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CEAPTER I

Heru, then, stood Wiclif Yofore his judgss ewaiting his
exaninatiom - a tell, thin figwe, covered with a long

Lizht gown of black gslowr, with 2 girdle ebout his body;
the hoed, sdormed with e full floving besrd, exhibiting
features heom =nd shewdly cut; the eye clear snd ponetrat-
ing: the lips firmly closed in token of resolution - the
whols nan wearing an espset of 10?%{ earnsstnoss, end
Toplete vwith disnity end charseter.

John Z!ycltl'j‘f-::“‘--fﬁn oome is guite familier, ospecially to Protes-
tant end Lutheren Feformation scholara, end certain espects of his life
end work have boen treated sgain end egain. However, s stature in
Mstory--in fact, his pomuler titlo, "the Morning Ster of tho Reforma-
toa"eprovides thoss who arc imclinsd to show en intorest, ondless
ooportmition to oxplore the meny difforont facets that went into the
meking of John Uycliffe and his vork. Regamilees of the theologien's
perticuler doncminetlcnal orientation or bias, a study of Wyoliffe can-

00t but holy him to bebier understand the Reformation begimnings

. Lechler, Johm Vielif Precursors (London:
Xegem Panl, Trengn, ot mers i) . S

amﬁiam"cmmt"mlungormm. As will bo noted,
the writer of this paper will use Wyoliffe exclusively. However, in
verious quotations cnd references the reader may find a different spell-
ing a3 the accepted cms. A c2ee in point 18 to be soen in the first
footnote. Oue suthority mentions thet Vyoliffe's n-,mm-:puel
hmmmﬂrﬁruﬂ.m. gSee footnote two of Phillp Schaff's,
Hlstoxy of tho Christiasn (Crend Rspids, Michigen: Vm. B.
Esnimens Publishing Company, 9), VI, 313.

anastithmmﬂmdm-ﬂmlf.:ﬂ&.-wl::m“-
There 18 no gomerel agreement as to the Source sbarilkd
:!13’ Meny of the suthors comsulted in yrepering this thesis used the
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accomplished and nouriched in the porson of end ae a result of the wok
of Wyocliffs. Both in his lifetime and today, stuients of history hawe
gensrally agreed that Wyoliffe was amwmg the most signiflcant Pigureg

in History. Already in hic day, an ensmy like Knizshton, @ contemporary,

bhead to ackmovwledge:

At this time flourished iMaster Jolm Wycliffe, rector of tho
church of Imtterworth in the ecountry of Isicester, tho most
emdinent dootor of theology of those daye. In philosophy he
wvas gecond to none, im scholestic lsarning incompareble,
This man strove especially to eclipse the thoughts of others
uﬂ.ﬁo?ﬂ&o&ﬁugiggumﬁowﬁmgﬁg.
and to differ from them in opiniom. He 1s reported 4o havwe
aggﬁsggﬁnﬁuﬂu&mgsnﬁog
by ths learned mem of ‘the universal chuwrch,

Scholars today, of the callber of Preserved Smith, axe not legs
ready to conceds that Wyellffe wes “"the most simificamt of the

- Reformers befors Iuther."”

The purpose of this theals is to explore tho resson which made

Wycliffe the historicel figurc fhat be bLecams, namsly, his break vity

the Roman Catholic Church. The problem, the writer feels, can b
stated in terms stlll more spacifio than this. Mo hoa ettempted to go

Just thet with tho fommlaticn of the thesis title, “the initisl cause

of Wycliffe's break with the church.” Ususlly, tinve causes are
aseribed o Wycliffe's break with the Mother Clmach: »olitical, dog-
trinal, and moral. Thet other causes could be nominated, such ag homs

Yavara 2, heyney, Besitnes 1o Sclish Ristor
Original Scurees, a quo' on fronm Henry Knighton (Bost -
Chicago, gu. Cinn and Cozpany, pw.mm? e mmmommq.oﬂu Hev York,

%2, Emith, Tho Age of the Befarmtion (Fev York: Hemy Holt ay |

Company, 1920), p. 37.

Druum from thy |

@
|
|
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3
life, or perecnal dseive for rocognition or willingness to vindicate
men wlio hsd renellsd ‘i;efcma,s is not denied. However, cince it is not
vithin the seope of taie paper to copnsider all these, theo writer has
arbitravlly Limites himself to the three mentionsd, bolioving that
thero 1s more or less gemswal historicsl agreemsnt as to tho major
Importance attached to these causes. That all played & part in the
break camnot be denied. Dotermining the initlal cause, however, is
Wite enother mattor. After zeviewing the influeatiel oa'an; vhich
share in guiding Wycliffe to hie break with the Eoman Catholic Clmroh,
the reader will hewe to Judge vhether o not this writer's comslusion
1s histortically accurate.

In this sems counsction, the reader must besr in mind that certain
Obvious facts end rosults in the 1ife end work of Viycliffe will not bs
treated extonsively here because thoy have no direct bearing on tho
Anitle) ceuse which influenced his break. So, for example, many of his
dcotrinal worie will not claim our attention becsuse they were tho rro-
ducts or results of his break with the clmurch. The semo is trus of his
oxcommmication and later work ond develomsnt. ALl of these areas pro-
vide mich material for farther investigation, even today. But the very
nature of such information is limited in its usefulness for the present
discuasion. Cemorelly speaking, therefors, the thesis might be caid to

deal with & period of tims begiming in 1300 and ending with Wycliffe's

death in 138%4. Actuslly, however, tho middle decades of the fourteenth

6rocnler '

op. es Dp. 14-85, On pege 36 the author discusses
ﬁwuﬁ’ormnmmmmbumm
might have had upon the Roformer.
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and this all the lose, that aes & gonoral mle, ho was

accnstomod and called upon to ¢ako a personally active

share only in mtb:;ri,.at a nized ccclesiastioal and

political chamacter,*?

Tn attempbing to bring together tho various fectors which hed a
Setermining inflnence on ths 14fe of Wyoliffe from 1366 to 1376--the
Joar of the Sood Parliement, ceriain distinot improssions stand out
92 ¥he historical wecord, However, 1t mst be edmitted, these indica-
tlons aro @11 part of & pomeral pioture and in certein sress positive
historic evidence iz not avallsbhle.

By way of sumumawy it can bo notod thet so far as is lmown, Wycliffe

* + o Confined himsslf, until 1366, to hies duties in Oxford

&nd his parieh work. In that yeer he sppears as ons of the

king's cheplains and es opposed %o the papel supremecy in the

Sccleslantical affairs of the realm. Tho parliement of tho

fam® year wofused Urben V's domand Por the payment of the

tribute; sromised by King John. . » . Wyoldf, if & mom-

ber of this body, was cerbainly an edviser to i%.

Schaff, in ¢ho foregoing reference, admits, however, that though
lachler edvences this view, "lLaserth, who is followed by Rashdall,
trings considovations egeinst it, and pleces Wyolif's first appearance
% @ political vefommor fu 1376."%7

In this nationsl effair of highest importance in vhich VWycliffe
By or may not have hed a direct pert thore remains & polemicel trect

by Wyeliffe thet 1e wsually esoribed to this period. It 18 to be moted
that the writing csntered ebout the quostion of political right,

entirely in the senss of the Declarstion of Parlisment.

———

Be. techier, Jobn ¥ioldf and His English

translated

Poter Lorimer (London: Eogan Paul, Tremch, and 00., s P 1T5-176.

lﬁwl 2. 9—&'! 3160

HM-, 316 (comtainod in footnote omo).
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A coneiderable portion of this tract, which is of the high-

oot interect, was Ineludsd by Lewie in the Appondix to his

Hist. of Wieli?; Mo. 30, The text is unfortimately in a

very lmporfect condition, owing, in part at least, to the

Btate of the MS. from which 1t was derived. But that the

treet may have besn written very sooa after the May Parlia-

ment of 1366, and porhaps still earlier in that year rathor
then in 1367, is the ijmpression which it leaves upon me as

strongly as upon the editore of the Wiclif Bible, vol. I.,

Pe Vil. omots 20, and Prof. Shirley, Feeo. Ziz. XVIIL.,

note 3,°°

Wycliffe, in the opsning paragrephs of this writing, assures his
readers ;

» o o that he, ag a hunbls end obedient son of the Church

of Roms, would put forward no essertion which could sound -

&5 an Injuctice against that Church, oigwhloh could give

any reasonable offence to a pious .

This is but one more imdiecation, then, of Wyoliff's relation to
®s political scone in this perdod and his increesing involvement and
fonoern, Whether his forma) expreseicn is dated early or late, history
Tathor definitely ahows that by 1376 he not only personally believed
reforn was necepsary bui was making & conscious effort ito see that
reform measurocs ghonld ‘receive the attention of chwrch and state. All
of his activities, inoluding his literary efforts, seem o be comneotsd
¥ith some asyect of the political situation. Thus, even as late as
1376, thers ie nmo historicsl support to indicate that Wycliffe's growing
Svareness of ‘the nsed for reform can be traced to conflicting dootrinal
Viewpoints botwsen himself end the Romen Catholic Church as such. On
the contrary, his writings end his ectivities up to this point have all

dealt in tho political yealm and not in the doctrinal area at all.

1819"11131': 82p. eit.; ». 177,
Yria., p. ws.




CHAPTER IV
DOCTRYNAL IMNPLYCATIONS

Pevelopuent of doctrinel reascns which might have essentially
Influenced Wyoliree to byesk with the Church must of necesaity consti-
tubs @ short chapter in comparison o the three preceding chapters.

T explanetion, the wwitsr feels » 1s a simple ons. Up to ths "01'.7 i
When Wyeliffe wes sumaomed to appear before the Comvocation-~the oleri
cal eriazwntlwhiamrs dcesz not reveal thet Wycliffe expressed himself
orally or in writing conceraing wattors of doctrins, at lesat mot in a
W7 that indicated he was at variance with the Rouen Catholic Churoh.

In feot, oniy after the issumse of the Five Bulls against him and his
pmarance befors the prolatss at ILsmbsth can we begln to consider his
doctrinal declorvetions. Sohafy rightly remaris, "with the year 1378
¥yoligig Gistinetive carcer as e dockrinsl reformer oma-"2

Conzidering, for exmmpls, the year 1377 we note that "we find
movhere any documsutery informatlon as to what doctrines of Wiclif were
T*ant o bo submitted to investigation before that tribunsl"> (the

(===

1
Perliement opemed Jemusvy 27, 1377. The convocation hsld ses-
8ims bsginning Februavy 3. T was February 19 when Wyoliffe and Joim
Gaunt eppssred befors the assemblisd Prelates in St. Paul's. It
Should bs noted that Wyoliffe was suwmoned to appear befoxe enother
BpiMtusl!tribunal but thers is much ohacurity with respect to its

Murpgose and remults,
“Bohare, Hiotory of the Cirigtisn Guroh - e Middle Ages, "Join

¥y0lif" (Grand Repids, Michigen: Wz, B. Serdusns Publishing Compeny,
19&9! u’ 3180 Y
Peter Tortner (Loadomn: Beons ey o L e, 3. 283.




2

Ocavocetion). But we do imow “the prelates were embittered sgninst
9 Duke of Lencaster, who was lsbouring with all his might to put en
ond %0 their politicsl influence.™ Tt seems both falr and valid to
9omolule that even the initial ection on the part of the Church wes
imgaratod not becavse of dootrine bub beosuse Wyoliffe happened %o
hold views chempionoa by Jobn of Gavmt, The churoh desired to maintain
8l tho possessicns end meivileges they hed ever held. Vhen these were

threatensd, o was compsllsd to ect.

Bven the ecticas of Jobn of Gaunt point up the fact that Wyoliffe's
Grpierance before the Convooation vas not the result of dootrinal
tntenglemonts. Sush ie Lochlem's judgment:

In viow of the fmet thet political rather thsn ecelesiaztisal

motives hod to do with the oitation of ¥Wiclif, tho Duks con-

Sidered it his Imperative duty to afford him his powerful
rotection.”

Oontrest thiec detormined stend to the position which Jobn of Geunt
minteinsd after Hyeliffo hed broken with the Romen Churoh concerning
Specifie doctrinel isoues. Iotourette swemerizes Joim's position most
Olearly: “John of Ceunt, far from modol in his morels, prided himself
@ his orthodory and was alienated by Vyclif's attack on trensubstantia-
tiun."s

Theso consideretions would ssem to justify the oontention that no
dootrinal veagons can be advanced whick initially caused Wyoliffe to
break with the chureh beceuse none wore thore to influence him. In

L]
mg-; P. 133-

5%', P 1"53-

Gl'ﬂnneth Sgott Latourette, A Christienity (New York:
Harper and Brothers thhlishe:'e: zss%ﬁ gﬁ

T ——
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Other words, it was only after the chuzoh had forced Wyoliffe imto an
wioverd position thet he bogsn to investigate and discover its doo-
trinal ervors.

Buch an sdmispion takes nothing avay from the work and achieve-
moat of John Wyelifife bub for this study 1t does eliminate doctrine as
the initial cause fop Wyeliffo's breek with Mother Church. That doc-
trins cams to play an Zmportent pert in Wyoliffe's reforn efforts--per-
hepa the most prominent pert--ic a matter of record. A progressive
develomment can be Lymsed.,

In polnt of 4ims, the first stage reaches down to the out-

broak of the Papal Schism in 1378; the second stage embreces

ths yeare from 1373 to 1331; and the thisd extends from

thence to his death im 138%. In substence the successive

8tages may bo clearly and brlefly discriiinated tims - £irst,

the mscognition within certein limits of the Papal primacy;

next, emancipation from the pﬁm? in principle; finally,

the most divided opposition o it.

Hed Wycliffe lived longer and dslved farther into theology there
18 10 fmagining where his Findings might eventaully have led him. It
is invoresiing %o speculste whother or not he might have attained the
theslegical maturity and robustness which enabled Iuther to provide the
Sound leadership esseatial to e successful Eeformation. In the short
time Yyeli?fo pureucd his guest for dectrinal underetending end direction
he developed many omphasies that becams keystones of the Reformation move-
Bent.

Perniapa Wycliffe's firet end most radical departure from Romen doo-

trine 18 %o be scen ia his concept of the lord's Supper. Gmith's

TI”"hlﬂrs o5. git.; ». 346, For en elaboration of this deviopment
809 pp. 346-350.




Ly
stetement may not be courlstely correct vhen ho says, "save trensub- ¥
stantiation, he serupled st nons of the mysteries of cnthonom,"-a
but certain 1t 1a tnat Wyeliffo mejected transubstantiation. ™The
Wickot" and certain treatises in his "Sum of Theology,” among others,
ere devoled to & dlscussion of this pariionlar dootrins.

Bven move femous, pewhaps, is "OF the Truth of Holy Scripture”

(thie %oc > 12 e part of the "Sum of Theology” which comprises fifteen
books eontelning Wyclisfe's theology).” Holy Soripture for Vyoliffe
W3 the finel and highest authority. PReyond Soripture he could not
and would not submit,

Additional wories treatod the Church end Clurch sdministration,
movelity of the mriests and momks, tho Pope as Antichrist snd other
strictly donctrinsl subjects. The worle snd subjects here namsd merve
mwroly to indicate the theologiosl soope of Wyoliffe's dsetrinal inter- -
6a% end the yeal center of his later Reformation. His insights may mot
have been thome of & Luther'C amd yot they were the beginnings of a
theology that eould not be found in the meddevel end echolastio formula-

tions of the Roman Catholic Chureh.

*Proservos Butth, T A of the Beformstion (Nov York: Heury
Holt and com}.mnﬁ': 19201! Pe 37

: writl

Sohaff, op. git., 325-349 discusses Wycliffe's dcotrinal np
8t lsngth, .51 iivﬂsim,of hic writings as well ao excorpts osn profit-
ably be studied in Lechler, op. gifi., Pp. 485-53L.

BTmthsr-s) dootrine of justification by faith only, with its
Micutmmfo:mtienofthemumntalwsw,mmmm_ F
theae his predecessore, and this was & difference of vest importance.

Smth’ m' Qﬁ-, Be 1‘1-




CHAPIER ¥V
CONCLUSION

This mwch, ai least, cen bo conoluded from a study of the initial
ofuse for Vyeliffo's breek with the Church. History doss mot-indicate
that dootrinel considsretions influenced Hycliffe's breek with the
Roen Catholiie Church--gertainly not initially. His esrliest writings,
Do Domindo Divino and De 01vilt Dominto, along with Do Jurememto Arpaldd
& the twect of 1356 (or 1376), dealt with political comcerns and not
dootrinal emes. Only efter he was charged with horesy and condemmed by
0 Ohureh, in the lact yoars of hts 1ife, did he attack the Church's
dootrinel pogition, :

Turthermore, his imterest in governmant and activities on behalf
of o King o ab the sessions of Perlisment were politically inspired,
%08 not motivated, go far as can be shown, from some theological com-
votion exmesaive of & conflict with Roman dootrine,

Of the two remaining possibilities set forth in this thesis,
mither cunolusion, alone, cen be proposed end dogmticslly set down as
the only correct cne. Probably 1t i closer to the truth to admit thet
both the political cause and the moral cause comtributed to Wyoliffe's
initlal break witn the Chmreh.

The Black Death nurtured evils that broughtabout morel corruption
of large proportions not only in the ‘sedulsr nen’m algo in the
ohurch. Thess influsncos may be teymed *indivect infIuences” but they
vere there and they were groat. Such abuses Wyoliffe sttacked, and
Tightly so. Initially, howover, ho essailed only tio corruptions of a




b6
eystem (vhich, until separeted from that system, he accepted as right
endl truo) ard nob the entive aystem, root and bremch, as Iuther and

Calvin vere to do.
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