CHAPTER VII.

THE LAMBETH ARTICLES.

F all the ancient “ clerks,” whom the leaders of the reforma-
tion-movement had continued to regard with peculiar defer-
ence, none held so high and commanding a place as the illustrious
bishop of Hippo. In the writings of the Swiss and Saxon theo-
logians, in Luther and Zwingli, in Bucer and Calvin, as well as in
Melancthon and the rest of his coadjutors, the honoured name of
S.t. Augustine continually recurs: while the frequent citations from
his works by the chief of the English reformers' demonstrate the
confidence which they felt in his authority, and their delight in his
sacred learning.

But notwithstanding the veneration in which he was held by men
of conflicting views, it cannot be denied that the system of St.
Augustine, at least on some speculative points, diverged from the
corresponding statements of the rest of :the Early Fathers.* The
controversies which had been kindled in all quarters by the zeal
of the Pelagian party drove him to reflect more deeply on the na-
ture and necessity of Grace; and the course of these mighty
ir}vestigations, combining with his natural temperament, conducted
him to the ulterior problem, of reconciling the truth of the Divine
fore-knowledge with the parallel fact of individual freedom, and
the consciousness of moral responsibility. The treasures of thought

! This deference has been made the ground of animadversion by Bp.
Horsley, Sermon on 1 St. Peter iii. 18—20, who thinks that the change in the
Article on our Lord’s descent into Hades was owing to doubts which had
been entertained by St. Augustine as to the import of this passage.

# Mr. Faber’s Primitive Doctrine of Election, 1. virr. 96—111. Lond. 1836 :
Prof. Blunt’s Sketch of the Church, Serm. 1v. 167—177, Camb. 1836. This
divergence did not escnpe the notice of Gardiner, Declaration (against Joye)
fol. LxxIx.
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he had accumulated during this long and original process were made
to supply a multitude of topics for the later disputations of the
schools :* and it was out of the same source that the Genevan re-
former, in the middle of the sixteenth century, professed® to have
drawn the materials of the system, which he then reared with con-
summate skill, and bequeathed to a race of admiring disciples,
impressed with his own name. ‘ ,
How far the contemporary school of Calvin affected the English re-
formation, has been a frequent subject of debate. It is true that his
earliest assertion of the doctrines appertaining to our present
inquiry was the close of the year 1551, and thercefore some time
after the compilation of the Articles and the offices of worship:
but if it be conceded that his teaching on Predestination and the
other kindred questions is identical with that of St. Augustine,
the Formularies of the Church may still have been to some extent
tinctured with ¢ Calvinism,” although not immediately derived
from the writings of Calvin.t This identity, however, cannot be
maintained by any one who is intimately versed in the systems of

1 ¢«QOf Predestination and reprobation, it is our part to speak advisedly.
But that the only will of God is the cause of reprobation, being taken as it
is contrary to predestination, not only St. Paul and St. Augustine, but the
best and learnedest schoolmen have largely and invineibly proved.” Dr.
Whitaker to the Archbishop, in Strype’s Whitgift, App. No. xxv. p. 200.
For the interesting disputes on these questions at the Council of Trent, see
Sarpi, 1. 3067, seqq. ' .

2 See Instit. Lib. 1. c. 22, § 8, where he disingenuously affirms that St.
Augustine claimed the support of the other Fathers, the fact being that he
appeals only to three writers of the age anterior to his own. Mr. Faber’s
Doctrine of Election, ubi sup.

3 Archbp. Laurence, Serm. 1. note (14). Yet the mame of Calvin must
have been well known in England before this period, for he was of the num-
ber invited 1o take part in the religions ““ Conforence ” which was projeeted
as early a5 1549: sece above, pp. 83, 84 . One of the first strictures upon him,
by an English reformer, occurs in a letter of Hooper to Bucer (dated Zurich,
June 19, 1548): “Ido not rightly understand what you write respecting
Calvin. I had never any intention of using my pen either against him or
Favell, although his commentaries on the first Epistle to the Corinthians dis-
pleased me exceedingly.” Original Letters, ed. P. S. 48.

4Tt is unquestionable that many of these points had been' opened in the
reign of Edw. VI, and even earlier: Heylin’s Ilistoria Quinqu-Articularis,
Part 111, ¢. 16: Gardiner against Joye, passim.
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theology a8 they came from the schools of Geneva and Hippo:
for much as the Calvinists were indebted to their venerable prede-
cessor, they so far exaggerated some portions of his teaching, and
8o far curtailed or abandoned others, that in spite of similarity of
language a deep and even a fundamental change is observable on
passing from the ancient to the modern doctor. One striking ex-
ample of this diversity relates to the question of “final perseve-
rance,” or the amissibility of regenerating grace. In both systems
it was maintained that no more than a remnant of the human
family were actual partakers of the gift entitled the “grace of
perseverance:” yet Augustine held that others, not included in
this remnant, were possessed of a true and justifying faith, which
they might notwithstanding forfeit altogether ; while Calvin abso-
lutely restricted the communication of spiritual gifts to those
whom a decree irreversibly exempted from the possibility of ulti-
mate perdition! In the one case there was a clear and positive
check upon the desolating influence of presumption as well as of
lawlessness and desperation; in the other, where grace was arbi-
trarily withheld except from the finally saved, we need not wonder

! Cf. the Augustinian Treatise “ de Correptione et Gratia,” ¢. 6 and c. 13, or
* de Proedestinatione Sanctorum,” ¢, 14, with Calvin’s * Institutiones,” Lib.
uL c. 24, $ 6. It is very observable that the distinction was felt at the com-
piling of the Lambeth Articles, for in the emendations of Whitaker’s theses
by the archbishop and his colleagues, an important change was made in Art.
v.: “In sutographo Whitakeri verbn erant ‘in iis qui semel Qjus
participes fuerunt,’ pro quibus A “Lambethanis substituta sunt, ‘in clec-
tis’ sensu pland alio et ad mentem Augustini; cum in autographo sint
ad mentem Calvini. Augustinus enim opinatus est, verum fidem qum
per dilectionem operatur, per quam contingit adoptio, justificatio et
sanctificatio, posse ef intercidi ef amitti; fidem vero esse commune do-
num electis el reprobis, sed perseverantiam olectis propriam: Calvinus
autem, veram et justificantem fidem solis salvandis et electis:contingere.”
See Appen. No. v. IHutton, Archbishop of York, suggested an alteration in
Art. v1., on the ground that as it stood it was opposed to St. Augustine, who
taught, “ Reprobi quidem vocati, justificati, per lavacrum regenerationis re-
novati sunt, et tamen excunt,” ete. Strype’s Whitgift, 461, ed. 1718: cf. the
Augsburg Confession, Part 1. § 12; whero notwithstanding the uniform reve-
rence for St. Augustine, the notion that “ persons once justified cannot lose
the Ioly Spirit,” is denounced as an error of the Anabaptists. This charge
seems to have been made against the Cambridge * Calvinists” in 1505:
Strype’s Whitgift, 434,
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that the feeling of responsibility was endangered, if not aitogether
uprooted. )
1t.is probable indeed that distinctions of this kind were unno-
ticed by many of the ardent refugees who sought shelter from the
Marian persecutions under the roofs of ¢ Calvinistic” reformers,
and who were chiefly instrumental in opening the disputes which
are still rending the Church of England. The number of such
cxiles was very considerable, embracing a majority of those who
from the special emergency of the times were advance_d,.at .the
opening of the reign of Elizabeth, to the highest ecclesxastx'cal
honours. We may trace the effects of their long association with

~ the leading Swiss reformers, by contrasting their future conduct

with that of the smaller band of scholars, who lived in compara-
tive retirement at home, during the triumphs of the Romanizing
faction. These were in almost every case untainted, either by
the disciplinary scruples of their brethren, or by the harsh and
even blasphemous notions which many a predestinarian- zealot
brought back from his foreign masters.! They acted as the con-
servative elements of the Church in the midst of a troublous
period, when there was “continual struggling to throw off its godly
orders,” or ¢ to break in pieces those constitutions, on which it was
established ;" and had no such better elements survived, it would
in all probability have never been able to have subsisted after-
wards.”* The admission of the docrines of Geneva might have
led the way to its ¢ pretended holy discipline,” and the forebod-
ings of men like Richard ITooker have been fearfully accomplished.

It is not unlikely that the general respect for the authority of St.
Augustine continued to aid the circulation of the strong ¢ Calvi-
nian ” tenets, or at least, to disarm the hostility of some who could
not fail to foresee the disastrous results in which they were sure to
issue. Among this number we may class the venerable Parker,
who had reluctantly obeyed the royal nomination to the helm of

1 Some of them did not blush to say, that “all evil springeth of God’s
ordinance, and that God’s predestination was the cause of Adam’s fall, and
of all wickedness,” See other instances in Heylin, Hist. of the Presbyterians,
243, Oxf. 1670.

% Soe Strype’s observations on Archbp. Parker; Life, 543.
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the English Church.* The sobriety of himself and a few faithful
coadjutors succeeded in thwarting the vigorous attempt to infuse a
distinctively Genevan spirit into the public Formularies of Faith.
As early as 1559, when the exiles were anxious to exhibit a decla-
ration of ‘their doctrine to the Queen, they laid peculiar stress on
the tenet of Predestination® as ¢ a thing fruitful and profitable to
be known,” appealing moreover to the example which had been set
them by St. Augustine: yet we look in vain for any mention of
that tenet in the test which was immediately put in cirenlation both
in this and the sister island ; and in the subsequent revision of the
Edwardine Formulary, we have seen that the language of the Ar-
ticle on Predestination was somewhat softened or restrained,
instead of contracting the more rigorous tone which was gradually
pervading the great body of the Church. '

The controversy, however, of which that doctrine was a promi-
nent member, continued rather to increase with the lapse of the
Elizabethan period ; and it may be confidently affirmed that for an
interval of nearly thirty years the extreme opinions of the school
of Calvin, embracing the dogma of irrespective reprobation, were
almost every where triumphant. He became, if we may employ the
parallel of Hooker,® what the master of the sentence was in the

s

! Sec a curious account of one Richard Kechyn, whom the archbishop pre-
ferred, “ charging him not to preach controversial sermons on the Divine
Counsels,” in Mr. Haweis’ Sketches of the Reformation, 95. The obedient
clerk was afterwards rebuked for his silence by one of the itinerant preachers,
who declared that * Predestination should and ought to be preached in every
germon and in every place, before all congregations, as the only doctrine of
salvation,” &e.

2 Strype’s Annals, 1. 116. They admit, however, that “in this our cor-
rupt age,” discreet ministers should speak * sparely and circumspectly” of
such matters,

3 Pref. to Eccl. Pol. chap. 11. $ 8. In a MS. note of Hooker on ¢ A Chris-
tinn Letter,” &c., he asks ironically, * What should the world doc with old
musty doctors? Alleage scripture, and shew it alleage in the sense that Cal-
vin alloweth, and it is of more force in any man’s defense, and to the proofe of
any assertion, than if ten thousand Augustines, Jeromes, Chrysostomes, Cy-
prians, or whosoever els were brought foorth. Doe we not daily see that men
are accused of heresie for holding that which the fathers held, and that they
never are cleere, if they find not somewhat in Calvin to justify themselves 2
Works, 1. 139, note (33), ed. Keble.
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Church of Rome, “so that the perfectest divines were judged
they which were skillfulest in Calvin’s writings.” Even the ‘hor-
rible” dictum! “which speaks little better of our gracious God
than this, that God should design many thousand of souls to hell
before they were, not in eye to their faults, but to His own abso-
lute will and power,”—was, in the language of Ilarsnet, in 1584,
“grown high and monstrous, and like a Goliah, and men do shake
and tremble at it; yet never a man reacheth to David's sling to
cast it down. - In the name of the Lord of Hosts,” he adds, ¢ we
will encounter it, for it hath reviled not the host of the living God,
but the Lord of Hosts.””

Such, then, was the general condition of the Church, in respect
of the predestinarian controversy, when the predominant party
attempted to fix and perpetuate their system, by compiling the
memorable document which is known by the name of the “Lam-
beth Articles.”

The main-spring of all the movement is found in the rigoronsly
Calvinistic tenets of Dr. Whitaker, a distinguished polemical
writer, and the Regius Professor of Divinity at Cambridge. As-
sisted by Chadderton and Perkins,® the latter of whom was pecu-
liarly violent, he resolved on immediate measures for checking the
growth of “ Pelagianism and Popery,” as it was the fashion to char-
acterize the teaching which demurred to the dicta of Calvin. The
leader of the opposite party was the Margaret Professor of Di-
vinity, Baro, or Baron, by name, who had sought an asylum in
this country at an early period of his life, and by the favour of
Burleigh had occupied his present post since 1574 or 1575. Though
naturally of a mild and retiring spirit, he was uniform in opposing
the principles avowed by his brother professor, and advocated more
or less by a majority of the senior members of the Senate. His
learned lecturces, howover, had the cffeet of diminishing the ex-

! Calvin himself says, “ horribile quidem decretum fateor,” in contemplating
his own theory of reprobation. Instit. Lib. rr. c. 23, § 7.

2 Quoted in Heylin, Histor. Quinqu-Articul. Part 111 ch. xvii. § 4.

3 His * Armilla Aurea, containing the order of the causes of salvation and
damnation,” was published in 1592, for the use of students, and tended, per-
haps, more than the writings of the other party, to damage the character of
* Calvinism ” by pursuing it into its logical results.
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treme value which had been set upon the works of the Swiss refor-
mers: and as the new generation, which had been trained by his
te.atching, replaced the more sturdy admirers of Calvin, the *In-
stl.tutions " and other similar text-books were exchanged for the
primitive Fathers and sometimes for the Schoolmen.!

Very soon after the date of his arrival at Cambridge, Baro had
ventured to urge from the history of Nineveh, that ¢“it is the will
of God we should have eternal life, if we believe and persevere in
the faith of ‘Christ; but if we do not believe, or believing only for
a \timé, do not persevere, then it is not the will of God we should
bé saved.” And a further exposition of his doctrine survives in
the sermon ¢ ad clerum ” which he preached in 1595, when the
Lambeth Articles were compiled. Ile there asserted three things
(1) ¢ That God created all men according to His own likeness ir;
Adam, and so consequently, to eternal life; from which he chased
no man, unless because of sin. (2) That Christ died sufficiently
for all, showing that the denial of this doctrine is contrary to the
Confession of the Church of England, and the Articles approved
by the parliament of this kingdom, and confirmed by the Queen’s
authority. (3) That the promises of God made to us, as they are
generally propounded to us, were to be generally understood, as it
is set down in the seventeenth Article.” ‘

Notwithstanding the apparent moderation of these statements
and the “modest’’ way in which they are said tohave been delivered
the unfortunate professor was cited before Dr. Goade, the Vice:
Chancellor of the University; and although the proceedings against
him were eventually stopped by the interposition of his patron

1 In a report of the Vice-Chancellor and others to Whitgift, who had sanc-
tioned their search into private studies (Strype’s Whitgift, 438), it is stated
that things had already grown to such a pass, that “instead of godly and
sound writers, among their stationers, the new writers were very rarely
bought; and that there were no books more ordinarily bought and sold than
popish writers,” &e.

2 Preclect. in Jonam, Prophetam, xxx. 217: Lond. 1579.

3 Strype’s Whitgift, 466. See also his ** Orthodox Explanation of the nine
propositions concluded upon at Lambeth.”” Ibid. App. No. xxv1. and the
« Assertiones” of his nccusers, ibid. 470. Their great objection was to his
doctrine of * universal redemption.”
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Burleigh, he did not offer himself for re-election, retiring from the
ficld of contest in 1596.* : :

But while the friend of Andrewes and Overall, and the cham-
pion of the English Church, was thus driven from his post by the
innovating zeal of the ¢ Calvinian™ party another victim inferior
both in age and reputation excited their indignant activity to a
still more feverish pitch. William Barrett was a fellow of Caius
College, and one of the warmest spirits in the number who “liked
not Calvin’s scheme.” A sermon, *ad clerum,” which he preached
at St. Mary’s church on the 29th of April,* 1595, contained a
strong and even yirulent attack on the popular system of theology ;
where, besides a denial of the indefectibility of grace and the
received doctrine of assurance, he indulged in a number of bitter
reflections upon Calvin, Beza, Peter Martyr, and others, who had
taught the doctrine of irrespective reprobation.® Very soon after
the delivery of this sermon the offender was cited before the Vice-
Chancellor and heads of houses, and urged at several successive
meetings to retract the obnoxious language. He finally consented
to this course, and on the 10th of May read out in St. Mary’s
chureh, a form of recantation* which had been provided by some
of the University authorities, if not by Dr. Whitaker himself.
The insincerity of this act, like many similar ones in all ages, was
instantly made apparent; and on the 26th of the same mouth
several members of the senate reopened the dispute by presenting
a memorial to the Vice-Chancellor and his colleagues, denouncing
the sermon upon the score of its *savouring of popish doctrine in
the whole course and tenour thereof,” and reflecting on the *“unre-
verend manner” in which it had been withdrawn.

The cause was now carried by both parties to Whitgift, Arch-
bishop of Canterbury. On one side the letter of the heads of

! Ibid. 473. .

3 Ileylin, Hist. Quinqu-Artic. Part 11 c. 2,36,7. -

2 Strype, Whitgift, 436 : and cf. Bk. 1v. App. No. xxi1.

4 Tbid. App. No. xxi1. It is observable that he was taught to discern the
doctrine of reprobation in the 17th Article, although Whitaker in writing
to the archbishop is more cautious. Ilis words are, “For the points of doc-
trine, we are fully persuaded, that Mr. Barret hath taught untruth, if not
against the Articles, yet against the religion of our Church, publicly received,”
&e.  Ibid. Bk. 1v. No. xxv. ’
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houses (bearing date June 12,) complained of Barrett’s behaviour,
and stigmatized his teaching as ¢ injurious to the worthy learned
men of our times,” as ‘“strongly savouring of the leaven of
popery,” and as “ contrary to the doctrine of the nature of faith
set forth in the Articles of Religion and Homilies appointed to be
read in Churches.”* On the other hand, Barrett appealed from
the Vice-chancellor to the Primate, alleging that his opponents
were no more than a puritanical faction in the University, for
that many who studied truth and peace had refused to join the
present persecution; and while admitting that he had dealt
roughly with Calvin, directed his chief indignation against Per-
kins, whose book ¢ On the Apostles’ Creed,” though denying an
article of the faith,?had not been hitherto discountenanced by any
of the University authorities. On these grounds he prayed the
Archbishop to interpose, and save him from the malice of his
enemies who had already punished him enough by stopping his
degree.s

The first impressions of Whitgift seem to have been some-
what in favour of the appellant, for in a message to the Vice-
Chancellor and heads of houses, he condemned the warmth of
their recent proceedings and asserted his own prerogative in the
adjudication of doctrinal questions. In particular he objected
that some points of the retraction, which they had forced
upon Barrett, were ‘“contrary to the doctrine holden and ex-
pressed by many sound and learned divines* in the Church of

! Strype, Whitgift, 437, 438.

* Alluding to the *‘ descent into hell,” which the Calvinists expounded of
our Lord’s extreme mental sufferings.

3 Strype, ibid. 438, 439. :

4 One of these was Ilooker’s bosom-friend Saravia, and a favourite of
Whitgift. Ile was frequently at Lambeth and wrote (apparently for the
Archbishop) a “ Censure of Barrett’s Retraction.” Ibid. Bk. 1v. App. xxiv.
It is a sober and elaborate production, breathing far more the spirit of Au-
gustine than of Calvin, and quoting the former authority throughout. IHe
concludes by censuring the acrimonious language of Barrett, and by declaring
*¢ Fuerunt et sunt adhuc hodie in diversis ecclesiis quamplures fideles Christi
servi bene de Ecclesia meriti, qui non idem de preedestinatione sentiunt, qui
tamen se mutua charitate fuerunt amplexi nec ulling sese mutuo haeresecos in-
simulant,” 198.—There is also a * Censura Censure D. Barreti,” among the
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England,” and which he ““for his own part thought to be false
and contrary to the Scripture.” Of the contumelious language
in which Barrett had animadverted upon the Calvinistic writers,
he expressed his entire disapprobation, adding that he did not
allow the same towards Augustine, Jerome, and other learned fa-
thers, which nevertheless had often been abused in the Univer-
sity without control.” And yet, he proceeded, “if a man would
have occasion to control Calvin for his bad and unchristian cen-
sure of King Henry VIIL, or him and others in that peremptory
and false reproof of the Church of England in divers points, and
likewise in some other singularities, he knew no article of religion
against it, much less did he know any cause why men should be
violently dealt withal for it, or termed ungodly, popish, impu-
dent. For the doctrine of the Church of England did in no respect
depend upon them.’"

Emboldened by the result of his former application, and ap-
prehensive lest his enemies should have strength enough to de-
prive him of his fellowship, Barrett now ventured to desire from
the Primate a formal statement of the truth in the controversy
which continued to distract the University of Cambridge. The
heads of houses in the meanwhile started the question as to the
right of the Archbishop to interfere in matters like the present,
and from the warmth which this point excited on both sides, it is
probable that the case of Barrett would have been thrown alto-
gether into the background, had not Whitaker undertaken to
mediate between the contending parties. Iis former service to
the Church in answering Bellarmine had placed him very high in
the opinion of Whitgift, and the conciliatory tome whick he
adopted at this stage of the dispute, was still more in favour of
his faction. IIe did not venture to assert that the teaching of
Barrett had contradicted the language of the Articles, nay, he
was now not unwilling to concede that the topics chiefly con-
troverted *were not concluded and defined by public autho-

Minor Works of Bp. Andrews, Oxf. 1846, 304, seqq. It is confined, bow-
ever, to one point, viz.: the certainty of salvation, which Whitaker and his
school maintained. In the same place will be found the “judgment” of that
prelate touching the Lambeth Articles.
! ‘Strype’s Whitgift, 441.
11






