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Chapter 1.

e Tempora mutantur , nos et mutamur in illis ?

Why has Whitaker remained unexamined for

400 years ? . Living all his academic life at Cambridge , as
Re.Mus Professor 1.530 - 1595 , and Master of St. John’s College from
1587 to his death in 1595 , he was at the centre ox Important
religious changes taking place at that tine. Sufficiently daunting

iIs the sheer volume of his work , but patient study evokes the Te
Deum rather than €. liuc Dinittis , for there i1s thrown up a range
and vista of ideas in an era populated with fine minds , that any
tudy of tbec Anglican nzad, Ko\ relations voiQnh no the poorer without
them. We may dismiss the thought that this is an attempt at exhumation,
tantamount to an act of industrial archeology --the polemic
machinery long since dead , the terms of reference now irrelevant,and
the contents providing no more than an antiquarian might expect.

From the Anglican side , for the fTifteen years
mentioned, his work in England dominated the Anglican-Roman
controversy and prevented i1t from lapsing into sterility. The
lively exchanges In that developing controversy with Rome reveals a
depth of scholarship and integrity of theological insight that makes
him one of the outstanding theologians of the day, deserving of a
place between Jewel ana Hooker , and within that magisterial succession.
His work, particularly on the Fathers , contributed to a large degree
to the more popular studies of the Fathers iIn the 17th. Century. He
not only kept the Patristic ball iIn court , but also kept the ball
in play. This thesis is an exploration into, and examination of, an
unfamiliar aspect of Whitaker"s work — his Patristic Theology, consid-
ered in the light of modern scholarship and on texts which arc
current dialogue today . Like Zanchi , Whitaker had a better knowledge
of the Fathers ( and more respect for them) than is popularly supposed.

Frequent references are made to Whitaker in
critical works and biographies of the period(but there has been no
V mtion, detailed or otherwise, of his thought. Philip Hug] s
in his "Reformation In England®™ Vol. 3. p.232-4 does not allow
Whitaker on to the stage till the Lambeth Articles of 1595*
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The neglect is not so surprising as at first may appear --though
the chief milestones of the period have received textual publication
and critical examination , there is a vast hinterland of unexamined
works which belong to this period. Bancroft, successor to Whitgift,
lacks a biographer , as does Bilson who is not even mentioned in the
Oxford Dictionary of the Christian Church. Strype®s Whitgift called
for a further study which has been partly met by the excellent
studies of V.J.Brook and Professor Powel Mills Dax™ey but they both
lack the examination and assessment of two Important MSS which lie
behind Whitgift®s theology. The thought is still popular that Whdjgift
was guided only by constitutional or political considerations. There
i1s no full scale English work on Beza or Bullinger or Bucer. Only
recently has Jewel"s work as an apologist been assessed by J.li.Booty.
Sandy"s sermons and a biography exist in the edition of T.Whitaker
(1812) but there is no assessment of his place iIn the movements of
his time. Harsnett , Fulke , Alexander Howell (Churton is still the
standard work) Henry Alvey , Lawrence Chaderton , John Overall,
William Perkins, Bishop James Pilkington , Robert Some , and John
Still, the centre of disturbances at St. John"s 1576 (Master of
St. John"s 1574, Master of Trinity 1577,and In 1597 Bishop of Bath
and Wells) all need the sort of work that Pearson did on Cartwright.
On the Socinian influences of the period — Lelio Sozini (,d 1562.)
had recently visited England— and the challenge of the Radicals, only
during the past 30 years has serious study evoked an acknowledgement
of their importance , and yet Whitaker®s works are rej)lete with

comments on their thought.
Ernst Troeltsch in his "Social Teaching of the

Christian Churches and Sects”( Tubingen 1912 English translation 1931)
had argued that It was the 16th. Century Radicals rather than the
Lutheran and Reformed Churches which broke the€fejos of the medieval
world. Karl Iloll and Heinrich Boehmer reacted to this view by claiming
that the Radicals were no true part of the Reformation but were outside
it , and that the Anabaptists were the true violent revolutionaries.
G.Rupp®s “Patterns of Reformation * (1969) has brought a renewed
interest i1n England in the Radical movement , reflected also iIn
America , but i1t has been left to Arverica®, scholars to assess the
positive value of this Radical tradition eg. Bender,Smith, R orsch,



G.h.Williams,and I-lertpl. But it is not necessary to wait for the
recent revival iIn ecumenical Reformation scholarship to hear that

belief In the One, Holy, Catholic, Apostolic Church was integral to
the faith of Protestantism, that i1t dnd not regard incorporation Into

the Church as an optional extra to be dispensed with by men of

unusual spiritual stature, and also believed that outside the church

there was no salvation — Whitakefc had already said these things in
his defence of Luther and Calvin.

By 1536 Calvin had hardly considered the church
except under its invisible and hidden aspect as the totality of the
elect. Contact with Bucer forced him to consider a more positive
attitude towards the visible church and community , which is
apparent in the 15°"3 edition of the Institutes . In Institutes 1V.3*2
he states that through prophecy among us and reception of the
Apostolic teaching , we grow together into the unity of Christ.
Accepting the thought of Calvin iIn this , that bp entering
oon: union with Christ we fai.! ourselves a community which rests solely
upon the action of Christ in us, Whitaker enlarges with quotations
from Augustine , that all animated by the Love of God constitute
one religion and social community and with Bucer emphasises the idea
of the church as an organism rather than an institution* Whital r
never lost Calvin®s conception of the true church as the invisible
church of the elect because i1t was imperishable and received full
salvation , and i1s the true Body of Christ. The mixed visible
church contained the non-elect sharing the same profession of faith,
the same sacwrments , and unity in doctrine and charity* The church
to the non-elect was the object of faith ,/%ﬂe elect , the object
of experience. Christ is Head of both. Like Luther and Kelanchthon in
the Augsburg Confession (Articles 7 and 8 ) Calvin admitted two
objective criteria for the discernment of a true church — the pure
preaching of the word , and the sacraments administered according to
the Institution of Christ. V/hitaker stands by this definition but

"The Catholicity of Protestantism®™ by Flew & Davies (1950).

2 . Institutes 1IV.1.4. “outside the bosom of the church one can hope
for no remission of sins nor any salvatipn®™— using the well-known
definition of Cyprian (De Unitate 6. ML.IV.519) and Augustine
(De Baptismo 54.4.17»24_.1"1LXLi1i.170) he repeated with Luther

(Great Catechism 3rd. Art on the Creed) that the church iIs our
mother and that apart from her there is no salvation.
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but emphasizes inherent discipline within the true church to prevent
blasphemy , immorality, and to encourage penitence , but unlike
Bucer he dicl not raise this to a third note of the true church.

When we leave the Anglican-Puritan side , we
find on the Romanist side an even greater lack of works ; it 1is
not simply a matter of selection and printing individual works but
a comprehensive study of a man®"s thought. What Fr. Brodrick did for
Bellarmine, ad. his earlier work on Peter Canisius, ‘yescis to De
done for many Catholic authors. A.C.Southern wiote "it is a note—
-worthy fact that all the Catholic authors with one notable exception
to who 1 reference is made in the chapters 0l tnis book (i.e. "jjlizabeuh-
-an Recusant Prose 1559 - 1582 " 1950 ed.) either have been entirely
ignored In our histories or have been given such scant reference as
aiounts to the sare thing * . Thomas Alfield , Harding* William
Rainolds (Who took Whitaker to task for his work on the Rheims
Testament) Thomas Heskyns , Persons, Richard Shacklock, Brinkley,
and Hopkins , not a whit behind theilr Protestant counterparts in
seriousness , scholarship, and importance , also lack critical studies
of their thought. What the Parker Society did for the works of Coverdale
Brecon, Cranmer , Grindal, Hooper, Latimer, Jewel,and Whitaker
needed a counterpart , which iIs now seen In the work of the
Catholic Record Society but there is still a fund of MSS sources yet
untapped which may well provide fruitful material for further
investigation aia help to elucidate some oi the problems arising
from the selective printing of individual, works. There remains
the even wider problem of assessment . ho one side had the no: go&lhy
of ec olarc lip — any works of great length , on controversial
historical, dogmatict and devotional topics were the products oi
men of both sides of considerable intellectual standing act. In
some cases with a European reputation for learning. Hudc that

»

understanding.

Preface (IX) In his "Recusant Prose 1559-"2° 1950 ed.

2. The notable exception was Thomas Veech "Dr. Nicholas Sanders
and the English Reformation " (1935). Since then Schutseichol
and Seybold have produced works on Stapleton.



To redress the balance in a critical examination of this
neriod 1t i1s important to realise that many of the recusants were
native Englishmen — driven abroad by the penal laws and drawing
inspiration and energy for their theology and spiritual lives from
the Continental centres of the Counter-Refornation. But while we
hear of d rotestant exiles at 5 eburg , Zurich, and Frankfurt ,
we have heard little of Richard Smith, Regius Professor of Divinity
at Oxford , Francis Babington the distinguished Vice-Chancellor of
Oxford , William Good , Alan Cope, Richard Fall of Pembroke College
Cambridge , Thomas Bailey Master of Clare Hall , Cambridge, George
Bullock , llaster of St. John®"s Cambridge — and those recusants lost to
the universities but who actually remained In the country eg. Thomas
Sedgewick . It i1s perhaps understandable why Whitgift in 1589 1 could
call attention to lec learning in the universities — the
penal situation had narrowed the function of a university as great sdols
of all sciences and of all learning Into their being regarded
as little more than seminaries "for the education of the clergy of
the Established Church * , a view confirmed by the Bishops®™ Declaration
of 1,584 that Oxford and Cambridge were * founded principally for
the study of divinity and increase of the numbers of learned preachers

and ministers

Hilliam Whitaker was born in Lancashire in 1578 at
the manor house on the estate of Holme , k miles S.E. of Burnley.
He was the third son of Thomas Whitaker and Elizabeth (married 1530)
the daughter of John Nowell of Read and sister of Alexander Howell,Degn
of St. Paul®"s, and Robert Howell , Dean of Lichfield . William"s
early education was at the grammar school at Burnley ,recently

1. Strype “Life and Acts of John Whitgift® (1822) p.610 et seg.
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opened by Hartgrave , but at the age of 1» , he was sent for Dy

Alexander Howell,and his biographer speaks of three possible
reasons— "that lionell saw him daily tainted with the infection

of corrupt superstition , that he perceived an excellent disposition
in the boy , or that he was fired with zeal for the exercise of
charity and endearing himself to all his relatives William is
described fay his biographer as a "boy tender and superstitiously
disposed® and that his uncle Alexander like Abraham,was reselling

his relative Lot from the midst of i1dolaters . Gataker described him
as "nursed In popish superstition*!. Hartgrave was a well known name
in recusant circles , and 1T Assheton were Whitaker®™s biographer

he would know very well the strength of recusancy in those partsf
observing the situation through the rectory window at Middleton.
Alexander Nowell reached St. Paul®s Deanery as a returned Marian
exile In 1560 but the situation In Lancashire was well known to him.

1. Gataker Notes from Abel Redivivus (1651) by Fuller Vol.2.p.109 -
Vita by Gataker;1867 ed.

2. Allenson "Vitae et Mortis Doctiss. Sanctissimique Theologi
Guilielmi Whitakeri S.Theologiae Doctoris ac Professoris Regii et
celeberrimi Collegii D.Joannis in Cantabrigiensi Academia _.agistri
prudentissini Vera Descriptio”. Exists iIn the latin text,Geneva ed.
1610 of Whitaker®s works Vol .1.698-704, The actual authorship
IS uncertain — the name A_Assheton iIs" bracketed iIn the Br.Mus,
Cat. of Printed Books Vol. 57 and is accepted as the true author
by Churton (Life of Alex. Nowell) and Cooper ( Athen.Cantabr. sub
Whitaker) . On the other hand Baker (History of St. John®s College
p-180 - 9 ed. Mayor. 1869 ed.) regarded John Allenson , a Durham
man and a Fellow of St. John"s as the author , for he had taken
notes of Whitaker"s lectures and published soree of thom after
Whitaker®s death. The Vita had originally carried no author®s
name before it reached the printer. Allenson was also probably
the author of the Preface to Vol.l. of the Geneva edition of
Whitaker®s works. Allenson however did not reach Cambridge
till 1576 he was also suspended 1583 ~ 9 for refusing subscriptio
to the Articles and this hardly fits in with the contents and
style of the Vita. In support of Assheton , he was a Lancashire man
his father being at the apposite time Rector of Middleton and he
followed Whitaker to St. John®"s.References to boyhood in the
Vita suggest Assheton as the actual author--he was also Lancashire
born . A translation of the Vita was printed London 1722
Br. Mus. MS G. 14222 )
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The closing years of Trent made it sufficiently clear that any hope
of a reconciliation between Romanism and Anglicanism was out of the
question . The theological gulf had widened considerably In the
previous 30 years and on the access™of Elizabeth m 155" 1t was

in Lancashire that Romanism hardened into a defence ol “the old faith".
Elizabeth rightly believed that the campaign to stiffen the English
in favour of Rome lirss largely regional , and she informed the Bishop
of Chester that the disorders in his diocese were such " as we hear not
of the like iIn any other part of the realm ". Much can be said about
the tempering of legislative severity by administrative moderation ,
the Queen®s diplomacy and forbearance with quiet papists, but the
fact remains that her clemency did not run to allowing Romaniuto

to mount an organised effort to “persuade” her subjects to CgXbooey
her ecclesiastical laws , long before the Bull of 1°p0 gave jfuch
efforts their sinister turn. It must however be acknowledged that
the reclamation by Romanists was not solely out of respect for
Papalism. The ordinary folk may well have been a small constituent
element iIn the struggle. It was rather that the Lancashire folic wioh
their conservatism loved the familiar pattern ox medieval church
life, the Latin Mass , regular shriving, invocation of favourite
saints, death bed anointing, liturgical petitions, the "simplicity”
of eucharistic worship uncomplicated by rival theories of the
eucharistic presence,now no longer confined to the tneological
schools, but hurled across the roof tops each being charged with
high emotional content dependent upon which sicie he had aligned
himself with. A stable spiritual framework, had for a long time
formed the heart of the Christia.n xaith. Theological cliches became
party slogans.

The emigres may thunder that such practices as
beloved by the conservative were a necessary consequence ox x'goal
obedience ; they were claiming to utter sound theological precepts
but they were bad psychologists, for it wasjPapal obec.icr.ce that
held the Lancashire folk necessarily to these practices, but the
sheer familiarity of them,warp and woof of their day to day lives.
Many Romanists of this mould remained fully English in their
politics or would have been content to have been left so if they
had not been forced by recusants into aligning themselves on the



question of ultimate spiritus.l obedience. Campion®s tract on
non-attendance at parish churches only vitiated the controversy,

and with reasons which lie outside the sitz in leben. Elizabeth®s
principle as outlined by Francis Bacon was that consciences should
not be forced but won over and redeemed by truth , with the aid of
time and Instruction ; but when conscience exceeded its national
bounds and proved "-rounds for faction , then the claim to conscience
lost 1ts validity.

Whitaker®s boyhood was spent within this context of
internal conviction not emerging into overt illegal practice,and
this ultimately proved beneficial to his understanding within the
wider sphere of disputation. Whitaker agreed with his uncle®s words
at the opening of the 1563 Parliament that the Queen"s dealings
were distinguished by clemency and mercy , and that many changes
had taken place quietly , but unlike his uncle he never called for
the death penalty for the "maintenance of false religion® because
it infected Christian society.

The failure of the English Reformation to
take root iIn Lancashire despite the coercion of bishops and central
government can only confirm the view that locally the imposition of
an unpopular religion by a clever and pox/erful bureaucracy upon an
unwilling ana rebellious people , made the area fertile for the
continuation of Papalism. In varying degrees the refusal to be
inte/grated iInto the Reformed Church of England and the staunch
allegiance to the Papal See , particularly by large landowning
families, whose estates ran contiguously across the covVntry thus
affording a ready path for recusants , and their dependencies and
tenants stiff In the old Faith , emerged in a refusal to be

Otsted wit; oaths weforce m; the dlirrbetdar. .Oottlenient or to be
eassociated with the parish church. William (later Cardinal) Allen,
was a Lancashire man and remained Papalist till 1560 when he sought
refuge iIn Flanders. Laurence Vaux was also a Lancashire man and the
stimulation and growth of recusancy iIn Lancashire is greatly due
to Vaux®s endeavour, much enhanced by his popularity, his quiet,
sincere, but vigorous defence of the old Faith. The appearance of
John Bradford and Pendleton , dir- ti g Protest t3s*v*served to
arouse tenacious Protestantism in the towns but did little to
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penetrate the country parts where opposition was only increased by
the appearance of town nobs In country churches , smashing, robbing,
and burning. Bolton may have been the Geneva of the North, with
Bradford, Saunders, and Marsh dying the Protestant martyr®s death
under Mary , but the western countryside remained unconvinced
Keen minds perceived in the new scholarship a quickening of religion,
but before the ElizabethanSettlement could be seen clearly not as
a legal compromise but as capable of a rich and vivid life of its
own, It was necessary to have the theology of Jewel , Whitaker,
Hooker and Andrewes , the piety of Ferrar ana Herbert, and the liturg-
—-ical stand of Laud. The emergence of recusancy almost as soon as
the precarious Acts of Supremacy and Uniformity were passed with a
narrow majority — with the full weight of the new Cecil administration
behind them and the permanent Ecclesiastical Commission on July
19th. 1359 following the Koyal Visitation of the 6 districts of
England — w.s strongest among those haunted with the spectre of
Petrine unity, much encouraged by Allen®s return to Sossall Grange, his
father®s home, In 1562. Ostensibly for ill-health , It is Interesting
to note that in a short time he covered extensive ground In visits
to places which were to become well known In recusant records,
neither Downham the Bishop of Chester nor the Earl of Derby had much
enthusiasm for recusancy hunting — this was reflected in the severe
reprimand given to the bishop by Elizabeth who wrote ‘“that his
appointment to Chester had been a reward for his “former services
to us , but now we find great lack In you , being sorry to have
our former expectations in this sort deceived " . The disorders in
his diocese had "not the like iIn any ot.or part of our realm®.

In addition to the stiff papist and persistent
Protestaht there arose the conformist Catholic ;the fear of the Law
made him wear the mark of the Gospel which he used not as a means
to save his soul but his property ; he loved Popery but would not
lose by it and though sometimes soared by Bulls from Rome he was
more afraid of the Bear from Greenwich, [Ie brought his body iInto
church to save his ball. For Com .union he was always sure to be out
ox charity with his neighbour . he made a bad martyr but a good
traveller, lor nis conscience was so large he could never wander _

> S P.Derrx MC. Nr. JJ
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far from 1t. w/hat he could not defend , he claimed to be under
mental reservation . Allen saw nothing but contempt for such
behaviour ana by 1566 the Roman position was hardened by the new
Pope who had seen signal service in the Inquisition — from now on,
conformity was neither lavw/ful nor dispensable . Alexander Nowell
began a preaching tour in his native Lancashire , and though much
praised by Bishop Downham of Chester , it met with little success and
could only confirm howell in his wisdom In removing his young nephew
fro . that area. Nowell failed to convert his own brother-in-lawjfi
John Tonmeley *. It was to take more than evangelical eloguence
to eradicate old devotional attitudes and habits and even allowing for
the alarmist nature of much of Glasior™s evidence, there was certainly
truth in the claim that “great confederacies™ of papists existed; iIn the
returns for J.P.s at that time , were described as “favourable® ,
and 421 as T"indifferent™ or “hostile* . It is interesting to note
the use of the word "favourable® — this i1s hardly a synonym for staunch
firm Anglicans . The examination at Lathom in 1568 revealed a rich
harvest for Allen, Vaux, Coppage, and Thomson. By the time William
Chaderton arrived as the new Bishop of Chester , 200 men from
Lancashire had been or were being trained for the priesthood and
Campion, scholar, priest, hero-martyr,played a leading and hazardous
part in the conflict. In 180 he returned to England , to Tyburn ,
via Lancashire where he gave much heart to recusants. He met with
stronger support than is generally realised — his general theme
that resistance to the established order was religious and not
political , whatever else he had written on non-attendance at the
parish church , matched the thought of a great number of recusants
who wanted not armed rebellion (the Lancashire gentry are not to be
found In the 1769 Rebellion of the Northern Earls) but freedom to
follow the old Faith without Papal politics.
On his frequent visits to Holme,Whitaker

1. In 1576 John Towneley was handed over by the Privy Council to

Hr. Assheton of Chatterton who might convert him , but Towneley

remained obstinate and preferred to pay 11,700 in fines for his
recusancy -
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followed these events with iInterest . Campion to his dying day
affirmed that he had taken a wv; to avoid political involvement,and

that he had only come to treat of religion, The Jesuits were In a
difficult position after the publication of "The Thirty Six Chapters
on the Reformation of the Princes " In 1563 < The article which
prohibited the clergy from mingling in secular and political affairs
had been omitted from the original draft of 42 , and the full
weight of Papal policy was felt In such a way as left little doubt
on intent, and left little to the imagination. Despite attempts by
t e Emperor , Philip of Spain, and the King of fiance, against the
Decrees on Temporal Poxer, more than a 100 Fathers of Trent

pressed arduously for their implementation. Chapter XX forbad all
Princes to .alee decrees covering ecclesiastical persons or causes.

In Ip83 John Finche just before his
execution at Lancaster solemnly asserted that Campion ana others had
been executed for religion not for treason. The Elizabethan government
has been successful in fastening the view on history that they died
for treason,relying on the dictum that the state has always reserved
the right to define “treason*. V/itaker was never one for the
political arena but he was deeply iInterested in the theological
implications of Campion®s position . Campion, Finche, ana others
might well have genuinely desired to treat of religious questions
only, to avoid all political controversy,an.believed intently that
the new reformation energised by Trent and served by the Jesuits

fest w I'mr turn to 1 new uni stre ;th.
Add to this the sincerity of a single-minded man, drive: by zeal
an:, passion for souls , strengthened by a new spirituality grounded
on absolute obedience, fired by martyrs with a disregard for anything
L1

t \Y T u 3 " br this, 1 re lreg*
that did with _Vhitaker among them, there was also the other side,
which occupied the attention of the government vis. that catholic
officials iIn high places from the Pope down had a more medieval
approach , reilected in the exhortation of the Parta.l Secretary of
otate xn Jec. 1580 , complete with the Bull Pegnans iIn Excelsis in
bis hands, clair Lng that whoever despatched the Jueen with the
q o UtEerg.a. o: Joaes scrvice , not only did not sin but



gained merit . Spain was not the only factory for views on
tyrannicide wit!™ n Papal blessing. Allen’s stiff refusal to have
anything to do with the English Settlement urged him to intrigue

with Philip 2 to invade England. Sander®s reputation in lIreland was
well known ; his journey to Philip to incite him to action f&", not been
forgotten. Though Campion ana others were motivated by fresh religious
zeal 1t suited the official Catholic position to let it be s0 —

the pawn is played to be lost and the sacrifice would prove the
superiority of Catholicism in the spiritual field of martyrdom, a
field hitherto too strongly occupied by the Protestants. Cecil and
Elizabeth knew that the flaming sword of the spirit could be seen ,
but were really afraid of what lay beneath the cloak --conspiracy,
daggers, and all the impedimenta of intrigue. What might alarm the
Lancashire gentry and produce political inactivity ( a receptive
cultus for Campion®s teaching) actually stirred the Elizabethan
government to the greatest caution. Even statements on oath could

be annulled by dispensation, and surrounded by the possibility of
attendant qualifications ,it was never absolutely established that

the full truth was out. In the examination of Cuthbert Kayne at
Launceston 29th. l;ov. 1577 , Mayne admitted that the situation was
such that 1If occasion were offered, though Catholics formally yielded
to the Supremacy Acts,they would be absolved from their oath and were W
duty bougtd to support iIn every way any invasion or rising to aid

the Papal iIntention.

Taken at i1ts face value , did the recusant martyr
realise the full implications of the faith he was propagating,which as
Whitaker pointed out ,with its logical extensions ju:involved”fa priori
a firm belief In the deposing power of the Pope ? Trent had strengthened”™
the Papacy,and never before had the church seen an organisation like
the Jesuits , pledged by absoliite obedience,devotion, seal, and
scholarship to the service of that strengthened and absolute Papal
Supremacy— belief/ 1In Romanism was synonymous with all that ana however
deeply spiritual and profoundly scholarly Campion might be , he was
wide open to suspected alignment. It was not possible to bo a Papist
without believing what the Jesuits stood for--this was the
embaifassment to the older country priest,especially as their flocks
ran more and more after the young Jesuits fresh from Douay. When



Hooker maintained that politics and religion could not be separated
he was already writing to the converted who didn"t believe the
Jesuits when they said they were trying to act as if they were.
The ~oung Whitaker found an emergent Anglicanism

that seemed to offer little to attract the deeply spiritually
minded — much of 1t was negative and what appeared to be positive
was drawn from Geneva , Zurich, or the German states. There was no
compendium of Anglicanism , no Fathers of the English Reformation
to act as a point of reference as Aquinas to the scholastics, or a
Luther, Calvin, or a kwingli. There were pointers but no polar star.
Even so, the Lutheran unity was apparent rather than real. The
Book of Concord published in 1580 at Dresddn had systematised the
Lutheranism of Germacy at that time but It lacked the wider authority
of the Augsburg Confession of 1530 and outside Germany it had only
li. 1ted acceptance. Drawn up by Andreae , Chemnitz,and Selnecker,the
Formula of Concord of 1577 had been precise and emphatic and was
claimed to define Lutheran orthodoxy as Trent did the Roman position,
but the Melanchthon position came to be excluded as much as the Roman
and Calvinist , and the Book of Concord * failed to resolve the
conflict which raged bitterly within Lutheranism . Synergism set
Lutheran against Lutheran. On the positive side however, the Book
of Concord did provide for a Lutheran self-understanding in the
face of Trent and tiade possible the Lutheran scholasticism 01 the
17th. Century. But on the death of Luther, a furor theologicus had
developed iIn the Lutheran ranks which lacked a single state system
or a bench of bishops to nourish related doctrines into a systemic
whole. Luther lore came to float in a formless state ox things anu
w 3 expanded and catalogued In a variety of ways . A religion that
had begun with a depth of iIntensive personal experience failed to
pass over Into a single verbal or credal orthodoxy . The anti-Romanism
of Johannes Ajriecld- passed over into the quieter waters of Ilelanchthon
and Jena and Leipzig became the headquarters of the conservative
Lutherans eg. ;.atthias Flacius lllyricus (1520 -75) and Helmstadt of
1. incorporated the Formula of Concord (1577),the 3 Creeds, the

Augsburg Confession and Apology (1530) the Schmalkaldic Articles

(1537) 1 Luther"s two Catechisms, the Swabian ana Saxon Formula of
1374 - 5 , the Maubrown Formula (1575) and the Torgau Articlos(1576)-



"Philippist liberal!lge® . Chemnitz took the way of Lutheran orthodoxy
an Tfulminated on the one hand against crypto-Calvinism , and on

the other against neo-Romanism,with his Examen Concilii Tridentini.
In the doctrinal discord in Germany in the 16th. Century we can
detect ideas shared by .“/hitaer . Osiander had declared that man
was justified by an infusion of Christ’s divine nature and Whitaker
amplified this with reference to 1 Peter and lrenaeus. Whitaker also
entered the lists of the synergistic controversy and cane ofi better
than Flacius.

The new and rising tide of Puritanism in 1ts various
forms provided a simple but severe clarity which emerged in a legal
.oral dominance in the next century to be rejected in practice If not
in principle by the majority of English people. The Lancashire gentry
could work up no enthusiasm for the Geneva gowmn, while the poweriul
residual of Catholicism looked for better things under a new
sovereign , but this also by the end of the 17th. Century dwindled
to an insignificant minority when the tide changed. Conversely,
Anglicanism which started with such miserable beginnings iIn the
16th. Century reflected in the Lancashire Rectors®™ Report of 1590
by the end of the 17th. century produced a vigorous stand which
few could have foretold. The rising tide of an intelligent Anglicanism
proved fertile for theological debate . The ecclesiastical
leadership of Parker and Whitgift infused a new confidence,while
the work of theologians like Whitaker strengthened the foundations
of Anglicanism.

Whitaker belonged to the second generation of Elizab-
—ethan divines . To restrict his reputation ana imluence (and his
theology) a. i1s com .only done to his il.-defined part In the
Lambeth Articles of 1595 iIs to misunderstand his place ard importance
in the dialogue of t k day. Ie emerged to play an important
an., determinant role 1In facing the growing strength of the post-
-Tridentine Jesuit scholarship on the one hand and those who pushed
for further relon tlon on the Puritan pattern led by Cartwright and
Travers on the other. Giants In their generation, Bellarmine had
a special admiration for Whitaker as a protagonist fitadifeg head and
shoulders above his contemporaries in Patristic, Historical , and
Biblical Theology. When John Aglionby , chaplain to Elizabeth, was
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travelling In ltaly at the turn of the I6th. Century , he was
introduced to Cardinal Bellarnine now at the height of his powers,
having been appointed In 1576 Professor of Controversial Theology
at the newly formed Collegium Romanum . Bellarmine , pointing to
a picture of Whitaker in his study remarked that he was the most
learned heretic that he had ever read *‘Bellarminelprivately
admired the mar. (i.e. ./hitaker) for his singular learning and
ingenuity and though they never met , on his side Whitaker was
equally appreciative of the personal qualities of his scholarly
opponent in matters theological* In the course of his lectures at
Ca -bridge , Whitaker described Bellarmin® as a ‘man unquestionably
learned , possessed of a happy genius , a penetrating judgement
an., multifarious reading . Both eagerly awaited each other®s works—
mostly iIn .anuscript. The regularity with which works proceeded from
Whitaker®s pen, coupled with the fact ta.t he was the father of a
large family , gave rise to the familiar quip " quod mundo quotannis
librum et liberum dedit *~.

The 1mportance of Jewel®s work of the 1560"s
when the general fortunes of the Romanists were at a low ebb , was to
be s=,.n In his famous Challenge Sermon ana In his controversy with
Harding, particularly the latter. Jewel®s Apologia Ecclesiae
Anglicanae established itself as the best defence in principle of
Anglican claims an his controversy with Thomas Harding (d.1572)
determined the main lines which the controversy with Rome was to
take, finding official approval in the Establishment, with the
episcopal authorisation of the Apologia as a vestry and pulpit
documenttand later reinforced by Bancroft. But who was to be the
immediate successor to Jewel , to face the important period to gome,
a period replete with Romanist champions —- Stapleton, Saunders,
Campion, Bellarmine* It was 1594 before Hooker produced his first
four books on the Ecclesiastical Polity by which time Whitaleer was

dead, at the early age of 47? having proved himself the most prolific

1. Anthony Wood . Athen. Oxon. (under John Aglionby) Vol.1.554.
2. Ep. Dedicat. to Burghley of Whitaker®s Disputation on holy
Scripture (1588 , the only work published by Whitaker in his lifetime.
5. A fortress of the Faith first planted " Antwerp 1565 < ™% Counter-
-blast to K.Horne"s vague blast against m.Fekenham®Louvain.1567.
4. “Rocke of the church wherein the Primacy of St. Peter and his

successors , the Bishops of Rome.is proved out of God®s Word®
Louvain 1567. "Rise & Growth of the Anglican Schism®™ 1585
"De Visibxli honarchia Ecclesiae®™ 1571
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of Elizabethan divines, Hooker®s sights were set against the puritans
in the main — his controversies with Travers when Hooker was master
of the Temple (1585) eEercised his talents in this direction ;his
Ecclesiastical Polity i1s addressed to "those that seek the Reformation
of Laws and Orders Ecclesiastical in the Church of England 1 - he
faced a different way to Whitaker,back to back. While Hooker also
quoted the Fathers and Schoolmen In extenso,particularly Augustine,
with a newly won confidence , he represented the Anglican reaction
against the Presbytery; being conditioned by the terms oi that
controversy with the Puritans, Hooker emerges with a less strong
conception of episccoacy = Hooker defends its antiquity and convenience
but denied the necessity of any one certain form of polity or regimen
in all the churches. Calvin had erred in this, for though he had
done well to establish his discipline and order at Geneva, he erred
in teaching that any particular form of church government was de
Jjure divino, and the Puritans under Cartwright and Travers made
the same mistake. Church order i1s necessary but not necessary to be
everywhere the same.These things fell into the realm of convenience
and rational freedom. Whitaker with his "residual theory®of church
government expands this view by saying that the primitive church
with a residual authority in determining church order had evd“ved
episcopacy as Jtn extension of the Apostolic Ministry,but denies
that the church now has this freedom since episcopacy had become for
more than 1500 years the accepted form,though changes within the
episcopal function are necessary from time to time without _
radically altering its pastoral and doctrinal relationship X :nthe
church. Episcopacy was not a corruption but a permitted evolution.
Hooker also lacks the depth of teaching on the eucharist which
Whitaker gives,and there is more than a hint of receptionisia in
his theology.,which is offset by Whitaker with his conception of
comprehensive validity, based upon objective reality consistent
with Divine Promise,and upon subjective validity consistent with
the necessity of faith to make the sacrament effective,which Is not
the same thing as making i1t valid.

Both were articulate iIn opposing absolute

Biblicism , In the sense that whatever was not expressly commanded
in Scrioture In matters of faith and order , was not to be received,and
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while Hooker postulated God"s Supreme reason as absolute , In the
light of which everything including Scripture must be interpreted,
Whitaker viewed the function of reason as relative not absolute,
since the interpretative function must be grounded in the Analogy

of Faith.

There seems to be no doubt that Whitaker w. s very much
impressed by Bancroft®s stand on episcopacy ; his sermon at
Paul®s Cross on 1 John 1V.1. in 1589 fconfirmed Whitaker in his
growing conviction that episcopacy was do jure divino. Like Whitgift
Whitaker had accepted the historical argument — that historically
there never had been a time when the church was wit.out episcppacy-
As the thesis shows, episcopacy to Whitaker could take many forms,
and the grounds of this view were Jerome®s words in his Commentary
on Titus and his fa lous letter to Evangelus — eosdco esse presbyteros
ciuos episcopos | but episcopacy as a separate order iIs proven by
Jerome®s own words that the rite of ordination separates the order
of episcopacy from that of the presbyterate, and by the Letter to
Decentius from Innocent 1 that the rite of Confirmation is also rescrn/©.
—ed to the episcopate . The relationship of the ~.inister to the
bishop was a test of catholicity since the episcopate Is the centre
of faith and unity in the church, a view which Whitaker®s study of
Cyprian had confirmed.

In his earlier works however, Whitaker had, like Luther,
regarded ecclesiastical organisation as dependent upon time and
circunstances f Under the influence o1 Billon , ne accepted
episcopacy as the best form of government considered in Its primitive
form, strixroed of medieval canonical accretions, an “eolscopus in
presbytoerio " as evidenced in Jerome and the early Roman episcopate.
To Calvin and Bucer church order was a matter uncuangeable |,
proceeding directly f. oo the Xiordship ox Christ ac. the gifts ox
the Spirit in the fourfold ministry, iIn which the church was
ecuipped to discharge its essential functions , as prescribed by

Scripture. Bucer had elaborated this view when in contact with
Oecolampadius and defined it on the occasion of the Strassburg

Synod of 1533* Calvin took over the theory of the 4 ministries
(Lrites. 1V.11) which were incorporated In the Ecclesiastical Ordinancia
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of 1541 — two years later Calvin iInserted in the Institutes a
doctrinal justification , and this became the platform for Cartwright
and Travers. The three-fold order must give way to the fourfold
linistry 1.e. pactors, for the ministry of the Word, administration®
of the sacraments*discipline, prayer and preaching, doctors, as the
interpreters of Scripture , elders , whose function was government,
and deacons to whom was committed the oversight of the poor.
Comparison of Institutes IV. 10. 30 however with Institutes 1V.3*2-4
suggests that Calvin wavered between the view that the four-fold
ministry was fixed by the Word of God , valid for all tines,
and the view that the form and shape of the church may bo charged,
new forms instituted,old ones abolished “as nay be expedient for
the utility of the church ”.This view was part of the stock-in-trade
of the period* In practice however , Calvin seems to have made up
his mind . He attempted a logical classification of different
ecclesiastical functions from the fragmentary data of the Pauline
Epistles , but never arrived at an absolutely rigid ana definitive
classiftication of all 1._T. ministries permanently valid.

Up to 1543 Calvin only mentioned three ministries,but
after then, four, pastor®:, doctors, elderr and deaco: s. Calvin
combined the ministries of pastor and doctor in his own person and
was content to leave the fusion there. When Cartwright and Travers
tried to distinguish what Calvin had found difficult to distinguish,
Whitgift realised that this was a retrograde step , untenable iIn the
face of history and antiquity and not entirely supported by the
original masters . After seeing the elders at work at Basle under
Oecolampadius and developed by Bucer at Strassburg ,Calvin could
by 1343 define their office and that of deacon , but no such clear
d finition appeared in the functions of pastor an: doctor. Sparse
indications of thom appeal”™ In the Institutes sik. Commentaries ai
this suggests ambiguity in Calvin’s mind which both Whitgift and
Whitaker recognised. Whitgift had also realised that the ’lay’
ministry of elders had as its principle occupation the exercise
of discipline , an important function in Calvin®s system ,but
irreconciliable to the English episcopal scene. As a champion of
church unity , by virtue of his doctrine of fundamental belief/s,
Whitaker like Calvin came very near to l.elanchthonls theory of the
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adiophorae. Christo-centric emphasis urged fundamental unity in
doctrine on which it iIs never pernissable to compromise , for
Christ is the only single foundation of the church . The unity must
never de severed through dissensions over the inessential — ultimately
there is reached the position that to withdraw from the church is
to reject Christ and the communion of saints. The Middle Ages had
blurred the distinction between the visible church and the Kingdom
of God. Luther had recovered the roots of Biblical Theology from
which the nature of the church is derived , and this led to indifference
to the principle of Apostolic Succession. Whitaker however emphasised
the importance and relevance of organic continuity , properly
conceived, but he did not as Montague did later unchurch the
non-episcopal Reformed Churches. Apostolic truth is not necessarily
tied to Order by virtue of Order alone.

It 1s not true to say, as J.F.lIl.Newl says that Bancroft
in his Sermon advanced the theory that episcopacy conformed to the
absolute dictates of Scripture — to have done so would have been to
use the Puritan Biblicist argument as premise and merely making a
counter assertion which Whitgift had already proved could not be
made. Bancroft®s appeal for episcopacy dc jure divino was wider,that
it was “ordained by God, rested on the Scriptures, the practice of
the Apostles and the continuation of that form throughout history ( 1.e.
fro: the days of St. Mark”™ but i1t never depended upon a strict
doctrine of Apostolic succession without qualification. Whitaker®s
view was similarly one of continuity in evolution, . Whitaker was
also influenced by Thomas Bilson®"s "Perpetual Government of Christ®s
Church® published 3 years after Bancroft®s Sermon . Bilcon rejected
the argument “ex utilitate®™ — that church order depends upon what 1is
convenient for the time.(Hooker) . Bilson®s work is one of the best
defences of episcopacy de jure divino,and has been described by
Professor Sykes = as setting the coping stone on the Elizabethan
apologetic for episcopacy , which being traditional,was not a uatter_

I« J.F.H.New “Anglican and Puritan®™ p.55
2. 1.Sykes "0Old Priest and New Presbyter® p.63
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of choice but of divine appointment , the perpetual form of
Government to be observed by the church. In the church there had
always been an Inparity and superiority of par,torsJaw* the external
order established by Christ , valid for all tines and places, s
episcopacy Tulfilling the whole Apostolic function in the church.
Christ established ine uality when he sent out tne 3d Apofetles and
the 70 disciples . What Paul preached was to be believed; every
doctrine opposed to i1t was to be judged by it and he requested neither
voices from the congregation nor a show of hands flcanthe presbytery.
The divine right of episcopacy cannot simply be transferred to the
presbytery ; something is lost In the attempt.

The year after Bancroft®s Sermon, Adrian a
Saravia , a close friencl of Hooker,Whitaker,and Casaubon , produced his
"De Diversis Gradibus®™ which received an English trfanslatioa. iIn
1592 , the year that Sutcliffe prodticed his “Treatise of Ecclesiastical
Discipline* . Saravia , a Spanish Reformer , had wigin&lly been
ordained according to the Geneva use, had ministered In the

Id ra

Rector of Tattershill in 1588. In his reply to Besa in 1593, Whitgift
stoutly defended Saravia®s views and those of Sutcliffe who held that
"the office of Bishop and minister had authority and confirmation
from God whereas the office of doctor barely teaching is a device of
man®. Ee also emphasised the necessity of succession iIn ecclesiastical
order as in doctrine. Both Whitaker and Saravia taught a threefold
function within the Apostolic ministry — the preaching 01 the "Word, anti
administration of the sacraments, common to bishops and presbyters,
to the exclusion of ordination , and the authority oi government which
like the ordination of ministers was peculiar to the episcopate. This
limparity of ministers or distinction between bishop and presbyter
was of Dominical as well as Apostolic appointment — episcopi sunt
divina iInstitutions et apostolica traditione instituti ; the loss
of such an order , though not materially affecting things necessary
to salvation , he deplored on the Continent.

Parallel with the hardening defence of
episcopacy in the late 1580°s came a decline in the influence oi
Besa , whose repeated letters to the Council opposing the Prayer



Book,and his continued defence of dissaffected ministers , with his
scathing remarks on the use of episcopal powers , brought a strong
rebuff from Whitgift who complained that Beza had been most troublesome
in his persistent view that there could be,.no purity of doctrine
without the Geneva discipline, a view he held with almost pathological
obstinacy . Episcopacy was not a “Satanical tyranny or a huan and
pernicious invention®™ as Beza had written but was an order grounded
in sure foundations — "It is referred by the Fathers with one
mouth to the Apostles as authors thereoT , and that bishops (were
appointed) as successors of the Apostles especially In certain points
of their functions.”
The position of Trent on episcopacy is mirrored iIn

& *th. Oct . 3 — -
rone denied the institution of the Order By Christ. The Confession
of Augsburg , it was saic, recognised the divine right of episcopacy,
but a long contest arose over the relationship of the Papacy with
the local episcopate , and the origin of episcopal jurisdiction. It
was generally accepted that the episcopate was superior by divine
lav; to the priesthood , but Laynez (successor to Loyola as General of
the Jesuits) argued that episcopal jiirisdiction originated iIn the
Pope. Some 1M0 Fathers spoke to the question and the original draft
of the canon was frequently amended . The Spaniard*;/ objected cir.ce
bishops were successors of the Apostles and were conse uently vicars
of Christ iIn their own right with full order and jurisdiction by
virtue of consecration . The Jesuits argued with great erudition and
zeal that the bishops shared the Pope’s pastorate , air the Bishop of
Chiogga argued that as the chief monarch was the Po"ce , all power
derived from him , as rivers from a fountain, rays fro;: the sun.
Against this show of ecclesiastical feudalism, the Bishop of Guadi::
(near Granada) argued that the Papal institution of bishops was not
essential , and Peter Darose Bishop of La Part affirms 1f t _ jure
divino meant that a bishop In his own church was equal to the
pontiff as a Vicar oi Christ, In the midst of this papal cor ;regation—
alism, the Spanisr Bishop of Aliffi was coughed down when he asserted
that bishops derived their plenitude of power from Christ , not Peter

the Pope , n t

in initiating and controlling questions ,doubted If bishops

v 2 _ido.
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ever depended on the Pope for jurisdiction. The Portuguese Fathers
were devoted to the Papal Prerogatives and rejoiced at the proposal
for an 8th- canon to amply provide for Papal powers. 3ut discussion
was not at an end for ro sooner than the title "Rector universae
ecclesiae™ wa nentior.od, there was an Immediate demand that it be
changed to “rector universarun ecclesiarum®. The final draft of
?th. CuaukJdtt e 1563) und r 4 new e tes, Morone, and
lavagero — the former the larbre Doblado -- Ignorea the distinction
between order and jurisdiction.
The period in which Whitaker worked , represented
a culmination of the Puritan onslaught and the Romanist challenge
of the highest ruality and order , against the Elizabethan
Establishment. By early 1580 the Puritan wing had manifested great
disatisfaction at the way the Church of England was developing.
John i/hitgift™s appointment in August 1583 to Canterbury has been
called the nost important event in the history of the Elizabethan
Church since 1559 \ and he was a sturdy patron of hitaker. The
Lord Chancellor™s speech at the opening of Parliament in 1780
represented a triumph for the position defended by ,Vhitaker --he
said " (the queen i1s) most fully and finally settled 1n her conscience
by the .lord of God that the estate and government of this Church of
England as now 1t standeth In this reformation nay be justly
compared to any church which hath been established in any Christian
kingdom since the Apostles®™ ties ;that both In form and doctrine
it is agreeable with the Scriptures , with the most ancient councils,
with the practice of the primitive church and with the judgements of
the old and learned Fathers -~ 3ut like all statements by authority
it was subject to a vast hinterland of dialogue ,ofxicial and
unofficial , with varying degrees of generated heat . The death 0Ol
Field In 1588 marked the failure of the Puritan attempt through
Parliament, lawyers , and preachers to change church government to
;hat of the eldership — Field had given brilliant and forceful
1. Patrick Collinson " The Puritan Classical movement™ p. 3&9»
Sir John 1ieale called it,"one of the decisive events of the

rei;;n " and added that 11 was none too soor. "= J.aeale . ::lnaaibeth
and her Parliament 2.20.

2, A modified and qualified return was made to the 10 Articles of

Henry V111 , that the Regula Fidel was to be Scripture, the 3
Creeds , the a.uthority of the Fathers, and the first 4 General

Councils.
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leadership to this national Puritan movement , but Travers had no
stich stature to rally the ranks. The Marprelate Tracts were an
embarassment rather than a threat and by the tine of Bancroft"s Sermon
on the Sth. Feb. 1589 , Puritanism was lapsing Into a subversive
novement , and the Cambridge Provincial Conference held in September
1589 represented the last concerted a.ction before the triumph of
the Establishment 1593 - 1603 . The episcopal Puritans were
absorbed Into the Establishment , while the presbyterian and
congregationalist (independent) Puritans went into separation.
Had Puritanism triumphed , it would have submerged if not stifled
other religious values developing at this tine within Anglicanism ,but
at the same tine it must be recognised that i1t contributed much to
the process. The growing authoritarian orthodoxy in the Anglican
ranks attendant on a strengthening of episcopal powers was iIn 1ts turn
to make way later for an explosive resurgence of Puritanism in various
forms , more influenced now by Continental Radicals.

The Earlier Elizabethan bishops who had excelled
in the realms of diplomacy , accommodation, but rarely in profound
learning » had shown a remarkable sensitiveness to Calvin*s opinions
and a deference to his judgement,which could never be a fertile
plain for Anglicanism as i1t later developed. But even at the end of
the century , Hooker could write that " the perfectest divines were
Jjudged they which were skilfullest in Calvin®s writings™— indeed
it was sufficient now to quote him and to make sure that you understood#
what you were quoting. Calvin had achieved a recognised place in
the Reformation movement. Luther had staked all on the experience of
justifying faith in the doctrine of sola fides -- his preaching was
aimed at reproducing the experience in others. Calvin had laid the
foundation of his theology in the _fill of God and His Absolute
Sovereignty.” Gdd was Creator, Ruler, Judge and La.giver , and the
initiative in the salvation process was God"s. Faith is not the ground
of election, but election the cause of faith. This essential basis
and principle of the doctrine of Predestination was accepted by
all the Beformers. Calvin®s systematisation of Scriptural data
into a coherent whole revealed not onl his theological standpoint
but also his psychological attitude for he retained a preselection
for logic which attracted by i1ts simplicity , and he inherited
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this fro. . the dialecticians of Hontaign£and the jurists of Orleans
and Bourses , which neither religious meditation nor the experiences
of life could weaken, ./hitaker was attracted to the dogmatic tradition
and warmed to the terse and unadorned simplicity of Calvin who also
showed a sense of history rare for those times. Calvin®s use of
ancient ana contemporary writers was expert,and Whitaker was attracted
to his desire to assert a unity with the tradition of the ancient
church. Calvin had burst upon the English scene like a firework
exploding In the sky —— i1t was In the descent that onlftokers seized

n single stars, and the seizin )y s seleetivejnuVamong the stars
selected was that of Predestination. There arose the tendency to
place Calvin®s dogmatic system as a solar system turning upon one

centre, Predestination.
Erasmus in fas tract "On the immense Mercy of God*

wrote that fChri "Wtm because He coula not t
poor people , and we talk as 1If He would not . Curio of Basel In his
" _.1deness of God"s Kingdom®™ had adopted universalism and envisaged
the salvation of everyone , but the question remained — why could not
Christ save them ? It was unthinkable that there was a failure iIn
Christ®s power and ministry, ascribable to Christ Himself. A deeper
cause than the blindness and unbelief of the moment must be looked
for.for these can be corrects by iv; - _ft
some people repent however much s done for them and however much
they wish 1t themselves , and earnest souls found the answer iIn
Predestination. By what tests are the elect known ? Luther regarded
the matter as a mystery, while IE%mtser,Swingli anf the Anabaptists
offered their definitions. To I-luntzer , Assurance rested entirely
on possession by the Spirit and he based this quarely on Romans 8 .
Zwingli held that it is known*by faith 1 , the Anabaptists “by the
life® . Calvin like Luther disclaimed absolute knowledge and did not
aspire like the Anabaptists to compose the church of wheat and no
tares j nevertheless Calvin postulated three presumptive tests; -
a) profession of fait!; — which //hitaker expanded to a true profession

of faith, and a profession of true faith ,taken conjointly.
b) ax upright life
C) participation In the sacraments . .Untzer®s test 1s dropped
as being too subjective , variable, and typical of the Zwickau prophets.
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For _Mmitaer ,like Calvin , ao. Article 1/ ox the >9 Artic3.ec,
Assurance brou®™ lit with 1t *unspeaicable comfort®™ because i1t a.”. nnated
all uncertainties as to whether God. will accept our prayers or not ,and
freed nan from concerh about his own salvation, tnat he flight c,. \oe
all his energy in tie service ad. worship of the Sovereign Lorn. So
Calvin retorted to Cardinal Sadoleto who pleaded that all should
abandon Calvinism because Catholicism offeree. P gm g e
that man should not be so pre-occupied with his own salvation, for
the chief end of nan i1s not to save himself or to be assiired that ho
is caecl but to honour God. This is true of course in a system wnere
a nan is already saved or drained , but finds little place iIn the
agonizing experience of Luther.
There was a strong reaction to the i1temisation
of Predestination as the ’consolidation ox tne Reformed greed , a
reaction led by Henry Altingius , an outstanding theologian , nose
work is.little known in this country . Altingius inherited at the
Academy at Groningen the disregard, for this itemisation and looked
for a wider Biblical ardHistorical viewe Like heckernann of Danzig
a few years later ad. Francis Junius , Predestination was not a
preliminary consideration , and V/hitaker under the pressure of the
Jesuit controversy sympathised with this position . The Poct-Trident-
-ine Romanist theologians formulated theilr doctrine ot predestination
with particular emphasis on the freedom oi the will e0. Luxs de
molina (1555 - 1600) who became a Jesuit in 1553 and aban oned the
principle of Divine Predilection ; he taught Predestination
post praevisa merita , aci in God, the T"scientia conaitionata
vel media < which is fundamental to the safeguarding ox human free
will . By this the Divine foreknowledge of hypothetical future
contingents is peculiar to God Einself,and this is the Orouci ox
the ultimate efficacy of grace. Both Suarez and Bell.aruine recognised
the gratuity of Predestination In its priority to tne prevision of
merits and denied the intrinsic eixicacy oi the Divine Decree
independently of human consent. The view that Christ®s atoning
death was offered for the elect alone i1s changed with the substitution
of "efficacious”™ for “offered”
Peter Baro in his Sn: a Trium de Predestinatione

Sententiarum®™ written in 159" but not published till 1613 —
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volume - attempted an analysis of the position . The three views on

Predestination appeared to he ,

a) God decreed absolutely to elect or reprobate without respect to
anything outside hiuself (eg. sin, free will, merits ) and this
view Baro attributed to Calvin, Beza, and Robert Some,and emerged
from the mature Augustine and Luther.

b) the decrees of election or reprobation dated only from the Fall and
the "material cause®™ of election was Christ , and of reprobation,
sin. But the distinction between elect and rep@rbate still sprang
from an Absolute Decree . All men are invited but only the elect
receive that efficacious grace. This placed upon the elect the

necessity of being saved , on the reprobate, the necessity of
perishing. This claimed Baro.was the view of Zanchi, BellarMne
and Augustine iIn his middle perioc.

c) that God created man for good 1.e. a lixe o~ blessedness and
invites all to repentance , faith and salvation. God"s foreknowledge
of those who would believe becomes the ground ot election. Baro
used the dIsWtion, as did Hooker and Whitaker, between the anteeedenl
Will of God ( that all may be saved) and His consequent Will (by
which certain are damned through their own perverseness and
depravity foreseen by God. Baro agreed with the Lambeth Articles
that faith or perseverance were not the eliicient or moving cause

of election . They are the iaeans by which we partake of election.
He also agreed with the Lambeth Articles (ho. 7) that saving
grace is not granted to all men but ox~erea to all men
Archbishop Whitgift®s own mind and convictions on
these i1ssues we shall probably never be certain about . On Dec. 8th.

1595 a few days after Whitaker"s death , Whitgift wrote to Neville

corm editing the Lambeth Articles but asking that the signed copy should

not go out of his hand , or If there was any difficulty about guaranteeii

this, the copy should be bumt. Whitgift realised the venture had

been a dangerous one. Coppinger gives us the impression that like

Chamberlain after Punich_Whitaker came out of the Conference room

waving the#Lambcth Articles and*boasting that he had obtained the
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victory 1 ™ but this attitude has been fathered on Whitaker.
There was no doubt that he was relieved since he returned with
official guide-lines for the Cambridge Heads, but the strange silence
of the Cambridge Calvinists certainly does not suggest that they
hailed a champion.

It i1s often assumed that Predesituation was a major
article of faith for _/hitaker as for Whitgift xthich it was not, and
that belief in 1t was exclusively Calvinistic which it wa/: not. The
all-Sovereign God despatching souls to heaven or hell i1s anticipated
in Augustine®s Enchiridion , and over the whole vista of Predestination
theology there iIs seen a common regard that the smallest trifle is
part of the cosmic drama and relates to God"s infinite glory and
Justice. The status of the Lambeth Articles was discussed by William
Prynne , a churchman of the old Elizabethan type , In his "“Anti-
-Arminianism® where he pointed out that the Lambeth Articles had
been iIncorporated into the Articles of the Church of Ireland and
approved by King James 1 and printed here as by authority . The two
churches were one by la/ as by Supremacy.

Whitaker In fact helped to make impossible the hope
to bring into the English Church the Calvinistic system and marked
the distinct change in outlook which later was reflected in the four
Englishmen attending the Synod of Dort 1618 , who found their outlook
and approach very different from that of their hosts. This highlighted
the extent of the decay in Calvinism in England at that time and the
r.".pidly disappearing hope of any success in joining,ihaiijShgVish Church
"with the best Reformed bodies abroad * . Puritanism supplied
suspicions, tensions and pressures that made a viable approach to
the Roman question impossible — Whitaker®s excursions into the

1. Prof. Dawley (tyhitgift® pg. 213 )following Coppinger (op. cit.
62 f.) remind® us that the effort to make the 1595 Lambeth Articles
authoritative as the interpretation of the 39 Articles was not in
fact made by Whitgift(or Whitaker5 but by Reynolds , supported
by Spark, Knewstubb and Qntterton, at the Hampton Coufct Conference;
their attempt was forestalled by Bancroft and Overall who explained
to James 1 the original purpose of the Lambeth Articles ,the
existence of which James had not previously heard of. Their view
had the support of Whitgift who nodded approvingly at Janes®
comment that he was “unwilling to stuff the book (i.e. the 39
Articles) with conclusions theological."” His own experience
would tell him the dangers of such a practice.
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historical and Patristic controversies over a wide field kept open
the door which many would have liked to slam shut for ever and
made possible that avenue of dialogue which earned the praise of
Bellarmine and made it also possible for Adrian Saravia and lsaac
Casaubon to labour in hope. It says much for Whitaker that he was
able to do this without raising a storm of protest from the

Cambridge Puritans.
IT the Anglican Church was not to be forced into

the Puritan mould, was her claim to be Catholic a valid one ? The
Papists unlike the Puritans were denied a hearing in parliament. In
the eys of Borme the Anglican Church had lost her claim because she was
outside the Roman Communion,without which there can be no catholicism.
What had previously gatheredmomentum during the pre-Reformation era
but could be, and was, gainsaid without loss of catholic status
was roto made explicit in politico-ecclesiastical terms which admitted
of no doubt. Could any Snglican defence be more than a rear-guard
action , having little or no consequenteto the reality of the situations
Saunders who In 1569 had appealed for help for the defeated rebels
of the North was assured that a martyr®s death was better than lii i
dishonourably under the Anglican Settlement, and that no doubt, God
had raised them up for this very purpose. The Jesuits In the van
now in varying degrees unchurched the Anglican Church and deposed
Elizabeth. . To Pius V,who with uninv&lved optimism had issued the
Bull Regnans iIn Ex&el&ts , 1t was not through dialogue that there was
to come any expectation of a rapprochment , but through armed
confrontation, a view all the more forcible because 1t was hold by a
man with clear i1deas about his own authority,which did not merit
either dialogue or justification.

While the Chancellor in his speech at the opening of
Parliament 1588 defended the Anglican Settlement , Whitaker was already
e ;a;xc In hie work against Bellarmine , Saw-nders, and Duracus.
Like Jewel , Whitaker accepted the breach but denied it to be an
act of schism and he did not unchurch the Roman Church . On 25th.
March 1585 Travers had denounced Hooker to Burghley for such “unsound
points of doctrine " as the statement that “the church of Rome is a
true church of Christ , and that i1ts members could be saved, yea

b Pius V to Sanders 22nd. Feb. 1570
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the tope himself * 1# . The middle and later periods of Whitaker*s
development reflect the sane view,during which tine Whitaker -riled
away from the hard Puritan core at Cambridge because he found it
difficult to work on his De Sceiptura. He had already moved into
the Patristic field and caught something of the changes also in that
area. Such a study demanded intense concentration am a wide and
indefati ;ably sustained study. It was later claimed that many of
the troubles at St. John"s were due to his pre-occupation with books

. the Jesuit controversy. There nay be truth in this but It must
also be recognised that such a withdrawal may also have been due to
Whitaker®s lack of support for the extreme Puritans now meeting at
St. John"s. Earlier, Cartwright filled Great St. Mary"s to overflowing
and we jet a picture of young <?n sitting in the windows because
of the pressure of numbers, a Eutychian fall imminent,not because the
young men fell asleep,but because of the sheer pressure of fervent
numbers. The rising crescendo of public approbation was matched by
warning shots across the bows irom Whitgift “*3 support that
Cartwright could expect from Whitaker was now very much on the wane.
By the time oOf cartwright”™s reappearance after his flight , Whitgift
could confidently put Whitaker into St. John"s as e.aster

The earlier dominance of Augustinianisn gave way

to an appeal over a wider Patristic field. It was more than a case
of restoration versus reformation but rather a re-examination oi
the Patristic Age fostered by the increasing number of Patristic texts
coming Off the printing presses. The initial confusion caused by
t m Ml 1 _cation of uncritical texts was giving way through critical
study to a more eager assessment . The process was fundamental
for 1t concerned the general picture of early Christianity with its
universal attraction for all ages. Scholarship improved m critical
and comparative power , though still remaining larel™ ta. c. *e
earlier raucous spirit and impact lost a little Q4 1ts noise once
radicalism became interesting if not respectable. Patristic study
was taking on a responsible maturity or at least adolescence,and
there was a greater willingness to appreciate the best thought and
devotion of the catholic centuries where profitable,and there was
less reluctance to use philosophic terms to illustrate™out not
determine theological definitions, to use the Schoolmen bu. wiuh

cautious disc.-ininat.ion.
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The tru.:pet notes melted into a richer harmony. The
dominant trumpet still sounded but it blended into a richer harmony
of more mature scholarship set in a larger score. But first, the
Fathers must be liberated to speak for themselves . An edition of
St. Ambrose was prepared by the future Sixtus V th. “correcting”
all scriptural quotations to the Vulgate text , transposed words,
"*clarified” obscurities , suppressed eccentricities and even inserted
ceremonial detail. Had Patristic scholarship been confined to such a
control , scholarship would have been impossible. Latini refused to
put his name to an edition of Cyprian because the censors iInsisted
upon changes he could not accept. It would be interesting to compile
a lico o textual changes In Patristic texts made during the 16th.
Century ( and earlier) and account for the textual and theological
approximations. Romanist scholars of the time were perpMxed but
persevered ; iétp Luis de Leon lecturing at Salamanca who for saying
tae Vulgate contained many errors , though not affecting faith or
morals, was imprisoned for 5 years . On his release he began his
lecture with the words * as | was saying last time * /

Those who appealed to Scripture alone were
conscious of a verbal vacuum — Scripture should never be separated
xrou the church viewed In i1ts historical growth. The Appeal to the
leathers and Councils became increasingly important in Whitakerls day.
Between 1559 and 1574 the Lutheran Flacius Illyricus and his
collaborators published the Magdeburg Centuries , the first serious
ana scholarly survey of the history of the churfah bringing to the fore
the corruptions of later years . In 1568 Philip Leri charged his fellow
Oratorian Caesar Baronius with the task of answering Flacius and the
Centuriators . The Annals of Baronius were published in 12 folio volumes
1588 - 1607 . Both works were innacurate ,uncritical, and biased,though

unlike Flacius, Baronius could improve his work because he was able
to use die archives and MSS of the Vatican Library where he was

Hooker Eccl. Pol. 1.59 e In ibid. 1.347 there is the
author®s willingness to hold fellowship with Rome.

1. Owen Chadwick "The Reformation®™ Pelican ed. 1964.p.301 in “The
Counter Reformation®.
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widening , though the process of detecting the spurious was both
laborious and isolated , hampered by the use of criteria which were
primitive in the literary , historical , and theological fields.
The new historical learning entered into by Whitaker with such zeal
was reflected In Bellarminels "Disputations against the heretics of
our times® which appeared 1586 - 1593 anu was eagerly awaited iIn IIS
by Whitaker. This most systematic and cogent product of the Counter-
-Reformation took the new historical equipment and interest Into a
calm and magieteri* 1 rocess , seeking victory neither by quip or abuse
but rather by a more sober consideration of issues. The days of
syllogism were numbered iIf not over ; the field of church history and
textual criticism was to witness a new sort of antagonist. The period
of Cano , Maidonatus,and Suarez was a period of distinguished Jesuit
writers representing a departure from slavish commentators on
Aristotle ana Acuinas , and the abandonment of useless subtleties.
But 1t was a rough passage for them. Bellarmine fell into disgrace
with Sixtus Vth. for holding that the Pope had only an indirect not
a direct power in temporal affairs ; Maldonatus (1533 - 83) fell foul
of the Sorbonne which in 1574 went to the length of declaring his work
heretical. The Aristotelian bed was too small an. narrow for the
theology of the day.
Among the Elizabethan divines 1t was Whitaker that
Bellarmine singled out for treatment and admiration --the Scriptural
Canon, the inspiration of the Vulgate , the necessity of an infallible
church to interpret Scripture , the authority and place of tradition,
the Eucharistic Presence , the Papacy iIn the Church,the iInerrancy
of Papal decrees and the whole complex of definitions half-formulated
at Trent an. believed by Protestants to be indefensible, found a
stout champion in Bellarmine , who grounded his tenets iIn history,
precedent,reason, and development. Fulke, dome, Nowell, Knewstubb,
Cooper, an Whitgift himself all entered the lists but It 1is in
Whitaker that we see a growing feeling of assurance,replacing the
uneasy and forced insecurity of earlier days when Protestants despised
Bellarmine out of ignorance, ana looked round for some heavy artillery
to engage hiz;:. It was a time of great changc. The University of
Wittenberg was in decline,the Jesuit University of Ingoldstadt in
rapid ascendancy. Scultet the Calvinist Pastor returned from Wittenberg



Y4

in 1591 greatly disillusioned — ™ we imagined = golcen century
was In store for us ;the enemy was thought to have beer, routed and
disposed of, when Lo ! be raised a new army and entrenched himself
in his stronghold "'. In Catholic eyes the Anglican Church had slowly
disintegrated through Puritan pressure of one kind or another . The
opti::isn of the Counter-:eformation i. dylar.., was due to the belief
that the only hope for the Anglican Church was a wholesale and complete
return to Papal Catholicity a. . obedience . ihitaker e erged in the
van of the defence that not only aid the Fathers an i1 the Councils
Of the first 6 centuries give no ground for the Papal claims of a
true catholicity , he also demolished the optimism that ugion with
I:oe was a sine qu& non for catholicity.

The attitude of Romanist an- Anglican to history
was a.lso different — the Romanist reail his history backwar s o
that everything,the Bible iIncluded, is seen in the light o1 t - present
Church* e teaching which alone had validity . The Church as a growing
organi.sn Is seen clearest iIn what 1t becomes rather than In how it
began ani that orogressive revelation is the determining factor . The
Appeal to the Pri itive Church an. to the Fathers only hg,, relevance
when related to the contemporary church. The Anglican read history
forwards — the beginning is the bar to which all must be brought ;the
Primitive Church was the Eusebian Virgin ,whose virginity must be
preserved through the present church . With Fulke, < i1taker regarded
the church as a necessary link to the Apostolic Church and necessarily
linked to 1t, not through an organisational or ecclesiastical
ootti.i uity (succession) but by the continuing operation of the Word
containing the true doctrine and life of the Church ana ordering its
functions and patterns. Could the Papacy be iIn the pattern ? Hot in
its 16th. century form for it arrogated to itself powers which were
proper eyto the Living Word, history recorded processes which were
not necessarily progressive ; the historic cycle of the Book of
Judges must not give way to the wishful optimism of the aay giving
full rein to the view that the ultimate was Papalist perfection* The
ethos of opposition to Rome may be generally summarised under
a) Luther , whose main principle was the Jord of God , the inner

conception, of the Gospel

b) Calvin with a transition to the dominant Biblical rinciple,
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the determinant of systematic theology and church government,with

the witness of history as subservient
C©) Bucer,Bullinger and to a degree Melanchthon,whose fondness for

Patristic study and authority marked a fusion of the previous to,
d) and lastly,the introridction of a ore liberal an philosophical

element, the rational element, a characteristic of Kelanchtlion.

In Whitaker we see the inter-reaction of these
elements as a constituent to his recourse to the Testimonium Patrum,
or better the Testimonia Patrum,since the Patristic Corpus was in
1tself not a canonical norm,ana the Fathers theassilves were witnesses
not the origin of the Regula Fidei. Whitaker iInsists on the full
range of Article 6 of the 39 Articles and prepared/ for the deductive
method of Hooker, with reason baptised, :atters of faith must be
Contained ir. or groun ed> Scripture with a congruity not repugnant to
Scripture.
Has the Papacy and the Petrine tradition a place in

the Universal Church ? Whitaker does not dismiss the gquestion out
of hand and R.Sainton®s statement that the * Protestant Reformation
swept away alike Papal and Conciliar Authority ﬁ:needs qualification.
Whitaker probes into the question whether the papacy really does have
a function in the universal church and what that function could be iIn
it relationship to the whole church. There was a general consent of
Fathers , Councils, and History , In the early centuries to Papal
prestige which i/hitaker accepts because in general it preserved the
orthodox faith in a manner lacking In other ancient sees, but the
claims put forward with the Pseudo-Clementine Letter to Janes, lacked
universality. In spite of Dom Chapman®s work on the Clementines,there
is still to this day no critical edition or study of the Letter to

6C

James and its importance in the Papal development. There is furthermore

no English translation of it.

The Patristic evidence is examined as thoroughly
as the age permitted and though there is a strong case for reference
to Bome ir. matters of faith and order in th®. early centuri »s, such
reference had none of the jurisdictional overtones of later Medieval
practice. Protestant frag entation should give way to Conciliar
synthesis. Crammer had suggested a union of Protectant churches on

an agreed doctrinal basis but tnis was dooncd to failin"e beeause
1. R.Bainton "The Reformation of the loth. Century® p. THITI
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organic union demands a theological synthesis more than a confessional
syncretism. Whitaker suggefets a college of bishops to replace the
Curia of cardinals — bishops from all the Heformed church as well
as fro:. other Patriarchates , with the <ope as President , a permanent
office ,coterminous with his election ; he was not to be merely a
Iloder&tor . He urged a strong pastoral conception of the Papal office
to be exercised within the Collegium Episcoporum . This was something
more than the ad hoc summoning of ecumenical councils —- the Collegium
Episcoporum should have the adjective lecumenicoruml added.
When we have finished bewailing the folly and
fanaticism of the 16th. Century in the spirit of 20th. Century
Ecu €]icis | , we are discomforted to find that issues of the 1580%*e
have never been resolved. The shades of the Encyclical of Leo XllI
Satis Cognitum of 29th. June 1896 are still with us — on the subject
of religious unity , it is insisted that the only basis iIs the
recognition of the Pope as the sole source of jurisuiction in the
church and therefore the necessary centre of unity . The Hefor..ation
issues are not ghosts to be laid but issues to be faced --the Council
of Trent, the 39 Articles, the Westminster Confession , themselves
the products of change are subject to change an. it is iIncreasingly
real—s t the quality of a man"s faith does not de u-a. the
number of propositions he can swallow. The Christian’churches may
have shipped on more ballast than the K.T. sources will justify.
In 1967 the Joint Preparatory Com: issior. betweor the An -licar. and
homan cnurcnes had as its ter.se of reference ! to examine the
question of authority , its nature , Its exercise,an., 1 plications
Cardinal Baa recommended that these “further studies 1 be a ke on the
nature of authority in the church and its concrete form in the 1
a’lkjthority in the P.etrine Paoacy , but few would 0 as ar as bans
all -
practical - e istential , a
reunion OF separated Christians a h tic way of a general council of
the whole of Christendom , converge and are rooted In the Petrine office.
Eor the necessary am. continued convergence of An lie-; -ax . .botanists
0 PaPacy is still , as >hitaker often sal ”, oh the head of all
. The question is not so much whether there .hould
be a Petrine Oxiice but how that central office shoul : serve as source
and symbol of unity.



35
Whitaker had insisted 1 t the church e ce -0 It:
mandate If It Insists on dog:.as without Scriptural authority and
warrant , an., the Papacy had become a /.utter of dogma as well as

tn law,and a particular view of history .Ft. Echlin S.J. wrote N
that Roman Catholics and many other Christians yearn for a Petrlne

Office that all can love, respect,and in a true sense obey. The
re-united church of the future nay well choose wisely if 1t continues
both Papal ano Jpiccopal Offices for the purposes of mission as well
as unity. This may well bring about a discontinuity of certain
historical processes most marked In the Counter Reformation . With
the Collegium Episcoporum — 1is this to be a consultative bouy or
merely a means for the propagation of Papal policy ? — the uestion
devolves on collegiality and to give this full expression the Pope
cannot, which is rather more than should not, act against the consensus
of the church and its bishops.

The Lambeth Conference of 1968 stated that
"the Papacy is an historical reality whose claims must be carefully
weighed 1n any scheme for the reunion of Chricendom. The President
of the College of Bishops and Ecumenical Councils night most fittingly
be the occupant of the historic See of Rome , but there coula be no
acceptance of the Papacy with i1ts clai.s to infallibility and
immediate and universal _jurisdiction as cono.only ur.derotooco. today "
The shock of the Encyclical humanae Vitae coning during the Conference
(Lanbeth) was sufficient to produce dismay at what was considered
to be a non-collegial exercise of authority. With the emphasis on
collegiality at Vatican 2 must be taken Vatican I*s declaration on
infallibility and the iImmediate and universal jurisdiction of the
Pope which are held to be unaffected . The collegial use of authority
takes Into account the view that the teachings of Vatican 1 have their
limitations within their historical content.

IT the Petrine Office is central to the church
it Is as a diakonia not arche , for the Primitive Church was quick to
realise that authority within the church is unicue ana must not initate

secular rule. To Imitate secular forms is to court disaster whether

imperial monarchy or a conciliar mentality approaching ecclesiastical
parliamentarian!sn. The former led to sc iion ,the latter to division

1. Theology . April 1970. p.1"7 et seqgl



though the distinction is fine. The triumphal language , the juridical
concepts ,the defensiveness (against Gallicanism in particular) were
historical products of the 1870°s —— for the church reflects ir. its
definitions its reactions to the tensions of the tines and only in
this way can we interpret the church®s self-understanding of the retrine
Office In the kailrotic and United teachings of Vatican 1 . The
thought forms of Benedict XIV (1770 - 1758) were that “The noly
Apostolic See and the Homan Pontiff have primacy iIn the entire worla.
The Roman Pontiff is the successor of blessed Peter , Prince of the
Apostles,true Vicar of Christ,Head of the whole church,Father and
Teacher of all Christians 't In the light of current thought

an :..T. and Patristic scholarship the emphasis of Vatican 2 was

a7/, pastoral Primacy — Peter the Shepherd , and John XXIIl1 could drain
his life to this end. Pfere again there is modern criticism of the
Shepherd-sheep concept , that t»e laity (and clergy) should not be
treated like a lot of silly ani.ials. The last few years have seen

a change, a great emphasis on the intelligent apostolate of the laity
as a force to be reckoned with in the concept of authority. Roudge in
his “Ministry and Management™ outlines the 5 theories of ministry iIn
terms of modern concepts of authority — the most relevant being his
esystemic view"™ that authority to be effective, line theology,runs
through the bloodstream. If , however, authority lies in the body,
what function is reserved for the head ? John XXI1l in his Homily

at the Papal Coronation stated that learning, skill, diplomacy,and
executive ability can indeed complete ana enrich the pastoral office
but can in no way substitute for It nor detract from it. This was
"Peter speaking through John* — cuite a different conclusion fro
that of Leo 1 but there again the situation is different. The effect
is to give real meaning to the historic titles , a servant to the
magisterium . As Servus Servorum,the Pope is represented in collegial
dialogue with all Christians an., the church"s faith is for ulated
within these terms. The Petrine office i1s seen t unfold as a Pastoral
office surpassing a dying triumphalisia and fading juridicism. This
avoids the dilemma of the 16th. Century — like Bilson, Whitaker
could never admit the distinction between the Pope as a private
person ana as public teacher "ex cathedral . Pigailus had expressed

the extreme position that the Pope could never be a heretic even as
1. Benedict XIV Etsi Pastoralis 26th. may 17°2.



37
a private person ,and the view/ was com ended by Bellarmine. Bilson
wrote that “you might as well say that the Pone ..ay err in his shoes
but not in his slippers , or in the shade but not in the sunshine*

In the 16th. Centurj the cautious 1 difference towards

Papal claims shown by Erasmus and by another of the Oxford bchool,
Colet, to whom the office of the Papacy was not essential to the
church, ai sctual clc t uch 1vid«w by
Gardin/er®s De Vera Qbedientia anu the fact tiv. £ to hold se:- a view
was not one of the mala dogmata listed by the Lower house of Convocation
in 1536 , had given way to a reforming seal on all sides demanding
not only a repudiation of all Papal claims but a veritable witch hunt
to eradicate anything that savoured of Popery. This In turn gave way
to a fuller realisation of the cunulative effect of historic and
Patristic studies at least iIn the jainds of scholars which tempered
by modest restraint and academic moderation made possible the positive
contribution that Whitaker made to the Papal debate. It was the
Commendone of that suggested to Sanders that if the Papal
Primacy could be established , all other controversies would be
resolved. His De Visibili ;onarchia was an attempt to work out this
idea and his work was held to be one of the precursors of the works
of Stapleton. Canus®™ De Locis Theologicis (1563) had been another,
but whereas the Protestants regarded the church as the end product
of the salvation process — the “receptacle for redeemed souls®™ —-
the Romanists regarded the church as the formal cause of faith,the
beginning of the salvation process. Taken up by the Ter. Reason: of
Campion, the argument was defended by John Durie and underlay the work
of Richard Bristow whose “Reply” to Jillie-.i Fulke®s work ir. 1580
amplified the controversy to well over 1,000 pages.

While at St. Paul®s School , Whitaker was placed
under the tuition and special care of Cook ,the learned ilaster of the
School , who had been a school-fellow of Burghley. Dean Nowell
maintained Whitaker till he reached the age of 16 i.e. 1564 whe;: 0Ll
Oct. 4th. he was admitted pensioner to Trinity College under the
tuition of Robert West. To maintain hi; ther Howell granted him
certain leases. One of these , an indenture dated 5th. Au,;. 1566 ,

mentions that a house iIn Carter Lane adjoining the Deanery was
1. _.oilson "The True Difference* (1585) 1.424 (1585-1586 ed.)



"freely letter, without fine by the Dean to a scholar of Cambridge,

his kinsman, towards his maintenance at his study*Whitaker graduated
B.A. 1568 was elected to a minor Fellowship on 6th. Sept. 1569 a- to
a major Fellowship on 2*th. March 1571 the year in which he gra mated
k.A.. One ox te disputes In which A tooc nart Is preserved "or uc

in the .or.;.us. MS Sloane 478 — iIn two parte, the one between hi::

an,. Henry Blaxton of St. John®"s , Goade presi® in;;,on the subject
"animae defunctorura possunt ad corpora redire.Ergo possunt oberrare

in terri ° , and the other being the day after between him and Barlow
on Petrus mo. ilia ara 1 « Gataicer 01 St. John® g desx.".biv. / it; dor
as a ‘man very personable, of a goodly presence, tall of stature,
upright, proportionally limbed, of grave aspect, with black hair and a
ruddy complexion, of solid jud ;ement , liberal min_ an affable
disposition , a mild yet no remise :vornor , a contemn .r of oney,

of moderate diet , ana a most meek an, lowly spirit ”. Bishop hall
(1574 - 1656 ) the future i1ll-fated Bishop of Norwich , ;o was at
Emmanuel while V/hitaker was ...gms Professor, ™ scribed™i . s sthat
honour of our schools and an el of our church,learned .Vhitaker,

more memorable than whom our age saw nothing \ what clearness of
Judgement , what sweetness of style, what gravity of perron, what ;race
of carriage was iIn that man ; he was of unwearied industry -orofound
learning, co .bi; "sp these rare virtues , clarif g a shit; . “lever
ssr saw his without reverence ™ nor heard hi;.; without wo: dor =.2*
Casaubon (1519 - 1614 ) “wrote of dhltador Magnum omnino fuit
Whitakeri ingenium , m%na erudltio et magna dicendi copia . Oampianue

certe doctrina ei par non erat , In culus vero rationibus prater

declanatiunculae ar ;utiae nihil video eximii ". Pr. Js. es Brodrick jj.

calls Whitaker the “greatest of Elisabeth: n divises”

In an age replete with Catechisms as with onfession
Whitaker produced a translation of howell®s Little Latii. Catechism into
Gref: for & 1l1ops at school. owcll®s Jstoehi; k s Afshed

1. jTullor"llol lodlvivuB?: Vol. 2. p.lip (1867 ed.)
2 . Morton Monuments of the Fathers and Reformers® (1?06 ed.) p.52

History of Whalley p. 471
3. Title page "Vera Descriptio Vitae et ,-ortis” Geneva ed. V/hitaker

Works.1610 Vol .1. 698
b. Cooper Athen.Cantabrig. Vol.2. 198
5. J.Brodrick "Robert Bellarmine®™ 1962ied. p.67
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in 1570 and approved by the Lower once of Convocation but never
received the formal sanction of the Upper House . In 1570 however the
/0 Archbishops urged its publication,ana witli Burghley®s permission
it was ordered for use iIn the Injunctions pronulgatec by Parker
April 1571 . From the controversy with Duraeuc * we also hear that
Whitaker translated the Catechism of Emrtanuel Trc:-_ellius into 1.ebrov-
"eilus Catechismus iIn linguam Haebraica, transtulil but i1t £ ;os;:,ible
that the text omitted the final "t° from the last word . John Emmanuel
Tremellius (1510 - 1580 ) a converted Jew, succeeded Paul ye ;ius as
ring"s Reader of Hebrew at Cambridge iIn 1;>9 arid in 1551 he issued his
Catechism in Greek and Hebrew. Trenellius had beon converted t
Christianity by Cardinal Pole in 1540 but moved to the Protectant
position under gie influence of Peter llartyr. The title page of
ithxtaker®™s translation of howell®s Little Latin Catechism has a -
picture of Isocrates teaching his pupils and the quotation — >\7\l » ifT

&ry -TTphyiABy)/ tv  KTtyk. ATO™ £(@ **47*"~ -
1 si cupide didiceris multa dicces . Solius sapientiae poecesnio est
1 ortalis ". Beginning with parallel alphabets In Latin and Greek
in school-bbok fa;:: ,it provides Instructions on the Greek 1 rs,
vowels, consonants, moods and accents,and then follows the Catechism.
The return ad fontes to Greek and Hebrew had stimulated the schools
and the process ran through translations an retranslations, con...entarie
and aids to memory. The enthusiastic foundation of new colleges brought
out a new seriousness , a concentration on the three languages not
as a vehicle for belles lettres but an exciting instruments of
communicating saving grave. At Cambridge new colleges appeared —
Ma .-daleo in 1542 , Trinity in 1546 ana Emmanuel was to appear ir.
1584,Sidney Sussex In 1596. Christ®s was founded 1506. Latin continued
to be the universal language of scholarship given a new grammatical
base by Linacre and to interpret Hebrew truth, the Green of the .T.
and the early Fathers. Greek receive;- its impetuc through the
ap earance of more than 40 grammars In a period which began with
Lascaris and included Erasmus®™ translation (1516) of the Grem-c grammer
of Theodore of Gaza™ , kelanchthon and Bud& at Pari: in 1520. In 1572
Henri Estienne had just produced his Thesaurus Linguae Graecae = “or
Hebrew the most famous work of Johann Reuchlin the Christian Hebrew

1. Contra Duraeun . cap. 10. section 20 . Geneva et.
2. 3r. Nus. 343 c.21.49. p.12 Printed Lond.John Day 1574 with a



scholar, appeared in 1506 , his De Rudimentis Linguae Hebraicae,
combining dictionary an- grammar , an. iIn 1518 there was the combination
Of Romansistf like Clenar of Louvain and Paganini of Lucca, non-Romans
like Capito and Pellican,to produce a small Hebrew grammar at Basle.
Fagius of Strassburg and Forster of Wittenberg produced a Hebrew
dictionary in 1557 which marked a significant change and reaction
away from the old imitation of Jewish methods towards the production
of a dogmatic polemic demanded by the iIntransigence of Trent on
Scripture. Johannes Sturm (1507 - 89) influenced both Tremellius and
Fagius having fallen under the influence of j-mcer. lds work at
Strassburg covered the period 1537-1581 when he was expelled for

hie liberalism ana inter-confessional sympathies by the strict
Lutherans but eventually returned for a little while till his death

in 1589. Tremellius®™ greatest work was his translation of the Bible

T on Hebrew and Syriac into Latin , a work which was to regain a
standard Latin translation for the Protestant world for some time. He
translated the h.T. with the Syrirjc text in Latin translation iIn

1569 and his Latin translation of the G.T. appeared In 5 parts

1575 - 9. His Hebrew and Greek Catechism appeared 1551 and he produced
a Chaldean and Syriac grammar in 1589*

Bishop Pagnet®s Fuller Catechism of 1553 was revised
and enlarged by Nowell and this was also translated by Whitaker into
Greek ; in this we find additional material . In addition to the pattern
of Apostles Creed and 10 Commandments, we fine duties to parents,
teachers and masters , the duties of wives based upon quotations
from 1 Peter , Ephesians, and Colossians,anu prayers before and after
meals.

Br. museum MS 1353 preserves Whitaker®s translation

to Greek of Novell®s I£73 edition of _his Pri a Institutio ;ri tianae
Pietatis,and Br. Museum MS 3505 c. 36 contains Whitaker®s translation
into Greek two years later of Nowell"s Institutio Pietatis Christianae
this time defending Christian piety in the veneration of the Divine
contd. further edition 1589*

1. Br. Mus. 1353 a.7* in 8 vo 680 pp. with a Greek and Latin text
on opposite pages. Pt.l. Decalogue (to folio 171) Pt. 2 Gospel &
Faith (fol.172) Pt. 5. on the action of grace (fol.435) pt. 4
Baptism and the Eucharist (fol. 571). On fol. 656 is a note on
public penance and excom unication — that satisfaction must not
only be done but be seen to be done coram con reratione.

Y? icrTid* < cr’To/fto-i r
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combining dictionary and grammar , an- in 1518 there was the combination

of sistylike Cle * *© uvaia and Pajanini of Lucca, non-Romans
like Capito and Pellican,to produce a small Hebrew grammar at Basle.
Fagius of Strassburg and Forstor of Wittenberg produced a Hebrew
dictionary iIn 1557 which marked a sicnificant change and reaction
away from the old imitation of Jewish methods towards the production
of a dogmatic polemic demanded by the intransigence of Trom on
Scripture. Johannes Sturn (1507 ~ 89) influenced both Tremellius and
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Strassburg covered the period 1537-1581 when he was expelled for
his liberalism and inter-confessional sympathies by the strict
Lutherans but eventually returned for a little while till his death
q 1589 Tremel -dus* greatest work was 1is translation ox the Bible
T on Hebrew and Syriac iInto Latin , a work wiucjewas bo re-ain a
standard Latin translation for the Protestant worl tor some . c. .0
translated the 1..T. with the Syrian te.-t iIn Lai-iii translation iIn
1569 at., his Latin translation of the O.T. appeared iIn 5 parts

1575 _ 0. jjis Hebrew and Greek Catechism appeared 1551 and he produced
a Chaldean and syriac grammar in 1569.

Bishop Pagnet"s Fuller Catechism of 1553 was revised
and ehlar ;ed by Nowell and this was also translated by Whitaker into
Greek ; In this we find additional material . In ad i1tion to the pattern
of Apostles Greed and 10 Commandments, we find duties to parents,
teachers and masters , the duties of wives based upon quotations
from 1 Peter , Ephesians, and Colossians,and prayers before and after
meals.

Br. Museum MS 1353 preserves Whitaker™s translation
into Greek of Lowell"s 1073 edition of_his Prima Institutio Ghristianae
Pietatis,and Br. Museum MS 3505 c. 36 contains Whitaker"s translation
into Greek two uoars later of Nowell"s Institutio Pietatis Christianae
this time defending Christian piety In the veneration of the Divine
contd. further edition 1589*

1. Br. Mus. 1353 a.7* in 8 vo 680 pp. with a Greek and Latin text
on opposite pages. Pt.l. Decalogue (to folio 171) Pt. 2 Gospel &
Faith (fol.172) Pt. 3* the action of grace (fol.435) Pt. 4
Baptism and the Gucharist (fol. 571)= On fol. 656 is a note on
public penance and excom. unication --that satisfaction must not
only be done but be seen to be done coram congrecatione.
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Name and observation of the Divine lav;, with prayers before and after
study, and from these we can deduce the character of the "morning
assembly* 1n chapel. Whitaker®s biographer also mentions a Latin
version from him of the “whole fa..: of the Public Prayer and the
prescribed scheme of all the Liturgy®™ and he is said T* to have
dedicated to Nowell a translation of the Book of Con on Prayer —-
probably the Liturgy with matins an- evensong. A further work fram
Whitaker®s pen at this time was his "Short Sum of Christianity®™ though
this was not printed till 1651 , then in English. _t was in catechetical
form and e .ited by J._Martin.

xhis'éhort Sumlat such a “glorious jewel and
precious gem in the crown worn by the church ....and though there
were many pious tracts of this sort, none iIs so distinguished " 5 ,
had oolee Into Hartin®"s hand and he had been persuaded by Hr. Browne
i-iector o1 Staplehurst and Mr. Humphreys of Korthfleet to surrender
thxs edition to authority,and “being weighed in the balance of the
sanctuary (stateram aurarium) was four.d to be gold and consonant
with the doctrine of the Church of England,the most noble and
flour mbranch of the Church Catholic* . It was claimed to be
a counterblast to "sectaries , Catharists (described also as
Grindietomans m the l.orth) Anabaptists , Marans, and Libertines and
the odu Cappes who rushed into the ministry with a pretended knowledge
of the divine mysteries he castigates the "amy of capricious
uncatechised professors followed by untutored zealots ani illbred
swaines who behaved themselves as revently in the Temple as they would
in a stable ". The reierence to Joseph Hall as the “"seraphical Prelate
of feyotcr* would fate lar " *© as having been done before 1641
the date of his translation to Norwich. Whitakefc seems to have remained
in good company,serving the Church of England 50 years after his death.
The"short Sum " ends with the prayer The God of mercy and peace,
illuminate our lark understanding with the sweet saving beams of His
Holy an heavenly truth }infir...:e our frozen souls with the pure fervour
of Christian charity an. celestial love to the edification and

pacification of His church an our own eternal consolation iIn

1. D.N.B. Vol. 21. 21 f. * o~
2. Br. Hue. e.1375.4. A Short Sunl of Christianity*Lond. 1651 by that

Reverend and famous divine William Whitaker ,D.D., to be sold by
Thomas Pierrepont at ”is shop in Paul®s Churchyard at the sign of
the Sun. Martin is described as a candidatus SS Theologiae.

3. 1bid.
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our blessed Lord Jesus. Aaen . Non sunt litiganui haec sed oran i

N

Tempora“.

In April 1578 Whitaker completed and published his translation
of Jewel"s "Defence of the Apology of the Church of England® (1566-7) i:-to
Latin and dedicated 1t to t# 0 two Arc bishops Grindal and Sandys , to
Bishops Aylmer Whitgift,Freak and to Dean Nowell. In the same year
the Senate waved the usual custom of one of the proctors to be Father
of the Philosophy Act , though the two men ./are senior ir standing

Whitaker, 1s star was in the ascendancy;his disputing
aroused great interest and enthusiasm an his lodgings: wore invaded
by eager young students who wished to prolong the arguments.
Whitaker enjoyed his table talk,and t:*™ his Work as wel3 as his
friends home with him. In addition to his Scriptural and philosophical
controversies , Whitaker now undertook a ;ore serious study of
Patristics— hie recent work on Jewel"s Defence contributing to
nis emn.uA.as - for this. But at 30 year;: o age hir. 1 1t” was
beginning to suffer;against hie love of archery,fishing and
shuttlecock,we Ust place Whitgift®s observation of his prodigious
labours In the academic field.

Whitaker®s lectures on the (Co.:...aplaces al o

much attention being deli<iMr*d in the chapel ty*
1.0tes were t%ken by Allenson ™ and circulated for the nersual of the
best divines . 1is biographer tells us that Whitaker was well known

1. Strype.Annals.2.550. Lambeth MSS. The Convocation of 1570 (fro:.:
notes of matters to be discussed) intended that;-
a) Nowell"s Catechism (1562)
b) Jewel"s Apology (156;)
c) the 39 Articles

should be published in one book and enjoined to be taught in
universities and gram, ar schools throughout the realm. Strype.
Annals. 1.47~. Parker added in the argin the note " item.iIn
Cathedral churches ana Collegiate and iIn private houses -.
2. Whitgift became Master of Trinity July 1567 ( not 1570 as the

QDCC p-1Vv?6) after a short mastership at Pembroke to which he had been

appointed jn April 1577« Whitaker had the discipline,earnestness,
industry and devotion to learning that Whitgift admired — he
"placed him among his chief delights ana esteemed him a son even
to his last breath ". Camden “glisabeth®™ p.507 (Brc.ed.1675) ascribed
Whitaker®s early death in 1595 to the fact that " he had much
weakened his body with study -~.

3* Geneva ed. Whit&mer®s works. 1. 5H. Allen; on went to Vrinity
May 1576 but subsequently migrated to St. John"s where i1 the same
year he was admitted Ashton Scholar (Scholarship founded 1536).

[fs-om  M-A- 1%*1-
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_or T"popular sermons iIn the country and domestic catechising®.
1a_a mentions that it was not improbable that he was Rector of
Bluntisham in Huntingdonshire though the local evidence iIs against
this . -ore likely ne was one of those 1jocly pastors® who toured
the numerous parishes round Ca. bridge , en holding university olaces
who provided an "apostolic succession of plain living and high
thinking®. The effect on the country folk of being brought up to date
with the latest trends iIn Cambridge is a matter for conjecture. On the
3rd. February 1578 he was installed as a canon of horwich Cathedral
having surrendered his Fellowship at Trinity when he married Susan
one of the 4 daughters of the celebrated Nicholas Culverwell who
combined an iInterest iIn city trade and colonial expansion (as a
London merehant-habordasher) with Puritan piety and Cambridge
tift-tion. The Culverwell family had recently acquired
terre in Cambridge. Whitaker was incorporated at Qxford™Cr the 14th.
July 1578 having graduated B.D. a month before for which lIe presented
3 “very celebrated preelections according to custa. " . This " second
Basil,Origen new born® as his biographer called him in the summer of
1578 delivered a discourse Ad Clerum iIn Great St. ary"s.
By Susan Culverwell Whitaker had two sons,

both dying in 1617. The one Samuel,Wwas born 1587,the year of his
father®s appointment as Master of St. John"s and progressed to Eton
and then to king"s College,Cambridge,becoming Fellow of that College
in 1608. Line years later he "passed away ruietly In his bed at
Cambridge and was buried In the Chapel °. The other, Alexander ,was
born two years earlier;han Samuel, iIn 1585, preceeding Samuel to Eton

xrinity Cambridge in 1602. Iiis college contemporaries included
John Cotton and John Winthrop,and in addition to his grandfather-s
enthusiasm for colonial evangelism he also had the example of his
aunt Elizabeth Culverwell who had married Thomas Gouge of Stratford,
x L*S3t*a Member Of the Vir Uo;:prp,kic®™ rumbar : rt
its members Hicholas Ferrar the father of the famous Rector of Little
iliaring, mlexander was ordained priest 1609 and took a living in

1. Rectors®™ List in the Mstory of Blunt:1—=_ Jaiv.tk™® — thiz: “

together with the Parish Registers give 1539-1570 William Flydd
_. 5 Chrjstopher T 1573 - 1385 John Parker:

1505 - 1612 Miled SoalSyoPner ™ve (vte) onn rarker

2,.§oster Alumn.Oxon. 1500 - 1714, Whitaker held his canonry for

years.

3. Cooler Athen.Cantabr. p.198 notes that William Whitaker was

aanitted Fellow of Eton 13th.Junel587 but it is uncertain whether
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Yorkshire, but within two years was landing at Jamestown , four years
after t°e first settlement there in 1607. Hunt the chaplain to the
colonists had died in 1608 , and on his arrival Alexander was
a™pointed chaplain and became the “Apostle of Vir "inia* the first
effective Anglican missionary in the Korth Arerica.: Continent. In the
course of a powerful ministry he baptised the 19 year old Princess
Pocahontas and In 1613 his remarkable <“Good Kews from Virginia® was
printed in London. He was drowned in the Ja es River 1617.

Susan, Willian®s wife,died in 1589 ana he carried
Joan Fenner at the church of Stratford , Bov;, riddlesex on the 8th.
April 1591- Joan was the wife of Ludley Fenner who died when chaplain
to the English merchants at Hidaleburg in 1589 under the age of 30.
At the time of Whitaker®s death in 1595» Joan was “partui vicina® and
the child was born and baptised a week after Whitaker®s death ,being

- JJ7 71 )-
Jabez died in Virginia 1624 having been in the colony for 5 years as a
lieutenant,newly married, in charge of one of the plantations known as
College Land 1.e. acres set aside for the endowment of an Indian
College for the training of natives iIn “religiou.;, ..oral , virtue
e --one

went to Virginia In 1625 " enquire after her brother Jabez®s goods
but found little of value. OF the other four i1t is possible that
Thomas Whitaker (b.1578 ; went to Trinity 1594 an became a
schoolmaster at Burnley till his death in 1626 ) was a son by Susan,
and that William (born 1592 ;went to St. John"s 1609 beco In =a
lineolflf.hire parson 1620 - 42) was a son by Joan.

After his Ad Clerum iIn 1578 am the heated
o.itd ovci siec Wnich Whitaker aroused in his lectures , he became aware
that the acadmic arena was not prepared for the Jesuit challenge now
imminent. Having concentrated on the biblical controversies, there
remained wide open the whole question of the place, function, and
authority of the Fathers in the church. Was it to be para-Scriptur-.,
Su &I, ,-oor.".;"tural In the sense that only the Fathers®™ interpretations
ol Scripture were to be acknowledged, or sub-Scriptural .the controvcrs-
-ies over Patristic texts were already reaching fever heat under the
o )car,Bv.. ut Ox oa@.L.t.; ak xt was .ot sufficient to vL e off
Q. this was Samuel’s father.
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this whole area of Christian thought by clai. ing that 1t only
complicated the simple issue of Papal versus Scriptural authority or
at the most using Patristic texts as a polemic arsenal, Tpe Jesuits
were well trained , and In the van of Patristic lore,and they came
upon a virtual vaccu$ at Cambridge. It was essential that attention
be given to the contextual relevance of the Patristic texts,and this
was tending to widen. The same exercise applied to the General Councils
and their canons. Whitaket virtually withdrew from public
disputing at Cambridge and began a study In depth of Patristic texts.
Bellarmine always the avid reader also at this time w. s hard at work
reading carefully during the summer ox 1579 Salmeron®s endless
commentaries on the K.T. — they ran to 16 folio volumes,each page
in double columns of relatively small print , a laborious und rtaking
as Bellarmine attempted verification of thousands of references.
Though only 37 years of age — Whitaker was 31 --Bellarmine produced a

budget of errata which was explosive in content. Having been made
Professor of Controversial Theology In 1576 at the newly founded
Collegium Boaanute, Bellarmine had thrown himself enthusiastically

into this work. His prolific lecturing ,often beginning at early
hour,wrs eagerly awaited an as the fame of these controversial lectures
grew, so eager young students packed their lecture notes. In the
Bodleian are two such MSS — one an early form of his celebrated
Disputationes de controversiis Idci * amounting to notes taken on

T "Ov. 1576 onwards, and the other4’ 1 .ictata™ or lectures
delivered also at home during a period ending 26th.hay 1573. Listening
to these lectures were many future English Martyrs — Kirby, Hart,
Lowe, Buxton, James, Duke, Ingram, Jalpole,and Southwell.
Whitaker was studying the work: of two Englishmen,

Alan Cojie (a canon of St. Peter"s Rome) and N.llarpsfield who published
1. modleian LS 539; with title "De Contraversiis®™ consisting of a

retace and 3 parts , De Verbo Dei, De Ecclesia :,ilitante (begin ing

?  TOhiQ39 De Conciliis (beginning at folio 204). In different
and 139% X 6, .VIII. + 260 leaves.The hand changes at fol. 94

2. Bodlfcian MS 588. lectures under the title De Pontifice ;subject was
0 position and power of the Pope In two parts a) 9 chapters
. h-""estiones , the text beginning “desceruimus anno suneriori

127e9C5E§Qa6%EL¥§Ts§#EEE Ieavewith change of hand at fol.24,54 ,and
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hisDialogi sex contra Swi il Pontificis oppugnatores®™ at Antwerp
in 1566 , of the Spanish theologian Miguel Medina ,and Hufusls
publication of 1553 of his Defence of Charles du Moulir"s"Pro
Pontifice Maximo*. In the closing years of Trent Peter Canisius
had pressed for an answer to the Centuriators ; on Dec. 7th. 1560
0 - w”itt-i " it Iin great me and cri  that ecclesiastical
history should be distorted in so many ways by the sectaries. In Some
t’ere are plenty of learned men skilled in historical iInvestigation.
At present the sectaries iInvent whatever they like while we snore
away to a man® By 1565 heavy tomes had begun to appear to
"refute that most pestilent work of the Magdeburgers®™ and these found
their way Into the hands of Hosius , Truchsess,Foscarario and other
eminent men . Salmeron and Ledesma were officially deputed to reply
to Flacius ,but the pressure of business made not Rome but Dillingen
the centre of Catholic refutation of the Protestant history. Conrad
Braun of Augsburg produced a MS revised and seen through the press
by Peter Canisius and in 1564 W_Eisengrein produced a s.all volume at
Ingoldstadt dealing with misrepresentations of the ilacian First
Century. Alan Cope followed , as did Nicholas liarpsfield ,once
Archdeacon of Canterbury but under Elizabeth a prisoner in the Tower.
Karpsfield®s °Six Dialogues®™ against the Centuriators were secured
by Cope and printed at Antwerp. The iInitiative then passed to the
German Jesuits who not so much refuted as discredited the Centuriators
by instancing contradictions , false allegations,and mutilation of
documents. Panvinio ,the Augustinian scholar, saia by Scaliger to be
the "Father of all History®™ produced a volume iIn 3 parts of some 150
folio pages — less than was hopo To- po |i; " vp's . A
*\/71 Canisius had written his own bulky quarto volume of 796 pages with
two excellent iIndexes. This revealed a wide range oi reading on his
part of Luther, Calvin, Mel&nchthon,Peter Martyr, Bucer, Stephanus,
Carlstudt,Servetus, Beza, Schvé&ckfeldt,Brenz,Stancar, Chemnitz and
Bullinger. His extensive use of Protestant quotations is matched by
his evaluation of the historians Josephus, Eusebius, hicephorus,
Huf _.nus,.”edc and otners. Swamped with references and allusions, it
demands the enormously erudite . Commended by Sirleto,Fontidonius ,and

xdIxE. . Cope, the Jesuit timolo-;jgns “omnes uno ore
1. Braunsberger Epistulae 3.p.30 Canisiils to Truchdess.-—---—-—-—-——--
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probarunt vehementer Flacius was sufficiently disturbed as to go
round repeatdfiily asking his pupxln ca disc.- "aaa what are you
doing against the Jesuits » with Canisius in r:ind.

The capture of Cuthbeft Mayne in June 1577 in
Cornwall , the subsequent enquiry which revealed a substantial iIncrease
In recusants appearing in episcopal courts,the Conference of the
Bishops ana Council in July 1577 had all made the Papist question one
O " _The alliance of tLn r
Jesuit with Fitzmaurice in Ireland March 1579 » though a poor relation
as far as the Pope and Philip were concerned,also intensified feeling.
In 157*"3 seminarists,priests, came to England ; four years later d
were more than 50 and by 1580 more than 110 .Many were elo uent
men,English-born,but they came with three disadvantages
a) they were supported by Philip of Spain, the Duke of Guise blind to
the effect on English feeling of the Massacre of St. Bartholomew of
1572, the Pope, and men like Don John governor of the Netherlands
who talked of crossing to England,dethroning Elizabeth, releasing
mary Queen of Scots and marrying her, both to share the English
crown . In Dec. 1576 he had the audacity to ask Elizabeth to shelter
his Spanish forces on the English coast should stor. xr drive them
there,declaring his ‘peaceful motives iIn removing soldiers froz; the
Netherlands ! "_falsingham was not the only lan to be suspicious.
BO they came in flat di;obediencE to the English law as i1t then
stood. The storm gathered long before Allen"s violent paaphlet,
preparatory to the Armada,admonishing the English to rice against
their bastard heretic queen. The law was already clear on the charge
of treason — against anyone affirming that Elizabeth was not,or
ought not to be \ queen, or that she was heretic,schismatic or
usurper. The experiences of 1577-1581 led to the further Statute of
<&rs ti'ze
of 1586 - 7 when all Jesuits,seminary priests,and other priests from
aoroad were ordered to leave the realm within 40 days. Admission
to being a priest immigrant was sufficient to Establish the charge of
treason. There were many men sitting at the feet of Bellarmine who
would echo the vow taken by Sherwin in April 1579 with hand laid upon
the Scriptures,that he "was ready to go at a sign from his superiors
and that today rather than tomorrow,for the good of souls ". Their
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minds were fixed on that sacrifice which may well be the crowning
"lory of their lives* Their cell walls were hung with pictures and
drawings of the torture chamber , and the scaffold. When Campion heard
of Cuthbert Maynels martyrdom , he said "./retch that 1 am,how has
that novice out-distanced me. May he be favourable to his old friend
and tutor 1 ° = Many had only the deeper spiritual motives echoed by
Campion on the scaffold “we are dead men to the world,we travelled only
for souls ". They had reckoned the cost , and no indiscretions by
their superiors eg. Gregory XIlI1®s patronising the ill-conceived
Spanish attack In lreland, was going to deter them,nor the fact that
the English government was unable , even 1f/the circumstances 1t had
been willing , to distinguish between those papists who conspired
against the state and those who looked only to the conversion of souls.
The issue was not as clear as this — nor was the line separating
the use of pax beads as a simple pious devotion from theilr use as
a tomen of reconciliation to Papal pretensions. Even the most innocent
devotional article came to be charged with sinister and treasonable
intent.
For the two years 1578 till 1580 when he became me ius
sor , Whita: fullyocc the veri - of
texts, quotations, exegesis and controversial theology, receiving
Romanist writings for perusal and examination. The hour produced the
mar. — truth must be in every blow — an though -is opponentferf
may not detect i1t, his friends certainly knew it,that he felt his
own Enadequacies at entering the European arena. By the time he had
replied with his initial skirmish to Campion®s Ten Reasons , his
Jesuit position had considerably clarified and
matured. Although it was not till 1586/? that Bellarmine"s first volume
oi his De Controversiis was published by Sartoriur at In-oldstad
dhitamer had already in his hands Bellarmine"s lectures in MS
"trahsmitted to every quarter ax: treasured up as jewels and
amulets , passed frol hand to hand an-. diligently transcribed and
rcac. bv vei, mai r *© ana * since he 3+ handled these cucstions
with accuracy ana method, we will mam.e him so to speak our principal

—_— ~. T z:I;ita;er reco- 5;lggd bogonu Stapleton_at
e »0 .I. published zj t were treatises on Scripture,lradition,
Christ the Head of the entire church, the pope the Head of the
Church on earth,the Church Militant, Pur atory (The Church
Expectant) ar, t e Church Triumphant. Vol. h was published 1788 on
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at Douay , and Allen at Rome, fellowcaur trymen, the easterly hand
and encyclopaedic raind of Bellarmine, wo... he described as
*ungquesfcxon&bly learned,possessed of a happy genius, and a penetrating
judgement " . The actual publication of Bellarminels works bearing
the _diploma of Sixtus Vth carried greater weight than the IS copies
of Ais lectures which Whitaker had been working onp . Bellarjaine"s
habit of referring points for revision and correction to other
scholars gave his LT lectures a tentative character ; a close friend
and fellow Jesuit , Andreas Eudaemon-Joncs,was his constant companion
an mentor.

contd. a. the sacraments , and vol. Jj. 1595 on grace ,free will, and
Justification.

1. Stapleton*s"Principiorum Fidel Doctrinalium Do. onstratio” on the
authority of the church and Apostolic Succession was published 1578,
the year Allen arrived at kheims fro:z Jouay.

2. In " J.isuttio (IJ88) muaect.6 .9* Whitaker notes the diffort nces
between what was later printed in the Sartorian edition and what
Bellarmine had said in his MS lectures. Three chapters later,
Whitaker again notes the differences , for Bellarmine had
originally quoted f.a; Innocent®s Tirst Letter to Decentius
( Ep. VI iInter Epp. Decret. on Rescript..0... Pont, katriti .1821
p- 10 ) and from a letter of Leo , but both were dropped In the
printed edition.
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Set on Collision Course — tize "Jecu.it . ace”™ (I6/<3 _
Ednund Campion®s "Brag = an "Ten Reasons *

$1 m ton T protest tloi7 t: + =8
a*Poijlted Itegius Professor in 1580 ,succeeding William Chaderton 2 the
renowned opponent of Cartwright and a grotegi of durghley an
Elizabeth. Whitaker was only 52 and there were senior men who
regarded themselves as -;orc fitted for the post , a. | 1on widely
held, but ignored, t e are not tolc who t = were. <,
however, told by his biographer , that i1t was Whitaker® s wide reading,
acute judgement,succinct expression , his sound doctrine and knowledge
of issues, that proved the grounds for this appointment. The Queen
Weis creating no precedent — Chaderton had been appointed Re;ius
Professor In 1562 at the age of 50 and there was great merit in
harnessing young men in a rapidly changing scene, young enough to
be able to break loose from the domestic Puritanism of Cambridge at
taat time and be able to meet the eminent Jesuit attack about to
croous. Whitaker diet not realise what he was iIn for, but Elizabeth
had recognised in him an acute and challenging mind at a time when this
was not a common aon: odity.

Any rope of success of a conciliar relationship with

Some had by now fast receeded . Although attempts rad been :.ake as late

1# rHt? met :°rtikE "ee"e\//hitaker.Ceeva ed. Whitaker®s
Neve’pISr x 1%® ?°JF &alCer PreferB 1579 the date given
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as 1566 to brin—j Elizabeth (that " helen that had been stolen from
them *) bade to the "true faith®™ , the situation had greatly changed.
The Vatican had emerged with a strong retentive juristic structure
still within a medieval formula,and any attendance at the concluding
sessions of Trent would have been looked upon as a voluntary an,,
renewed submission to Papal obedience. In 1760 the Papal sum, ons to
reconvene the Council left no doubt that the Council would be Firmly
under Papal control. In 1761 Elizabeth had dec atched the ~arl of
Bedford to France to urge the Protestant minded iiing Oof llavarre that
none should consent till the Pope an the rest submit In a General Counc;
-1l to the rule of the Fathers an.. Bishops of the ancient church and
conform to Scripture and the ancient canons. Cecil wrote to Bishop
de Quadra that Elizabeth would be willing to send representatives
aa theologians to the Council i1f the Pope®s position were clarified
as President or Head but not Ruler. Matters of faith were to be
jJudged according to Scripture ,the consensus of divines,and the
declarations of ancient councils. The English i1iishops were not to

be mere observers but be seated in Council since they were canonically
or,;.ained. As English lav; stood then, there was no Papal Supremacy -—-
the alternative was that the Bishop of Rome sit as Patriarch of the
West with an autonomous (autocephalous) English Church at his side.

By 1563 however any hope of English participation
was doomed. Elizabeth could confidently wite™™ we and our people--
—--thanks be to God — follow no novel and strange religion but that
very religion which i1s ordained by Christ ,sanctioned by the Primitive
and Catholic Church,and approved by the consentient mind and voice
of the most early Fathers . The confidence was shared by Cecil iIn
his Letter to de Quadra, and Jewel in his Apology. A similar
coniidence had been shown by Isabella , with the limitation of Papal

interference in the affairs of national churches. The Concordat of
1482 had given the Spanisli crown the right of visitation anu

nomination to benefices . Ximenes of Toledo had initiated a vijorous
attempt at reformation , with new schools of theology with a Thomism

conta. sore by this time —-- his immediate predecessors both as
Regius Professor and Chancellor of St. Paul®s had received
Sees . Elizabeth was sensitive to * _ay matters-;/hitaker ought
not to have mentioned them

1. Letter of Elizabeth to the Emperor Ferdinand 1563.
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having a strong Augustinian elenent , an:, replete with powerful
opponents ol the Jesuits. Erasmus declared that the work in Spain
under Aimenes W/ith the assistance of Mendoza and de Talavera followed
the best type of reformation In the church , but the achievement was
limited. It did , however, establish that secular authorities were to
take the Initiative In reform which the Papal Curia was clearly
neglecting , an., news of this was not slow to disseminate. Little
i: 1 owever, of the lasti: : [luenc» o "Giberti (d.14-3)

a renowned Patristic scholar an.: foremost reformer , the trusted
counsellor aox Paul 3ro.« , Contarini ( d. 1542) who took part iIn the
Conference of Ratisbon 1541 , that last attempt before Trent at

reunion with the Lutherans , Caraffa (Paul 4th. d. 1559) who inherited
reforming zeal from Paul 3rd. and was the first of the counter
Reformation Popes , or Hloronc (d. 1580) . The possibility of reconcilia-
—-tion was now remote for any appeal to a General Council such as
Burghley had in mind and Whitaker advocate , and was doomed in the
post-iridentine climate since i1t would have Involved an abro "ation

of that initiative claimed (and won) iIn the Papal Supremacy from the
side of the Counter Reformation. While the appearance of these nre-Trent
reformers exercised a fascination for non-Roman theologians of the
post-Trent era,but no impact could be -,ade on the Jesuit armoury,

this ,.ces account for the fact that issues familiar in the earlier

part of the century re-appear iIn controversies later in the century

but now encrusted Vith further ramifying arguments,greater In range and
depth.

On the dogmatic side , the Council of Trent made
its mind clear when asserting that the Rule of Faith contained the
nicene Creed ac Symbolum Fidel cuo sancta Ho. Hur ecclesia utitur " \
there was no tcuarrol \o‘:ith the precise but the si -nificmce of the
ad .ition of Bo- ana ..id not escape the observers. Givin ; parity to
(unwritten ) traditions with Scripture (pari pietatis effectu ac

-eWrOi.t,u oU™cepit et veneratur; , the Vuljate as the only authentic
version v/im the church as the solo interpreter , raised a whole

new crop 01 controversies In the confrontation with the Reformed
position so that tifren the Jesuits appeared , the Patristic
battleground becan< v £t te; tual , fre - thy 1

the midst of battle there is heard the cry go up for the clarification
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of the state of the question at issue for claims had to be examined

in the 11 vt of changing outlooks. Whitaker repeatedly reouired farther
clarification of the issues and challenged Jeruit han-Lling of them
for they wilfully ignored the implications of the scholarship of
the previous 50 years an flew 1In the face of history and Biblical

ip. For justification™* soli ; th* = was for
Contarixd. to rescue the situation from an arid® triumph of conservatism.
Did the Jesuits really understand the doctrine of 1..puted righteousness?
Whitaker also wished to protract the discussion on the difference
between inherent and imputed righteousness and the rattire of
concupiscence. As It turned out, as Whitaker hammered a ay, there was
more agreement than had been hoped for. Even so the de jure divino
status of t e episcopate accepted by Whitgift,Bilson,Bancroft,

i = and » K the case of the Roman Church became overshad-
owed by the Papal Primacy —— i1t was Pius IV who understood ana
undertook the reform of the Curia , hot the Council, demonstrating

ore tle excess Of the Pa «cy. f -

-isin<, rigidity oi irent made it clear that any hope for an episcopal

Jiv was >c < hra ah- &-ra a:. haa " primacy | c“&(
fon.ial definition , it was buttressed with copious theological
."justification a ma certain hincarical eal. In an age of ra“oid
fragmentation minds boggled at the divisiveness of theological
and confessional debate ;even without theological justification it
was a short step for those ill-equipped to cope with the changes to
grasp at a stabiliser. But ubert Jedin has shown that there is
c./oC.e Mice to the Question, that Trent must not be regarded as
fixing the norm of Catholic theology and that the gradual acceptance
in catholic circles of the historical approach ,emerging in the liberal
position which found a footing at Vatican 2 , has led to a historical
relativism that refuses to treat Trent as a fixed point to which all
other schemes must be referred, to stand or fall. Trent di not jive
automatic conciliar sanction to a vast mass of Medieval doctrinal
tradition. There was a thorough doctrinal revision which involved
the verbal rejection or tacit ignoring of much current theology popular

in the Middle Ages.
irent was pressed consciously or unconsciously by

a concourse of revising influences — humanists , whicl led to a
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revival of the study of the early Fathers V/ith Augustine at the main
-ate — the new Dominican!sm which quite independently of the
Reformation had begun a revived study of Thomas Aquinas ___
" > «fmti 1ts nascent enthusiasm and theories for the

omnipotence of the Pope In the life of the church,in I1ts practices,

beliefs, an enthusiasm gathering in momentum as Europe foundered

the raSinS torrents of theological arguments — an. ;iysticlsn ,
though this made little formal contribution to the doctrinal corpus,
in Italy ana Spain , it led to a reaction against dogmatisation.
The Curialists desired stricter definitions which would In fact make
it impossible for the Profcfestants to return. The progress of Lutheran
tool° v N*"~od a foil — for the theological i c.1
WuS very different from that in which John Nathin had taught Luther
“t tue Erfurt convent . On the Roman side , Thomas de San Felicio
-1™hop of La Cava Was prepared to accept the Lutheran justification

- £hG mediating view of Contarini emerged with the |
Tnomists , led by Seripando , General of the Augustine Eremites since
, tre oraer to which Luther had belonged,who distinguished
urc. dnu inherent rightesusness , which approximated to the

Protectant distinction between justification and sanctification. The
only hope for ..an lay In the imputed righteousness of Christ,and
inherent righteousness was impossible without, 1t. Lainez who led
the Papal party accepted Seripando*s distinction , at leaot in theory ,
s "ort:uzce of this i1s seen iIn the 3 canons that followed Trentla
IC chapters w/ith definitions on justification.
Inere had also been a general tendency among the
om scoticts to produce a state of mind equivalent to I1theological
epticism * , a state of mind which .dissented int
of the great doctrines of the Medieval Church , but to accent them
a. the extern:! authority of the church. They showed that they*were
really no permanent principles In dogmatics but that there was a
universal need of reference to a permanent and external source of
authority which coul.. be no other than the Homan Pontiff, here they
conjoined with the Curialists who held that the universal church was

represented by the Roman Church which was condensed in the Pope and
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this was not confined to jurisdiction. There was also a strong
feeling for a reduction In definition — a. e of the Scotist.
and the Emperor*s party , the latter to avoid Lutheran exclusion,
though this party cane ultimately to realise during the first 7 years
of the Council that the Lutheran.”: had already acquired a separate legal
standi within the Empire. The Jesuit 11 the earlier art p.
155C) w¥owere rearer Loyola"s original teachirg , also favoured
resistance to over-dogi:atisation on the grounds that submission to
the Papacy made it superfluous. )

By the end of the/% %H%II, %ﬁe bargaining
and dexterous persuasion exercised by Pius IV , a skilled diplomatist,
which meant virtually that only the Pope knew what was really happening,
disarmed the Emperor , the Kings of France and Spain,and checked the
liberal ambitions of French Bishops ani the Germans in reform. Even
lorone found himself iIn prison. Far fro 1l being an Kcumanical Council
it emerged a Council of the Roman Church for the strengthening of
Papal centralisation and even reforms were made to serve that a-. .

The 10th. clause of the Professio Fideil Tridentinae required true
obedience to the Pontiff as a test of catholicity, and the Bull
Benedictus Deus (Jan. 1:4.1564) reserved the exposition of all decrees
to the Pope himself. The church is identified with the papacy. The
opposition of ancient opponents within the council , of the Spanish

and French bishops who claimed that episcopal powers wore held directly
from Christ, against the Curialists who hel.. that all episcopal
jurisdiction came from the Pope,the bishops being the Pope®s vicars—
—— this opposition was resolved by final embraces as the Council
dispersed. Trent had provided a compact system of doctrine,conprehensive-
-ly opposed to Protestantism , an. was to enjoy a,new intellectual
basis with the Jesuits. Trent also rebuilt a symmetrical hierarchy,
removed many of the abuses that had given strength to the Protestant
movement , and provided a dogmatic-theological chrysalis from which

tee new theologians Lainez, Calmeron, Canisius,ar.l. Bellarmine could
emerge. The diplomatist Pius IV made way for the rigorist Pius V ,the
sterhe™. lontift retuired for the enforcement of Papalism with a zeal,
devotion an, intense hatred of anything savouring of heresy (i.e.

non-Papal deviations ) ana this gave strength to the i,ounter

Reformation at its: Very centre*
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The Jesuits made i1t increasingly difficult to effect
any sort of reconciliation in the I6th. Century — the “ars definiendi”
became an obsession, so that all that did not conform were a priori
heretics. This spiritual despotism replaced the intellectual
spaciousness and comparative freedom that had characterised the
13th. Century , perhaps the Golden Age of Medieval Catholicism.lt
laid blight upon any desire for a wider freedom iIn matters not
essential to salvation while at the same time infused those matters
de fide with a tyrannical bondage that the faith lent i1tself not to
enquiry but to uninformed acceptance , an. the Roman Church was made
a single colour spectrum. Rome moved along a single but numerically

) yersion
F- e Y0 tc;v.i.ti:had by no mean:: exhausted i1ts potential
nor reached the limits of its advance, though its weaknesses were
apparent in contentious ranks, inability to resolve theological
differences,and the increasing difficulty of having to defend
conquests against a restored Papacy. Biblicism was a fertile ground
loi” Separatism and proved re&tctory, isolated ¥ om Patristic and
Primitive thought -- Cambridge had proved a nursery for Browne,
Barrow, Greenwood,and Penry. Whitaker reacted with the assertion
on the eve of Hooker"s Ecclesiastical Polity that theological truth
ior 1ts exposition and classification demands an adequate ,sound, and
clear knowledge of the historical and theological process of doctrine
defining ,and Scripture cannot be i1solated from that process.
Whitaker challenged the Jesuit claim that the
end of that process iIs the erection of a single dogma-defining,and
dogma-producing,authority in the See of _..ome. This claim had precipitated
and perpetuated the crisis of the Papacy , but neither haa Protestant
...rtietlity resolved the problem. Much was to be

gained by a re-examination of confessional truth in the light of the
Regula Fideir and i1ts contents as emerging from Biblical, an Patristic
study. This carried a priority over questions of church Order ,though
nothing seemed to be gained by an abandonment of episcopacy as distinct
frorfa nou;] ixcation of that Order, 1lhe scholarly devotion of the Jesuits
took possession of the rising generation and surged back into areas
since deserted --education with contemporary school books soon led
10 concultation , consultation to confession, confession to direction.
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A generation of ardent souls arose revived by the incense of the ’
piety of Borromeo , Philip Neri,and Francis de Sales,and influenced
in no snail way by a general malaise with Protestant discord which
the principle of Cuius regio,eius religio had been powerless to
prevent. This renewed Romanism under the Jesuits drew to itself both
the attention of the best scholars of the day and the worst fears and
hatred of which man is capable , an 1n 1ts first stages was a purist
movement in the hands of Bellarmine, but which in due course in the
1?7th. Century was to lapse into the adoption of questionable theories
like that of Probabilicm by which directors ootild transform deadly
sins into venial ,and casuistry dominated the confessional. In
Whitaker®s day however ,probahilism was iIn embryo and no formalised
weapon till the next generation. For l/hitaleer the prime question
was how far can continuity be maintained in the face of accumulated
dogma. The Radicals had provided a severe testing ground.

Whitaker®s first public lectures on
becoming Regius Professor were on Luke 1-3 , Galatians, 1 Ti othy,
and the Song of Songs. The first two are no longer extant , but
undated MSS of his cor ientary-lectures on 1 Timothy awa the Song
of Songs still exist . In the former he speaks of faith ac;-

a) charity directed to giving effect to the uivine Jord

b) prayer which purifies the heart,purgi:m; 1t of all misery

C) preserving an incorrupt conscience

d) the agent of truth.

There are abundant quotations from the Fathers , particularly Justin
Martyr, Chrysostom,and Augustine with comments on. the Rheims Annotat-
"tons, mis longer work at: the Song of Songs opens with the assertion
that Scripture often uses/typology of marriage € represent the
covenant love of Christ aa. the Church eg. Hosea 2 ; 2 Cor. 12.2 ;
Apoc. ml.2 —- signifying the greatest ac. most profound of
relationships, the sphere of the greatest care and vigilance,the
bond o* mental ,physical an. spiritual communion . Theodoret ™ had

le “@ <l &videntia Y.(P. . 83.555 - 77~.) .10 tic
in tone,delivered beilore an educated audience at Antioch c.436 AD
0s (Laape.Patristic Greek Lexico:

th% sense of possessing a- conveying a hidden sense — it
meaning bein only evident to those who have experiencedor are
in, the Covenant.
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TWN  cfAMAnvv'. . Jews regarded the book as
- - . Go and His e pouse tne church tle catjdie 1ihurch

inherited the i1dea .

There 1s cone doubt about the date of Whitaker"s
"D.D, ; his thesis iIs said to have been on the Pope as Antichrist , but
it 1s no longer e::stant. A letter from the Senate to Burghley
M uesting a dispensation for 7hitalcer is datec. 2nd. February hut no
year is mentioned. By the series and order In which the letter stands
in the Public Orator’s Book the two letters preceeding it and the
one following 1t , are both dated 1580 .The letter ap-arently produced
no effect lor 1t was not till 1581 that he presented hi:"Thesis
proposxta et defensa®" at Cambridge ,an answer to Stapleton®s
De*.onstrations™, and not till 1507 was he given his D.D,. In this
work Whitaker refers to the heresy of Innocent 1 in making the
eucharist necessary to infants—* upon pain of damnation . William Fulke

1. Baker T“history of St. John"s® pp.188 fF.
2. This work (Geneva ed. of fhitaker™> Worlc# . 2.802-6) of aome

4,000words is repeated In his Contra BellararLn.,an.L is prefaced

by a summary of 37 * gt ut-sr\ "» * ribjs
guilty.. "Eo* w<ryj p * one who b

a party . -

3. Thomas Stapleton,Professor of Divinity at Douay published his
Principiorum Fidei Doctrinalium hemonistratio in [578.

K, .amocent 1 Ep. 30.5 (417AD P.L. 20. 592; Enchirid.Patr.2016:
=Sy i1bolF* Lfc. e lar. 19.) — »
enim manducaverint camera Filii Hominis et biborint. can ruincn

elus , non habebunt vitmi W, semetipsis ".



who became Master of Pembroke Hall in 1576 and entered the lists
against Campion in 1501 had also charged Innocent 1 with this viewl,
as he did Augustine. 2 Trent condemned the view/ — °si culs
dixerit parvulis anteruam ad annos diccretionis porvenorint
necessarian esse Eucharistiae Comnunionea , anathema sit < ,though
it m " dosignated as havi authority of a Rescriptum Innocentii
Papee 1 X . There Was no small stir at Trent over this canon,
declaring the view/ anathema — the Archbishop of Granada argued strongly
in favour of the view , since to anathe atise it, would lave the
effect of separating the Eastern and Western churches even further;
on the other hand the Archbishop of Rossano argued W/ith just as much
heat  for the anathema,and his followers won the day.

The practice of infant con..union goes back alnost
to the days of the acceptance of infant baptism — the first mention
of it occurs in Cyprian De Lapsis 16 an., it Was dearly a recognised
practice of the African church . In the Anostolic Constitution 8.12
directions are given to mothers and infant communion too” place
between that of the various orders an the general body of the
faithful. There Wa, no ;owiaat within the church against the
practice till the 9th. Century. It iIs open to question, however,
whatever authority Augustine gave to Innocent"s view,whether Innocent"s
Letter regards the practice as *de necessitate salutis®™ < he doesn"t
say so, nor does he use the word “statuiraus®™ . Innocent iIs writing
to the Council of Milevis Jan. 417 and is pointing out p t the
Pelagian position referred to by the Council viz. that infants can
be given the rewards of eternal life "sine baptismatis gratia* 1is
untenaolo in the light of the primitive practice of infant communion,

supported by John VI. 54 . Innocent is recalling a practice which iIn
itseli renders the Pelagian position Incongruous , In the very sane
place.

On the morning of June 25th. 1550 Edmund Campion the

1. In his "Stapleton®s Fortress overthrown;the Confutation of
Stapleton ani Martiall * published London 1580 (Parker ed. p.4l) and
in his "discovery of the Dangerous Rock of the Popish church
lately contended by Nicholas Sanders " also published 1580
(Parker ed. p. 392 )

2. Augustine“Contra duas Epistolas Pelag. ad Bonifac.® 2.4.

(_-.. 44. 576. ) — Tecce beatae memoriae Innocentius Papa
sine Bgptis:.:0 Christi et sine participatione cortioris et
san%r2153|Chr|st| ,vitam non habere parvulos dicit7*— repeated iIn

K*fil. @F. i
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Jesuit landed at Dover , with a lay brother Emerson . Parsons had
already arrived a few days earlier — the last Campion had seen of
him had been some 14 days before when he had set out for Calais
disguised as a soldier with 1 buff and gold braid and a swaggering
manner " after a sharp discussion on the advisability of crossing to
Jnglanc at that tine. Sanders had just been despatched as Papal
Huncio with 5 ships of men and arms to assist the Geralcline rising
in Ireland , which cast suspicion on the whole Jesuit enterprise* Much
S been made of J-alsi & I-rciost t bias . ;; W m itu/e to
the Jesuit mission , but from an extensive examination of >/alsingham®s
letters and the re-lies made to him, and an analysis of the Kind of
questions involved , Conyers Read has concluded that it was not so
much the persons of the priests concerned that interested «/alsingham
and his spies , as the plans they bbought with then . Bur.ghley
suspected political treason in the Jesuit movements and he had the
pilot schemes in Ireland to go on . The whole exercise was fraught
with dangers at the outset. Walsingham , described by Camden as a
"‘most subtle scarchor of hidden secrets 1 ~ suspected the integritv
of captured recusants — he allowed several to be released where no
serious charge applied — and it was Walsingham’s task to search for
information and report to the Council which decided whether an indictment
was admissible. If so, the normal process of the law took iIts course.
V/alsingham entertained strong feelings about Campion as he was never
certain that he had a comprehensive picture.Some 3 years later,liendoza
the Spanish ambassador emphatically denied any complicity in the
fhrogi.iorton >lot , but this with other complicities were proven after
his banishment from England.-»
Elizabeth had been on formal trial Tin absentia®
in Rone ; a nug.ber of English exiles had been summoned to attest
tne Queen®s heresies . The Bull Regnans in Excelsis of Pius V in Feb.
1570 absolved her subjects from their allegiance to the Queen and
declared her heretic and usurper--the words of the Bull were -
10 be ims 1ior ever absolved T, on every such oath and all manner of
— do.airg-on,allegiance,ana obedience _.. and do deprive the same

2 Conyers Read <7/alsinghaml Vol.2. 339.
* Fragmenta Regalia (ed.Arber) p.36

3. Jernegron*s Letter to Walsingham 8th.Feboi383.Cal.Dom.i581 -
1590. 5. 158
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Elizabeth of her pretended right to the Kingdom and all other things
aforesaid and we do command and interdict all and every nobleman,
suoject,people, ama. otners aforesaid th-.t they presume not to obey
her or her monitions,mandates and law/s ". This evoked the Statute
Ij Elizabeth cap.l, (1570) which stated that anyone denying the lawful
title of Queen to Elizabeth or asserting that she was a heretic,
schismatic,or infidel, was guilty of treason .The Statute goes on in
chapter 2 to say that anyone procuring or bringing in Bulls or Briefs
from the Pope , absolving or receiving absolution from lawful
allegiances , was also guilty of treason , their aiders and abetters
liable to Praemunire . Persons concealing Bulls etc. for above 6
weeks were punishable for misprision of treason. Priests brin®in?
m Agnus Deiland similar articles blessed by the Pope or by his
authority, to which pardons or i.. unities were annexed were also subject

WQ Praemunire . Whitaker®s own views contained in his Controversy
with juraeus (1.29) were that those papists who in the end suffered

capital punishment did so because of the flagrant crime (forense
crimen) de laesa majestatis , while those who maintained they were not
bojnd by the oath oi obedience (to the Pome) — the Jljuramentum
obednentiae* — were actually freed and did not suffer. “You have
little reason to complain " writes Whitaker 1 when your Incuisition

ms at work ; it is not right that enemies (perduelles — usually used
of an enemy actively engaged in war) go unpunished -.

But was the Bull in force in 1575 on Campion®s
visit to Bome Plus V had died ir: 1572 and was succeeded by Gre ;ory
X111 _ Campion acquainted Cardinal Gesualdi with the difficulties in
which many loyal English Catholics found themselves and Campion could
put this over in a way that only an Englishman could. He received the
reply that the Bull was in force and its purpose lay under 5 heads;-
a) to restore immediately the whole of England to the jurisdiction

of the Papacy.
b) as long as Elizabeth remained de facto ruler it was lawful for

Catholics to obey her in civil matters and co-operate in all

-Just things
Cutubext re the Papist Proto Martyr of the Counter Reformation
11 4= 1?7? was captured with an Agnus Dei — the Dominical

Lamb sealed on a piece of wax from the Paschal Candle and blessed by
cue iooe. Art. o of his examination sufficed for a le-~al
condemnation and art. 7 to establish treasonable intent

2. Eccles. History Society "Book of Common Prayer with Legal and
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c) that she might be addressed with her title as Queen
d) that it was unlawful for any private per,son to slay any tyrant
e) that in the event of anyone being authorised to execute the Bull it
would be unlawful for Catholics to oppose him.
These arrangements were confirmed by Gregory X111 in April 1580 but
v/ith a codicil that the Bull bound the Queen but not Catholics.
Campion*s mind was anything but reassmrcd , oven if he had heard of
the mollification of the interdicfchuttered in the original Bull of
1;70 . Certainly Burghley had no doubts about the Jesuit duplicity.
Captured documents revealed that Campion and Parsons had received Papal
dispensations to ignore the Bull till such tires as the Pope gave
other orders.Burghley actually printed the salient words of this
o.isgonsatzon both an the original £atin and in EnjgHisi tran“tiatioa and
Conyers Read is 01 the view that there can be no doubt about their
authenticity . Meyer notes that "no booty came more welcome to
N1 m piece of paper * . It prove falsilgjua &n Bur 15
right. The latter"s concern was primarily political ; hia awareness
of Papal claims was chiefly on the temporal side and he had long
stuaied this issue, between Erperor and Pope,through the English
statute of Praemnaire to the sacl; of Bo e by Charles V f the Sei ;e
of Rome by the Buke of Alva.
At the Synod held at Southwark on Campion®s arrival,
these r.omentous questions were further discussed — ".illia 1iarclay
a Cataolic lavw/yor had argued that the pope acted ultra vires in the
<acacia: 01 tornoral claims . The situation had chi ed 3ifnce the
-.orthern Rebellion ,and Sanders excused the Englisl Catholics for
not supporting the Rebellion as well as they should because they did
not mow of the Bull . A statement like this only aggravated and
clarified the situation. The Synod decided that ITaaman coul . not be
pardoned for worshipping in the fsuse of Eimmon.The cas« of r es
Bosgrove did not help. A Jesuit , he had travelled much or the Continent
but was not conversant with the contemporary English scene. On his
return to England he was arrested and brought before John Aylmer ,the

contd. Historical ]btes " by AfJ.Stephens.Lond. 18U9 ed. pp.CXX -KXXI.
1. Pollen p.293-4 ; Simpson p.l141_Meyer p.138 and Ap .XVII



Bis1l " of London. The questions were “whence come you V * -— 5'irrc])n
any Poland " ; fwhat were you ol jt ere ?” — travelling;

«that is well and befits a ge tle&an jwhat is your religion ?

is ours too , but the question is, -.rill you ;0

I have no cau.-e to the contrary " ; Bosgrave

ICatholicl ; ’that

to church or not ? -———
wTrico} for hic "i"-"crction an,: conformity and the fact was publish*”

, and a fcinsman explained the

;he had found no fault iIn

*xk :was shunned by the Pa; ists
position to a ro,: protesting Bosgrave
his practice for he had attended the synagogue in Home and Germany,the

Mosque iIn Constantinople, to hear their folly and refute it. Any

learned nan could go to meetings in Germany of Calvinists,Lutherans,

and Anabaptists , but he was now told by EI lisl Papists that the

r: very different,that to attend the >risb church
Supremacy and though the act of a private
, in England it

sx™x:itfor m h i n;
h“ to aCi-Jo""-"-ede tue Royal
ana learned person nay be intentioned by curiosity
a ountea to a denial of the Papal Supremacy,and therefore of Catholicism.
Bosgrave was confused ana though he was incautious to write to Aylmer

10 retract hie; promise, at.. this brought hi.n to
returned

pn...o, with Campion,
to Poland.

he was later reprieved and banished an.

Events had taken a sinister turn in April 1~-80 when Gre ;oiy

Il v ;;h blesrcd "hho Associationl a *rau] of so e 50 i

" " " ed »subse iB ries », ’cci tn * »co fortn »w

In this Association were

pledged life an property to proselytise
t0 bc found fflay: °= tLc principals of the real and pretended plots of
the period 1580 - 1610 . Meetings of embers ewver, too.”: place at the

.ore one of the prisoners , Thomas Poundo,acquainted the

marshalser
tr lits

mi-8*6 °f th« "»*»e that €0 geiuilcil v,  Cj.ro,,:.; t:.:

erero political agents an therefore if caught would be su arily

the Fathers write a pamphlet declaring their true

condemned. Would
,so0 if taken and

aims, leave it , signed and sealed,with friends

executed , their true purpose could be made known in their own hand,

use and me ory preserved frb c lu |39%
Ca.. ior. immediately on pound ’s suggestion and

an hour produced the declaration known as Campion®s 3ra:; X> -

le The word occurs in section 6 = »t n
that » sound Of an i1naoleit (o}
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--hastily written ,the matter had been ceaselessly on his nine,and

it was addressed to the Lords of the Council before whom he expected

to be examined should he be arrested. In the Brag he confesses that

as a priest of the Catholic Church and a Jesuit he had resigned all

, and that he was sent to preach the Gospel,minister

worldly interests
confute errors,and

the sacraments,instruct the sinple, reform sinners,

to "crie alarne spiritual against foul vice and proud
in matters of state or the

ighorance

He had been strictly forbidden to deal
Polity oi the realm,as things not pertaining to his vocation
from v/hich he gladly restrained and sequestered his thoughts.He

,and

requested three kinds of audience ;-
a) before tne Privy Council , a discourse on religion
, to further proofs of the Catholic Faith

) before tne Universities
natural and

xrom the bcriptures , Councils, Fathers, History ,

moral reason.

c) bexore lawyers ,spiritual and temporal,when * 1 shall justify the

said faith by the common wisdom of the laws standing yet in force
and practice.” 1*

Campion was resolute but optimistic — outil istic
because he hoped the Council would heed the truth of what he taught
resolute because he could
is left to

and disown the Terrors®™ of the times ;
never despair of the recovery of England while a "nan
enJ°o your Tyburn,to be racked v/ith your torments,or consumed in

your prisons . The expense is reckoned,the enterprise is begun,it is

ox —oa ,it cannot be withstood. So the Faith was planted, so it must

1. jurghley in his "“Execution of Justice < Dec. 17th. 1583
(Huntingdon Libraty MS ) made the point that "they suffered under
no new laws but that of Ed.I1Il1 (1330 AD) when "the Bishopsof

Koue were suffered to have authority ecclesiastical in this realm*,
fnis was the view also of "A Declaration of Favourable Dealing”
puolished 1573 ,likewise ascribed to Burghley though probably by
Thomas i1iorton. It was an answer to a spate of anonymous
Pamphlets cladjaing that Campion had been martyred for the Catholic,
Faith. But the penal Statute or 1/0l contained religious i plica-
* _ _  2?hf old treaso* law of Bd.lll lacked . Lansdowne MS
* " AN irfi-us) has copies of two indictments charging Campion V/ith; -
a) winning subjects from their (natural) alio ° c- :0 th"
Prince.

_b) conspiring co compass the death of the Queen and to raise
sedition.
Elizabeth"s Proclamation of April 1582 giving her aid. to suppress
all who would stir up rebellion,might appear to Burghley as a
signal for a witch hunt, but to Elizabeth nrobably meant no more
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be restored Keeping the original himself, Campion gave a copy of

his Brag to Pounde with the request that it should not be published

till necessity demanded it. Pounde returned to the liarshalsea and

decided that necessity was upon him ; he read the Brag and enthusiast-

ically challenged the somewhat alarmed Puritan visiting chaplains
, ana confidently wrote to the

Tripp and Crowley with the contents
, with 4 to 6 , or

.oishop 01 London requesting public conferences
6 to 6 , to each side.
Pounde was sent to solitary confinement at Bishops

,and the Brag passed to Tichbourne and then to Elizabeth

Stortford
. Copies were eagerly

Sanders a nun and sister of Sanders in Ireland
inae io». 1”00 Bishop John Watson of Winchester discovered a copy
it a..ore the "lew/d and forbidden books®™ confiscated at that time

(0),4
A month before, October

by him. Tnis copy was sent to the Council.
<*53),Campion,after a conference at Uxbridge,planned a further document,
" which became the theme of his Ten Reasons,but

De I-laeresi Desperata
in London after the November

the search lor recusants was so intensified
(1500) Proclamation that Campion had to flee North to Lancashire —
lon- escape the hands of the heretic® ;the eneay
and crafts. 1 often change my
While

he wrote " I cannot

nave so many eyes,tongues, scouts,
name,an,, threatening edicts core forth daily against usl.

Parsons supported Campion®s previous tract “Why Catholics refused to

attend the parish, church® with a Eefutation against Bangdale urging

all to act upon the principle of Tertullian,1 Cyprian 2 and the

, Campion was in Lancashire composing his Ten Reasons
158*. The 15 was sent to

Catholic Fathers
written within a fortnight in mid-Lent
Parson at Stoner Park and Campion himself followed at Whitsun to see

it tnrough the press,which was under the supervision of Stephen

|£Exr —iey with FitzHerbert verifying the copious textual references an
* _ A~ranuismng the penal Statutes as a club ‘bVcr the heads
0l disobedient subjects , but 1581 had been a dritical year,
mere had been a sharp increase in Papal conversions , the

Iri~h_rebellion ,and tne Bishop of Ross had just returned

irom Rome.
1. Tertullian a) Scorpiace (213 AD - P.L. 2.142 ) -the keys were left
to Peter and through hi:. to the church,
b) Be Praescriptione (200 AD - P.L.2.14)- the 5 test

rutn sect. -"I Apostolic foundation , 31 antiquity

N episcopal succession from the Apostles ; 33 Apostolic

_ authorship ; 20 widespread consent.
—-yprian "p. /0 ( 255AD CSEL 3*767) — "one church founded by Christ
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At fTirst sight it gives little evidence of the difficult-

annotations.
but the type had to be reset 3 times because of the shortage

ies faced,
ana there was n° Greek fount ,the Greek quotations being given in Roman
500 copies were placed on the benches in St. Gary"s Oxford

italics.
in the Annals is right it was sure

on June 27th. 1581 and if Strype
to have a sympathetic hearing for the recent Visitation of Exeter

College had revealed that out of 83 , only b had been found to be

°e e * (i*e* to khe R°yal Supremacy) »all the rest secret or open
B° 1 affectionaries = . Within a month, however, on July ;Ojriu 1581
Campion had been arrested .appearing before the fueen,lLeicester,and
.Beaford at Leicester House on July 25th. Four Conferences were held

ouc -jovt. ;8th. ; le ar,
and Campion was executed at Tyburn

betweer other;, ,-ero arraigned 1in

mfctjjin~sr _.all on Nov. IAth.
on 1st. Dec. 1581.
Burghley was probably at Leicester House with the

~ueen - for on th*> same day, July 25th., he wrote to Aylmer,Bishop

rea ipion®s #Tej .

no time in getting a copy and though ague®in his leg did not
, he replied two days later saying that

1 it

easy for him to concentrate

WhIIC th®re W6re blemishes (naevi) in the work “our own learned men

'r°G fr°m them*» Particularly in fathering views on to Luther

are nOt °
Aylmer requested a formal commission

ana Calvin that were not theirs.
i 1 b.wv council Hituer to the Archbishops w/hich was not likely

i
lor Grindal was still under suspension , or to himself GO that a
Aylmer also

list of divines could be drawn up to answer Campion.

U the B® Lus Professors of both Lnivorcities that t:;;hould

reply to Campion at once. Whitaker did so in a Latin pamphlet but

this received short shrift f-,om Aylmer who wrote to Burghley on
»9th. Sept. that he meant to prevent its publication exX:- because

Whitaker®s abuse of Campion had outweighed any .erit he displayed.The
lights and the presence of oppressive statecraft had made

of legal
°Ur Lor:" ~ i~t,r for the or' -iVar." nrin”~77T T~
th J1? ~» e.a " / "V “ 7 ( « - >lo 01 4.8.5
Waugh » - 32623 = £ R L0 chur =
State but he is probably wroi- her% »AS W“son F]éa aﬁ\ea a

month bexore and Walsingham was in France at this time.



nervous ; Aylmer was looking- for o:iethin; ::ore than the
--1 oj. texts and a rirror of popular feeling . Puraeus”iauntod
- ~tacer rith this phase of Per.coral abuse , but there were nr>v
i: the polemic fiel of the time* Whitaker s m ieveioped
a -ore mature ap roach,and brought a depth and confide.nee to the
st, ; t hii out ttrt lost. ;m Humplries,
Regius Professor at Oxford produced a less enthusiastic reaction to
-- aP >roach the first rt of his*Je uitism” ap eared in
1;8d and thougd his Second Part appeared in 1584 he readily confessed
th=t <® had no liking dor the contest axd. uietly ritddrcw. ;,ut it
wets ;oi co auc:: hie persona.”, dislike of controversy, but that Oxford
contained many sympathizers with Campion who had been popular there,
ifr" hu/ohriec was smarting with resentment at not knowing rd-.t d.d
transpired at the Conferences . On October 10th. he was actually
sUi.ironed to attend the Conference , but on setting out he received
- " Aylmer a cancellation™for t te tite for
ue fal " : the trial had begun* As Campion, Sherwin,and Briant moved
- " " mro -k kio- , Itfhitaker/rctdrr::: to d.da study do
consider the issues in calmer light.

.in sp-Lce™ of Aylner, ./hitaker®s*Responcio®* to Campior s"Ten Reason

v;as published ; within a few months it had reached Fr. Duraeus
th® ""Osuit College in Paris , who published a Reply in

1702 . A Second Edition of Duraeus* Reply was published at

Ingoldstadt in 1585 . A copy of the Reply (Ffirst edition) was

ded ~rurghley to ihitaker for him to answer . (Dedicator”

~et-cer by Whitaker to Burghley 31st. Aug. 158~ , from Cambridge).



51
Chapter 3»

Whitaker®s "Reply" to Campian®s "Ten Reasons®" and his "defence of

that Reply®" against Duraeus.

Although Campion could dismiss the efforts of Hanmer and Charke
with some contempt, as being only replete with such exclamations®
as " fie upon this society (sodalitium), out upon thy seditions,
though art a traitor (proditor)", and that these two men "maliciously
huddled up the matter", hitaker®s application to the contest was
to prove much more profound. Twenty five years later, after the
Gunpowder Plot, when copies of the Ten Reasons translated into
English were discovered in a papist®"s house, William, Lord
Knowles, Lord Treasurer and member of the King"s Privy Council,
referred the discovery to his chaplain R. Stocke, who told him that
"one of the most glorious lights of our English Church, Dr,
Whitaker, had already answered them, but that Whitaker®s work was
still in the Latin". 2

In view of the fact that Duraeus had replied to
Whitaker®"s work and that the latter had in his turn defended his
work against Duraeus, Stocke proposed to translate 3 Whitaker®s

;. Campian®s Letter to the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge
hay 7]50l1. Charke was abusive to Campian at the Fourth Conference

in the Tower Sept. 28th/29th.

2. Geneva Edition of Whitaker®"s Works 1610 Vol.l.pp.5-52

3. Stocke®"s Translation exists in Br. Mus. MS. 226.a.9 London 1606
printed by Felix Kyngston for Cuthbert Burby and Edmund Weaver;

326 pp. with printer"s errata on pg.326. A printed 8° edition of mtiat

Whitaker"s Defence against Duraeus®™ Confutation had appeared in

Latin in 1583, the year of its completion, and ran to 887 pages;
printed by Henry Middleton at London (Br. Mus. Cat. of printed
Books860 f.1.) A further edition was printed in 8° in 1585 (Br. Mus.
Cat. of Printed Books 3936.c.) and a two vol. edition also in 8° was
printed in 1589. The Geneva Edition of Whitaker®"s Works (¥01.1.56-239
contains the Defence against Duraeus in double columns; 183 pp 13"x8»
but it is undated. It runs to about 220,000 words in Latin and
contains Duraeus in abstracts from his original work which occupied

~37 leaves, with Whitaker®"s Defence, point by point.
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"Defence against Duraeus®™ Reply* 4 preserving the original ten
headings of Campion®s Ten Reasons;-
1. Holy Scripture (De Sacris Literis, in two divisions,
a) Justification sola fide
b) The Canon
2. Their true meaning (De Sacrarum Literarum sententia .)
3* The Nature of the Church (De Ecclesia )
General Councils (De Conciliis)
The Fathers (e Patribus)
. Sure Ground of the Fathers (De Firmamentis Patrum)
Histories (De Historia)
. Paradoxes of the Adversaries (De Paradoxis)
Sophisms of the Adversaries (De Sophismatis)
10. AIl manner of witnesses (De omiii genere Testium)
When Whitaker began his Preface to his Reply to the Ten

Reasons, the events of the First Conference in the Tower August 31st-

©® N o o A

September 1st, were still fresh in his mind R _ the only one of
the four,"" ordered by the Council, it appears that Whitaker
attended. With no warning, Campion with Sherwin, Bosgrave, and
Pounde and others were taken to the Chapel. On one side was the
state box in which sat members of the Court and Council. Opposite
stood a table filled with books and papers, behind which sat Nowell
Dean of St. Paul"s, and Day the Dean of Windsor, the principal
disputants chosen by Bp. Aylmer Tof London, for this session. Around
them sat a number of chaplains and clerks. At another table sat
Charke, the Preacher of Gray®s Inn, and Whitaker, who were to act

1. Stocke makes marginal comments but these are brief, and he
drastically reduces Duraeus®” work, much of which he regarded as
irrelevant to the Campion- Whitaker controversy. He used the 1S83
edition (Preface; "To the Christian Reader”™) and noted “this work

touchest the greatest part of the controversies betwixt us and
the Roman Church®.

2. Whitaker refers to hearing Campion *superiore hebdomada in
maxima hominum freqfuentia dicentem” .

5. Aug. 3l1st; Sept.18th.; Sept 23rd.; Sept.28th/29th.

4. Aylmer®s Correspondence. Br. Mus. MSS Landsowne 33. passim.



as notaries. The Tower Governor sat with the rack-master and other
officials. A large and varied audience crowded into the available
space . Campien was allowed only to reply to the Disputants®™ question
to raise none of his own — from time to time he showed anxiety that
he was not being reported properly, and on one occasion he requested
one of the notaries that true report be made for "things heretofore
spoken by me have been mistaken and published in print otherwise than
I ever meant-.

Mush has been made of various offers to uampi*n
that should he recant, suitable rewards and preferments would come
his way — it was reported that Walsingham already had told the
French that he had retracted his errors and conformed, and there was
talk of his being offered the See of Canterbury, but there is
nothing of this in Walsingham™s correspondence. It was natural that
rumours and speculation would be in the air, as Archbishop Grindal
had been suspended from his jurisdictional authority since 1577 and

was in disfavour. The Queen was supposed to have offered Campien many

inducements to recant — his oratory and learning had much impressed
her when he was chosen some 14 years before by the University to
welcome her on her visit to Oxford — but the most that can be said

with any certainty was that he may have been offered his freedom if
he attended Anglican Church services. In the light of Campian®s
"Why Catholics refuse to attend.l it is not difficult to foresee the
outcome of such offers. On this point, some may have reckoned on a
glimmer of hope since in Scotland, some Jesuits had actually

counselled that catholics could attend the parish church,2 but it

1. One papist in the crowd took notes, which furnished Bombinus

with material for his description; he also received further
information from Parsons who had in turn collected it from Yate®s seri
servant. Vide Waugh®"s "Campien® pg.l174. The official reports of
this and subsequent conferences were not published till Jan. 1584
(by Field, a notary of the Second Conference)

2. eg. Frs. Cryton, Bay and Gordon, Vide Conyers Read "Burghley and
Queen Elizabeth " pp. 248-9.



appears that the English Jesuits regarded such advice as " profane
and corrupt policy®"™ and insisted on complete segregation.l.
Much, too, has been made of the condition of Campion — that "his
memory was destroyed and force of mind almost distinguished™ but
after August 10th. torture had been suspended, being resumed after
Oct. 31st,» when the Council decided to proceed with a trial for
treason.
Thomas Norton in his report to Walsingham in 1582 reaffirmed

the principle that torture

a) was legal

b) must never be so severe as to hinder walking or writing

c) must never extort answers regarding faith but must simply
be used to discover treasonable purposes e.g. the “bloody question®
i.e. whether the accused would remain loyal to the Queen if and when
the Pope commanded otherwise — this was the basis of "A
Declaration of Favourable Dealing®™ (1583) vindicating the use of
torture in Campian®s case as being restricted to questions of state
not faith. The Queen was reluctant to regard catholics as traitors
unless treason or treasonable intent was proved. Certainly the
examination of recusants like Kirby, Cottam and others on 10th Dec.
1570 under eight heads had no questions of faith; the questions took
the form oij why had the Pope sent them? why had the Bishop of
Asaph (Morton) moved from Home to Paris ? Had the Queen of Scots
given them anything? What communication had they with Sanders and
the Bishop of Ross in lreland 2.

The chief topic in the First Conference was the Deans*®

Debate, in syllogistic form, on the defence of Luther®s Justification

sola fide -~ here various insults e.g. os impudens, miles

1. Catholic Record Society Misc.l.pg. 111 John Southcote®s
notebook. Opinion was not unanimous on this in England — e.g.
after Campian®s death, Thomas Langdale who had been a Jesuit for
26 years conformed to the parish church. Conyers Read op. cit.p249

2. Simpson "Edmund Campion® pg-261 was of the view that Campion

and the Deans came very near agreement on this article.
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gloriosus, were hurled, at Campion by zealous Puritans, and such
insults found their way into Whitaker®s text. Whitaker refers
to the occasion when Campion was charged with saying that Luther
regarded the Epistle of James as a "pompous, barren, contentious,
and strawen epistle ]? but on being provided with the Wittemberg
edition, he was unable to verify this quotation. It had appeared
in the Jena edition, from which he had taken it." Campion asked §?
that he might be allowed to send to Germany for copies of the Jena
edition which would reveal his source, and that the Emperor and
the Luke of Bavaria would provide it. On being scoffed at, he
appealed to the papists around him who unanimously agreed that the
words had appeared in Luther®s fragmentary Preface to the N.T., 1in
the 1524 edition. A second occasion, of embarassment occurred when
Campion was confronted by a N.T. text in Greek and texts of St. Basil
and Gregory of Nazianzen but found difficulty in reading and exegesis
and refused to continue the argument. His opponents seized upon
this and claimed that “his much advertised scholarship was spurious.
The Leans apparently nodded to each other and said “Graecum est;

non legitur®. Whitaker did not foiget this incident. Campion read

1. Preface to "Responsio ad Decem Rationes
2. "tumidem, aridam, contentiosam, stramineam-”.

5. In his Prolegomena to the N.T. (A.L.1522) Luther described the
Epistle of James as 1lein rechte strohende Epistel -~
Vide etiam Lib. De.Capt. Babyl; Centur.2. Reinolds in his "Refutationl
Br. Museum MS. 860. f.6. (Paris 1583) in the Advertisment to the
Reader fol. 85 refers to these disputations in the Tower and in
chapter 1 discusses Luther®s Description of this Epistle as Ilstraminec
he lists the editions of Luther®s references as in that

a) edited by Melancthon 2 vol. 1551 AD

b) zZwingli®s edition by his son-in-law Rudolph

c) of Foxels Acts and Monuments 1561 AD printed by John Day

d) of Beza in his Notes on the N.T. printed Geneva 1556 AD

e) Strassburg edition 1566 (Sleiden)
) Basle edition 1556 AD,Reinolds refers to the chopping and

changing in the Reformers® views, and says that Duraeus has already

made the point _that Luther"s full remark was omitted from the
p/ittemberg edition.
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the textx in a whisper, audible only to Mr. Stollard who held the
texts--’ This was probably due to Campion®s reluctance to expose
himself to gibes because of his pronunciation. It may also have been
due to the Greek type being too small for him to read, the more
difficult if replete with abbreviations. He was pre-eminently a
Latinist, and there is abundant proof that he read Greek at
Oxford and Douay well, could quote it familiarly, and write it
in a clear and scholarly hand, but at the Jesuit House at Prague
(1573-9) the Greek studies were left to the Ruthenians and other
Eastern Europeans, and Campion was concerned chiefly with the
Latin Fathers and Councils. It is possible that when he spoke Greek
he would speak it even with a Bohemian accent, which would only
prove a cause of ribaldry In such a gathering.

Whether Whitaker was an observer in conferences other
than the first is not known, but he had no official seat in them.
When the Council decided to promote the trial for treason, Whitaker
bad already written in his Preface "none of your men has been
executed for religion alone these past 23 years. True, some have
been executed who jump with you in opinion and religion, but they
died not for their religion but for open treason”."" Whitaker cites
iverard, sent from Rheims, who not only denounces the Queen as
heretic”, patron of heretics, and no lawful queen at all/ but later
in prison professed plainly before sixteen men of credit that it
was no sin to commit treason against such a prince. He suffered
as a traitor — there had been no conferences or trials for those

butchered on St. Bartholomew®s Day I " Your butcheries ' continues

1. Simpson op. cit.
In the Second Conference, he was in error in giving the wrong
tense ol K C - K i n a discussion on the Real Presence.

3. T"at isti non religionis ipsius causa damnati sed laesae majestatis
rei et publico judicio convicti perierunt® .
0 regni jure privatam esse pronunciavit

Proditionem in principem non esse peccatum in Deum



57

Whitaker, '"are still fresh in our minds, of the Iearnéé and the
unlearned, male and female, old and young, children and virgins,
clergy and laity, bishops and archbishops -—- who has escaped your
hands t On the point of execution for treason only, Whitaker
may well have had in mind the recantation of John Nichols on
February 5th. 1581, who may have been the first to afford real
grounds for the notion that all Jesuit priests were suspect- traitors
basing his views on lectures he had reported, sermons, and speeches,
he had heard, and seminaries he had visited, where such views
as "it was lawful for even the most vile wretch to seek the (fueen's
death, to burn her bones and those of the Council as summary heretic%%
Lists of threatened men were compiled e.g. Burghley, Huntingdon,
Knowles, Walsingham, a host of bishops, deans and doctors; the
country was to be purged by fire, sword and famine, that the
catholic faith be restored.?2

A few months later, in July 15", George Eliot revealed
a plot of 50 priests to murder Elizabeth, Leicester, Burghley and
Walsingham. On the 14th July in the course of an examination of
prisoners, Walsingham discovered that many were priests brought
up In Rome and Douay — the Plenary Indulgence offered by
Gregory x111 in May 1580 for the Irish invasion was certainly bearing
fruit, and that such a gesture was more than religious was proved
by the fact that the Pope had provided "five great ships full of
soldiers and munitions of war “for the external attack and Sanders
was to prepare catholics from within.7

Camp-i en rebuked the private spirit of heretics in

1.Vide Mendham Memoirs of Trent pg-22. In 1545 Merinddians was
butchered by papists for religious causes only. Vide Fox Book
of Martyrs 111 A~

2. Cardinal William Allen®"s "Defence of English Catholics®™ (1584)
written at fiheims, denied that English papists were executed only
for treason as the "Execution of Justice®” (1583) had maintained.

They were not condemned by the old law of 25 Ed.111 which describe

as treason "to conspire or compass the death of the Sovereign or to
levy arms against him, which can by open fact, be convinced® but
by the new Statute of 13 Eliz.1. which made it treason to be

in England at all, or to bring beads, pictures, the Agnus L)ei or
Pax boards. Cuthbert Mayne was executed for his Agnus Dei.
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cutting out of the canon such books as the Epistle of James, as did
the “peevish friar® he calls Luther, but that all should heed the
ancient Councils and Fathers not the new bible-makers, the Church
being the only "keeper of this gage® (i.e. the Canon). 2'Whitaker
replies in his first chapter De Sacris Literis that Luther has been
charged with more faults than he is guilty of. True, he taxed the
Epistle of James a little, but he was not alone in this censure,
Eusebius said r that it should be known that the Epistl? fa!i?qreqf
unon James is considered spurious (adulterinam— 10l e®*" aG t*s
vo &go ) for certainly not many of the ancients
mentioned it. Jerome, a presbyter of Rome, wrote 5 that this Epistle
is held to be published under the name of James the Lord®"s brother
but is by some other man. saiplthat, as Jerome says, Xt was
later received by the church — 1 will not contend this view nor

1. Campion called Castellio a “lecherous varlet®™ who regarded the
Song of Songs (which catholics regarded as a "paradise of the
soul, heavenly food, manna, laid up and kept in the tabernacle,
the delicate dainty of Christ") as a "bawdy song, the ribaldous
talk of a courtly waiting-maid with her lover"®.

. custos huius deposit!

. unam Jacobi epistolam nonnihil exagitat
Eusebius Eccl. Hist.2.23.25
In/jatalogo; T“Epistola Jacobi ab _alio quodam sub eius_ nomine edita

asseritur®. Whitaker remag&étz%g%gagugﬁgggdm_ggsessgﬁglvieaws———E
note the Greek in Jerome r crre\tiyA"3c-TV

a x w N

"fauthoritatem quandam obtinuit®*— surely a loose conclusion
for a canonical book, of which it should not be said “paulatim
et tempore procedente et quandam authoritatem obtinuerunt® —
the remark too of a presbyter of the Roman Church = (sic)
(Jerome was actually priested by Paulinus at Antioch, but he
had been baptised at Rome where he had studied, and returned

there 382-5* acting as secretary to Pope Damasus 1 )
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"how jJustly succeeding ages might by calmness of judgement
accept a book whose credit and authority was once in doubt and
even rejected; we verily receive it as a canonical book, Xxor
whatsoever Luther or any other may conclude touching tnat Epistle
or lessen the credit of it in any way, yet we willingly embrace
it, and judge it to be written if not by an Apostle then by some
Apostolic man, and in it we do undoubtedly acknowledge the doctrine
and spirit of an Apostle*« Lk Calvin willingly received it,
Indeed for severity of judgement you might have quoted Erasmus
who said that this Epistle had no taste of Apostolic authority.
James does not deny or contradict the Pauline doctrine of
jJustification by faith, but rather affirms it, since a faith that
is not proved by works, is not just, for faith must be living,
fruitful and accompanied by good works. There is no reason why Luther
should fear James (though, as you say, he used the word “delirat”
over this Epifetle) and especially when he reads how Augustine
reconciled these two, J Paul and James, when he said that Paul
speaks of works before faith, James of works after faith.

Duraeus accuses w Whitaker of maliciously twisting

the true meaning of in Eusebius by translating
it "adulterina®, spurious—— Eusebius merely meant that some
held that James was not the author; Oeu eT-Njr is the

1. Though absent from the Muratorian Fragment, it occurs in the
Syriac (Peshitto) Version, Egyptian (Sahidic) Version,

in the lists of Grigen (ob.25” AD) Cyril of Jerusalem (AD 378)

Gregory of Nazianzen (AD381) Athanasiusl 39th. Festal Letter (AD367)

and C. of Laodicea (AD3&3) anc™ the C.of Carthage (AD 397)*

2. In argument, in Ep.Jac.

3- J.K.S. Reid "Authority of Scripture®pg.66 makes the point that
Erasmus drew Luther®s attention to certain discrepancies in
Scripture; and extensive list of Luther®"s critical judgements

occurs in Seeberg “Lehrbuch der D”™ogmengeschichte I 419
k. non sapere Apostolicam authoritatem. Duraeus reminded Whitaker

that Luther did write in the Jena edition that “censet EpoJac.in
indignam spiritu Apostolico®. Luther and Erasmus appear very
very close on this point.

5. Quaest. 85.76

6 . Defensio# contra Confutationem cap.1.3»J Geneva edition of

Whitaker®s rforks Vol .1l.pp.56 ff
7 Eccles. Hist. 2.23.25
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classification of those books whose authors are not commonly
accepted, to be the ones named; indeed, the doubt as to the authorship
detracts nothing from canonical authority, as the succeeding words
of Eusebius show (i.e. it was read publicly in most churches).
Whitaker says that there is no malice in his view, which turns upon
the meaning of vo&ecugt™i  *_The mint* of Eusebius, from what he says
elsewhere, is quite clear; he divides the books of the N.T. into;-

a) those which are acknowledged i.e.<?™ o0”eXoycuy* ere/sr
the genuine books, Kcy?«""TPA or Mk-ytf A okt W/ —
indisputably genuine. That a book should be acknowledged in this
full sense, it is necessary that its authenticity should be undisputed
and its author should have possessed apostolic power. If a book
failed in this repect, it was among, n

b) the disputed books——— the ck\rTt'I'ty"/xCV¥/*
the books not received by all the churches, but wnich nevertheless
are well known . and recognised by mosto In this class Eusebius
includes the Epistle of James because of the doubt as to whether
it had Apostolic authorship or not i.e. whether by the Apostle or
some apostolic man.

©) ' the books received by some churches but

apparently spurious e.g. Acts of Paul, Shepherd of Hermes, Apoc.
of Peter, the Gospel according to the Hebrews. Whereas there is

1. the four Gospels, Acts, the 13 Epistles of Paul with Hebrews
(though opposed by some at Rome as not being Pau%ine) 1Jn. 1 qgter
and the &poc.(?) Eusebius also used the words eeis o\cy/ue

which differs from oy*.0\oyoLyu&rji in bringing out the notion
of examination, enquiry and judgement, of this group
2. yistAMfIi/UI> toi oi x ® - vide Eusebius H.E. 3*38.---—-

implies familiar knowledge.
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little ambiguity between a) and c¢) Eusbius accepts a further

distinction within the second group b) between the books which
according to ecclesiastical tradition are true and genuine

( £<71-N Net'Toos ) and generally acknowledged, and those which
though not canonical (c~\sKioo s ) but controverted yet

they are constantly recognised ( ) by most
ecclesiastical authorities (éﬁc&a\qdﬁcKo~11K\Nhf )j# Thus all
the books of this second group are not of the same Kind.

The fact, then, that Eusebius uses the word
would su. gest rather more than Yy&s> jjureausA apparently understand -
-——-Eusebius accepts thera*ecognised position of these books, for
which the authority of others can be quoted, but at the same time
he gives his own judgement on the matter, together with the
comment it is considered spurious ". The omission of the Epistle
from Origen®s canon is a clear indication that Origen regarded
it as of less authority than canonical and genuine.

Origen was acquainted with all the books in the present
canon and received as canonical and received as canonical allthose
recognised by Clement of Alexandria,repeating Clement"s
classifiqiﬁjon P and quoting from the Epistle of James, referring
to it as “Epistle in circulation under the name of Jajwbs®™ ——
on one occasion he refers to the author as T“the brother of the
Lord®, but he is generally designated "the apostle®™ in the wider

sense of his classification of the N.T. books.

1. Thus 1 Clement is acknowledged as genuine (H.E.3*16.38 ) but
disputed with regard to canonicity (H.E.6.13 )
2. Clement of Alexandria divided the books into two major classes;-
a) the Gospel b) the Apostle or Apostles

Origen repeated the classification in Hom, on Jer.21f.
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Whatever Luther or any other persons conclude on

this Epistle , and Whitaker regarded Luther"s earlier views as due to
his doubts stimulated by the ancient authors'™', Whitaker remarks that
Luther®s judgement reported by Duraeus in this matter was not
satisfactory and " ue do indeed dissent from it ". Duraeus may say
that he laugh”™s at the spirit of change so indicative of the "new
Gospel-men* and lament the blasphemy of their omission of this Epistle
( from the Canon) but Duraeus must not 1 pair us with these nor father
them on to Luther It is not all condemnation of Luther for he
said in his Preface that " although rejected by antiquity , 1 much
commend and hold (this Epistle) as very fitting and profitable *
Reinolds had already recorded his plea ure that Whitaker did not
follow iitusculus , Vitus Theodoretg, pomeranusp and others in excluding
the Epistle from the Apostolic writings. "We are no whelps of Luther®
writes Whitaker , but Campion had shown himself a 1 very young soldier
in that fight where he would be thought a captain ~ ; 1we do not
hail Luther as our prophet nor Calvin our Moses " as Duraeixs had said,
"ior we do not hang upon the lips of any man 1 . Duraeus railed against
Luther as a man of doubts , and this was echoed by Luther®s disciples
in varying degrees of intensity — and against Calvin without doubts-
it segws " w? cannot mention either without escaping your insults or
your aij (?)". Whitaker then goes on to say in his answer to
Duraeus , that he had hoped Duraeus would realise and perhaps
pardon the fact that he himself had only read the Argentinensian and
1. Comment, on John T. 19*6. ; T.20.10 ;Comment. on Roman.b.8. ;

Vide Westcott "Canon of the H.T." pg. 363 note 3 (1881 ed.)
2. T"Refutation®™ Br. Museura MS 860.F.6.
3. T"Epistola Jacobi in aliquot locis reprehensibilis est” Vitus

Theodoret in his "Preface on the N.T.I

b. Pomeranus in his Comment, cap. b Ad Roman, says that this Epistle

of Jaiaes was not to be included among the rest of the aanonical

books which proclaimed Justification by Faith.
3. "tyro es in ea causa in qua videri vis adraodum veteranus”.
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Wittemberg editions ™ of Luther®s works, and that he had only seen
the Latin Frankfurt edition, but at no time had seen the Jena edition
with its reputed harsh words, but the point at issue with Campi*n
was that “Whitaker disliked the dishonest and unjust manner in which
he heaped this opinion on to Luther — a view which Luther in the
harshness of the moment in some lecture may have expressed, but in
a later and calmer moment retracted; give credit to the fact that
what is said in the lecture room or in debate when shorn of its
context, does not mean quite the same thing in cold print, and also
to the fact that maturer judgements in later days demand changes in
what we say. For his own part, he did not regard the words that
Campion quoted as genuine Luther — ™ I have seen the Preface
written by Luther and dated 1323 AD, anc® although here and at

Wittemberg in his public lectures he called the Epistle of James -

lstramineal when compared with the Epistles of Paul and JPeter, 1 do
not think that 