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PREFACE TO NEW EDITION

The demand for a reprint of this work may be taken to indicate that
it meets in a special way the requirements of students who read the
XXXIX Articles not merely with a view to passing examinations,
but who desire by means of extracts from original authorities to go
more carefully into the controversies of the Age of the
Reformation, and to appreciate the place which our Articles hold in
the symbolic theology of the sixteenth century.

Opportunity has been taken to introduce some corrections and
improvements, and to bring more up to date passages dealing with
such questions as the Reservation of the Sacrament and the validity
of Anglican Orders, upon which important pronouncements have
been delivered.

E.T.G.
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QHE THIRTY-NINE ARTICLES

INTRODUCTORY

With the heart man believeth unto righteousness,
And with the mouth confession is made unto salvation.”—Rou. x. 10.

hristian belief or Creeds! Then in course of time were
ted the three Creeds, which, our Church says, “ought
roughly to be received and believed” (Art. VIIL). Until
%e'j Reformation the three Creeds were the only authoritative
statements of doctrine. In the Church of Rome there was no
written authority of doctrine, other than the Creeds, until the
crees of the Council of Trent (1564). The decrees of Councils
gy, from time to time, have added to received doctrines, eg.,
ansubstantiation was defined at the fourth Lateran Council
(1215), but the process by which conflicting beliefs contended
untll one prevailed went constantly on until the Council of
Trent.

" The sixteenth century was marked by a general upheaval and
unsettlement in religious matters, a state of things owing partly
to the revival of learning, which had caused men to contrast the
Church of the New Testament with medieeval Rome and to think
for themselves, and partly due to ecclesiastical abuses. At this
crisis, especially in those countries where a breach with Rome
had taken place, a definition of doctrine became necessary. It
had to be made clear how far the Church was at one with the

¥ See notes on Article V111
A




2 THE THIRTY-NINE ARTICLES

Church of the past, how it differed from the Church of Rome
on the one hand, and from other Reformed bodies on the other
hand. Thus at the period of the Reformation we find the various
parts of Christendom putting forth more or less complete con-
fessions of faith.!

Speaking quite generally, there is this broad distinction
~between our English Articles and the formularies of foreign
Protestant or Reformed bodies. The latter exhibit a more
uniform body of doctrine than the Articles of the English
Church, a result to which several causes contributed. In the
first place the Continental Reformers, though at the outset
with more or less unwillingness, severed their connection with
the Church of the past, and, ignoring Ecclesiastical traditions,
worked out a theology de novo from the Bible, guided by their
own private judgment. The aim of the English Reforniers,
on the other hand, was simply the reformation of abuses: the
Catholic creed was assuined and the Primitive Church taken
as o pattern. Medieval errors were purged away, but the
organic identity of the Church before and after the Reforma-
tion was taken for granted, and in this country no break
occurred either in the Episcopal succession or in the Liturgy.
Another reason why the Continental Confessions of the six-
teenth century contain a more systematic theology than our
Articles may be traced in the remarkable fyet that they owe
so much more to individuals of commandmg personality.
The greater names and stronger characters in England, such
as Wolsey, Fisher, More, Gardiner, were on the conservative
side in religion, and our Articles, being the outcome of the
operation of various and even conflicting influences, are not
found to elaborate a logically complete theory of God’s deal-
ings with men. On the Continent it was far otherwise. The
Reformation there owed everything to dominant individuals
with special central theories of their own. Thus Lutheranism
is a system gatheled round the doctrine of justifying faith,
and Calvinism is a system turning on election and reprobation,
other doctrines being subordinated to, or influenced by, these
central theories.

One sometimes hears the Articles spoken of as “ containing
a whole body of divinity.” From what has been already said
it will be seen that this is scarcely the case. What the Church
of England does claim is that they are a fair Seriptural account

1 Bee Appendix 1.

INTRODUCTORY 3

Withe leading doctrines of Christianity, set out in a way specially
u:{ d to the needs of the time wheu they were composed, together
Rith: 4 condemnation of prevalent errors, both of the Roman
'-‘ and of Protestants. Many subjects are unnoticed in
.( in,! but as far as the Articles go, they are the legal definition
he doctrines of our Church, though it is to the Prayer-Book,
Mrather with the Articles, that English Churchmen look for the
.1‘ “ e expression of their Churcl’s faith.
- 18 often stated that the XXXIX. Articles are a sort of com-
ise, drawn up with the view of reconciling contending parties ;
@ity surely the great object of the compilers was to set forth
rue doctrine of the Church of England. The theory that
Articles are designedly ambiguous derives no support from
Articles themselves, and directly contradicts the avowed
urpose of the compilers as expressed in the title. It is also
idantly clear that Cranmer, who had the chief hand in the
position of our Articles, altogether disapproved of such a
igerous and unprincipled line of conduct; ¢f. the Archbishop's
er to John a Lasco (dated Loudon, July 4, 1548), in which
says: “ We are desirous of setting forth in our churches the
o doctrine of God, and have no wish to adapt it to all tastes
ind to trifle with ambzgmtws but, laying aside all carnal and
rudentlal motives, to trausmit to posterity a true and explicit
orm of doctrine agreeable to the rule of the sacred writings.” *
g.The clergy are required at their ordination to subscribe the
A rticles, in accordance with Canon XXXV

“No person shall hereafter be received into the minisbry, nor,
either by institution or collation, admitted to any Ecclesiastical
. living, nor suffered to preach, to catechize, or to be a Lecturer, or
'~ Reader of Divinity, in- either University, or in any Cathedral, or
| Collegmte Church, City, or Market-town, Parish Church, Chapel,
> or in any other place within this realm, except he be licensed,

The following important subjects are not treated in the XXXIX. Articles :—

(1.) The work of the Son of God in Creation.

(2.) The work of the Iloly Spirit in nature,

(3.) The intercession of the ascended Christ.

(4.) The nature and oflice of the Holy Angels.

“ (5.) The resurrection of men in general, the everlasting life of the
righteons and everlasting punishment of the wicked.

(6.) We may also add that the devil is only once mentioned (in Art. XVIL)

' as thrusting men to desperation or to unclean living.

1 ;Original Letters, vol. i. p. 17.







12

THE . THIRTY.-NINE ARTICLES

bishop Parker drew up XI. Articles for circulation
amongst)‘the clergy. The meaning and force of such
formularies is well illustrated by these Articles. The
maﬁke the barest reference to the fundamentalé of thi
Faith, mer.ely affirming the doctrine of the Holy Trinit,
2;1(1 ;ef%'tr\mg }t‘;o the Creeds, but they define the positioi
e Church of Eng i
i They Tay do Wx:;iaind upon points debated at the

(@) The authority of Seripture.

(b) The rights of National Churches, their power to
decree ceremonies, &c.

(¢) The rights of the State; the Royal, as against the
Papal, Supremacy. , ;

(d) Po%nt,s of divergence from Rome. Certain prac-
tices, such as the use of images, relics, &c.
a{ld private masses, are condemned, an(’i th(;
right of the laity to partake of the cup is
affirmed, but it is noteworthy that there is

no condemnation of the doctrine of Transub-
stantiation.

This is the most comprehensive i
of English Articles. POil?tS debated Oafmz::lgstth ihze;f
formgrs are omitted, and even those who wished to
holfi Roman doctrine on the Sacraments might sub-
scribe to these Articles, provided only they would accept
thfa Royal Supremacy. The most prominent feature (P;f
this formulary is the assertion of the freedom from
Papal interference of the National Church, which desire
to embrace within itself the whole uation’. )

A few words should be said about

Tne Book OF CoMMON PRrAYER, published in this
same year, because it throws light upon the state of
re}lglous opinion in England at the time. It was the
wish of the Queen, Parker, and Cecil to restore the
first Prayer-Book of Edward VI., but this was soon
found to be impossible, owing to the number and
influence of the returned Marian exiles, whose wish it
was to remodel the English Church after the pattern
of Qeneva. The most that could be done was to
revive the second Prayer-Book of Edward, which was

A SHORT SKETCH OF FORMULARIES 13

of a much more strongly Reforming type than the first.

Two very significant changes were however made,much to

the annoyance of the returned refugees and their party.'

(1.) In the Communion Office the words of adminis-

tration from the first Book were prefixed to

the words of administration as contained in

the second Book. So long as _the words of

the second Book only were used, it might

be maintained that that part of the service

| favoured Calvinistic and anti-sacramental doc-

i trine; but the addition of the words from the

first Book was understood at the time, and
was doubtless intended, to imply a recognition

I. of the Real Presence.

(2)) The “Ornaments Rubric” was inserted, which
restored such vestments of the clergy and furni-
ture of the Church ““as were in this Church
of England, by the authority of Parliament,
in the second year of the reign of King
Edward the Sixth” What may be called the
« Pyritanism ” of the Prayer-Book of 1552 was

s thus altogether neutralised.

[1562—3. Convocation meb in January of this year. XLIL
' Articles were presented. These were the XLIL Articles
of 1553, which had been revised by Archbishop Parker,
aided principally by Cox (Bishop of Ely) and Guest
(Bishop of Rochester). Four of the XLIL. Articles
had been struck out, viz.:—

(1.) On Blasphemy against the Holy Ghost.

(2.) On Grace.
(3.) On the Moral Law [but part of this was n-
A corporated with Art. VIL]}

¢ -1 Their opinion is well illustrated by a letter of George Withers to the
; Elector Palatine—

g ¢ The high Parliament of the whole realm was assembled, popery again
; cast out, and the second form of Prayers, which Rdward left behind him at
his death, was restored to the Church. But the ceremonies which, as was
above stated, were retained in the Church at the first reformation of Edward,
are restored under the same name. . . . In what way the Sacraments are
disfigured by human inventions will easily appear from the public form of
prayer, the royal injunctions, and the admonitions, or (a8 they call them) the
advertisements of the Bishops. . . . What must we say when most of them
{i.c., tha Eaglish clergy) are popish priests, consecrated to performn mass }”
__Zurich Letters, vol. ii. pp. 161-163.

k=
¥
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(4.) Against the Millenarians.

Four Articles had been added, viz. :-—
(1.) On the Holy Ghost,
(2.) On Good Works.
(3-) On the mon-participation of the wicked in the
Holy Communion.
(4.) On Communion in both kinds.

No less than seventeen Articles had been more or less
modified. The Upper House of Convocation omitted
three more Articles which condemned opinions no
longer of much importance in the controversies of the
time: these were:—

Art. XXXIX. “The resurrection of the dead is not
yet brought to pass.”

Art. XL. “ The souls of them that depart this life do
neither die with the bodics nor sleep idly.”

Art. XLIL. “ Al men shall not be saved at length.”

A few verbal changes were also made by Convocation.

Thus the number of the Articles was reduced to
XXXIX.

In the Latin Articles sanctioned by the Queen fwo
smportant changes were made :—

(1.) A clause was added at the beginning of Art.
XX. on the authority of the Church, “Habet
ecclesia ritus statuendi jus et in fidei controversiis
auctoritatem.” -

(2.) Article XXIX., on the non-participation of the
wicked, was struck out. )

The Articles, thus reduced to the number of
XXXVIIL Uy the omission of Article XXIX., were
published in 1563 as agreed upon “ by the Arch-
bishoppes and Bishoppes of both prouinces and the
whole cleargie, in the Conuocation holden at London
in the yere of our Lord God MDLXII . . . for the
auoiding of the diuersities of opinions, and for the
stablishyng of consent touching true religion.” They
do not seem, however, to have met with general
acceptance between 1563 and 1571. In the last-
named year they were re-issued hoth in Latin and

A SHORT SKETCH OF FORMULARIES 15

English, with the addition of the Article struck out
by the Queen in 1563, and thus, forming’ XXXIX. in
number, were subscribed by both Houses of Convoca-
tion. Subscription was enforced by Act of Parliament,
being required from all clergy, and from all taking
degrees at the Universities.!
In this same year the REFORMATIO LEGUM was
brought into Parliament. The « Submission of Clergy”
- had provided that no new canons could be put forth
by the clergy without the Royal sanction. The old
Canon Law remained in force, but it was agreed that
it should be revised by a Commission. Three times
in Henry’s reign a statute was passed for the appoint-
ment of the commissioners,? but it is not clear that
any revision took place. By 3 & 4 Edward VI. 11,
the king was empowered to appoint thirty-two per-
sons “to compile such ecclesiastical laws as should
be thought convenient.” The Commission was ap-
pointed in October 1551, but in the next year the
time allowed by the Act expired, and the work had
not been completed. In the Parliament which met
in 1571 an attempt was made to revive the “ Refor-
matto Legum,” but the attempt failed, and after this
date the book disappears from Church history. As
matters now stand, the Canons of the Church uni-
versal are binding in this country when they have
been accepted by English synods, and are not contrary
to the statute law of the land. The “Reformatio Legum ™
has thus no authority whatever, but its statements,
especially in the section “ De Heresibus,” illustrate the
Articles, as they often throw light upon the contro-
versies of the time. .
The second section of the ¢ Act fo;' manisters of the Church to be of sound
gion ” (13 Eliz. c. 12) contains the following passage :—

s If any person ecclesiastical, or which shall have any ecclesiastical living, shall
. advisedly maintain or affirm any doctrine directly contrary or repugnant to
any of the said Thirvy-Nine Articles, and being convicted before the Bishop
of the diocese, or the Ordinary, or before the Queen’s Commissioner in
causes ecclesiastical, shall persist therein, or not revoke his error, or, after
such revocation, affirm such untrue doctrine, such maintaining, or affirm-
ing, or persisting, shall be just cause to deprive such person of his ecclesi-
astical functions, and it shall be lawful for the Bishop of the diocese, or
Ordinary, or such Commissioner, to deprive such person.”

‘125 Hen. VIIL 19; 27 Hen. VIIL 15; and 35 Hen, VIIL 16.
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1595. THE LAMBETH ARTICLES.

The wide prevalence of Calvinistic theology in Eng-
land during Elizabeth’s reign is indicated by the con-
troversy at Cambridge between Whitaker, Regius
Professor, and Baro, Margaret Professor, of Divinity,
the latter of whom was compelled to resign for teach-
ing that “Christ died sufficiently for all,” and for
maintaining that this was the doctrine of the English
Articles. To this controversy the compilation of the
“ Lambeth Articles” is ultimately traceable.  Arch-
bishop Whitgift, desiring to settle matters, called to
his aid certain bishops and divines, and at Lambeth
a paper of Articles was drawn up and agreed upon.
These Articles are nine in number, and assert in most
uncompromising form the main points of the Calvinistic
Theology. They never had any anthority whatever. At

1604 the Hampton Court Conference the Puritans petitioned
that the “Lambeth Articles” might be added to the
Thirty-nine, but the request was refused.! The history
of these Articles suggests two important reflections :—

(1.) The Calvinistic party could not have been by

any means satisfied that the XXX1X, Articles
were Calvinistic in sense, otherwise they would
scarcely have thought it necessary to-add a
statement of Calvinistic doctrine to them.?

(2.) When an express statement of Calvinistic

doctrines was offered for the acceptance of
the English Church, it was deliberately re-
fused. Such doctrines therefore form no part
of the theology of our Church.

1604. The fifth of the CaNoNs of this date lays down that,

“Whosoever shall hereafter affirm that any of the nine-
and-thirty Articles agreed upon by the Archbishops and

! They were, however, incorporated with the Irish Articles of 1615. See
Appendix VI,

2 That the Calvinistic party was not satisfied with the Church of England
Articles is also clearly shown by the action of the Westminster * Assembly of
Divines,” who in 1643 commenced a revision of the Articles, “with a design to
render their sense more express and determinate in fi of Calvinism™ (see
Neal, “ History of the Puritans,” vol. i. p. 48, ed. 1754). The committee actually
revised the first fifteen Articles. The text of these as revised is given at length
in Appendix IV,
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Bishops of both provinces, and the whole clergy, in the
convocation holden at London, in the year of our Lord God
one thousand five hundred and sixty-two, for avoiding
diversities of opinions, and for the establishing of consent
touching true Religion, are in any part superstitious or
erroneous, or such as he may not with a good conscience
subseribe unto ; let him be excommunicated ipso facto, and
not restored, but only by the Avchbishop, after his repen-
tance, and public revocation of such his wicked errors.”

i1628. His MAJESTY'S DECLARATION was prefixed to the XXXIX.

Articles. Tts immediate cause seems to have been the
strong censure of Arminianism uttered by the House of
Commons, and it was put forth with a view of seitling
or smoothing the raging controversy between Arminians
and Calvinists. It enjoins that the Articles be taken
“in the literal and grammatical sense,” and points to
Convocation as the proper body for settling disputed
points of doctrine or discipline. The “Declaration”
was drawn up by Laud, but not submitted to Convo-
cation, so that it had not the sanction of the Church,
but was put forth solely on the King’s authority.

3 635. The XXXIX. Articles adopted by the Convocation of the

Church of Ireland.

g1804. The Synod of the Scottish Episcopal Church accepted

the XXXIX. Articles.

as to the declarations and subscriptions to be made, and
oaths to be taken, by the clergy ” (28 and 29 Vict. ¢. 112).
This Act provides that a clergyman, on being instituted
to a living, shall, on the first Sunday that he officiates
there, “publicly and openly in the presence of his
congregation read the whole Thirty-nine Articles of
Religion, and immediately after reading them, make
the declaration of assent to them.”



111
ANALYSIS OF THE XXXIX. ARTICLES

Tue Articles may be divided into groups under the following heads:
1. ARTICLES SETTING FORTII THE FOUNDATION TRUTHS OF
Revtcion (I1.-V.).

The great truths embodied in the Ancient Creeds and
held in all ages by the Church are here set forth, with
very little in the way of comment or exposition.

11. AvricLEs GIvikg THE RULE ofF ¥arra (VI.-VIIL).

The great principle which underlay the Reformation
is laid down, viz, the sufficiency of Holy Scripture as
containing all things necessary to salvation.

III. ArTicLES DEALING WiTil INDIVIDUAL RELIGION (IX.—XVIII)

These set forth the theory of man’s unregenerate and
regenerate state, and deal with those points more par-
ticularly upon which variety of opinion existed amongst
those who had separated from Rome. Articles IX.--
X1V. are concerned more especially with the great sub-
jeet of Justificatiou, which had been brought into such
prominence by Luther’s work in Germany. Articles XV.—
XVIIL are connected rather with those questions upon
which the systematic teaching of Calvin turned.

V. ArTtiCLES DEALING WITH CoRPOoRATE RELIGION (XIX.—
XXXVL).

These fall into two groups—(a) Those dealing with the
nature, constitution, order, and authority of the Church
(XIX~XXI., XXIII., XXIV., XXXIIL-XXXVL). ()
Those setting forth the doctrine of the Sacraments, and
including the condemnation of Purgatory, &e. (XXII.,
XXV~XXXI.). It is in this group that we have the
greatest divergence from the Church of Rome.

V. ARTICLES DEALING WITH NATIONAL Reucion (XXXVII.~
XXXIX.).
These treat of the Church and of the individual

Christian in their relation to the State,
2

ARTICLES

AGREED UPON

BY THE ARCHBISHOPS AND BISHOPS OF BOTH
PROVINCES, AND THE WHOLE CLERGY,

[N THE CONVOCATION HOLDEN AT LONDON IN THE YEAR 1562, FOR
THE AVOIDING OF DIVERSITIES OF OPINIONS, AND FOR THE
ESTABLISHING OF CONSENT TOUCHING TRUE RELIGION :
REPRINTED BY HIS MAJESTY'S COMMANDMENT,

WITH HIS ROYAL DECLARATION
TREFIXED THEREUNTO.



HIS MAJESTY'S DECLARATION'

"EING by God’s Ordinance, according to our just Title, Defender
fof the Faith, and Supreme Governor?® of the Church, within
h'ese our Dominions, we hold it most agreeable to this our
:klnrrly office, and our own religious zeal, to conserve and main-
tain the Church committed to our charge, in the unity of true
Religion, and in the bond of peace; and not to saffer unnecessary
Disputations, Altercations, or Questions to be raised, which may
nourish faction both in the Church and Commonwealth. We
have, therefore, upon mature deliberation, and with the advice
of so many of our Bishops as might conveniently be called
together, thought fit to make this Declaration following :—

_ That the Articles of the Church of England (which have been
‘allowed and authorised heretofore, and which our Clergy generally
_have subscribed unto) do contain the true Doctrine of the Church
tof England, agreeable to God’s Word; which we do therefore
~rat1fy ‘and confirm, requiring all our lovm(r subjects to continue
"in the uniform profession thereof, and prohibiting the least
-difference from the said Articles: which to that end we com-
.mand to be new printed, and this our Declaration to be published
! therewith.,
- That we are Supreme Governor of the Church of England:
- and that if any difference arise about the external policy, con-

cerning the Injunctions, Canons, and other Constitutions what-

soever thereto belonging, the Clergy in their Convocation is
. to order and settle them, having first obtained leave under our
Broad Seal so to do: and we approving their said Ordinances
and Constitutions; providing that nonc be made contrary to
the Laws and Customs of the Land.

That out of our princely care that the Churchmen may do
the work which is proper unto them, the Bishops and Clergy
from time to time in Convocation, upen their humble desire,

! Prefixed to the Articles in 1628, see p. 17.
2 IFor the history of this title sce notes on Art. XXXVIL



