six individuals were excloded, ofz.
the Duke of Norfolk ; Edward, Lord Courtney, son te the late
Marquess of Eteter; Cardinal Pole; Dr. Richard Pates, who
attended the council of Trent as Blshop of Worcester, a sce of
which he actually gained possession in Queen Mary’s reign ;
Fortescue and Throgmorton, of whom “I have found nothing
but the bames.” Heylin. Hist. Ref. 33.
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Articles. The relief, however, came too late for
one victim of that iniquitous statute. Thomas
Dobbs, once a fellow of St. John’s College in Cam«
bridge, had been committed to Bread-street coun«
ter for expostulating with the people, assembled
round one of the altars in St. Paul's cathedral,
upon the impious folly of adoring the uplifted
wafer.. In prison. this enlightened Christian’s
health rapidly declined, and before the royal am.
nesty restored to liberty and usefulness the inear.
cerated sufferers for conscience’ sake, death had
summoned him away? The pious band now
allowed to guit the noisome dungeon, and once
more to labour for the common good, was. gra.
duallyaugmented byarrivals from abroad. Learned
Englishmen who, having sought for the prineiples
of Popery in vain amidst the sacred records, and
the genuine remains of ecclesiastical antiquity, had
preferred exile to digsimulation, now gladly shaped
their course again towards the land which gave
them birth. Among these expatriated divines
Miles Coverdale, the martyred Tyndale’s coad-
jutor in translating Scripture, was not one of the
least illustrious. Their paternal soil was once
more trodden also, about this time, by Hooper,
Philpot, and Rogers, three conscientious ecele-
siastics who joined eventually that “ noble army
of martyrs” which led the true Catholic Church.
of England to a glorious triumph over her in-
fatuated foes?.

¢ Foxe, 1180. e He);lin. Hist: Ref. 34. -
c2
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1t was highly to the advantage of the reforming
cause that its most powerful political adversary
soon reduced himself to insignificance by his own
indiscretion. The Chancellor, although foiled in
his endeavours to prevent any one member of the
regency from occupying a more conspicuous place
than the rest, had not laid aside his hopes of ac-
quiring the chief sway in the government. Still
calculating, probably, upon Somerset’'s moderate
abilities, and upon the Primate’s strictly profes-
sional character, Southampton determined to re-
linquish his judicial duties, and to employ his at-
tention wholly upon state affairs. He ventured,
accordingly, upon his own responsibility to put
the great seal into commission, on the 18th of
February. Sir Robert Southwell, master. of the
rolls, John Tregonnel, John Oliver, and Anthony
Bellasis, masters in chancery, were the commis-
sioners appointed by him, and they were em-
powered to decide all causes brought before the
court of chancery, only their decrees before being
enrolled were to be signed by the Lord Chancellor
himself*. Of the individuals thus commissioned,
" Oliver and Bellasis were clergymen: a circum-
stance which afforded a plausible pretext for the
overthrowing of Southampton's scheme. The
- laity, being now far better qualified than formerly
for the public service, viewed with a fast-in-
creasing jealousy the appointment of clergymen

* The commission is printed by Bishop Burnet. Hist. Ref.
Records II. 185.
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to secular.employments; and accordingly the com-
mon lawyers were disgusted on learning that two
ecclesiastics were empowered to preside in the
court of chancery. This feeling found a vent in
a petition which they presented to the council,
complaining of the Chancellor’s arrangement as
one not unlikely to give the canonists an oppor-
tunity for superseding by their maxims the pro-
visions of the common law. This petition toge-
ther with the commission which gave occasion to
it were referred by the council to the judges.
Southampton took violent offence at these pro-
ceedings, using menaces both towards the peti-
tioners and the judges. But neither party heeded
him ; and on the last day of February, it was de-
termined, as the opinion of the judicial bench,
that the Lord Chancellor’s unauthorised act had,
by the common law, rendered him liable to the
loss of his office, together with fine and imprison-
ment, at the royal pleasure*’. On the 6th of March
this decision of the judges, properly authenticated
by their respective signatures, was formally com-
municated to the council, and it was proposed to
deliberate upon the course pow necessary to be
pursued. Southampton then assumed a lofty tone,
telling Somerset, that the chancellorship was
holden by a far better title than the protectorate,
and asserting, that his place in the regency, being
conferred upon him by the late king, under par-
liamentary authority, was not voidable at the

* Ibid, 186.
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pleasure of his brothér executors. He adinitted,
however, that in undertaking, upon his own sole
respousibility, to place the great seal in com-
miission, he had done an act which a majority of
the council could render ineffectual.. To these
things it was answeted, that no one of the late
king’s executors being empowered to act inde-
pendently of the majority, it must be supposed;

that the instrument in debate was framed upon

gome specific authority; and such authority the
Chanoellor was required to produce. Southamp-
ton was then driven to admit, that, having no au-
thority for his act, he must throw himself upon
the council’s merciful consideration; adding, that
if it should be deemed advisable to displace him,
he hoped that this severity would be exercised
without any unnecessary harshness; and, intreat-
ing, that should fine and imprisonment embitter
his disgrace, those penalties, on account of his
past services, should be inflicted on him with mo-
deration. After this humiliating appeal, he was
ordered to withdraw. The following entry in the
council-book records the decision on his case.
¢ The counsellors considering in their consciences
his abuses sundry ways in his office, to the great
prejudice and utter decay of the common laws,
and the prejudice that might follow by the seals
continuing in the hands of so stout and arrogant
a person, who would as he pleased put the seals
to such commissions without warrant, did agree,
that the seals be taken from him, and he be de-
prived of his office, and be further fined, as should

e me . u mem  me  am  ata @% L. e SE P ki~ M F®  am W ew
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be afterwards thought fitting.” From imprison«
ment, however, he was excused. Southampton
was then again called into the council-chamber,
acquainted with the decision npon his case, and
desired to state any thing that he might think
likely to extenuate his fault: Whatever might
be his apology, it was not deemed satisfactory ; as
he was ordered o betake himself to his residence
at Ely Honse, and there remain until he should
receive permission fo depart. The great seal was
entrusted temporarily to William Paulet, Lord 8t.
John of Basing; and Southampton was not re-
leased from restraint until the 20th of June, when
he entered into a recognizance of 40007, to pay.
such fine as should be imposed upon him. Thus.
was the disgraced Chancellor kept in a state of
such abject dependence upon the administration,
that his political activity was effectually para-
lysed, and his spirits were so completely broken,
that he confessed the justice of his sentence. By
this prudent conduct he disarmed the hostility of
his adversaries. No fine was ever imposed upon.
him, nor was he removed from the posts of exe-
cutor to the late king’s will, and guardian to the.
reigning Prince, It was thought sufficient to ex-
clude him from an active participation in the go-~
vernment, and to subdue his spirit by the appre-
hension of a ruinous fine, -
Southampton’s influence and resolution being
thus annihilated, it was determined on the 13th

* Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 27.
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of March, that Somerset should hold the protec-
torate by patent; an arrangement said to be re-
quired in order to satisfy foreign ambassadors,
who scrupled to recognise an authority merely.
conferred by an agreement among the late King’s
executors. This plan being carried into execu-
tion, the Protector was formally invested with the
supreme authority during his nephew’s minority,
and there were assigned to him, as advisers in
this arduous trust, both the executors, and the
extraordinary counsellors nominated in Henry’s
will : who were all now named together without
any distinction; no small gratification to those
otiginally intended only to assist in occasional
deliberations®. The advantage accruing to the
_ reforming party from Somerset’s elevation was

increased by the absence of a countervailing in-
fluence. The Duke of Norfolk, long known as
the most influential champion of Romanism, was
a condemned prisoner in the Tower, Bishop Gar-
diner, the main spring of his party’s motions, was
under a political cloud, Bishop Boner was abroad
as ambassador at the Imperial court*. Of the
more important friends to the religion of their
immediate progenitors, only Bishop Tunstall
was 80 circumstanced as to possess any power of
staying the progress of reform ; and he, from his
learning and candour, was likely to make such

® Burnet, Hist. Ref. Records. II. 187.

* Whither he had been sent before the late king’s death.
(Heylin. Hist. Ref. 33.) He was, however, soon afterwards re-
called. Hayward. 277.
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concessions and. admissions as a mere Romish
partizan would carefully avoid.

Gardiner, however, though unconnected with
the government, was no inattentive or inactive
spectator of passing events. . On the first Friday
in Lent, Bishop Barlow, of St. David’s, preached
a sermon in the chapel royal, and the Bishop of
Winchester was one of his- hearers. His dis-
course was levelled at the corruptions of the Ro-
man Church, and it detailed the outlines of a plan
for the reformation of religion. This tattling as
Bishop Gardiner uncourteously designated the
sermon, was heard by that prelate with éxtreme
impatience, and he lost no time in writing to the
Protector upon the danger of ecclesiastical inno-
vation at that juncture, and upon the duty of
those who desired a change to reserve their plans,
until the King’s majority ; when the government
might safely venture upon important acts, and
when individuals would have had ample time to
digest their schemes. This letter being transmit-
ted by Somerset to Bishop Barlow was by him
answered, and the reply was conveyed to the Bi-
shop of Winchester ; who, in another epistle to
the Protector, animadverted with no little free-
dom upon his adversary’s arguments’. Before
Lent was over, Dr. Glazier, who had formerly
been a friar, but was now Archbishop Cranmer’s
commissary for Calais, informed the people from
the pulpit, at St. Paul’s Cross, that the fast kept
at that season was not of Divine appointment, but

7 Strype, Eccl. Mem. 1I. $8.
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a mere human institution which might be broken
without incurring sin *.

. The ablest attack, however, made upon Popery
in the Lent sermons of this year proceeded from
an illustrious divine, who henceforth to the ter-
mination of his earthly course filled that space in
the public eye which was justly due to his emi-
nent virtue, talents, and learning. Nicholas Rid-
ley was born about the beginning of the century
at Wilmontswick, in Northumberland, where the
family, of which his father was a younger sen, had
occupied the kmightly rank, during many gene-
rations®. The younger Ridley was sent to school
at Newcastle upon Tyne, and thence when verg-
ing upon manhood, he was transferred, at the ex.
pence of his uncle, Dr. Robert Ridley, to Pem-
broke Hall in Cambridge®. In the University he

. * Ibid, 40. Dr, Glazier's opinion upon the Lent fast, might
be derived from St. Austin, and others of the ancients, who say
indeed that Christ left us the example of such a fast, hut deny
that either He or his Apostles expressly enjoined it. (Bingham.
IL 840.) There is yeason to believe that the Quadragesimal
fast originally was kept only during the forty hours intervening
between Good-Friday and Easter-day, the time, namely, during
which our Saviour lay in the grave. (lbid. 338.) It is, how-
ever, certain, that until the beginning of the seventh century, the
fast was not kept for more than thirty-six days, or six weeks,
abstracting the Sundays. Ibid. 340.

* Nicholas Ridley’s father was the third son of the gentle.
man in possession of the family estates. ¢ The second son was
John, father to Dr. Lancelot Ridley, preacher in the church of
Canterbury ; and a fourth son was Dr. Robert Ridley, a cele-
brated divine and canonist in the reign of King Henry VIIL.”
Ridley’s Life of Bp. Ridley. 2.

b « When he came to Cambrisdge. about the year 1518, he

1
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became so conspicuous for piety and application,
that the senior members of University College in
Ozxford would fain have elected him to one of
their exhibitions. This appointment, however,
hedeclined, and he was shortly afterwards elected
to a fellowship of his own college, His uncle,
who stood high in the confidence of Bishop Tun-
stall, from whom he had obtained a liberal provi.
sion in the Church, was determined, that so pro-
mising a genius should not remain in obsenrity
for want of sufficient culture, and accordingly he
supplied the young Ridley with the means of stu-
dying at Paris and Louvain. After his return to
‘England he filled the office of proctor at Cam-
bridge, and while in that sitnation, it became his
duty to sign the judgment of the University which
denied that any jurisdiction over England is di-
vinely assigned to the Roman bishop. But how-
ever firmly Ridley might have been persuaded of
this unquestionable truth, he had not then shaken
off the bulk of those prejudices amidst which his
mind had been matured. His theological re-

found it in some disturbance occasioned by setting up the Pope's
indulgences upon the school-gates, over which was written this
verse of the Psalmist, Blessed is the man that Aath set his hope in
dhe Lord; and turned not usto the prond, and to suck as go abomt
with lies. (Ps. xl. 5. Traml. of the Com. Pr.) The persop
who stuck it up, though then unknown, was excommunicated
by the chancellor of that university, Bishop Fisher. It seems
§t was one Peter de Valence, a Norman.” Ibid. 438,

- ¢ «Cranmer and Ridley, so closely Imked together afterwards,
were both invited to accept fellawships in Oxford in the same
year, and both refused.” Ibid. 64.
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searches had chiefly lain among the schoolmen,
and although he had early directed his attention
to Scripture, he was slow in discerning the cor-
rupt innovations of Romanism. His well-known
acquaintance, however, with Scripture and the
fathers induced Cranmer to desire his assistance,
and in the year 1537, he became, in quality of
chaplain, a member of the archiepiscopal family.
In the following year his patron preferred him to
the vicarage of Herne in Kent, of which he per-
sonally performed the duties, greatly to the bene-
fit of his parishioners. After two years’ residence
in this retirement, he was recalled to Cambridge
as master of his college, and on the restoration of
Canterbury cathedral to its ancient state, he was.
appointed ong of its prebendaries. Professional
engagements did not, however, induce him to
discontinue his studies. On the contrary, his at-
tention was ever anxiously and laboriously fixed
upon the controversies which have rendered his
age so famous. The result of this honourable
perseverance was, a gradual, but a firm convic-
tion, that Popery being the religion neither of
Scripture, nor ecclesiastical antiquity, must be
steadily opposed by every Christian minister who
knows his duty, and hopes to give no ill account
of his important trust hereafter.

On Ash-Wednesday, Dr. Ridley, being ap-
pointed to preach in the chapel royal, expressed
his determination to expose, as far as in him lay,
the papal usurpations, and the evil of indul-
gences. He then adverted to the danger of using
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images as instruments of devotion, and to the
folly of supposing that devils could be repelled
by the lustral water of Paganism, naturalised in
the Roman Church, under the ridiculous name of
Holy Water®.

4 « The Pagans were sprinkled with water as they entered
the idol-temples. So are the Romish worshippers.” (Owen on
Image-worship, Lond. 1709. p. 282.) * Every person who
came to the solemn sacrifices (among the Pagan Greeks,) was
purified by water. To which end at the entrance of the temples
there was commonly placed a vessel full of holy water.” (Pot- -
ter's Antiquities. Lond. 1728. I. 220.) Virgil, in the follow-
ing passages mentions these sprinklings.

¢ Dic corpus properet fluviali spargere lympha.”
ZEN. iv. 635.

¢ Occupat Aneas aditum, corpusque recenti

Spargit aqua, ramumgue adverso in limine figil.”
Ihid. vi. 635.

The Delphin editor makes the following remark upon the
former of these passages. * Notant autem interpretes; ad sacra
superorum Deorum ablutionem adhibitam; ad sacra inferorum,
solam aspersionem.” A belief in the efficacy of lustral water to
influence infernal spirits is, therefore, evidently of Pagan origin.
I¢ should be observed, that attached to churches in primitive
times was commonly a cloistered court, in the midst of which
stood a bason of water, used for washing the hands of persons
about to enter the church. From this usage the Romish writers
would fain deduce their holy water, as they call it. This use of
water, however, among the primitive ¢ Christians was only an
indifferent ceremony of corporal decency, or at most but an ad-
monishing emblem of that purity of soul, with which men ought
0 enter the courts of the most Holy God. And therefore any
one that compares these matters nicely together, must conclude
that the latter custom (that of using holy water) is but a fond
imitation, or mere corruption of the former ; if it owe not its
original to a worse fountain, the wepiparrfipea, or sprinkling with
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Bishop Gardiner, being present at the delivery
of this discourse, addressed on the next Monday
a letter to the preacher, to the following effect°.
I fully admit, Master Ridley, as matters indispu-
table, what you preached at court, on Wednesday
last, against the Bishop of Rome’s pretended au-
thority, and against indulgences. Upon what
you said respecting images and holy water, the
candour which you professed, and my own desire
of unity lead me to send you some observations.
From Eusebius' it appears that the use of images
is very ancient in the Church, and therefore to
affirm that we may not have them, nor call upon
them, when they represent Christ or his saints
are opinions too gross for admission into your
learned head, whatever the ignorant may tattle.
As for the text, Thou shalt not make unto thee any

holy water, so often spoken of among the Heathen. The things
are 80 like one another, that some modern transcribers of Sozo-
men have mistaken them for one another. For whereas Sozomen
speaking of Julian’s going into a temple to sacrifice, in Gaul,
with Valentinian to attend him, says ¢ the priest sprinkled them
with water as they went in according to the heathen custom ;'
Valesins has observed that in some copies, it is read according
o ecclesiastical custom, instead of heathen custom : which he im-
putes to some modern transcribers, who were minded to make
¢hurch-holy-water of it; whom he ingenuously chastises for
their ignorance, or impudence, in corrupting good authors.”
Bingham. 1. 290.

¢ Foxe, 1226. Where the Bishop’s letter is to be seen at
length.

f ¢ Euseb. Ceesar. saith that he saw the pictures of Paul and
Peter kept with a certzin Christian man, but yet he saith not
that these pictures were set up in any church,” Ibid. 1227.
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graven image, you know that it no more forbids
us at this time to use images than another text
forbids us to eat blood puddings. If, however, {0
the pure all kinds of food be pure, there is no rea:
son why to the same persons all objects of sight
should not also be pure. To assert, therefore,
that image and idol are virtually the same is not
less unreasonable than to say this of king and
tyrant; since the latter of these words meant
originally no mote than the former. In retaining
images we do no more than Luther did, for he,
though earnest in depriving them of honour, con-
tended stoutly for keeping them in their accus.
tomed places. All that is to be feared respecting
fmages is an excess in worshipping them; but
of this the Roman Church hath taken especial
care, and therefore we cannot say that this evil
arose from Popery. Indeed we find that Gregory
the Great condemned alike, in writing to the
Bishop of Marseilles®, the adoration and the

¢ « About the year 600, images began to be worshipped in
some places, for which reason, Screnus, Bishop of Marseilles,
broke them, and threw them out of the church, as appears by
Bregory, Bishop of Rome’s letter to him, in which he tells him,
That he was informed that he had broken, and cast out of the
church the images which he had observed some to worship. He
commends his zeal against worshipping that which is made with
hands, but judges that he ought not to destroy those images,
because pictures are therefore set up in churches, that such us
camot read, may behold on the walls what they cannot read in
books.” - (Owen on Image<worship, 67.) That Gregory, su-
perstitious as he was, differed essentially, upon the subject of
images, from his more modern successors in that s¢e, which some
men, who ought to know better, represent as infallible, is unde:
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breaking of images, observing that it is one thing
to worship the representation, and another to

“niable. In another epistle to Serenus, he says, * If any will
make images do not forbid it ; but by all means forbid the gdora-
tion of them, and carefully admonish people, that by the sight of
the representation they stir up compunction in their minds, and
humbly prostrate themselves in the adoration of the Holy Tri-
nity only.” The Britons and Saxons not converted to Popery.
Lond. 1748, p. 872. ‘

In a little tract recently printed, but without date, Romish
images are thus defended. “ Q. How do you prove that it is
lawful to make or keep the image of Christ and his saints? A.
Because God himself commanded Moses, Exod. xxv. 18, 19,
£0, 21. to make two cherubims of beaten gold, and place them
at two ends of the mercy-seat over the ark of the covenant, in
the very sanctuary.” ¢ And there,’ he says, 22, ‘ I will meet
with thee, and I will commune with thee from above the mercy-
seat, from between the two cherubims which are upon the ark
of the testimony, of all things which I will give thee in com-
mandment unto the children of Israel.” God also commanded,
Numb. xxi. 8, 9, a serpent of brass to be made, for the healing
of those who were bit by the fiery serpent; which serpent was
an emblem of Christ, John iii. 14, 15.” (The Grounds of the
Catholic Doctrine, contained in the Profession of Faith published
by Pope Pius IV. and now in use for the reception of converts
into the Church. By way of question and answer p. 52.) This
expounder of Scripture has, however, omitted to inform his
readers, that the golden cherubims being placed “ in the very
sanctuary,” to which the high priest alone ever had admission,
and he but once in a year, never could be seen by either priests
or people, (very different this from a Popish altar;) and also
that Hezekiah who, says the sacred historian, * did that which
was right in the sight of the Lord, brake in pieces the brasen
serpent that Moses had made: for unto those days the children of
Israel did burn incense to it : and he called it Nehushtan.” II
Kings xviii. 4. Thus it appears that Hezekiah, seeing the
Jsraelites use an image made at the commandment of God, in
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learn from it what one ought to worship. That
abuses have occaslonally sprung from i images as
from every thing else, is undeniable; but in ge-
neral they have been considered merely as holy
remembrances of Christ and his saints. Nor has
the reverence paid to them been bestowed upon
the materials of which they are formed, but only
upon that object which they represent. Hence
those who condema all use of images should, upon
their own principles, condemn persons for wear-
ing a cross about their necks, and the knights of
the Garter for wearing the George". Im time
such scrupulous people mlght go so far as to for-
bid carving and engraving altogether; in which -
case we should be obliged to give up printing,
for the types are cast in a graven matrice'. But

the same way that Papists use images made in defiance of God’s
commandments, broke the venerable image into pieces, and
pronounced it to be no better than a brasen bauble. For this
conduct Hezekiah is commended in Scripture, and yet, the bra-
sen serpent is even in these days brought forward as an authority
for one of the basest superstitions of Popery.

* « Yea, but what knight of that order kneeleth or prayeth
to that George that hangeth about his neck ?” Foxe, 1227.
. i «]If ye did see any printer yet to do worship to his graven
letters, then might you well seek thus, as ye do, a knot in a
rush.” (Foxe, 1227.) This reasoning, however, or at least
what Bp. Gardiner meant for such, is adopted by the commenta-
tor who defends Popish images by citing the golden cherubims,
and the brasen serpent. * If all likenesses were forbid by
this commandment (the seeond) we should be obliged to fling
down our sign-posts, and to deface the King’s coin.” (Grounds
of the Cath. Doctr. 52.) It is indeed unquestionable that when
we see great numbers of persons, not thought to require protec-

VOL. IIIL D
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as probably no man would undertake to decry
letter-founding and other useful arts as forbidden
by the Divine law ; so ought no man to say this
of carving images to represent venerable objects,
and of treating such figures with due respect.

« Upon the subject of holy water, I send to you
the history of Marcellus, the bishop, who, having
halldwed water, bade Equitius, his deacon,
sprinkle it about: which being done, the devil
instantly vanished. For my part, I think that
this history may be true, for we are assured in
Scripture, that in the name of God, the Church is
able to cast out devils, and I see no reason why,
the Divine name having been first invoked over
it, water may not have the effect of conveying
this holiness. Our Lord’s garment ministered
health to the woman with an issue of blood, his
spittle mingled with clay conveyed sight to the
blind : St. Peter’s shadow, and St. Paul’'s hand-
kerchiefs were beneficial to the sick. But leaving
old stories ; here-at home, the special gift of cu-
ration ministered by the kings of this realm, not
of their own strength, but by invocation of God’s
name, hath been usually distributed in rings of
gold and silver. In these, I really think, that the
metal hath only an office, and that its power is
derived solely from the invocation over it of
God’s name. Upon this principle, I think that

tion from the court of chancery, saying prayers, offering incense,
lighting candles, and making obeisances before a crown piece,
or the Saracen’s Head, it will be high time to deface the one, or
to fling down the other. '
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the Chureh may put water to certain offices, and
may therefore use it as the means of conveying
her power to drive away devils : which it is said
she did, in the history mentioned above. Some
people, perhaps, will say, that they are not bound
to believe this history, since it is no Scripture ;
but with such men one could not yeason as to the
effect of the King’s cramp rings. Yet to obtain
these, great interest was made with me when I~
was in France, and I was offered twice as much
money for them as they were worth. Men in-
deed affirm, that they have done much service,
and so likewise the history affirms, that holy
water did much service. Our late master conti-
nued all his life to exercise that gift of God, and
used the precious metals to convey the virtue of
the Divine name invoked by him: yet after due
enquiries made, he found, that he had no Scrip-
ture for his warrant. The same may be said of
the ashes ministered a8 little hefore you last
preached: yet our young King received them
with reverence; and so I trust that he will be
admonished not to neglect the Divine gift of cu-
tion, but that he will follow therein the example
of his father, and of others, his royal progenitors.
Percase some younglings may be found to say
that worldly, wily, witty bishops, in order to
beget a reverence for their own benedictions,
have inveigled simple kings to bless objects also,
hoping that authority may establish that which
truth cannot. Indeed I have had it objected to
me that I always prove one piece of my argu-
D2
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ment by a king. As thus, If ye allow nothing
but Scripture, what say you to the royal cramp
rings ? But these are allowed : Ergo, somethmg
besides Scripture is allowed. Again, If images
be forbldden, why doth the King wear the George
upon his breast ? But the King does thus wear
the George: Ergo, images are not forbidden.
Again, if saints are not to be worshipped, why
keep we St. George’s feast? But we do keep St.
George'’s feast: Ergo, saints are to be wor-
shipped*. So likewise as to holy water: If the
Divine name invoked over cramp rings may drive
away diseases, why may it not, invoked over
water, drive away devils ? But rings hallowed by
the Church may drive away diseases: Ergo,
water hallowed by the Church may drive away
devils. These were sore arguments in his late
Majesty’s time, and I trust may be also yet, serv-
ing to stop the mouths of such as would never
make an end of talk, but would rake up every
obstacle which their dull sight cannot penetrate'.”

This letter, being enclosed in'one to the Pro-
tector, was by him communicated to Dr. Ridley ;
who wrote a reply to it, but this is not known to

* « Lammas fair is kept : Ergo, lambs are to be worshipped.”
Foxe, 1228.

' Those who desire farther to illustrate the virtues of lustral
water upon the principle so happily suggested by Bishop Gar-
diner may see the office for the benediction of cramp rings in
Wilkins. (Concil. Magn. Brit.) Queen Mary resumed the pre-
paration of these royal amulets. Since her days, however, the
whole English nation has managed to go on without cramp
rings, and nearly the whole of it without holy water.
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be extant ™. The reason, probably, which urged
Bishop Gardiner to take the field so early in a
cause but little likely to feed a skilful tactician’s
hopes, was a conviction, that his sect’s ascen-
dancy mainly depends upon the patronage af-
‘forded by it to vulgar superstition, and that a
spirit then abroad aimed at wresting from Popery
all her means to fascinate the weak and ignorant.
The King was scarcely seated on his throne when
the incumbent and church-wardens of St. Mar-
tin’s Ironmonger-lane, in London, having removed
from their church the images, pictures, and cru-
cifix, supplied. the places of these long-venerated
objects by texts of Scripture®, and the royal
arms. The more superstitious and artful Ro-
manists being disgusted by such an innovation,
a meniorial complaining of the act was presented
to the council, in the names of the Bishop, and

™ Life of Bp. Ridley, 203.

" Among the primitive Christians * the walls of the church
seem commonly to have had some select portions of Scripture
written upon them.” (Bingham, I. 318,) As men professing
themselves Christians can hardly object, without taking leave of
decency, to this mode of decorating church-walls, it was alleged
against the texts inscribed upon the walls of St. Martin's that
some of them were * according to a perverse translation.”
(Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 14.) It does, indeed, appear that one of
the texts stood thus, Thou shalt make no graven images, lest thow
worship them. (Bp. Gardiner to Dr. Ridley. Foxe, 1227.) This
gloss, however, has at least the merit of expressing plainly what
the passage of Scripture means: not so the Romish gloss, with
intent todo to them (i. e. images) any godly honour ; for sophistry
would easily involve the words godly honour, when addressed
to an ignorant mind, in obscurity sufficient for any purpose.
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the Lord Mayor of London. The minister of St.
Martin’s with his church-wardens were in conse-
quence called upon to answer for their conduct.
Their excuse was, that the parish having lately
incurred great expence in repairing its church
was unable, from poverty, to substitute new
images for such as were found to be wholly de-
cayed, and that others were removed on account
of the idolatrous honours which they continued
to receive. With this apology the Romish mem-
bers of the council were far from being satisfied,
and they contended that such unauthorised acts
ought by all means to be severely checked at the .
beginning of a reign, in order to prevent daring
spirits from imagining that they might securely
spurn all authority. But Archbishop Cranmer
argued, that images in churches being unknown
in primitive times, and having led undoubtedly
during many ages to enormous abuses, no great
blame could attach to persons entrusted with the
concerns of a parish for having lightened its bur-
thens by omitting to provide expensive objects of
doubtful utility at best. To this rational view of
the case a majority of the council being inclined,
the accused parties were informed that in conse-
quence of their submission, with other mltlgatmg
circumstances, imprisonment would not be in-
flicted upon them ; but they were desired to pro-
vide a crucifix, or at least some painting of one,
until such an ornament could be made ready, and
to beware in future of such rashness as they had
lately shewn. This incident encouraged the well-
10
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informed friends of scriptural Christianity to cal-
culate upon the favour or connivance of the go-
vernment in every thing that they might under-
take for the overthrow of superstition. Nor were
those at the head of"affairs backward in confirming
this calculation : they even ventured without ex-
press legislative authority to make an innovation
in the public service of the church, the Complin
being sung in English by the choir of the royal
chapel on Easter-Monday, the 11th of April °.

® Stow. The Complin was the last of those Romish services,
which, being performed at stated intervals during the course of
the natural day, were usually called the Canonical Hours.
“ Each Canonical Hour was presumed to consist of three smaller;
and the whole night and day was thus divided into the eight ser-
vices of Matins, Lauds, Prime, Tierce, Sext, Nonés, Vespers,
and Completorium or Complin.” (Fosbrook’s British Monachism,
58.) This devotional distribution of the day appears to have
originated among the oriental monks. (Bingham, I.261.) The
Romanists would fain derive their Canonical Hours from Apos-
tolical authority, bécause it is related (Acts iii. 1.) * Peter and
John went up together into the temple at the hour of prayer, being
the ninth hour:” that is, in Romish language, at the hour of
Nones. The truth, however, is, that the Evening Sacrifice being
offered up at that time, pious residents in Jerusalem commonly
then repaired to the temple for the purpose of being present at
it. But neither do the Apostles make any mention in their
writings of these appointed hours, nor does it appear, that Chris-
tians at a distance from Jerusalem paid any attention to.them.
Tertullian is the earliest writer who speaks of the Hours, and he
had then joined the Montanists, with whose ascetic notions such
observances were strictly conformable. ~ After him Cyprian talks
of the Third, Sixth, and Ninth hours; but he alleges no Apos-
tolic authority for the performance of prayer at these times, only
the example of Daniel. (Pearsonii Lect. in Act. Apost. inter
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On May-day the tide of popular opinion, now
beginning to set in strongly against those objects
of superstitious regard which had long beguiled
the nation, caused at Portsmouth an event of con-
siderable notoriety. The people of that town
tumultuously pulled down,and defaced the images
of Christ, and the saints. Bishop Gardiner, being
then at Winchester, was soon apprised of the
shock thus given to those prejudices which render
Romanism so alluring to the heart of fallen man ;
and on the 3rd of May he despatched aletter upon

Op. Posth. Lond. 1688. p. 40.) Dr. Hickes has printed at thg
end of the letters which passed between him,and a Popish priest,
the canonical hours in Saxon and English, as used by our na-
tional clergy, before the Conquest. They are seven in number,
viz. 1. Uht=sang, the service for midnight : 2. Dag-red-sang, that
for the first peep of dawn: 8. Prim-sang, that for the early
morning : 4. Undern-sang, that for nine in the forenoon: 5.
Mid-deg-sang, that for noon: 6. Non-sang, that for three in the
afternoon : 7. Zfen-sang, that for the evening. In some for-
mularies, these hours are rather differently reckoned up. In one
case, the series is made up to the number seven, by Nikt-sang,
Dag-red-sang being omitted. In another case, the same omis-
sion occurs, and Uht-sang comes last. These offices consist in
portions of the Psalms, of some hymns, of the creed, and of Scrip-
ture; in the Lord’s prayer, some collects, and versicles, all in La-
tin, but generally followed by a very diffuse Saxon paraphrase.
It is satisfactory to observe, that these offices are untainted by
Popery. Confession is made to the Lord God of Heaven, but
nothing is said of confessing to saints: nor is any invocation
made to them. A hope, only, is expressed, that they may be
interceding in the suppliant’s behalf for such a measure of divine
grace as may render him worthy of heavenly aid and salvation.
¢« Intercedant pro nobis peccatoribus ad Dominum dominorum, ué
mereamur ab eo adjuvari, et salvari.”
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the subject of the recent irregularity to the mayor
of Portsmouth, and another to Captain Vaughan,
the officer in command there. The latter commu-
nication was to the following effect. “ Master
Vaughan, having lately written to my Lord Pro-
tector, that in this county every thing is rightly
ordered, I am concerned to hear, that within these
two days, a_great and detestable innovation has
been made in the town of Portsmouth; where, as
I am told, the images of our Saviour, and .his
saints, have been pulled down, and spitefully
handled. To you, therefore, I apply, both as one
of his majesty’s chief ministers in the place, and
as an acquaintance whom I have much esteemed,
for the purpose of learning the particulars of the:
case, the names of those implicated in it, and your
opinion as to the expediency of sending some one
to preach against the feeling which seems now to
prevail around you. I would use the pulpit, if
mere wantonness has moved the populace ; in the
expectation of preventing farther folly. But toa
multitude persuaded, that images ought to be
destroyed, I would never preach: for as the Scrip-
ture teaches, we should not cast pearls before
swine. Now, such as are infected with that
opinion are swine, and worse than swine, if any
grosser beasts there be. In England such people
have been called Lollards, and their hatred of
images has gone to so great lengths that they
have thought the arts of painting and sculpture
to be superfluous, pernicious, and against God’s
laws. In Germany, Luther, after tunning all his
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brewings, threw aside opinions unfavourable to
images ; thus treating such notions as meat for
hogs. The destruction of images, indeed, tends
to the subversion of religion, and of social order ;
especially of the nobility, who by means of images
publicly displayed inform men, in characters which
all can read, of their lineage, rank, and services.
The pursuivant also carries on his breast, not the
king’s name inscribed in letters which few can
spell, but. the lions, flowers de luce, and other
figures, which all men, be they never so rude, are
able to understand *. In the greatseal too, a man
unable to read the inscription, yet reading St.
George on horseback on one side 9, and his Ma-
jesty in state on the other, would not break up
the wax, while whole, in order to make a candle
of it, but when he looks upon the figures, would
respectfully pull off his cap. If, however, what
Lollards say about Idolatry should gain farther

? There is no difficulty in conceding to the Romanists that
images serve as books to the unlearned, but it should never be
forgotten, that as Bishop Gardiner says, there are false books, as
well as true ones, and it should therefore be considered, which of
these two sorts of books are images. The unerring word of God
tellsus that they are of the former sort. Habakkuk asks (ii.
18.) ¢ What profiteth the graven image that the maker thereof
hath graven it ; the molten image, and a-teacher of lies, that the
wmaker of his work trusteth therein, to make dumb idols 1" From
Jeremiah likewise (x. 8.) we learn that ¢ the stock is a doctrine
of vanities” Thus were unlettered Englishmen, (an immense
majority at the time of the Reformation,) to learn from teachers
of lies, and a doctrine of vanities.

4 ———— Bonus dormitat Homerus.” Hor. A. P. 359.
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ground, the people may indeed continue to re-
verence his majesty when they see him in person,
but to his standards, or his arms, they will cease
to pay the least respect. Yet when the Emperor’s
money, bearing his image, was shewn to Christ,
be did not say that the piece was coined in vio-
lation of the second commandment: he ireated
Ceesar’s image with civility, and enjoined, that the
money should be duly applied to the imperial use.
There is, indeed, no Scripture reproving truth,
but all Seripture reproves falsehood. False books,
false images, and false men, are all pernicious and
contemptible. Itis a terrible thing, that a pre-
judice against images should trouble any man’s
head, for I have known some, vexed with that
devil, wondrously obstinate ; and if such people
can obtain a little help ftom any that can spell
some Latin, their madness is more difficult of cure,
than ever was that of the Jews ; and they slander
whatever is said to them for their relief. If, there-
fore, it were certified to me, that there are many
of that sort with you, I would not irritate them
by fruitless preaching, but make suit for a refor-
mation to my Lord Protector. But if you, and
the mayor think other modes likely to avail, I
would gladly advise upon them with you : since I
take the matter to which this relates to be such
an enterprise against Christ’s religion, as that no
man instigated by the devil can excogitate a

greater '.”

* Foxe, 1219.
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This letter was soon followed by a visit made
to Portsmouth by the Bishop, in person. He was
there received with all the respect due to his ex- .
alted station, entertained in Vaughan's own house,
and allowed an opportunity of addressing the sol-
diers in the garrison®: but it does not appear
that he ventured upon advecating from the pulpit,
before the townspeople at large, the cause of
images. He however wrote upon the subject to
the Protector, and Vaughan did the same, enclos-
ing with his letter that which he had previously
received from the Bishop of Winchester. Somer-
set, addressing the prelate, thus answered both
these communications.

% From two sensible and learned letters written
by your Lordship, one to Master Vaughan, the
other to myself, I perceive, that you are very ear-
nest against innovation, as likely to endanger the
publicpeace; but you should considerthat the very
cry which you raise upon this subject is not un-
likely to produce the anticipated evil. As to
images, the order made in the late king’s time for

- the removal of such as had been abused to idola-

try, has been evaded in many places by the culpable
connivanceof individuals. This neglect has proved
a fruitful source of contention, and although it is
not desired to remove images altogether, yet it

were better to do so than to let any stand which
may provoke the wrath of God, and furnish oc-
casion for the controversies of rival preachers.

* Bishop Gardiner to the Protector ; dated June 6. Ibid. 1224,
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In the last reign, when Scripture bred dissension,
it was taken away from the geneérality of men.
Images, however,'the kind of books most liable to
abuse, were left in great numbers; thus more
honour was shewn to the doubtful teaching of
images, than to the sincere Word of God; and
people were left with temptations before their
eyes, but not allowed the means of accurately
learning their duty. To guard against the return
of so great an evil, it seems to me, that great
diligence ought to be employed in removing all
images which have been abused ; since the inte-
rest of some priests, the ignorance of the laity,
and the proneness of man to idolatry, are very
likely to revive these abuses. Those who think
it terrible and detestable to destroy images, be-
cause they have led to idolatry, should recollect
what has been done with books containing God’s
undoubted Word, which have been burnt and de-
faced, because the translation did not give satis-
faction. Images, it is said, are great letters, fit
for the reading of ignorant people : big however
as they are, many have been known to read them
amiss, and therefore, belike, God, fearing that the
Jews would become evil readers of them, forbade
them to that nation altogether. Nor is it any
marvel, that in reading them the lay people should
often be deceived, sirice your Lordship hath read
St. George on horseback on the great seal ; when,
as an inscription in no very small letters testifieth,
the figire is that of the King’s Highness in ar-
mour. This perhaps is not the only error caused
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by images respecting St. George, for some men
seeing that his existence cannot be proved from
authentic history, have thought that his name and
legend were originally invented to render venera-
ble the statues of Perseus or Bellerophon. The
same reason has caused a belief that Polyphemus,
Hercules, or some other colossus of ancient my-
thology, was the origin of St. Christopher. Such
misapprehensions being likely to flow from images
it need not be regretted, that the more ignorant
among men should have little or no opportunity
to read such deceitful books, but it is a great
hardship, that all who cannot read Greek, and
Latin, should be restrained from searching for
the truth in God’s undoubted Word. Your Lord-
ship’s distinction between true and false images
is not easy to understand ; because, if no images
be false which represent things either past or pre-
sent, then the images of heathen gods ought not
to have been destroyed, since these, according to
the opinions of many learned men, represent per-
sons who once lived upon the earth’, But if that

t « The polytheism of the Pagan nations was no other than
this, the worshipping, besides one Supreme God, of other cre-
ated beings, as the ministers of his providence, and as middles
or mediators betwixt him and men.” (Cudworth’s Intellectual
System, Lond. 1678. p. 468.) Paganism and Popery, therefore,
with respect to inferior mediators, stand upon precisely the same
grounds. The better informed Pagans addressed the spirits of
their early progenitors, supposed to be in heaven, for their
intercession with the Supreme Being. The more discerning
Papists do the same by the spirits of real or pretended saints.
Ignorant Pagans, probably treated Jupiter as the Supreme Be-
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be a false image which has been abused to idola-
try, and the brasen serpent, though a type of
Christ, when thus abused, was so treated, them
may the images of Christ, our Lady, or the Apos-
tles be false images. Many of these have notori-
ously been thus abused, and should, therefore,
have been removed by your Lordship, long ago;
which duty having been neglected, it is no matter
of complaint, that others, not so properly called
upon to fulfil it, have taken it in hand ®.”
Notwithstanding this rebuff, Bishop Gardiner -

did not cease to importune the Protector. Bale
had published an account of Luther’s Christian-
like decease, and some observations upon Anne
Askew’s case, which the Romanists could hardly
help feeling to be one of the foulest blots upon
their reputation. Inferior wits also attacked in
popular rhymes some of the superstitions of Po-
pery.- One of these pieces ridiculed compulsory
fish-eating, and after detailing the burial of Lent,
added that Stephen Stockfish was bequeathed to
Stephen Gardiner. Upon these subjects the Bi-
shop of Winchester wrote to Somerset again.
He declared, that the same man could not repre-
sent as saints both Luther and Anne Askew, with-
out committing a gross inconsistency, since the
one believed in the corporal presence, the other

ing himself, and ignorant Papists virtually treat the Virgin, or
some other departed spirit, in the same manner. It is also wor--
thy of remark, that Pagans assigned for the invocation of their
gods, the same reasons that Papists do for the invocation of
their saints.” See Cudworth, ubi supra.

* Foxe, 1220.
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was 8 Sacramentary. He then asserted, that al-
‘though many states have subsisted without the
Roman Bishop’s jurisdiction, yet none, since our
Saviour’s coming, have subsisted in the mainte-
nance of such opinions as the Germans had
adopted. From these premises it was inferred,
that the polity of Protestant Germany would en-
joy no long duration. As for the satires upon
Lent, they are declared to portend ruin to the
fishmongers, and denounced as likely to encou-
rage gluttony; which being already a national vice,
would not know, it was asserted, where to stop,
if farther indulged. The Bishop, however, ap-
pears not to-have feared the shafts of ridicule le-
velled against Lent, and an indulgence of English
appetites, which political events might withdraw,
so much as the pains taken by certain preachers
to inform the public mind correctly as to ‘the dif-
ference between Christ’s miraculous abstinence,
and the fast of Lent. Accordingly, he mentions;,
- as preferable to these attacks from the pulpit, an
anecdote told of a priest, sequestered among the
Italian mountains, who, unconscious of the lapse
of time, unexpectedly found himself arrived at
Palm-Sunday, “ You must be satisfied, this Lent,”
then said the secluded pastor to his congregation,
“ with the fast of a single week, for at the end of
that period, it appears, Easter will be here, and I
cannot put off its festivities *.”

On the 15th of May, Dr. Richard Smyth, mas-
ter of Whittington College, in London, and reader

= Ibid. 1221,
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of divinity, at Oxford,. publicly retracted, at St.
Paul’s Cross, some Romish opinions which he had
recently exerted himself to maintain. In a trea-
tise upon Tradition published by him, it was.as-
serted, that Christ and his Apostles confided to
the care of the Church, many precepts, and doc-
trines which, though. not written, are obligatory
upon men, under pain of damnation. This asser-
tion he now denounced as. false and tyrannical,
unjust, unlawful, and untrue, a needless burthen
upon the conscience, founded in fiction, forgery,
and superstition, and invented for the purpose of
giving power to the Bishop of Rome, and his ac-
complices. In another tract which he had pub-
lished, treating of the mass, it was alleged, that
Christ offered a sacrifice to the Father not upon
the cross, but before his passion in the form of
bread and wine, and that the mass-priest offers
not only the Lord’s real body, but also offers it to
the same effect as that to which it was offered by
Christ himself. These opinions Dr. Smyth now
denounced as contrary to Scripture, leading to in-
tolerable blasphemies, and introduced inte the
world by men who rely upon their own inventions,
but who neglect God’s infallihle Word’. Within
a few days after Smyth had made this recanta-
tion, or retractation, as he called it, in London, he
delivered something very similar to it at Oxford ;

his conduct, however, there appearing rather am-
biguous, he found himself unable to obtain credit

* Dr. Smyth’s recantation. Strype, Mem. Cranm. Appendix,
795.
VOL. IIL E
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with the reforming party unless he would consent
to do in the University, exactly the same that he
had done in the metropolis. Accordingly, on the
24th of July, he repeated in Oxford verbatim what
he had delivered at St. Paul’s Cross, acknowledg-
ing that his distinction between recantation, and
retractation, was frivolous*. The reason probably
why Dr. Smyth was so backward in recanting be-
fore the University, must be sought in the dis-
like of reform entertained by the leading men
there. This feeling had been lately manifested in
the case of Dr. John Harley, of Magdalen Col-
lege, who venturing in the last Lent to preach
with extraordinary freedom against the Pope, and
some doctrines of the Roman Church, was sent
up prisoner to London, in order to take his trial
for heresy. His friends, however, had soon the
satisfaction to see him return to his college, with-
out having undergone any trial. This incident
encouraged the scriptural party in the University
to sucha degree, that they no longer assumed any
reserve as to their opinions, but took such liber-
ties in the churches and chapels as gave great of-
fence to those who were riveted in the prejudices
of their youth®. Such persons, indeed, were now
continually receiving new mortifications, for di-
vines of note came forward, one after another, to
abjure opinions which they had been used to
maintain®. In one case, this change of sentiment

* Strype, Eccl. Mem. II. 62. * Collier, IIL. 222.
b ¢ About this time Chadsey, Standish, Yong, Oglethorp and
divers others recanted.” Strype, Mem. Cranm. 244.
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was shewn with a haste somewhat suspicious. In
the church of St. Andrew Undershaft, in London,
Dr. Perrin, afterwards master of Peter-House in
Cambridge, said in a sermon, on St. George’s
day °, that the figures of Christ, and the saints
.were entitled to worship, according to the doc-
irines of the Catholic Church. On the 17th of
the following June, this preacher declared in the
pulpit of the same church, that he had been de-
ceived in what he said about image-worship, and
that he was sorry to have been the means of
encouraging an opinion 80 erroneous®. Perrin,
however, like Smyth, and several others, after-
wards relapsed into Popery*, thus rendering his
decisions upon any subject of little worth, and
affording reason for believing, that in attacking
inveterate abuses, he had merely acted with a view
to his own advancement.

It was indeed sufficiently evident that no cler-
gyman, could caleulate upon the patronage of the
crown, unless he was prepared to turn his back
upon the corrupt innovations of Popery. Still,
however, those who were at the head of affairs
proceeded with exemplary prudence, precipita-
ting nothing, but gradually unfolding their well-
digested plans in such 2 manner as to afford them
a reasonable hope of safisfying their own con-
sciences, and the just expectations of posterity.
As a preliminary measure, these virtuous men to
whom England is so much indebted, resolved in

¢ April 23. ¢ Heylin, Hist. Ref. 39.
e Strype, Eccl. Mem. 1L 61.
E 2
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April upon holding a royal visitation throughout
the kingdom, following the precedent set in the
late reign’. Accordingly, in the beginning of
May, mandates were issued suspending the ordi-
naries from the customary exercise of their res-
pective jurisdictions, and arrangements were
made for exhibiting to the government a com-
plete view of the actual state of the Church, as
well as for acquainting the nation thoroughly
with the recorded truths of its holy faith. For
the purpose of effecting these important objects,
the whole kingdom was divided into six circuits,
to each of which was assigned a registrar and a
preacher, together with certain gentlemen, civi-
lians, or divines®. It was, however, found expe-
dient to postpone the intended visitation for a
time, and on the 16th of. May was removed until
farther notice, the restraint imposed upon the ex:
ercise of episcopal authority®. The order upon
which the visitors eventually proceeded in the

f Strype, Mem. Cranm. 207. ’

¢ The following are these circuits. 1. York, Durham, Car-
lisle, and Chester. To this were assigned, besides the registrar, -
and preacher, (Dr. Nicholas Ridley) one divine, and one knight.
2. Westminster, London, Norwich, and Ely. Two knights and
two civilians. 3. Rochester, Canterbury, Chichester, and Win-
chester. Three knights, and one civilian. 4. Salisbury, Exe-
ter, Bath and Wells, Bristol, and Gloucester. Two divines, and
one knight. 5. Peterborough, Lincoln, Oxford, and Lichfield
and Coventry. One divine and onme civilian. 6. Worcester,
Hereford, and the four Welsh dioceses. Two gentlemen, and a
preacher extraordinary for the Welsh tongue. 1bid. 209.

*» Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 41.
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discharge of their functions was not issued until
the 1st of September ',

. During the interval, it was determined to pre-
pare some homilies for popular instruction, in
order, that neither the ignorance of some clergy-
men, nor the Romish prejudices of others should
impede the progress of evangelical truth. The
principal share in the composition of these ex-
cellent discourses has ever been attributed to
Cranmer'. As the Archbishop desired to unite
all parties as much as possible in the projected
reformation of religion, he invited Gardiner to
lend him his assistance in the composition of the
Homilies, alleging as a reason for the entertain-
ment of such a design that it had originated in the
late King’s reign. The Bishop of Winchester
admitted in reply, that in 1542, it had been King
Henry’s intention to send forth a volume adapted
for popular instruction, but he added, that « since
that time his old master’s mind changed, and God
had given him the gift of pacification,” nor, he
asserted, could any innovations in ecclesiastical
affairs be now legally made, because some decrees
of convocation still in force had “ extinguished
those devices” Of the letter containing these
matters he sent a copy to the Protector, in the
hope of engaging that nobleman to prevent by
his authority the projected design from . being
carried into execution. Somerset, however, had

! Strype, Eccl. Mem, 72.
* Heylin attributes the Homilies wholly to bim. Hist.
Ref. 34.
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taken a judicious and conscientious view of his
. duty : hence he was not to be deterred from en-

lightening the popular mind by any of those ex-
pedients for gaining time which had become the
only refuge of the Romish party. The Archbishop
urged upon Gardiner in answer to his letter, that
during the convocation which sat five years be-
fore, he had himself conversed upon the pro-
priety of instructing the pation by means of cer-
tain discourses prepared for that purpose. To
this the Bishop replied, « that it was true, they
had communed then of such things, but they took
not effect at that time; nor needed they to be
put in execution now. And that in his judge-
ment it could not be done without a new autho-
rity and command from the King’s Majesty.”
He then endeavoured to awaken the fears of the
Primate, and of other leading men, by suggesting
that it was not safe, *“ to make new stirs in reli-
gion : that the Lord Protector did well in putting
out a proclamation to stop vain rumours, and that
he thought it best not to enterprise any thing
whereby the people might be tempted to break
this proclamation': that as in a natural body

! ¢ Many there were that now ‘whispered, and secretly spread
abroad in markets, fairs, alehouses, and other places, reports of
innovations, and changes in religion and ceremonies of the
Church; and that they were done by the King, the Protector,
and others of the privy council. Therefore for the stopping of
these false rumours, May 24, a proclamation was issued out
against these reporters ; assuring the King’s subjects, that such
pretended innovations were never begun, nor attempted by the
Kiog and his council. And besides these rumours concerning

15
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rest did confirm and strengthen, so it was in the
commonwealth ; trouble travaileth, and bringeth
things to looseness.” He then proceeded to re-
mind the Archbishop, « that he was not certain
even of his ewn life, when the old order should
be broken, and a new one brought in by homi-
lies; that these changes were not effected in a
day, nor without exposing many persons to pu-
nishments, painful to those who must inflict
them ;” and that * plans likely to engender conten-
tions were peculiarly unsuited to a time when
the King was a minor ™.” These representations

religion, they also spread bruits of other things and facts, sound-
ing to the dishonour and slander of the King's Majesty, the
Protector, and others of the council, and to the disquieting and
disturbing of his subjects. Therefore, for the preventing of these
reports, and discovering the talebearers, all justices and others
of the King’s chief officers in the realm were, by the said procla-
mation, commanded tosearch for them, and imprison them, accord-
ing to former acts and statutes of the King’s noble progenitors,
made to reform and punish, as lewd and vagrant, persons telling
and reporting false news, and tales,” Strype, Eccl. Mem. II. 56.

= Strype, Mem. Cranm. 211. and Appendix. 782. King Ed.
ward’s minority having been constantly alleged by Romanists as
a reason why the reformations of his reign should not have been
carried into effect, it may be worth while to observe, that Josiah,
so highly commended in Scripture, set the example of forsaking
& system of false religion, analogous to Popery, when he was only
in his sixteenth year. (II Chron. xxxiv. 8.) Josephus, indeed,
says, that he began his public reformation, assisted by the advice
of his counsellors, when he was but twelve years of age. (An-
tiqu. B. x. ch. 4.) Nor_can it be reasonably denied, that if de-
tected abuses are not to be corrected during the minority of a
sovereign, it would farnish a ground for considering individuals
under a ripe age as incapable of the crown.
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failing to influence 'the Primate, he proceeded,
as his important station required of him, in the
preparation of a work likely to dispel the igno-
_rance and error by which the land was over-
spread.

The disocourses which appeared soon after this
time are twelve in number, and form the first
book of our authorised homilies*. The subjects
handled in these pieces are selected with a view
as well to the general improvement of the people,
- as to some of the less prominent, but really vital
prejudices derived from a Popish education. The
first homily is entitled, 4 frustful exhortation to
the readmg of Holy Scrzpture In this excellent
discourse is displayed, in very forcible language,
the necessity of scriptural knowledge to all who
would know God, themselves, and their duty.
In the homely phraseology, tolerable in any
quarter at that period, and especially suited for
" popular instruction, is displayed the ruinous folly
of listening to the pretended traditions of men,
rather than to the undoubted Word of God.
" ¢ Let us,” it is said, « diligently search for the
well of life in the books of the Old and New Tes-
tament, and not run to the stinking puddles of

= « The second (book) was not finished till about the time: of
his (King Edward’s) death; so it was not published before
Queen Elizabeth’s time.” (Burnet on the Thirty-Nine Articles.
Lond. -1759. p. 472.) Bishop Tomline has in a note thus
treated this matter. * The first book of Homilies was published
in 1547, and was supposed to be written chiefly by- Cranmer ;
the second in 1560, and was probably written by Jewell.” Ele-
ments of Christian Theology, II. 535.
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men’s traditions, devised by men’s imaginations,
for our justification and salvation. For in Holy
Scripture is fully contained what we ought to do,
and what to eschew, what to believe, what to
love, and what to look for at God’s hands at
length.” These words are succeeded by a series
of excellent observations upon the numerous ad-
vantages offered by the reading of Scripture, and
objections to this practice are met in the follow-
ing forcible language. “ If you will not know
the truth of God, (a thing most necessary for
you,) lest you fall into error ; by the same reason
you may then lie still, and never go, lest, if you
g0, you fall into the mire; nor eat any good
meat, lest you take a surfeit; nor sow your corn,
nor labour in your occupation, nor use your mer-
chandise, for fear you lose your seed, your la-
bour, your stock, and so by that reason it should
be best for you to live idly, and never to take in
hand to do any manner of good thing, lest perad-
venture some evil thing may chance thereof.
And if you be afraid to fall into error by reading
of Holy Scripture, I shall shew you how you may
read it without danger of error. Read it humbly
with a meek and lowly heart to the intent you
may glorify God, and not yourself with the know-
ledge of it : and read it not without daily praying
to-God, that he would direct your reading to good
effect; and take upon you to expound it no fur-
ther than you can plainly understand it. For as
St. Augustme saith, the knowledge of Holy
Scripture i is a great, large, and a lugh place ; but
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the door is very low, so that the high and arro-
gant man cannot run in; but he must stoop low,
and humble himself, that shall enter into it.
Presumption and arrogancy are the mother of all
error ; and humility needeth to fear no error.
For humility will only search to know the truth ;
it will search, and will bring together one place
with another, and where it cannot find out the
meaning, it will pray, it will ask of others that
know, and will not presumptuously and rashly
define any thing which it knoweth not. There-
fore the humble man may search any truth boldly
in the Scripture, without any danger of error.
And if he be ignorant, he ought the more to read
it, and to search Holy Scripture to bring him out
of ignorance °.”

° In ¢ A Papist misrepresented and represented,” (p. 32.) we
are told, “ It is not for the preserving ignorance, he allows a
restraint upon the reading the Scriptures, but for the preventing
a blind, ignorant presumption ; and that it may be done to edifi-
cation, and not to destruction, and without casting what is holy
to dogs, or pearls to swine.” It may be sufficient to remark re-
specting this sort of anxiety to guard the Scripture from indis-
criminate contact, that it does not appear to have been felt by
our Saviour, or his Apostles. On the contrary, Jesus said to the
Jews “ Search the Scriptures:” (St. John v. 89.) and in the
Acts (xvii. 11.) it is said of the Bereans, that * These were
more noble than those of Thessalonica, in tAat they received the
word with all readiness of mind, and searched the Scriptures daily,
whether these things were s0.” St. Peter, it is true, as Romisb
polemics do not forget to tell their readers, says, that there are in
-St. Paul’s epistles, “ some things hard to be understood, which
they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the
other Scriptures, unto their own destruction.” (11 St. Pet. iii.
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The second homily is upon The misery of man-
kind, and it contains much excellent matter cal-
culated to leave upon the mind a thorough con-
viction of human unworthiness, both from a coz-
rupt nature, and from vicious habits. In this
discourse appears no direct allusion to any of the
theological questions most agitated at the period
of the Reformation ; but a discerning reader could
hardly fail of remarking, that by the seriptural
declarations submitted to his notice, asserting the
universal prevalence of iniquity and unworthi-
ness, every doctrine depending upon the admis-
sion of human merit is plainly overthrown.

- The third homily, on The saloation of mankind,
by only Christ our Saviour, from sin and death
everlasting, was according to respectable contem-

16.) The Apostle, however, does not add that it is therefore
proper to restrain any man from aceess to Scripture. His
words, indeed, only assert of the Scripture, what may be said of
every thing else within the reach of man, that it may be abused ;
at the same time furnishing an argument for the propriety of
consigning theology as their especial employment to a particular
oider of men. As for the defections from their Church which,
as Romanists truly state, have flowed from the reading of Scrip-
ture, these have originated not with the unlearned, but with sach
persons as no Papist would venture to interdict from access to
Secriptare. Luther, Zuingle, Cranmer, Ridley, Calvin, and other
leaders of the Reformation were among the first theologians
of their own, or of any age. Nor has an indiscriminate access to
Scripture engendered so much discordance of opinion as is com-
monly attributed to it. On the contrary, the great majority of
those who read their Bibles, agree as to the essentials of faith and
morals; their differences chiefly relating to eeclesiastical discipline,
and to some of the more abstruse speculations of theology.
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porary evidence? composed entirely by Archbi-
shop Cranmer. In this discourse is explained the
doctrine of justification ° by faith, which in the
hands of Luther, a few years before, had given so
severe a shock to the prevailing confidence in
personal austerities, and in alleged sacramental
operations. It is clearly proved in the homily,
from Scripture, and the fathers, that the remis-
sion of sin wholly depends upon the Redeemer’s
sufferings ; and hence it follows; that no pe-
nance can be so severe, no religious office so ef-
fectual as to secure the justification of any human
being. . This doctrine, however, largely detracts
from the importance assigned by Romanists both
to the departed spirits of holy men, and to sacra-
mental ministrations. But while so much solici-
tude is manifested in this discourse, to impress
- upon the minds of men, that the meritorious
cause of human justification is only Christ; that,
in other words, it flows entirely through faith in
the Saviour ’, not in any degree, through the acts

? Bishop Woolton, in his Christian Manuell, 1576. Introduc-
tion to Todd’s Declarations of our Reformers, 13.

4 Justification is the state of individuals who, having had their
former sins remitted, are accounted just in the sight of God, and
as such are placed in a condition for the attainment of salvation.

* The difficulty of rightly understanding this subject, as Bi-
shop Sherlock excellently observes, * arises from confounding
and blending together ideas which are perfectly distinct, from
not separating between faith considered as a principle of know-
ledge, and as a principle of religion.” (Sermons, 1. 385. Lond.
1769.) “ Religion is a struggle between sense and faith. The
tempi.qtions to sin are the pleasures of this life ; the incitements
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of the penitent, or the offices of religion; espe-
cial care is taken to guard against the corrup-
tions and scandals of antinomianism. It is clearly
taught, that faith, when once seated in the soul,
unless it is fruitful in good works, furnishes
no Christian ground of dependence; but that a
man who professes religion without a conscien-
tious regard to the duties which it enjoins, is de-
ceiving himself as to the nature, and conse-
quently, as to the issue of his principles.

The draught of this homily having been com-
pleted, after a very laborious and careful inves-
tigation, Cranmer sent it to Bishop Gardiner.
To him it appeared highly objectionable. He
could not, indeed, admit the doctrine which it in-
culcated without abandoning a belief in the effi-
cacy of will-worship, congruous merit, and sacer-
dotal intervention®’. Not being prepared to sur-
render at discretion such a mass of deeply-rooted

to virtue are the pleasures of the next. These are only seen by
faith; those are the objects of every sense. On the side of vir-
tue all the motives, all the objects of faith engage: on the side
of vice stand the formidable powers of sense, passion, and affec-
tion. Where the heart is established in the fulness of faith, the
heavenly host prevails, and virtue triumphs over all the works of
darkness : but where sense governs, sin enters, and is served by
every evil passion of the heart. If this be the case; if religion
has nothing to oppose to the present allurements of the world,
but the hopes and glories of futurity, which are seen only by
faith ; it is no more absurd to say men are saved by faith, than
it is to say they are ruined by sense and passion ; which we all
know has so much of truth in it, that it can have nothing of
absurdity.” Ibid. 870. '
* Hist. Ref. under King Henry VIIL II. 810.
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prejudices, he told the Archbishop, that * he
would yield to him in this homily, if he could be
shewn any passage in an ancient writer excluding
charity in the office of justification':” and he
added, that the doctrine inculcated by the homily
was against Scripture. The Archbishop then
proceeded to explain his meaning, and to argue,
that faith, independently of moral, penitential,
or sacramental acts, is the only channel through
which men are justified. But Gardiner would
make no concession, though it might seem, he
was much at a loss for such solid reasons as his
opponent would admit. At length the Primate
left him with these words:  Your Lordship ap-
proves of nothing unless it has been done by
yourself; and with respect to the homily on which
we have been talking, it really seems, that your -
chief reason for disliking it is because your ad-
vice was not asked as to the propriety of compo-
sing it®.” '

The fourth homily treats of faith, the fifth of

t It is forgotten by those who incline to this opinion expressed
by Bishop Gardiner upon justification, that repentance is the
first step mentioned in Scripture towards man’s reconciliation
to God. Consequent upon true repentance is an effective
confidence in the divine promises and threatenings, leading to
justification, and marked by that change of mind which is fruit-
ful in good works; the principles of religion, before, perhaps,
seated in the mind, now affect the heart, an antipathy is engen-
dered towards the corruptions of sense, and actions really virtu-
ous are those alone which the altered man can easily be brought
to practise.

* Strype, Mem. Cranm. 212
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good works; both of them are from the pen of
Cranmer *, and from them, together with his pre-
ceding one upon salvation, may be derived a com-
plete and easily intelligible view of a Christian’s
profession. The general appearance of these
discourses is not controversial : the majority of
the principles which they inculcate being such as
the bulk of Romanists would hesitate to pro-
nounce objectionable. In the homily upon good
works, however, a severe attack is made upon the
grosser Romish superstitions. It is taught, that
moral duties prescribed by the written Word of
God, not ritual or penitential observances, origi-
nating in the traditions of men, are the genuine
fruits of alively faith. Yet it is observed, to un-
authorised devices men have been prone from the
beginning. The father of our race, disregarding
God’s express command, at Satan’s instigation,
ate the forbidden fruit. The early Gentiles, un-
mindful of the truths revealed to their fathers,
adored various dead men and women, as inferior
mediators. Even the delivered Israelites were so
much led astray by the traditions of Heathenism,
that during the temporary absence of Moses, they
ventured to set up the symbolical golden calf. A
similar tendency to these traditional corruptions,
displaying itself in a manner more or less offen-
sive, clung to the Jews during the whole continu-
ance of their civil polity, and called down the se-
verest animadversions of our Blessed Saviour.
Since his time, men have not ceased to profess
* Todd’s Introd. 18.
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religion in a manner unknown to the record of
God’s will. “ What man,” it is asked, “ having
any judgment or learning, joined with a true zeal
unto God, doth not see and lament to have en- °
tered into Christ’s religion, such false doctrine,
superstition, idolatry, hypocrisy, and other enor-
mities and abuses, so as by little and little, through
the sour leaven thereof, the sweet bread of God’s
holy Word hath been much hindered and laid
apart? Neither had the Jews in their blindness
80 many pilgrimages unto images, nor used so
much kneeling, kissing, and censing of them, as
hath been used in our time. Sects and feigned
religions * were neither the fortieth part so many -
among the Jews, nor more superstitiously and
ungodlily abused, than of late days they have
been among us: which sects and religions had so
many hypocritical and feigned works in their
state of religion, as they arrogantly named it, that
their lamps, as they said, ran always ever, able to
satisfy not only for their own sins, but'also for all
other their benefactors, brothers, and sisters of
religion, as most ungodlily and craftily they had
persuaded the multitude of ignorant people ;
keeping in divers places, as it were, marts or
markets of merits, being full of their holy relics,
images, shrines, and works of overflowing abun-
dance ready to be sold : and all things which they
had were called holy, holy cowls, holy girdles, holy

Y That is, combinations of monks and ftiars, usually termed
religious orders ; each of which is distinguished by certain pecu-
liarities. ’
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pardons, beads, holy- shoes, holy rules, and all
full of holiness. And what thing can be more
foolish, more superstitious, or ungodly, than that
men, women, and children, should wear a frier's
coat to deliver them from agues or pestilence ? or
when they die, or when they be buried, cause it
to be cast upon them, in hope thereby to be
saved 1" If this catalogue of base devices for
duping and pillaging mankind were read to an
assembly of modern Protestants, the advocates of
Romanism would affirm, that the picture was
overcharged, the practices really existing unau-
thorised, and infrequent: but those to whom the
homilies were originally addressed could not deny,
that the whole land had teemed with pretenders to
superior holiness, and with superstitious wares;
and that both of these, however repugnant to God’s
recorded will, were encouraged by all the leading
ecclesiastics of the time. Nor could serious and
candid readers of their Bibles elude a conviction,
that the censures passed by Christ upon the tra-
ditionists of the Jewish Church, were applicable
to the same class of persons among Christians.
In the latter case as in the former, the alleged
supplement made what is unquestionably “the
commandment of God, of none effect*.” Civil
obedience was weakened by the claims of a fo-
reign prelate; individuals personally renounced
the world, but they were members of opulent
communities *, in a state to disregard the calls of

* Homilies. Oxf. 1802. * St. Matt. xv. 6.
* ¢ By this subtle sophistical term Proprium in commune, that
VOL. III. F
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a needy relative, yet to enrich the common purse
by accepting whatever might be offered; marri-
age, which God has allowed to all, was renouaced
under the plea of sanctity, by those who noteri-
ously gave way to detestable lewdness; and un-
der pretence of long prayers and masses for the
dead, were devoured widows’ houses ‘.

The remaining homilies, which are seven-in
number, treat only of practical subjects®, and
thus the whole publication is eminently credita-
ble to the temper and discretion of those who
prepared it. We find in it no unsparing attacks
upon the more excusable prejudices of any men,

is to say, Proper in common, they (monks) mocked the world,
persuading, that notwithstanding all their possessions and riches,
yet they kept their vow, and were in wilful poverty.” Homi-
lies. 47.

¢ « But for all their riches, they might neither help fathex or
mother, nor other that were indeed very needy and poor, with-
out the licence of their father abbot, prior, or warden ; and yet
they might take of every man, but they might not give aught to
any man, no not to them whom the laws of God bound them to
help; and, so, through their traditions and rules, the laws of
God could bear no rule with them.” (Ibid.) Any man sc-
quainted with his Bible, could hardly fail, when reminded .of
these facts, to think of what Christ said to the Jewish tradition-
ists of old. “ But ye say, Whosoever shall say to his father or
his mother, It is a gift by whatsoever thou mightest be profited
by me; and honour not his father or his mother; he shall be
free.” St. Matt. xv. 5, 6.

¢ St. Mark xii. 40.

® Their titles are, Of Christian love.and charity: Agaimt
swearing and perjury: Of the declining from God: An exhor-
tation againet the fear of death: An exhortation to obedience:
Against whoredom and adulter{ l Against strife and contention.



1347.) UNDER KING EDWARD VL 687

only an exposure of such Romish abuses as the
mere candid friends of Popery have ever viewed
with regret. It is, indeed, true that no Romish
principle is advocated, and that Christian tradi-
tions are placed upon ‘a level with those of Ju-
daism and Pagamism. With respect to these
things, hewever, it was happily now in men’s
power to compare the authorised exposition of
their faith and duty with the Sacred Record. Nor
if in this they counld discover no clear warrant for
Romish peculiarities, and should mark our Sa-
viour’s reprobation of such doctrines as are only
grounded upon tradition; could honest and intel-
ligent enquirers doubt, that in teaching nothing
incapable of proof from the infallible Word of
God, their spiritual guides had acted with that
sound wisdom which alone could entitle them to
the public eonfidence.

In addition to the homilies, it was determined
that each parish in the kingdom should be com-
pelled to provide itself with the Paraphrase of
Erasmus. It seems not improbable, that the late
King had been disposed to patronise an English
translation of this work, for Nicholas Udal’, who

f « An excellent grammarian and instructor of youth, as well
as a learned divine : afterward (in 1551,) a Prebendary of Wind-
sor: a person he was that devoted himself wholly, during: his
life, to writing or translating matters that might be of public pro-
fit and use—Divers select persons were made use of in this
translation, that it might the more speedily and correctly be
done for the common benefit. Udal translated the paraphrase
upon St. Luke : and that which he did besides was, the digest-
ing and placing the texts throughout the Gospels and the Acts,

F2
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chiefly edited that part of it now published, had
completed a version of St. Luke in the year 1543,
and had dedicated it to the Queen Catharine
Parrs. At the suggestion of that religious queen,
the Lady Mary had employed herself in rendering
into English the paraphrase upon St. John"; but
she appears to have prosecuted the ‘design with
no great spirit, and at last, she made it over to
her chaplain, Dr. Malet. Of this work, by which
Erasmus had unintentionally produced an effect
so powerful, only the four Gospels with the Acts
of the Apostles were already in an English dress,
and these were now published by authority '.
Private individuals were also active in enlight-
‘ening, by means of the press, the pvblic mind res-
‘pecting the usurpations and errors of Popery.
Henry, Lord Stafford published a translation of
the treatise upon the royal and ecclesiastical ju-
risdictions *, printed in Latin during the reign of
the late King, and in his name. At the end of

except in the Gospel of St. Mark, done by another, to the intent
the reader might perceive, where and how the process and cir-
cumstance of the paraphrase answered to the text, and how it
was joined with it.” Strype, Eccl. Mem. 11. 45.

s Ibid. 48.

b ¢ Perhaps she did this, the better to please the King her
father.” Ibid. 46.

i ¢ The rest of the New Testament was not so ready for the
press, and came pot forth till about 1549. The second impres-
sion was in the year 1552. Both printed by Edward Whit-
church.” 1bid. 48.

t Entitled * De vera Differentia inter Regiam Potestatem et
Ecclesiasticam.”  Called the King's Book, either because King
Henry was the author, or rather the authoriser of it. Ibid. 41.
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October, was brought out a translation of the plan
for reforming the Church drawn up by Herman,
the virtuous and enlightened Archbishop Elector
of Cologne'. These works were probably pub-
lished with the approbation of the English go-
vernment : two other translations, levelled at the
mass and the abuses which have flowed from it,
seem by their severity to have proceeded from
some unauthorised men of letters®. Amidst this
activity of the press, Archbishop Cranmer exerted
himself with his usual diligence. An elementary
book of religious instruction, which had been
published at Nuremberg, in the German lan-
guage, was translated into Latin by Justus Jonas,
the younger, now living with the Archbishop, by
whom the little work was rendered, somewhat
altered, into English®. The piece was published
. under the title of « Catechismus, that is to say, A

! Ibid. = Tbid. 44.

®* Strype, Mem. Cranm. 227. * Justus Jonas was the friend
and fellow-labourer of Luther and Melancthon, whose son re-
sided long at Lambeth, and seems to have been the principal
medium of correspondence between the Archbishop and the Lu-
therans.” (Notes to Abp. Laurence’s Bampton Lectures. 210.)
The most Reverend author of these excellent sermons says,
¢ That the doctrine of the Eucharist contained in this catechism
is completely Lutheran, has never been denied.” Perhaps, how-
ever, it would be more accurate to say that this Catechism main-
tains the corporal presence without attempting to define the man-
ner of it, hence leaving a latitude for explaining that doctrine
either upon Romish, or upon Lutheran principles. Cranwer, it
should be recollected, denied that he had ever adopted Luther’s
opinion of the Eucharist. See Hist. Ref. under King Henry
VIIL L. 854. T
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Short Instruction into the Christian Religion, for
the singular commodity and profit of children and
young people : set forth by the most reverend fa-
ther in God, Thomas, Archbishop of Cemterbury.”
This work can scarcely be called a catechism in the
ordinary modern acceptatién of the word *, the in-
struction being conveyed, not by means of inter-
rogatories, but in the form of a continued address
from a pastor to the younger members of his
flock. It opems with an exhortation to a virtu-
ous life, proceeds to an exposition of the Deca- -
logue, the Creed, and the Lord’s Prayer, and com-
prises observations upon Baptism, the Eucharist,
and the sacerdotal character. In the Decalogue
is adopted, to appearance, the Romish mode of
suppressing the second commandment, and of di-
viding, according to the usage of the times, the
tenth into two. But this arrangement appears
to have been determined upon merely to prevent
ignorant people from being confounded by a ver-
sion of the Decalogue to which they were unused;
for at the end of an exposition of the first com-
mandment, the second is subjoined exactly as it
is expressed by Moses, and it is added: “ These
words by most interpreters of late time belong to
the first commandment, although after the inter-
pretation of many ancient authors they be the se-

® There is, however, no impropriety in the term as used by
the Archbishop, its derivation being from Karyyéw, fo sound
down, instruction, namely, into the ears of those requiring it.
All delivery of instruction therefore by word of mouth may be
correctly designated, upon etymological principles, cateckising.
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cond commandment.” The necessity for this Di-
vine imjunction is then asserted, because “ God
did foresee that in the latter days men should
come, which would maintain worshipping of im-
ages, not only with painted celours, but also with
painted words, saying, We kneel not to the image,
but before the image ; We worship not the image,
but the thing which is represented by the image ;
We worship not the creatures, but the Creator in
the creatures. And such like excuses the great-
est idolaters did always pretend.” Therefore, it
is added, in order to prevent plain understand-
ings from being entangled by such sophistry, God
commands his people to abstain frem “ bowing
down” to any graven image, or similitude. Among
the evils resulting from the religious use of images,
it is observed that they tend to furnish igno-
rant minds with debasing notions of God, for
when uninformed persons see the Almighty Fa-
ther represented as an aged man with a white
beard, they paturally coneeive, that he is a cor-
poreal heing like themselves. The Archbishop,
however, treats this subject with his usual can-
dour, not utterly denying in the end, that images
may be suffered in churches, but concluding, that,
under existing circumstances, it would be better
to have them wholly removed. As to the Eu-
charist, this catechism strongly maintains the real
presence, in opposition’ to those who considered
- the Lord’s Supper merely as commemorative, and
it reprobates the question usually asked as to the
Teasonableness of supposing a_priest capable of
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making Christ’s body ; but it does not plainly as-
sert transubstantiation, and therefore there is
reason to believe that when Cranmer published
this piece, he was beginning to waver upon the
subject of that doctrine?. Upon half-communion
however his mind was evidently made up, for he
exhorts his catechumens by no means to acquiesce
under that sacrilegious abuse.

Another literary labour which employed the
Archbishop, probably about this time, was the
compilation of a treatise in Latin upon tradition.
This piece, like the excellent compiler’s other
works, merely aims at ugility : being little more
than a collection of passages from Scripture and
the fathers to prove the sufficiency of Holy Writ
as the source of religious knowledge, and the in-
competence, not only of every thing haman, but
even of angelic revelations, or voices from the
dead, to establish articles of faith, not evidently
deducible from the Sacred Record. In the course
. of this work, the several passages of Scripture,
cited by Papists as authorities for their traditions,
are examined, and it is shewn, that they will not

? The following are the Archbishop’s words upon this subject.
¢ And whereas in this perilous time certain deceitful persons be
found in many places who of very forwardness will not grant that
there is the body and blood of Christ, but deny the same for
none other cause, but that they cannot compass by man’s reason
how this thing should be brought to pass, ye, good children, shall
with all diligence beware of such persons, that ye suffer not
yourselves to be deceived by them. For such men surely are
not true Christians, neither as yet have they learned the first
article of the Creed, which teacheth that God is Almighty.”
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fairly bear that interpretation which expositors in
. league with- Rome labour to put upon them®.
This work of Cranmer’s was translated into En-
glish, with some additions, during the Marian
times, by one of those pious exiles who fled to -
she continent, in order to avbid the fierceness of
that persecution which the triumphant tradition-
ists were maintaining in England.

- While theolegians were thus intent upon en-
lightening the public mind, more active spirits
found employment in watching the course of po-
litical events. The Scots, now that the sceptre of
South Britain had fallen into the hands of a minor
king, considered the superior resources of their
English neighbours as much less formidable than
heretofore, and hence they freely gave indulgence
to that partiality for a French alliance which had
80 long prevailed among them. Somerset viewed
this increasing alienation of the northern kingdom
with much uneasiness, and when he found that
the artifices of party were likely to prevent that
marriage between the two young monarchs of
Britain, which had formed one of King Henry’s
latest cares, he lost no time in preparing for war.
As a pretext for commencing hostilities he re-
solved to bring forward once more that claim of
feudal superiority which had so often galled the
pride of a high-minded people, and had served as
the harbinger of slaughter and rapine through the
fairest portions of their country. Bishop Tunstall,

9 Strype, Mem. Cranm. 228.
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accordingly, was instructed to search among the
records of his see for proofs of the authority ex-
ercised by England over her northern neighbour.
Among other documents, the prelate discovered a
record of the homage rendered by William of Scet-
land to Henry II. of England, in which it ap-
peared, that a very unqualified submission had
then been made by the Scots to the English crown.
A doubt has, however, been started respecting the
genuineness of this instrument, ypon the ground
of that disposition to forge papers, according with
their own prejudices, or the interest of their pa-
trons, known to have prevailed among the monkish
scribes, and registrars, of the dark ages’. Bat
" the character of this instrument is not, and never
was of any importance ; as the parade of searching
for proofs. to establish an obsolete claim was
merely a pretext to justify the English govern-
ment in assuming a hostile attitude. Tunstall
was, indeed, instructed to meet, in company with
Sir Robert Bowes, some Scottish commissioners,
on the 4th of August, on the borders of the two
kingdoms, and to take with him the documentary
evidence which he had collected ; but then he was
to abandon that, and every other ground of dis-
cussion, if he should find the Scots disposed to
enter upon the matrimonial treaty. This was a
point, unfortunately, upon which the northern
commissioners came provided with no instructions,
and, therefore, all hope of an amicable arrangement

* Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 51.
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having failed, both nations looked to a field of battle
as-the arbiter of their respective differences”.
The truth appears to be, that the Scots, having

made very formidable preparations for resisting
any attack upon them, were little inclined even to
make a shew of abandoning that line of policy
which was most popular in the country. The
Protector, being apprised of this, travelled towards
the end of August to Newecastle, and assumed the
personal command of an army gwaiting there
orders to commence hostilities. This force, con-"
sisting of sixteen thousand men, soon after entered
unopposed the Scottish tertitory. The English,
indeed, found the roads broken up, and some small
castles to bid them a temporary defiance : but the
dryness of tlie season prevented them from suf-
fering much inconvenience from the former cause,
and their great numerical superiority soon ¢com-
pelled the surrender of the petty garrisons which
pretended to impede their progress. At length
an advanced party of the Scots was encountered
at Falside, and defeated with great loss, after a
protracted struggle. The main body of the
enemy, thirty thousand strong, well supplied with
artillery, and ably commanded, was now in sight;
and the English generals could not contemplate
the prospect before them without great uneasiness.
Indeed the Scottish army was formidable from the
spirit which pervaded it, as well as from its num-
bers and appointments. The national pride was
fired by a report, industriously spread abroad, that
) . * Ibid. 50.
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the Protector aimed at carrying away by force
their infant Queen; and in order to maintain con-
fidence among the troops it was asserted, that
twelve gallies, with fifty other vessels, having
already set sail from France, might be expected
every day to land ample reinforcements upon the
Scottish shore. Fully aware of the situation in
which he stood, Somerset tried the effect of a pa-
cific overture. He begged the Scots to consider,
that both parties as Christians were bound to pre-
vent as much as possible the effusion of blood ;
that the war was undertaken by the English only
for the purpose of uniting in perpetual peace two
communities already one people by identity of lan-
guage, contiguity of territory, and insular separa-
tion from all the world besides ; that an unexcep-
tionable opportunity for extinguishing the hostile
spirit, ever plunging into trouble the two nations,
was now offered by means of a marriage between
the two young sovereigns, an arrangement calcu-
lated to benefit importantly both kingdoms, but
especially the northern one. In the event of these
representations being found to fail in bringing
about a ratification of the matrimonial treaty, it
was even proposed to withdraw the English army,
and to compensate all who had suffered by the in-
vasion, if the Scots would only stipulate to edu-
cate the Queen in her own country, and not to
affiance her to any suitor before she should be of
sufficient age to -make her own election. Con-
fident in their superiority of numbers, and aware,
that a want of provisions was apprehended by
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the enemy, the Scottish leaders refused to treat
upon these equitable terms. They would not
even allow the purport of the English overtures
to be known through the camp, lest it should
damp the ardour of their troops. It was merely
resolved among a few officers of distinction, who
deliberated upon Somerset’s proposals, that if the
English were disposed to withdraw, they should
be allowed an unmolested passage into their own
country. The bearer of this reply also related
that he had heard the Earl of Huntley express a
wish te be allowed an -apportunity, in company
with ten or more of his countrymen, to meet
Somerset, attended by an equal number of En-
glishmen, and to have the disputes between the
two nations decided by the issue of a combat be-
tween these chosen champions. The Protector,
however, would not consent to render his adminis-
tration contemptible at the outset by retreating in-
gloriously into England, and as for Huntley’s
reported challenge, he observed, that the quarrel
being not personal, but national, it demanded no
attention. Somerset's mode of treating this affair
displeased the Earl of Warwick, and he sent an
intimation to Huntley of his willingness to give
him the meeting which he was understood to de-
sire. The northern peer replied, that he had
never spoken the words imputed to him, and both
parties, finding negociation hopeless, prepared for
the frightful realities of war ‘. :

t Ibid. 54.



78 HISTORY OF THE REFORMATION  [1547.

The rival camps were pitched on opposite sides
of the Esk, at some distance from its banks. - The
English were first in motion, having advaneed ¢to
occupy a hill commanding the enemy’s position.
In order to frustrate this design, the Scots, who
were. encamped much nearer to the river than
their opponents, promptly forded it, and posted
themselves upon the elevated ground to which the .
hoestile commander was marching. Their exulta-
tion at the success of this movement was increased,
when they saw the English full back, and an
opinjon immediately prevailed among them, that
the invaders, at length seriously alarmed, were
taking measures to embark on board the fleet,
which was stationed off the neighbouring coast.
The object, however, of the English was merely
to occupy another commanding position, one in
fact, as it afterwards appeared, more advantageous
than. that to which their steps were originally
directed. The low ground now between the two
armies was called the field of Pinkey, and into it
the Scots descended, eager to prevent the hostile
force from taking refuge in its ships, before it had
smarted under the vengeance of an exasperated
people. The English genexals had maiked the
enemy’s approach, and made dispositions to re-
ceive him. The two armies met® so near.the
shore, that a fire from the shipping was opened
upon the Scots, and it cansed a troop of Irigh in
their pay to fall into considerable disorder. This

* September 10. Ibid.
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was no sooner observed by Lord Grey, who com-
manded the men at arms, than, without waiting
for orders, he charged the enemy; but his temerity
cost him dear, for his gallant horsemen, after sus-
taining some loss, were fain to retreat in confusion;
and the noble commander was severely wounded.
Elated by this advantage, the Scots appear to have
‘been thrown somewhat off their guard, and ac-
‘cordingly, by another charge of the English horse,
Jjudiciously made, and sufficiently supported, they
were plunged into inextricable confusion. They
concluded that all was lost, many threw down
their arms, some of them even stripped off, for
the sake of greater celerity, the heavier articles of
their dress, and all fled with. the utmost preeipi-
tation. The English Infantry were scarcely even
engaged on this memorable day. The cavalry,
however; not contented with having achieved a
victory sosignal, pursued the panic-stricken enemy
with great ardour, and even cruelty*. The coun-
try was for miles strewed with the bodies of the
slain, and a bloody tinge discoloured the waters
of the Esk as they mingled with the ocean’.
From the circumstances of this as well as of other
encounters between the two British nations, it
appears, that the English were far more advaneed
-in military science than their northern neighbours.
'Like most communities in the infancy of civiliza-
tion, the, Scots evinced unquestionable bravery
whenever an opportunity was afforded for the

x Hayward, 284. ? Holinshed, Hayward.
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display of individual valour, but as a mass they
were little able to withstand the steady charge of
troops more highly disciplined. Hence when any
untoward circumstance occasioned an alarm at
the outset of a battle, it was generally found im-
possible to remedy the mischief : if some foremost
men were foiled in their attempts at resistance,
those behind them gave up all for lost, and were
insensible to every impulse, save anxiety for their
personal safety.

Inthe disastrous rout-of Pinkey, it appears to
have been officially stated by the English govern-
-ment, fifteen thousand Scots were slain, and two
thousand- taken prisoners*. All their ordnance
and baggage also fell into the hands of the victors®.
The English loss is said to have been compara-
tively trifling, amounting only to fifty-two killed,
and a considerable number wounded®. Of the
spoils to grace the triumph of the victors, a silken
banner, intended to excite the fanaticism of the
Scottish army, was the most remarkable. On this
was represented the figure of a female, with
dishevelled hair, kneeling before a crucifix, and

* Circular letter from the Archbishop of Canterbury to the
bishops of his province, enjoining a thanksgiving for the victory.
(Strype, Mem. Cranm. 219.) Perhaps this is an exaggerated
statement, as Sir John Hayward computes the Scottish loss in
slain at ten thousand, or, according to another estimate, at four-
teen thousand. He also says, “ The Scottish prisoners accounted
by the Marshal’s book were about fifteen hundred.” 286.

* The Archbishop’s circular ut supra.

* Hayward, 286. “ The Scotch writers say he lost between
two and three hundred.” Burnet, Hist. Ref, II, 56.
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round the ensign was this inscription, Afflicte
sponse ne obliviscaris. A numerous band of mo-
nastic and other ecclesiastical persons was with
the Scottish army, and this was supposed to be
the banner round which they proceeded to the
battle. These unfortunate priests suffered se-
verely for their criminal interference with matters
alien from their profession. In the rout no fugi-
tives were butchered with less remorse . .

Severe as had been the blow inflicted upon
Scotland, the Protector was well aware, that the
nation though stunned, was not vanquished.
‘Hence he was anxious to accomplish the objects
of his govéernment, while the recent discomfiture
still weighed down the spirits of the enemy. For
this purpose he conversed with the captured no-
blemen upon the matrimonial treaty so often de-
bated. At one of these conferences, the Earl of
Huatley, using the blunt freedom of an unpolished
soldier, spoke, probably, the sentiments of .the
wisest men in Scotland. He expressed himself
well affected to the proposed marriage, but he
added, “ I nothing like the kind of wooing.” The
aggressions of England were, indeed, calculated

* < % The English shewed themselves valourous, and with great
effusion of bleod, especially of kirkmen, votaries, and other ee-
clesiastical persons, upon whom all irreligious cruelty was exer-
cised, became victorious.” (MS. Hist. Ref. Bibl. Harl.) ¢ Could
this crucifix (on their banner) have spoken, as one is said te
have spoken to St. Francis, and another to St. Thomas, it might
happily have told them, that neither religious persons are fit
men for arms, nor arms fit means either to establish or advance
religion.” Hayward, 286.
VOL. IIL G
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to defeat her policy, for by retaining the northern
kingdom in a state of violent irritation, they fur-
nished facilities to the French party for keeping .
alive a spirit of opposition towards every pro-
posal emanating from the court of London. As,
however, the English had undertaken to accom-
plish by force the objects which they had in view,
Somerset judged it necessary to improve as far as
possible the advantage that he had gained. He
accordingly advanced from Musselborough, near
which place the field of Pinkey was- situated, to-
wards the capital. All hope of resistance to his
progress was now abandoned by the Scots, the
shattered remains of their army had withdrawn to
Stirling, and Edinburgh was of necessity left to
the meércy of a victorious enemy. The recent
sack , or the apprehensions excited by its me-
mory, appears, however, to have been the means of
disappointing the victors in their hopes of plun-
der, as they thought it worth their while to un-
roof the abbey of Holyrood for the sake of its
lead, which, together with the bells, was shipped
for England. Some vessels also belonging to Eng-
lishmen, were seized in the harbour of Leith, and
some others, the property of natives, were burnt.
The castle of Edinburgh, however, during this, as
during the last occupation of the town frowned
defiance upon the invaders ; nor did Somerset en-
deavour to improve any advantage gained by his
progress farther than by garrisoning the isle of
St. Columba, in the Firth of Forth, and by des-

4 In 1544. Hist. Ref. under King Henry VIIL. II. 571.
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patching Sir Ambrose Dudley, the Earl of War-
wick’s brother, to seize the Castle of Broughty,
situated at the mouth of the Tay. Still, as he did
not venture to move upon Stirling, where the
Scottish government, and remnant of the army
had taken refuge, these operations were little
likely to expedite the objects which had caused
the invasion. But the Protector, probably, did
not possess the means of pursuing the fortunes of
Scotland to their retreat. Soon after his occupa-
tion of Edinburgh, he marched to the southward®,
without even waiting to receive the proposals of-
fered to him by the Scottish government. He
desired, that the commissioners charged with
these should attend him at Berwick, but when he
reached that place he determined upon proceed-
ing immediately to London‘, and the Earl of
Warwick was left to negociate with the enemy.
When, however, it was seen, that the main body
of the English had withdrawn, and only a few
garrisons remained to attest the recent triumph
of their enemy, the spirits of the Scots revived.
The Queen Dowager no longer hesitated to repeat
her objections to the proposed alliance with Eng-
1and; nor did the sense of wounded honour, and
personal sacrifices allow the nobles about her to
deprecate the infatuation of offering continual
" pretences to the southern kingdom for pouring
her squadrons into the comparatively defenceless

¢ On the 18th of September. Burnet, Hist. Ref. I1. 56,
! He returned on the 29th of 8eptember. 1bid.

G 2
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territories of Scotland. The French politics there-
fore resumed their wonted ascendancy at the fugi-
tive court of Stirling, and it was even resolved
to omit the decent formality of sending com-
missioners to Berwick, to confer with the Earl of
Warwick . Thus the Scottish proposal appeared
a mere artifice to gain time, and England was
justified in complaining of the insidious policy
pursued by her northern neighbour. -The season
was indeed now too far advanced for the renewal
of hostilities upon an extensive scale, and there-
fore, mutual complaints and recriminations were
almost the only modes in which, during several
months, the angry feelings of the rival nations
could find a vent. '

- During Somerset’s absence in Scotland was be-
gun the royal visitation ordered some months
before. The visitors were directed to enquire,
respecting the bishops, and other ecclesiastical
officers, whether they were corrupt in the exercise
of their respective jurisdictions; whether they
had caused the Litany to be sung or said in Eng-
lish only; and whether the diocesans had been
accustomed to preach, especially against the Ro-
man - bishop’s usurpations, having also chaplains
in their service able to assist them in delivering
sound doctrine from the pulpit. Respecting the
parochial clergy, it' was to be enquired, whether
théy had honestly preached against papal en-
croachments, and endeavoured to suppress unne-

s Ibid.
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cessary holidays ; whether they had allowed the
continuance of images, receiving religious ho-
nours, of relics, or of any other incentives to ido-
latry, superstition, and hypocrisy ; whether they
had taught in English, and expounded the Creed,
the Lord’s Prayer, and the Ten Commandments ;
whether they were regular in their professional
duties, and exemplary in their lives; whether
they had advised the use of Latin prayers, had en-
couraged a confidence in the repetition of prayers.
a prescribed number of times, and in saying them
over beads; whether they had recommended as
good works, the moral duties enjoined in God’s
recorded Word, not the observances prescribed
by the fancies of men; whether they had dis-
couraged any, not restrained from reading Scrip-
ture, in the use of that privilege; whether they
had declared, that men ought to know the articles
of their faith in English before receiving the Eu-
charist; whether they had taught people to con-
sider images merely as commemorative, and that,
every other use of them is idolatrous; whether
they had explained the canons respecting fasts as
mere positive laws, hence to be disregarded with-
out any scruple of conscience, in all cases of ne-
cessity, the royal license having been first ob-
tained ; whether they had taught that ceremonies
do not of themselves confer grace, but are merely
outward Signs serving to typify and commemo-
rate matters of importance; whether they brought
to a sense of their error, promoters of pilgrimages
and other superstitious delusions; and, finally,
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whether their conduct had been regulated by law,
and the injunctions issued in the late reign. Res-
pecting the laity, it was to be enquired, whether
any persons endeivoured to prevent men from
reading the English Bible, or to hinder the preach-
ing of sound doctrine; whether lustral water,
consecrated candles, or other such things were
used for any superstitious purposes; whether any
were accused of immorality, erroneous opinions,
magical arts, incestuous marriages, neglect of
duty as churchwardens, irregular solemnizations
of matrimony, unfaithful .execution of testamen-
tary trusts, the use of any Primer except that
published by the late King’s authority, or of any
grammar save that exclusively privileged *; and,

* Before the general use of printing, Latin grammars in Eng-
land were inconveniently numerous, most schoolmasters, pro-
bably, compiling one for the use of their own pupils. Itis
thought, that the first printed grammar was that written by John
Holt, of Magdalen College, Oxford, and usher of Magdalen
school there. This was entitled Lac Puerorwm, and was printed
about the year 1497, being dedicated to Cardinal Morton, Arch-
bishop of Canterbury. This was succeeded by other grammati-
cal works, but it was not until the foundation of St. Paul’s school,
that a grammar, generally approved, made its appearance. The
excellent Dean Colet then drew up an accidence for the use of
scholars upon his foundation, Subsequently be prepared a
draught of a manual of syntax, which being afterwards amplified
by Lily, the first high-master of St. Paul’s school, and corrected
by Erasmus, was formed into the syntax since geperally used.
To these pieces Lily added the Propria que maribus, and As in
prasenti. (Knight's Life of Colet, 109 et sequ.) “ King Henry
endeavoured an uniformity of grammar all over his dominions ;
that so youths, though changing their schoolmasters, might keep
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lastly, whether any individuals were privy to the

alienation of estates, or other property belonging
to the Church'.

The injunctions delivered hy the visitors to ec-
clesiastical persons and corporations, comprised
the several particulars enjoined by the Vicar-ge-
neral in the late reign*, together with some new
articles. Images, abused by receiving religious
honours, were to be removed ; people were to be

their learning. This was performed, and William Lily’s gram-
mar enjoined to be universally used. A stipend of four pounds
a year was allowed to the King's printer for printingit; andit
was penal for any publicly to teach any other.—Many were the
editions of this grammar, the first set forth Znno 1513, as appears
by that instance, Meruit sub rege in Gallia, relating to Maximi-
lian, the German Emperor, who then, at the siege of Therouenne,
in Flanders, fought under the banner of King Henry the Eighth,
taking an hundred crowns a day for his pay. Another edition,
Anno 1520, when Audito Rege Doroberniam proficisci, refers to
the King’s speedy journey into Canterbury, there to give enter-
tainment to Charles the fifth, Emperor, lately landed at Dover.”

(Fuller, 168.) In the same spirit of accommodation to contem-
porary events, are the examples, Regum est tueri leges, and Re-
Sert omnium animadverti in malos, which relate to the prosecution
of Empson and Dudley. (Knight, 117.) St. Paul’s school had
also the honour of giving birth indirectly to the Greek grammar
afterwards used by authority. This was compiled by Camden
the antiquary, who was by education a Pauline; and these two
grammars form the groundwork of those edited for the use of
Eton College, now generally used, in preference to their more
venerable predecessors,. under an idea that they are improve-
‘ments upon them.

! Strype, Eccl. Mem, II.75. After the articles respecting
the laity, are five referring to the residence, duties, morals, and
preferments of chantry priests.

* Hist. Ref. under King Henry VIII. II. 200. 304.
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examined, in the Lent confessions, as to their abi-
lity to repeat the Creed, the Lord’s Prayer, and
the Ten Commandments in English ; none, unless
so qualified, were to be admitted to the Holy
Communion ; at high mass, the epistle and gospel
were to be read in English; at matins and ves-
pers, on every Sunday and bholiday, a chapter was
to be read out of the English Bible; clergymen
were to be diligent in visiting the sick, and to be
prepared with texts of Scripture in English for
their comfort; processions were to be disconti-
nued and the English litany prepared for them
under the late King to be said in future within
the chair; all monuments of idolatry were to be
removed from the walls, and windows of churches;
in addition to a Iarge English Bible, one copy of
the paraphrase of Erasmus upon the Gospels was
to be pravided for every church; on every Sun-
day when no sermon should be preached, one of
the new homilies was to be read ; and in cases of
simony the clerk was to forfeit his benefice, the -
patron his right of presentation for that turn'.

Besides these injunctions relating to the whole
clerical body, the bishops were especially enjoined
to preach, unless hindered by some sufficient
cause, at least four times in every year, once in
their cathedral church, and three times in some
" other places in their diocese; they were also en-
joined to admit none into holy orders unless com-
petently versed in Scripture, to deny ordination
to none so qualified, being of irreproachable life

! Foxe, 1181.
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and neither to preach, nor knowmgly to permit
any of their clergy to preach doctrine at variance
with that of the homilies *.

The visitors appear principally, if not entirely
to have discharged their prescribed duties in the
cathedral churches”. At these, the bishop and
the chapter being summoned to attend on a par-
ticular day, an oath renouncing the papal and ad-
mitting the royal supremacy was administered to
them ; they were then examined as to the parti-

_culars contained in the articles of enquiry, sworn
to observe the injunctions now delivered to them;
and to every bishop for the use of his cathedral,
to every archdeacon, for distribution among the
clergy within his jurisdiction, were delivered
copies of these injunctions, together with the new
homilies. In fulfilling the objects of their com-
mission the visitors encountered very little diffi-
culty,and in obedience to their orders, the churches
were farther cleared of incentives to superstition.
In London the inanimate objects of popular ve-
neration were generally removed on the 10th of
September, a day rendered remarkable by the de-
feat of the Scots at Pinkey. When this coinci-
dence was known, many superstitious Protestants
drew from it an augury in favour of their prin-
ciples, imagining that Providence, by crowning
Somerset’s enterprise with a success so decisive
on that particular day, had unequxvocally mani-

= Foxe, 1182.
» « As we collect from what was done at St. Paul's, London.”
Strype, Mem. Cranm. 210.
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feated an approval of his religious policy°. - Many
superstitious individuals, however, were indig-
nant on seeing the churches again purged of ob-
jécts long venerated, and in some cases, the
clergy, to whom exclusively was entrusted the
charge of effecting these removals, encountered
considerable opposition. Several complaints of
such obstructions were laid before the council,
and the offenders being summoned to appear,
that body dismissed some of them with a repri-
mand, and committed others to prison until they
found security for their good behaviour *. '

Bishop Boner was the first individual of note
who shewed a disposition to impede the visitors.
On the first of September that prelate attended,
in obedience to a summons, at St. Paul’s?, where
he took the oaths of abjuration and supremacy ;
but when he was required to receive the injunc-
tions and homilies he formally protested against
such compliance, unless these should appear to
be in unison with the law of God, and with the

-* Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 57,

® Ibid. 60.

1 The enquiries made by the visitors at this cathedral brought
to light some scandals which are worthy of notice, because they
serve to expose the intolerable evils consequent upon the forced
celibacy of the Romish clergy. * One John Painter, one of the
canons of the said cathedral chirch, there and then openly con-
fessed, that he viciously and carnally had often the company of a
certain married man’s wife, whose name he denied to declare.
In the which crime divers other canons and priests of the said
church, confessed in like manner, and could not deny themselves
to be culpable.” Foxe, 1192.
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ordinances of the Church. This protestation ap-
pears to have been considered as indicative of an
intention to set the visitors at defiance; and they
complained of it to the eouncil. That body com-
manded the Bishop’s attendance, and he then
made some excuse for his conduct, at St. Paul’s’.
What he said not being considered satisfactory,
on the 12th of September, he formally retracted
his protestation as unadvised, unbecoming of a
subject, and likely to do mischief in the way of
example. This submission, however, did not con-
tent the government, and probably, with a view
of intimidating others from offering any obstruc-
tion to the visitors, the Bishop was committed to
the Fleet’. He remained in confinement there
only a few weeks, being at liberty again in the
middle of November. During the time of his re-
straint, the English litany was sung at St. Paul’s,
and at high mass there the epistle and gospel
‘were read in the vernacular tongue'.

When Bishop Gardiner perceived, that the vi.
sitation was upon the point of being carried into
effect, he wrote both to the Protector, and to the
council. In his letter to the former he urged the
expediency of delay, until the books which it was
proposed to circnlate should be more carefully
considered, or at all events, until, the Scottish
expedition being terminated, all the leading men

r ¢ Full of vain quiddities ; so it is expressed in the eonmc.il

book.” Burnet, Hist. Ref, 11. 58.

* Foxe, 1192.
¢ Heylin, Hist. Ref, 42.



92  HISTORY OF THE REFORMATION  [1547.

might be enabled to give their undivided atten-
tion to the proceedings of the visitors. In his
reply, Somerset seems to have mentioned the re-
ligious dissensions then prevailing, and to have
intimated that had he not been “ pressed on both
sides,” he should have been well contented to let
the visitation stand over until after his return
from the North®. As matters stood, however,
he did not choose to place any impediments in
‘the way of those ecclesiastical arrangements
which had been ordered before his departure from
the seat of government.

To the council Gardiner wrote, representing in
earnest language the danger of precipitation ; -the
probability that the contemplated visitation would
prove illegal and consequently prejudicial to those
who advised it; the gratification likely to be felt
by Somerset should the visitors be restrained
from beginning their operations until after his
return from Scotland; and the -expediency of
allowing ‘himself to appear before the board for
the purpose of detailing there his objections to -
the proposed measures*. In this desire to be
heard, it was resolved to gratify the Bishop, and
be repaired to town for the sake of -being in rea-
-diness to appear when summoned, and with an
intention, as it has-been thought, to remain at a
distance fromhis cathedral during the visitation

* Extract of aletter from Bp. Gardiner. ‘Strype, Mem, Cranm.
215. :
* Ibid.



1547 UNDER KING EDWARD VI 93

of the commissioners’. He did not, however,
leave the country before he had given particular
orders to his officers for the reception of the visi-
tors with all due respect; and he advised some
of his ‘clergy who consulted him as to the line of
conduct fitting for them to pursue, that they
should obey the injunctions likely to be given™. -
On the 25th of September he was called before
the council® from whom he received a patient
and courteous hearing®. He came provided
with a considerable number of books and papers,
and his arguments chiefly went to shew, that the
homilies, and the paraphrase of Erasmus, were
contradictory to each other in point of doctrine.
As what he said appeared unsatisfactory, it did
not move the council to retract the orders already
issued for the circulation of these books; and
the Bishop was intreated in conciliatory language
not to embarrass the government by an opposi-
tion which appeared to rest upon insufficient
grounds. He was then required to state plainly
his intentions respecting the injunctions, and he
was informed that the Protector fully concurred
in the propnety of such measures as must be
adopted in cases of disobedience. After having
deliberated for some time in another room, the
Bishop returned to the council-board, and said,
that he would receive the injunctions so faras

v Strype, Eccl. Mem. 1I. 84.
= Ibid.
* Burnet, Hist. Ref. II. 58.
*» Bp. Gardiner’s letter. Strype. Mem. Cranm. 216.
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the laws of God and the King should bind him.
This answer being considered evasive, he offered
to spend the three weeks, which would elapse be-
fore the visitation of his own diocese, at Oxford,
and after a disputation there upon the peints at
issue, to abide by its result. When'this offer was
refused, he requested leave to reside at his town
house for the purpose of discussing there with
some divines of eminence the doctrines upon
which he disagreed with the council. He was
however told, that no farther time would be
allowed to him, and that, unless he was then pre-
pared to receive the injunctions unreservedly, he
must be committed to custody. Upon this, he
said, that such haste was unreasonable, because,
notmthstandmg his present conviction, he was
not ashamed to change his mind upon sufficient
cause, and that therefore ultnnateiy his conduct
might resemble that of the son in the Gospel,
who after refusing to go and work in his fathier's
vineyard, subsequently thought better of it, and
went, The prospect offered by these words
appears to have somewhat moved the council,
and as if inclined to recede from their expresséd
determination, they now asked the Bishop whe-
ther he had uttered to others the opinions which
he had avowed before the board- respeéting the
books to be circulated by the royal authority.
He ingenuously confessed, that he had; but he
added, that it would be an extreme hardship to

¢ St. Matt. xxi. 29.
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imprison a man for talking of the manner in which
he meant to act upon an occasion not yet arrived ;
it of course remaining to be seen whether in the
mean time he might not discover reason to alter
his mind. All his pleas, however, were disre-
garded, and he found that unless he would con-
sent at once to receive the injunctions without
any qualification he must leave the council-cham-
ber in custody. To this disagreeable alternative
he made up his mind, and under every appearance
of magnanimity, he was conducted prisoner to the
Fleet. While in confinement there all practica-
ble attention was paid to his personal comfort,
but it was deemed advisable to restrain from
access to him certain persons, considered proba-
bly as likely to carry on a communication be-
tween him, and his party without*.

Those who ordered Bishop Gardiner’s com-
mittal undoubtedly possessed a knowledge of
their age in which a distant posterity shares but
imperfectly, and. they probably were acquainted
with many important. circumstances of which
every trace has long since been lost. Hence, it

¢ Bp. Gardiner's letter. Strype. Mem. Cranm. 217.

® In the copy of a writ, or evidence respecting the Bishop of
‘Winchester’s misdemeanour, it is said of his confinement in the
Fleet,.that hie was there * as much at his ease, as if he had been at
bis own house.” (Foxe, 1219.) On the other hand, Gardiner
himself alleged in one of his letters to the Protector, that * he
was allowed no friend or servant, no chaplain, barber, tailor, nor
physician.” (Strype, Mem. Cranm, 218.) These statements
appear incapable of being satisfactorily reconciled with each
other except upon the principle adopted in the text.
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might have been determined, upon grounds ap-
pearing sufficient to men of moderation and ex-
perience, that all who would not submit unreserv-
edly to the projected visitation should be treated
as enemies to the public peace. Such had already