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attempting to de~criba tho indo:Jcribcblo Go<I in terms ot definite 

conceptions. 'l'hus his descriptions become c;uita v~rue and at timea 

are well 1-yoDd humun com~rehem:ion.1 

In hiu cosmol.ogy, Eckbart begins with the princii)le thct God is 

tho cause of the r,orld. All tl1ingo exist .f'r cm eterrdty in God, in i.n 

etermu world or i de&s. Dis~1nct ~ro• this is the war.la o croctures 

'-hich nas created in t.ime Dlld out or nothing. The a.ct at creation, 

however, is not & temporal i..ct, tor with Cod there is no tiu. The 

"no•" in which God ci•ea t.od tho r.orld is the •now• in whicb I &. oak, c.nd 

tho day or judgment 111 ta.& nonr t o this "r.cm" e;.s is yesterd&.J'• Tho Son 

it:i tho unity of all t.he works or God. In Him the Father be.a 1•eve&led 

Hillluelt' and all creetui·eG. Tile rsturn a£ the Fc.ther into Himself" 

includliG t e like return or all crer..tureu in•t.o the sc.me eterm.,J. f ourca. 

The i aet".l. ,,,orld is E-saential in tho ca.1csption or God; be,. ore tho 

creature~ were, Cod was not God. Thus, ror Eckhart, Cod is r.ot only 

in 6l.l things, but God 1& 1,..ll tbir,a~.. Outoide of Cod t.he1•e is nothing 

Lut nonontity. All crc&tures, therefore, hr.ve no essence, except so rar 

ns Cod is present in them. Eckhsrt does not s.ttempt to all.-plr, in the 

&pp&1•ent indepecdent existence oi" things. In one pg.ssage 1 Eckhart 

sccounts f or the plurclity of concrete existence by the t&ll or m&nJ 

but evil 1 tsolf' srid sin are lei"t unexpl.ained. The means tor bringins 

&ll things back to Cod is the soul., the bast or created things.2 It. 

1s 1mmt.ter1al.1 entire, and undivided in ev9r7 pbrt o! the body. It.a 

faculties c.re the ax·teriwl 8enses1 and the lower &nd h1.gber fe.cultieG. 

l. F. Ueberweg1 �~�i�a�t�o�r�z�_�g�!�P�b�i�l�o�a�o�p�h�Y % � Vol..I, pp.473-47;. 
2. Ibid., pp.475-476. 
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The lower f'acul ties ,u·e t !le em1liric:c:.l underastcr.ding, the hOl.lri,1 and 

the ia.ppet.itive t.'t.culty1 the higher i'nculties o.ro memory, reason, 11.r.c. 

wlll. The soul i~ not subject to t.he conditions or SJX.IC& ar.d time. 

Its biglu,st activity ,.s tti&t of' cognition, 01· which there are three 

kinds: sent'tible, 1·1:::tional, l 1.nd Guprb.-r11.tiolllll; only the ... u.ut res ches 

the whole t ruth r:.ncl union nith Clod. The f i1·a"t. requir'il3ent, then, is 

to grot, in knowl.edge to, «rd ini"inite cognition. Bn"t. ii' this 1-'JIO.vlodge 

is too hi~h, one mus·i:, 1>irn1,ly believe ir, Clu•ist, t'ollow Ilia ho~ imogo, 

&nd be· I·eueel'led. T'nis pi·oceso must. be followed by' all., r or trutll io 

re&l.ly i ncompz·abe:nsible to empiricul. undsrotfAn~il~; i'or 1r it we1.·o 

capable' oi' bei1)8 unclerstooci, tt uould not be truth. I11 derivinc union 

tti h God, t h011, the1·e i s (l tr11.nscendent sphere ilhich1 when re ... ched by 

w.n• e r er.son, cunnot be r~thomed. This t;phore roa aon revet.lu in tbs 

im1e1·D10Bt 1·ece~se5 or the soul, &hare rei.snn aud will e.re in living 

inte char,ge. Tlur. ,,ill.1 1lltunimi.ed b,1 the clivine light, >lunges into 

b state or no:1-knov;ing emd "G,u·11s 1:rora all enrthl.y things to the highest 

Good, God . Thus £~1th wises, \1hich beuins nith spiritUGl underEJtc1:d-

1ng1 a nd w.tiL'lE'-teJ.y takes post;ussi.on or thu ent ire ;;o\il. a nd guider. it 

to i t,s bighei.t peri'ection, por£'ect union with God.J. Tb.it; is the ul.tim:t.D 

desire of all crea tures; there£~re t!1ey strive first to pas& l nto humt\ll 

lit.1.tl..l'e eitb.er through t he re(:j,soni~ powe1·s or aa.n, or through a.ctU£1 

bodily assimilation by eating c:.ntl drinking. Thus in t.he i'or11 ot huu.o 

na 1.ure I w.in &r.d h.lJ. ur\!1l tUI·es str1 ve ·t;o re turn Lo their o.:-1ginal. source, 

the undeveloped, undiaclosed Diet:,.2 
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This conco!'tion of t he r ot.m·n oi ~ crr;e tu1·es to Cod through the 

soul sive :;, t.l:e pr inci. l e of' Ethics to Eckhut. This union of the eoul. 

•1th Go i f.i {'or h im lllorali l:.3r y;hic:h it: ~ttf.ir.ed by dee.th ot one'& oelf'1 

8.l'IG bl.il·inl ln God . Onl:, in this ,1e.y me.:r \!1&n e gair1 become t.het flbich 

ho ";a s uhen ho n i:. yat rma nut .. 'l'hio &tl:'.t e i • c,~led "dcct,t' Se"; it 

1.r.ipl iec com1>let e su.b:nis,1ion to Gcd1s will, joy in ell r u!"f'e1·in" , · joy 

i n the vi s ior. or God, t.:.} Llso :!.1: Hi·· ,absence. The hichest degree o.r 

• c.1ece&se" it.: pover ty. The pcor ut:.n l-",i,.or.s 11othing, r.ills nothine , er.d 

bi..s nothi ng . J.e l.orq; a s IQlan t:ti l l bas 11111 to !'ull"ill God1 s will, or 

des ires Goe:l , or ot e1·ni t.y, or c.ny dei'irJ.te obJec1i, ho has not yot r eachad 

perfecti on.. Ti e "dccec.sed" 1un ~osE not evon pr ey, t or C-od £rom eterrJ.t:, 

fol'1a.s a a ll things, l nclu i ng our prayers , &tld so £r0111 eternity h&s either 

gl·c-:.nted or 1·01'usod tbem. When 1116.r t clool.i e.ttv.in this st&te of 11doceaae• 11 

then Goe brings fot•t h His Son in him, tJhich nction i s the at.:ic:ti f i c ut.ion 

or mu:.. ill morr.J. c t,ion i u nothing a.lac t h~n this birth or the Son in 

t ho :JonJ.. I n t.his birth, t1.ll 1:ion become one o:m .. natio11 !'ron t 1e e t,er .. 'Ull 

Word; u .d he i n \'1hom t!iis birth takas place can ne•rer fc.11 a gain . From 

this principl o , E:1:h£rt deducea hia. ,.-ariouo doctrinea or Ethics. The 

eunctif i ed man muDt be vlrtue in his eseentiul condition. All virtuns 

sbould ·become nnces sities, being perf'ormf\d unconociouul:,, not -ror sol'le 

purpose. Works do not sanct i £7 m6n1 but Jllen sancti fies the works. All. 

virtues are one virtue, the pr i r,ciple of which is love, Love ult imatel.y 

is God Himsel.t. Eckhort plc.ces u. low eat:!.!llats on t he "orkB or man, aa 

t a sting, and ~scot.i .ci:11:a. In tllomselves, worka ere neither good nor 

bnd.1 but 1 t depends on the spirit or t he one who i s doing the,a. To 

believe t ha t Stllva tion de~ends on ne.n•s works 1B condemned as a n idea 
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!'r011 the devil. The true innttr work is &11 indepF>ndent ri£ini1 of the 

reason to God in simple im111edi«:. ~ unity. !Un can prograss in f.anati­

fication w1til hi& dauth, but t ho au1;e 1n ·11hich he is found at his -decth will bo tiio et.erMJ. sto.te. Com,Pleta sanctii"ie&tion is e.ttain­

lJble, however, in t.h.1.s l:Lf'e. !ar.n CfJl e.i--rive at th&t &tate ,there Jt is 

impossible fo·r him to db; when the entire outw&rd mar1 becc:nes e.n obecli­

ent s,rvont 0£ tbg se.nctified will, ~.nd men's blsasedng~s and OQd•s 

ble::1u,dne1~s bect'ma one . This r1•serlom from ' sin, ho~ever, 'belongs onl7 

to the "inner ground"• or "little spark" of t he soul. Only this i'eculty 

or t he soul remai ns Wli tt:ti with God &. t c.ll times. ~.Sr. n nei t.t e1.· cttn, nor 

m.!St he contJ.nuc in tbo "deceo.sed" state \rl. th his entire body, else 

he ~ould destroy his very n~ture. Uan iD not to more4' conte~plate on 

union ,tl tb God ,1ithou·I; q;o1•.kir.g, but he is to remain a tem:-or~l, rationiil.l, 

Tlorking creu ture be1·e on er.rth. Eckhart war11s not to be D£.·li13.t'ied with 
. 

& God merely conceived in thought; £or t r thought perishes, God also 

perishes. But, by £aith man is to arrive e.t the et.ate in which God 

eGSentiall;y d\fella in hia, and be in God,1 

With regc.rd to Christ, 'Eckiwrt teachos both an aternl1.l ... nd te111poral. 

incar.l!&t ion. Ile m&intains that Christ as both 1116.n lllnd God united in 

one person. Christ• s • erson i s et9rn&lly !,1·e~ent. in God t.s the second 

person of the 'l'rinity . Ho assU111od t he h-wnan nature, but not the 1J&ture 

or a ps.rticul::.r man, l,ut of hUl'W.tli ty widch e.:i ts eternally in Goe! a.s 

an idea. Obrist was miraculously born ut ~ defird.te moment or time, 

but at the swno time he a.bides e't,erruu.1y in God. 'tlle human s.nd divine 

natures nre united in Chris t in such a manner t hat es.ch s ubsists in 

t 
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its own in<lividufli.lity, ·t.he bono or union being Chriat•s persoD. 

Christ• s soul wae t he w1eost ever crea,ted. B:, natu.'l"e, it ore s like 

en:, other ma .n• s oul, bu·t t,brougb moral exertion, Christ raised H:la­

self into immedi ate roxim:lty of GodJ which no• ~lso we ce,n do t hrough 

Him. Christ i• t hus to bo our pattern., wheroby man ~ n rega in his 

former glory- 0£ raorul. peri'ection which ru.ad been lost in t he Fr..ll or 
Adam. \fe are to become not one m11n, but bumt&.nity und thus receive by' 

grace all tbat Oh~ist had by nat ure. Christ i s the ftadee:aer by llis 

moral me~it. We are t.o str i ve a f ter Christ's huunity until we attain 

Bia diety.l 

This t hen, in brief, is a sU11U11ory 0£ Eckh8rt•o t heolos lcal 

t hought. It i ~ an interpr 8tation und in some r eopects & modi Ci cation 

or t,he uog.'Das of t hg Christian Church, based on his fundo ent&l mete.-

phyr.i eKl conception or hlte soul's es sential. e~uality with God. His 

mys tical. elo:., an·t s e re his coraception or t he hit h-.,st activit y of re:u,on 

as ilDllledi &tely accessible t.o the divinity, his deniLl of t he being or 
all finite things, und .his doctrine of com!)l.ete union with God ~& the 

supreme ~oGJ. of rn~n. 

I nf luence 

Tbe 1nt1uence or Eckhert•s t heological ~nd mystical discourses on 

later gen'!rotions i s incul.culc ble. Re hsp juatiri r.:bly been called 0 tne 

father o£ German philosophicol l ~n~uagen.2 

The type o:£ his cm-.racter nnd teaching \TO.B derived f rom 
the .innermost essence of the German nationul character, 
and in Germany the impulsee which his doctrines ge.ve to 

1. ~-, pp .480-1+82. 
2. •JohRJ1Des Eckhart", .2J?• ~-, p.9(1'1. 
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thousht, tu:.•re no .. rer ce1: ::?ed t.;o bo oper~ti,,a, ever. whan his 
name ht:s been almost torgotten.1 

!bis same passage concludes with this tribute to Eckhllrt, • t be doctrine 

ot Eckhart, tne Gerrao.n, prepared the w&y through its ethics tor the 

Reformation, and through its metaphysics tor later Gel"lll&n apeculation•.2 

The doctrines promulgated by Eckhart lad to the formation ot two 

parties each claiming Eckhart as tlleir rather. !he one, lillainterpret.ing 

~nd misapp~ng Eckhart1s doctrines, developed into at natic heretical. 

sect, who were moral.ly depraved and decidedly pantheistic in their 

teachings. This group is 0£ no importance £or us. The second party, 

however, combined Eckbart•s doctrines with a modified form ot personal. 

piety. It is this group ot Eckhart•• disciples who were instrumental. 

in perpetuating Eckhart• s doctrines and llllldng their 1nn,u.nce felt 

on the Rei'ormation itself. Eckhart•s purpose in his doctrines was not 

the promulgation ot 1.he Church and its teaching, but be aimed to advance 

Christianity, as he umarstood it, through edii'ying (lpeculation; and to 

render it comprehensible to each individual. by the transcendent use or 

reason.3 This was bis contribution. It was this contribution t.hat 

i'inally influenced the Reformation itself. While he ho.d no direct 

influence ~n Luther himself', yet through his treatises, theses, alld 

especially his sermons ~e exerted bis influence on later 1117Btics •ho 

1n turn were directly inf'luent1£1 upon the Reformation. Eckbart1s direct 

ini'luence extended over RIJ1'Sbroeck, Taular, and Suso. Thus, in almost 

all or the mystics which we shall treat, we sh611 detect 'Wlllictakable 



traces or Eckh&rt•s doctrine u.nd thought. TbUD while ho cannot be 

cle.asitied as c direct f orerunner of tne Retormation, yet ha did 1ST 

the loundct1011 upon \Yhich lihe .La.ter ueat Mystics built.. 

The panetr1.1:t.ion ,md boldness of hie genius~ ru, well a.a 
tbo doep piety u1• !11.u rm tm•e,, .must be £ully aaknowle' gad. 
Only it might pe1·haps be • renw:ture, on the suore or the 
l atter qwll.i£icut1on, to cluus him, &B trzio1ti has dona, 
with the precuruorc of the R,,forme.tion. 

1. C. Ullman, liei'onaerti Bei'ore ~Betoraation, p.29. The reference 
to Arnold's atatoment i s founc in the Hist. Theol. ■;yst. Franco£. 17021 
p.J06. 
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Jil IIXSBw~ 

----- ________________ ..;..;.. 



CHAPTER IV 

JAN R.UXSBllOEClt 

Mye't,ici&:n s it was 6eveloped :from t he ;:rinciples 0£ Meir, t.er 

Eckh.e;rt, attractea m~Ley' discipl~s. The 1·1rst or ,.n7 import&nca 

tor \IS v:-c.s the grea t Dutch mystic, Jan Ruysbroeck. 

J e:n Ruysbroeo!c •nas born e t R-u-.:rsbroeck, a village Bi t1.1:&ted oa t he 

Senne bet~een Bruzsel s a r.d Ball, in the year 1293. de attended school 

tor f our years at Bruseel s, but where he pursued b.1~ later stud1e6 is 

not known.1 I n 1317 he ~as ord&ined priest &.:ui was appoit tsd ·dear 

or St. Gudule Church in Brussels. He applied himself with zeal to lis 

duties oo ll rieat until bis sixtieth year, when ne retired uith bis 

uncl e Jan Uinclo.1ert n!ld Franc van Coudenberg to tn~ momoter-,1 0£ 

Groeneridael, nosr Waterloo.2 _Bera os prior, hG gave biu~lf to ~edi­

t ntion und mys tical writing. Kno\Yn as the •Ecst.:.t1c Teacher", he 

bem:me t he a uthor ot a r ef oroation a nor.g the Augu:!tinirin canons which 

wore :icnttored t hroughout the Netherlands. At this monastery, he 

psased the reminder or his l!fe, which due to his si~plicity &nd 

temperance wr..s prolonsed to an extrema old ace. !le died on t he second 

or December, 1381, ut the age ot eighty-eight. Ha ns interred in the 

church of bis monaotery.3 

Doctrine 

R~sbroack•s t heology ~gins Nith t he Divine Being; than discusses 

man; ~nd 1'iDE&ll.y as the great end o.r his speculations, shows ho• an 

1. C. UllJu.n, .el!.• .!:ll•, p • .321. 
2. R. Jones, .2!!.• ill•, .p.199. 
,3. c. Ullman, .22• cit., pp.34-35. 
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may become united with God without losing his independent existence 

or identity. 

In his theology- proper, he teaches that God is the •super-essential 

eaaence of all ~ing.• With God there 1• no time nor place, no desire 

nor poBBessing, no light nor darkness. Be rests eternally 1D Himself', 

alJd yet He is the activating and living principle in all creatures. Thus 

Ha manif'eats Himself in Bia eternal. action■ or knowledge, volition, &JJd . 
love. God la one in nature, yet He is three in persons. In His one 

nature, He ~esta eternal.17 in Billsel.f'J in Bia triune person, He is 

living &Jld productive in all eternity. These three persona are distinct 

in reality, and not meral.7 in our human conception or God. The Father 

is the eternal, essential pereon. Be begets eternal wisdom, which is 

the uncreated, per.feet image or IU.mselr, and which is call.ad the Son, 

the second 1,eraon of the Godhead • .From this mutual spiritual. comaunion, 

there springs up an eternal fire of love which burne between the Father 

and the Son. This is the Boly ,Spirit, the third person, who eteraall.T 

proceeds from the Fath.er and the Son and again returns into the Godhaad.1 

In regard to cosmology and anthropoloa Ru.ysbroack taught "that God 

brought forth the universe from nothing, by His eterna1 wisdom, the Son, 

and or His own tree will. Likewise,, 1111-n proceeds from God in Bls image • 

and tigure. llan is formed mortal as to his body, but endowed with 

eternal life as to his soul. llan•s soul posaeBBea three essential 

powers which are :t.ntellect, memory, and will • . Whan these three powers 

are endowed with God's grace, than we can be like God and can do all 

thinga. Ila.n's will, £reed through God's merits, Al.ways urges him to do 



lood, and to retrain from evilJ but it is only with the adri:ition ot 

God•a grace that man eti.n attbin i'inal union with God. Gou is irl.lling 

to acca9t every man who 1a lso willing to come to Rim.1 

In his Chr-lsto1ogy-, he teaches that Christ, tho Son o! God was 

begotten in eternity, and born e.s a m&n here in time. He !o the p9r£ect 

image or God, and as a man w~s united incomprehnnsibl7 with God. 1:iia 

life here on earth was a pattern or perfect humility, lov~, aud patience. 

He thereby becOllles our Leader wl:o perfectly per£ected the La1J o.r.d pro­

pri tiu ted the Father, so tn...t. Ha nov is the source of all that is mled­

tul i'or our salvation. He is the :source of true light, not only r or 

the Roman Church, but for the entire world.2 

Ruysbroeck1s Et.hies ropgse t he pe.th of return to God ror t he soul.. 

'l'o ri.tt:u.11 this unity, there ~re three ste1>s, or staz,es or ~rogress wbieb 

man aust pass through1 the active l.ife, the intJard 11£e , and the contem­

plative lii"e.3 The nctive lif~ con~!sts in servin~ God outw~rdly by 

such deeds es abstinence, penitence, good mor~is, and holy actions. 

These works of course are not perfect nor holy, but t hey do cons titute 

the first step in ultimate union with God■ Ylh11e performing these out.­

ward works, bo~ever, we should not forget to turn our minds inward. 

•B7 feeling J.ove we turn inwards to God, ac uire onen~os or heart • 1th 

him, 1ritual. freedom, conquest over the distractions or sense, alld. • 

the guidance or the desires and senses to unity.•4 In thi& second state 

we a.re alone with God; He .descends to us in grace and we exalt. oursel.ves 

1. ~-. pp.37-38. 
2. ~-. pp.]8-40 • 
.3. "Jan Yun R1qsbroeck•, The Encyclopedia Britannice., Vol.XIX, p.7Tl■ 
4■ c. iJl.J..an, .22• m•, p.41. 
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to llil!l in love t:.r.d devotion. This leads to the third and final step 

the contemplative lif'eJ in which state God, whp is love; unites Hia­

ael.t with us in perpet uol lovo. This contemplat.ion is above all ideas, 

measure, reason, admiration, 01· desire; man iE simply reposed in ;;,er­

tect love in God. 

This hi gheet s t&ge of cor.temple.tion also coincicles with 
t he most perrect love. But both, perfect apprehens ion, am 
;,err ect love which. is ideuticel with 1 t, er no sore act ion but 
pure reot. It is above &11. action, free end exempt i'rom sll 
~xerciss, p·caive t o t hat divine love which chances t he 
spirit or man, consumed and in r,. mrmner 6.nnihilbt ed into it­
&elf , so tha t he f orgets him.self', e.nd 110 longer knows either 
God or himself' or E.'tJY creature, or e:ny thing but t he mare 
love which ho t:-i.stes, £'eels , experience~, and possesses, 
in simple repose.l 

Influence 

"Next to ~elater Eckhart in depth 0£ lite and in the maSBiveneaa 

of his spiritual impact of all the lll7Btic1t o.t:' this rourteenth centur;y 

movement is Jan Ruysbroeclc, the greatest Flemish myatic.•2 The chief 

or his mystical writinBs are, I!!!, OrNUll8nt or Spiritual Marriage, 

Speculum A.aternae S6l.utis, Q!. Ca1culo, .!J!l Samuel., ~ g1, il]!. Contem­

pl ~tioac.3 Ruysbroack•s doctrines coincide with •ther lll)'Btica in the 

tact that he taugllt t hat man must be assimUated completely with God, 

arid t his was to be uccomplished through contempl.a tion, renunciation 

or all volition and Action. However• as profound as his 1117sticism w&a, 

his great importance i'or us lies in his insight into the moral corrupt­

ion which e:xiasted in the Church and his effort.a to introduce reform. His 

influence on the Raf'onw.tion was not exerted upon Luther, but rat.bar upon 

l • Ibid • , pp .l~,3-1~6. 
2. R. Jones, .9.1!• !!ll•, p.194. 
3. •nuysbroeck", .9.2.• ill•, 111 Clintoclc and Strong, Vol.IX, p.183. 



tho common peoplo s~o11g 1.1hcm tlo l a bored. He 9reactled moral r eform, 

and wns instrumental in brin51ng libe perao!tkl aspect or Chriotia."li·t.y 

into a pgrson~l 1·elationshi p v:1t.h t·i•J 1ni ividual. "Tho 1110ral cpirit 

'llitll which tho rnyatioi &m of Ru,ys bro-ck \'las imbued, eeners:t.ad 1!l hi~ 

cbnr1,ctor, 1:1..1.ong with t he t~.sta 1·0r contempl ~tion., n love l ~o 0£ 

the p1· ct·c~J . .,. e :nd PVon o · the, r e t or1m.1 iior:,·.nl V!hile ~obl•oeck was 

u i r ith: u. memm:~ of t he nomr. n CbL,rch , yet hs, coulc! 1'.0t clo::ie his 

e1es t o t he reo1·t l co?"rupt j,on wi lhin the Churc h, u:cl t hifl h~ evie.enced 

by the vi ewr. w 1ic , ha : ol d or. t.l•e contli tion of tl e c1·.urch o!i.nd. public 

lit'e in. geners.J.. 

HaT1ever s trong miaht be Ru,ypbroack1 s datermina•t.ion to be 
at.rue member of the Church, a nd to live a nd die us a ser­
vant of Christ in the Catholic faith , still, in s e ~erG.11 he 
took a n att1.tucla1 which to e. cert&in extent was one or 
opposition t o t he dominant Church, maintclning t he prlr.cif le 
or lnternalism, in op iOOition ·to t he.t of Secul.eris&tion, ~rid 
exalting the spirit or tui t.!l, charity, und contem~l at1on, ~s 
!!lOro excell ent, Qbon com,~red xith t he perf ormance of works.2 

In denouncing t he co.rrupt morals, he censui·es not only t he l !.i ·t.r or ell 

clr::sser. ~,nd ii)os itions , but a.l t.10 ·the moMsteries, t11e ;,1 .. i ests, the hi3her 

preluter., b?!d even the Po»es tbemse1vea. Among the leity he denounces 

the dancing, £easting, a nd licentiousness, and deplores the fuct t hat 

every spi ri tuel gift of the Cllurch ls av1..1.ilable to a nyone .. i tll suf'£1cient 

wealth. He speaks sharply ~gainst t he ~hree vices of "sloth, glut.tony, 

o.nd debaucher y," wh1.ch he s::.ys are pr e valent in ·t he monaste1•ies. He 

reminds thom thnt this \7' a not the 01·igitual. pur_ ose oi' the aton;,.ste1•ies. 

He laments the fact that noff the ohl.y purpose or the mon'lst eries seemu 

1. c. Ul .lman, .22.• ~-, v•49• 
2. Ibid., pp.49-~0. 
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to be to acqui1·e we&J.th and live ln luxury and ease. Th'9 Pr1u:rts1 !le 

,:ays, are no batter. The only tima t hey burr:, to t"1n Church i:? ffhen 

tbere 1& e:i. f oe in p1•ospect., otherwise t.hc:, .re slothi'ul, l1v1n{; with 

their concubi11-~s , £!.i'ld 1·ul.i1ig tho people aa tyrr..r&ts. The;, hnve r;holly 

loot oigbt or t he S!1iri tuelit.:, i,f t;lie1:r:- office. !.iketd.se, t.lte hi.:,;hnr 

Prelateo, he condemns , sa:,ing t hat J!lbny oi' ~hf'lm o.ro ss corru;,t e.s the 

loiler cl ergy. Their i;reut ,x·ida ia in their wa«U,b, their elaborate 

t oasto, and t heir inunen o t.rain or boraemen and atJrvo.nt s. T tey do 

nothinc to better tl.e livea or the c.ler&Y, invest,ig6:t.ine on1y the ;; oat 

fl11gi•on'l. crime s . Even in t hr:rne, ha s&ys, tho ot.f'endor ie ,.c~u:l:t tec 

'l.l)On payment of a f ine ,.n proportion to his weal.th. •In t his w, .. -:, e l l 

obta111, a&ch ,JJ&t he wants& the .Vev11 t he soul, t he Bi&hop t ho 1:1one:,, 

aru.l t e unb£:.r,.PY a.n:i i ni"c.tuatcd men s. momentary sratif'ice.tioh. 11 He 

likewise censures the corrupt Poper-. They +.oo, he ~.r- , like +he 

blshop& ttnd prel a t es "bow t he knef' to earthly riches". Re snys thair 

interest i s ceuterao -,n worldly thi.n" s, end t he:r are ent:!rol ~" i (!?lor-nt 

or their spirit\ull. obl1~"1tions of t."lei1· of £i.ce. Be avers t hat if the 

spiri tw.tl shepherds or the eorly Christicm Church h,~d been oe uncpir­

itual t.S t he Cnurch ru1ers now, 1;be Church 11ever would heve flourished.1 

':hus we see tllat Ruysbroeck was inclined both to specul.& t.ive m;.vstic­

isa and yet to morel r e£ormu.tion. Both of those tendencies were contin­

ued, and nere or importt.nce tote Reformation. The mystical tendenc)" 

was carried on chiefiy through Johann Taul.er, &Del tbe ti,ncenc;y tor 

practica1 rerorills was carried on chief ly through Gerhc.rd _Groot e nd the 

1:u:titution .. h1ch hA ~ound1Jd, the Brethren of t'.!la Co!IIIIOn Life. Both 
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ot' ttteee tendencies, boweve!", Crequently inter!d.ned .. 1th er.ch otbgr 

in their pro$1"ess. ffe shl:J.l .f'iret consiier the 111plic~ti:,ns of 

tho lo.ttar g!"O lJ"P, u.nd than we a!ml1 l"aturn to IQ'Bt1oiel'I as it devel­

oped in its speeul~tive forms on the native soil or the R9f ol"!lation. 



C /,PTER V 

THE BRF'l'HR.'!N OF TKE 00:WOtl LIFE 



THE BRE'J.'HREM 0.1!' 'i'hE OOW&ON J...U',ii; 

Chiat' Ra·prasentat.ives 

We now coma t.o en organization who, t.hrougn a r11id1 a'1d ,i,&Culi&r 

combination of' the p1·acticc.l 1iendency ot t.he more -.uai-,ni. leilawaLipli 

with the traditionary doctrines or 1111'&1iic1am, actUKily etf ec&ad a 

partial reform, and in a much higher degree prepared £or a neu con­

dition of things t.o come. We rarer to the Brethren or tile Cowaon Li.f'a.1 

The chief' representatives or this practical mo~s~ent wer6 Gar~r-ra Groot, 

the founder of the organ1z&.t1on, fl.oren1.iua Baclfl-WiW:S, Gerhard Zorboldt.1 

and Thomas A Kempis. 

Gerh&rd Groot was born in tbe year l.340 at the to1on or Devanter. 

After receiving his primacy education in his native cit.y, he conti~ued 

hit1 studies at. the University of .Paris, where he illbibi,d IIIU4' Z10lllimu­

iatic tendencies. Obtedning bis masters degree, he went. to Col.ogna1 

where be studied am &lso made his t"irst appearance &.s & proi"esaor. 

After vieit.ing t.he papal court at Avignon about 1366, he was made C&no,i 

or Utrecht end Aix-la-Cnapel.le. Ha was inclined to b&sJt int.he l.uxwr­

ious ease of corruption or rich clergyman of that time. In 1374, how-

' ever, he experienced a conversion liUd retired t·or three years into the 

C&irtbusian monastery at Monchh1.Ji111en• where he ailegently studied Ko~ 

Scri9tU1•es, &l'ld practiced strict aaoeticiu. In 1377, havint recei.ved 



presidau. o,te1• t:1e fir&t do.:,~ or lis croation; .o.ev'ir, Joon £;; te:rv&r\ls 

in l.3a4 be died or tho pl.li6-ua iu biu m.tive cit:, or Duvcnta •2 

Groot1 a iDiiiiediate &uuces&or &.a ovar&eerr of t!le iuatltut.loilS oi" 

the uociet 1:1a .(['loi·&n-tiua l-uldewim, , ur whoa L"llm&n lili:fti, """ IJl&7 ue 

cun&ldered as the i.ecoud !o"&.Jlder o£ Qe '1locic:1ty, and c,mtributed &'ll'eu 

mo1•e tbun Ge1·ha1•cl h1111fJttl1" to tha rull. develoi:,111out of its iw;ti tut1011&.3 

llade91ll:t wc.s born ubou1, the ye&&r J..350 u_t Leerda111. He 1·eceived llia:. 

bigbor education &'t, t.he U1u.ve1·aity or Prkb'U8t v,1ere he t.ook hi& ;aaster 

01· J..rts degree. .i'tot.ui·111ug howtt, be tlk& a.ppoiuted Caoon o1' St. Pete.r1 l:i 

Cbw.·cb 1n Utrecht. lle1•e he 1'irst be&rd the preaohiDi oi' Ge1•bal-d. Groot, 

• &nd uoon a cl.ose frieudship ai,1r ang up between tho two. Goon af'terwa;.rdt.1 

lu, 1·eait,11ed tile IJ&nonry ot· St. Pet.er•'s and moved to Davente1· where he 

l. "Gro:,t.n, ~• ill•, N1Cl1ntock i.nd Strong, Vo1.III1 p.1Cl3. 
2. c. Ullman, .22• ill•• pp.67-70, 77 • 
3. ~-. p.82. 


