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GENERAL INTRODUCTION
LOCATING THE MINOR BIBLICAL REFORMERS IN HISTORY

e cannot spenk of "Fre-reformers" unless we have a olear
conception. of the term "reformation®. Too often we leave the
Reformation hlstoricnliy unexplained as if it were a sudden
upheavel in the life of the churoh, a change as sudden as the
inversion of an hour glass. But no Reformor just drojs from he.vemn.
*In spite of its originality and freshness, the Refomuticn by no
means interrupted the continuity of humen affairs -- on the contrary,
it wus, on the one hand, preceded and its way prepared by pious and
enlightened men, who precched almost the very doctrines that
digtinguished the Roformers, while, on the other hand, a very and
considerable Christian and intsllectunl culture was possessed by
nunerous individuals and commmities, and generally, thore wag a
wide oircle of susceptible minds which sympathized with the Reformers,
and resigned themselves to their influcncer. (1)

The successful leaderz of the *"Revolt® of the XVI Century were
not 'a handful of men who solely by their personal power inducsed the
people to follow them nlong a now way. Long before their time the
soil wus preyared for the seed.

(1) Uvllmann, Reformers, pni'm vole 1y Pe XXo



Vie might classify this prejaration as "the will to reform® and
the "method of reform®. Both were preexistent in the boaom of the
Church long before the final advent cane.

A study of these pre-refornatory ourrents and streaas does not

dininish the position of Luther as a Reformer, but rather enhances it.
Almost everything Luther hod said and done had beon said and tried
before him, but not successfully. Clearly Luther appearcd when in the
mercy of God the new fullness of time had come. He had the personsl
qualitios, ond the political conditions favored his woxk.

In order to aupreciate the mwill for refurm" one must first of
all, get r.-elenr Ploture of the growth of the opposite principle,
*im,licit faith®". That dogna wus the secret of the power of the
church. 7This princisle of "implicit faith® began to formulate itself
fesbly alrendy in theo ige of Augustine. Then the council formulated
tho oreed and the state onforced the decisions of the council, the
gorm of the doctrine begen to grow. This doctrine of "implicit faith®
zained strength as the centuries went on. Immooent III (1161-1216)
greatly extonded the scope and exalted the value of the dogaa of
rimplioit faith®. According to him, "should a man implicitly believe
an orroneouu doctrine, he is not guilty of heresy, but, on the :

contrary, wine and retains uerit merely because he believes that
the church believes na he does".

() Hulme, Renaissance and Reformation, p. 147.



It had thus become the highest duty of man to aocept blindly
the guidance of the Church. The Church, not the individual, boccme
the oxternal custodian and Interproter of truth. The individual no
longer, in the eyea of the Church, had the right to determine for
hingelf what wns nccessary for salvation, nor wus he freo to interpret
the crecds of tho Church. Due to the authority of the dootrine of
vinmplicit falth®, the individual's "faith sank from the level of
reason to that of mere obedience . . . Imer conviction gnve way to
external authorityr. - (1) ~

With the Renaissonce, however, the individual becume impertant.
The Renolssunce ndkss the revival of the individual, the notiam,
ilterature, aurt, and science. In religion the Rennissance marked
the stransfor of religlon from the objestive to the subjective aide
of things®. (2). Ve might go a stop further and suy that the
Renaisasunce muks the rebirth of Ghristianity - "the rebirth of
oc;nuo:lem-. ns Hulme oalls it. 7Yoo ofton we tl_u.nk of the lliddle
Ages a8 an inagtiwe and dork uge, but tho history of the lilddle
Ages shous that the life of the lliddle Ages wus one of incessant
atruggle for reform.

The Renaissnnce glorified the individual. In religion that
meant the use of conscience aa a guide. Gradually the individual-

istic spirit grew.

(1) Hulme, op. Cit.y P. 11}5.
(2) Beard, The Reformation of the XVI Century, p. 1.



In oiposing the church an ap.enl wus nade from the traditions of
tho oimrch, first to the futhore, und then to the Jew Toatomont itself.
Tho grook toxt, the Septungint, and Mlmnmommiimd
the Vulgate in tho hands of the learncd. Tho Scriptures in tho vernncular
languages of Burope brought hune to the ninds of the eople how widely
different the Caurch of tho New Testuzent was from the ecolosafestiosl
gysten thoy sufforsd undsr. .

in tho ajpyraciatlon of imdividusl cwisclence Legan to grow there
neturally surogse sh opposition to the corruptions of tho church. Thus
fron the begimning of the XIIX Go the oud of She XV contury a lively
asengse of neod of rofom: vas thore und efforts woere nade in that
: dircotion.

Tho of'forts of tliose threc Sonturiea nigh% ba divided into three
ocl:ngos {1): Ontholic, ljystic, and Biblical. The Catholic oposition
bogun with tho sects of «ll kinds attucking tho sccordotallism of the
churchk - the Petrubrusions, Alblgenses. Bosides the gects, thore wns
elso tho nonastic roforus which resulted in $he orgenization of the ‘
Daninfoens and Franciscans. Shon thurc is alco tho criticlsm of the
humenists. Petrareh in his cgZpistolas sine Tituls, Buccaccis's
Decanoron, Obhucor's ardonor - all rovoal = criticel spirit, nuch
nore savere then Luthor. The later hunandsts; Agricolu, Brosmus,
Ulrich v. Hutton, brecthe the aplrit of tho Rounlasangs.

(1) Thid., p- 6 - uses this olnsalfication.



Anothor group of nire-rof mers? «re the nystics. Nystiocimm
¢un hardly bo cl:ssificd &8 a "Pre-reformatory tondency®, bocause it is
nore of a withdrawel from life und nct soif-propugating. :t is ln‘l:_omoly
poraonal; yot there ia the opositicn to the hierarchy and sucordotalisn.
This feeiing of op_-:-usi.tl.t;n 28 well ez tho subjeative lauent of tho
mystlcs justifiuvs their inclusicn in tils group. %Their graot contrl-
butlons might bo menticnel: the Juitutic Guristl of i'Empls, and the
Taeologin Jurmanicne Luther asnid conoerning this work: wind I will aeny
though it be bowsting of nyself and °I sponk ns o foul', that next %o the
Bikle und S%. jugustine, no book hath ever cone intoe ny Junds vhence I
have lowrned, or would wish to lourn, more of whnt Gud and (hrist and
mon end 211 thinge arev. (1) The naxwos of Bekort, Tualer. Susa,
Raysbrook, tho Drethgren of the Camcn Lifo, rnd Staupits algo belong
hare.

Tho third class of sPro-reforuora® are tho Biblical Reforners.
They mado usa of a different plaa of atluck - the Bihie. The othar
socts nerely nojntively cpposed the church. The Biblical Reformers,
howrever, h:d tho authority of the Bible. Sometines wp are startled:
when wao are raninded that copics of the Pible oxisted dbolure tle
Refomntivn. ife ars told, for instanco, that o High Geaman translation
of the Biblo was printed at Hayunos 1462 :xd on the whole fourteen tines
bofore the Reformation in Strassburgs Augeburg, wd Nusrenbarge (2)

{1) Beard, 0y« 0i%.s P 23 - luther's 2 ed. in profase.
{2) gieseler, Eoclesiastioal History, Vol. V, p. ne 3.



Ve nuat not bo puzzled. This ia morely an indication of the
spirit of rofom that ;ms wstive in tho centuries beforo the Reformation.

The inportance of the Biblical Reformers Cannot be overcstinated.
Thay took the right track. The religion of the church that thoy cme
In contact with had lost its power. It had hoen convorted into luwe
The church wns gullty of samingling Lusr and Gospol. The result wia
that sduring the Hiddle .ipgos, the essontial nature of the Chriaztian
foith hud becons grodualldy and progrosaively misundorstood until, at
lnste 16 wis again reduced almost wholiy to an objestive Law - an
extornul ordinance, striot md unflending, and vhich only comsnded and
threntonedr. (1)

vith the begimning of the Renalasonce novement, the ouposition
to the Church was uinly neg:tive and vont %o the oppoaiio oxtreme -
antinonienism = & hutrod for all suthority. X% &s Juat here vhers the
groeinons of the Biblical Refomors comes into viow. The Biblical
Reformors %ot the pr.per medium. They ovolved thoir Christienity :md
libvoerty fran Scripture, striotly intorpreted, and "taught men once more
%o rosugnize in Christlanity the oreative power of God, diffusing frosh
lifo into tho doopest roots of our spiritaal being, and gulding us from
ntonenont to a.;ntll‘icl.;.ﬂm == 1 {reo dootrine of grave and faith, of
love and 8,.irit, pragpting us frem the heard outwards to the falfilling
of tho Law; while, at tho seme time, it restored the dootrine which is the

kernel. of 8t. Paul's Creed, but whighdn the courso of time had been
wholly overgrovm by the legalism which hud cropt inv. (2).

(1) mm. Qe olt. Vol. i'relapo, = m-
{2) Winonn, Ibid, Profroe, p. XIV.
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The substantial spirit of the Reformation vus already contained in
the dootrine of the pioneers who did in a more private and circumscribed
ocircle what the Roformers did on a great scale.

Those Pre-reformers also operated on the !!m_nuamo principle of
liberty - of emanoipation, but it wes Christien Liberty. They hod a
real liberty bused on and limited by divine truth. Their liberty com~
slsted in an assurance of perfect fellowship with God and also on indepen-
dence of all things human. 7They thus substituted faith, intornalism, and
Christian liberty for legalism, extermalism, nnd submission.

The Biblical Pre-reformers might be desoribed as mem who, in
both in their religious method and the comclusions to which it had led
them, 50 closely resemble Luther end Zwingli ns to exoite wonder that
they did not antiocipate their success®. | (@) Though ﬂw were lniivﬂm--
istic, yet they had much in caimon. They all oatensibly remained with-
in the Church, their fundamental €thesis of the sole authority of the

Bible was comon %o all. None of them had a wide following. They
gWe no direct contribution to the Reformation. They must rather be

. oonsidered as intimationf of the profound uwnrest that was atirring

Gemmony in the XV century.

The oldest of these Biblical Pre-reformers are the Waldenses,
a still surviving church. Their history goes back to the XII cemtury.
Dissatisfied with the church, they sought satisfeotion in the Bible.

a-) ,m. 0P« olt. Pe a



They trenslnted the Bible into their daily tongue, discarded the.
allegoricul interpretation of Soripture, taught the universal priesthood
of .beliovers, had two sacromonts, ra.']on'hd purgatory, indulgsnce, the
adoration of the saints,. vrayer for the dead. Soon after their birth
they nultiplicd rup_i.dly. There vere so nany Waldensions soon after they
came into existence that 1t was sald that a VWeldensian traveling from
Antwerp to Rome could sleep every night in the house of o fellow believer.
@).

Approaching the XIV and XV centuries we concern ocurselves with
the individual Biblical Reformers. Theae men night be divided into
mejor snd minor Reformers. The major Pre-reformers include Hass,
Ficlif, Savonarols. These men vere reformers in whom gotion was the
predaninent characteristic. They are all wall known men.

The other ;zroup of Biblical Reformers is called the minor
Biblicnl Reformors. This paper will somsider these. These men are
distinguished from the others hy the feot that they are all Germans --
although not geographically in Germany proper, yet they lived in those
countries connected with the Fatherland by the Rhine and by the German
language -- though molded into a peculiar dialect. Germany was the
center fram which the Refurmation wemt out into the world. It was .
also the center of the Reformation, for mowhere else were the pre-
parations so deep and effectual.

These Minor Biblical Pre-reformers are also of great interest
because so little is known of them. They were all quiet and modest
men who furnished syiritual food they derived fram the Bible.

1) 1bid. p. 5.



They were hm.b:l.o men who in ever widening circles and in
increusing dogrees penetrated the various classes of pecplo and made the
beople susceptible to the words and acts of the Reformers. Thay were,
in fine, humble, scriptural, experiense theologians, who worked in un-
known circles and in an unchbserved mammner. No parade or flash was
asgoclated with them. Hone had any influence on Luther direstly, though
Luther sald he studied Wesel's writings for his dogree. (F Wessol
Luther said that it seems that he derived all he knew from him.(1)
Outside of thias history is silent. Though these men were quiet and
secludod men yet they were important for their cultivation of their
theologliorl ideuns, which formed the real essence of the Reformation.

These minor Reformers were distinctive persomalities. The firs¢
of this trio is John Pupper of Goch (1400-7-5). He was a recluse hy
tom erament. His importance lies in this that he wes a cultivator of
theological principles. dJohn Ruchrath of Oberwesel, however, was bold,
courageous man. (1410-81). He is important to the church for his moral
leadership. The third, Wessel Gensfort (1420-89) was the cutstanding
man of the trio. He had both the qualities of scholarship es well as
leadership. The f:l.neai; qualitics were blended in him. Ilo well deserves
the title of ®Luther's Precursort. These men either sought to establish
truth (Goch) or to refute error (Vesel). Both of these characterize

fessel.

(1) ml_.ll.m. ODe nito. Pe l’ﬂfm{nn vol. l.
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JUHANN PUPPER VOH GOCH
1400 - 1475
*THE CORMMENCEUENT OF THE REFORMATORY TRADITION® °

Johann Pupper von @och was born in the town of Goch in the
Duchy of Cleves, which is situated about M—thr« miles n.w. of
Duesseldorf, Gemany. @och seldom used kis family nume, but rather
used the nomo of his ylece of birth when referring to himself. Some-
times he 1s designated as a Brn"hanter. a Belgien, or on an inhabitant
of the town of Hechlin. :

The life of Goch might be divided into two scotiong; the unknown,
and the dark period. The unknown period is a periocd for historical
conjeoture in which Ullmenn indulges rather fresly. Very little ia knam
of the fanily tree or the early education of Goch. It is conjectured
thit Gooh studied at one of the sohools of the Brethérth of the Caumon
Lot. Thse only reasan that mﬁnm furnishes for this conjecture is the
fact. that qooh's writings nre filled with the spirit of the Brethren. (1)
At thie school he is supposed to have met Wessel Gensfort. Since it was
the custom of theological students of that age to attend a university,
1t is conjectured that Goch attended scme university, perhn;s Paris or
Cologne, although Gooh did not have e mustert's degree.

(1) P. Piper, 4eugen der Wehrheit, p. 285 (erticle by Ullmann)



The next conjocturetakes us to the year 1348. Ullmarn says that
a certain John of Gooh iz mentioned together with (odfrey 'a Kempis as
governors of n house of the Brethren of the Gamon Lot, founded in 1448 .
at Harderwyk. Both of these men together with a teno!ur nemed Honmm
von Schurrenburgh made o groat success of the institution. Ict is further-
nore coanjectured that Goch himself founded a monnstary at s:l.w"n‘. Flanders,
in 1448, He ls aaid to have received orders at this time. mlnnm
bases this conjecture on a stantement of Foppens, who reports th..t‘lluuh
moved his nuns from Sluys to Mechlin, a oity speciallszing in nunkt‘;q;.

The positive history of Gooh begins with the year 1451, -han"‘qooh
ostablished a priory for nuns at Hechlin at the age of fifty. This :
priory was called Taebor sund was founded on the rule of St. Ansnuum.!j&).

As v prior Goch seems to have been very successful, for his nmtu?" ',“ \\

N\

grow Prom elght to sixty inmates. After serving as rector and emfa'rloi\__"
to the nuns of Tabor, Goch died on March 28, 1475, four years nﬂ:org'
Thomas a Kempis end fourteen years before Wessel. After a life of ’
quiet labor this modest Johann Pupper von Gooh wus buried in the old
shurch of the monustary of Tabor.

Though little is knowm about Goch, yet we know enough from his
writinga to get a clear picture of the man and his work. Though a

recluse, Goch w:s a men of deep spirituslity, profound intellect, and

glowing plety. (2).

(1). schroeckh, Christliche Kirchengeschichte, p. 303
(2) Eurz, Church mﬂw. Pe mh.

\
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He lived a simple life of sontemplation, but he had a kesn mind
a8 his logical skill in handling the fourth error in De Quattuor
Erroribus shows. Being of o .qutet disposition, Goch -:w-r exoited
the suspicion of the hierarchy nor suffered eny persecution; although
he was oriticized by = Doninicun monk on one oocasion. The quiet
tenor of his life resembled that of % Kempis. Though Gooh was contem-
plutive, he was an extreme Naminnlist and rejected all speculation in
the s here of religion. (1).

Though less learned that V/essel und less imbued with the spirit of

the reformer than Wesel, Gooh hed n greater deyth of intellect and a
groator mystical inclination. Ullmunn well describea Gooh, ‘"In John

of Gooh we have made the acquaintance of n theologlan, who, being of a
sredaninently reflestive nature, devoted himself almost exclusively

1o the contemplation of the more inward condition of the Christiaon body,
Yraced the deep roots of its corruption,; and pund.crot!. upon the remedies
which would prove most effectusl for renovating its ;piri.t and general
tendency.® (2).

put how did that recluse Gooch exert any influence? In his life-
time Gooh's influence was limited to the circle of his friends, but at
the time of the Reformation Gooh was revived and used for the
furthorance of the Reformation. 4t that time his works were published
for the firat time to show how Lutheren men were before Luther. This

reviving of Gooh was done by a man named Grapheus. (3)

(1) schaff- Hergzog Re. Ency. Vol. V¥, p.2.

(2) ‘nm. krml.rﬂ| v°1. II P- 161.

(3) For an account see; Ullmenn, Reformers, Vol. I, Appendix II, P« 397«
D. Gerdes, Historin Ref., Tomus XII, p. 21- Sicture of Grapheus.



Grapheus wos the tomn olerk of antwerp. His name wns really Cornelius,
but beonuse of his job he received the nome ®de Schryver, Scribonius,
Graghsus*. This tomn ot‘rio!.n; w.8 a warm admirer of Luther mnd Frasmus
and a friend of Durer. (1). Grepheus heartlly admired the unpublished
works of Goch, and so he set aimut huving these enlightening works
published. Grogheas had the chief work of Goch (De Libertate Christiana,
written 1473) printod in 1521. Other works .I.'o;llowed. Grapheus,
ha\.-mve.r. was soet on a scaffold in Brussels and wes compelled to retract
coertain propositions. He then was forced to throw his scathing preface
to the Do Libertate into the fire. Later on he wus dismissed from
office. Kalkoff sumacrizes the eccount os follows:' '::;e: ‘l:::;\o die
Schrift des
Johannes Pupper von Goch fir iber die "Christliche Preiheite,
die mit den grundlegenden Idun dor deutschen BReformation, der
Ablohnung der scholastischen Philuophlc. der Betonung der
Schriftautoritat und Verwerfung der Werkheiligkeit zu Gunaten
eines verimnerlichten religiosssen Lebens immerhin eine starke
Verirondschaft zeigie, mit elner eindringlichen Vorrede vam
Marz 29, 1521 hercusgegoben. Dieser feurige Aufruf en die hell-
beglerige, nach selbstindiger Erkerntnis strebende Laienwelt,
mit schorfen Ausfallen gegen dis Unterdrickung der ev. Wahrheit
u. die Ausbeutung des irregeleitenten Volkes durch den Klerus,
erschien also gerade in Jenen Monaten, anls chnehin in Antwerpen
_die Leidenschaften duroh’die damals”tc.bende Fehde der pre-
digen Mdnche aufs tiefste erregt waren.

(1) Schriften des Vereins fur Reformationsgeschichte, No. 81 p. 70



halill |

Koun hitte donn Aleander naoh der vom ihn am 13. Jull posphaft in Szene
geaoizten Bichervorbrennung der dadurch seiner Meinung nech hinlenglich
von der Kotzerei gosauberten Stadt den Riocken gokehrt, so veroffentlichte
Grapheus eine gegen die Verkheiligkelt der scholastischen Theologle
gerichtsto Streitschrift Johann Puppers: in seinsr Vorrede voa 23.
August 1521 protestierie or uufs heftigste gegen dis Verfolgung der
sohiichton Christenlehre mit ;oh% und Bann, mit Fluchen u. Scheiter-
haffent (). Due %o the influence of a Juror and later mayor, Laluolo-tt
von Urseln, Grapheus was reinstated as one of the four clerks and ke;pt
that office until his death in 1548. (2).
Though this biogrophical sketoh is but brief, it is sufficicnt
Por our purposes. Goch wes a theologien and mystic in the gocd sense of
the temm. It is not for his avtivity thet we know Gooh, but for his
thoughts. Goca is important o us becnuse he mcommences the Reformatory
tradition.® His writings, though enlightoning, were not published until
the beginning of the XVI ccntury. They are importunt because they were
stored with reformstory principlos. (och's importonce can be appreciated
in the history of dogmn, since his writings show his reformatory doctrines.

ZUEOLCGY,
Goch was u theologlian of the Augustinien school, emphasizing

monism in grace as opposed to the Pelagien and 'Sn_lpdagl.un tendencies
of the age.

(1) Paul xalk;ﬂ'f. aohrirtso; des Vereins fur Reformationsgeschichte. No.
: 79 P-
(2)- Ibid... No. 81' 1')- 10&., De 220



Pelaglonisn wus threatening the church with a perverted view on good
works, indulgences, hierarchy, priestly order, the tressury of merits.
The Qouspel Lud become a codo of laws, and the Church was looked upon
a8 an institute of dishing out merit. Since uoo.h was e Biblical
theologiun, he opposed these corruptions. Iliis theclogy wes Biblical
and anti-philosophical, Is.ugu'st:l.niun and onti-pelcgien. @och mede
love the naterial principle of his thsology and the sole authority
of scripture the formel principle of his theology. There is, there-
fore, o love from which he derived everything and o certain liberty
which spontanecusly flows out of this love ans opposed to the legal
viaw < Christianity in the Church. In short, his thaology wnus God-
centered; of Qod, through God, and to God. lLeaving generalities,
let us cxamine somo specific dognas of Goch:

; SCRIZTURE

gGoch is a Biblical Reformer, end it is important to get his
view on Soripture. In practice Goch always epyeanls to the atandard
of soxipture. His appeal in his book, De Quattuor Erroribus shows
this tondency very olearly. HO suys that he will undertake to "dras
from tho fountain of Canonical Soripture the sole and indisputeble
wuthority.® If in doing so, he will contradiot particulmr state-
mnts of the Fathers, Gooh promises to give proofs that *"they had
either erred in interpreting Sasred Soripture or hed not expressed
themselves with suffioient ascuraoy.r (1)

(1) mﬂnBQ Qe cit., P 65.
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He not only respeots soripture, but he also gives Soripture
& very high authority. sThis Geripture {(canonioul) is the only cne,
which, being derived from the higheat truth, possesses an insontro-
vortible authcrity, from which nothing can be token awny, end to
which nothing oun be added, 8o ihat all other writings are

guthoritative in proporticn to their congonance with o c

soristure.v (1) fThe qualities of this infallibility ure: a fim
foundation for faith to rest upon, convincing evidence, and absolute
infallibility.

Goch's hermeneutical prinociples »s given in his Christiaen
Liberty nlso sound good.  imong these ho satates the requirement that
Scripturec be explained by itself, and his preference for the literal
rather then the other interpretations in vogue: ullegorical,
tropological, unngoiogical. In cese of argument, he demands that
the litoral sonse be tnken, since it is "primerily intaided by Godt.

SIH
In his book Christisn Liberty Gooh gives his vicw on sin.

He regords sin as the onuse of evil. le also looks upon the Fall

of man as the source of sin. This sin is inherited, loaving nan with

a Oonoupiscence - n "sinful bias¥. Thus he regards original sin, not
nerely as o nogntive went of righteousness, but 2lso aa a positive bent
towerd evil. In fine, original sin is thowkindling spark of sin in all,
with which all are bomn, has sprung from the actual ain of Adem®. (2).

(1) Winmenn, op. oit. Vol. I, p. 54 from Ghristisn Liberty
‘2) mdn. Pe 69
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The Church, whogse head is Christ (1) has the chief vocation of
approprioting and propagaking the spirit of Christ and of "prnstical
exoroise of the evungelicel life®. Though Goch has high respect for
the Church, yet he ucknowiedgos the Church's £:1libility. =The
@hurch milituut, which 18 not raised cbove error" (1) In assigaing
the higineat jlnce in the Church to Ghriat, Goch regoerded the priest-
hood as the hizhest o£fico in the Ohurch, even nbove bishops. (2).
gooh thus recognized the easentinl eguality between bishop_rios and
the presbytery. The next atep_ia the dectirine of the universal
oriosthood of nll Christians. John Wessel took that .ntop a8 we shnll
6eo leter.

goch regurds priects on o higher ;:lans than monks. In fact,
he looks down on "monkery®. Contrury to the sccepted opinion of the
ego_that monastic )ife had a superior virtus. Goch regarded monks
8 imperf'ect and weck -- na people in the penitentinl state.

¥While Gooh did s.evk disparagingly of monnstic life, we must
rezambor that he himself was the hend of o monastic imstitutions
How does ho justify hinself? In a very interesting way. ®For es
ans thing is salutary for the sick, and another for the whole, one
thing is for the wedk, cnother for the strong, so has our Hother,
the Church, making the exigencies of individuals her own, studied to

provide all with incentives to plety'

(1) 1bid., p. 124
(@) rvid., p. 124



With tils view, ghe ordained the monastic vow for the wesk wnd
ungtaeble, who ocould not, by mecns of the ordinary institutiocns, be
brought to the jerfoct obscrvance of tha Gospel law . « . Manks
belong to tho olinus to whom the snying of the Savior asplied, "Campell
then to come in' . . . . They are the unsettled vagrants of the
higwroys. mentioned in the parabla, who have, no doudt, a cortain
will'ngnesa %o beo Ghrlsﬁ.m. but aro driven and tossed =bout by the
inaonstant gusts of their inolinationsz."(l) e thus see Fhat Gosh’
hnd 11ittle referd for the monks thus plcoing himgelf in opuoaiticn to
the posular opinion of the age a8 woll as of Aquinne end othor church-
men.
JIGTIFICATION

{io now come to the crowmn of »ll dootrines, cnd here we nust be
carcful in judging. Ritachel in his scathing oriticism of Ullmenn
neintaina thut Gooh's thoorg was plueinly Oat:-:ol‘l.c- Ho s:ys, "Seine
Ezorpte bowolaen nur, dess ornichis anders als die k:.tholishe
Justificutionslehro fuhrt". (2) A modorn writer, Q. Clemen, maintains
thut "vor nllem seiner Rechtfertigungslehre nach gehorte Pupper noch
gans uborwiogend dem Bannkrelse der mittolaluerkichen Kirche anv.
(3) Another seys, "Die katolische Yadenlehre ist aush bei dem mehr
popularen Theologen dieser Richtung nicht gebrachen.

(l) Ullnann, 0. °lt-| Pe 120

(2) AR Ritsohl, Nechtfertigung u. Verschnung, p. 132. Scathing orit.

(3) Panl Kalkoff, Die Angange der Qegenreformation in den Nieder-
londen, Ops Git., No. 79s pe 101l ne &4



8o etwa bel Goch*. (1) Klotsche, * in the decisive questions
concerning justification by faith, their (ninor reformers) con~
ception was essentinlly oatholic®. (2)

I am no% so sure thnt Goch did have the Cotholic view of
Justification. Qoch, first of nll, hnd a profound sense of human
sinfulnoss, strictly oxcluded all merit, and oxealted the grace of
God progurod through Christ. In his book De Liberate Christisna
Goch condemne Pelagians and Semipolsgions. (e condemns four errors
that: 1. man's naturel will nust cooperate with the groce of God in
ortler o -his Justification 2. merit is an sction to which reward is
due on tho score of justice 3. that merit receivecs sn incrense from
tho good work 4o wihisch 1t belongs 4. an aotion performed from love,
when weished in the scalo of justico, boars some proportion to our
eternnl folisity. Then ho goss on to soy, "By no actions, however,
$int nuybe yerformed, Gan man soguire me;_'it to himgelf; for
snteccedontly he is u debtor to God for all he can do. Hence it is
thet the Church, being founded uyon faith in Christ, relies upon hig
merits, cnd believes ond hovos for selvation froa these. 1In feot, he
slone has procured for us deliverence, and jusiification, and
glorificution, that God msy ba pruised in nll. The trua faith, by
which we are incornoruted with Christ,consists in believing that our

whole gnlvation ig bnssd upon his morita.* (3)

(1) Seebert, Lehrbuch der Dogmongeschichto, p. 193
(2) Klotscho, listory of Dostrines, p. 173
(3) m-lmm' OPe cit. vol. I, De ?6



Gooh not only. excludes all work rightsousness, but he anlso
exalis the grace of God procured through Christ as the only foundntion
for salvation. The following statement makes this el;arl "Hence 1%
is not the merit of our works which mokes us heirs to the kingdom of

_heaven, but the boing spiritually born of God end thet Christ has
neritod for us by his denth*. (1)

In spite of this fim stond on grace and Christ's merig, Goch
uses many suspicious phrases that would lead one to believe that hs
held the "grutia infusa® idea of justifiontion. oHe defines grace
gonorelly to be the gift of God fmparted to man in the course of his
devolopuent for the purpose of emencipeting his will from the bondage-
d aoncupiscence and inflening i€ will with the love of that rightecus-
noss which renders him worthy of eternzl selvationt. (2)

Howaver, in defining grace ss *falth working by love" it nay
be thot Goch norely, in opgosition o Antinomirnism, is try;ng to
show thut faith iz e« living, active thing. In quoting the bossage
thet wo ere njustified by faith without the works of the law® against
;Bhe Antinomisns, Gooh says "Hen is justified without the works of the
Laws but-he (Paul) by no meens ssys -— without tho works of faith®.
(3) Ho ins:lsts on the noveassity of the "works of faith®.

Mnving sesn Quch's view of sin, Scripture, grace, we might
gay thnt Goch cemne quite nuar %o the correct view. It moy be that

for the went of better terms he used Catholic terms.

a) mlﬁlﬁm. ODe 0111'.. -p. 77
(2) Ibid. p. 69
(3) Ibid. p. 9%
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Perhops ho merely wented to emphasize the fnot that faith is a
living thing when he adds the words "works of frithv. This theory
could well furnish the theme for a thesis. I loave it as an open
question, rather giving goch the benefit of the doubt, though
Ullmann confosses, *The article of Justification by Faith alons
does not shine forth as the governing center in the same degree ns
wus tho onse of the Reformers" (1)

HORKS

The works of goch moke him importent. It is through them that
Goch became knam to us. His works are of such a reformatory nature
that the gouncil of Trent pleced Goch in the first class of prohibited
authors whose works are never %o be recd. During his life time his
works were not published, but Graphsus, the town clerk of Antwerp,
published four of them in the XVI century. (2) The four works that he
published were i _Epistola Apologetica (probably published 1520), the

QuattuorErroribug, De Libertate Christiana in 1521 to which Grapheus
edded his scathing preface, and possibly the De Qratie Divina, which

is surrounded with conjectures. Ths best accounts of Goch and his
works are given by Walch in his Monimenta Medii Aevi, published in
goetting in 1760. (3) Of these works Ullmonn summarizes two. The

De Libertate is surmarized on pages 52-81; ths.De Quattuor Erroribus
on puges 83=131.
(1) Illﬂ-. P 81

(2) of'e pe 1l.
e) Sochroeckh, ope. 0it., claims this p. 303.
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The first of these De Libertate Ghristiana oontaina chiefly
Goch's positive convictions on the fundementals of Christianity and

the way of snlvetion. PFollowing an introduction there are six books.

Only the £irst throe and part of the fourth is preserved, but the con-

%ents of the. othors caon be found in De guattuor Erroribus,for nuch of

the seme ground is found there, The chopter headings are:; 1, inter-

pretation of Scripture ns the only sure source of faith, 2. Of the

huaan will and its operations. 3. OFf merit and the conditions on

which 1t depends. 4. of vomm and questions connected with them. 5.

of tha difforent positions as regards moral conduct opoupled by par-

ties who are under vows and by parties who are not, 6. of the

objections made by Engelberit, a monke _
The other book is the De guattuor Erroribus which is predominent-

1y negntive, prescribing in the main his answer to the false tendencies

of the nge. The bulk of his reformantory views are found here. He

wrote this book in nnswer to the raequest of friends who complained

sbout the folse doctrine that wos circulnting about the vow. Felse

teachers s:1d that the Gospel Law could only be kept within monastic

1ife. The four errors of these people in regard to the Gospel Lew

he states «s follows:; l.unevangelical legality, 2. lawless liberty,

3. f£alse confldence in self, 4. aelf devised outwerd piety. The

book is writtem in the form of a dialogue. The conversetion tokes

place between the wgpirit® and the nsoul®;



0. Clemen clnims this shows his most mature thought. (1)

A third work is the Epistola Apologetica. This treatise wns
written in response to the criticiem of an unknomm Doninican monk.

(2) This monk criticized Goch's idea of the liberty of the Christian
religion as found in the book De Libertats or De Quattuor Erroribus
or both. The whole consists of twenty=-four pages divided into two
p:rts:; the firat, treats of Scripture ns the source of our
knowledge of true Christian faith; the second, the principle of
Christian liberty, pagus fourteen to twenty-four. (5).

(1) schoff-Herzoge, op. oit., Vol. V. p. 2

(2) of. p. 10
G) of. note in Ullmenn, ope C6i%.p, Vol. I. Do 105. note 1, where this

work is discussed in detail.



" John Ruohrath von Ober Wesel
110 (?) == 1481

John t/esel was born in the town of COber Vesel, which lies on
the banks of the Rhine betweon loyence and Ccblents. He is ﬁmal]y
roferred to as Johannos do Vas:lin, which refers to the section of
the country thut he cume from. His fanily nome is Ruchrath, but is
spelled severul wnys:; Richroth, Buchard, Ruchrnd, Bucherath.

The date of hu birth is not known, but he was born within the
first twenty years o!' the XV cantury Nothing positive is knosm shout
his parents, early education, or fri.mdl

The renl biogrnphy of Vesel begins with his metriculation at .
Erfurt. This occurred in the year 14jj0. Here ifesel was a succossful
student. He received his Bachelor®s Degree in 142, his Master®s in
1445. About 1445 Viesol entered the clerical profession, but he did
not toke the mon_nstic vow. Thia is or sone importance during his
trial as we shall sesc later. In tho year 1456, Wesel became o Licen=-
tiate and received his ﬁootor'- Degree in Theology. Shortly after
Viesel beoame a Dostor, he beczme n professor of Theology. During
the yeurs 156~7 he wos Rector of the University. AiAbout 1458 Wesel
becane Vice-Rector under Count John of Heneberg. Hers at Erfurt
tiesel lohored for trrenty years as a teccher and for ten yeors as o
professor of Theology. He was a brillient professor and won the
hearts of his students. Besldes teaching, Wesel was also a brilliant
and zenlous preacher of the Gosppl. Through his sermons he won the
hearts of the people who ndmired him gre:tly.



tiesel's fome at Erfurt became s0 great that in the course of
tine Vesel becume the daminuting charncter of Erfurt.' A contemporary
called Viesel cn "ornament of Erfurt end the most celebrated pupil of
iis Univorsity®". (1) Luther also testificd %o hl.i influence,. He
geid; . Johennes Veaelia der zu Mainz Prediger mt.' zuvor zu
Erfo;rt die hohe Schule mit aeinen Buchern regiert aus welchen ich
duselbst auch bin Maglater gmmm-, (2) This statoment of Luther
broves that Viesel had ea:erted.. a great .lnﬂuence upon the university.
A certain Barthalomaeus Arnoldi of Ursingen roported in a work,
printed for the first time in 1499, that Weael'’s raputation still
wug grent ut the university,

In ordor to underatand Vesel, it is necosscry to remark some-
thing obout the university. The University of Erfurt wns located in
central Germany, Being isolated in Germeny, Erfurt hed no customary
metions?, Besidos being distinctly German, Erfurt was also o
pecples? university, Erfurt was also slightly enti=papal right from
the beginning, The University wns founded during the papal achism.
Two rival Popes gave permission to build it, Later at the Qouncils
of Constance and Busel representatives of Erfurt were present. These
men brought back reformatory idess and ideals. In fact, one professor,
Hatthew Doering, A Frnnciscan monk, took the part of the Council of
Bogel agninst the Pope; and he wus po.pulnr at Erfurt. (3)

Tllmenn, Ope. 6it.s p. 230
ﬁ; ¥Walch edition, St. Louis, XVI 22i3
G) Sochroeckh, OP. cit., 3“



During the Huss Rebellion many German students left Prague and went to
Brfurt. It is possible that they too helped to kinile the reformatory
8pirit¢ at Erfurt. PMurthermore, scme of the teachers of Wesel were re-
formntory at heart. jmong them wes Jascb of Jiterbock, who exerted
great influence on Viesel. Is was & quiet mank who longed for reforme
The thoologlens also hed the spirit of roform in their blocd, though
they in generul fuvored the hiorurchy.

Under such circumstinces the student Wesel cultivated his re-
fornatory ideals. Even cs e student Wesel wes olre:dy concorned about
indulgence. (1) Later s o professor Vesel begen to expyress himself
more frecly. However, licsel's opposition really begen in the Jubiles
Your of 1450. Indulgence wes then the fad. At that time the Papal
reprosontative, liiocolaus of Cusa, cmme to Erfurt on his indulgence
tour. The orowds were sov groat that several peracns wore lost their
lives in the press of the orowds. All this, howsver, did not impress
wesel favorably. In 1454 another messenger came with great oratory,
but he tco made no impression upon Wesel. In oppositicn to this
traffic Wesel wrote his tract, Vesol's opposition to this abuse
apparently did not hinder his roputation at Erfurt, for in 1456
he become a Dooctor of Theology.

Wihen Vleael received His Dootor's Degree, he wis permitited to

spenk openly cn mutters of theology.

(1) Ibids,. 299 et iy



Ho did this in his sermons to the people. He must have distingnished
himself as. o great preouchor, for he vins 6ulled to the church at
Hoyence. It wng the custon 4o call distinguished teachora and
precchers from the univeraifty to the archiepiamcopal residcnce. Wessl,
howaver, did not rousin very long ut Moyence. The rumor is that o
pegtilonce broke out in Mayence, «nd Vesel thought it would bo gafer
to go elsavhere. tesel, trlghhngd by the pestilence, left the
‘olty. (1). While 5€ K:yenoe Viogel becwme friendly with a Bohemian,
Hicoleus De Bohomine. Vesol wes thirty for knawledge snd enjoyed
couvorsing with him. <% his tricl he oonfessed thut they spoke about
medicine and theology. This Nicoleus wes a llussite, and Hussites
opposed indulgonces. 48 a rosult of thelr discussions, Vesel agrecd
Yo write s trontise om this subject for the cumpenions of Hicholaus
in Boheuiu. This iz his "Traototus Super Nodo Ubligationis Legun
Humenorun.? This troatine later found its wuy into the archbishop's
hend and led to his convictlon. (2).

Wosel, after leuving Msyence, became a profeasor ut Basel. (3)
Fis did not ramnin thero vory long, for in 1463 Viesel beocume a
preucher ot the Cathedrrl at Worms. At Worus Wesel felt himself
auperLor. o the; alersyy | or he waa: al{brAd)1ant: theol oglon jandabls
gpecker. During his pastoreuto of soventeen years he becane inorsas-
ingly irrituting in his sermons. This wes in kesping with his

character.

(1) vllmann, op. cit., p. 278
(2) Schaff Harzog, ope Git., pP. 304
(3) Inid., p. 304



Though he was of o practical turn of mind, ¥esel was also a scholar,
en orator of skill nnd remmta. His accurate intellect and eloquent
tongue sometimea got the better of him. As a result of his boldness,
his courage oftton degenerated into arrogence. In order to win the
populerity he often gave himsolf mway to shady Jesting. Expressions
like this shocked the hierarchy; "If St. Peter did introduce this
practice (of frsting on Pridxw.) 1t could only have been to obtain a
roadier sale for his fish"s (1) Here is ancother, "I despise the
Pope, the Clmrch, and the Uouncils end extol Christ". By degrees
Viesel awakened hosts of andersnries by his reckless severity, coarse
popular diotion, und scnetimes pedantic speculations.

Boaides anttaoking the hierarchy in general, iesel begnn to moke
specific charges. Enraged by the wealth and pomp of his bishop,
Reinhord of Slckingen, Wesel began to attack the bishop. His
opposition to the bishop must have covered a period of years and
aroused the bishap to taoke measures ngains¥ him. We gather this from
a letter Wesel eddressed to the bishop, written ebhout 1478. In this
letter he sccused the bishop of being the enemy of his life, honor,
and fortune; life, becesuse the vexationa of the bishop robbed him of
sleep nnd wookened his body; honor, bec=zuse he brought the charge of
heresy; fortune, because he caused some of his salary to be withheld
end ploted against him. (2)

(1) Tllmenn, Ope 6it. p. 299
(2) Ullmann, ope. Git.s P. 330



The Bishop npparently brought pressure to bear upon him. He
£inally held n moeting nt Heldelberg. When Vessl rofused to recant
there, the bishop deposed Wesel. After this Wesel was brought before
.the archbishop Disther von Isenberg, Archbishop of Mayence. The
Archbishop, however, who wns an sdvocate of the principles of the
Councils of Busel and Oonstence, did not try Wlesel. Feeling himself
incempotont or wmwilling to try Vosel, he deoided to have Wesel tried
by the monks rather than by himself. In the menmwhile liesel wus
imprisoned in n Francisosn Honnstery.

The uohbtshoﬁ invited noted theologiens from Cologne and Heldel-
berg %o conetitute a Court of Inguisition. The inquisitorial part
wag delogated to the Cologne representatives, two of them who were
Doainlo=ns. ZYho soientific enmd wns left up to the Heidelberg delegation.
Gerurd von Alten hed cherge of the inquisition. All of these men hed
the sdvantagos of learning and judicial soience. They were appointed
not to denl kindly with an erring brother, but they were to silence
and judge e heretic.

At this triel Wesel w's et a greet disadventege. He wes, first
of all, & Nominclist,but the members of the court were Realists with
the sxception of Hicoleus of Wacherheim of Heidelberg. (1) Purthermore,
Viesel wrs n sccular clergyman, but the judges were all monks.

() Schaff Herszog, op. oit., p. 304
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Viesel was o dofender of the Bible; the monks were defenders of Thomes
Aquinps. In the foce of such marked oppoaition Wosel was helpless.
Gleseler reports an eys witness to say: "agt nisl Poraitan inpetus
quidam irrepsissct in Religiosos triamphand) do Sasoulari, et
preesortim de eo, qui illorum Thomon peculinriter non soluerat,
forgitan potoret cum eo mitius -~ bonigniuasque actum — fuissev. (1)

The hatred of the monks ghowcd itself in the charges that were
brought ogninst him -~ charges that were made to stir up the hntred
of tho jeople. He was accused of being a blishop of the Humsites, of
having lived on friondly terms with Jews und Hussites, and of saying,
whoover secs the holy Sacrament soes the Devilv. (2) These charges
were norely coatch phrases to inflone the hatrod 4o the people whose
henris he hed won through hia brilliant preaching. 7The lost of these
chargos is absolutely false, but the other two have a grain of truth
in them. Wesel was friendly with some Jews, but for scholustic
re.gons. He wus anxious to lonrn Hebroew and j assoclated with scme
intelloctuel Jews to learn the lunguage. ¥urthermore, he also had
intercourse with a Bohemion, Hicoluus, bu‘l:.hn wag no bishop, ns wus
cluimed .

At the trinl Vesel did not appear as brave mnd heroic as he did
in the pulpit. Zhe challenging orator was now "frightenod to death®,
for he was merely yielded unconvinced to mere pressure. His courage’
can, however, be expluined. Wesel wes an old, pnle, sickly mnn of
eighty years. Sitting in the circle drawn off the floor for the de-
fendnnt, esel appeanred as a withered corpse.

(1) gleseler, op. cit., p. 169 n. 1.
(2) Mlmann, op. oit., p. 332
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Ho had been uilingforaonqttm. a8 wo gather from the letter to the
bishop. He was Aop wenk (nd) that he hed not been able to officiate at
Mass for sometime. Evon at the resantction he wes so woek that rather
than nssuming the customary position of knecling, he was permitted to
8it with atoff in hand. This wcoounts for his attitude that he hud mo
w.l.a!x to live but morely wonted to die in j.eace. The whole trial must
have irritated him. His notions were those of a sick man who will do
anything o be left rlone and have it over with.

The triul opened on Fridny, Feb. 8, 1479. 7The first two doys
were occupied with prelimineries. On Monday the recl trisl began. It
was hold ot the Convent of the Minorites. The examinotion bogsn much
the sume woy ns luther's exemination before Cajeton bogan. Right at
the boginning he wes told to ask for mercy. After humbly protesting,
he gave in ocnd said, "I ask for morcy.® Then the first question
followed. Ho wes nsked whether he believed he wos bound by oath to
sponk the truth though it may be contrary to his am interest. Wesel,
*I knowr ite. mqul.ni:tor. *Say, I bolieve it." Uesel, "i/hnt is the
use of soying I believe it,when in faot I know 1%2".The irritated
Inguisitor then said, "laster Joln, Muster John, Master John, say, I
bolieve, suy, I beliove it". Vesel then answered, "I bollieve i%.®
I.;lthnr refers to this inoident in his warks. (1) ind so the
questioning wont on for several deys.

(1) Luther, St. Louis, Vol. I 27“3
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;\ﬂ;ar the nuestioning on Vednesduy, o grouy of men went %o him in his
gell to tulk him into racanting.. Aftor much debate he finally said,®
¥I will rocont, 1f you take the responsibiliiy upon your consciences®j
@ '

If Wesol thought that his recrnation would free him, he was
dscoived. Aftor reca;xting bofore the court, ho had to reccnt in publiec
ot the ¢:thedrel on Sundny, Feb. 21y 1479. His books wore also burned
in his presence, and this caused him much anguish of heart. Though
Yesel had pleaded for mercy nt the court snd roguestod thet he be not
sent brek to prison, the court did not heed his requost. He was
centencod to life imprisomment in the Augustinien lionastary at
Mayonocc. Thig was his opportunity to do pemncnce. -Here Vesel pined

wwsy with sorrow, and cfter two yesrs, he died a broken msn in 1481.

Fesel's Theology

Voaol dorived his theology from the Biblo and St. Augustine. He
was a Scotist and Hominalist. Rather than opsrate with dogmetics,
Wesel took grenter interest in the abuses and innovations that en-
ronched upon the dootrine of free grace. All those practices-that
were opposed to Soripture and grace gainod his atiention. He opposed
indulgences, transubstantintion, fensts, fasta, the cerenony <« the
Unss, holy oil, pilgrimeges. In spite of his clear thinking, Wesel
hed many wesknesses. He denied the filiogue and original sin. Hs
misunderstood the word "holy® in the Apostolic Yreed and wanted 1t
removod, for not all baptized were sincers Ghri;tiunl.

(1) Mlmann, op. o:lt...p. 355



He also nisunderstood the petition uThy Kiuglo;n come® end wanted 1t
renwvoed.
SCRLIIURE

Toking his stand like Luther upon-the Bible, i/esel sot up us his
critaerion of theology Seripture and divine grance. Ho had & reverence for
tho whole Bible, but especially for the epistles of Paul nnd St.
Mgusiine. Vesel did not believe in comentaries or writings of =
tencher but insisted that the Bible could be explained by itself.
This Bible e plrced above all councils, Fathers, or traditions. All
cerenony snd dogua nust be submitted to the test of Seripture. "Quod
nihil sit credendum, quod non hebeatur in Canone Bibliae*. (1) He
follored this out in prrctise, for in his tract on indulgences he snys
] .o protest at the cutset that it is not my intontion to s=y or
write rnything in any wuy contradictory of the truth of the faith,
as that is containod in Soripture’. (2)

8 i} H

Vesel's doctrine of grace was essentinlly Augustinien. His ain
is to oxnlt the grnce of God and exoclude the works of man. (3) An
extraoct from n seormon shows this. @It is by the grace of God alone
that all are saved who are saved at all® (4)

This sclvetion is a result of the eternal election. v"Sola Del

gratin salvantur Electiv.

(1) Olcsoler, op. oit.y p. 165
(2) Ulnanne Ope 6it.s Do 8,
G) TMlnann, ope 6lt.y P« 295
(4) Ullmann, ibid., 295 - guotes Paradoxs
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He sald that GQod wrote all the eleoct down into his book and 'lmon that
were not writien in tho bouvk could not bhe suved even by ths Pope,. _
", . « quen Deus vult salvare, donando sibi gratiem, sl aanes sacerdotes
vollent illun dumnare aut oxcormunicare sdhue ual:vnretur ille. Bt q_u-
Deus vult domnnro, ai oaney --- vellent hunc salvare, ndhuc iste .
demncretur®. (1) Xt is all gruce, not even the will assenting.

lils conception of grace, however, is difficult to perceive. He
doecs apesk of n "gratia infusav, but perhnps he wants to picturs the
new nan who grows and wclks in holiness before God, much like we speak
of a now men growing within us by foith. Ullmann seys that Wosel had
ponetraied to the centre of Christinnity, to the very essence of the
Gospel, to the righteousness, spirit, and 1ife of Christ, in short, %o
that Savlor who, to nll who embrece him by living faith, beconcs a
source of ponce, love, :nd true moralityv. (2) Schroockh, howover,
says, that, "/esel die Spuren des achton Christentums nur doch sparsem
entdackt hat, aber er wur doch auf dem richtigon Viege dazu begriffen®.
(3) Seoberg admits the Biblical characier of Wesel but nscribes the
Catholic dostrine of “grutic infusa® to him. So also Ritachl.

But VWosel was Augustiniun in his theology. In referring to St.
Augustine, Klotsche gives a cue to solve this problem. Speaking of
Sf. Aygaetine he says, 7"the crowning act of grace is the 'infusion
of love.
(1) Gleseler, cp. cit., p. 168

(2) p. 201
(3) p. 302
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Justificntion according to St. Augustine is not a forensic act, but a
process, a transformation of an ungedly into a rightecus nan®. (1)
there is the key. tlesel, liko St. iugnstine, had the idec of Justi-
fiontion, but was not acute enocugh and mature enough to doscribe it =s
a‘ faronsic anct. Thnugh not absolutely Catholic, Wiesel wus not as
ocloar on this dosirine as tho XVI century reforaer.

; LIDULGIICES

From the beginning of tﬁe XIII ocentury, whea the dootrins of
Indulgences renched its muturity, until the XVI ceniury when it wus
chnilongod, thero waas a gruwing opposition toward it. Upposition was
in the nir at iiesel's time. lils modost professor, Jascob of Jiterbock,
wrole n trentlse emphasizing the point thut indulgencos oifoct moruly
the temporal esclenstical peunalties of sin. (2) Joun “esel caught
his spirit already us studont, but 1t wes not uatil the Jubilee year of
Glamont VI that ho wrote ugalnst theus

%his dootrine of indulgencos "concenirates as in :. focus all the
redii of the hlerurchial tendencies® of the seocuiwr charnctor of the
Church. By anttacking this system tesel felt ho wus promoting the
glory of (od. IHe wrote, therefors, not about indulgencus, but agninat
them. In his treatise he is much clearor than Luthor wus when he
posted the ninety~five theses in scurch of furthsr truth.

In his treatise liesel aims to answer ihe questiiuns whethor the
pope has the power %o grunt indulgences. Fith irrosistibie logic that
ponstrates o1l the joints of tho scholestic aystom tosel cxamined the
koy upon which this doctrine rosted.

(1) Klotache, op. cit. p. 92
(2) Ullnonn, op. Cltes Do 252
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The scholastios said it reated on the key of the priesthood (clavis
ordinis), but Wesel said it wna an applicetion of tho key of juris-
diction (clavis jurisdictionis). If they belonged under the key of
the pricathood thon Indulgoﬁcoa ere snoramental and belong to the
Seoranent of Pennengce. Since this 1a so, the matter of forgiveness
belongs to God who omploys the priocst morely as an sgent who announces
divine pardon. IHaving shoom that indulgonces c:n cnly come under the
koy of jurisdlction, Wesel then showed that nolther Soripture (which
suys thet tho works follow the dend) nor the snoient Church supports
this. The clavis Jurisdictionis 1s only for incorrigible sinners.
Besidos sSeripture, tho trossury of merits is sdduced ns a proof.
wegel, hoicver, destroys this tressury hy apgruping from Soriiture and
PUrEALOTY «

Sinco the forgiveness of ains includes not only the negative
forgireness but also the positive infugion of gruce, no priest can
forgive sins by indulgonces except the cecle:sticul punishment -
anssigned by tho Church. Therofore he concludes that indulgences are :
»pious fraud" practised -on believers. Inessmuch ns the works were done
%o God thuy wero moritorious before God. ,§Lnoe the Charch is com=
posod of the wiskoed and the good, the wicked are responsible for this
doctrine.

ZE_CHURCH

liosel defined tho Church as the aggrogate of the faithful who were
Joined togother 1n love that is known only ©o God. The Charch, the
bride of Christ, is ruled hy the Holy Spirit. However, he did not
regard tho visiblo Church as infallible.



He did not na yet have the conception of u visible and invisible
Churchs but he had an idea cloge to it. He dividod the Church
into the true aund false Qhriations. The false members he held for
tho doctrine of indulgences. lie regarded the universal and Catholic
Ciurch as one. The true members bellieve "Josus to be Gud and nan®.
“The name Catholic 1s given to 1t, because the prenching of Ghrist,
by which alone faith is produced, is spread over the whole worlde.
(1) This gatholic Church, innsmuch as 1t embraces the Church of
Ohrist founded upon a rock is holy, immaoculate, without error. (2)
Wesol doss not ascribe a divine institution to the hierarchy.
He clearly sots down the duties and rights of the hierarchy in his
tract De Potestute Fcolesiustica. In this tract he restricts the
howor of the hierarchy solely to tho ministry of the Viord end the
exercise of charity. As soon as 1t goes bsyond this, the hlerarchy
becones tyronny. It is not the namo, but faith by the grace of Gad
that makes a pope. He and the bishops are thers to give watchful
care. Obadiencoc is due to theose superiors, but they must then watch
the flock. wThe man who instructs and corrects us with the word of
God he is our Pope and Bishop and Pastor end Lord, though the most
illiterate and humble of all the people®s (3) In an cratorical
monent he is reporied to have said, 2Ich verachte den Pobst, dile
Kirche u. Qoncilia, und lobe Christun®. (4)
(1) Ullmann, ope oite, p. 271 and Gleseler, op. cit., p. 166
(2) Gleseler, ope Oltey pPe 166 == Ullmann, op. oit. Vol I, 271

G) Ullinann, Ope Cltes Do 324
(4) Gieseler, op. oit., p. 168
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Wesel had no nercy for the corrupt and greedy fat priests. I
abocainate the priestly slippers decorated with precious stones and
gold. I laugh at the high sounding nemes, the traggic titles, and
the lofty triumphs. They aro mere senblancos and any thing rather
than the badges of a truo pastor, bishop, or teacher, when that is
lacking, which gives them worth, and renders them tolerzble*. (1)
Again he consurcs, "Un the contrary, the triple crown, the glittering
bulla, the proud hats, and priestly dooorations, are all to blame
for the disrogard into which the word of God is faullen anong the
humble®. (2) Those bishopa and even the popes are subject to the
robuke of the humblest Christian who has more insight and wisdom
than the offender.

JORI

A% his trial Yesel admitted that the following books came fram
his pen:

1. "Super mcde obligationis legum humansrum ud gquendam
Wicolaum de Bochemia®

2. "Do Potestate Eoclesiagticar

3. "De Indulzentis®

i} "Do Jejunion

Of these his tract De Indulgentlls is tho most important.
Ullmann calls it "one of the _moat importont monunonts of the XV
century. It seens to be composed of two small esseys, the heart of

1t being the seotion oovered by chapters thres ta tim.

(1) Ullnann, Ope 6it.y p« 319
(2) Ib’.dm' Pe 32&.



The menusoript wus £irst published 307 years after it wans written.
This was dono by Valche. This treatise existe in manuscript in the
Raoyel Library at Berlin. Ullnann gives a swmary of the works, and
o sumiary is found under the hemding of *Indulgencos® of this
puper. (1) |

Tho othor work that ig still extant is tho De Fotestate
Eoclosingtion. It was probably written vhile he wus at Worns. It
18 legs methodloal and scholarly than the iract on indulgerces,
and the langunge is scuetines inteaporate and harshe O. Clemen
seizes this for evidence to disprove that Gesol wrote this treatise.
This argunent of style la woak, us liesel was extrdavagant in his
expressions by nature. Clemen, furthermore, ssys that iesel did not
write this, for the work says that a layman wrote 1t. But \Yesel was
nut a monk but belonged to the secular clergy. He could then term
hingelf u lsymen. %osel's aim in this work is to determine what the
functions of the priests reslly cre and in how far their enaciments
are obligutory upon the Christisns. (2) Ullmarn gummerizes this
vork.  (3)

Though nothing is known of the other worka, there are a few
manusoripte of his lectures extant. From his lectures at the
University of Exfurt at tho following are extant: =Guaestiones de
Libris Physicorum irigtotells”, and a oomnentary on the Sentances of
Poter Laubard.

(1) p 29

(2) Mimanns ope oit.; p. 317
(3) Ullmnn, ibid., P. 317=27



The former is at Erfurt, and the latter at Berlin. The foliowing
worke fron the Basel period are at the liunich Libraxy: Lecture om
Logic, a commontary on Aristotelis Libros de Gmia. At the univer-
8ity of lurzbur thers is a copy of some pulemical writinga of ilesel
and John of lutter debating whother the pope is the vicar of Christ.
(1) Besides these there is a volume called Paradoxa, which contains

axtracta frou his sernons.

‘the influence of Viesel wns great. He influenced his age
thrcugh his brilliant oratory, frank writings, and penetrating
lecturea. His friends (\Jessel) us well as his enemies (irchbishop
Diether) tostify to his great ability. ‘'lesel also had a cuse. His
gcven propusitions on indulgences went mueh further than Luthor's
Hinety-five Thesos went.

W{osel's influence did not stop with his age. lis great
influcnce on the Univorsity of Eri.‘nri: loft 1ta inmprosa on luthore.
Luther studied his works, and much in luther's polomics reminds us
of liesel. Luthor did not break out in excited praise over liesel as
he did over iessel. This is the ccse, because ljeasel was a disowory..

but ijesel was an old familiar friend.

(1) Schaff Herzoge ope. Cit.s p. 304



John /essel Gansfort
(U19-1489)

\

Although there are no dramatic episodes, no olushes w:l.th the
Church, no grent displays of courage %o adorn tho life of h’eauol. yeot
his life is intensely intoresting. 1In spite of his handlcagl 01'lonk
eyes, limping foot, and frail hsalth, Vessel managed to heom.nh‘ out-
stunding figure in the religious world of his century. Friend-‘pnild
hin sLux ilundi® gnd enemles sarcastically sMegior of cmtrudioti%np'. :
His thirst for lmowledge, his open nindedness and pationt selentiﬂo
rescarch guins our uduiration. Ramanists feol disturbed when he is
cited us a Prereforuer. Though they would like to claim th!.'s
brilliant and intimate friend of Pope Sixtus IV as thoir own,' they
aust «duit that his works wiore condemnod by the founcil of Trent as
first cluss heretical workse.

The life of this interesting character can be divided into three
distinot sections: 1. Early 1lifo up to Cologne (1=32) 2. University
life (32-60) und 3. 0ld ago of literary activity. (60-70)

BARLY LIFE _

Yessel Gansfort was born in Groningen in 1419 (20). Groningen
lies in the north esstern part of tha Utrecht Diocese and wss ane of the
desding 'i:orms of the Netherlunds at the time of liassel. The year 9!.'.
VWesgol's blrth is important, for he was born the year Fhilip bagan to
rule over the Netherlands - thirty=-five years after the death of
Wyolif and five yeurs auftor the death of Huss. |



The parents of Wuaei were poor and wvanted to sond hin to work at
o tendoer uge. Porhaps ho vas to work in his father's shop, for hls
fether was o boker. They, however, were not doatil_nei to guido his
future, for thoy died when Wessel wus still a vory young boy.

This young orphen and his two sistors (1) wore ronoiv;&l into the
kindly home of a wealthy relative of thelr mothor, Oda Gla.n:!:os. Hyma.
calls her Jarges. (2) This fine lady sont Vossel to school with her
young aon. lessal begun hia carly education at the school of‘the
: brotiwon at the Church of St. Martin in Groningen. (3) :

In 1432 VWessel wont fifty niles south to Zwolie, the center of the
tjlar Dovotion®, and a famous school of the brethren of the Camon Life.
Jlore Hugsol lived first as a student, und then es o student teacher.
Ho lived thero from his twelfth to his tenty-ninth yeur, seventeen
yoars in all.

" Tho student 1ifo at Zuolle wns semi-nonastic. The students were
" & monlike hebit a8 woll as .a tomsure. Each person hed his appointed
duty tc perform, ond Vessel assistoed in the dining halle (4) Though
the clucation of this _mhool was rather narrow and liamlted to the
fmln:lng in religlous life, Yessel owed much to thoae followers of
\garhard groote. Horo Wesaol developed & heerifelt Biblical plety, &
;trlctness in zmorals, and = cortain hanility that elways graced his

leining in later 1ife.

i
(1) Hardonberg, Life of Hessel, found in Miller Scudder, Wessel, Vol.

1T, p. 317

(2) Im;a. The Christian Renaissance, p. 192

(3) Piotures of this church of St. Martin, iiller-Scudder, Vol. II p.
39 & 129 '

(4) Milleregoudder, Ope cit., Vol. I Pe ’}8
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His heart was cultivatod %o daminate his mind so that in later 1ife
1% was not the genlus but the Christian that predaminated in Vessel.

Besides being introduced to the Bible, Augustine, Sand Bernard,
Wessel loarnod the trade of the Brethren. They were devited to the
art of 1lluminating and binding manuscripta. Thys they nH. their
living. Weasel became very proficient at thia art. Hyma o!‘,nl.m that
Weasel later learned his Hebrew and Ureek merely to get a h%ﬁll‘ under-
standing of the texts from o professiomal viewpoint. (1)

After yjessel passed through the eight grades of the tomm a.chool |
of Zwolle ho was appuinted as a teacher of the second class belw.“hh.
From 1440-49 he taught in the 'm Dams®, one of the smaller r‘
dornitories that were built to accommodate the inoreasing number Oﬂl‘t
students. The Procurator of the "Parva Damus" waa Rutger von Dootl‘:g-
hen. He and liessel becams warm friends. .

Soon after l/essel began to teach, he learned to know Thomas &
Kopid. Vessel, who was now in his early twenties, often wulked the
three miles to the monastary of St. Agnes to sit at the feet of this
venerable man who was in his sixties. Thomas u Kempis must have re-
cognized the possibilities of V/essel and bocame his intimate friend.
This is showmn by the faot that a Kempis valued Vessel's advise. A
Kempis had Just finished his *Imitatio Christi® when he met Vessel.
Wessel was one of the first to rend it, and hs oriticized it. A
Kempis was a great worshiper of liary, but Wessel resented all super-

stition of that kind.

(1) Wm. OpPe 6it.,.D. 192



It seens tint liessel induced a Kempis to revise his "Imitatio® so that
1t showed "fower traces of human superstition®. (1)

Thomas o Kempis did exert a great influonce on Wessel. The
*Imitatio® gave Wessel his first incitement to piety. This became a
part of him, so much so that he later felt uncmfortable in' Rame. At
the evening addresses in the "Parva Domus" Wessel would nrgeth- bays
on to higher ideals. Viessel was, however, independent onough:to think
for himself. V/hen a Kempis urged him to enter the monagtic ll.f\o, be
rofused. He felt his duty was outside of the monastary. Later hl
beceme an opponent of this institution. (2). _

This independent mind begen to assert itself in the classroom.) ‘.
liessel had the characteristics ot.a. Frieslander; energy, bluntness, g"nl :
indepondence. In the classroom his independence would sometimes get
the hetter of him. He made some statements in olass which were
apparently challenged. He then wrote a defonse of his ideans. Life
became uncomfortable, perhaps because of oriticism or juat student

teasing. iessel left Zwolle much earlier than he would have left

—— o e g B g 8 o

under ordinary circumatances.
UNIVERSITY LIFE.

After attending a preparatory achool, Wessel entered the
University of Galogne. In 1449 he matriculated as a studant of arts.
The financlal problem was solved hy a scholarship that wis granted him.
It was culled the *"Laurence Bursary" and was founded by a former pastor
of the Clurch of St. Martin in Groningen for the natives of that tom.

a) Miller Scudder,; op. 6it., Vol. I Pe “7
(2) 1bid. p. 46



Here Viessel remained until he was about thirty. In 1450 he received
his Bie In 1452 ho recoived his M.A. in literaturs and arts.
Having obtalned his degreo, \feaasel applied himself to the study of
philoacphy and theology for whioh he adways hed a decided liking.
Cologne wus t.hn sont of "Obscurantisme®. Here the dry, unfertile,
irritating scholastucism perveded the classrooms. Realism dominated.
Wessel, who was of an independent mind, was dissatisfied with such
cold lecturss. He began to turn to the libraries. This is
characteristio of him, for he is mmoh of a self tanght man. His
phyaical defect fran childhood probably drove him to the books. 3his
reading brought hin in conteot with a new and fresh world - w,
This bocame 80 much a part of him that is sald that he greatly disturbed
the professora, especially those of .the theological department, by
forever bringing up something new. That was unorthodox, and he mst
have roceived meny frowma. ‘
Wessol's hunanisn led him in two directions. He began %o dig
intv the evangeliocal truths of the Bible, but he also began %o dig
into the originnl lunguagos. As far as languages are concerned,
Viessel wes & master of Latin, Hebrow, and Greek. He set about '
learning these languagus soon afier he came %o Cologne. . lihether ho
learned those lenguages for professional reasns or whether he
learned them for religious reasons makes little differonce. It might
be said thut Wessel's linguistic achieveusnt 1ies not in the axtent of
his ability to handle the languages, but rather in the fact that he
learned Greek and Hebrew without a textbook in an age that frowmed on
such a venture, especially as far es Hebrew is cm;nongl'd.



Agricola and Reuchlin far surpassed him, although he fhterested
then in these languages. These languages merely opened the original
text up to Wessel snd brought him into the compony of the great
Fathers and philoscpheras of the Golden Ags.

During this period wessel :ilscaverod another source of living
theulogy. That was in the writings of Abbot Rupert, who died in 1135.
Bypert was a Biblical scholar who condemned the moral corruption and
laxity of theolergy. (1) Here Wessel drank deep. He found the works
in the Benedictine Library at Cologne. Rupert strengthened liessel's
ideus on the Bible and emboldened him in his criticism of the Church.
Here iiossel roceived most of his thsology, especially his Reformed
idea of the Eucharist as opposed %o transubstantiation. (2) tiessel's
training as a copyist cane in handy now, for he begun to copy extracts
from tho Futhers, the philogophers, and Rupert, which he called
Jare lMagnun or the Great Sea, us if it were formed fram the streans
of knowledgo of all lands. This volume became one of his deudliest
weapons in his debutes in later life.

In Dec. 1452, Woaaei lef't Cologne to go to Paris. At first he
stopped over at the University of Louvain and remnined there until the
fall of 1453+ In 1454 Wessel came to Paris, at the age of thirtyfours
During the first years at Paris Weasel seems to have travelled arcund
lﬁos In 1456 he went to Heldelberg for one year: In 1i57 he was at
Zwollo, and in 1458 he returned to Parls, whers he now remained per-
manently until 1469. (3)

(1) Ullmann, Reformers, Vol. IXI, p. 285
(2) ¥iller-Scudder, ope Git.y Vol. I, Pe 56
(3) Ryma, op. cit. p. 196 is the only one that offers these dates.



The Univorsity of Paris, no doubt, had many attractions for a
scholar like Vessel. Puaris was the ontatanding achool of theology in
Europe. I% was of Gerson fame. Furthermore, the university was
patronized by the king and fostered by the pope. Paris was the
authority in the theological contentlons of the day, o rival even %o
the pope himaelf. Then there were the advantages of the city = the
cathedrals of Notre Dame and Sainte Chapslle and the culture of urban
life. All this must have influenced Wessel a little, but his real
resson for caming to Paris wus scmething else. It was the great
battle between Nominalism and Reclism that was ruging at Paris. A%
Cologne essel was considered as a great champion of Reaiism. TVhen
he heard that the Nominalists were triumphing in Paris, Vessel londed
his guns and set out for Paris firmly believing thut he would convert
the University to Realism.(1)

Fhe problem of Nominalism and Realism was as important and acute
in those days as evolutionism and modernism are in our century. The
Reanlists, who were the conservatives, swore by iristotle. The
Naninalists were the modernist pariy and opposed Scholastacism.
Alnost all of the reformers of the XV century were Nominalists.

The question at _ltnke was whether lnuveraa.jl.l possess cbjective
reality or have merely an ideal existence in our thinking. Realimm
insisted on the aobjective existence apart from our thought.

(1) uiller-Scudder p. 285- Letter of Wessel to Hoeck.



Hominallsm insiated that the genoric idoas were merely sabstractions of
humon thinking. Carried over to theology, Naminalism lesned toward
tri-theiam and .olytheism, while Realism loened toward monarchism (no
digtinction of persons in the Trinity). (1)

If tieasel camo to Paris "riding forth to conguer", he was mis-
taken. it Cologne he was the chempion of Realism, but thers he merely
debated among ussonting Realists. When ke came to Paris, he suddenly
realized that thore was another side of the question. He met with
stern opposition, for the celebrated professor MNicholaus of Utrecht
wus the leander of the Nominalist Party in Paris. (2) After three
nonthg {jossel was converted to Noaineliem for the rest of his life,
and tho loader of the opposition beceme one of his most valuable
frionds. .fter his “convorsation" ifessel spent a year atudying the
dootrines of Scotus, Maro, and Bonetus. (3).

Viessel had a rare faculty for msking friends, and he used it in
Paris. o mode a host of friends among the Occunist groups, who were
rending Thomas & Kempis, Zerbokt, and many other acquaintances of
#essel. Vessol was attractod by these 1iberal and more enlightened
nen of the Hominalist group. It u.thareroré,not strange that he
beounme a close friend of the leader of the Nominalists, Nicholaus of
Utrocht. .At thig time liessel began to practice medicine in a more
goneral way. He became the private pl_vllclan and trusted campanion
of Wicholaus of Utrecht.

(1) Ullmenn, Pe Mt‘ol Yal. IX. Pe 301
(2) Bardenberg, liller-Scudder, Vol. II. p. 323
(3) Letter %o Jaccb Hoeck, Miller-Scudder, Vol. I, 209



It 15 suld that H:!.ohOIEIIl suffered frum the gout, and liessel cured
him by bathing him in wurm milk. (1) In gaining the friendship of
Nicholaus, liessel gnined a powerful protector. Nicholaus was the
bishop of Burgundy. In secular lifo he was the son of Philip the
Good and a half brother of the powerful Charles the Bold. (2) Both
hud a taste for learning and refom and got along together very well.
In ijesael's lust years, Hicholaus prolected Vessel againat the
threatening inquisition. Vlessel was also said to have been the
medical attendant to Froncis de Rovere (Sixtus IV). They knew each
other in Paris bofare the latter®s coronation as pope. It is possible
thut Weasel seorved in this capacity when he visited Sixtus in Rone.
Inrdenborg reports that liessel wrote several treatises on medicine,
but they were destroyed. (3)

In Paris Weusel also met Dr. Hoeck of Naldwick, one of the most
eitinen theclogians of the Netherlands. (4) He later in life cam-
Piuined to the theologians at Qologne about Wessel®s heretical ideas.
Another friend was the distinguished Bessarion who came near being
pops twice. (5) This highly cultured Greek called Viessel "Basilius®.
(6)

Here at Paris Vesasel also met his disciples; Rudolph Agricola
and John Reuchlin. :

(1) Hardenberg, Miller-goudder, Vol. IX, P. 335
(2; Miller-Scudder, op. oit., Vol. I, p. 107

Miller-Scudder, op. oit., Yol. I, p. 121
4) Ullmann, op. oit. Vol. II, 360

(5) Mlmann, Johsnn Wessel (German), pe 87, n. 2
(6) H mmﬂ. mll'r-mg Ope oitog Vol. II. 3&



He met Reuchlin when the latter was but eighteen years of age.
Reuchlin owed munh to E.'easel. and hed nuch respect for ﬂm-
Renchlin's nephew, Moln.nohtau. shared in this veneration of his
uncle. Agricolu, who wus hom near (roningon, was Wessel's junior
by twentythres years when thoy mot. He later surpussed his master in
linguistics and bocome one of the leoading Hebrew scholars. He and
Vossel were busan friends, espoocially in Vessel'’s last year.

About 1469 Wessel loft Paris for Rme. Authorities differ in
the seguence of the events of the following years. Hymu has liessel
return to Paris the following year, while Miller hn Wessel remain
in Rome for three years. (L) A%t any rate, Vessel spent some time
in Rene, Venice, Florence, and Busel. At Rome he saw Rovere become
pope in 1471l In an audience with the new pope, \/essel was asked to
meke a roguest. Wwessel, instead of asking for a bishopric, asked for
a @Greek and Hebrew monuscript from the Vatican Library. The pope

_wus surprised at such a humble request and gmnt-d; it. Some place this
incident at the time Sixtus became p-pe, while others place it as

much as two years later. #hen we consider that the first Hebrew

Bible wos first printed a year dfter Wessel's death, we realize how
mich this menusori,t mugt have meant to this scholar.

Vhile in Rome, Wessel becames acquainted with several members
of the papal court and the ecclesiastical system of Rome. Vesssl,
who was distinguished for his piety, was shooked and disgusted with
Rome. '

(1) Byma, op. cite, p. 197 ocompare Miller-Soudder, op. cit. Vol. I. 90



1] R

b 'S

In his old age Yessel d;&liziaa a pn;;é'i invitatidr.to vigit Rome

Leaving Rowie, Wesssl returned %o Par 8. ] *no:'g‘u not remain
thero very long, for he hud‘muw enpmies thqre. lim:lna.'ll.u was in
donger. King Louls XI mn.de an’ atm,pt by a.dooree to anthilate
Nominelisn at the Um.veru.tﬁv of Paris, but mgot successful.

Wessal®s bishop friend, Dn.v:ld. ﬂemmd the danger und‘- grgod. Weasel
to leave Paris and promised him protept:l.on. Q) renol ‘left Paris
to go to Basel, whore hs remained unt:ll 1477,

In 1477 Yeasel was asked by the Eleetor to tensh at Heidelberg.
Heidelborg attractoed Viesgel, far a rrqlh Egtﬂ.t of progress seemed to
pervade the university. The theolog:lctﬂ.\ fagulty refused to extend its
hand of approval. Vessel was o0 li.bera:i: and redical to please them.
Being oxcluded from the theologicel department, Wessel entersd the
arts department and taught philosophy, Greek, and Hebrew.

Here we might pause and discuss the relationship between Vessel
and Wegel. These men knew eash other quite well. They undoubtedly
visited each other while ilessel was at Heldelberg, for Heldelberg is
Just acroass the Rhine from Worgs, where Wesel was preucher. Iesel had
been at orma since 1463, and Wessel ceme to Heidelberg in 1477. Vesel
was condemned in 1479. Allowing for the iuprisomment, these men
perhaps shored each others friendship for possibly a year. Since both
men were disciplas of Uroote and hnd much .‘.n‘ownon. they undoubtedly
made every effort to get together.

(1) This letter is found in Miller-3cudder, Vol. X, 331



Though friends, both mon wore of opposite character. Vessel was a
refined scholar, while Wesel was a popular preacher = a publicity man.
Wesgel often complalned about Vesel's way of going about things. He
camplained in a letter: :

vl do not like his nbsurdities, which deviate from the truth and are

& gtumbling block to the people; yet his learning and unusually keen

- .I'u.oultl.ea are such that I cannot help loving the man and sympathizing
with hin in his misfortune. 0Oh, what an sdvantage 1% would have
bean to hin, as I often sald ‘inter nos! at Puris, if he hud first
been trained thoroughly, as we wore, in the atudies both of the

Roalists and the Formalists § For in that case he would not have

boen incautious and off his guard, but as though from a citedel

n.nfi. uutchtowor he would have forseen the coming assaults.! A;ain,

he continued, 'I have often feared his inconsiderate and rash

nenner of gpeoch. For ulthough his teaching had some scholastic
subtelty and possibility at times contained some catholic truth,
yot to nuke such statements as he did ¢o the unlearned crowd and

to those who wers incapeble of understanding them caumsed serious

scandal to simplo mninded pecple and was altogether vdiocus®. (1)

Whilo “esel was arrested, Wessel wus in Heidelberg. Whem Wesel wns
found guilty of leresy, Wousel becume alarmed. KHe had reason to be
alarmed. Ho held the suue doctrines as Yiesel and oriticized the same
abuees. ;

(1) From o lotter to Van Veen Miller-Scudder, op. cit., Vol. I, 236=7




Furthernore, Viessel was not popular with the faculty of Heidelberg, and
two mombers of the faculiy wore judges ui Vesel's triall They didn't
like wessel from ths boginning and liesscl had made himgelf ohnoxious in
takkig part in the battle between Realism and Hominulism that had just
begun at Heldelberg. But that vasn't all. Jacob Hoeok, the great
theologian, being alarmed over Vessel's views, complained to the Univer-
ity of Cologne. ind two delegates from Cologne wero also judges at
Vesel's triel. (1) Rumors come %o Wessel's ears that he wos nﬁ to
appenyr .bel.‘m the Inquisition.

Hessel acted quickly. He wrote for advice to his friend ludolph Van
Voon, an expert in canon law. He also wroto to the Dean of Utrecht. Soon
aftor YJesol was condemned, lfessel lefi lieidolberg to go to Groningen,
where ho hed the protection of his bishop, the poworful David of Burgundy.
When the Catholic Encyclopedia says, "during his lifetimo he was never
token to task by the Inguisition®, it states a half truth. (2) The
only recson the Inquisition did not seize him was the powerful influence of
Bishop David.

LAST DAYS

Leaving Heidelborg, Wessel returned to his native country. Here he
recoived a grand welcome. His friend, Thomas h Kempis, wus not there %o
greet him, for he had passed away in 147l.

Viessel spent his last years at several monasterios. From 1475-1482
he wag mainly at Zwolle and lMt. St. Agnes.
(1) cf. lotter of Veasel to Hoeck in which he cemsures him for taking this

1rb0mg lﬂnﬂ\-mr. ODe cit.. Vol. I‘ Pe 266-7
(2) Cathclic Encyclopedir, Vol. XV, p. 590
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Hie last years, however, wore spent at sdwerd and Oroningen. Ths books of
 thoe nonastery at idwerd attructed hin. Here he nlso took grout interest

in tho young monks. Ho spoke to them about liebrow, Greck, the Bible,
ard reform. ifost of his time wus spemnt in friendly intercourse in a
circle of sdmlring frionds. lis also did much to build up the schools
. of the monustery.

Wecsel's last yenrs were spent at the Convent of the Spiritual
Virgins at Qroningen, which was loceted in the shadow of the Church
of 8t. Martin, there he went es a little child. Here the nuns nursed
nim, 28 he wns quite frail.

Shortly bofore Vossol's death, ho experienced a period of doubt.
He hud doubted the ecclosfastionl system of the Charoh, but this time
he doubted tho truth of Christienity itself. (1) He, however, wus
spared, and died with the wonderful conflosasion®, T thank God all the
vain and troublepome thoughts have gone, gnd I know naught but Jesus
Christ and Iiim crucifiedrt (2) He diod with this confession on
Oot. &4, 11:.89,&:& wes buried at the Convent. Im 1869 hig body was
removod and placed in the Church of St. Martin in Groningen, where the
body lles today.

Hot all great men wers as fortunate as Wessel. :ilost of them were
g0 abgorbed with the great problems of their day that they had 1little
opportunity to leacve much literary naterial for their followers.

(1) Geldenhauer, Wessel Gansfort, in Miller-Scudder, op. 6it., Vol. II,
P 3
(2) Mller-goudder, op. oit., Vol. I. p. 110




This, however, was not the case with Wessel. After he had sixty years
of emper:l.mqu. VWessel returned home for ten years of loisure gpent in
the study of theology, reseerch, and discussion. Though his health was
failing him, Vessel managed to leave e grent reformatory tradition for
his people. Most, if not ell, his writings belong to this poriod of his
old agoe.

Wle are furtunate in having many of his worke, for all of his
private manugcripts were destroyed soon after his death by embittered
monks. (1) Wessel had attacked the superstition of the monks and
thereby exoited the emnmity of the monks, especially the meddicante.
FRurthermore, all of his works wore placed cn the Index in 1529 end later
thoy were condemned again by the Council of Irent.

Vie are indebted to Cornelius Honius of the Hague, for it is he that

collected Vessel's manuscripts soon after Wessel's denth. Hoen, who was
enbued with the aspirit of the Reformation, was a former pupil of the
School of the Brethrem at Utrecht. Having collected many of Vessel's
works he conform with Himne Rhode, the rector of his alma mater. They
agroed that Wessel's writings should bo printed. IKnowing the sentiments
of Luther, they agreed that these writings should get into Lather's hands
as woll as into Zwingli®s hands. For that reason Rhode and a companion
wont to Wéttenberg in 1521. Imther was happy to see these works, but
had to leave for Torma, Aftor Luthor returned, an edition ap.eared in

August 1522 under Luther's supervision.

(1) H ardenberg, op. oit., D¢ 335
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When Luthor saw iiessel 's writings for the firat time, ho leaped
with joy. They wore brought to him at the psycholﬁg:lanl moment when
‘Luthor so gorely neoded coafort and reassurance. In 1521 Iuthsr felt
like o lost shesp. Ile hud broken with Rome, not bescause he wanted to,
but baezuso he was forecd to do zo. How -s.rter it wvas over, Luther
began to fecl the rosponsibility of that groaut move. Did he do right?
In his proface to this edition, Luthor confossed, "For I, being forced
through some providenco of God into the public arena, felt that I was
alone in my fight with theso mongters of indulgences and pontifical
laws eud sc ozllod theology.* He folt like Elijah under the Juniper
tree, aoc that ho complaincd, *Still, I alvays desired to be tken
avoy == gven I == from the midst of my Bealites « « « to live to
mysolf in some cormer". (1) _ |

While Luther felt sick ut heart, this well of fresh wator was
" opened to him, end Luther drunk deeply. ofor, beholdl & \esssl has
appourcd, whom they oall Busil (Basilius), a Frisian fron Groningen,
a man of remarkable ability and of rure and greet spirit; end it is
evident that he has been truly taught of the lLord®e = « « "But nowr my
Joy and courage begin to incroase, and I have not theslightess doubt
that T hove boon teeching the truth, since he, living at so different
o time, under unother sky, in another land, and wiler guch diverss
cirounstances, is so consistontly in ccoord with me in all things, not
only as to substance, but in the use of almost the same wordsw.

] (1) Miller-Scundder, (-1 1) -ﬂitl. Yol. X, Pe al
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No doubt lauther felt all the stronger at Worms with Wessel on his side,
for {oagsel must have inspiroed him and given him much of the onur-n.go he
80 aor.oly needed. - Luther's dostrine was no innovation; 1t wua truel
Vessel and Inther hed so mmch :I.n.oumon that Luther admitted if he had
read Yessel earlier, his enamies might have accused him of sopying this
renowad theologlan.

OF couraa, there are difforonces betwsen the two men, btut they are
much clika in spirit. Luther went to far as to say that i'fosael ws
fdivinely instructod®. fFrber, the bishop of Viemna, wanted to capitalize
on this statement of Luthor and published a work listing more than
thirty dif'ferences betwecn the two men. MNow, if Vessel was divinely
instructed, Faber wished to conclude that luther was otherwige than
"Divinely® instructed. (1) Faber's points of differences are liatod
by Ullmanne (2) Hyms also discusses them at length. (9) Lather him=-
gelf was consclous of the differences. He showed this in rejecting
Vlessel's sEucharigt®. Marthernore, Le merely read Wessel for confire
mation and inspiretion and insisted, "I fought ms thinking nyselfl alonev
)

The writings that Rhode brought to Luther were the Farugo, the
Buoharist, end some letters. Luthor endorsed all but the Eucharist.
Inther wrote a very favorable preface for the Farrage and reccaxended 1t

very highly to everyons.

(1) Miller-Soudder, ope cit., Vole I, P 1261

(2) Nlmann, op. oit., Vol. IIs pe 589. Also a blographical note on Faber
e) Hymae OPe clt., p. 322-9

(4) Beard, op. oit., p. 32
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In 1522 Viessel's writings were published for the firat time at Wittenberg,
leipsig, and Basel. (1) Due to Lugher's hearty approval, the Farrago wus
in great demend.

Lather, however, did not approve of ths devotionnl) treatise, "Im
Sacramento Bucharistiue®. In fact, lather did not care o have it
publishod at =l1l, for he did not aporove of the Reformed doctrine thot
it contained. Jluthor and Carlstodt disagreed very violently over it.

(2) rather than publish the treatise, luther sent it to Oscolampsdius for
exenination who gent it to 2dngli, vho was greatly influenced by it.
liartin Bucer waa also groatly influenced hy it. (3) Though it is the
most Protogtant? of ifessel's vritings, 1t is perheps the most
unsoriptural.

The oxtant writlings of ifesscl are all found in the Groningen
edition of Vessel's writinga, printed in 1613. It consists of one
volune und fills 921 pages. The warks conteined therelin are:

le Concerning Frayer, with an expositlon of the Lord's Prayer.

2¢ Scala Meditationis, or the Training of Thought and leditation.

3. IZxumples of the abuva dedicated to tho monits of MHount Saint Agnes.

li. The Cauges of the Ircernation, and the Magnitude of the

Sufforings of our Lord.
/5« ‘The Sagrament of the Mucharist.

#6« Tho Farragoswhich hes six sescticnse.

fﬂ o The Lettiers.
Wlmann also 1lists them. (4) We might note that almoat 1000 pages of
Wessel's works have been lost. Ullmann gives the list. (5) Soudder has
translated all but four of the extant works of Yessel.
(1) Eiller-Scudder,s ope Gltey Vole Is pe 1,53
(2) bid., P 165 = o very heated disagreement.
G) Ibid. P 1&
(4) p. 603 Vol. IX

6) Te 600 Yol. II :
# Transleted by Soudder. Yol. I contains the letters. Vol. II the Pest.



The Row Brunswick Theological Seminary of the Dutch Reformed Church has
the largest collection of his writings. Examples of bmu‘éim work in
bookbinding majjbe seen in the Hew York Clty Library, which has two rare
original copies of Wessel's works: De Sacramento Eucharistiae and De
Oratione ¢t Modo Orandi. (1)
Vi AS A RS ™

Although Wessel remained a laymen, he was the boldest of the
preroforuocrs. Though the boldest of the prereformers, he is not
alwoys acclainmed as such. Romenists condemn Ullmenn es being *partisanly
Protostunt* and as exaggerating liessel's diviation from the Church. (2)
Rammnists adnit Wessel's oriticism, but olaim that lieassel wus essentially
& Cutholic. FProtostant writers, howevor, claim that he.was "beyond
doubt the moat prominent of all tiwose of the Germanie raoce who prepared
the woy for the Reformation and stood nearer mentally to the Reformsr
than any other man of his goneration®*. (3) This is a very good
evaluation of the man. Though Wessel lived and died in followship with
the church, Luther regarded him with profound csteem and acknowledged
him as his precursor.

'w-usel was & reformer both dircotly and indirosctly. Wessel wam
a grent scholur and humanisgtic at heart. In spite of his ascholarship,
Visgsel also bad the pergonality to win friends and pupils to carry
on his work. luthor recognized Wessel®s scholarship. Enemies and
friends recognized his ability. His thirat for knowledge led him %o
all the great thinkers of the pagan world as well as all thu great men
of the Churche
() Miller-Scudder, op. Git, Vol. I, p. 168

(2) Catholiec Engyclopedia, Vol, XV, 590
(3) Miller-Soudder, op. cit., Vol. I, p. 163
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The l1list of writors that Viessel 1s femiliur with is astounding.
Mlmenn gives & long list. (1) Hyma does also. (2) Viessel wag thus
eszontially « scholer, e man of the schools.

¥Hessel vas o true acl_xola.r. for ho was open-minded. Hs could rise
abovae tradition and projudice. Ho was o lover of truth and followed
1%, no matter in vhich direction it led him. In a letter he mnde the
remarkablo stotement § *Iruth has beun the object of my pursult since
the duys of childhood, and 1s more so now than ever, becnuse through
truth alone lios the way to liferd (3)

With this love for truth Nessol doveloped a certain independence
that somotines developod into arregence. That was a tralt early in life.
i8 a more atudent at Zwolle, he ventured to Giffer 'rl:l'l:h‘a Kompim. AT
Zaolle he ventured to express his opinions, so that his temerity cost
hin his position. AL Cologne Vessel nogleocted classcs to do his oim
resaearch and thinlz hls ovm thoughts. Later in mecting the objections
of the Traditlionalists he dared to say "Thomas was o dactor, what
thon! T en u dcetor, too. ﬁ:ms knew Latin, end it vas the only
lengusge he did imaw; whereas I sm master of the three vrincipel
tonguesre (4)

As u scholar liessel was u pionesr in tho study of Hebrew ond
Greak long before Erammus was born. Becuuse of his linguistioc
ability ho wns called *lux iamdi. Because of this accomplistment

pecple venorated him and often becane extravugant inpraigee:

a-) Vbl- II! D 59?'6

(2) m. Qpe clt.| Pe 206

6) m-]m. Ofe c’-t.. Vol. II. Pe ”9
(4) Ullmann, ope 0ite, Vole II, pe 315



Thay often oalled him e doctor of Theology, Hedicine, and Law, but it is
doubtful thet he wus a Dostor of Medicine or Luw.

Though a scholar, Wessel loved tooching and debate. He had & rare
ebility for dohate ond argumentation. He even courted controversy and
wes usually victorious.

Though & scholar, Wessel had u charming persomality that easlly
won friends. That ia shown by tho lnterest poople toock in him. ifrs.
Qlantss sent him to school with her om boy, ¥ Kompis loved hin, his
teuchers at Zwollo had enough confldence in him to make him a teachers

Being of such o noturey it i1s no wondor thatl Yessel attracled o
host of f'rlends and won the admiration of the studsnts. Using his
scholership, ho fod the stresms of Hamanism though his puplils '
agricole, Reuchlin, (his nephew Melanchton indirectly), ilex. Hegluse
Goswin of H_olem, the head of a school of Brethren that had 2000
studentsa, Willem Fredricks, the popular preacher of St. iartin'a
Church of Groningen. There wus glso the seoond guneration of
admirars; Albort Hurdenberg and Gerhard Geldenhauer, who virote
biogrephics of him. Thesc men beceme leondors in the reformatory
novemont in the Notherlands snd Gormany eithor directly or indirsctly
through their contributions ‘o Humanisu. '

Through his writings Wessel influcnced Luther and Zwingli and
a host of the XVI century resders. He did not influence Luther as mach
as aringli. Luther recd Vesael mors for resssurance; Zwingli read
for doctrine end derived much of his doctrine on the Lord's Supper
fron Viossele



Viesscl did not only influence the Reformation indirectly.,
through his scholarship and humanistie contributions, but he was
also a reformer at heart. He was a reformer both in criticizing
abuses as well as in his emphasis on Biblical dootrine.

In an age of legnlism and institutionalism Wessel's mind had
no patience with the professional attitude of the Church. He
insisted on the principle of love as o posed to legnl authority.

For that reason he severely condemned all the immovations of
institutionnlism as; works of superrogation, the Church's right to

act as mediator of divine grace, judicial confession and the penetential
system, indulgences, endomment of masses, pilgrimages, celibacy,
asceticism, monastacism, the superstitiocus worship of Mary, though he
permitted voneration. (1)

Condemning institutional religion, Vessel also condezmed the
paraphanalia of holiness that are a part of such religion: the
observance of special days, devotions at certain shrines, the use of
the corucifix, the rosary, etc. In Fact, Wessel abaclutely refused to
use a prayerboock und-tho rosury. The monks could not understand this.
Wessel freguently spent some time at lt. St. ignes near Zwolle. When
the monks saw that he used no rosary, they asked him why he didn't
pray. "Re replied that by the grace of God he did indeed try %o pray
all the time; nevertheless each day he recited the Lord's Prayer once,
and hoped that the purity of that prayer would suffice oven if he read

it only once a years. (2)

(1) uiller-soudder, op. cit., Vol. X, p. 147
(2) Geldenhauer, liiller-Soudder, ODe oit., Vol. IX, Pe 3“‘



Viessel detested these mechanical devices, for he conceived worhhip °
es a communion with his God. We might sey he was a mystic.

Wessel also was free to orttiolse corruptions es he noticed them.
At the Mniversity of Paris he was shocked at the moral life and seems
to have helped to reform university life. (1) His otiticism of
nonastic lif'e vas so severe that he gained the hatred of the monks,
especially the mendicants. In fine, Wessel was a man of action. "He
learned languagos, changed aystous,fought his way in the world,
disputed, strove, contradicted reigning opiniona, and burned with a
deaire to apply his hand to the improvement and reformation of the
ocorrupt state of the Church® (2)

JHECLOGY

Viesael did not only influence the Reformation indtrectly
through his Bummenistic and persomal contributions, but he also
affected the Reformation direotly through his theology. He had the
enbryo of the piblical theclogy that produced the Reformation in his
heart. Although 1t is frue that Vessel's chief interest in early
1life vas purely acedemic; yet in later life he became a deep
theologilan and spoke with authority.

Catholic writers, however, insist that Vessel's theology is
fundenentally Catholic. *Yet in those points which touch the funda-
mental doctrines of the Reformers, Wessel stands entirely on Catholis
ground® Again, *He cannot be regerded as a precursor of the Reformation.®
G)

(1) Mller-Scudder, op. oit., Vol. X, p. 78

g) Iﬂlln.nn. . °1t-. Yol. IX, De m
) Catholic opedia, Vol. XV, Pp. 290



This 1o n dofinitoly blased attitude to take. Some Protestants anlso are
gullty of this bies. iiller evaluates such Catholic and Protestunt
wrlters and adds, "“Howevor, the more modern Catholic writers are
disposed %o nako importent concessiona to their Frotestant opponents, and
1t goeis probable that liessel's spiritual affiliantion with the Reforuers
will ultinatoly bo rocognized by all partiecs®. (1)

Wesael was a. Protestant in his theology. For that reason he
was suspootoed of hereasy. :iis theology made it unsafe for him at Paris
and nade hin unwelcume at lieldelborge. Erasmus said that Wessel taught
all that Luther taught, but in a less violent manner. (2) Viessel
wos a Protestant, for he accopied the characteristic principles of
the Rolforantion; the foraal and the uaterlal principle as wolle

Soripture

Jeasel learned to love the Bible in the achools of the Brethren.
This love {'or scripture guided him throughout life. As one reads his
writings one is ustounded by the Soripturai tome that pervades his
writings and by the sbundant and intelligeni quotations from Soriptures.
The Bibilcal imngery found especinlly in his letters shows that he was
feniliar with Soriptures. (3) Tho Soriptural tono of sections of the
Parrago 1s reverent end delightful. (4)

His reverence for the "Sacred Page® led hinm to the original.
with his knowledge of Hebrew and Greek Wessel ®dug into the textw.
The reverent and scholarly exogesis Vessel offers both in the Hobrew (5)

(1) uiller-scudder, op. oit., Vol. I, p. 130
‘ (2) 1bides pe 129
i (3) letter to Bornard of leppen, liller-Scudder, op. oit., Vol. I, p. 246-8
| (4) Farrago, Hiller-gcuddor, op. cite., Vol. II, p. 158-9
: (5) vSeorement of tho @uchariste, lilller-Scud.er, op. cit. Vol. g 8
1 ppe 25, 401




and in the Greck (1) and the Latin (2) is remarkeble and inspirational.

‘_::o:suull not only loved the Bible, but he also nade the Bible the
solo authority in religious matters. Ie ascribed authority to the
Bibleo, bocause he regarded the whole Bible ns the infallible revelation
of Qod in nll its parts. o says in o lotter; sgoripture is s connectod
~ whole, every part of which must be ingpired by the Holy Spirit and there-
forc nust bo truor (3).

flo wos willing to- be guided and reproved by this Bible. Here
is a remarkable statoment: ©I wish to alfirm nothing but what is in
agroonent with Holy Trit. ioreover, if it diflers anywherc froa the
Holy Scripture, when I em convinced of ity I will quickly recall itw. (4)
A couplaint of a theologian to ljessel on this point sounds much like
the couplaints Juther hen.;'d. nI do not intend to assall you with
arguanents that hard unconguerable undaunted head of yours which yields
neithor to tho honmer of common belief nor to the aword of the authority
of the ancient Wathersv. (5)

‘ﬂunne.l. furthoruors, accepted the Church because of the Bible and
not vico veran. Fbr that roason he rcgarded the fathera, councils, and
pope only if they were tested by Soripture. Ais he gtated in his lotter to
Hoock, he bolleved not in but with the Church. (6) Vessel recognized the
uncertainty connocted with uaking thepope or' any human body the etandard

() Farrago, ibid, p. 15%
(2) Ibid., p. 302
(3) Letter, iflller=Scudder, Vol. Iv Po 292
(4) Parrago, Miller-goudder, op. cit., Vol II, p. 282
H) Lettor of Hoeck, !Hller-Scudder, op. cit., Vo].. Is pPs 277
(6) lLettar to lcock, ibid., p. 299
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- thoe authority on doctrine. A pertinont retiark of %fosscl ia in place;

"But ho ought ncver to .subscribe to any glatenent of on assembly against
his conscionoe, so :I.u;g as 1% seans to hinm to essert anything contrary
to seriptures. (1) oL

Justification :

Asido from tho foranl principle, lessel aﬁuo {taught the
material principle of the Reformation - justification by faith
alono. In this dbotr].na."'s':ﬂaaal mwas as nuch in harmony with
Paul as lLuther was in 1522 or any protastant alter hinv. (2)

A quotation froa his "De legnitudine Passionis® proves this;
irbitramur honinem justificari per fidem Jesu Christl
abusque oporibus (Rom. 3,28)s et fides sine o.eribus ermortua
ost (Jamom 2,27): divorsun disount Apvstolus Panlus et Jacobus,
voruu non adverswi. Connmunis utrique aontentia est, Justun
ox fide vivere, fide inquam, per delectlonem operantes (3)
Ats brilluint tuesos on justification (§) as weli as chapters two and
8ix in the vSaoramont of the iucharistr show how clearly Viessel thought
on this dootrine. (5)

Woussel belicved that we aro justified Ly faith; yet falth active
in love. Ie, like any good Iutheran, cannot conceive of a doed falth.
Faith and faithfulness bolong toaathor. Though Veossol night sometizes
speak of vinfusing lover, this doos not necessarily mean that he had tio

Catholic conceptlon of justificaiion.

(1) Miller-Scudder, Vol. II, p. 204
(2) wm. Ope cltu. Pe 213 -

(3) Gleseler, op. cit., p. 172

(4) Farrago, lillor-gcuddor, Vol. IZe Pe 14i=T
CS) mllor-scmﬂr’ Ope cit.' Wl. II' De s-m
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Tio see that from his emphusis on the fuct that salvation is
not gained by our works. In a letier to a nun, whom he advissd
not to chaatise her body, he said, ®jlo ;mo shall be saved by his
own merita or his own righteousness. There ig only one sacrifice of
the groat Jligh Priest, and only so far as we partake of this are
we sanctified and pure in heartn. (1) Urging the nun to accept the
rightoousness of c!xriat. he says, "ijhat then isg tho use of all this
noodless hardship in trying to attaln the inmpossible®® (2) Another
statenent nukes this clear, wiwever believes that he shall be justi=
fied by his ovm works does nout knuw what righteousnocasa is". (3)
penying salvation by works, ifessel dispuraged the clains of the
ledloval Church of a treasury of merits and pointed to.tho sorfect
Justificntion of Chriat. elience, too, in his owm sacrifice for sin he
has nude perlect propitiastion for the poople, perfect reconcilliation,
poriact purification, porfect restoration, perfect justification,
perfoct sublination, perfect atonemont in the lullness of grace and
truthe. () Adnitting that there was a treasury of morits, ho said that
Jesus was the great treusure of the Churchs and God - not tho pope = -
dispenses tho nerit of Christe.

Note the ovangelical tone in this remark,® But in my stead ruined

(1) Ibid-' VOIQ I Pe 21]3

{2) rbide, p. 244=5

G) iiiller=3cudder, Vole Iy P 131 .

(4) Farrago, iiiller-Scudder, Vol. Il, ». 232
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as I was, thy body, my Savior, was brokon -- and ‘80 broken that the
Judge was reconciled, thoe Advocate was noved to priisd, and the
Exocutionor was confounded®. (1) vIf Salvation is resl, Jesus truly
saves his people from their sins; if it 1s periect, he completely saves
then from ¥heir sin, and thorefore hc saves them fron all sinv. fThe
Olearoat oxposition moy be found it his lesson fron the dying thief
on the orosss

o (the thief) toaches us how we may be saved = namely,

by confessing our own worthlessness and our Redcemer's

Innoconce. !le likewlge toaches us how we nay fortiarith

puss into the kingdam. PFor through penitence, confession

ad falth == at whatover hour == we shall onter just as

did this man, who, though he hal in cvery foim of robbory

ead onded 1ittlo short of blasphomy, with but three sertances

Passed from punishaont into tho palacar. (2)

Ihe Church

Wossol held up the ideals of tho Apostolic Church. Ilie con-
sldcred the Clmrch, not as an ecclesbastical syston, but os o coanunion
of saiats, which 13 not disrupted by quarrels or factions. e taught
tho universal pricsthood of all bellevers.

Wessel wos also a forerunnor of the Roformation in his conception
of ocolesicstical authority. o believed that not the pope, but Christ .
was the head of the Chwrch. (3) Hot menmborship, but belief in Christ
makos ono a menber of the Churoh. In Wessel's theology, the unity of
tho Church under the pope was accidental, and the aut ority-of the pope
was conditional on the Gospel. All the preruvgutives and powers of the
(1) Encharist, iiller-scudder, op. oite, Vols IIs Pe 9

-(2) Farrago, iiller-sScudder, ibid. p. 101
(3) Ib’.d.. Pe 109



=h=

pope beyond and nbove tne ordinary pastor was purely Jjurisdictional.
Thug he denied tho plenary uuthérity of the pope. In tho Farrage he
siaply states, wThe couon 'be.li.o.t‘ of the absolute rule of tie Roman
pontiff is untenablo®. (1) His attitude seens to be very evangelical,
vi true prelate 1s.ono who gits in Potorts seat by legitinate title ...
It follows, thorefore, that frequently a true pope is a falsa apostlev. (2)
Yiessel severely condemns the false prelates in the folluwing words, ®
Evoryone (prelate), thercfore, no matter how high his atutioﬁ. in aso
far as he opposing the will of Christ offonds the ®little ones® and
hindors theu in the stralght patha of truth and life is ANTICARIST". (3)
A pope is to be heeded unly insofar ns he displeye wisdom. Since
tho pope, like St. Peter, can orr, he is subject to censorship. He goes
even 8o far ns to say, "When a wise man differs with the pope, one should
stand by or agreec with the wise man ratuer than the pope". (4) In a
lottor to ioock he smnid, "I do not think that unytiml.ng that was seitled
by poniface VIXII or Glement after hin or Gregory ought to be considered
in the rule of faithw. (5) Here he agreod t;l'l;h Gorson, whou he cites.
viessol had no syapathy with sacerdotalisna and the hierarchy.
liis teaching on justification, his conception of tho sacreme:ts, and
his individual interpreiantion of the Bible show that. e re;.;arded tho
hierarchy as pastorsl - us plwcio:l.u.né of the soul. Yessel had no
spupathy with an institution to intervene botwoen God and the soul.
(1) Farrago, iilller=-gcudder, op. cit., Vol. II, p. 202
(2) Ibid. p. 178 :
(3) 1did. p. 173

(4) mid. p. 277
(5) Ibid. p. 301



Such asguuptions he gonpidered usurpations. The priesthood existed
ouly for the adification of the Ghm.'n-h. .

As for the sorrupt and negligont clergy. Vessel faelt that
they should uot be tolerated. INe believed in a recull method to
Zot rid of the undesirable prelate or even pope.

A word might be also said about monasticism. YWessel denied
the spocinl sanctity of the monastic life. le did not fight the
ingtitution as such, since he folt that meny nonks were leading
useful lives. 1In his older days he 1;l.vlod anong nonkas ond urged then
to take up languages and hwamnigtic studies. Vhorever Yessel
saw courruptvion he did not ronain silent.

rennce

Donying the judicial and sacerdoial aspoct of the priesthood,
Wweasel lnsisted pshauco was morely sacramental. The keys that the
Lord proalsed were not Jjudiclary. tleasel defines tho koy sy "ees
that kay is ths ijoly Spirlit and ihe grace of God bestowed through it, and
itho love of God diffused in the hewrts of those wi.xo have been quickened
into lifen. (1)

Yiith that conception of thc keys, Wessel rejected the whole
penitontial system. lie denied that satisfactions should be impoged.
in relating the parable of the .h'odl.gul Soni he said, "Was any sort of
papal iadulgences necessary for this returning son? Gbviously a
‘conplete turn to God is in 1tself the fruit meot for repentance.
Here conversion alone is satisfactionv. (2) Or again, *Since his heart

(1) Farrago, ililler-Scudder, op. Gite., Vol. II, D. 192
(2) Toide, e 225
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has boon humbled, he already is justified, he hes roceived the for-
givoness of his sins. Honco neither contrition, as n first essential,
nor satisfuotion, as a lost, is necossary for justification of a
sinner in the Sacrament of Ponance*. (1) The only works of penance
acceptable to god are love, joy, gratitude.

Indulrences

Denying tho penetential system, i/fessel found no room for
indulgences in tho a-'cepted senge of the term. He attacked the whole
syaton nuch more vioclently than Luther as contrary to Soripture
and injuriouas to Christian norality.

In attacking indulgences Tiessel deniod the thoory that the
briest had any judicial authority. !e said in o lotier to Hosck,
wChrist gave distinct authority concerning the romission of sins;
ho nedo no mention of any authority for the remission of punishuents»® (2)
Lator on ho snysi~ . ' '

nis regards punisluents, until I em better informed, I simply

hold that the punishuent is remitted together with the remission

of gin, and that no one who is altogether froe from a sin is
therefore liable to punishmont. For the fact thal cleansing is

inposed 1is due to imporfect grace, and that with it certain
venial sins still remain. But as thoso sins are not deadly

dhe~power-vi-dno=pepe~de thoir punishuont is morely teuporal.® (3)
Thus denying the power of the pope to grant indulgencos we might
switiarize his argument in the words of !!-i.llen

uThe power of binding and loosing possessed by ths apistles was
uged 'in the exercise of thelr ninistry, nut of their authority‘.
NHeither they nor their successors had any right to impoge penalties
on acoount of sins which God had froely for;iven. T.at the Church

@) mid., p. 21°
(2) m‘rﬂeog 11101'-30-1(”.01‘. 0. ﬂltog "01. I.. Pe 306
(3) letter to Hoeck, Thid., Vol. I, P. 307
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that the Church has done this is no proof that it is right, for
grave errors have orept into nor usnges and wolves have usurped
the placo of her shephords. Somoe of her popes have been
porjurers. QOod is the only one who knows the heart, aud he
AMone can bestow forglveness and grant indulgence. But
plenary indulgonoe God grants to no one in tuis life, since

no ono is absolutely sinless. But if God does not grant such
indulgence how can the pope?? (1)

lul'b-&tog
Since ijessel donled the judicial authority of the priest in

bennaco, hs did not look upon the fire of pur,.atory as punitive, but
rather as purgative.

Jlo looked upon purgatory as purgativo in which the soul was
purified <hough an increnaing krowledzo and love of God. iHller

wall suiiwrizes Wessol's viewpoint:

aTho religious lifo begina when the impuise of love to
Carlat moves our hearts. That love ns it increases in
this life purifios our natures; in the future life; in the
very presence of Carist, thal purification is completed
and the soul is brought into perfect confornity with the
will of (od. But oven the day of heaven dawns gradually
and heavenly porfection is not achieved at once. Though
we havo no sin in that nlissful life, our love for Chrlst
boluyg imperfect is subject to growth. iie are accepted us
spotless and perfeot, but we are stlll wayferers journeying
toward uore perfect love nnd obediencenr. (2)

Purgatory, rather than being a place of torment, is heaven
itself. The fire is not to bo avoided, but welconod. To deny a

perason this privéiege would rob him of great blessingse.

wIf Petor or Paul wished to renove this fire by neans of
indul gonces, ho would bo exccedingly harsh; for he would
tuke awoy all the splendor of the soul's most brillient and

- gratifying achisvonont, ns well as tho pleasure of the
rocipiente. (3)

(1) n’id-. Yoi. T, Pe 180
(2) Miller-gscuddor, Ope clt., Vol« I, pe A77
(3) Parrago, Hiller-Scuddor, ope. cit., Vol. II, p. 297



His ¢oncoption of purgatory was that ol' a beautiful, spiritual,
roligious oxperienco.

As for praying for the dend, Tessel wes not e Cathollo
ailthor. is cxplicitly says, " he erra if ho asks that they (the
dead) be loosod froa thelr sins, just as he errs if hc asks an
angel o be freed from sorroun. (1)

wossel, howover, did belisve in a preyer for the dead - a
Proyer that the dosarted friends night make progress and increase
1a love in the hoavenly life. MNe udds n personal note in the
lotter:

Teeelf miyone prays that these bs loosed from their sins
oven though his prayer proocced out of piety, it ncverthe-
less has orror nmighloed witn it. As to thls, I have sald
that 7 doubtod whether i wanted any sucih prayer uf the
plous to be offered for uo whon doad. I do wigh that they
would pray for ny sanctification, and for my progress into
the light of the mpyroaching day that shail snine brighter
and brighter.ss 80 that I may aotually see all tho treasures
of God's house in Christ, -- those vast treasuros of wisdom,
glory, and lovev. (2)

(1) lLettor to Bornard of !lepjen, Hiller-Soudder, op, cit., Vol. 1

Pe 249 ‘ _ ;
(2) Letter to Bernard Meppen, !{iller-Socudder, op. Git., Vol. I

Be 2-}8



Tho Puchurist

Though Yeasel seomed to have n Biblionl concerption of the
saorwaents vhen he said, " Participation in tho sacraic ta is a
work of grece, not of righteousness®, (1) yot fessel prepared the
woy for eformed J’rotestantism. The Swiss Reformers, eaps:sially
Zwingli, woro greatly influenced by Yfessol, who was their spiritual
father. fller claims that wdringli auparently formed his
memorial theory of tiie Eucharist ns a rosult of his roading
Weasel's long devotional treatise on that subject, which cane into
his handa about 1520, wien his rollglous ideas wers still plastic.
Tho gonception tlhiore presented was onc that comiended 1tself to
the noble rationslisa which was such a marked characteriatic of the
Swviss Ref'ormere. (2)

The yhole daotrine of the Swiss Roforier on tho ucmorial
character of the Kucharist cen be found in lesuel's troatise, The
Ruchariste In fact, Haésal 'g digociple, lionlus, was the first oo
to say wisr means wreprcsonts*. lo orystallized into onc gtatouent
what Vessel so clearly taught. (3) As we analyze iiesacl's dootrine,
we will seo how nuch the Catholic Encyelopodia is willing to over-
looiz in its desire to maintain that viessel was a Catholic at heart.
vie read: vHe enphasizes too atrongly the subjective activity of the
falthful in sharing the fruits of coumunion and of the sacrifice of
the i'aus (opus operantls) so that the objective working of the
(1) 11ller-scudder, ap. ocit., Vol. II, p. 216

(2) Ibide, Yol. Ty P« 14
(3) ﬂﬂ-d-_' Pe 164



sacrcment (opus oporatum) seema to iupairedr. (1) ‘.‘Mgaol doea not
ramplinddze too stronglyvs but he inslsts that the sacrament is
only subjectlve ng opposcd to the provalent dogma of the Church.
vlessel was as [wr removed froa Roue as 2wigll was.
ﬁeaaail. rogarded tho Bucharist os a synbol that nourishes and
raefreoghes by virtuo of its syrbolism. Its power revolves not about
tho miraculous presonce of Chriat, but about the historic C.riat,
whose life and death aro held in roueubrance through tho Sacrament.
Sinco thwo Sacranont wes a memorial cheracter, tho ewmting
and drinking is a spiritusl process. As a proof llessel offers the
followings

vjjenco when Baul says., 'Our fetihers did eat the snne food',
ho pssumnes that 1o oat iz to be spiritually affected; and
because this is a mental procoss, he extends it to include
alternate differences of time. For, inasmuch as the lord's
body did not yet exist, the Fathers couid not eat of it
gorpcreally. ™ like namner todey ell tho laity drink of
the lord's blood. For if the fathors drank the saue
piritual dreught, nuch more evidently do men of our day
drink it» (2)

Thiaz spiritunl eating jjessel places above the sacranental
eating in the ilass. lie snys:

aIndaod in some respocts spiritual comunion is mors fruitful
than guorauontal, at least in this resjoot, that in the
forner go far as tihe laity are conceraed they both eat and
drink, while in the letier they only eat, -- unless by a
blessed draught they are filled wit: spiritual peace. Tho
latter is bound dowm by tlie aid placo, is peraitted to
cortain persons only, and is compelled to ubserve in a
particular forn; the former, springing from a plous heart in
falth unfeigned rejcots no age, no gsex, av race, and is
adapted to all placos and all tlues. Tie latler is of'ten
harnful; the former is always fruitful and salutary®. (3)

* () ¢ath. Enoy. Vol. p. 590
(2) Tue Saoranent of the Euchariat, Miller-Scudder, Vol. II, p. 69



It s true, ifemsol spoke of a corporeal yresence of Christ
in the Sacramecat. i@ Baid "eee [ maintain that in comenorating
Christ we not only have him present with us in the hody %o
strongthen us, but that we even corporeally eat of ilim%. (1)
Yjogsel, howover, oxypleins hingelf when he snya:

ml.on wo receive the Sacranent, we must piously believe

that tho Lord Jesus is aot only spiritually but corporeally
presont in a:cordaince with the Vord that was quoted nbove,
‘where two or throe arc gethered togetiwer in my nace, there
a1 I in tho nidst of them®. Ior 1s this inconsistent; for,
1f pe is Sacronentslly presont in several placea, ko can do
nore vonderiul things than tiose without a mnirscle. Ilay
aftvor tno resurrection we teo will bo able to do what only
the augels do naw. For our bodies will bo foshloned after
christ's glorified beody. One soul which lifts a haond here,
lowers 14 therev. (2)

Yessol baliovaed in & spiritunl eating and drinking -- even
apart froa e uaterial elements. Tn this he was the forefather of
the Quaters. (3) le aaya, "o tho gpiritually falthiful he is also
given =~ even in bodily presence -- outside of ihe Eucharist and apari

froa the forn of breand and wine, since he is given to those who

belisve in him. For I none hath life except he eat his flesh

and drink his blood, and on the other hand, he that believeth on

him hath oternul life, it must obviously be admitted that everyuns

that believeth eateth his flesh and drinketh hia bloodw. (4)

His arguzent can briefly bo sumiied up. If remembrance and the spiritual
aotivities that follow it -~ falth and obedionce -- are the essential
things in the Sacrament, then the Saoranent mw be celebrated wholly :
apart from the vigible hread and wino and the sorvico of the pricst.

(1) 1bid. p. 60

(2) The Sacrament of the Duoherist, ope oli., p. 61

(3) uiiler=Scudder, 0. cit., Vol. I, Pe 1:5.175
(4) The Sacramunt of the Buchariat, op. oite., p. 50



This is puroly queker theology. (1)

As for the benefits of this Snornnoent, lessol autlined
psychologiocel benufits derived through t.e oz'dinm" operations
of wvhe mind. This vas dircctly in opportion to the ex opere
operato conception of tho iay. %lessol rocognized three faculties
of tho soul: 1/ nciory 2/ intelligence 3/ will. The objuot of
tho Sacrrucnt was to uuve those faculties. To effect the will was
the supromne exsoricnco of the Sncrauent. This, however, wns done
thirough wuch contonplation and proparation.

A Gertaln preparation is regquired. This diffors with the
abillty of tho individunl and ulso differs in its beunaefits. Thus
Vezs9l suys: :

rThoralure tle first step of rightecusness that is required

of all falthful disclules in faithfuily believing and
reucsbering the Lord Josus in all their wnys. The second is
that they should diligently consider all things that arsc
his. Thu third is that efter tastlug of his swcotness they
should at loast nake ready to imitate him. Tihe last 1s that
bouring the roproach of Christ they should glory in his
crogs. Jud thus, being cruclficd together with the Lord

Jegus, in the doy of the lord, tiiat shail come swiftly as

thougii 1t were today, howevor gront a ualefactor and ro.ber

ne uay be, he simll be with him in paradise." (2)

Though many could only romch the stage of remaubrance, yet it
was nothing to bo alarmed abouts since the ordinary laynan was but
g nlittlo ouen. The adult Christians are tie nonks and pricsts and
those who have spocinlized in religion. HNers wo find an inconaistency
in vesacl, since ho taught the universal priesthood of all bolievers

and ths parity of all Christians.

@) ?iillor-sci;_ﬂ.dsr. op- Git.y Vole To Peo 198
(2) The Sacrwaent of the Eucharist, op. olt., p.« j2-3
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e can swil Wesaol's thoughts very well in quotation. Ve reod:

niorewver in partakiag of tho Eucharist wo not only eat but
elso ore oaten. [or we tako of It and ars strengthened

Just ag when wo toke and aat food; yet Lesuuge this
strungthening is offecied not by any power of ours, but by
the power of the breand we taoko, it transforns us into itself;
and henco we say that we are eaten. 7t is just as when iron
is mndo red hot, the lron absorbs the fire and yet is
antirely possossod thereby. Ionce the fire eats the iron and
is nlpo caton by 1t. But mental changes are cven mors to tlie
2oint; o.ges the pupil's feithiful bolief eats, so to gpenk,
the toachor's wisdom; and the love of two lovers is fod by lover.(1)

In justifying his oplnion jessel statos:

af Ao not thiuk I wa wrong in this opinion. If, however, I
orr, I regard tho srror but slight, since it begets piety
and will not be fruitless; and I know that 1 shall reap
grout benelfit from reusubering his naie, ovon as Puul

ald not neglsct any opportunity to serve Christn. (2)

nEL: SUCHARTSTR CUIPARG) Wit TAULGR'S “DEJTSGIE TkOLOGLEe

Jinco essel's troatise on tho Buchdirist is o devotional
troatise, it contains nv foimal argument. Though it is a devotional
troatise, one can scoe tho enti-pepel charsctor or the treatise. Uessel
statos his conception of purgatory (ch. 10,15), his doctrine on
indulgences (ch. 10), mnd his doctrine on the authority of the pope.
Parthormore, two lmPtura of this treatiss especially state his doctrine
of justification by faith as clearly ms liesscl ever oxpressed hingelif
(ch. 2 and 6). ‘essel does not attack transubstantiation, but siuply
ignores it and destroys it by ativocating a spiritual conception of the
Eucharist.

@) Tidey pe 52
(2) Ibid., ». 59




The troatise on the Bicharlst is essontially n dovotional
hook written in the last yours of Taesael's life. It is desigznod
to assist the commnisant in having such nn atiélitude of hoart
and nind as will enabla hia $o racoive tho fost bensfit frou ihe
Sucranont. Ve algit gny that Lt 38 a penual of preparstion for tle
Sucharist.

The thaio of the hoolk with cortain varistions is thls: it is
ronoibranca of JHa that consiliutes tho truo Bucharlstn. Using this
phrase, 'iis de¢ in roucabraico of 1ew,; as n point of departure,
Jesgel trics %o show Low the individuanl oan be led into clager
coumanion with a‘iai;.- Since Yioagel. splritualigoas the Seacraneat,
the doulunting doctrine is that the REucnmrist is sinply = nenmorigl
snerancnte

T4 acows tha. the Dutch scholeora were cspoeinlly anxious that
Tatuer apurove this trewtise, even nore go than any .uther work of
Tesgels Ruodiua esked lLuther to grant thls treatisc his acseptance
ead pablic ayprovel. In splio of furlgtedt's protests, Luthor refused.

AL Lathor's taeble Carlstadt was challanged by Iuthor to under-
take & defeine of tie Zuclharlst. Carlotadt acoepted, a:d Miller
clalug that this wes thoe begluning of Cerlatadt's allenaiion us well
as tho beginning of tha controvorsies that later d.-ividoi Protestant-
ism. (1) Sluce Luthor refused to accent tho trontise, ho wrote o
lettor of introducilon for Rhodius to Jucelwmapedius requesting hin to
road it and give his opinion. OQecolampedius, however, did not cere to

eater in controvorsy wlth ifuthor and urged Rhodius that tho ireatise

(1) ifliler-Scudder, ope oit., Yola. I, p. 283
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e shown to winpgli. Thls waee done. Sinae wlngll wna atill in the
Plaztic atego, tThia hook helped hin 10 loraciato his dootrine that
gopnrated hla frol. Latiore

Fow tha guostisn orises, *ihy was Lutior so opposed to this
hook taal conlalnod sacth e deadly ndtock ou the papal systenin
Angwers: Juthor had souethiog botter

ot very long belore Rhado owio €o Idaiiere jatihor had jasucd
o aditlonn of tha *Houtuchw Tnovioglar (1516 and 1519)e ‘fGhia
baolz wag alsge antlepadad and was Likgwise wut oa the Rzish indexe.

Tt hepponcd as lueto aa 1021. Thoe euihor; Tauior, was oxcommmie
loutod, and vhe pope consisnod hkio bodks o be burned. {1)

Tooauzlk thin Losk s decideddy unti=payed, 1% nu: -mmmed. the
vhole nntter fron e dif'forent sugle thun the Pucharigt of Vesscle.
rie, 1ite thy HZzcharist, Lt ls also o dovdtional Sreqtise and has
suite Gwoon nateirinle Rolh ptruss porsansl ex oricnce apert from tho
cluryye Yoozl sagu:

diLat Lanelit tardh con beo durived t‘ru convaergations with cien or

Lraz the rondiag of bovks can be cunpared with that which weo

ehbimin {ron Lhis zeps holy ana blegsed naxe? ALl else is

unfraitiil exceyt 1u go far as iV agreos snd Loraonlzes with lls

nast holy naio. Qrent then 1s the gein of those who zeditnto,
pandery suak and rolliust oo lilsese?(2)

. Taalder sounds naoh tho swne when ho Eoys:

n"ia-.-..x.i godonke tass € mu dioser wehren irkannitniss olocr zu
ohrlscl iebsn Koue nit viel Frogon, oder Yo Ndrensagen, oder

m.'t. Loascu, fludieron, il grogson, haian fanston te

volgternscheiten; odor mi% achor nawiriicher VYornuafe. {3)

{1"11“{“"-’ 3!- Site .uL- tis L ?1.1
(2} The puchurist, Obe Gila, "al. Iie po 586
5‘ Teatsshe d.ﬂd. “‘,lc' p- 3
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Iike Wessol ha seems to onphasize tho inagpiration of trus louve
through the 3acrancat, though ho probably had the Ronish
concespllon of tho !mss. iio soys, "ind wer dasaclbe (l.iebe)
enpfohet in dem . Sakrwionta, der hat Christw: wahrhaftig und
wohl eupi’anzon; and je nchr men dugseiben (Sukruent), omphahet
Jo :.:.ehr ohristus, je woniger desgelben, je woniger Curistus; dag
1t die Mrucht dea Sakrazentsts (1)

Ta night say that lutier places tio Duatsche Theolople next

10 the Dlvle and 3t. augustine boonuse 1/ thoe wmanner of man that
tho puthor wes 2/ the help that it gave Lather and 3/ the contenta
of tho boolk ltsolil.

Tanler {(1290-1561) amast have ap.ealed muck more to Luther
than Wesool. o was a zreat celehbrliy as a proacicr among the laity.
e wns a Doninilcan nionk who ospoged the papacy, tio intordiet, and
oxcoumaniontion. In his oarly 1ife ho was u sohulusu:io and studied,
1l:s Wasscl, at Gologue, wiore Thouisk was Gio pravailiag dogne.
Somewnere arckiad his fourty-eigih year Teuler exssricincad a
nconversivn®. Jlo wes preaching in a towm for twelve ymek-- ile,
howover, gove wey to speculstion and displays of laaruf.ng. but did
not jget into the hoart. A loyman pointed cut his pi._ag;snoal Tienk=
nuga wnd urged him to put awsy his vsensucus and rut;:'bnﬁ'l apeculation.®
Tauler gave up preaching and for iwo yoars Lic uuf.u,u an.bholute
rosignation atrove to confurm to ins imagoe of (Vi Iurﬂ Je:lul Christ.

Hoving thas disciyld;,ned hizselfy he boceue a uuch nory iﬂ.ery preacher.
[

(1) Tbid., pe 207-8 At




puring ths two yeurs of discipline Tauler wes desplscd by
hig folliow mounts for taking things so serlously. 3Jinco lather
experioncsd the sans thlapg, hu nust huve tolt attrneted to Tau er, for
they hed much in comcion. Besides Touler's opposition to the pepacy,
there was e burnlag dealre tov kiow the truth. The Christian charaster
of Teulour so deeoply impresscd Juther thet he called hin a man of Godv. .

Luthcr was attracted to Tauler, becamse Tauler helped him in thoss
Pliifal deys of suul stragsile la the momatsry. Staupitz wes the living

exanpic of the Dsutsche Tucologle. i{e undoubtedly introduced luther

to Tuuler's leulsche Theologie and urged luther to read Touler.

It wus through the encouragement of Staupliz that Luther leter odited

an sdaluion of the Doutsche Tueologle as carly es 1510. Thus reading

this book and seelag its principies to cloarly exprosscd in the life
of Staupitz, luther received mouch light wnd help when hwo necded it so
gorely. Lutacr in a letier to Staupitsz, m'_itton a fewr months befora
Stnupltz died in 15234, confeased to Stuupitz that "...1t doos not
bocu.s me Lo forget or be ungraveful to you, through whoa the light
of tho gospol first began to shine out of darkness in my hourts. (1)
It is of interest %o note ihat Staupitz, posasibly through the influence
of wauler, abolighud ihe reading of Sg. Augustine at the nonastery
tablss aud instituted tho rcading of Seripture es ourly as 1512, whon
Luthor became a Dootvor of Theology. (2)

Tarler's -Ms_c_h_g Tievlosie reully contalns the oxperiences of
& len who vent tlwough iuch spiritual tribulation. Fux that reason
we aan st onco 8so wiy the book captivatod Iuthor the iy 1t did.

(1) vlinann, ope olt., Vol. IT, D 2i3
(2) Ibide, p. 238




S ince Tauler's whole ondeavors wore directed to the achicvement of
an abgolute and complste and hunble resignation in all things and
to coaforming to tho imsge of the Sovior, we ars not surnprized to

find thet subniesion i3 also the theme of his Dsutsche Tnsclogie.

In this mystlcal rnd philaosophicel treatiso Tauler explains the
truths of christianity =25 applied to tho individual. le zives an
explmnntion of Christinnity to make it sppeal to an intellsctual
aan 11wo Jluthsr. Tauler shows the nacossity of Christ beins the
god=nan in such n way that 1% cppecls to the intellectusl mane.
Ho awys:
»\er “onsch vermochte os nicht ohne Gott u. Gott sollte u.
woslto es nichl tun ohne den ileunschiens Darnua nelia Gott woenschliche
intur oder Ilenschhelt nn sich u. werd vermenscht (d.i. =it
senschlic er datur veroinigté ) u. der llonach wor vergottct
{Aele mit gdttlickor Watur vereinigt); also peschah dies
Gusscrunge Alsc luge auch nein Pell gehesgert worden*. (1)
showlng wiat attitude thae iatelligeat nen nust have befors 1t
is pasalbis to huve falth, Paulor boging hla bouoic with the definition
of iie mternal Good on The vasls of I Core. 13,20. A% first roading
1% sonads pantheistic, but later he desincs nimsolf nore clearly
when uo suys, "bel dew Taler vorsichs ich des vollilro.niang, einfiltigs
gut, das da ;llos ist und Qber Alles, und chne das, und auscor dem kein wahres

Yegson, noch kein wehres gut ist, und ohins dus kein walrcey gutes Yierz je

gescheh, noch Limer geachichie.t (2)

e to sin naa 18 scpuraicd frox God. lie gives ull tho things that
sepnroto nan from Gode [is koon mind is sensitive to ihe munifeatations
of gin in the individual. He glves wll tho coordinales of sin as,

(1) neutscho Theologio, pep. 8




vgnd dieso idorwilligkeit widcr fott helsst mon und ist Uagehorsan,
Adanm, Tfeihelt, jelibathelt, Eilgenwilligikelt, Suades~ odur der alte
ijonsch und apkehron und Absshoiden vom Gotu: daa Ist nllag Einge”
Agaln his soys, "eeoodonn wo und wonn lian .spriuht yon Aden, und
Ungehorgan und von einen :zlton. lengchen, Ichiieit, Flgsnwillan, und
Blgenwililgkelt, solbstvhelt, Yelk, !ein, lntur, falsches lLichi,
Teuiel, Sindo; das ist nlleos gleivh und Lins.

Though by nature sin in the nunifeststions of zelfighnoss
acparates wmon from God, thoro is n ciancoe £Or nan to conguer that
gorraw {for sin and solfishness, a now man of righieousness will bo
born. This new man is exprensed by coordinate exjressiong that Tauler
gives ia 1ae 20llowing words, %..eyenn nan gpricht vorn gehorgsm, und
olnont acuea leaschen, von dei walwon Lichue, und von dor wchren Liebe,
und von Jaristi Jobsa: das lgt alles Sing; und wo derselben esing iat,
da sl.d sle Alle; and wo ihror Rines gebriche oder nlcht ist, da 1as
ihror oius; deinn es ist Alles iing wanrhartig und wosentlich.® (1)

After thls briel asket:h of Teulur's ldena, we can iznedintely- see
tho superiorliyy of the Deutsche Theologzis over iessol's Hucharist. (2)
Taulor co.;firmed Tuchar's desire %o put his trugt in Christ nlone.
Here Lutlier got a clvarsr view of morelly crentive faith. Tauler
Placed uany of the Biblical seatinents into luther's hoart, and Iather
never forgot them. ho reed and roread it for comfort wund roassuranco.

The two booiks, though both ain at the saue o‘ujoc:!.ive. are

ontirely different. fhe Deutschs Theulogie is sv suporior to iessel's

1) neutscho Thovlogle, p. 107
(2) Ullmann gives o bfiof swazary of this work. Ulluann, op. cite,
Tole TI, pp 220-9




Eucharist that one oven hesitates to compore them. In li's.ct. after
reading the Deutsche Thoolople, ono cuinot but help wishing that 1%
would bo republished for us uvodey, who need that inspiration.

Ho one single book outside of the Bible im gualified to speck to

tho Twentieth Contury as Taulort's Deutsche Theologle.

S——
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