CHAPTER IV.

THE XIII ARTICLES :—CONFERENCES WITH TIE LUTHERAN
REFORMERS.

OTHING could be more natural in the earlier stages of

_\ reformation, than the anxiety manifested by the English
divines, to establish a good understonding with their fellow-
workers in Germany. They had been equally burdened by the
papal yoke: they had mourned over the same festering abuses in
the Church of which they were mcmbers: they had embarked
with like earnestness of purpose in the same remedial project ; and
despairing at last of a “true general council,” had simultane-
ously come to the conclusion, that it was the bounden duty of
“ gvery prince to redress his own realm.”

The greatest obstacle in the way of this friendly communica-
tion was the quarrel between Henry VIIL and Luther: but as
they were neither of them unwilling to forget their early fulmina-
tions, the obstacle could no longer be considered insuperable. It
was in fact ultimately removed by the moderation and good offices
of Melancthon, for whom Ilenry appears to have manifested a
peculiar partiality. As early as March, 1534, he was pressed to
come over and help in the reformation of the English Church;
and the same wish was repeated by the king himself on many
subsequent occasions.? While cherishing the spirit of national

' Of. the * Causes” why the Germans did not recognise the Council of
Mantua (quoted above p. 20,) with the contemporary Protestation’ of the
English, in Fox, 1085.

2 Archbp. Laurence, Bampton Lectures, Serm. 1. mote (3 ;) Serm. 1. note
(3.) In 1538, Henry wrote as follows, to the Elector of Sazony: “Pro his,
quee feliciter agi coepta sunt, folicius absolvendis concludendisque expecta-
mus, ut Dominum Philippum Melaucthonem, in cujus excellents eruditione et
sano judicio a bonis omnibus multo spes reposita est, doctosque alios et pro-
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independence, Melancthon and his associates could feel no sympa-
thy with the lawlessness, impiety, and misbelief, which had fol-
lowed in the track of the great religious movement. They had
showi the firmness of their principles by standing aloof from Carl-
stadt and his rationalistic speculations: they had opposed the
growth of the political tumult which ended in the *“Peasants’
War,” and had subsequently repelled the followers of Zwingli, and
denounced the swarm of sectarian fanatics who went under the
name of  Anabaptists.”” Their system was thus fully vindicated
in the eyes of all thinking men: it was proved to be conservative
of the truth no less than destructive of the modern perversions
by which the truth had been wofully corrupted ; and on this ac-
count the tone of the Wittenberg divines was far more nearly in
harmony with the English Reformation than with the bolder and
revolutionary measures adopted on the continent of Europe.

An increasing affinity in matters of religion, combined with
diplomatic considerations, had already suggested the opening of a
negociation. with ¢ the princes of the Augsburg Confession,” in
the year 1585. The first accredited envoy was Robert Barnes,
afterwards a victim of the reactionary school and the caprice of his
royal master. He was followed in the winter of the same year by
bishop Fox and Dr. Hethe,* who found the Lutheran states in con-
sultation at Smalcald, respecting the political and religious alliance,
which was called after the place of meeting. The admonitions of
Henry, as delivered by his delegates (Dec. 24), were gratefully
acknowledged by the “Smalcaldic League,” who added their will-
ingness to admit him also as a member of the confederacy upon
his acceding to the usual conditions. Among the rest it was sti-
pulated that he should adopt, or at least approve in general lan-
guague,® the true doctrine of Christ, as laid down in the Confession
of Augsburg, and unite in defending it, under the title of ¢ Patron
and Protector of the League.”

bos viros, primo quogue tempore, ad nos mittat. Seckendorf, Histor. Luther.
Iib. 111, 3 66. add. 1: Francof. 1692.
! Strype, Eeel. Mem. 1. 225—228. They had an interview with Ponta-
nus and Burckhardt, Dee. 15: Melancthon. Opp. m. 108, ed. Bretschneider.
2 The English were required to conform to the Confession and Apology,
«pisi forte queedam . . . ex verbo Dei merito corrigenda aut mutanda vide-
buntur.” Ranke, 11 661: cf. Strype, ubi sup. Append. No. Lxiv.
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This design, so full of momentous bearings, is said to have been

in a great measure frustrated through the instrumentality of bishop.

Gardiner,* at that time the English ambassador in France. Ile
represented, that the king would be so entangled by this treaty in the
affairs of $he German nation, as to be unable without their consent “to
do what the Word of God shall permit ;" that as Henry was “head ™’
of the Church of England, by the authority of scripture, so was the
emperor ‘“ head” of the Germanic Churches, and that consequently
the princes subject to his authority would not be justified in acting
without his consent. Dy these and other similar arguments, ap-
plied with his peculiar skill, the bishop of Winghester was enabled
to restrain the alacrity of his master, and eventually to thwart the
projected alliance. At present, however, the reply of Ilenry,
though less warm than his previous communication, continued to
hold out a prospect of success. Ile does not absolutely decline
the honour intended for him by the German princes, in placing
him at the head of their league, but postpones the acceptance of
it, until “agreement shall be had betwixt him and their orators,”
respecting the terms of religious union. “For it should not be
sure nor honourable for his Majesty, before they shall be with his
Grace agreed upon a certain concord of doctrine, to take such a
province upon his highness. And forasmuch as his majesty de-
sireth much that his bishops and learned men might agree with
theirs; but seeing that it cannot be, unless certain things in their
Confession and Apology should, by their familiar conferences, be
mitigate ; his Grace therefore would their orators, and some excel-
lent learned men with them, should be sent hither, to confer, talk,
and common upon the same.”®

But while Ilenry was thus hesitating on the subject of the
religious confederation, a conference was actually proceeding in
Germany between the members of the English legation and the
foreign theologians.s The place of meeting seems to have been at
Wittenberg, in the house of Pontanus, the chancellor of Saxony,

! Strype, ibid. 226, and Append. No. rLxv.

2 Strype, ibid. Append. No. nxvr. 163.

3 Luther and Melancthon were of the number. The latter joined the
conference Jan. 15,1536, Sce his communication to Burkhardt; Opp. 1. 26.
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where Fox strenuously insisted on the Lutheran tendencies of the
English, and more especially of his royal master.

An account is preserved in Seckendorf? of certain Articles of
Religion, which were drawn up by those mediating parties, in the
winter of 1535-6. One article relates to the Lord’s Supper, and
is an expanded form of the Augsburg definition: a second denies
in the name of the ¢ League,” that “any primacy or monarchy of
the Roman bishop doth now obtain, or ever hath obtained by divine
right.” The Germans moreover insisted upon the abolition of pri-
vate masses, and the relaxation of clerical celibacy ; but on these,
as on other points appertaining to the discipline of the Church,
the English were unable to yield them an equal satisfaction.

In the following year (1586) the negociation, at least in its reli-
gious bearing, proceeded still more slowly® for the Wittenberg
divines had now lost all confidence in Fox, and were suspecting
the motives of Henry, who appeared to them far more anxious to
gain his political objects, or their assent to the lawfulness of his
divorce, than to forward the progress of religion and the purifi-
cation of the Western Church.® S

In 1538, however, the apprehension of hostilities from the con-
tinent, combining with the earlier causes, induced him to reopen
his negociation with the Germans, and to urge the establishment
of a religious alliance with corresponding vigour. The princes of
the Augsburg Confession had assembled early in the year at Bruns-
wick, whither he dispatched a confidential messenger, with certain
preliminary questions. He spoke ¢ of his Christian zele and pro-
pension of mind towards the Word of God, and his desire to plant
the sound doctrine of Christian religion in his kingdoms, and

1 Comment. de Lutheran. Lib. 1m. ¢ xxxix.: *“Extat elaborata o Witten-
bergensibus, acceptata etiam et domum reportata o legatis Anglicis, repetitio
et exegesis queedam Augustance Confessionis.” 11., Francof. 1692, They are
said to exist both in Latin and German: Melancthon. Opp. 111. 104, note (2).
An expression in a letter dnted Nov. 28, 1530, implies that either the same
Articles revised, or a fresh compilation, were again recommended by the Fng-
Jish to the notice of their Saxon friends, 11, 192.

2 On the 9th of March, the divines were engaged in purely doctrinal discus-
gions (Ibid. 11, 45); and on the 30th, after much hesitation, they had agreed
* de plerisque.” On the 24th of April, the English Ambassadors departed.

3 Strype, ibid. 229, 230. :
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wholly to take away and abolish the impious ceremonies of the
bishop of Rome.””* As the Germans still persisted in their demand,
that all who entered the confederacy should acknowledge their
Confession, he begged them to carry out a former promise, and
send s legation of divines (including the learned Melancthon),* to
confer upon the disputed points with some of the English theolo-
gians. To this wish the Lutheran princes appear to have readily
assented, except so far as it concerned Melancthon, whose presence
was needed at home to direct the counsels of the state, and the
affairs of the University of Wittenberg. The chief persons actually
chosen for this office were Francis Burckhardt, vice-chancellor to
the elector of Saxony; George & Boyneburg, a nobleman of Hesse,
and doctor of laws; and Frederic Myconius, superintendent of the
reformers at Gotha. A recommendatory letter to the King, bear-
ing date May 12, 1538,® was carried by Burckhardt as the head of
the legation. It implores the English monarch to reflect on the
imminent perils of the Church, and to aid in devising measures
which may tend both to establish a firm consent among the pro-
moters of the Reformation, and to dissuade the other European
princes from participation in the papal cause.

As soon as the Lutheran Embassy arrived, a committee was
nominated by the King, consisting of three bishops* and four doc-
tors, to act as the representatives of the Church of England.
The course of the discussion was regulated by the plan pursued
in the Augsburg Confession; and we are told that the points of
faith were alone sufficient to engage the interest of the disputants
for a period of two months.> It is not easy to trace all the steps

t Strype, ibid. 1. 329.

2 Herhert, Life of Henry VIIL. 494. 3 Strype, ibid. App. No. xciv.

4 Cranmer and Tonstal were of the number, and represented different schools.
Herbert, 495. :

5 See the “Brevis Summa” of the Germans, in Strype, App. No. xcvi,,
where they also inform us that “ they could not stay for the rest of the dis-
‘putation concerning abuses;” 261. This account tallies with a letier of
Cranmer, (No. ccxxx.; 1. 261, ed. Jenkyns), dated Aug. 18, in which he
“states that the * Orators of Germany” durst not tarry, “forasmuch as they
have been so long from their princes,” and were fully determined to depart
within eight days from that time. They were finally induced to remain a
month longer.
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of this interesting conference, but it seems that the delegates had
gradually come to an understanding upon the funda.,ment'al dos:-
trines of the Gospel, and had proceeded “to put ﬂl(.-!ll‘ articles in
writing.”"t Strype asserts that the queries of the King were sub-
mitted in the first instance to the ¢ Orators” (as the German en- -
voys were entitled,) and that after the answers ha;d been returnfzd
to him, they were examined by the English committee.* Be this,
however, as it may, the fact of their ultimate agr?ement on the
principal points of the Christian faith is ?tated in a lfatter ad-
dressed by Myconius to Cromwell,® short time before his depar-
ture (Sept. 7, 1638.) o
But their labours in the second field of investigation did not
Jead to o similar issue; and when the German reformers took their
leave of Henry, he still clung to the ancient abuses'a,gainst which
they had struggled from the first with unrelenting ste.m.ness.
These abuses were, the prohibition of both kinds in tho ‘m‘u}xstm—
tion of the Lord’s Supper, the custom of private propitiatory
masses, and the absolute injunction of clerical celibacy.* Qran-
mer had in vain striven to engage the rest of the English committee
in this part of the'discussion ; for in a letter to Cromwell (A.ug.
93,) he remarks that when the Orators of Germany were anxious
to proceed “in their book, and entreat of the abusgsz 80 that”the
same might be set forth in writing as the other articles are, }m
had “ effectiously moved the bishops thereto,” but they made him
this answer: ¢ That they knew that the King’s Grace hath taken
upon himself to answer the said Orators in that behalf, and
thereof a book is already devised by the King’s majesty ; and,
therefore, they will not meddle with the abuses, lest they should
write therein contrary to that the King shall write.” ¢ Where-
fore,” he continues, * they have required me to entreat now of
the sacraments of matrimony, orders, confirmation, and extreme
unction ; wherein they know certainly that the Germans will not
agree with us, except it be in matrimony only. So that I per-

1 Oranmor’s Letters, ubi sup. and 264.
t Eccles. Momor. 1. 330: cf. Original Letters, ed. P. 8. 612, 613.

3 In Strype’s Hecles. Memor. 1. Append. No. xcv.
4 See the “ Judgment concerning Abuses,” cqmposed by the German envoys

on this occasion. Ibid. No. xcvi.
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ceive that the bishops seek only an occasion to break the con-
cord.” )
The “boke ” alluded to by Cranmer in this letter was actually
drawn up by Henry, with the assistance of bishop Tonstal,? who
was devoted to the ‘“ancient learning.” It proves, what the
archbishop had indeed suspected, that the anti-reformation party
was now gaining a fresh ascendancy at court,® and that, however
much Henry had been willing to approach the Lutheran standard
of doctrine, there was no prospect of weaning him from the cor-
ruptions and abuses which had crept into the practice of the Church.
It is true, that on the departure of the German envoys, he invited
them to return to England, and resume the discussion of those
points in which the conference was divided; and in the letter
which Melancthon wrote to him,* March 26, 1539, a hope is con-
fidently indulged, that as he had begun to take away ¢ wicked
superstitions,” he would correct those which remained: but the
feelings of Henry had in the mean time been still more estranged
from the continental reformaticn ; and when Burckhardt and his col-
leagues renewed their visit in the spring of the following year,® the
influence of Gardiner was sufficient not only to bafile all their nego-
ciations,® but to carry, both in the convocation and the parliament,
an “ Act for the abolishing of Diversity of Opinions,” or, asit wasnot
unfrequently entitled, the “bloody Statute of the Six Articles.”

! Works, 1. 263, 264 ; ed. Jenkyns.

% In Burnet, 1. Add. Nos. 7, 8. * Prof. Blunt’s Reform. 189, note (5).

4 In Strype, 1. App. No. c1. 5 Strype. Eccl. Mem. 1. 341.

® In a document drawn up on this occasion (Strype, Eccl. Mem. 1. 341 H
Collier, 1. 171), it is remarkable how far the Lutherans were disposed to
make concessions in favour of the “older learning;” ¢f. Luther’s Schriften,
xvin 342—345: ed. 1745,

7 This “ whip withe sixe strings,” as IIall terms it, enforces a belief in the
following articles : (1) of transubstantiation, or the entire Physical change of the
elements in the Eucharist, (2) the non-nocessity of eommunion in both kinds,
(3) the sinfulness of marriage after receiving the order of priesthood, (4) the
absolute obligation of the vows of chastity or widowhood, (5) the propriety
and necessity of “ private masses,” (6) the expediency and continual obliga-
tion of auricular confession. (Stat. 31° Hen. VIII, ¢. 14). Al these dog-
mas, excepting, perhaps, the first, refer to the recent negociations with the
Germans, and on that account are strongly consured by Melancthon, in a
letter which he addressed to the English monarch, Sept. 22, 1539. Fox, 1172
seqq. : cf. Melancthon, Opp. 111, 783, 784,
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Tt does not fall in with our object to investigate the ori.gin of
those Articles, or to recount the frightful perz?ecutions which ac-
companied their publication. A more p1e9:51ng and congen.ml
inquiry is suggested by the mission of the foreign reformers, V.Vhlch
the enactment of the “bloody statute ” had so n.bruptly. inter-
cepted. Abundant memorials have survived of the Pa.rtml dl‘s-
agreement which existed between them and the English commit-
tee: yet it is no.less certain that union was effected to a very
considerable extent, and that a number of Articles were ':'a.ctuall.y
compiled as the result of their deliberations on the leading veri-
ties of the faith.- A document of this nature must be one of t.he-
deepest interest to all who engage in the stuc}y of the En.glu.sh
Reformation ; and it has been for the first time pla.ced.mthm
their reach by the researches of a living writer. In looking for
remains of Archbishop Cranmer, Dr. Jenkyns discovere(} among
a bundle of papers belonging to that prelate, a.'thin folio manu-
seript, entitled, ¢ A Boke conteyning divers Articles de Umtefte
Dei et Trinitate Personarum, de Peccato Originali,” &c. He in-
forms us that the documents tied up in the same bundle relate
chiefly to the negociations with the Lutheran envoys in the year
1538, and believes that the « Articles” were those agreed upon
at the conferences which were held in London at that time. *“The
boke’ itsclf is manifestly founded on the Confession of Aug.s-
burg, often following it closely, and departing from it exgctly in
those instances, where the mitture of Englis}l z.md Gerfnan thf}-
ology might have been expected to cause a variation. I‘f is also. in
Latin, and this circumstance adds to the probability of its having
been composed in concert with foreigners ; for (.such other .Formu-
laries of this reign as were designed for domestic use are in Eng-
lish. And, lastly, the Article, namely, that on thfa Lord’s Sup-
per, which there is an opportunity of comparing .Wlth the conclu-
sions approved by Fox and Hethe in Germany, is word for word
the same.”* This argument is further supported by the fact., that
the manuseript Articles do not embrace any of those t?plcs on
which the English and German delegates had failed to arrive at a
perfect understanding ; while three other separate papers,® also in

¥ Cranmer’s Works, 1. Xx11. XX1IL
2 Ibid. 1v. 292 scqq. This bundle has been re-examinod for the bcncfit
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Latin, of the same general form, and of nearly the same length,
refer to points which were then actually disputed, and are most
probably draughts of the articles which were not accepted by the
Lutheran divines. '

But there are other reasons for fixing our attention upon the
Thirteen Articles of 1538, as the basis of the projected alliance
with the Germans. While indicating the disposition of our lead-
ing reformers to acquiesce in the dogmatic statements which had
been propounded by the Augsburg Confession, they had a very
important prospective bearing, and seem to have constituted the
ground-work of the Articles now in use. No one can deny in-
deed that the framers of the Forty-two Articles in the reign of
Edward VI. drew very largely out of the Lutheran Confession,
which had been compiled in 1580 ; but the discovery of the Thir-
teen Articles has made it probable that the derivation, instead of
being direct, as was hitherto generally supposed, took place
through the medium of this later channel. Such an inference is

at least supported by the fact, “ that the expressions in Edward .

VL’s Formulary, usually adduced to prove its connexion with the
Confession of Augsburg, are also found in the Book of Articles:
while it contains others, which can be traced as far as the Book
of Articles, but which will be sought for in vain in the Confession
of Augsburg.” From what we know of their general character,
the framers of Edward VI.’s Articles would be ¢ anxious, in the
execution of their undertaking, to meet, if possible, the views of
their brethren on the continent, as well as of their countrymen at
home ; and they could scarcely pursue a surer method of attaining
their object than by borrowing from a form of doctrine already
approved by both.”* '
The Articles, thus serving as a link between the religious For-
mularies of the two countries, are drawn up under the following

of the present work. It contains, among other valuable pieces, the exposi-
tion of the * Sacrament of confirmation,’”’ contained in the * Institution of a
Christinn man” (which is said to have been “agreed upon communi con-
sensu ;') and also * Certen Articles admytted in Germany,” endorsed by Sir
Ralph Sadleyer, who became Secrotary of State in 1540. The latter docu-
ment seems to be an abstract of one alluded to above, p. 67, note (3.)

t Ibid. 1, xxXIV.
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heads : (1) De Unitate Dei et Trinitate Personarum; (1) De .Pec-
cato Originali; (3) De duabus Christi naturis; (4) De Jusl:.xﬁf:a-
tione ; (5) De Ecclesia; (6) De Baptismo ; (7) De Eucharm'tlfx;
(8) De Peenitentia ; (9) De Sacramentorum usu; (10) De Mu.ns.- \
tris Ecclesim ; (11) De Ritibus Ecclesiasticis ; (12) De Rebus Civi-
libus; (13) De Corporum Resurrectione et Judicio extremo.

The means of comparing them minutely with the Augsburg
Confession on the one hand, and with the subsequent English
Articles on the other, will be provided in the Appendix: to the
present volume : but ‘the most cursory perusal is enough to con-
vince us how closely they adhere both in arrangement and in sub-
stance to the elder of those Formularies of Faith, and how much at
the same time they have anticipated of the materials of the latter.

The first of the XIII. Articles, though bearing a different title,
is almost a verbal copy of Art. I. of the Augsburg Confession,
and includes the first-of the XLIL. Articles.

The second corresponds with Art. IL of the Augsburg, but,
like the eighth of the XLIL Articles, it speaks of *peccatum
originale” instead of  peccatum originis,” and contains the ex-
pression ¢ originales justitia,” which is not in the Augsburg.

The third is identical with Art. ITL of the Augsburg, and in-
cludes the second of the XLIIL. Anrticles. - :

The fourth is a much longer statement on the subject of justi-
fication than Art. IV. of the Augsburg, yet both affirm that men
are accepted by God “ gratis propter Christum per fidem.” The
English definition is, however, different in some measure from the
German, inchiding, like the Articles of 1536, the idea of a “true
renovation in Christ” as equivalent to “remission of sins.” The
Article also embodies a portion of Arts. V. and V1. of the Augs-
burg, but has no expressions in common with the corresponding
Articles of 1552. :

The fifth is a considerable departure from Art. VIL of the Augs-
| burg, though manifestly copying some expressions from thence, as
also from Art. VIII. It views the Church under two aspects,
either as completely holy and the mystical body of Christ, or as
the congregation of those who have been baptized, and have not

! Sce App. No. 1.






