._.fl.'ﬁ ely ©
sch, and

mments for 1ts abrogation.
1 merous 6V11

B 50 necessary
sented from ©

On

suching their morals.

piage in orders,

§ was already
ich the council of Trent had
bit would effect as little for
Or the reconciliation of the

CASSANDER AND WICELITUS.

the terrible and shominable ~ scandals which the
| forcement of the rule caused throughout the
he urged that the reasons which had led to its

bduction not only existed no longer, but had even become
He declared it to be the source

s, chief among which was promiscuous and
Lq]ed licentiousness, and he added that the already scanty

ke of the priesthood were deprived of the accessions which
~gince men of a religious turn of mind were

| aking orders by the universal wickedness
gh prevailed ander the excuse of celibacy, while pious
snts kept their sons from entering

on law, in which faith and doctrine were not
belius was equally severe in his denunciations of the cleri-
Jicentiousness ottributable to the rule of celibacy, and
gluded his tract by attacking the supineness, blindness,
perversity of the prelates who suffered such foulness: to
§t everywhere among the priesthood, in contempt of Christ,

H{0 the burdening of their conselences.’
evident that both the great objects for
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the church for fear of
the other hand, those who

ght o life of ease and license were attracted to the holy
fo which they disgraced. He was even willing to permit
arcuing that it was only a question of

involved.!

been assembled were failures;
the purification of the church
heretics. Maximilian proba-

—

Quare nimis rigida et intempes-
‘hujus constitutionis exactione,
158ima et abominanda in ecclesia
dala existisse videmus, Nam
8@ illze quibus maiores ad consti-

mem hanc faciendam inductos esse
mus, non solum hodie cessarunt,
ftlam in contrarium sunt conver-
+. . Sunt igitur hujus constitu-
..relax:andze graves causse®, pri-
4 quod ea manifeste multorum
fum et incommodorum, praeser-
Ju® vagam et effrenatam libidi-
P Sequuntur, occasionem preebeat.
i Tertiam caussam et quidem
ipuam adfert presens ecclesi®

| opia. Plerique enim homines docti

et pii ad continentiz observationem
adstringere se mnolunt, quum et in-
firmitatis suse rationem habeant et
exemplis turpitudinum et scelerum,
que pretextu ccelibatus passim 1in
oculos et aures incurrunt, moveantur.
Quo fit ut paucissimi adolescentes
pietatis indole preediti ad theologiz
studium se adjungant, aut a piis pa-
rentibus ad hoc studinum applicentur.
—@&. Cassandri Consult. XXIIT.

2 Wicelii Via Regia.—Both these
tracts, as far as they relate to celi-
bacy, are given in the appendix to
Henke’s edition of Calixtus.

18, et idoneorum ministrorum in-

|

#
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bly felt that under these circumstances no n*I
the necessity of such changes as would at leas
chance of the reformation that could no long 2
of the Tridentine canons; and in a Ilegotm
Bishop of Vlntlmlgha p%p&l nuncio at his ¢
no time in renewing, with increased energy,
obtain the 1*ecog111t1011 of married prlests Afte
parture of the nuncio, he addressed, in Nove u-
most pressing demand to Pius I'V., in which he de
the matter brooked no further delajr, that thrc _'
many, and especially in his dominions, there Wa;s”
need of proper ministers and pastors; that there was
measure which would retain them in the Oa,th
from which, day by day, they were Wlthdrawmg,
from this cause. He assured the Holy Father tha
was constantly increasing, and that he feared a furt
would render even this remedy powerless to pre
destruction of the old religion. If only this wer 0
the clergy, even as the cup had been communic !
laity, he hoped for an immediate improvement. =
could then exercise their authority over those who @t
were beyond their control, as unrecognized by the
and so thoroughly was this lawless condition of a
stood that a refuge was sought 1n his provineces b :'i“f'
reputable pastors who were banished from the.h
states on account of their disorderly lives.! 4
Ferdinand and Maximilian were actuated in t es
vering efforts not merely by the desire of gra
wishes of their people, or of remedying the deprap 1t
ecclesiastical body. It had been a favorite pI‘OJ&G
father, warmly adopted by the son, to heal the difie:
tween the two religions, and to restore to the,
ancient and prosperous unity. In their opinion; &
of many eminent men, the main obstacle to thiswas
tion of celibacy. It was evidently hopeless to :'-f';'-;fi
sacrifice of the Liutheran pastors, while numerous m
the Catholic church regarded the change as essentia

1'.I
‘R -

, ...-
1 jr—' =

B

3

s

! Goldast. II. 381.
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fcation of their own establishment. The only mode of
fing SO desirable a recomciliation was therefore to per-
‘the pope to exercise the power of d1spensat10n which
¢il of Trent had admitted to be mherent in his high
§ The spirit of the papal court, however, was that
h L Pallavicini attributes to the 001111011-—— that the heretics
fto be cut off, and not to be cajoled into returning.
IV. himself was not personally averse to the plan so
ent]y urged upon him, but those around him saw
er dangers in concession than in refusal. De Thou,
d, says that he was inclined to grant the privilege for
r1torles of Maximilian, but that Philip I1I., at the 1nsti-
n of Cardinal Pacheco, fearing an e\ample so dangerous
S turbulent and excitable subjects in the Netherlands,
sed it strenuously, and sent Don Pedro d’Avila to Rome,
ersmded the pope to elude the demand, by keeping
¥s in suspense, and by holding out prospects of accom-
fion destined never to be accomplished.!
I8 is probably not strictly correct. Maximilian’s de-
thad perhaps been rendered more pressmé than respect-
the necessity of conciliating his people in view of the
v th John of Transylvania and the Turks. lts tone was
glished at Rome, nor could the papacy be expected to
bwith as much pat1enee to remonstrances from a prince
had just grasped the reins of power as 1t had to those of
jature and experienced Ferdinand. The response to
filian was therefore of the sharpest. Cardinal Com-
e was sent to warn him that any interference with the
88 of religion would be visited with the severest peml
I fact, he was threatened with deprwamon of the im-
_tle, and a convocation of the Catholic princes for the
8€ of electing a successor.’

! De Thou, Lib. xxxvil.
2 Struvii Corp. Hist. German. II. 1097.



XXVIL ,
THE ANGLICAN CHURCH

THE abrogation of celibacy in England w
far more perplexity and intricacy than in {
which adopted the Reformation. Perhaps this
plained by the temperament of the race, whose f
of independence made them quick to feel
suffer the manifold evils of the sacerdotal systemy
reverential conservatism rendered them less dispos
a radical cure than their Continental neighbors.

In no country of Europe had the pretensio 1S 0
power been so resolutely set aside. In no country
siastical abuses been more earnestly attack"'f
sistently held up for popular odium, and the appl
areeted all who boldly denounced the shortcoming
and prelate shows how deeply the people
which they were exposed. Robert Langlande, il
Malvern, was no heretic, yet he could dare to ::;._J_:'?i:

[

“ Right so out of holi chirche, .Somonours and hir le
Alle yveles springeth, That that with gile we
There inparfit preesthode is, Ungraciousliche
Prechours and techeris. So harlotes and hores

FEANIENINGIE S SpiRe Arn holpe with " .
And prechours after silver, And Goddes folk, for de

Executours and sodenes, For-faren and spillen

And he boldly prophesied their destruction==
“Right so, ye clerkes, Leveth it wel ye
For youre coveitise, er longe, The lordshipe of
Shal thei demen dos ecclesie, For evere shul ye les

And youre pride depose. And lyven as levitict,
But while the people greeted these assaults
pleasure, they were attached to the old observance
in no haste to see the predictions of the PO
little sharp persecution was sufficient t0 suppress

| Vision of Piers Ploughman,| 2 Ibid., p. 329
Wright’s ed., pp. 300, 303.
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-f Lollardism, and there was no chance in England for
srce revolutionary enthusiasm of the T'aborites.

Mhe sixteenth century opened, John Colet did good work
gurbing the stagnation of the schools by his contempt
petriﬁe.d theological science of the schoolmen. He
wored to revert to the Scriptures as the sole source of
Bus belief, while he was unsparing in his denunciations
gorruptions which were as rife in the English church as
e seen them elsewhere. Y et Colet carefully kept within
2o of orthodoxy, and seems never to have entertained
lea that the evils which he deplored were to be attacked
L a renewal of the fruitless iteration of obsolete canons.’
Ls, however, his friend and disciple, Sir Thomas More,
pest example of this frame of mind in England’s wor-
fnen, the besetting weakness of which made the Angli-
eformation a struggle whose vicissitudes can scarce be
5 have even yet reached their final development.
gappreciated thoroughly the short-comings of the church,
rmitted his wit to satirize its vices with a freedom which
id the scantiest respect for the sanctity claimed by its
ghy.> Yet when Luther came with his heresies to sweep
all abuses, More’s gentle and tender spirit was roused
wlgarity of vituperation which earned for him a distin-
éd place among the foul-mouthed polemics of the time,
hich is absolutely unfit for translation® As regards
dobservances hig views are manifested in his arguing
¥ the recent marriages of the Saxon reformers God
foved his signal displeasure, for in the old law true

ohm’s Oxford Reformers of
470. London, 1867. |

in his Epigrams, he ridi-
3 bishops as a class :—

_ fantasti possis ut episcopus esse,
ﬂglsu, ut non tamen esse queas.
886 putet, si quis vitabit utrumvis,
SEWIS preesul, utrumque cave.’’
pidori Opp., p. 249. Franco-
- farti, 1689,

fldresses a parish priest :—
- fugiantve tui, quo cernere pos-

__-"*15-1'0 Pro speculo esse tua.
88 admonitu est, ut te intueantur,

ji_il.lm fugiant: que fugis, hwec fa-

Ibid., p. 247.

3 Responsio ad Lutherum, passim:
a single specimen will suffice—* fu-
riosum fraterculum et latrinarium
nebulonem cum suis furiis et furori-
bus, cum suis merdis et stercoribus
cacantem cacatumgque relinquere.”

Luther was himself a master in
theological abuse, but More’s admiring
biographer, Stapleton, boasts that the
German was appalled at the superior
vigor of the Englishman, and for the
first time in his life he declined fur-
ther controversy—* magis mutus fac-
tus est quam piscis.” (Stapletoni
Vit. T. Mori, cap. 1v.)
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priests could be Jomed only to the chastest
God permitted these false pastors to take t@ wi
public strumpets.! If he accused Luther of §
the venerable traditions of man and of God,? h
conscientious was this rigid conservatism wlk :r-
head upon the block in testimony for the pring
and bulwark of tradition—the papal suprema.cy
A community thus halting between an acutef
existing evils and a resolute determination w
them was exactly in the temper to render the gr .....
of the sixteenth century as disastrous to
sible. How to meet the inevitable under such ¢
a problem which well might tax the a,cutest
Wolsey, whose fate it was to undertake the: tas
have been 11lsp1red with more than his customars
ingenuity in seeking the solution. 1
Wolsey, in 1518, had attempted a systematic refo
his diocese of York and had revived the ancient ca;
ine concubinage among his priesthood.® The resu
showed him the utter me{ﬁcleney of the worn- out
dlsclplme. Yet he was too shrewd a statesman not
nize the necessities of the situation; and, 1 takin 1,;'
tive, he commenced by quietly md mdlrectly ,,,“
monastic orders. As a munificent patron of 1668
natural that he should emulate Merton and Wy
founding a college at Oxford; and Cardinal’s 0 1
Christ Church, became the lever with which to |
the vast monastic system of HEngland. | ;,',i
The development of the plan was characterist
sidious. By a Bull of April 3d, 15624 (confirmed £
May 10th), Clement VIL. authorlzed him to s" "
priory of St. Frediswood at Oxford, and to removel
for the purpose of converting it into a “ Collegmma
Joculorum.”* This was followed by a Bull, date

91st of the same year, empowering him as lega«

| __ '_é-

I Respons. ad Lutherum, Perorat. 2 1bid., Lib. 1. cap. ~

It should be borne in mind that this | 3 ywiiring, 111, 669 573
) I R

was written after his friend Erasmus i
had publmly given in his adhesion to { Rymer’s Feedera, A v

marriage as the only remedy for sa-
cerdotal corruption.
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sition and reformation 1in all religious houses through-
kingdom, to incarcerate and punish the inmates, and
brive them of their property and privileges, all grants
barters to the contrary notwithstanding.! The real pur-
of this extraordinary commission is shown by the speedy
bof yet another Bull, dated September 11th, conceding
im the confiscation of monasteries to the amount of
‘uc:-:tts annual rental, for the endowment of his col-
and alleging as a reason for the measure that many
lishments had not more than five or six inmates.?

g affair was now fully in train, and proceeded with
grating momentum. On the 8d of July, 1525, Henry
med the incorporation of the college; his letters-patent
iy 1st, 1526, enumerate eighteen monasteries suppressed
§benefit, while other letters of May 10th grant seventy-
Shurches or rectories for its support, and yet other grants
lluded to as made in letters which have not been pre-
42 In 1528 these were followed by various other dona-
;;} religious houses and manors; and during the same
Wolsey founded another Cardinal’s College at Ipswich,
t became a fresh source of absorption.*

@ Henry VIIIL. entertained any preconceived design of
gssing the religious houses, his impatient temper would
iy have allowed him to remain so long a witness of
poliation without taking his share, and carrying the
bout with his accustomed boldness and disregard of
fuences. At length, however, he claimed his portion,
peured from Clement a Bull dated November 2d, 1528,
g to him, for the benefit of the old foundations of
no's Colleges at Cambridge and Windsor, the suppres-
pmonasteries to the annual value of 8000 ducats.® This
0wed by another, a few days later, empowering Wol-

'“‘ II. 704.—Bishop Burnet | 2 Rymer, XIV. 24.—Confirmed by
Folsey’a design in procur- | the king, January 7, 1525 (lbid. p.
;ul]i‘ was to suppress all | 32).

8€S, but that he was per- - :

O abandon his purpose on | Sl chhy e

2 ﬁpfﬂﬁtm and dread of| ¢ Ibid. pp. 240-44, 250-58.

s=n1st.

eform. Vol. I. p. 20! 5 Ibid. pp. 270-1.

D
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sey and Campeggi, co-legates in the fair
rine’s divorce, to unite to other monast:ﬂ
ing less than tWBlVe inmates—thus supp
which the number was very large.! A r |
same date (November 12th) attacked th r:
which had thus far escaped. It ordereé:
under request from the king, to inquire m
suppressing the rich monasteries enjoying o
per annu, for the purpose of converting tl ‘“* e
rics, on the plea that the seventeen sees of tl
msufﬁelent for the spiritual wants of the pe D.
of the cardinals apparently seconded the vie
Clement granted to them, May 29th, 15 9,
creating and arranging blShOpl‘lGS at thelr d;
sacrificing additional monasteries when nece
adequate revenues.® It 1s probable that 1;}3_&
been unceremoniously deprived of their poss
in all cases submit without resistance, for th@r
ber 12th, 1528, suppressing the sma,ller houses
August 3151; 1029 with the suggestive addlt 0]
to call in the assistance of the secular arm.® ==
Wolsey was now tottering to his fall. *..
him was commenced on October 9th, 1529, an
the Great Seal was delivered to More. Hls HOW
had lasted long enough to break down all$
which had for so many centuries grown a.m -----
precincts of ecclesiastical property; and ther
which covered so large a portion of Eng S
defenceless before the cupidity of a desp
allowed any consideration, human or divine,c
his wishes, whose extravagance rendered ]11 n
new sources of supply for an exhausted treasw
temper had been aroused by the active supp Th
preaching friars to the party of Queen Katharine:
of the divorce. Yet it is creditable to Henry’é!
that the blow did not fall sooner, although it ¢&
3
! Rymer, XIV. 272-3. 3 Ibld.
2 Thid. 273-5. ¢ Ibid, 345
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& not my province to enter into the details of Henry’s

able quarrel with Rome, which, except in its results, is

eyery point of view one of the most humiliating pages

fory. The year 1532 saw the proclamation of the king

anding the support of his subjects in the impending

ve, and the oaths of the bishops promising to receive or

&h nothing to his prejudice. The following year his
srotracted divorce from Katharine of Arragon was con-

the annates were withdrawn from the pope, and
7 assumed the title of Supreme Head of the Church of
nd.! In 1535 an obedient Parliament confirmed the
)t the sovereign, and forbade the promulgation of any
s by synods or convocations without his approval.
Sower of the pope was abolished by proclamation; and
ersities and prelates rivalled each other in obsequiously
;rring to Henry the reverence due to Rome.*

doreater portion of the monasteries, which had already
jenced a foretaste of the wrath to come, hastened to
im their adhesion to the new theological autocracy,
geans not the most gentle were found to persuade the re-
fer,® among which the powerful order of the Franciscans
mspicuous. These refused the oath exacted of them, caus-
little trouble, and affording a cover for the intrigues of
arge body of the clergy who were dissatisfied with the
iions, but afraid of open opposition.* This precipitated
in of the monastic orders, which could not, under any cir-
ances, have been long delayed, and a general visitation
onsidered the most effective means of encompassing
estruction. It was accordingly ordered in 1535, and
It immorality and neglect of their sacred duties had

Kins, I11. 755-62.

10-82, 789, —Parliamentary
SEngland, I. 525. In 1532

3 Rymer, XIV. 487-527. The se-
verest measures were taken to enforce
obedience. The Carthusians of the
Charter House, for instance, refused

#d complained to his Parlia-
tht-;: clergy were but half
80 him, in consequence of
WS 1o the pope, and he de-
W S0me remedy should be
‘this state of things (Ibid.

to acknowledge the King’s supremacy,
wherefore the prior and eleven of his
monks were executed at various times
between the 27th of April and 4th of
August, 1535. (Suppression of Monas-
teries, p. 40—Camden Soc.)

¢ Burnet, I. 182,
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..'
pa%ed almost Into a proverb, there was not m

in accumulating evidence to Justlfy the mea.su
tion was commanded to examine into the f
history, condition of discipline, and number a
the mmmates of all religious houses;! and, as ni
expected, the report disclosed a sta,te of affair
for the immediate removal of so foul a source
and scandal. The visitors had their work assig
advance, and they performed it thoroughly: b
assume that the horrors which they descrlbed
tion of their own invention to gratify the Wlah
the purposes of their master.? | i

II- N

3 .'-.
! Wilkins, III. 787. not likely to hava
rality since Arcﬁ
scribed a similar ¢ m
some half cent
there any reason
better than their hu
poraries, whose laps
ready seen descnh
their own faith. A
‘“ The Manner of Di
1beys * by & cﬂnte )
sion of Monasteries,
the result of (HGUNN
even stronger tha.n
and descriptions of
special houses a.re.;
the prlvate letters o L?

commissioners to Cr
Nos. xXvil., xxl., <
xlvii., EGVIII., &0. p.".
the more readily belie
also report favnmhl
as well governed, e{: |

2 One of the earliest abbeys visited
was that of Langdon. Dr. Leighton,
the visitor, suddenly breaking open |
the abbot’s door, found him with his
concubine, whose male dress was dis-
covered in a coffer. Leighton’s ac-
count of this little adventure, ¢ scri-
bullede this Satterday’ to his patron
Cromwell, is full of humor, showing
how thoroughly he enjoyed -his suc-
cess, and how fully he was assured
that the Secretary would be gratified
by it. (Suppression of Monasteries,
p. 175.)—* But for the lewdness of the
confessors of nunneries, and the great
corruption of that state, whole houses
being found almost all with child;
for the dissoluteness of abbots and
the other monks and friarsg, not only
with whores but married women ;
and for their unnatural lusts and
other brutal practices; these are not
fit to be spoken of, much less enlarged E?;?-ﬁt;;et?o?;; ]ill?;ﬁg
on, in a work of this nature. The |, Igt shonid baa. €
full report of this visitation is lost, d);StllftS at least, £k
yet I have seen an extract of a part Tait *':vere e bettﬁ
of it, concerning 144 houses, that uclery (Ibid. No. #;-
contains abominations in it equal to ngg; B Nuemﬂ
any that were in Sodom.”—Burnet, I. land aboniaa ye& i
190-1.

The good bishop was mnot likely to Séissuﬁif;im]?a;f
diminish or to palliate what he had dlSG’: ghne as Burnet
read, yet we may readily believe the o gamden Soclﬂ LYy
truth of his assertion, nor can it be not, of course, an Orig
assumed that the charges were manu- but ag Ll 1;111)& ia
factured, like the accusations against | o 4 . onte are wort
the Templars, for the purpose of ex- reflecting the opl
citing odium. The monasteries were | ., o410 ;

.".
=
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THE BEGGARS’ PETITION.

k

bortion of the people were ready and eager to welcome
Seularization of the religious houses. Their views and
bents are set forth with more force than elegance in the
tnown ‘‘ Beggars’ Petition,” which calculates that, be-
the tithes, one-third of the kingdom was ecclesiastical
pty, and that these vast possessions were devoted to the
5t of a body of men who found their sole serious oceu-
bin destroying the peace of families and corrupting the
s of women. The economiecal injury to the common-
h, and the interference with the royal prerogative of
pelesiastical system, were argued with much cogency,
he king was entreated to destroy it by the most sum-
‘methods.’ That any one should venture to publish so
8t an attack upon the existing church, at a time when
Bment so prompt followed all indiscretions of this
g, renders this production peculiarly significant both as
dtemper of the educated portion of the people, and the
med intentions of the king.

n Mis- | child ; that their bastards might in-
bears | herit the possessions of every man, t0
put the right-begotten children clean
beside their inheritance, in subver-
sion of all estates and godly order.
«§ 16. Who is she that will set
her hands to work to get three-pence
and may have at least twenty-

published in the Harleia
g, the Beggars’ Petition
e of 1538, but internalevidence
Passign it to a time anterior to |
ippression of the monasteries,
imet attributes it to the period
gonsideration, saying that it |
fitten by Simon Fish, of Gray’s |a day,
iat it took mightily with the | pence a day to sleep an hour with a
‘and that when it was handed | friar, a monk, or a priest? Who is
ting by Ann Boleyn, “ he lik’d ' he that would labour for a groat a day,
‘and would not suffer anything and may have at least twelve-pence
one to the author” (Hist. Re-|a day to be a bawd to a priest, a
I. 160). Froude, indeed, as- | monk, or a friar?

)it the date of 1528, and states | ¢ § 31. Wherefore, if your grace
folsey issued a proclamation | will set their sturdy loobies abroad
pit. (Hist. Engl. 1. 90.) in the world, to get them wives of
fone of that which was thus |their own, to get their living with
fagreeable to the court and to  their labour,in the sweat of their faces,
¥y may be judged from the fol- |according 1o the commandment of
extracts, which arve by mno |God, Gen. iil., to give other idle peo-
ihe plainest spoken that might | ple, by their example, occasion to go

ted.
%, Yea, and what do they
¢ Truly, nothing but apply
#Ves by all the sleights they
flave to do with every man’s
Sy man’s daughter, and every
maid; that cuckoldry should
€rall among your subjects ;

'to labour; tye these holy, idle thieves
to the carts to be whipped naked
about every market-town, till they
will fall to labour, that they may,
by their importunate begging, not
take away the alms that the good
iChristia,n people would give unto us
| sore, impotent, miserable people your

sman should know his own | bedemen.”
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The visitation produced the desired effect. In 1
reading the report Parliament passed without opy )
bill suppressing, for the benefit of the crown, all. m
with less than twelve inmates or possessing a reve
£200 per annum. Three hundred and seventy-
were swept away by this act, and the “Court of An
tions of the King’s Revenue” was established to take
of the lands and goods thus summarily escheated. T
which thus fell to the king were valued at £32 0( @h
a,nd the movable pmperty at £100,000, while the
enrich themselves ag to increase the king’s Tevenue.“-
ley, Bishop of London, remarked, concerning ..e:_';'fl .
that ‘“these lesser houses were as thorns soon
but the great abbots were like putrefied old oaks
must needs follow, and so would others do in Ch
before many years were passed.” DBut Stokesley,
true a prophet in the general scope of his observa |
mistaken as to the extreme facility of eradicating the
thorns. The country was not as easily reconclled*
change as the versatile, more intelligent, and less ré
inhabitants of the cities. Henry, unluckily, had net
gated Purgatory by proclamation, and thousands Wer._ﬂ E
with dread as to the future prospects of themselves a 1
dearest kindred, when there should be few to offer the s
of the mass for the benefit of departed souls. The t
and the mendicant, too, migsed the ever open door a
coarse but abundant fare, which smoothed the pat -_h...-
humble wayfarer. Discontent spread widely, and ¥

manifested openly. To meet this, most of the lands w
at a very moderate price to the neighboring gentr
condition of exercising free hogpitality, to supply n
of those who had hitherto been dependent on cony
charity.! '.7;;;.

I Burnet, I. 193-4, 222-4 ;—Parl. | of abbey lands (Suppresslon
Hist. I. 526-7. To our modern no- | teries, passim). On the otheé
tions,there is something inexpressibly | the abbots and abbesses WS
disgusting in the openness with which | for their houses had as ht C
bribes were tendered to Cromwell by | in offering him large sums u

those who were eager to obtain grants | tection. Thus the good Bi
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fhe plan was only partially successful, and soon another

L ent of trouble made itself apparent. Of the monks whose

e were suppressed, those who desired to continue a mo-

$ic life were transferred to the larger foundations, while

 rest took ‘“‘capacities,™ under promise of a reasonable

Swance for their journey home. They received only forty

Jlings and a gown, and with this slender provision 1t was

smated that about ten thousand were turned adrift upon

yworld, in which their previous life had incapacitated them

m earning a support. The result 1s visible in the act for
§ punishment of “sturdy vagabonds and beggars,” passed
Parliament in this same year, inflicting a oraduated scale
penalties, of which hanging was that threatened for a third
ence.”

Phis was a dangerous addition to society when discontent
s smouldering and ready to burst into flame. The result
§ soon apparent. After harvest-time great disturbances
wulsed the kingdom. A rising, reported as consisting of
enty thousand men, in Lincolnshire, was put down by the
ike of Suffolk with a heavy force and free promises of
tdon. In the North matters were even more serious. The
rgy there were less tractable than their southern brethren,
i some Injunctions savoring strongly of Protestantism
jused their susceptibilities afresh. Unwilling to submit
thout a struggle, they held a convocation, in which they
hied the royal supremacy and proclaimed their obedience
the pope. This was rank rebellion, especially as Panl TEL:,
the 30th of August, 1585, had issued his Bull of excom-

‘renders himself the intermediary
6. 16th, 1536) of an offer from the
I.:_'ot' Great Malvern of 500 marks
ne king and 200 to Cromwell to
erve that foundation; while the
0t of Peterboro’ tendered the enor-
18 sum of 2500 marks to the king
£300 to Cromwell (Ibid.150,179).
beral disposition of the latter
B8 t0 have made an impression,
though he could not save hig ab-
] he was appointed the first Bishop
éterboro’—a see erected upon the
8 of the house.

“They be very pore, and can have

lytyll serves withowtt ther capacytes.
The bischoyppys and curettes be very
hard to them, withowtt they have ther
capacytes.”—The Bishop of Dover to
Cromwell, March 10th, 1538 (Suppres-
sion of Monasteries, p. 193). These
“ gapacities” empowered them to per-
form the functions of secular priests

The good bishop pleads that certain
poor monks may obtain them without

paying the usual fee.

2 97 Henry VIIIL. c. 25, renewed by
28 Hen. VIII. ¢. 6.—Parliament. Hist,.

I. 574.
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munication against Henry, and self- preserva.tlk
manded the immediate suppression of the reea
would hardly, indeed, have ventured on assum1
such dangerous opposition without the a,ssura
support, nor were their expecmtlons or la.bom
The “ Pilgrimage of Grace,” according to rep@
bered forty thousand men. Although Sklpton
bravely resisted a desperate siege, the success of tl
atyiorke i Hull. cand « Pomiret Ga,stle was enc
rigings in Lanca%hlre Durham, and Westmore
the insurrection an aspect of the most menacing
Good fortune and skilful strategy, however, sav
of Norfolk and his little army from defeat the
rapidly approaching, and at length a proclamatm 1
amnesty, issued by the king on the 9th of Decem
a dispersion of the rebels. The year 1537 saw w
in the North, but this time 1t only numbered elg i
men. Repulsed at Carlisle, and cut to pieces by N
insurgents were quickly put down, and other dlst
minor importance were even more readﬂy ;
Strengthened by these triumphs over the dlsaﬁ'ee |
proceeded, in 1537, to make the acknowledgment of
thority a crime hable to the penalties of a preemu n
as resistance was no longer to be dreaded, he coms
take possession of some of the larger houses Th
come within the scope of the act of Parliament, a,n
were made the subject of special transactions. X
resioned, either from having been implicated in
insurrections, or feeling that their evil lives Would
investigation, or doubtless, In many cases, from a cl _'
ception of the doom 1mpend1nﬂ' in the near future
rendered it prudent to make the best terms posm |
yet there was time. Thus, in these cases, the mo nk
agenerally pensioned with e1ght marks a year, while s
the abbots secured a revenue of 400 or 500 marks

]

.”._ L

I Burnet, I. 227-34; App.160.—Wil-| 2 Burnet, I. 235-7. ThB i
kins, III. 784, 792, 812.—Rymer, XIV. | were not in all cases saeur
549. difficulty, even after prﬂﬂllﬂ

made and agreements ente
I 253238 Heny Tl MR S | ( Suppressmngof Monasteries,
L ™ l

B
y
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Sment which has been preserved, the monks were to
pensions varying from 58s. 4d. to £4 a year, accord-
o their age! An effectual means of inducing voluntary
inders was by stopping their source of support, and thus
l them out. Richard, Bishop of Dover, one of the
Biccioners in Wales, writes to Cromwell, May 23d, 1538
hinke before the yere be owt ther schall be very fewe
Bis abill to lyve, but schall be glade to giffe up their
ois and provide for them selvys otherwise, for their thei
| have no living.” TIn anticipation of the impending
§, many of the abbots and priors had sold everything
bras salable, from lands and leases down to spits and
en utensils, leaving their houses completely denuded.
letters of the commissioners are full of complaints re-
- this sharp practice, and of their efforts to trace the
erty. Another mode of compelling surrenders was by
ffenino the strict enforcement of the rules of the order.
bin the official report of the surrender of the Austin
Gtloucester, we find the alternative given them, when
Seyd freeres seyed . . . as the worlde ys nowe they war
abull to kepe them and leffe in ther howseys, wherfore
itaryly they gaffe ther howseys into the vesytores handes
8 kynges use. The vesytor seyd to them, ‘thynke nott,
lereafter reportt nott, that ye be suppresseyd, for I have
L-_ch auctoryte to suppresse yow, but only to reforme
Wherfor yf' ye woll be reformeyd, accordeyng to good
ye may contynew for all me.’ They seyd they war
ibull to contynew,” whereupon they were ejected.’

the year 1538 the work proceeded with increased rapidity,
T-'than 158 surrenders of the larger houses being enrolled.
the abbots were attainted of treason and executed,
46 abbey lands forfeited. Means not of the nicest kind
laken to increase the disrepute of the monastic orders,
0y retaliated in the same way. Thus, the Abbot of
-Friars) in London, was surprised in the day time with
an under the worst possible circumstances, o1vINng TISe

¢
e

I Suppression of Monasteries, p. 170.
2 Ibid. pp. 194, 203.
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to a lawsuit more curious than decent ;! whi
hand, the Abbess of Chepstow accused Dri
the visitors, of corrupting her nuns.?
ever, did not move fast enough for the ra,pa
power, and strenuous exertions were made t
All the foul stories that could be found or mve
the abbeys were raked together; but these proving
the impostures concerning rehcs and images were
with great success, and many singular exposu ol
which gave the kmg fresh warrant for his arbltr .
and plaﬁed the religious houses in a more defeﬂc

than ever.?

Despite all thig, in the session of 1539 all the t bw
parhamentary abbots had their writs, and no less,
Yet the 1nﬂuence 0
and the progress of pubhc opinion were shown in a
confirmed the suppressions of the larger houses H

gat in the House of Liords.?
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L' A letter from John Bartelot to
Cromwell shows that the abbot pur-
chased secrecy by distributing thirty
pounds to those who detected him,
and promising them thirty more.
This latter sum was subsequently re-
duced to six pounds, for which the
holy man gave his note. This not
being paid at maturity, he was sued,
when he had the audacity to com-
plain to Cromwell, and to threaten to
prosecute the intruders for robbery
and force them to return the money
paid. Bartelot relates his share iIn
the somewhat questionable transac-
tion with great naiveté, and applies
to Cromwell for protection.—Suppres-
sion of Monasteries, Letter xxv.

2 This may have been true, for Dr.
London was omne of the miserable
tools who are the fitting representa-
tives of the time. His zeal in sup-
pressing the monasteries was c{}rﬂple-
mented with equal zeal in persecuting
Protestants. In 1543 he made him-

self conspicuous, in conjunction with |

Gardiner, by having some heretics
burned under the provisions of the
Six Articles. His eagerness in this

good work led him to commit per-

-;-:-
jury, on conviction of wik
pilloried and thrust i
where he died. —Frou
IV. 295-6. :

In fact, Hanryﬂ ﬁap i
ism 1endered it almost
that he could be serve
self-respect and honor.,_‘ |

3 Burnet, I. 238-4 ‘F
Froude’s Hist. Engl. IIL.
During his visitation ?'::_f“
1538), the Bishop of Dover
Cromwell, “I ha.ve Malkos
Peter stroke of, as yt yﬁ
a M. as trewe as that.” (St

of Monasteries, p. 212. } :
of Dec. 28th, 1538 Dr. Lo *_:_:.
with dry humor, “ have dy
propre thinges, as tw&h
Ursula, wich bycause ther
of s ylve:r abowt them, I f
have another hedd of he
schall fynd in my waye -‘J

xiiii. days, as I am CI6:
formyd.” (Ibid.p I

. 234.) NI
cius (op. cit. pp. 51-6 J"
of the stories current at
the miracles engmeereﬂ “i{.ﬁ_-
to stave off their #E_--:

¢ Parl. Hist. I 535,

'3
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o former act, as well as all that might thereafter be sup-
d forfeited, or resigned,! and May 9th, 1540, by special
}m the ancient order of the nghts of St John was
en up, pensions being granted to the grand prior and
'7;; of the prmelpal dignitaries.? These measures consum-
d the ruin of the monastic system in England. Hence-
L4t was altogether at the king’s mercy, and his character
not one to temper power with moderation. In 1539
) are upon record fifty-seven surrenders of the great
ves and a large number in 1540, the agood house of
w being the last of the great monasteries to fall. Of
-;;1. monastic system this left only the chantries, free
gls, collegiate churches, hospitals, &e., which were gradu-
absorbed during the succeeding years -4 until the neces-
of the king prompted a sweeping measure for their de-
tion. Aocordmg]y in 1545 a bill was brought in placing
all at his disposition. There were some indications of
ition, but the king pleaded the expenditures of the
ch aud Seottish wars, and solemnly promised his Parlia-
“that all should be done for the glory of God and com-
profit of the realm,” whereupon 1t was passed.® It 1s
ted that the number of monasteries suppressed, by
?&I‘IOU.‘S measures, was 645 ; of colleges, 90; of chantries
chapel,:, 2874: and of hosplta,ls 1AHE

yast amount of property thus passed into the hands of
ourt. The clear yearly rental of the suppreqqed houses
was rated at £1381,607 6s. 4d.—an immense sum 1n those
_ but Burnet states that in reality it was almost tenfold
"-*u ' Small as may have been the good effected by
enormous possessions in the hands of the monks, it was

Henry VIII. ¢. 13 (Parl. Hist. |Henry VIII. were speedily swept
away, as soon as Edward VI. suc-

. ceeded to the throne, by the act 1
den. VIII. o, 24 (Ibid. 543-44). Edw. VL o. 14 (Parl. Tiigt it 583).

- ‘
’ L 7 This may readily be considered
fier, X1V, XV. no exaggeration. A letter from John

Hen., VIII. o. ; Freeman to Cromwell values at
P R kol TRt £80,000 the lead alone stripped from

g the 'dismantled houses (Suppression
& Hist. I. 537. Such hospi- | of Monasteries, p. 290).
tnes &e., as were spared by




476 THE ANGLICAN GHU'::" '.

éven more worthless under the manas 1
masters. Hen;by admitted the heavy 1‘63 s
assumed 1n thus seizing the wealth Whmh
to pilous uses, and he entertained mag |
devoting it to the public benefit, but his o o
the grasping avarice of needy courtiers wr
ridiculously mean. Thus he designed to .._:
of £18,000 for the support of eighteen “B
be new made.”! For this purpose he obts f}*_'__
from Parliament in 1539,% and in 1540 hele 3
the remains of the Abbey of Westmmster,
ter, Gloucester, and Peterboro’ were u
1n 154:8 those of Oxford and Bristol,? and
of Westminster, was suppressed in 1500 lea; f*-‘-j;'-
the result. Splendld foundations were
tions of learning, but little was given; a,
expended in improving the sea-ports, while b;
rich farms were granted to favorites as a,lm@ b 1
and the ill-gotten wealth abstracted from the
peared without leaving traces except in tha 31
grown fortunes of those gentlemen who H-::_;.._.:
prompt enough to make use of the golden ¢ op a
If 1t be asked what became of the “holy idl
“sturdy loobies” whom the Beggars’ Pe’ﬂlt
desired to be thrown upon the world, thel
found in the legislation of Edward VI. A p
mencement of a series which to this da,y ha
England with ever increasing weight, was
This tells its own story, but even moref
another bill for the suppression of vagabor
visions of which mark not only the mhu
but the magnitude of the evil caused by & ﬂ*‘f
Henry. :Jvery able-bodied man 101Ler1ng

three days without working or oﬂ'ermg

I Such is the substance of a memo-| * 31 Hen. V é‘
randum in Henry’s own hand-writing | 540). ¥
(Suppression of Monasteries, No. 131, | 4 Burnet, I___'
P-1263), "
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3 vagabond. He was thereupon to be branded on the
§ with a letter V, and adjudged as a slave for two years
& one who might bring him for that purpose before a
6 of the peace.! Such was the ionominious end of the

bful and wealthy monastic orders of England. -

monastic establishments of Treland shared the same
;_’.Rymerz oives the text of a commission for the sup-
fon of a nunnery of the diocese of Dublin, in 1539.
insubordination of the island, however, rendered 1t
alt to carry out the suppression everywhere, and finally,
41 it was accomplished by virtually oranting their lands
& native chieftains. These were good Catholics, but they
P ot resist the temptation. They joined eagerly 1n
ing the spoil, and the desirable political object was
Bd of detaching them, for the time, from the foreign
jces with the Catholic powers which threatened serious

8 a striking proof of Henry's strength of will and in-
tindividuality of character, that, in thus tearing up by
dots the whole system of monachism, he did not yield
jot to the powerful section of his supporters who had
ged themselves to the logical sequence of his acts, the
Bation of sacerdotal celibacy in general. 'While every
i of policy and statesmanship urged him to grant the
lege of marriage to the secular clergy, whom he forced
insfer to him the allegiance formerly rendered to Rome;
bhis chief religious advisers at home and hig Protestant
Yabroad used every endeavor to wring from him this
88ion, he steadily and persistently refused it to the end,
jé can only guess whether his firmness arose from con-
lous conviction or from the pride of a controversialist.

fwithstanding his immovable resolution on this point,

@w, VI. c. 3.—Parl. Hist. I. 583. | parte, so0 they myght change ther
1et, 1_1. 45. In 1538 the Bishop | cotes, the whyche they be not abull to
€r Interceded with Cromwell | paye for, for they have no thenge’’
“hSes btﬂ ;nable some ejected | (Suppression of Monasteries, p. 1H70)5
0 abandon their monastic

For off trewthe ther harttes *Fodera, T. XEV. p. 0oL,

@ from the relygyon the more | 8 Froude, Hist. Engl. IV. 543.
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his power seemed ineffectual to stay the pr
An assembly held by his order in M:
demn the heretical doctrines disseminated i
shows how 0pen1y the advocates of clerieal m
mulgated their views while yet W.olsey was prime
Henry gloried in the title of Defender of the :
rous books were denounced in which cehbacy
its sanctity disproved, and 1ts evil influences com
in the most irreverent manner.'
If the reforming polemics were thus bold wh 1
yet orthodox, it may readily be 1magined h0
watched the progress of his quarrel with the p s_“
Joud became their utterances as he gr&dually
allegiance to Rome and persecuted all who hesitat
e soon showed, however, tha {
none to precede him, and that all consciences were
sured by the royal ell wand. Thus his proceed.m 78
Franciscans in 1534 were varled by a proclam&t
against seditious books and priestly marriages. I1:°
some unions had taken place, and all who had ¢co: ui
indiscretion were deprwed of their functions and n
the laity, though the marriages seem to have been
Future transgressions, moreover, were t

1deas.

in his footsteps. L

as valid.
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1 Thus ‘“An Exposition into the
sevenith Chapitre of the firste Epistle
to the Corinthiansg” seems to have
been almost entirely devoted to an
argument against celibacy, adducing
all manner of reasons derived from
nature, morality, necessity, and Serip-
ture, and describing forcibly the evils
arising from the rule. The author does
not hesitate to declare that ¢ Matri-
mony is as golde, the spirituall estates
as dung,’”’ and the tenor of his writings
may be understood from his triumph-
ant exclamation, after insisting that
all the. Apostles and their immediate
successors were married—*“Seeing that
ye chose not married men to bishoppes,
other Criste must be a foole or umn-
righteous which so did chose, or you
anticristis and deceyvers.”

The ‘ Sum of Seripture’” was more

ey J

4

moderate in its expres
man vowe to lyve chast
vertie in a monasterle,t
ceyve that in the monaat
woorse than he did befor 1~r2.3f'
cation and theft, then he ma
LIDyStBI and breke hla
synne.’ . )

The ““Obedience of a ¢
is most uncompromising ;;.'.
presbyterum ducere uxore
causas.’? . « o “H thoubl
chastitie to obteyn that w
purchesed for the, Burely
an infidele.”

The ‘ Revelation of An n
ries the war into the ene
tory in a fashion somew
“ Keping of virginitie anﬂ;
religion is a devellishe thing g€

kins, III. 728-34.)

.1._



PROGRESS OF CLERICAL MARRIAGE. 419
' the royal indignation and further punishment—words
wous import at such a time and under such a monarch.!
".Spite of all this, the chief advisers of Henry did not
ble to connive at infractions of the proclamation. Both
imer and Cromwell favored the Reformation; the former
himself secretly married, and the latter, though, as a
without any such personal motive, was disposed to
¢ the strictness of the rule of celibacy. During the visita-
L of the monasteries, for instance, the Abbot of Walden
little hesitation in confessing to Ap Rice, the visitor,
he was secretly married, and asked to be secured from

astation.

The confidence thus manifested in the friendly
osition of the vicar-general was satisfactorily responded to.
hwell replied, merely warning him to “use his remedy”
out, if possible, causing scandal.? A singular petition,
essed to him in 1536 by the secular clergy of the dio-
of Bangor, illustrates forcibly both the confidence felt in
intentions, and the necessity of the Abbot of Walden’s

_-

Vilkins, I1I. 778.—Bishop Wil-
also prints (III. 696) from Har-
% Specimen of Errors’ this procla-
m, with unimportant variations,
dven this 16th day of November,

8 13th year of our reign,” which
d place it in 1521. It is impos-
‘however, at a time when even
ntherans of Saxony had scarcely
ired on the innovation, that in
d priestly marriage could al-
y have become as common as the
amation shows it to be. The bull
0 X., thanking Henry for his
ation of Luther, was dated Nov.
521, and ‘we may be sure that
ing’s zeal for the faith would at
a moment have prompted him
ich more stringent measures of
88ion, if he had ventured, at that
) to invade the sacred precincts
desiastical jurisdiction—a thing
fould have been by no means
fto do. While hesitating, there-
0 call in question Bishop Wil-
b Critical acumen, I cannot but
& the proclamation of 1521 as
yphal.

‘the same reasons I have been

vocation of the same year (Wilkins,
III. 697), in which the question of
sacerdotal marriage was decided tri-
umphantly in the affirmative. The
proceedings are evidently those of Dec.
1547, in the first year of Edward VI.

2 MS. State Paper Office (Froude, -
III. 65). Ap Rice’s report to Crom-
well is sufficiently suggestive as to
the interior life of the monastic orders
to deserve transcription. ‘“As we were
of late at Walden, the abbot there
being a man of good learning and right
sincere judgment, as I examined him
alone, showed me secretly, upon stip-
ulation of silence, but only unto you
as our judge, that he had contracted
matrimony with a certain woman se-
cretly, having present thereat but one
trusty witness; because he, not being
able, as he said, to contain, though he
could not be suffered by the laws of
man, saw he might do it lawfully by
the laws of God ; and for the avoiding,
of more inconvenience, which before

he was provoked unto, he did thus,
having confidence in you that this act
should not be anything prejudicial

* 10 reject a discussion in con-

unto him.”
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remedy” in the fearful state of immorality Whlch )
There had been a visitation in which the a
that many of them had been found in fault, and™%
women had been consequently taken away, they
vicar-general to devise some means by which thei
may be restored. They do not venture to ask dipe
marriage, but decency forbids the supposition that h‘-_;,‘ﬂ__:-
Openly request Cromwell to authorize a system of coﬁ
Nothing can be more humiliating than their confess
relaaons existing between themselves, as ministers 0:
and the flocks intrusted to their spiritual care.
ing that without women they cannot keep house and'¢
hospitality, they add: “We ourselves shall be driven
our living at ale-houses and taverns, for mansmnar
benefices and vicarages we have none. And as for gé
and substantial honest men, for fear of mce?wemmc&?
our fraulty amZ accustomed, lwberty, they will in nowise be

o thewr howuses.”

There appears, indeed, about this period, to have bet
uncertainty in the public mind respecting the Sta,te-l
Two letters happen to ha
preserved, written within a few days of cach other, it
1537, to Cromwell, which reveal the condition of opi
One of these complains that the vicar of{
tollk, has brought home a wife and J
he clmms to be lawfully h1s own, and that it is E,,i;-:--
the king. Although “thys acte by hym done is in thy Q".
a monstre, and many do growdge at it,” yet, not kn@
king’s pleasure, no proceedings can be had, and @
therefore made for authority to prosecute, lest “hys__:
wnponnyched shall be occacion for other carnall
posed prestes to do in lyke maner.

and the king’s intentions.

the time.
ham, in Su
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” The other let'-.'

1 MS. State Paper Office (Froude,
III. 372).
 bited by the king’s advisers called
forth the remonstrances of the con-
servatives. In June, 1536, the lower
house of convocation presented a me-
morial inveighing strongly against the
progress of heresy, and among the
obnoxious opinions condemned was

The tendencies thus exhi-

““that priests were like ot
and might marry and have g
other men.” A special el :.fzi':e-..'_j
Cromwell was that these here
trines were openly ade& *-{'-

printed ¢ cum prwlleglo, 1
the apparent sanction ﬁf t
(Ibid. pp. 64-95.)

iT% .-
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..,,, threescore miles away.

solacyon.”

HENRY’S FIRMNESS.
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unfortunate priest who had recently married, supposmg 1t
The “noyse of the peopull,” however had just
srmed him that a royal order had commanded the separa-
p of such unions, and he had at once sent hig wife to her

He therefore hastens to make

Lpeace, protesting that he had sinned through ignorance,
:;, he makes bold to argue that “yf the kyngys grace
11d have founde yt laufull that prestys mught have byn
ryd, they wold have byn to the crowne dubbyll and dub-
I faythefull; furste in love, secondly for fere that the
schoppe of Rome schuld sette yn hys powre unto ther

Jotwithstanding the influences with which he was thus
rounded, Henry sternly adhered to the position which he
lassumed.? When, in 1538, the princes of the Schmalcaldic
gue offered to place him at its head, and even to alter, if
"'ble the Augsburg Confession so as to make it a common
s of union for all the elements of opposition to Rome,
y was well inclined to obtain the political advantages of
i position tendered him, but hesitated to accept 1t until all
_Ilnal questions should be settled. The three points on
ich the Germans insisted were the communion in both
ments, the worship in the vulgar tongue, and the marriage
the clergcy. Henry was firm, and the ambassadors of the
lgue spent two months in cpnferences with the Knglish

Suppression of Monasteries, pp.
d. It is evident from these let-
that there was still a genuine
antipathy to clerical marriage,
fét that the royal supremacy was
10 ly established by Henry’s ruth-
ersecutmns that this antipathy
deld subject to the pleasure of
urt and could at any moment
e en dissipated by proclamation.
b, the only wonder is that any
10113 remained in the minds of
who had seen the objects of
p ofoundast veneration made the
Of avarice and derision. Statel y
hes torn to pieces, the stone sold
Crilegious bmlders, the lead put
auction to the highest bidder,

- 81

-I'
i i ¥ :

-

the consecrated bells cast into cannon,
the sacred vessels melted. down, the
holy relics snatched from the shrmeq
and treated as old bones and offal, the
venerated images burned at Smith-
field—all this could have left little sen-
timent of respect for worn-out religious
observances in those who watched and
saw the sacrilege remain unpunished.

2 He made one exception. Nuns
professed before the age of 21 were at
liberty to marry after the dissolution
of their houses, whereat, according
to Dr. London, they ‘““be wonderfull
gladde . . . and do pray right hartely
for the kinges majestie.” (Suppression
of Monasteries, p. 214.)
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bishops and doctors without result. On th
gust Hth, 1538), they addressed him a lette r
jects 1n debate——the refusal of the cup, priy e
sacerdotal celibacy—to which Henry l‘eplle;é
defending his position on these topies with 33( 1
dexterity, and refusing his assent finally,t ™
however, did not yet despair, and the roval;
Ventured occasionally to debate the propriety of
riage freely before him in their sermons, but
pmtle which Melancthon addressed him in
cuing the same questions agam had no better e
Notwithstanding any seeming hesitation,
was fully made up, and the consequences of
persuade him against his prejudices soon bee
Confirmed 1n h1s opiniong, he proceeded to enf@
his subjects in the most peremptory manner, “f
all other pomts he had set up the doctrines of th
Confession,” yet on these he had committed ]:n
troversialist, and the worst passions of poleml 18
__the true “odium theologicum”—acting throug:
sponsible despotism, rendered him the cruellest Of
But a few weeks after receiving the letter of A u‘#
answered 1t in his own savage fashion. .;‘-:
In May a new parliament met, chosen und
citement, for the people were mﬂamed on the
religion, and animosities ran high. The pI‘lIlCI
the session was known to be a settlement of &
church, and as the reformers were as yet in a minos
the court, the temper of the Houses was not
encouraging for them. On the 5th of May, a
assembling, a committee was appointed, at the

_l‘-

oo |

I Burnet, 1. 254-55; Append. 332, 1 Yet the moderatg;
347. to submit to parllamﬂ” .

tirpating Heresies @
2 ¢ Nothing has yet been settled con- ;Te:’l’pamoig the sugge

cerning the marriage of the clergy, al- wras a bill To8 abollsh 11
though some persons have very freely | , ji1,4 ey, legahzmg al g
preached before the king upon the sub- | .. ges, and permitting Tg
ject.”’—John Butler to Conrad Pellican gen era.l “t0 have Wives

(Froude, II1. 382). BT ving.”
3 Burnet, I. Append. 329. (Froude, III. 381). .-'_-".,i
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talce into consideration the differences of religious opinion.
the 16th, the Duke of Norfolk, who was not a member of
s committee, reported that no agreement could be arrived
and he therefore laid before the House of Lords, for full
ussmn articles embracing—1st. Transubstantmtmn 2d..
mumon in both kinds; Sd Vows of Chastity; 4th. Pri-
e Masses; Oth. Sacerdotal Marriages; and 6th. Auricular
fession. Cranmer opposed them stoutly, arguing against
im for three days, and especially endeavoring to controvert
S third and fifth, which enjoined celibacy, but his eff

Orts
' those of his f11e11ds were vailn, when pitted against the
.;_"a wishes of the 1{1ng, who h1mself took an active part
the debate, and argued in favor of the articles with much
"r. Under such circumstances, the adoption of the Six
ticles was a foregone conclusion. On the 30th of May the
ancellor reported that the House had agreed upon them,
fthat it was the king’s pleasure “that some penal statute
uld be enacted to compel all his subjects who were 1n any
v dissenters or contradicters of these articles to obey them.”
frammg of such a bill was intrusted to two committees, one
der the lead of Cranmer, the other under that of the Al ch-
hop of York, and they were instructed to lay their re-
etive plans before the king within forty-eight hours. Of
irse the report of the Archbishop of York was adopted.
"duced on the 7th of June, Cranmer again resisted 1t gal-
tly, but 1t passed both Houses by the 14th, and received
ftoyal assent on the 28th. It was entltled AN Ach ifor
lishing Diversity of Opinions in certain Articles concern-
Christian Religion,” and it stands as a monument of the
8l legislation of a barbarous age. The Third Article was
1: Priests after the order of Prlesthood might not marry
the Law of God;” the Fourth, “that Vows of Chastity
it to be observed by the Law of God,” and those who
ate]y pr eached or disputed against them were adjudged
8, to suffer death without benefit of clergy. Any oppo-
M, either in word or writing, subjected the offender to
jisonment during the king’s pleasure, and a repetition of
dlience constituted a felony, to be expiated with the life
e @ culprit. Priestly marriages were declared void, and a




484 THE ANGLICAN CHURCH,

priest persisting in living with his wife wag 'I‘;
as a felon.  Concubinage was punishable mth
benefice and property, and Imprisonment, forg
a second lapse was visited with a felon’s death,
cases the wife or concubine shared the fate of nl
guilt. Quarterly sessions were provided, to be he
bishops and other commigsioners appointed by
the purpose of enforcing these laws, and the ae
entitled to trial by jury.! Vows of chastity we
ing on those who had taken them of their own
over twenty-one years of age.? According topl
wives of priests were to be put away by June 24%
that day, as the act was not yet signed, an order s
fully made extending the time to July 12th2 =
Cranmer argued, reasonably enough, that 11;
hardship, 1n the case of the ejected monks to -
observance of the vow of chastity, when thoss of P
obedience were dispensed with, and when the un
had been foreibly deprived of all the advantages,
and protection of monastic life.* The matter, m
not decided by reason, but by the whimsical perv
self-opinionated man, who unfortunately, had 1 ”‘::}“_-
condense his polemlcal notions in the blood of his:
To comprehend the full iniquity of this savage
must remember the rapid progress which the ﬂ
had been makmg in England for twenty years; i;__;f}

EZ-_

couragement given them by the suppression of the

1}|
."" V)
|

I Burnet, I, 258-9. Mr. Froude en-| 3 Parl. Hist. L. 540.
deavors to relieve Henr'y of the respon- “‘ ¢ Dr. London ok
sibility of this measure, and quotes of this class: LEE !&
Melancthon to show that its cruelty is ' the other sortt, monkes ¢
attributable to Gardiner (Hist. Bngl. | ot o 55 0 yonge lust
III. 395). He admits, however, that | fatt fedde, lyving im ;
the bill as passed differs but sllghtly g e so;e perplexld
from that presented by the king him- IEhtBS they may n |
self, with whom the committee which | Elar o (Suppressm <
framed it must have acted in concert. 2{ 5.) |
According to Strype, ‘‘had mnot the | P Nicander Nucius assert
king come himself in person into the d1d marry opeuly—— ' )

et o, foud st b e dl

2 31 Henry VIII. ¢. 6 (Parl. Hist.
loc. cit.).

l
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espondent a remonstrance
lty which could condemn
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ses, and by the influence of the king’s confidential advisers;
1 the hopes naturally excited by Henry s quarrel with Rome
| necotiations with the League of Schmalcalden. In spite,
efore, of the compa.ratwely mild punishments hitherto
Qsed on priestly marmage, which were no doubt practi-
Iy almost obsolete, such unions may safely be assumed as
' Even Cranmer himself, the primate of Henry’s
tch, was twice married, his second wife, then living, the
e of Osiander, being Lept under a decent vell of secrecy
is palace. ‘When, after his fruitless resistance to the Six
cles, the bill was passed, he sent his wife to her friends 1n
imany, until the death of his master enabled him to bring
ba,ck and acknowledge her openly;' but vast numbers of
jortunate pastors could not have had the opportunity, and
aps Jacked the self-control, thus to arrange their domestic
irs. FEven the gentle Melancthon was moved from his
inary equanimity, and ventured to address to hig royal

expressing his horror of the
to the scaffold a man whose

3 guilt consisted in not ‘abandoning the wife to whom he
promlsed fidelity through good and evil, before God and

Burnet, I. 256-7. It was not until
‘that he ventured to confess this
@ king. (Ibid. p. 328.) At his
in 1556 his two marriages were
I the points of accusation against
(Ibld IT. 339.)

iders, in commenting upon Cran-
tlme-servmg disposition, which
iéd him to accommodate himself
enry’s capricious opinions, and
) énter fully into the reformatory
Predominant under Edward VI.,
1ot fail to satirize his connubial
nsities. “ Son seul déplaisir es-
816 pouvoir vivre publiquement
84 concubine comme avec une
ltaglume ce qu’il scavoit bien
enri n’eust pas souffert: de sorte
tmt contraint de la tenir cachée
00 palais, et quand il alloit &
P&gne on la portoit avec luy
uhe litiere fermée. Apres la mort
-..j._ﬁ Lil s’affranchoit de ce ficheux
486 ; la jeunesse d’Edouard et

la protection que Seimer accordoit &
toutes sortes de Sectes, luy persuade-
rent de se plonger dans ’incontinence
et dans 1’heresie: car il vivoit dans
un concubinage public avec sa mai-
tresse, et il dédia un catechisme &
Edouard rempli d’une doctrine fausse
et impie.””—Hist. du Schisme d’ Angle-
terre (trad. Maucroix, Paris, 1676).

2 Valde autem miratus sum votum
sacerdotum in Anglico decreto etiam
arctius adstringli quam votum mona-
chorum, cum c¢anones 1psi tantum
eatenus velint obligatum esse presby-
terum 8i sit in ministerio; planeque
cohorrui legens hunc articulum, pro-
hibet matrimonia et contracta dis-
solvit, et addit poenam capitalem. .
Quis credat in ecclesia in qua lenitas
precipue erga pios esse debet tantam
existere posse s@vitiam, ut capitales
peenz constituantur in homines pios
propter conjugium.—Melancthon. Lib.

L *

| 1. Epist. 28.
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As might be expected, numerous d1vo I'
priests fo]lom red this Draconian leg1slat10n an n‘
were held good by the act of 1549, whmh
VI, granted full liberty in the premises
Even Henry, however, began to feel that he 1
far, and the influence of Cromwell was suﬁc}
the harshest features of the law from being e
their odious severity, especially as the prog
with Ann of Cleves and the alliance with the Ge
rans rendered active persecution in the hlghest d
litic. When the comedy of Henry's fourth ma s;u
nated in the tragedy of Cromwell’s ruin (Jlm
reactionary elements again gathered strength.
little doubt that the atrocity of the law had ¢
fered with its efficient execution and had aroused
ing, for now, although the Vicar-General was 1!E
Catholics passed with Speedy alacrity a bill me
act of the Six Articles, in so far as it related ¢
and concubinage. For capital punishment wasH
the milder penalty of confiscation to the King of
perty and revenue of the offenders. £

The Six Articles, as thus modified, remained &
England during the conoludmg years Of Henry's r
it likely that any one ventured to urge upon hlm
relaxation of the principles to which he had comm |
self thus definitely. The fall of Cromwell and tha
which Cranmer was exposed for several years Wer
to insure him against troublesome remonstrants, €
increasing 1rr1tab111ty and capriciousness had not m
around him daily more alive to the danger of 1;11

resisting his idlest humor.

'lll fal
R

_.

On the 28th of January, 1547, Henry VIIL
Edward VI. succeeded to the peulous throne. ]ﬁ’
years of age, his government of course- Teceived 1135?
from those around him, and the rivalry between the x

1 9-3 Edw. VI ¢. 21. (Parl. Hist.| 2 32 Hen. VIII. e. 1 —
I. 586.) 289.—Parl. Hist. L 575 £
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merset and the chancellor Wriothesley, Earl of Southamp-
s threw the former into the hands of the progressives, as
L Jatter was the acknowledged head of the reactionary
gy. The ruin of Southampton and the triumph of Somer:-
“strengthened by his successful campaign in Scotland, soon
fan to develop their natural consequences on the religion
the country. Under the auspices of Cranmer, a convoca-
0 was assembled which was empowered to decide all ques-
Bs in controversy. W hen the primate was anxious to
fin enjoy the solace of his wife’'s company and to relieve
h her and himself from the stigma of unlawful marriage,
s easy to understand that the subject of celibacy would
eive carly and appropriate attention. Accordingly, on
gember 17, 1547, a proposition was submitted to the effect
i all canons, statutes, laws, decrees, usages, and customs,
erfering with or prohibiting marriage, should be abrogated,
lwas carried by a vote of 93 to 92. No time was lost.
o days afterwards a bill was introduced in the Commons
mittine married men to be priests and to hold benefices.
s Teceived with so much favor that it was read twice the

pe day, and on the 21st 1t was sent up to the Lords; but
he Upper House it raised debates so prolonged that, as the
Mbers were determined to adjourn before Christmas, it
§laid aside. This might be the more readily agreed to,
ge on the 23d an act was approved which abolished nume-
1§ severe laws of the former reign, including the statute
he Six Articles, and was immediately followed by another
nfing the use of the cup to the laity and prohibiting pri-
B masses.’

the repeal of the Six Articles left the marriage of the
subject to the previous laws of Henry, imposing on 1t
ious pains and penalties, but with the votes recorded 1n
iVocation and Parliament, it 1s not likely that much vigor
Sdisplayed in their enforcement. Those interested could
$afford to await the reassembling of the Houses, which

mot take place until November 24, 1548, but they claimed

L Edw. 1. . 1,12. (Parl. Hist. I. 582-4.)—Wilkins, IV. 16.—Burnet, II.
1.—Ibid. IIL. 189.
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the reward of their patience by an early hearin. 1o o
sion. On the 8d of December a bill was mtrod
to that of the previous year, rendering married n n
to the priesthood; it passed second reading on - th
third reading on the 6th. Apparently encourag
favorable reception accorded to it, the friends of *"
resolved on demanding further privileges. _f
therefore laid aside, and on the next day a new o ne
sented which gmnted the additional liberty of m
those already in orders. It conceded to the establis
ions the fact that it were better that the clergy shon
chaste and single, yet ‘“ as great filthiness of 11VIII t'
lowed (v the laws that compelled chastity and ¢
marriage,” therefore all laws and canons mhlbltlng
matrlmony should be abolished. This bill, after fi '-
sion, was read a second and third time on the 101;
and was sent up to the Lords on the 18th. Agam th
House was in no haste to passit. It lay on the tak
February 9, 1549, when it was stoutly conteated ’f:_‘__i
being reeommltted 1t finally passed on the 191:}1
votes of nine blshops recorded against it.! -

Cranmer and his friends were now at full liberty to e
the innovation by committing the clergy 111d1v1dua.11
riage, and by enlisting the popular feeling in its '8
During the discussion they had not been idle. Much
versial writing had occurred on both sides, in which'}
atterwards Bishop of Winchester, and Parker,
Archbishop of ‘Canterbury, took an active part, wh
Bishop of Ossory, distinguished himself on the nﬂi
raking together all the foul stories that could be
concerning the celibate clergy of ancient and mod
Burnet declares that no law passed during the 1
Edward excited more contradiction and censura,l
matrimonialists soon found that even with the act ol
ment 1n their favor, their course was not Wh()lly’
one. Cranmer ordered a vVisitation in his provir

directed as one of the points for inquiry and a,nlm X

! 2-3 Edw. L c. 31 (Parl. Hist. I. 586).—Burnet, L. s*‘ﬁi-.i ..
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rhether any do contemn married priests, and, for that they
harried, will not recelve the communion or other sacra-

4o at their hands,”! which distinctly reveals the difficulties

ountered in eradicating the convictions of centuries from

popular mind. Sanders says, and with every appearance

srobability, that the Archbishop of York united with

mmer in ordering a visitation of the whole kingdom,

ing which the visitors investigated particularly the morals

e clergy, and used every argument to impel them to

riace, not only declaring celibacy to be most dangerous

alvation, but intimating that all who adhered to it would

peparded as papists and enemies of the king.

lhe Reformers speedily found that they were not to escape

hout opposition. The masses of the people throughout
sland were in a state of discontent. The vast body of
v lands acquired by the gentry and now inclosed bore
d upon many; the raising of rents showed that secular
dlords were less charitable than the ancient proprietors of
so0il ; the increase of sheep-husbandry threw many farm
orers out of employ ; and the savage enactments, already
Wded to, against the unfogtunate expelled monks show how
ge an clement of influential disa fection was actively at
ik in the substratum of society. The priests who dis-
woved of the rapid Protestantizing process adopted by
eourt could hardly fail to take advantage of opportunities
tempting, and they accordingly fanned the spark into a
ge. The enforcement of the new liturgy, on W hitsunday,
), seemed the signal of revolt. Numerous risings took
6, which were readily quelled, until one in Devonshire
imed alarming proportions. Ten thousand men 1n arms
e demands for relief in religious as well as temporal
tlers. TLord Russel, unable to meet them in the field,

Wilkins, IV. 26. Wilkins places
in 1547, which is evidently im-
ble. Burnet (II. 102) alludes to
dder 1549, which is much more
¥ t0 be correct.

. leur conseilloient donc de se
de peur de britler, ou de tomber
€8 pechez dont la seule pensée
otreur, Hnfin,ilsleur declaroient

franchement, Qu’ils tenoient pour Pa-
pistes et ennemis du Roy tous ceux
qui preferoient un celibat dangereux
5 un mariage pudique et honneste,
principalement ayant devant les yeux,
le saint exemple de deux archevéques
celebres, qui n’avoient point fait diffi-
oulté de se marier.—Sanders, Hist. du

Schisme, p. 319.

P e o e e My
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endeavored to gain time by negotiation, and off
their complaints. These were fifteen in num
several demanded the restoration of points 6 i
ligion, and one insisted on the revival of the 8
011 the1r refusal, another set was drawn up i
only were the SIX Articles called for, but ¢
provision enforcing the celibacy of the cler
likewise rejected ; but during the delay another 1'1
in Norfolk, reckoned at twenty thousand men, a
of less form1dftble dimensions 1n Yorkshlre
scattered the men of Devon, while the Karl of Hfg_:"._
ceeded in suppressing the rebels of Norfolk, when t}
of an amnesty caused the Yorkshiremen to dlsp j
The question of open resistance thus was settled:
and hig friends had now leisure to consolidate thei u a
and organize a system that should be permane
he and Ridley prepared with great care a series of
articles, embodying the faith of the church of Eng fj-
was adoPted by the convocation in 1552. Burnet g
1t as bringing the Anglican doctrine and worship 1;
It remained unaltered during the rest of Edward
under Elizabeth it was only modified verbally in
sion which resulted in the famous Thirty-nine m '
foundation stone of the Episcopalian edifice. Of #
two articles, the thirty-first declared that “BIS‘_
and deacons are not commanded by God’s law t
estate of a single life or to abstain from marrla.:‘
The canon law had thus invested the
clergy with all the sanctity that the union of
wife could possess. Yet still the deep-seated 6
the people as to the impropriety of such pr
mained, troubling the repose of those who had € o1
matrimony, and doubtless operating as a restr&
numbers of the imitators of Cranmer. The act
to a certain extent justified these prejudices by

——

..
I Burnet, II. 117-9. et diaconis non est mﬁ

batum voveant; neq
2 Burnet, II. Append. 217. In the coguntur matrimomoal

Latin version, “ Episcopis, presbyteris kins, IV. 76)
| ) $ «

- lr :
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iableness of a single life in the ministers of Christ, and
& resolved to remove every possible stigma by a solemn
bation of parliament. A bill was therefore prepared
specdily passed (Feb. 10th, 1552), which reveals how
e was the popular opposition, and how uncertain the
ton of the wives and children of the clergy. It declares
many took occasion from the words in the act formerly
dabout this matter, to say that it was only permitted, as
rand other unlawful things were, for the avoidance of
er evils, who thereupon spoke slanderously of such
jages, and accounted the children begotten in them to
stards. to the high dishonor of the King and Parliament,
he learned clergy of the Realm, who had determined
the laws against priests’ marriages were most unlawful
e law of God; to which they had not only given their
§ in the Convocation, but sioned it with their hands.
s slanders did also occasion that the Word of God was
heard with due reverence.” Tt was therefore enacted
It such marriages made according to the rules prescribed
B Book of Service should be esteemed good and valid,
that the children begot in them should be inheritable
ding to law.”

§till further confirmation of the question was designed
ody of ecclesiastical law which was for several years
eparation by various commissions appointed for the
%e. In this it was proposed to make the abrogation of
46y not a point of law but a matter of faith, for, in the
d Title, among the various heresies condemned is that
denics “ the lawfulness of marriage, particularly in the
§' This work, however, though completed, had not
geived the royal assent, when the death of Edward V1.

it to pass out of sight.®

; ool
dw. VI. c. 12 (Parl. Hist. I. | apply it not only to the priesthood
durnet, II. 192. but to the whole body of believers.

‘eurious to observe at the See “The Church and the World,”
tday the “Ritualistic” portion | edited by the Rev. Orby Shipley, 2d
English clergy adopt the same | edition, 1866, p. 161.

argument from the marriage

Of the Anglican ritual, and * Burnet, IT. 197.

e . T
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If the Protestants indulged in any day- dr
permanency of their institutions, they were
finding that a change of rulers was destined 1§
changes disastrous to their hopes. KEven h
Edward, on the 8th of August, 1683, afforded t
taste of what wags 1n store. Although Cranmer
the public ceremonies in Westminster Abbey sh
ducted according to the reformed rites, Qm—*:t—:ﬂa,1
resident in the Tower, had private obsequles perfo
the Roman ritual, where Gardiner celebrated an
in presence of the queen and some four hundre: m
When the incense was carried around after 1; o
chanced that the chaplain who bore it was a ug_'_;._-"
and the zealous Dr. Weston snatched it from hlm,
‘“ Shamest thou not to do thine office, having a wif
hast ? The queen will not be censed by such as

Trifling as was this incident, it foreboded 1;
come. Though Mary was not orowned until Oct
had issued writs for a parhament to assemble on
and as an entire change in the religious institut 'ﬁ 1
country was intended, we may not uncharitably b
assertion that every means of influence and intimid
employed to secure the return of rea,ctlonary
These efforts were crowned with complete suces
Houses had not sat for three weeks, when a b
down from the Lords repealing all the acts of Ed
concerning religion, and after a debate of sixX da,y |

the Commonsgs.2 -
The effect of this was of course to revive the statut

l‘
1 )

Six Articles, and to place all married priests at the 1
the queen ; a,nd as soon as she felt that she could saf f
cise her power, she brought it to bear upon th%
The Spanish marriage being agreed upon and the
insurrection of Sir Thomas Wyatt being suppres
recognized her own strength, and her Romanizing el

| =

1 Froude, Hist. Engl. Vol. VI. pp. | Weston was subsequently *
58-9. This story derwes additional | the Deanery of Windsord x

piquancy from the fact that this Dr. 2 1 Mary c. 2 (Parl. ]5[13 f;_j_
| —DBurnet, II 250, :
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sh had previously been somewhat restrained, became
jly manifested.  On the 4th of March, 1554, she issued
ter to her bishops, of which the object was to restore
ondition of affairs under Henry VIII., except that the
'_ prerogatives o< head of the church were expressly dis-
bed. Tt contained eighteen articles, to be strictly enforced
ghout a1] dioceses. Of these the seventh ordered that the
ops should by summary process remove and deprive all
sts who should have been married or lived scandalously,
estrating their revenues during the proceedings. Article
provided that widowers, or those who promised to Live
e strictest chastity, be treated with leniency, and receive
jos at some distance from their previous abode, being
erly supported meanwhile; while Article IX. directed
those who suffered deprivation should not on that account
llowed to live with their wives, and that due punishment
1d be inflicted for all contumacy.’

b time was lost in carrying out these regulations. By
Jth of the same month, a commission was already 1n ses-
at York, which cited the clergy to appear before 1t on
192th. Still more summary were the proceedings com-
ged against offenders of the highest class, designed and
fitted to strike terror into the hearts of the humbler par-
. On the 16th a commission was issued to the Bishops of
chester (Stephen Gardiner), London (Bonner), Durham,
isaphs, Chichester, and Landaff, to investigate the cases
1€ Archbishop of York and the Bishops of St. Davids,
ster, and Bristol, who, according™to report, had given a
) pernicious example by taking wives, in contempt of
0 the damage of their own souls, and to the scandal of
den. Any three of the commissioners were empowered
ammon the accused before them, and to ascertain the
‘of the report without legal delays or unnecessary CII-
dcution. If it were found correct, then they were autho-
10 remove the offenders at once and forever from their
ties, and also to impose penance at discretion. This was
I measure of justice, considering that the marriage of

| Burnet, II. Append. 264.
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these prelates had been contracted under s&nctm r
if that law had recently been repealed, that at leas
of conforming to the new order of things could
be denied; yet even this mockery of a trial was
withheld, for the congé d’élire for their SuCCesse
March 18th, only two days after the commi'_

pointed.!

During the summer, the bishops went on thei g
The articles prepared by Bonner for his dloceseﬁ :
among which we find directions to inquire r
e whether their pastors are married, and [
whether any communication or intercourse takes plac
also, whether any one, lay @
ventures to defend sacerdotal matrimony.* KHew
brethren could escape an inquisition so
though some controversy arose, and a few tracts

peop-

them and their wives;

in defence. of priestly marriage,

likely to shrink from the thorough prosecutwn ol

which they had undertaken.

W hen the convocation assembled in this year, 1t
fore to be expected that only orthodox oplmons w
Accordingly, the lower House pres
bishops an humble petition praying for the restoras
old usages, among the points of which are a:#f?gi%t |
ried priests be forcibly separated from their wive
those who endeavor to abandon their order be'§ s

exXPression.

special animadversion.

THE ANGLICAN CHURCH,

This clause shows that ﬂ
tunates preferred to give up their pOSlth]lS a:_-'?-
means of livelihood, rather than quit the wives t0 s**.j"

"'

4

such men as Bonne

t'

I,

._.‘

n

I Burnet, IT. 275 and Append. 2566.—
Rymer (T. XV. pp. 376-77) gives a
similar commission dated March 9th,
issued to Stephen Gardiner to eject
the canons and prebendaries of West-
minster in the same summary man-
ner. The proceedings throughout
England were doubtless framed on
these models.

2 Art. 2. Whether your parson, vi-
car, or any other ministring as priest
within your parish, have been or is
married or taken for married, not yet

separated from his cone
man taken for wife # Or
the one resorteth to the ga -:
secretly, or slanderouslyy
suppﬂrtmg, or finding t n‘f..'
wise, to the offence of t

Art 3. Whether ther
son, of what estate, GO
gree he be, that doth, ‘
privily, defend, maints !?
the marriage Of priests,
or bolding any personﬂ*
thereof.—Burnet, LI A
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Lworn fidelity, demanding, as we shall see, much subse-
bt conflicting legislation. The social complications result-
‘from the change of religion are also indicated in the
est that married nuns may be divorced, and that the
lended wives of priests have full liberty to marry again.’

verything being thus prepared, the purification of the
beh from married heretics was prosecuted with vigor. Arch-
Parker states that there were in HEngland some 16,000
gvmen, of whom 12,000 were deprived on this account,

= of them most summarily ; some on common report,

bout trial, others without being summoned to appear

e their judges, and others again while lying in jail for

obeying the summons. Some renounced their wives, and

8 yet deprived, while those who were deprived were also,

' forced to part with their wives. We can
ily believe that the most ordinary forms of justice were
aside, in view of the illegal and indecorous haste of the
eedings against the married bishops described above, but

ter’s estimate of the number of sufferers is greatly exagge-
I According to Dr. Tanner, in the diocese of Norfolk—
at one-eighth of the whole kingdom—there
Sonly 335 deprivations on this account; and at Y ork, from
I127th to December 20th, 1554, there were only fifty-one
ed2 It is probable, therefore, that the list throughout
land would not exceed three thousand ; yet when to these
ddded the hosts who no doubt succeeded in retaining
Fpositions by a compliance with the law in quietly put-
away their wives,® it will be seen that the privilege of
lage had been eagerly improved by the clergy, and that
nount of misery which it would be difficult to calculate
gaused by the enforcement of the canons.

ilkins, IV. 96-7.
met, I1. 276, I11. 225-6.

Pecimen of the form of restitu-
bscribed by those who were re-
O profession of amendment
Jentance has been preserved—
€as . .. I the said Robert do
ment and bewail my life past,
Qﬁ'ence by me committed ; in-
| firmly by God’s grace here-

after to lead a pure, chast, and con-
tinent life . . . and do here before my
competent judge and ordinary most
humbly require absolution of and
from all such censures and pains of
the laws as by my said offence and
ungodly behavior I have incurred and
deserved : promising firmly . . . never
to return to the said Agnes Staunton
as to my wife or concubine, &c¢.”—
(Wilking, IV. 104).
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All this was done by the royal authority,

ecclesiastical power usurped by
ing, it was highly irregular and

supremacy was yet in abeyance 1t could be aceo
At last, however, the kmgdom
reconciliation with Rome In calhng a parliament,
issued a circular letter to the sheriffs command .af
admonish the people to return members * of the

no other means.

—

and Catholic sort.”?

maintain its heretical rights.

powerful, and the reclamation

portant, to incur any peril by unseasonably 1 ﬁ
reparamon for Henry’s injustice.
rich prwrles the chantries, hogpitals, and colleges

fore left in the impious hands

nate enough to secure them,® and the miserable T
the religious orders were left to the conscience of k’

THE ANGLICAN CHURCH,

Her wishes were fulfilled,
year was out Cardinal Pole was installed with
powers, and Julius IIT. had issued his Bull of
reuniting England to the church from which sh
violently S(—iﬂ.rfe;]:ec'i2 An obedient parliament lost ng
repealing all statutes adverse to the claims of th&
but its subserviency had limits, and one class 1
rested in the reforms of Henry had su
The church la.nds
sold to laymen were not revendicated. Though ¢k
tions by which they had been acquired were Wh@ﬁ
though no duration of possession could bar the 1 ﬂh |
ble rights of the church, yet the nobles and count
men enrmhed by the spohatmn were 100 m

Henry VIII. St i
uncanonical, but as

ficient

-l

of the kingdom was
The abbatial 1

of those who had ol

I Parl. Hist. I. 616.

2 The Bull is dated December 24,
1554 (Wilkins, IV. 111). -—-—-Pa.rhament
repealed the attainder of Cardinal
Pole, November 22d, and on the 24th
he arrived in London as legate (Bur-
net, II. 291-2).

31 and 2 Phil. and Mary c. 8.
(Parl. Hist. I. 624). The titlé of the
bill shows that, though the Parliament
was almost emluswely Catholic, it |

was disposed to make

to Rome the price for
firmation of the abb
Bill for repealing all st
and provisoes made
Apostolique of Rome, Bl
Henry VIIIL, and for t
ment of all spmtua.l a.n tf 4
possessions and heredité
veyed to the laity. "—In f* |

Bull was read in parliame
ing this arrangement, _
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bmade haste to get rid of such fragments of the spoil as

heen retained by the crown.!

dinal Pole was not remiss in giving the sanction of the
] authority to all that had been done. Convoking a
u he issued in 1555 his Legatine Constitutions, by W]ill(}h
rriages of those included in the prohibited orders were
.'i, null and void. Such apostates were ordered to be
pated by eccleslastical censures and by whatever legal pro-
mlght be required; all who dared to justify such mar-

s or to obstinately remain in their unholy bonds were to
orously prosecuted and punished according to the ancient
s, which were revived and declared to be in full force in
¢ to prevent similar scandals for the future.* Asthe queen
pecial warrant had decreed that all canons adopted by
ds should have the full effect of laws binding on the
y, these constitutions at once restored matters to their
e condition.

was easy to pass decrees; it was doubtless gratifying to
married priests by the thouSa,nd and to grant their liv-

to hungry reactionaries or to the crowd of needy church-

whom Italy had ever ready to supply the spiritual wants
gollect the tithes of the faithful. All this was readily
"'plished, but the difficulty lay in overcoming the eternal
of human nature. The struggle to effect this com-
ed at once.

Was, indeed, hardly to be expected that those who had
d into matrimony with the full conviction of 1ts sanc-
j willingly abandon all intercourse with their wives,
igh they might yield a forced assent to the pressure of
WS, the prospect of poverty, and the certainty of infa-
punishment. Accordingly we find that the necessity at
rose of watching the ‘ reconciled” priests, who con-
'10 do in secret what they could no longer practise
. Some, indeed, found the restrictions so onerous that
deavored to release themselves from the bonds of the
_Iather than to submit longer to the separation from

: 8 Phil. and Mary, c. 4. 2 Card. Poli Constit. Legat. Decret.:
8t. pp. 626-8.) v. (Wilkins, IV. 800.)

'Z ) 2
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their wives;

from the mysteries

the law.’
Notwithstanding all this

and ecclesiastical, the

properly observed
purpose. Thus the prohibition

orders was formally renewed.

who had undergone penance and had been restore
persisted 1n holding intercourse
irrevocably of their of
admitted to lay communion—thus reversing the E
‘As all priests who had be
ried were obnoxious to theé people, they were to
at least, on account of the
of ministers, to act only as curates, and to be inca
holding benetices antil a thorough course of penane

were to be deprived

dinal Pole’s injunctions.
from the priesthood; or,
have washed away their sins.
they to officiate in the

ried, but were to
miles, and 1if ‘detected 1n

they were to incur severe punishment, a single
words being sufficient to call down the penalty.
the observance of these rules, all synods were dir
make special inquiry into thel

were thus to exist under a
mercy of inimical
be considered

THE ANGLICAN CHU

and this apparently threatened 3_' *
‘n the ranks of the clergy that Cardinal
of Canterbury, in 1556, forbade the withdrayal
and functions of the &1’5&1‘;"

legislation, royal, §
question refused to settle its
convocation which assembled on the 1st of '
was obliged to publish an elaborate series of
Jemonstrated that previous ena | elill

or that they
of marriage to those:

Jioceses wherein they had bé
be removed to

ives of these unfort n
perpetual surveillance
spies and informers.? This
. moderate expiation for men

v l|1 .l '.

5

B
Ve

\ -
e
- ‘HJ

| .J :
L 6
yarl
e el LT

octments had eith‘."i'
had failed in effect

Jyuch of the marrie

with their separatf
ice and ©

Even then, in no €a

o distance of at leg

i

| « That none of those priests that
were, under the pretence’ of lawfull
matrimony, married, and now recon-
ciled, do privilie resorte to their pre-
tensed wives, or suffer the same to re-
sorte unto them. And that those
priests do in 1o wise henceforth with-

A
drawe themselves from thel
and office of priesthodde 1
paine of the lawes. ’—Po0l€

tions in Diocese of
kins, IV. 146). 3

2 Wilkins, IV. 157
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s of fierce religious convictions, possessed that flexibility
which enabled them to change their belief with every
astic accident.

f the rigid rules now introduced were successful in no-
jo else, they at all events succeeded in restoring the old
'_‘les with the old canons. Denied the lawful gratification
juman instincts, the clergy immediately returned to the
its which had acquired for them so much odium in times
tand the rulers of the church at once found themselves
arked in the sempiternal struggle with immorality in all
shapes and disguises. The convocation of 1557, which
ed the stringent regulations just quoted, was also obliged
yromuloate articles concerning the residence of women
ipriests, and the punishment of licentiousness, similar to
¢ which we have seen reproduced so regularly for ten
iries. Cardinal Pole, too, in his visitation of the same
‘directed inquiries to be made on these points in a man-
thich shows that they were existing, and not merely anti-
ed evils.! '

rtunately for the character of the Anglican clergy, the
bof reaction was short. On the 17th of November, 1558,
0 Mary closed her unhappy life, and Cardinal Pole fol-
1 her within sixteen hours. The Marian persecution
€en long enough and sharp enough to give to heresy all
actmns of martyrdom, thus increasing its fervor and
ging its circle of earnest disciples; and the sudden ter-
100 of that persecution, before it had time to accomplish
Ik of extirpation, left the reformers more zealous and
ous than ever. Heresy had likewise been favored by
Scontent of the people arising from the disastrous and
Ve war with France, which aided the improvident
tion of the church lands in impoverishing the exche-
- d I exacting heavy subsidies from the nation, repaid
cruelty and misfortune. Dread of Spanish mﬂuence
i a firm hold of the imagination of the masses, while
3 ch 1tself was especlally unpopular, as the conviction

| Wilkins, IV. 169.
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was general that the ill-success of Mary’s admi a

attributable to the control exercised by ecclesia;"_

public affairs. Under such auspices, the royal poy
into the hands of a princess who, though by natu
to the Catholic faith and disposed to tread in the fe
her father, was yet placed by the circumstances of
in implacable hostility to Rome, and who
only on the tenure of waging eternal warfare with
The reformers felt that the doom of Catholicis
Emerging from their hiding-places and hastening b
exile, the religious refugees proceeded at once to pre
rites of Bdward VI. Elizabeth, however, aftés
some changes in the Roman observances,
of December, all further innovations until
Parliament, which was convoked for January 23, 15

Parliament assembled on the appointed day
the 8th of May. It at once passed acts resuming th

stical crown lands and restoring the royal Sups
ecclesiastical matters, and it repealed all of
concerning the power of the papacy. Several i‘i{'i_i:_
adopted modifying the religion of the kingdom, wit
of discovering some middle term which should
people in a common form of belief and worship:;ﬁ
to avoid all extremes, it negatived the measures in
by the ardent friends of the Reformation, 'and;_:fr‘
unsuccessful attempts was one which restored all pr:
had been deprived on account of marriage. This
was laid aside by the special command of the queen

The question of clerical marriage was thus left &
perplexed and unsatisfactory condition. The S1X
had been repealed by Edward VI, and had been
revived by Mary; but Mary’s efforts had been to €
independent jurisdiction of the church, and she hadi
not continued to regard the Six Articles as
canons of synods and the legatine constitutions
the law of her ecclesiastical establishment.
1z . 1,2 4. (Parl. Hist. I 646-T6NN
2 Burnet, 1I. 386-95. ;

-




wept away,

v married men.

fum in medio.

t length

nfirm her decree.

JONNIVANCE AT SACERDOTAL MARRIAGE.

201

a statute to fill the void was refused, and men
e left to draw their own deductions and act at their own
I, Blizabeth refused the sanction of law to sacerdotal
iiage, and would not restore the deprived priests, yet she
pot enforce any prohibitory regulations, and even promoted
Dr. Parker, the religious adviser of
Boleyn who had left him in charge of her daughter’s
"‘tual education, was married, and one of Hlizabeth’s ear-
acts was to nominate him for the vacant primacy of Can-
ury, which after long resistance he was forced to accept.
uncertmnty of the situation and the anxiety of those
ested are well illustrated by a letter to Dr. Parker, dated
il 30th, just before the rising of Parliament, from D
ﬁ, afterwards Bishop of Worcester: “The bill is in hand
gstore men to their livings; how it will speed I know not
Nihil est statutum de conjugio sacerdotum, sed tanquam
Lever was married now of late.
n's majesty will wink at it, but not stablish 1t by law,
gh is nothing else but to bastard our children.”
KElizabeth made up her mind, and in the exercise
ier royal supremacy she asked for no act of Parliament
Archbishop Parker has the credit of
f-the most efficient agent in overcoming her repugnance
measure, and the ungmcious manner in which she
accord@d the permission shows how strong were the
1ces which he had to encounter.
i a series of ‘“Injunctions to the Clergy and Laity”

The

In June, 1559, she

net, IT. Append. 332.—Sanders
0f fail to make the most of this
0 legalize priestly marriage by
arllament and of the hesita-
ﬁh rendeled the final decision
itoleration and not an appr oval.

buvea.u clergé composé d’Ap(JL
8 Seculiers ne songeoit qu’aux
il ticha de faire approuver
mx le mariage des evéques et
Noines et de::. autres ministres
Hllses et dedeclarerlegitimes
WIS qui en estoient issus; mais
ﬂt venir 3 bout, parcequa la
Aroissoit indigne du ministere
B et prejudu:mble a ’Estat.

Edouard VI. par arrest du Parlement
avoit cassé toutes les prohibitions ca-
noniques et civiles touchant le mariage
des religieux et des clercs. Marie fit
revoquer cet arrest; maintenant les
Novateurs font tous leurs efforts pour
en obtenir le rétablissement, mais en
vain. Cependant par tolerance et non
par edict ils ne laissent pas de se ma-
rier par tout le royaume, une, deux
et jusqu’ & trois fois, malgré les ca-
nons. . . . Comme done ils se tronvent
chargez d’enfans, il faut que pour les
élever et les enrichir, ils pillent et les
peuples et les benefices.”—Hist. du
Schisme, pp. 453—4.
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which restored the national religion to nearly i .
tion as that adopted by Edward VI, and it is'e
observe that when she comes to speak of sacerdof
mony, she carefully avoids the responsibility
it herself, but assumes that the law of Edward is
All that she does, therefore, 1s to surround it with J‘
tions and restrictions as shall prevent its abuse,
this form had perhaps the advantage of establishing
gality of all pre-existing marriages, yet the ,1
mulgated were degrading in the highest degree, and th
assigned for permitting it could only be regarded as
a stigma on every pastor who confessed the weaknes;

flesh by seeking a wife.!

From the temper of these regulations 1t 1s manifes
Elizabeth yielded to the advice of her counsellors ar
pressure of the times, she did not give up her p
victions or prejudices, and that she desired to m

THE ANGLICAN CHURCH. '

j :|l.
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! Royal Injunctions of 1559, Art.
xx1x. “ Although there be no prohi-
bition by the word of God, nor any
example of the primitive church, but
that the priests and ministers of the
church may lawfully, for the avoiding
of fornication, have an honest and
sober wife, and that for the same
purpose the same was by act of Parlia-
ment in the time of our dear brother
King Edward the Sixth made lawful,
whereupon a great number of the
clergy of this realm were married and
so continue ; yet, because there hath
grown offence and some slander to
the church, by lack of discreet and
sober behavior in many ministers of
the church, both in chusing of their
wives and undiscreet living with
them, the remedy whereof is neces-
sary to be sought; it is thought
therefore very necessary that no man-
ner of priest or deacon shall hereafter
take to his wife any manner of woman
without the advice and allowance
first had upon good examination by
the bishop of the same diocese and
two justices of the peace of the same
shire dwelling next to the place where
the same woman hath made her most
abode before her marriage ; nor with-
out the goodwill of the parents of the

said woman if she have any
two of the next of her kinsfo
lack of the knowledge of su¢
master or mistress where she
And before she shall be cont
any place, he shall make a¢
certain proof thereof to the
or to the congregation asse
that purpose, which shall
some holyday where diver
present. And if any shall
wise, that then they shall no
mitted to minister either th
the sacraments of the chu
shall be capable of any ecele
benefice. And for the ma
any bishops, the same shall b
and approved by the metro
the province and also by S
missioners as the Queens
thereunto shall appoint. &
master or dean or any he:
college shall purpose to
same shall not be allowed
such to whom the visitatl
same doth properly belong, W
in any wise provide that
turn not to the hindrance
house.”’—( Wilkins, I'V. 160

See also a letter of Theod

),

Zurich Letters, p. 247 (Fé&
Publications). :
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Hage of her clergy as unpopular and disagreeable as
le. Even the haughty spirit of the Tudor, however,
i not restrain the progress which had now fairly set 1n.
% around her who controlled the public affairs were all
mitted to the Reformation, and were resolved that every
_; gained should be made secure. When, therefore, in
3 there was published a recension of the Forty-two
'les issued by Edward V1.1 1552, resulting 1n the well-
Wi Thirty-nine Articles of the Church of England, care
faken that the one relating to the liberty of marriage
Id be made more emphatic than before. Not content
L the simple proposition of the original that ¢ Bishops,
its, and deacons are not commanded by God’s law either
yw the estate of a single life, or to abstain from marriage,”
smphatic corollary was added, *“ Therefore it is lawful for
L as for all other Christian men to marry at their own
otion, as they shall judge the same to serve better to
liness”'—such as we find it preserved to the present day,
jis was not an empty form. Not only the right to marry
gir own discretion, thus expressly declared, did much to
ge them from the degrading conditions laid down by the
B, but the revival and strengthening of the article marked
fory gained over the reaction. W hen, in 1559, the queen
inted a commission to visit all the churches of KEngland
nforce compliance with the order of things then existing,
ticles prepared for its guidance enjoin no investigation
pinions respecting priestly marriage, showing that to be

jen question, concerning which every man might hold
ivate belief.2 After the adoption of the Thirty-nine Ar-

English version, as given | of Supererogation (Arts. xi. and xix.)
thet (Vol. II. Append. 9217), | would have sufficed, so far as principle
e 42 articles, of which this | was concerned.

B T L R
3, this being’the 32d, which 1s | TOASSI0N. 3 % ’Ehe comm'en?ement' of
Bingement  accor diu’g Ll the Court of High Commission, 'whwh
d of the Anglican church. played so lamentable a Part in the
Specific declaration in a special troubles’ of ke sqﬂqeed:mg i o
B 1000ssity which was The result of its visitation in 1559
dlace the matter beyond con- shows how little real conviction ex-
B88 & rule of practice. The isted among the clergy who had been

exposed to the capricious persecutions

3 on Justificati ks |
% feabion:sam. Woske of alternating rulers. Out of 9400
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ticles, however, this latitude was no 1onger allow
Arohblshop Parker’s articles of 1nstruction for ¢
of that year enumerate, among the heretical do
inquired after, the assertion that the Word of Go d
abstinence from marriage on the part of mini st
church.! With both Catholics and Protestants# h
had thus become definitely a point of belief.
Yet Elizabeth never overcame her repugnance*
riage of the clergy, nor 1is if, perha,ps, to be wong
when we consider her geneml aversion to sa;
others the matrimony which she was herself alw:
with and never contracting. W hen she made her*
‘both sexes suffer for any lem*ahzed indiscretions of
it is scarcely surprising that she always looked w u'}
on those of the clergy who availed themselves of £ 1]
lece which circumstances had extorted from ]:ner,r
she would fain have withheld. When Archbishej
ventured to remonstrate with her on her poplsh
she sharply told him that “she repented of having ¢
married bishops.” This was a cutting 1‘6']10111(161!*i
more pointed was the insolence from which hls
vices could not protect his wife. The first
visited the archiepiscopal palace, on her departure sh
to thank Mrs. Parker. ‘“And you—madam 1 x
you, mistress I am ashamed to call you, so i kn
to call you—Dbut, howsoever, I thank you.” So ins
on her progress of 1561, she found great fault wit] f_";_'
riage of the clergy, and especlally with the number
and children in cathedrals and colleges; and shaﬁ '_1'7
forthwith to banish them by an order addressed o8
bishops of Canterbury and York, commanding t '
no woman should resort to the lodﬂ‘mgs of such 1
on any pretext? To these influences, perhaps, Wi,

|-I rs
_fgn

beneficiaries in England under Mary, | to assume that the hlg
but 14 bishops, 6 abbots, 12 deans, 12 | at least had not been ’Q’ |
archdeacons, 15 heads of colleges, 50 | their positions. il
prebendaries,and 80 rectors of parishes | 053,
had abandoned their preferment on Wilkins, IV.
account of Protestantism (Burnet, Vol. | 2 Strickland, Life of

II. Append. 217), and of these it is fair [ beth, chap. 1V. ~.-

Piga A
...
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bie the last relic of clerical celibacy enforcéd among Pro-
Ltants, that of the Fellows of the English Universities.

iMhe same spirit which rendered the marriage of a pastor
endent on the approbation of the neighboring squires
'sed the retention of ancient rules, which prove the pro-
and distrust still entertained as to the discretion and morality
 the clergy, and the difficulty with which the Anglican
jurch threw off the traditions of Catholicism. Thus, even
11571, Grindal, Archbishop of York, promulgates a modifi-
ion of the canon of Nicsea, forbidding the residence with
married ministers of women under the age of sixty, except
latives closely connected by blood.

lAlthough sacerdotal marriage was now fully sanctioned by
e organic canon law of the church, yet it was still exposed
Lserious impediments of a worldly character. When thus
swned upon by her who was In reality, if not in name,
ipreme Head of the church ; when the wife of the primate
mself could be exposed to such indelible impertinence;
hen the marriage of every unfortunate parson was subjected
) degrading conditions, and when it was assumed that his
pide must be a woman at service, the influences affecting the
_trimonial alliances of the clergy must have been of the
orst description. The higher classes ot society would natu-
llly model their opinions on those of the sovereign, while
8 lower orders had not as yet shaken off the prejudices in
Wor of celibacy, implanted in them by the custom of cen-
ties. Making due allowance for polemical bitterness, there
therefore no doubt much truth in the sarcastic account
hich Sanders gives of the wives of the Elizabethan clergy.
ikine advantage of the refusal of Parliament to formally
galize such marriages—a refusal which could not but greatly
€ct the minds of the people—he assumes that the wives
re concubines and the children illegitimate in the eyes of
Blaw; consequently decent women refused to undergo the
L.:_quy attached to a union with a minister of the chureh,
10 was therefore forced to take as his spouse any one

TN s . 2 ; : !
Nﬂ_ minister (being unmarried) | be their mother, sister, aunt, or niece.”
in his house any woman un- | —Wilkins, V. 269.

tthe age of sixty years, except she
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who would consent to accept him. The lees
were ostracized; not received at court, and sh
way the dlgmtles of their husbands, they were
at home for the mere gratification of animal
members of universities had been wholly unsucces :

&

the learned precincts.!

Such a state of feeling could not but react most 1nj
on the character of the great body of the clergy. I
them of the respect due to their sacred calhng,

quently reduced them to the

was accorded to them. How long this lasted, and &
rially 1t degraded the ministers of Christ as a bo
be questioned by any one who recalls the descriptior
rural clergy in the brilliant third chapter of Macanl

In 1686 an author complamsﬂ |
rector is an ObJ ect of contempt and ridicule for all a

rank of the neighboring peasants; that gentle bl s:

tory of England.

THE ANGLICAN CHURCH,

orts to obtain the same license, which was only'
the heads of colleges, under condltlon that their wiy
reside elsewhere, and should rarely pollute with the r

T
L ..'

qjii

i;' -;:

I
_ .-I 1‘

_1'._.

level of such scant 1

'|.'

¢ Or,non seulement les Catholiques
mais Ies Protestans mesme refusoient
de telles personnes pour leurs gendres.

Premierement 3 cause de la honte
qui est attachée a la qualité de femme
de Prétre.

En second lieu, parceque par les loix
du Royaume ces mariages ne sont point
permis, et par consequent les enfans
qul en naissent sont illegitimes.

En troisiéme lieu, ¢’est que les fem-
mes et les enfans de ces gens-1a n’ont
aucune part au rang et & la dignité de
leurs maris et de leurs peres; car la
femme d’un Archevéque, d’un Evéque
ou d’un Prelat Anglais ne participe
pas plus aux honneurs de son mari
que sa concubine. Aussi la Reine ni
les Princesses ne regoivent point les
visites des femmes mesme des Arche-
veéques; de sorte que leurs époux sont
contraints de les garder chez eux
comme des secours d’intemperance.
Les honnestes filles dedalgnant donc
de si desavantageux mariages, ils es-
toient obligez de prendre des femmes

e i‘.
i
- 14

telles qu’ils les rencontroient:
gistrat Civil refrena ennp
cence. Les suppots des Un
qui sont en grand nombr&’
terre, corrompus par 1’0131.
I’abondance, vouloient se pr
temps, et se marier ; mais ’?
encore trop d’mcﬂnvenlan
que 1’on restraignit cette 53
seuls Principaux, & condition
Que leurs femmes h}germe
Colleges et n’y entreroient ¢
ment.”’—Hist. du thlSmﬁ;

The only edition of Sande
to which I have access is
lation of Maucroix (Pariﬁ,
which the savage crudities 0
ginal are somewhat saftened
much allowance must be made
statements of so keen a pal

one who had suffered so -=
those whom he satirized, yet
man of too much shrewdne
statements which his cont-e

| of foundation,

could recognize as eutlreljm
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held polluted by any connection with the church, and that
rls of cood family were taught with equal earnestness not to
BTy clergymen, nor to sacrifice their reputation by amorous

fiscretions —two misfortunes which were commonly re-

dded as equal

Thus eagerly accepted and grudgingly bestowed, the Privi-
marriage established itself in the Church of England
ather than as a right; and the evil influences

thus fostered were not extinguished for

ve Of
Leonnivance T
ithe prejudices
ANy generations.

Lord Macaulay attributes the de-
_ graded position of the clergy to their
arius contemnitur et fit ludibrio. | indigence and want of influence.
ntis et familie nitor sacris ordini- | These causes doubtless had their ef-
§ pollutus censetur: feeminisque | feot, but the peculiar repugnance to-
alitio insignibus unicum inculca- | wards clerical marriage ascribed to all
» gmpius preeceptum, ne modestiz | respectable women had a deeper origin
pfragium faciant, aut (quod idem | than simply the beggarly stipends
“hus tam delicatulis sonat) ne cle- -attached to the majority of English
) se nuptas dari patia.ntur.-——'l‘.. livings.
ood, Anglie Notitia (Macaulay’s |
. Engl. chap. 1L ). |

" A causidico, medicastro, ipsaque
s6oum farragine, ecclesiz rector aut
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THE SCOTTISH REFORMATION.

THE contest which secured the freedom of marria
Anglican clergy was prolonged and intricate. ’I‘he
was simpler in Scotland, where the Reformation wa
posed to vicissitudes so numerous and so a,brupt
therefore, but briefly detain our attention.
Lollardism had not been confined to the southern g pe
the Island. It had penetrated into Scotland, a,nd
celved the countenance of those whose position and
were well calculated to aid in its dissemination m
people. In 1494, thirty of these heretics, known as
Lollards of Kyle " were prosecuted before Ja,mes
Robert Blacater, Archbishop of Glasgow. Their
be estimated from the fact that they escaped the punisk
due to their sins by the favor of the monarch, “ for i:f'f;:::
them were his great familiars.” The thirty- four artic
acousation brought against them are mostly ka L.
tendency, and their views on the question of Gellb
manifested in the twenty-second article which accuses
of asserting “That Priests may have wives accordi_: |
constitution of the Law and of the Primitive
Chureh:!
The soil was thus ready for the plough of the Refo
while the temper of the Scottish race gave warrant that
the mighty movement should reach them, it would be m¢
by that stern and uncompromising spirit which alm;.
satisfy conscientious and fiery bigots, who would regal
half-measures as pacts with Satan. Nor was there lat
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CORRUPTION OF THE SCOTTISH CHURCH. 809

1se to excite in the minds of all men the desire for
o and effectual reform. Corruption had extended
rough every Abre of the Scottish church as foul and as
l.pervading as that which we have traced throughout the
et of Christendom.

INot long after the year 1530, and before the new heresy
hd obtained a foothold, William Arith, a Dominican, ventured

§ assail the vices of his fellow churchmen. In a sermon
reached at St. Andrews, with the approbation of the heads
the universities, he alluded to the false miracles with which
people were deceived, and the abuses practised at shrines
ywhich credulous devotion was invited. ¢ As of late dayes,”
-: proceeded, “our Lady of Karsgreng hath hopped from one
Feen hillock to another: But, honess men of St. Andrewes,
f ye love your wives and daughters, hold them at home, or
Jse send them in good honest company ; for if ye knew what
jiracles were wrought there, ye would thank neither ,God
or our Lady.” In another sermon, arguing that the dis-
eders of the clergy should be subjected to the jurisdiction
£ the civil authorities, he introduced an anecdote respecting
vior Patrick Hepburn, afterwards Bishop of Murray. That
jrelate once, 1 MerTy discourse with his gentlemen, asked of
hem the number of their mistresses, and what proportion
f the fair dames were married. The first who answered con-
Bssed to five, of whom two were bound m wedlock ; the next
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0 <o on until the turn came to Hepburn himself, who, proud

his bonmnes fortumnes, declared that although he was the
joungest man there, his mistresses numbered twelve, of
fhom seven were men’s wives! Yet Arith was a good
Jatholic, who, on being driven from Scotland for his plain
peaking, suffered imprisonment in England under Henry
IIIT. for maintaining the supremacy of the pope.

THOW little concealment- was thought requisite with regard
) these scandals is exemplified in the case of Alexander

ferrers, which occurred about the same time. Taken prisoner

e
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joasted of seven, with three married women among them;

Fh'e English and smmured for seven years in the ‘Tower ik




4 By,

510 THE SCOTTISH REFORMATIO-N??;
London, he returned home to find that his wife h
soled and his substance dissipated in hig absencé .-i'
boring priest, for the which cause he not unnatura 1
more liberally of priests than they could bear.” ;
heresy was spreading, and severe measures of repres -
considered necessary. It therefore was not dlficm
the man’s disrespectful remarks construed as S&VQ}:
‘theranism, and he was accordingly brought up for ¢y
Andrews. The first article of accusation read a"'
that he despised the Mass, whereto he answered,
more Masses 1n eight dayes than three bishops th
say 1n a yeare.” The next article accused him of conte
the sacraments. . “ The priests,” replied he, “Were
contemnors of the sacraments, espec1a]ly of ma
““ And that he witnessed by many of the priests ther
and named the man’s wife with whom they had medd:
especially Sir John Dungwaill, who had seven year&
abused his own wife and consumed his substance, ¢
because I complain of such injuries, I am here sum
and accused as one that is Worthy to be burnt: F '''
sake, said he, will ye take wives of your own, th, ol
others whom ye have abused may be revenged om
Old Gawain Dunbar, Bishop of Aberdeen, not rehs -
public accusation, sought to justify hlmself exe L,
‘ Carle, thou Shalt not know my wife;” but the ¥
turned the tables on him, ¢ My lord, ye are t00 old,;
the grace of God I shall drmk with your daughter 01
part.” ‘ And thereat there was smiling of the best I
laughter of some, for the bishop had a daughter marrie
Andrew Balfour in that town.” The prelates who sat ing
ment found that they were exchanging places Wl
accused, and fearful of further revelations from the re€
Alekander, commanded him to depart; but he
each one should contribute something to replace thé'
which his wife’s paramour had consumed, and ﬁnally,
his evil tongue, they paid him and bade hIIIl begone."
All prelates, however, were not so sensitive. Wh
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PUBLIC SCANDALS OF THE PRELATES. oilil

thal Beatoun, Archbishop of St. Andrews, primate of Scot-

and, and virtual governor of the realm, about the year 1546

-a,rl‘ied his eldest daughter to the eldest son of the Karl of

pawford, he caused the nuptials to be celebrated with regals
Jagnificence, and in the marriage articles, signed with his

wn hand, he did not hesitate to call her “my daughter.” 1t

s not difficult, therefore, to credit the story that the night

Jefore his assassination was passed with his mistress, Marion

Joilby, who was seen leaving his chamber not long before

Jorman Leslie and Kirkaldy of Grange forced their way into

is castle! His successor in the see of St. Andrews, John

familton, was equally notorious for his licentiousness; and

ien wondered, not at his immorality, but at his taste 1n pre-

arring to all his other concubines one whose only attraction
gemed to be the zest given to sin by the fact that she was the
ife of one of his kindred.?

Mhis is testimony from hostile witnesses, and we might per-
aps impugn their evidence on that ground, were it not that
de Catholic Church of Scotland itselt admitted the aban-
oned morals of its members when the rapid progress of Cal-
finism at length drove it in self-defence to attempt a reform
thich was its only chance of salvation. In the last Parliament
jeld by James V. before his death in 1542, an act was passed
xhorting the prelates and ecclesiastics in general to take mea-
ires “ for reforming of ther lyvis, and for avoyding of the
pin sclander that is gevin to the haill estates throucht the
pirituale mens ungodly and dissolut lyves.”® Nothing was
den done in spite of this solemn warning, though the counte-
ance afforded to the Reformers by the Regent Arran, strength-
med by his alliance with Henry VILL, was daily causing the
Bresy to assume more fearful proportions. W hen, there-
e, the Catholic party, rallying after the murder of Cardinal
gatoun, at length triumphed with the aid of France, and sent

& Buchanan. Rer. Scot. Hist. Lib. |integram, mec alia re quam proca-
5 Robertson, Hist. of Scot. B. [I.— | citate insignem, a marito, propinquo
10%, 12, suo et gentili, abductam, prope In
e - > 2]

© " In omnia vitia preeceps ierat, e I}EDHS JEEIEEE loco habebat.” — Bu-
itis concubinis, hane Sempliam, Cnanan il
¢ forma decoram, nec fama alioqui( ® Wilkins, IV. 207.




