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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



18
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®.















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































