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PREFACE.

Tur following book originated in a proposal that was
made to me some time ago by Professor Lightfoot,
that I should prepare an Article on the History of
the Creeds—apart from the History of Doctrine—for
the Dictionary of Christian Antiquities, which is now
being published by Mr Murray, under the Editorship
of Dr W. Smith.

Upon entering on the work I was surprised to dis-
cover that the subject had hitherto attracted little at-
tention, and that, with the exception of the books
which I mention in my introductory Chapter, I could
find little assistance in a collected form. The work
has thus grown under my hand; whilst the attention
that has been recently called to the subject of the
Athanasian Creed has given additional interest to my
researches. My readers have the result before them.

I have of course received great assistance from
several friends. I have expressed in the body of the
Book my obligations to many of them, but I would
here particularly mention in addition Professor Wright,
from whom I received introductions which were of the
utmost value to me in journeys which I undertook
to some of the Continental Libraries in 1872. Through
the Dean of Westminster I obtained collations from
Paris; and through the Rev. D. M. Clerk, photo-
graphs from Vienna and Milan. Mr Muller of Amster-

dam was of the utmost service to me in a curious
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difficulty in which I found myself when I was pro-
hibited from seeing the Utrecht Manuscript; and to
him as well as to Dr Vermeulen I would here express
my obligations. To Sir T. Duffus Hardy I am in-
debted not only for photographs of the Venice copies of
the Athanasian Creed and of the two pages of the
Colbertine Manuscript at Paris, but also for an intro-
duction to Mr Rawdon Browne, who was of the utmost
service to me in St Mark’s Library. Of Signor Veludo’s
kindness I have spoken in my book.

To Professor Jones of St DBeuno’s College, St
Asaph, the literary world is indebted for the first
facsimile of the Utrecht Manuseript, a seed from
which has grown the reproduction of the whole book
by the autotype process. He has kindly obtained for
me collations from Paris and from Rome. I am deeply
indebted to Mr Bond and Mr Thompson of the British
Museum, to Mr Coxe of the Bodleian, to Mr Bradshaw
and Mr Bensly of the Cambridge Library. Archdeacon
.Groome supplied me with the interesting Volume of
the early Beliefs of the German Church by Massmann,
to which I have frequently referred. To these I must
add Mr Lumby, Mr Skeat and Dr Bosworth, and
Professors Max Miiller and Westwood, to whom T feel
under special obligations, The Master and Fellows of
Magdalene College have allowed to me the almost un-
interrupted use for some time, of Waterland’s own
copy of Tentzel’s curious volume, and to them I must
add my grateful acknowledgments. And I owe to Mr
Ferrers the opportunity of examining and collating the
interesting Greek translation of the Latin ¢ Hours of
the Virgin,” printed in 1538 by Wechel.
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THE CREEDS OF THE CHURCH.

INTRODUCTORY.

§ 1. Interest of the subject. § 2. Recent negleet. § 3. Obligations to Dr
Heurtley. §4. Dr Caspari and M. Nicolas.

§ 1. THERE are few subjects which deserve the careful and
thoughtful consideration of the Christian student more than the
origin and growth of the Creeds of the Christian Church; the
history of their formation; the principles which shaped their
development. These subjects are of course intimately connected
with the history of those other confessions with which different
parts of the Church have marked out some guiding lines for the
teachers of their own communions; but (speaking generally) these
latter confessions belong to recent periods of the Church’s history,
whilst, what we call the CREEDS OF THE CHURCH, belong to the
earlier developments of the Church’s teaching. Again: these
Creeds of the Church may be regarded as having gained the
adherence of Christians of almost all nations and all denominations
—they are almost Catholic or universal in their character—whilst
the other confessions to which I have referred, can be regarded only
as national in their origin; indeed, in some instances, as limited
in their reception. Thus the national or local Churches of England,
of Scotland, and of Ireland, of Geneva and of Zurich, of the Pala-
tinate and of Poland, of Augsburg and of Holland, have put forth
at different but recent times each its Articles, its Confession, or
its Catechism. So of the Church of Rome at the Council of Trent,
and since ; whilst no national Church has repudiated what we call
the CREED OF THE APOSTLES; the NICENE or CONSTANTINOPOLI-
TAN CREED is accepted, with two variations, over almost the whole
of Christendom: and the teaching on the Trinity and the Incarna-
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tion contained and enforced in what is called the ATHANASIAN
CREED is, with even less variation, maintained by the great body
of Christians throughout the world.

§ 2. But the origin and growth of these documents, their
relations to each other and to other formule,—which were origi-
nally of a similar character, but have given way to the predomi-
nating influence of these three,—have not met with the special
attention of historians and students until comparatively recent
times. If any one will take the trouble to look at the discourse of
the learned Bishop Beveridge on the “Thirty-nine Articles of the
Church of England,” he will find that, although the great Bishop
gives a short history of the growth of the so-called Nicene Creed,
he gives no hint to his reader that the Creeds of the Apostles and
of St Athanasius ever existed except in the forms which, to us,
are so familiar. Dr Hey again is content with stating in regard
to the Apostles’ Creed that it is sometimes “called the Roman
Creed beeause used in the Roman Church; yet several clauses
have been added at unknown times, and by unknewn persons. On
these Bishop Pearson and Lord King may be consulted; and
different forms may be seen in Bingham, and Usher, and Wall on
Baptism.” He adds that it is not credible that each Apostle
contributed his clause, “seeing that the two passages ‘the holy
Catholie Church’ and ‘the Communion of Saints’ were not in the
Creed till some centuries after the age of the Apostles’.” And

here he leaves this subject. On the Nicene Creed he is content
" with repeating the usual account of its being “made” at Nicea,
whilst the latter clauses were added at Constantinople. He
mentions however? Archbishop Usher’s opinion (as he understood)
“that the whole of our Nicene Creed was rnown at Nice in 3253, al-
though no more was published than what relates to drius.”—Coming
down to later works, the Exposition of the 39 Articles by the
present Bishop of Winchester (published originally about 1852)
shews how little interest had been raised on the subject even at
that time. Dr Harold Browne remarked that “many confessions
of faith are to be found, nearly corresponding with the Creeds
which we now possess, in the writings of the earliest Fathers,”
and referred in his notes to Wall and Bingham?®  On alater page*

1 Dr Hey, Lectures, Book 1v. ch. viii. 3 2nd edition, 1854, p. 212.

§3. 4 p. 228,
2 Ibid. § 5.
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the Bishop gave a translation of the Apostles’ Creed in Greek, of
the 15th century, as being the Creed in its “original language.”
Again, he thought' with Usher that possibly “shortly after the
Council of Nice, the Nicene Fathers, or some of them, or others
who had high authority, enlarged and amplified the Nicene
symbol, and that this enlarged form obtained extensively in the
Church”—a suggestion which, although not quite accurate (as we
shall see), is well deserving of respectful consideration. Bishop
Forbes, of Brechin, in his Ezplanation of the Thirty-nine
Articles, published in 1867, remarks®: “As to the Eastern or
Nicene Creed, we see how the faith against the perversions of
heretics, flexibly adapting itself to meet the exigencies of the
Church in maintenance of it, was expanded into that of Constan-
tinople: the anathematisms having been dropped, and certain
additions made, which by some were said to be due to St Gregory
Nazianzen, by others to St Gregory of Nyssa, but which embodied
in great measure expressions of ancient Creeds.” On the growth
of the Apostles’ Creed Bishop Forbes is silent. Indeed so far as
our modern theology goes, I believe that an obscure note appended
to what is called the “Oxford Translation” of Tertullian furnished
for many years the only results of English investigations on the
subject. This note, publishe