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BIOGRAPHICAL NOTICE

or

"JOHN PHILPOT, B.C.L.

Tre life of the excellent man, whoge Examinations and
literary remains occupy the present volume, was not ‘through-
out an eventful one. Its main interest is gathered up into
its closing period. For, although the whole of the history
of Jonn PuiLror was cast in with times which were them-
selves most eventful, yet the part’ which he himself took
was conspicuous only towards the end of his career.

He was born in the year 1511, his father being Sir
Peter Philpot, knight of the bath, of Compton, in Hampshire,
who was twice sheriff of that county; and who, availing him-
self of the contiguity of his residence to Winchester, resolved
to give his son, from an eaily period of his youth, the benefits
of the education which Wykeham’s school presented. The
son appears to have early manifested a love of learning, and
abilities more than -respectable; and of the incidents that
might support this opinion, one is preserved by Strype, who

yTelates that at « Wickham College he ‘profited in learning
80 well, that he laid a wager of twenty pence with John
Harpsfield, that he would make two hundred verses in one
night, and not make above three faults in them. Mr Thomas
Tuchyner, schoolmaster next ‘before Mr White, was judge .;
and adjudged the twenty pence to Mr Philpot.” The study
of languages seems to have been the pursuit most congenial
to his taste; and if we may form any conclusion from the
anecdote just recited, classical reading, and the poetical
part of it, was the department of learning in which his
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genius excelled. His fondness for the Greek and Latin
languages, probably, fed him to acquaint himself in com-
parative youth with the theology that is contained in the
writings of those early divines to whom, on account of their
high antiquity, we are accustomed to concede the appellation
of « Fathers:” and it cannot be doubted, that the just view
which he took of their sentiments on many of the hitigated
topics of his day was to be referred, as in part to his naturally
sound judgment, so, in an important degree, to the foundation
of classical learning which had been securely laid at school. |
But it seems to have been in Hebrew that Philpot
made the greatest proficiency; and as the .text-book for the
study of that language, and almost the only literature it
contains, is the holy Seripture of the old testament, we may
conclude that his mind, by continually dwelling upon that
sacred book in his cultivation of the language which he ad-
mired, gradually opened, under divine guidance, to the true
meaning of its contents. And as the old testament is the key
to the new, it may thus have happened that his study of the
Hebrew language contributed to that enlightened interpreta-
~ tion' of the gospel records, which was at once a striking
contrast to the darkness of the minds of churchmen in those
days, and also, as a reprover of that darkness, the instru-
ment which conducted him to martyrdom. It is not a little
remarkable, however, that his study of Hebrew was seri-
ously adduced by a bitter opponent, as an early proof of the
tendency of his mind to what was eccentric. The intention
of Philpot, at.first, was to pursue the civil law; which cir-
cumstance, viewed in conjunction with his Hebrew acquire-
ments, drew from Persons, a virulent papist of that day, the
following singular remark: ¢ Foxe noteth that he gave him-
self to the study of tongues, especially to the Hebrew
tongue, which, he being a lawyer, doth well shew, that even
__ then he was touched with some humour of new fancres, the
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Hebrew tongue being little needful to- that professton’.”
Buat what eoald be more unreasonable, than to find materials of
quarrel against another, because in his capacity as a christian
man, and without any reference to the professiomal use to
whieh soch a study might afterwards beeome subservient, he
had determined to acquamnt himself with the language in
which ¢ holy men” of old wrote and “spake as they were
moved by the Holy Ghost? |

We learn from Antony 3 Wood, the Oxford antiquarian,
that Philpot was admitted true fellow” of New -College in
the year 1534°; and from a note by the editor of a late
reprint of Wood, that he took the degree of B.C.L. about
the same time. If that date be correct, he must have been
elected from Winchester at an age somewhat later than is
now usual; or the time of his being a probationary fellow
must have been prolonged beyond the present practice: the
former supposition being the most probable, because the length
of the .probatiomary period mmst have been fixed by the
statutes, and therefore could not be vanable. The same
historian tells us that Philpot “had a civilian’s place there;”
by which is to be understood, that the fellowship which he
held was one on the *law” foundation, which was eriginally
designed by the founder for the cultivation of that science;
though the holders of these fellowships were them, as now,
permitted to pursue theology and take holy orders. And
this may have been the only ground for the ill-natured re-
mark of Persons above related, who may have been ignorant
of that which Philpot was ever aware of, that hs accept-
ance of a law-fellowship did mot bind him to follow that
profession, and was therefore entirely consistent with the
mtention, whether then or subsequenmtly formed, of entermg
into the christian ministry.

» ¢« Three Converstons,™ iii. 287.
* Collier’s Eccl. Hist. Vel. iv. p. 240.
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_Of the events which made up the history of the ensuing
eight years of his life, we have no record ; the next account
of him being the forfeiture of his fellowship in 1541, which
¢« fell void,” says Wood, “because of absence, being then on
his travels.” An incidental notice of these travels occurs in
his *“Examinations,” where one of the civil commissioners,
Dr Saverson, reminds Philpot that-he had met with him abroad
some time before. With what view he had gone upon foreign
travel, may with tolerable certainty be concluded, if we con-
sider the state of his own mind and the circumstances of
the period during which he was an absentee from England.
In the very year in which he was made an actual fellow of
his college, the papal supremacy in England was annulled
by parliament, and that of the king recognised; the quarrel
of Henry the eighth and of England with Rome became irre-
eoncileable ; the parliament' declared its own authority to
‘abrogate, null, amplify, diminish, or dispense with all human
laws - of this realm,” and forbad the payments of faculties
formerly made to the see of Rome ; the oath of supremacy
to the king, under whom these ominous changes were made,
was imposed; and the determination of purpose with . which
it was to be exacted, was made conspicuous by the com-
mittal to the tower of two recusants, though found among
the highest orders both in church and state; and finally,
a complete edition of Luther’s translation of the bible had
come out. These occurrences had all been crowded into one
year, 1534: and if we pass on to that immediately follow-
ing, when we find the protestants so advanced in resoluteness
as to refuse to attend the pope’s summons to any council
which might be convened in Italy, and behold the Refor-
mation making progress in Geneva and Poland; we shall

1 MS. Hist. of the persons educated at New College, Oxford, Bodl.
MS, Rawl. Misc. 130, fol. 55, where he is termed ¢ Constans Martyr pro
Verbo Dei, regnante Maria regina.’
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perceive, in the events which only these two years developed,
a character so plainly predictive of some mighty movement
in things religious which the world should ere long witness,
that, without pursuing the inquiry into subsequent years, we
shall see abundant reasons why Philpot should desire at least
a temporary absence from home.

This then appeared to be a convenient period for seeking
the advantages of foreign travel, to improve and expand his
mind. He would escape from times that were troublous, and
from the thorny (and usually unproductive) field of controversy.
His absence excused him from witnessing the commencement
of these days; but providence ‘designed him both to witness and
share the hottest portion of them. Italy was the country into
which he travelled ; and there he dwelt principally at Rome :
at all events some considerable period must have been passed
in that city; for we find one of his opponents attempting to
account for Philpot’s aversion to certain tenets of the Romish
faith, from the corruption of manners which he had witnessed
during his stay in that city, which had created a disgust
towards the religion. Whilst travelling in Italy, the frank-
ness of his disposition engaged him in conversation with
those whom he met; and as his mind was full of the ab-
sorbing subjects of religious truth, he naturally adverted to
it in his conferences with fellow-travellers. On one occasion,
sailing from Venice to Padua, he encountered a Franciscan
friar, one who passed for a man of no common learning with
his own people; but whom Philpot satisfactorily sifted, so
as to pronounce him to be nothing more than a man well
instructed in the scholastic subtilties of his day. With this
friar Philpot held a discussion, which, while it enabled the
latter to gage with exactness the theological depth of his
opponent, so irritated the friar that he threatened to' repre-
sent him as a heretic on their arrival at Padua: but there
i8 no account of his having carried this menace into
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execution. He who * restrains the fierceness of men,”
withheld the Franciscan from his vindictive purpose; and
the Inquisition was cheated of a victim, who was re-
served to be an offering upon the important cause of the
Reformation.

Though Philpot had felt a growing conviction, for a length
of time, that Romanism was untrue, it does not appear that
he had as yet arrived at amy pesitive conclusion respecting
the system which was to be adopted in its stead. His mind
had been long and deeply dissatisfied with the papal doc-
trines; but had not yet worked out any definite set of
‘views which should supply their place. It is to be believed
that he quitted Oxford, on his Italian tour, with a strong
‘disapprobation of Romanism; and, possibly, with a pre-
sentiment that, if he returned to England, it would be
to - resist the system in which he had been nurtured:
“but a residence in the country and the metropolis of that
“religion formed a part of the process whereby his con-
~ victions were to be deepened, and his faith assured. He
would have too much wisdom not to discriminate between
the wickedness that his eyes witnessed in Rome during his
stay there, and the tiuth of the religion whose principal seat
that corrupt city claimed to be; and he could be in no
danger of arriving at a false conclusion respecting Romish
principles, when he mingled with the ecclesiastics of the
country, and received his impressions of that faith from the
lips of its own ministers. The expedition from Venice to
Padua in the society of the friar was amongst the means
which contributed to the deliverance of his mind from griev-
ous ‘error: and we may well suppose that when he stood
a prisoner in his own land at a tribunal not more equi-
table than that with which the friar had endeavoured to
frighten him in Italy, and was reminded of that journey in
years ‘gone by, the reminiscence was one which only served




. OF JOHN PHILPOT, Vi

to nerve his resolution in that trying hour, by recalling to
his thoughts the shallowness of the arguments by which it
was .sought to support the system which he was now ex-
posing. It fixed his determination te oppose it, if he needs
roust, even “unto the death.”

When Philpof returned to England, he gave unequivocal
evidence that his religious views were totally different from
those in which he had been nurtured. This change had be-
gun to work for several years before he travelled to. Italy:
it was matured and deepened by his residence in that country,
and its plain fruits appeared, when, upon his return, he read
lectures upon St Paul’s Epistle to the Romans in the cathe-
dral of Winchester, ¢ which, though gratis,” says Anthony
Wood, ¢ were not.acceptable to the cathedral clergy or
the citizens of that place.” There is no record to fix the
period at which he entered into holy orders: it is pretty
clear that he had not taken that step before he went abroad ;
and it is probable that he did not long defer it after his
return, because he seems to have come back with all his
doubts removed, and his mind finally made up as to the
principles which he would advocate. Nor was this all: he
was resolved not to ‘hide under a napkin ™ the truth which
bhad been revealed to his heart. Many have been the in-
stances of a conversion from error to truth, where the change
has, apparently, amounted to nothing more than an aban-
donment of false tenets, and an adoption of sound opinions in
their place: but still opinions they are, and nothing more,
The change has been from ¢ darkness to light” mentally,
without satisfactory evidence that the subject of that increased
intellectual light has been turned from ¢ the power of Satan
unto God.” We are warranted, however, from the whole
tenour of Philpot’s life subsequently to his renunciation of
Bomish errors, as well as from many of his written senti-
ments, to decide that his newly adopted views did not.per-
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mit him to remain “barren or unfruitful” in divine know-
ledge, but actively  alive unto God through Jesus Christ.”

Moved with a holy zeal in the cause of truth, he
exercised his ministry in.the furtherance of Reformation prin-
ciples. His disinterested efforts in lecturing at Winchester
have been referred to : we are informed too, that he preached
much in different parts of that county; by.which latter course
he. rendered himself as obnoxious to bishop Gardiner, as by
the former he had displeased his clerical brethren and the
inhabitants of Winchester.. But the impulse which guided
him, and the explanation of his perseverance, are to be found
in the confession of St Paul, < We have believed, and there-
fore have spoken.” Gardiner, as his ‘ordinary, would have
suppressed his teaching, but could not: which Strype thus
records : *Stephen, bishop of Winton, now bare ill. will against
this godly gentleman, and forbad him preaching oftentimes in
king Henry’s reign. But he could not in his conscience hide
his talent under this prince, and in so popish a diocese.”

The portion of scripture which Philpot chose for his lec-
tures in Winchester cathedral is of so peculiar a character,
as to justify us in regarding his selection of it as an index. of
the state of his mind. The key-note of that celebrated epistle
is justification by the meritorious obedience of Christ, exclu-
sive of any work of man. Such a doctrine, while it was
directly contradictory of the Romish notion of human merit,
Philpot knew to be the central truth of the gospel of Christ:
he found it running as a bright silver stream through the
epistles to the Galatians and Colossians, but with deep and
swelling tide through that to the Romans. This, therefore,
was his text-book ; and we may well imagine the fervour and
the force with which he pressed home the conclusions which
the strong mind of the apostle had so logically drawn from
the fact that ‘“both Jew and Gentile are all under sin.”
What were his views upon the great matters. of which that
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epistle treats, is no speculation, sinee both his *“ Examina-
tions™ and “ Letters” contain . expressions which place his.
sentiments beyond all. doubt, and shew that he did not
fraternize with any views, which would virtually deny to jus-
tification that plenary sufficiency, which scripture, unperverted
by human glosses, plainly assigns to it.

The advancement of Philpot to the archdeaconry of
Winchester took place in the reign of Edward the Sixth ; but
the precise time:eamnot be ascertained. His predecessor was
Wilkam Bolen, who had succeeded to the:office in 1528,
upon the resignation of Richard Pates, who became bishop
of Worcester. - Bolen held the office of archdeacon for twenty
years; a duration which was in affecting contrast to the brief
and suffering space. permitted to his successor. It appears that
bishop Glardiner had nominated him, prospectively, to the office -
of - archdeacon; a promise which we might be inclined to
suppose had been given many years before; since it would
appear improbable that that prelate would have shewn any
favour to him after his principles had become so .changed as
they were on his return from Italy.. But however this be,
the nomination which Gardiner had given him, it was left to .
his successor to make good.

If Gardiner had been mistaken in his man, not so
bishop Ponet, who found in Philpot all he desired. . But the
archdeaconry was not to be a resting-place for his feet.
A misunderstanding arose between him and the bishop,
through the malicious interference of one of that prelate’s
officials.  Let. Strype tell the story of this quarrel: ¢ There
was,” writes that historian, *in the latter.end of king Edward,
an unhappy difference  started between Poynet, the learned
bishop of Winton, and him ; .fomented and devised by Cook
the register, a man that hated pure religion. He informed
the .said bishop, whether true or false I know not, that there
was a. yearly pension .due to him from the archdeacon. This
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causing contention between them, hence: intolerable troubles
arose, and slanders in that diocese to them both; while so
good. a bishop, at the setting.on of so rank a knave, could
find in his heart to vex his brother, so conspicuous both
for learning and for life. Another instance of Cook’s malice
towards the archdeacon was this: Cook, having married a
lady, rode with more men than the archdeacon himself ;
and faking this opportunity of number of attendance, once
forestalled the way between Winchester and Mr Philpot’s
sister’s. house, about three miles from the said city, whither
he was going ; and, lying in wait for him, set his men upon
him and sore beat him, overdone by number: for otherwise
the .archdeacon had as lusty a courage to defend himself,
as in disputation against popish prelates to impugn their
doctrine. But though he were thus besaten, hurt and wounded,
yet remedy he could have none:in the spiritual court, the
bishop, as well .as this his register, being in econtest with
him.” . '

History is far from being particular in recording the
occupations of Philpot.during the period that intervened
.between his return from Italy, and the eventful opening of
Mary’s reign. It has been remarked that he was not actu-
ally made archdeacon of Winchester until bishop Ponet filled
that see, to which that prelate was preferred .upon the de-
privation of Gardiner, probably in the autumn of 1550.
His return to England .could scarcely have taken place be-
fore the spring of' 1547, when the persecution of the.famous
Six Articles was stopped, and liberty was given to.all per-
sons to profess their belief. At this time the doors of the
prisons, ‘which had held captive many faithful servants of
God, were thrown open; and many returned to Kngland,
who had fled beyond the seas to enjoy that free exercise of
conscience .which is the inalienable right of. every free-born
man, but which the intolerance of the times had denied to
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not a few. Miles Coverdale, afterwards bishop of Exeter ;
John Hooper, - afterwards bishop of Gloucester; and Jobn
Rogers, subsequently appointed to a prebend in St Paul’s,
were among the most distinguished of those who had been
mvaded in the exercise of their liberty of conecience ; whose
restoration to this privilege, in conjunction with Philpot, we
may, in the absence of evidence, (in the latter case at least,)
suppose to have taken place in the year when the persecut-
ing edict had ceased to act. Zealous preaching of pure
chnstian truth, and the careful fulfilment of his archidia-
conal functions, seem to have filled up the space between
his return to England and the commencement: of Mary’s
reign. Whatever countenance Philpot was permitted to give
to the rising cause of the Reformation, whatever impression
he was destined to make upon his times; was comprised within
the narrow compass of time that, by the will of a mysterious
providence, Edward was allowed to occupy the throme.

The proceedings of his archdeacon were, meanwhile, jea-
lously observed by Gardiner, the deprived bishop of Win-
chester; and one who had been so diligently helping for-
ward the obnoxious cause, would be unlikely to reap any great
measure of kindness from that prelate, when the time should
arrive for the recovery of his dignity.

The year 1553, which saw Mary ascend the throne of
England, witnessed the beginning of sore troubles to the
church. By the queen’s command, the convocation had a
summons to meet at St Paul’s on the sixth day of October,
when a sermon was preached by Harpsfield, the chaplain of
bishop Bommer, now restored to the see of London. It may
serve as an illustratiorn of the temper of the prevalent party,
to ‘insert the abstract of this sermon with which Jeremy
Collier’ has furnished us. Harpsfield's « text was, ¢ Take heed
therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock over which the

1 Eccles. Hist. Vol. vi. p. 37, Lond. 1840,
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* Holy Ghost has made you overseers.” From the words he
took occasion to speak to three propositions: his first head
was, how well St Paul practised his own doctrine; secondly,
how ‘much the late clergy managed wide of the apostle’s
exhortation ; and thirdly, he pointed out the methods for the
discharge of what was commanded in the text. Under the
second head he ran out into a violent invective against the
management of the clergy in the late reign; that they misbe-
haved. themselves to a remarkable degree, both with respect
" to government and private life. He charged them with inso-
briety and epicurism, with flattering great' men and servile
applications to the court, with omissions in hospitality and
regard to the poor, with boasting their great knowledge in
the scriptures, and presuming to compare themselves with the
most eminent fathers, whereas some of them mounted the
pulpit from the shop, and were scarcely grammar high.
Then, as to the care of their flocks, he said they had mi-
serably mismanaged : they had made a breach in the unity
of the church, poisoned the kingdom with heterodoxy, and
misled great numbers to endless perdition. In'short, he
omitted nothing which might discover a passionate and un-
friendly temper, and carried his satire to the last degree of -
roughness and reproach.” This sermon, which with four
orations was printed by Cawood, the queen’s printer, in
1554, is given at length by Strype, in his ¢ Ecclesiastical
Memorials’.” An interval of at least a fortnight elapsed
between the sermon and the commencement of business.
Cawood’s book represents the 26th of that month (October)
as the day when business began; but Strype, after noticing
the latter date, adds, “or rather the 16th,” while Collier
assigns the opening of the proceedings to the 18th day of
the month. It is certain that ¢ in the first session of this
convocation all that was done was, that the bishops, by the

1 Vol. iii. Pt. 1. pp. 60—65.
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mouth of Bonner, admonished the lower house to choose a
Referendary. or Prolocutor, and so . adjourned. Dr Hugh
Weston, dean of Westminster, that had some impediment in
his speech, but otherwise a bold man, and that had never
complied in the last reign, and in great favour with the queen,
was elected, and the next session presented {o the bishops
by William Py, dean of Chichester, and John Wymsbesly,
archdeacon of London, each of whom made a speech®;” their
address being followed by one from the bishop of London®.

When the business of the convocation commenced (either
on the 16th or 18th of October, 1553) two questions were
first proposed for consideration, the. forty-two Articles, and
the Book of Common Prayer: and with the former question
was associated the Catechism which had been published a
short time before king Edward’s death. On Friday the 20th
of October, Weston the prolocutor presented to the house
two bills, which had already obtained his own signature; in
the one of which, treating of the Catechism, that formulary
was described as ¢ pestiferous and full of heresies,” as
having been “foisted upon the last synod fraudulently, and
therefore that the present synod disowned it'.” It was for
his firm refusal to sign the document which branded a Cate-
chism that had both truth and synodal authority on its side,
quite as much as for his resistance to transubstantiation
and the mass, that Philpot, at the close of this convoca-
tion, was visited with the severe penalties which lighted upon -
his head.

The account of the proceedings of the convocation are
given so fully in the following pages, that to dwell upon
them here is superfluous. It is impossible, however, to with-
hold an expression of astonishment at the issue of this me-

* Strype, Eccl. Mem. Vol. 1. pp. 85—67.
.3 Strype, Ibid. Vol. iii. pp. 71—73.
. ¢ Strype, Mem. Cranm. Vol. i. p. 423.
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morable synod. It is scareely eredible, and would not be
received as true unless established by undoubted historieal
testimony, that a meeting, to the members of which the
queen had given ¢ foll liberty of speech,” should have
resulied m the severest treatment of ome of its members
who had claimed, but not abused, that liberty. Philpot was
“ excommunicated ‘as contumacious,” without any personal
eitation, illegally deprived of his archdeaconry, and committed
to the king’s bench prison'.” -
~ In this durance, the wages of his intrepid advocacy of
scriptural truth, Philpot remained for a peritod of very nearly
two years. According to the most literal interpretation of
the words, he had ¢ suffered the loss of all things*:” but
we know also from his own statements in his letters, that
he “took joyfully the spoiling of his goods;” and that the
ground of this joy was the knowledge that he had ‘“mm
heaven a better and an enduring sabstance®.” The seeming
paradox of being ¢ as sorrowful, yet alway rejoicing‘,”
daring his imprisonment vindicated and realized ; the seeret
of that “rejoicing being this, the testimony of his conscience,
that in simplicity and godly sincerity, not with fleshly wis-
dom, but by the grace of God, he had had his conversation
in the world®.”

If Philpot during his mmprisonment was cheered by the
‘“eomfort of the Holy Ghost,” so also was he not left
destitute of the bodily presence of comseling friends. For
associated with him in the bonds of the gospel were Ho-
per, Farrar, Taylor, and Bradford ; in conjunction - with the
latter three of whom Philpot wrote a letter, *concerning
the Freewillers,” to Cranmer, Ridley, and Latimer, then
prisoners in Oxford. Of this letter, written some time duor-

1 Hist. of the Reformation by H. Soames, M.A. Vol. iv. p. 482.
? Philip. iii. 8. * Heb. x. 34.

¢t 2Cor.vi. 10, - . 5.2 Cor. 1. 12.




OF JOHN .PHINLPO®. i’ X¥

ing the year 1554, Bradford was the composer, the other
three signing it to express their concurrence in its senti-
ments. The concluding sentence expresses in lively terms
the readiness of each of these holy men “to be offered upon
the service and sacrifice of” the christian “faith:” <All
here (God therefore be praised !) prepare themselves willingly
to pledge our Captain Christ, even when he will and how
ke will. . By your good prayers we shall all fare the better;
and therefore we all pray to you to ery to God for us, ag
we, God willing, do and will remember you. My brethren
here with me have thought it their duty to signify this
need to be no less than I make it, to prevent the planta-
tions which may take root by these men®.”

In the month of April, 1554, the famous dxsputatxons
were held at Oxford, at the end of which Cranmer was con<
demned for heresy. “It was such an imaginary victory as
they had now got at Oxford, that they intended also to ob-
tain at Cambridge; and much talk at this time arose, that
Hoper, Rogers,- Crome and Bradford, whom they had im
prisors at London, were to be had to this university, to be
baited as Cranmer, Ridley and Latimer, newly bad been at
Oxford ; and several of the doctors at Oxford should be sent
in likewise to Cambridge for this purpose. But Hoper, Far-
rar, Taylor, Philpet, Bradford, and the others, having the
inkling of it, consulted among themselves what to do; and
resolved to decline it, unless they might have indifferent
judges”’.” A confidential messenger was dispaiched to Ox-
ford to obtain the opinion of the three illustrious prisoners
in that place upon the question, whether it would be the
duty of Philpot and his brethren to obey any summons whicl
might - be sent them to dispute at Cambridge. The purport
of the answer which Ridley returned was, that he could not

¢ Strype’s Mem. of Cranm. Vol. ii. Appemhx No. Lxxxr. p. 958.
7 Strype’s Mem. of Cranm. Vol. ii. Appendix, No. rxxxu. pp. 480, 490.
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blame them if they should decline to appear at Cambridge ;
for that they could expect nothing but cruel handling from
the same commissioners as had acted at Oxford, ¢though ye
were as well learned,” (said he,) ¢as ever was either Peter or
'Paul.’ ‘It was possible, however, that they might yet be in-
duced to:engage in such a disputation, if it should appear
that important benefit might arise to their hearers. He
abstained from giving any decisive counsel on the point, but
trusted that “he whose cause they had in hand would put
them in mind to do that which should be most for his glory,
‘the profit of his flock, and their own salvation.”

The purpose of the .authorities to hold a disputation at
Cambridge became no longer doubtful, Weston and his as-
sociates having taken out the commission. Hoper sent early
intimation of the steps which were being taken to Philpot
-and his fellow-prisoners, urging them to “refuse wholly to
- dispute,” unless the original authors from which their oppo-
‘nents proposed to quote were brought forward, and unless
.also * the - reporters were placed.under the obligation of an
‘oath to give a true statement of what was uttered. More-
over they were advised, in case they perceived any secret
conferences being carried on, or any éontemptuous language
used by their opponents, to break off the disputation in the
midst, and to appeal for a hearing before the queen. Such
-were the precautions employed: but Philpot and his brethren
‘were spared -the occasion which would have made them use-
ful ; for it does not appear that the intended disputation was
held. From the king’s bench prison the Archdeacon was re-
moved to the sessions’-house, by Newgate, on the second of
October, 1555 ; and having been examined before the queen’s
commissioners, . was by that board commxtted to the custod)
of. bishop Bonner.

We are indebted to Foxe, the martyrologist, for an
interesting detail of the latter scenes of the life of this emi-
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nent man. He conducts the account from the time of his
committal to Bomner's custody to the stake at Smithfield,
on the eighteenth day of December, 1555. The glorious
catastrophe of Philpot’s eareer has denied to his memorialist
the power of pointing to his monument or his grave. But
‘“his sepulchre i with us unto this day;” not only in the
existence of Smithfield, and the remmiscence which it con-
taing of this venerable witness to Christ’s truth, whose soul
aseended amid flames kindled in the midst of its area: it is
““ with us” every time that we exclaim in the congregation,
‘“ The noble army of Martyrs praise thee.”

Herbert’s Ames speaks of < A Epytaph of John Philpotte,
1564:" but the Editor has not been able to meet with it.

The death by which this holy man was enabled “ 1o glorify
God” might have been prevented, if he could have been in-
duced to recant, or even so far to modify his former strong
statements, as to give his judges a pretext for releasing him
without compromising their characters as protectors of the
chureh. The mnprisonment of Philpot and his associates
seems -to have been protracted in order to intimidate them;
but the period of their incarceration was far otherwise em-
ployed than in devising methods how they might escape the
mmpending fate : the study of the scriptures, prayer and medi-
tation, were the chamnels by which new vigour was imparted
to their faith, and constancy to their resolution.

The charaeter of Philpot will ever be revered for s
enlighteneéd aequaintance with the seriptures, and his main-
tenance of those scriptures in the midst of a dark and frown-
ing generation ; for his deep personal comviction of the pre-
ciousness of the gospel revelation of grace; for his profound
humility, and for the courage, tranquillity, and unshaken faith
which he maintained through his severe erdeal and to the
last extremity.

[pHILPOT.]
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Tur “ Examinations™ display nothing of doggedness, but
the calm self-possession of an unwavering faith : and though
the charge of insanity brought against him by his judges
has been re-echoed by a jesuit writer® inferior to none of them
in rancour against the promoters of the Reformation; yet it
will be evident to every reader of them, that in answer to
such an imputation he might have adopted the language of

.one who, like himself, had stood at a tribunal for his faith ;

“I am not mad, but speak forth the words of truth and
soberness.”

The ¢ Letters” of Philpot are equally descriptive of the
firmness of his purpose, whether for doing or suffering. They
introduce us into the interior of his character: they shew a
man immoveably rooted in the true faith, and intrepid in its
defence; but meek withal, and while himself abounding in
the consolations of the Holy Ghost, able and anxious to
‘ comfort others with the comfort with which he himself was
comforted of God.”

Of the  Apology for spitting upon an Arian” it is no
disparagement to say, that it is the least gratifying of the
productions of Philpot. The act, whiech gave occasion to the
“ Defence,” was of so coarse a nature, that, even after making
every allowance for the difference of manners in that day, one
could heartily have desired that his zeal against the heresy
of Arianism had wanted .such a manifestation. But having
made this admission, we claim for the “Apology” that praise
which is due to an honest indignation towards one of the

. most grievous errors which ever dishonoured the Saviour,

or infécted his. church. If the language throughout this
< Apology” 18 strong, it must be excused as the outburst
of a righteous displeasure, not against the persons, but the
tenets, of those whom he reproves.

The treatise on the ¢ Ba.ptlsm of Infants,” though unpre-

! Robert Persons or Parsons, in his  Three Conversions of England.”




 OF JOHN PHILPOT. Xix

tending in its form, will be found to contain in a very short
. compass. the most solid arguments for that practice, scriptu-
rally sanctioned, and supported by the highest authorities. It
contains, too, not. a few statements: of an unequivocal kind,
as describing Philpot’s views of that sacrament. They place
him in a position equidistant from those who would make
baptism a mere symbolical act, and from that other scheme,
yet more subversive of the essential grace of the gospel, which
describes that sacrament as the ¢ exclusive” channel through
which the Holy Spirit renews the soul. From each of these
extremes Philpot was far removed. It may here be remarked
that, though his writings contain no express dissertation upon
the other sacrament, yet the tone of his opinions thereupon,
contrasted as they so. strongly are with the transubstantiation
view, can hardly be mistaken. At all events, had he reck-
oned the benefits of the atonement to be conveyed by that
sacrament as an “exclusive” instrument to that end, he
eould scarcely have failed to drop a hint to that effect, on
some one of the many occasions on which he speaks with
fervency of the precious truth of justification. :

Little doubt can exist as to the author of the account
of the ¢ Disputation in the convocation-house,” as it appears
in the following work. It is not likely that two accounts .of
it would have been penned; and that Philpot was the au-
thor of one, the historian above referred to has expressly
informed us: ¢ There was a true report of the disputation
of these men af the Convocation, which Philpot, one of the
disputants, wrote, and had it printed; which he owned at
one of his examinations before the bishop of London and
others; and perhaps may be the same we have extant in
Fox’s Monuments.” Strype, Mem. Cranm. p. 461.

It is a subject of much regret, that the treatise ““De
Vero Christiani Sacrificio” does not make a part of the
present volume. But it is far from clear that. this work was

b—2
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ever completed by the author. The above Latim title is
found in some lisis of Philpot’s works; but the authorty
for its insertion does not appear. In a note to p. 1574 of
Herbert’s Ames; is an allusion to the “ Trewe sacryfyce of
a Chrysten man,” not as a work then in being, but which
might, ere lang, he given to the world. We cannot but
lament that the sentimemts of Philpet on such a subject
have not come down to us: they would be in instructive
contrast with that grand error of the sacrifice of the mass,
against which he so valiantly contended even unto death.

The translation of Curio on the ‘“olde and awncyent
authoritie of Christes churche,” is now first printed from
a MS. in the British Museum. That it is Philpot’s pro-
duction, can searcely be questioned. The dedseation bears
the name of John Philpot; and his previous travels in Italy
may readily aceount for his mind being directed to, and
interested in, the progress of the Reformation in that country.
But the chief evidence of its genuineness is of an intermal
character; since it treats of that subject which was the hinge
of the whole controversy of those times, as well as the main
topic of dispute between himself and his opponents. His
refusal to admit the authority of the church in their senss
formed the platform of his resistance to the dogmas of tran-
substantiation and the mass. For these reasons, though it
i3 not an original work of Philpot, its publication appeared
very destrable.

The entire works of Philpot, as stated jointly by Watt
in his < Bibliotheoa Britannica,” and by Chalmers in his
‘ Biographical Dietionary,” are as follows: :

I. The Examinations; Lond. 1559, 4to., of which there
is another edition, without date, to which is added,

I1. An Apology of John Philpot, written for spitting
upon an Arian, &c. . .
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The ¢ Examinations” were drawn up by Philpot in English,
and afterwards transiated into Latin by Jobn Foxe, the mar-
tyrologist, when he was in exile. . * These things,” (says
Strype, Mem. Cranm. p. 515,) “Foxe put into Latin (as
he had an excellent Latin style), and printed with this title :
¢« Mira ac elegans cum primis Historia, vel Tragoedia potius,
de tota ratione Examinationis et condemnationis J. Philpotti
Archidiaconi Wincestriee, nuper in Anglia exusti: Ab autore
primum lingua sua congesta; nunc in Latinam versa, inter-
prete J. F. A.”

III. Supplication to King Philip and Queen Mary.

IV. Letters. Foxe.

V. Disputation in the Convocation-house: of which the
Latin title 1s ¢ Vera Expositio Disputationis institutee man-
dato D. Marize Regine, Ang. etc. in Synode ecclesiastico

Londini in Comitiis Regni ad 18 Oct. anno 1553.” Printed
in Latin at Rome, 1554; and in English at Basil.

V1. Translation of Ceelius Secundus Curio’s ¢ Defence
of the Old and Ancient Authority of Christ’s Church.”

VII. De Vero Christiani sacnficio.

VIII. Translation of Calvin’s Homilies.

IX. Translation of Chrysostom against Heresies.
X. Epistole Hebraice.

XI. De Proprietate Linguarum.

The last five in this enumeration have not been found,
and are probably not extant. The latter four, even had they
been met with, would scarcely have been suited to the ob-
jects of the ¢ Parker Society.”

The manuscripts relating to Philpot, in Emmanuel Col-
lege, Cambridge, were examined by the Editor: but the
s earch did not end in the discovery of any additional papers.
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"The thanks -of the members of the Parker Society are
due,: and are now .in their name offered by the Editor, to
the Rev. J. Allport, M. A,, of Birmingham; the Rev. J.
Mendham, .of Sutton Coldfield ; and to the Rev. T. P. Pan-
tin, M. A., Rector of Westcote, Gloucestershire, for several
important communications.: nor less to the Rev. S. R.
Maitland, M. A., Librarian to the Archbishop of Canter-
bury, who gave to the Editor ready access to the Library
at Lambeth Palace.
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Epmunp Boner (or Bomner), who acted a memorable part in the Bishop of

eventful age wherein his life was cast, was a student of Broadgate Ha.ll,j London.
now Pembroke College, Oxford. He was nominated to the see of
Hereford toward the end of 1538; but before his consecration was
transferred to London, which diocese was the grand arena of his activity.
In 1549 he was deprived, and committed to the Marshalsea prison; but
was restored to his see in the first year of Mary’s reign. The rejection
of the oath of supremacy on Elizabeth’s accession to the throne was
followed by the loss of his see. An ecclesiastical historian speaks of
him as one ““who had gone through several embassies; but lost himself
by his persecuting temper and harsh management.” (Collier’s Eccl.
Hist.) His brutal conduct is too notorious to need remark.

Nicroras HeaTn, descended from the Heaths of Aspley, near Tam- Archbishop
worth, began his academical course at Corpus Christi College, Oxford, °f YOrk-
but removed thence to Clare Hall, Cambridge, took orders, and was
afterwards archdeacon of Stafford. He was consecrated bishop of
Rochester in 1539, being then almoner to Henry the Eighth, and was
thence translated to Worcester, which see he held until the beginning of
Edward’s reign, when he was (1549-50) committed as a prisoner to the
Fleet, as “being no friend to that king or reformation.” When Mary
came to the throne, he was restored to his bishopric, upon the deprivation
of Hooper. Bishop Heath stood so high in this queen’s favour, that he
was made by her, not only lord president of Wales, but archbishop of
York. On Elizabeth’s accession, in Nov. 15658, (cardinal Pole, archbishop
of Canterbury, being dead,) the duty of anointing and crowning Eliza-
beth devolved upon Heath ; but refusing, in common with all the other
bishops except one, and declining also, the next year, to acknowledge
the new queen’s supremacy over the church, he was deprived of the
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archbishopric, and committed to custody for a time. Durimg the rem-
nant of his days he lived, a prisoner at large, at Cobham in Surrey; and
there at length dying, was buried in the chancel of that church.
CuraBeERT Tonsrarr (or Tunstal) was born in Yorkshire in 1476.
He became a member of the University of Oxford in 1491 ; but left it,
with many others, on account of the plague which broke out about
that time, and proceeded to Cambridge. ' From that place, after no long
stay, he proceeded to the University of Padua, in Italy. After his re-
turn, being LL.D. (of Padua, as is supposed) he was appointed, in suc-
cession, archdeacon of Chester, prebendary of York, and vicar general
to Warham, archbishop of Canterbury. He was afterwards made
master of the rolls, and keeper of the seals, and was employed abroad
in matters of the highest moment. In 1521, he was made dean of
Salisbury; and not long after bishop of London, to which he was
consecrated in October, 1522. Tonstall was translated to the see of
Durham, of which it was attempted to deprive him by a bill brought
into parliament, which failed of its object: he was, however, subse-
quently deprived by a commission. On the accession of Mary he
was set at liberty from the custody in which he had been placed, and
restored to his see: but when Elizabeth came to the crown, he

. shared the lot of all those bishops (and their number included the

Bishop of
Lichfield
and Coven-

try.

Bishop of
Worcester.

whole bench except Kitchin, of Llandaff)) who rejected the oath of
supremacy, by being deprived of his see, which sentence took effect
about September, 1559-60. He has been described as “a prelate
thoroughly accomplished in the polite part of learning.”

Rarpa Bamves, born in Yorkshire, was educated at St John’s
College, Cambridge. After taking the degree of D.D. he went to Paris,
where for some time he was royal professor of Hebrew. He remained
abroad during the latter part of Henry the Eighth’s reign, and through-
out that of Edward the Sixth: but when Mary obtained the crown,
he returned into England, and was made bishop of Lichfield and Co-

_ventry, which dignity he retained until the first year of queen Elizabeth,

when he was deprived and imprisoned for refusing to take the oath
of supremacy. He died in 1559, the first year of his imprisonment,
having published only one work: In Proverbia Salomonis, L. 3.

" RicaarD Partes, a native of Oxfordshire, was admitted scholar of
Corpus Christi College, Oxford, in 1522. After taking his degree of
B.A. he went to Paris, and became M.A. of that University. Re-
turning to England, he became successively archdeacon of Winchester
and Lincoln. He went abroad in several embassies: and is mentioned
in 1534, as being resident in the emperor’s court; and again in 1540,
in which year a passport was made for him by secretary Cromwell
to Calais, to reside with the emperor as ambassador from the king of
England. He was made bishop of Worcester, probably upon the re-
signation of Latimer. At all events, he was “designed” to that office,
at that time, by Henry the Eighth. In 1542, he was attainted of high
treason and deprived of his spiritualities: he remained in banishment
the whole of Edward the Sixth’s reign, during which time he sat and
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assisted at the council of Trent. Mary ascending the throne, bishop
Pates was recalled home, and restored to his see of Worcester in 1554 ;
but upon the next change of church affairs (the first of Elizabeth) re-
fusing to take the oath of supremacy, he was deprived; and, going
abroad, re-appeared at Trent at the closing of the council. He was
living in 1562, but how long after is not certainly known. Of bishop
Pates Antony 4 Wood says: “He was a learned man, of a peaceable
disposition, zealous in the faith he professed, yet always against in-
flicting corporal punishments on such that were opposite in religion
to him.” .

RoBerRT WARTON, alias PArFEw, alias Purrov, was translated to the Bishopof |
see of Hereford from St Asaph April 24, 1554 ; died Sept. 22, 1557 ; Hereford:
and was buried in his own cathedral.

Gromee Day was restored to the bishopric of Chichester in 1553, Bishop of
on the deprivation of John Scory: he died on the 2nd of August, 1556. Chichester.
He was originally confirmed in this see on the 5th of May, 1543; de-
prived of it, Oct. 10, 1551 ; and then succeeded by John Scory.

Mavyrice GrrryTE (or Griffyn) by birth a Welchman, and, in Bishop of
respect of ecclesiastical order, a Dominican or Black Friar, received Rochester-
his “academical education, for a time, among those of his profession
in their house in the south suburb of Oxon,” and was admitted Bachelor
of Canon Law in February, 1533. He was appointed to the arch-
deaconry of Rochester; and subsequently, upon the translation of Scory
to the see of Chichester, was made bishop of Rochester, to which he
was consecrated “in St Saviour’s church, Southwark, by Stephen,
bishop of Winchester,” in April, 1654. He ended his days either in
November or December, 1559, and was buried in the church of St
Magnus, London Bridge, which living he seems to have held, with his
bishopric, until his death. - .

TaoMas GoLDWELL, of a Kentish family, took the degrees of M.A. Bishop of
and B.D. successively in the years 1531 and 1533, being & member of St Asaph,
All Souls College, Oxford, where he was distinguished by his attain-
ments in astronomy and other mathematical sciences. He was a zealous
Romanist, and ‘“was attainted with cardinal Pole in 1638, and lived
with him beyond sea in the times of Henry the Eighth and Edward
the Sixth, and was employed by the cardinal to carry his letters to
queen Mary, by whom he was promoted to the bishopric of St Asaph,
in 1555.” Soon after, he induced the pope to renew the indulgences
granted to those who went on pilgrimages to St Winifred's well at
Holywell, in Flintshire. Refusing to make the required compliance
on the accession of Elizabeth, he was deprived, and “ conveying himself
away beyond the seas,” presented himself at the council of Trent under
Pope Pius in 1562. The remainder of his life was for the most part
passed at Rome; where “he lived very pontificially among the Thea-
tines,” and was appointed by the pope to baptize Jews there, and to
confer orders on Englishmen who should fly thither for religion’s sake.

In 1580, it was proposed that bishop Goldwell should go over to
England to perform episcopal offices for the English Romanists, their
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only bishop being Dr Thomas Watson, who was at that time confined
in Wisbeach castle. For this purpose he proceeded as far as Rheims ;
but his strength failing him, he returned to Rome, and died soon after,
being more than eighty years old. He was esteemed among the English-
men at Rome “a most useful person; and was had in great veneration
for his learning,” having (as Wood was informed) written one or more
books.

At Ravenna, in Italy, is & convent of Theatines ; where, among the
pictures of several famous men of their order, there is one, the inserip-
tion of which speaks of Goldwell as “ Fidei confessor conspicuus.”’

gﬁcgsot:r James Brooxs (or Brokes), a native of Hampshire, was elected
* fellow of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, in 1531. He took the degree
of D.D. in 1546, and the following year was elected master of Balliol
College ; was “ chaplain or almoner to bishop Gardiner,” and at length
by queen Mary appointed bishop of Gloucester, upon the deprivation
of John Hooper. In 1555, he was delegated by the pope to examine
and try Cranmer, Latimer, and Ridley. “ He was a person very learned
in the time he lived, an eloquent preacher, and a zealous maintainer of
the Roman Catholic religion, as well in his sermons as writings, some of
which are published, as

1. Sermon at 8t Paul’s Cross in the first year of queen Mary on
Matt. ix. 18.

2. Oration in 8t Mary’s Charch in Oxon. 12th March, 1555, to
Thomas Cranmer, archbishop of Canterbury.

3. Onsation in closing up the examination of Thomas Cranmer,
archbishop of Canterbury!.”

Upon Elizabeth’s accession, being summoned to take the oath of
supremacy, he refused, was deprived, and committed to prison, and died
in 15659-60. He was buried in Gloucester cathedral, but no monument
appears.

Bishop of GneerT Boumrwn, son of Philip Bourn of Worcestershire, and
%‘;:,‘,‘s‘fnd brother to Sir John Bourn, principal secretary of state, was a fellow
of All Souls College, Oxford, in 1531. Ten years afterwards, he was
made one of the first prebendaries of Worcester upon the erection of
that church into a cathedral body. In 1549, he supported the Reforma-~
tion, and was successively archdeacon of Bedford, Essex, and Middlesex,
also canon of St Paul’s. In the beginning of queen Mary’s reign, he:
became so zealous for the Romish cause, that preaching at Paul’s Cross
in behalf of Bonner, then present, a dagger was thrown at him by one
of the hearers. Soon after, in the year 15564, he was made bishop of
Bath and Wells, in the place of William Barlow; and at no distant
period, was appointed lord president of Wales. He remained in great
favour during the reign of Mary; but when Elizabeth succeeded, he
was deprived of his bishopric for denying her supremacy. He was a
prisoner at large under the inspection of Dr Cary, the dean of Exeter,
devoting himself to reading and contemplation. He died at Silverton

} Ant. a Wood, Athen. Ox.
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in Devonshire, Sept. 10, 1569, and was buried in the chaucel of the
parish church.

Hemy Momcaxn, a native of Wales, entered at Oxford about 1515, ISStisll)ng&gfs
where becoming distinguished by his knowledge in the civil and canon ]
laws, he was appointed principal of St Edmund’s Hall, at that time
a noted house for civilians. On the deprivation of Robert Ferrar, he
became his successor in the bisheprie of St David’s; but was himself
deprived in 1559, for refusing to make the required compliances. The
remainder of his days he passed among his relations at Godstow, near
Oxford, where he died in December, 1559.

Wuziax GLyrny was a fellow of Queens’ College, Cambridge, in Bishop of
whieh university he took the degree of D.D. Upon the death of Arthur B208°
Bulkeley, LLJ., hishop of Bangor, in 1552, he was nominated his
suceessor, and was consecrated in 1665, the bishopric remaining vacant
for more than two years. He died in 1568,

Hexpy Corz was born at Godshill, in the Isle of Wight, and edu- Dean of
eated in Wykeham’s School near Winchester. He was admitted true °t T*W's-
and perpetual Fellow of New College, Oxford, in 1523; and having
there read eivil law, he travelled some years after into Italy, and tarried
some time at Padua, presecuting his studies. Returning to England, and
having settled in London, he proceeded to the degree of Doctor im
Civil Law in 1540; and the same year resigned his fellowship, being
then an advocate in the Court of Arches. He was afterwards made
prebendary of Salisbury, and about the same time archdeacon of Ely,
in the room eof Richard Coxe. In 1542 he was elected to the warden-
ship of New College; and, two years afterwards, was made rector of
Newton Longville, in Bucks., Socem after, when Edward the Sixth came
to the erown, he was a sapporter of the reformation, an admirer of
Peter Martyr, “a frequenter of protestant service, and a receiver of the
holy communion aecording to their way”: he upheld the reformation
prineciples in a sermon at St Martyn’s (Carfax), Oxford; and was in
ether respects an approver of the proceedings of Edward VI. In 1551
be resigned his wardenship, and the year after, his rectory: in 1554 he
was made provost of Eton College, of which he had been fellow, and the
same year had the degree of D.D. conferred upon him. It was not long
after that he was appointed one of the commissioners to visit the uni-
versity of Cambridge ; and hecame dean of St Paul’s on the removal.of
Dr Feckenham to Westminster; being nominated vicar-gemeral of the
spiritualities under Cardinal Pole in 15566, and in 1558 one of the
overseers of the said cardinal’s will. When Elizabeth came to the
throne, Dr Cole, with John Whyte, bishop of Winchester, and five other
zealous Romanist divines, ‘ did dispute with as many protestant divines
concerning matters of religion; but that dispute (where this Dr Cole
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was spokesman), coming to nothing,” he was deprived of his dearery,
to make way for Dr W. May, Master of Trinity College, Cambridge.
“ About that time,” says Antony Wood, “Dr Cole was imprisoned ;
but where, I cannot tell ; but he died in or near the Compter, in Wood-
street, London, in December, 1579.” Leland, in his “ Encomia,” gives
a high character of Cole’s learning.

JorN HarpsrreLDp was born in the parish of St Mary Magdalene,
Old Fish-street, London, and educated at Winchester school. Being
elected thence to New College, Oxford, he became a fellow of that
society in 1534 ; but quitted his fellowship in 1551, being then bene-
ficed in London. He was made archdeacon of London in 1554 ; in
which capacity he aided Bonner in his various plans and proceedings,
being a man of a kindred spirit with the bishop, who had probably
been: first attracted to him by discovering such a similarity of views.
In 1558, Harpsfield was appointed dean of Norwich, but was forced
to leave it to make room for John Salisbury, suffragan bishop of
Thetford. After Elizabeth had come to the throne, he was committed
to the Fleet for not acknowledging her ecclesiastical supremacy; but
was released upon condition that he should not act, speak, or write
against the doctrine of the Church of England. Hereupon retiring to
the house of a relative dwelling in St Sepulchre’s parish, he passed
the remainder of his days in retiredness and devotion. He died in
1578, and was (probably) buried in the church of 8t Sepulchre.

James Curtrorr (or Curthorp) was educated at Corpus Christi
College, Oxford ; and took the degree of M.A. in 1546. He afterwards
became canon of Christ Church ; and, in the beginning of Mary’s reign,
dean of Peterborough. He died July 19, 1557.

Joan CHRISTOPHERSON, & native of Lancashire, was educated at
St John’s College, Cambridge, where he took the degree of D.D., and
became master of Trinity College. During Edward’s reign he lived
abroad ; but returning on Mary’s accession, was raised to the deanery
of Norwich in 1554, and placed in the see of Chichester in 1557. In

the first year of Elizabeth he was deprived, and died soon after, and

was buried in Christ Church, London. He wrote translations of Philo’s
works, of the Greek ecclesiastical historians, and of the fathers.
Henry PenpreroN was born in Lancashire, and entered at Brasen
Nose College, Oxford, about 1538. He took the degree of D.D. in
Edward the Sixth’s reign, being then probably well disposed towards the
Reformation. However, in Mary’s reign he proved by his sermons, and
the part he took in the contests with the friends of the Reformation, that
his preferences were on the Romish side, In the first year of Elizabeth
he was deprived of his preferments and committed to prison.. The time

of his death is not known.




EXAMINERS OF PHILPOT. XXX1

JoBN Story was a student of civil law at Oxford. In 1531 he Civil Com-
took the degree of B.C.L.; and in 1535 was appointed professor of a new Tissiohers.
lecture in law, founded by Henry the Eighth: he was made principal of
Broadgate Hall (now Pembroke College) in 1537 ; and the following
year took the degree of D.C.L. He was a zealous adherent to the
Romish communion, and withdrew into Flanders in the reign of Edward
the Sixth; but returned to England on Mary’s accession, the patent of
his professorship at Oxford being restored to him. Being employed in
matters relating to canon law in the courts held in London, and being
made chancellor of Oxford, he became very active in prosecuting the
protestants in the reign of Mary. After Elizabeth had come to the
throne, Story, who was then a member of the House of Commons, spoke
so warmly against the religious changes then being introduced, that he
was committed to custody; out of which, however, he escaped to Flan-
ders, and obtained an advantageous post in the Custom House of Antwerp.
This place he subsequently quitted for England about the beginning of
15670; and on his return was imprisoned in the Tower, from which he
might have escaped, if he had consented to take the oath of supremacy:
this, however, he persisted in refusing to do, being animated to such
resoluteness by Feckenham, who was a prisoner at the same time. He
was executed at Tyburn, June 1, 1571, dying an unshaken assertor of
Romanist principles.

Wiriam Rorer, son of John Roper of Eltham in Kent, (who was
some time attorney general to Henry the Eighth), was clerk of the
King’s Bench, and married the daughter of Sir Thomas More. He
died Jan. 4, 1577, having been the author of “ The Life of Sir Thomas
More,” MS. published 1712.
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or

JOHN PHILPOT.
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THE

PROCESS AND HISTORY

or

MASTER JOHN PHILPOT,

EXAMINED, CONDEMNED, AND MARTYRED FOR
THE MAINTENANCE AND DEFENCE OF THE
GOSPEL’S CAUSE AGAINST THE ANTI-
CHRISTIAN SEE OF ROME!!

Nexr followeth the constant martyrdom of master John
Philpot, of whom partly ye heard before in the beginning
of queen Mary’s time, in prosecuting the disputation of the
convocation-house. He was of a worshxpful house, a kmght 8 Philpot,s
son, born in Hampshire, brought up in the New College in son, and s

student of

Oxford, where he studied the civil law the space of six or oD New
seven years, besides the study of other liberal arts, especially Oxford.
of the tongues, wherein very forwardly he profited, namely,
in the Imowledge of the Hebrew tongue, &c. In wit he
was pregnant and happy, of & singular courage, in. spirit fer-
vent, in . religion zealous, and also well practised and exer-
cised in the same (which is no small matter in a true divine),

of nature and condition plain and apert, far from all flattery,
further from sll hypoerisy and deceitful dissimulation. What
his learning was, his own examinations penned of his own
hand can declare.

" - 'From Oxford, desirous to see other countries as occa-
sion served thereunto, he went over into Italy and places Phil

goet over

thereabouts ; where he, coming upon a time from Venice to toItaly.

[* The text of the “ Examinations” (including the title and intre-
duction) is taken from the edition of Foxe’s Acts, published in 1597 ;
any differences between that text and the original edition printed 1556,
without the printer’s name, entitled “ The Examination of the constant
‘martyr of Christ, Jobn Philpot,” (see Herbert’s Typographical Antiqui-
ties, Vol. 11. p. 1588.) being marked in the notes.]
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4 FIRST EXAMINATION.

Padua, was in danger through 2 certain Franciscan friar
accompanying him in his journey, who, coming to Padua,
sought to accuse him of heresy. At length returning into
England his country again, as the time ministered more
boldness to him in the days of king Edward, he had divers
conflicts with Gardiner the bishop in the city of Winchester,
as appeareth by divers of Winchester’s letters, and his exa-
minations ; whereof read before.

After that, having an advowson by the said bishop, he

of Winches- was made there archdeacon of Winchester, under Dr Poinet,

ter,

who then succeeded Gardiner in that bishopric. Thus, during
the time of king Edward, he continued to no small profit
of those parts thereabout. 'When that blessed king was taken
away, and Mary his sister came in place, whose study was
wholly bent to alter the state of religion in the woful realn
of England, first she caused a convocation of .the .prelates
and learned men to be congregated to the accomplishment
of her desire.

In the which convocation master Philpot being present
‘according to his room and degree, with a few others, sus-
tained the cause of the gospel manfully against the adver-
sary part (as is above recited) ; for.the which cause, not-
withstanding the liberty of the house promised before, he
was called to account before bishop Gardiner the chancellor,
then being his ordinary, by whom he was first examined,

Philpot sent although that examination came not yet to our hands. From

from Gardi- R .
ner to Bon- thence again he was removed to Bonner and other commis-

ner.

sioners, with whom he had divers and sundry conflicts, as
in -his examinations here following may appear.

THE FIRST The first examination of Master John Phil-

~ EXAMINATION. pot before the queen’s commissioners, Master

Story’s
words to
Philpot.

Cholmley, Master Roper, and Dr Story, and one of .the scribes
of the Arches, at Newgate Sessions’ Hall, October the 2nd,

1555.

Dr Story, before I was called into an inner parlour where
they sat, came out into the hall where I was, to view me among
others that there were, and passing by me said, * Ha! Master -




FIRST EXAMINATION. 5

Philpot ;" and, in returning immediately again, stayed against
me, beholding me, and saying that I was well fed indeed.

Philpot :—+ If 1 be fat and in good liking, master doc-
tor, it is no marvel, since I have been stalled up in prison
this twelve months and a half, in ‘a close corner. I am
come to know your pleasure, wherefore you have sent for me.”

Story :—* We hear that thou art a suspect person, and of
- heretical opinions; and therefore we have sent for thee.”

Plu@ot —1 have been in pnson ‘thus long, only upon Phime of
the occasion of the disputation made in the convocation-house, imprison-
and upon suspect' of the setting forth the report thereof.”

Story :—¢ If thou wilt revoke the same, and become an
honest man, thou shalt be set at liberty, and do right well:
or else thou shalt be committed to the bishop of London.

How sayest thou? wilt thou revoke it or no ?”

' Philpot :—+1 have already answered in this behalf to

mine ordinary.”
- Story :—* If thou answerest thus, when thou comest be-
fore us anon, thou shalt hear more of our minds:” and with
that- he went into the parlour, and I.within a little while
after was called in.

The Scribe :—* Sir, what is your name?

Philpot :— My name is John Philpot.” And so he in-
tituled my name.

Story :—* This man was archdeacon of Winchester, of
Dr Poinet’s presentment.”

Phalpot :—1 was archdeacon indeed, but none of his
presentment, but by the virtue of a former advowson, given
by my lord chancellor that now is.”

Story :—* Ye may be sure that my lord chancellor would
not make a.ny such as he is archdeacon.”

Roper :—*, Come hither to me, master Philpot. We hear
say - that you are out of the catholic church, and have been
a disturber of the same ; out of the which whoso 1is, he can-
not be the child of salvation. Wherefore, if you will come
into the same, you shall be received, and find favour.”

Philpot :—* 1 am come before your worshipful masterships &‘;‘g‘l’;
at your appointment, understanding that you are magistrates prisons

authorized by the queen’s majesty, to whom I owe, and will 2:1{‘_‘;:1’0”

[' Suspect: suspicion.] 32:1:0 his

"M
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do, my due obedience to the uttermost. Wherefore I de-
sire to know what cause I have offended in, wherefore I am

now called before you. And if I cannot be charged with

- any particular matter done contrary to the laws of this realm,

No partxcu-
Jar matter
bnt sus-
picion.

I desire your masterships that I may have the benefit of a
subject, and be delivered out of my long wrongful imprison-
ment, where I have lien this twelvemonth and this half, with-
out any calling to answer before now, and my living taken
from me without all law.”

Roper :— Though we have no particular matter to charge
you withal, yet we may, both by our commission and by the
law, drive you to answer to the suspicion of a slander going
on you: and, besides this, we have statutes to charge you
herein withal.”

Philpot :—1f 1 have offended any statute, charge me
therewithal ; and if I have incurred the penalty thereof,
punish me accordingly. And because you are magistrates
and executors of the queen’s majesty’s laws, by force whereof
you do now sit, I desire that, if I be found no notorious
transgressor of any of them, I may not be burdened with
more than I have done.”

Cholmley :—* If the justice do suspect a felon, he may
examine him upon suspicion thereof, and commit him to
prison though there be no fault done.”

Story -—¢T1 perceive whereabout this man goeth. He is
plain in Cardmaker’s case, for he made the-selfsame allega-
tions. But they will not serve thee ; for thou art a heretic, and
holdest against the blessed mass. How sayest thou to that!”

Philpot :—*“1 am no heretic.”

Story :—«1 will prove thee a heretic. Whosoever hath
holden against the blessed mass is a heretic: but thou hast
holden against the same; therefore thou art a heretic.”

Philpot :——¢¢ That which I spake, and which you are able
to charge me withal, was in the convocation, where, by the
queen’s majesty’s will and her whole council, liberty was given
to every man of the house to utter his conscience, and to
say his mind freely of such questions in religion, as there
were propounded by the prolocutor; for the which now I
thought not to be molested and imprisoned as I have been,
neither now be compelled of you to answer to the same.”
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Story :—* Thou shalt go to the Lollards’ Tower, and be
handled there like a heretic, as thou art; and answer teo
the same that thou there didst speak; and be judged by
the bishop of London.”

Philpot :—1 have already been convented of this matter Philpot ap.
before my lord chancellor, mine ordinary, who this long time B ordi”
hath kept me in prison. Therefore, if his lordship will take -
my life away, as he hath done my liberty and living, he may ;
the which I think he cannot do of his conscience, and there-
fore hath let me lie thus long in prison: wherefore I am
content to abide the end of him herein that is mine ordinary,
and do refuse the auditory of the bishop of London, because
he i8 an incompetent judge for me, and not mine ordinary.”

Story :— But, sir, thou spakest the words in the convo-
cation-house, which is of the bishop of London’s diocese; and
therefore thou shalt be carried to the Lollards’ Tower to be
judged by him for the words thou spakest in his diocese
against the blessed mass.”

Philpot :—* Sir, you know by the law, that I may have
¢ Exceptionem fori!:* and it is against all equity that I should
be twice vexed for one cause, and that by such as by the
law have nothing to do with me.”

Roper :—¢ You cannot deny but that you spake against
the mass in the convocation-house.”

Story :— Dost thou deny that which thou spakest there,
or no?

Phitpot :—1 cannot deny that I have spoken there ; and
if by the law you may put me to death therefore, I am
here ready to suffer whatsoever I shall be judged unto.”

The Scribe -—* This man is fed of vain glory.”

Oholmley :—* Play the wise gentleman, and be conform-
able ; and be not stubborn in your opinions, neither cast your-
self away. I would be glad to do you good.”

Philpot :—“1 desire you, sir, with the rest here, that I ZU/pt
be not charged further at your hands than the law chargeth furtlier than
me, for that I have done, since there was then no law di- would bear.
rectly against that wherewith I am now charged. And you,

[* ‘Exceptio fori’ was the defendant’s ¢ Exception against the court,’
the entry of his protest against some part of the charge, or the mode
of proceeding against him.]
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master doctor (of old acquaintance in Oxford), I trust will
shew me some friendship, and not extremity.”

Story :—*1 tell thee, if thou wouldst be a good catholic
man, I would be thy friend, and spend my gown to do thee
good; but I will be no friend to a heretic, as thou art,
but will spend both my gown and my coat, but I will burn
thee. How sayest thou to the sacrament of the altar?”

Philpot :—*Sir, I am not come now to dispute with
your mastership, and the time now serveth not thereto, but
to.answer to that I may be lawfully charged withal.”

Story :—* Well, since thou wilt not revoke that thou hast
done, thou shalt be had into the Lollards’ Tower.”

Puilpotre-  Philpot :—** Sir, since you will needs shew me this ex-

quireth to . h . .
see their  tremity, and charge me with my conscience, I do desire to

CommOn: gee your commission, whether you have this authority so to
do; and after the view thereof I shall (according to my duty)
make you further answer, if you may, by the virtue thereof,
burden me with my conscience.”

Roper :—*“ Let him see the commission:. is it here?”

- Story :—* Shall we let every vile person see our commis-

sion ?”

Cholmlsy :— Let him go from whence he came, and on
Thursday he shall see our'commission.”
- Story:—* No, let him lie in the meanwhile in the
Lollards’ Tower; for' I will sweep the king’s bench, and
all other prisons also, of these heretics: they shall not have

' that resort as they have had, to scatter their heresies.”

. Philpot:—*“ You have power to transfer my body from
place to place at your pleasure; but you have no power over
my soul. And I pass not! whither you.commit me, for I
cannot be worse entreated than I am, kept all day in a close
chamber : wherefore it is no marvel that my flesh is puffed
up, wherewithal master doctor is offended.”

Story :—** Marshal, take him home with you again, and see
‘that you bring him again on Thursday ; and then we shall rid
your fingers of him, and afterward of your other heretics.”
* Philpot :—* God hath appointed a day shortly to come,
in whieh he will judge us with righteousness, howsoever you
judge of us now.”

[ Pass not: care not.]
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Roper:—Be content to be-ruled by master doctor, and
shew yourself a catholic man.”
Plai@ot —< Sir, if I should speak otherwise than my con- Philpot wil

science is, I should but  dissemble  with you: and why be ﬁ{’{ ﬁ?ﬁ'ﬁ
you so earnest to have me shew myself a dissembler both science.
to God-and you, which I cannot dof”
Roper :—“We do not require you to dissemble with us,
but to be a catholic man.”
Phlilpot :— If 1 do stand in any thing against that, where-
in any man is able to burden me with one jot of the secrip-
ture, I shall be content to be counted no catholic man, or
a heretic, as you please.” |
Story :—¢ Have we scripture, scripture ¥ "—and with that
he rose up, saying, *“ Who shall be judge, I pray you? This
man is like his fellow Woodman,- which the other day would
have nothing else but scripture.”

And this is the beginning of this tragedy.

tHe seconp  ©he second examination of Master Philpot be-
EXAMINATION. fore the queen’s commissioners, Master Cholmley,
Roper, -Dr Story, .Dr .Cook, and the scribe, the  24th of
October, 1555, at Newgate Sessions’ Hall.

At my coming, a man of ‘Aldgate of mine acquaintance
said unto me, *“ God have mercy on you, for you are already
condemned in this world; for Dr Story said, that my lord
chancellor had commanded to do you away.” After a little
consultation had between them, master Cholmley called me
unto him,- saying:

Cholmley :— Master Philpot, shew yourself a wise man ;
and be not stubborn in your own opinion, but be conformable
to the queen’s proceedings, and live ; and you shall be well
assured of great favour and reputation.”

Philpot :—*“1 shall do as it becometh a christian man
to do.”

Story :—*¢ This man is the rankest heretic that hath been
in all my lord chancellor’s diocese, and hath done more hurt
than any man else there: and therefore his pleasure is that
he should have the law to proceed against him; and I have



10 SECOND EXAMINATION.

spoken with my lord herein, and he willeth him to be eommit-
ted to the bishop of London, and there to recant, or else burn.
He howled and wept in the convocation-house, and made
such ado as never man did, as all the heretics do when they
lack learning to answer. He shall go after his fellows. How
sayest thou? wilt thou recant ¥

Phitpot :—« 1 know nothing I have done, that I ought to
recant.”

Story :—* Well then, 1 pray you, let us commit him to
the .Lollards’ Tower, there to remain until he be further
examined before the bishop of London; for he is too fine
fed in the king’s bench, and he hath too much favour there:
for his keeper said at the door yesterday, that he was the
finest fellow, and one of the best learned in England.” And
with this he rose up and went his way.

Cook :—*¢ This man hath 1nost stoutly maintained heresies
since the queen’s coming in, above any that I have heard of;
therefore it is most meet he should be adjudged by the bishop
of London, for the heresies he hath maintained.”

Philpot :—“1 have maintained no heresies.”

Cook :—* No ! have you not?! Did you not openly speak
against the sacrament of the altar in the convocation-house®
Call you that no heresy? wilt thou recant that, or not?’

Philpot :—* 1t was the queen’s majesty’s pleasure, that
we should reason thereof, not by my seeking, but by other
men’s procuring, in the hearing of the council.”

Cook :—** Did the queen give you leave to be a heretic®
you may be sure her grace will not so do. Well, we will
not dispute the matter with you: my lord of Lendon shall
proceed by inquisition upon thee; and if thou wilt not recant,
thou shalt be burned.”

Philpot :—* My lord of London is not mine ordinary in this
behalf, and I have already answered unto mine ordinary in this
matter ; and therefore (as I have said before) you shall do me
great wrong, to vex me twice for one matter, since I have sus-
tained this long imprisonment, besides the loss of my living.”

Roper : —* You were a very unmeet man to be an arch-

deacon.”
Philpot :—+1 know 1 was as meet a man as he that

hath it now.”


















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































