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ABSTRACT

WILLIAM ROY: A STUDY IN EARLY SIXTEENTH-
CENTURY PROTESTANT-LOLLARD RELATIONSHIPS
By

Donald O. Fries

One of the unsolved problems of the early English Refor-
mation is the relationship between the Protestants and the
traditional English heresy. The Lollards had existed within
England since the last part of the fourteenth century. This
group, cut off from any clerical or intellectual support,
retained at least an approximation of what John Wycliffe had
taught. When the Reformation began in Germany certain non-
Lollard Englishmen were attracted to the new heresy. These
men, educated clerics for the most part, began to preach,
within England, doctrines which were similar to those of the
Lollards. The English ecclesiastical authorities, clamping
down on these heretics forced some to recant and others to
flee the country. In the third decade of the sixteenth
century some of these exiles began an appeal to the English
people, but especially to the Lollards, hoping to attract
this ready-made basis of support to the doctrines of
Continental Protestantism.

In the beginning the leader of this movement to attract

the Lollards to the new heresy was William Roy. Roy, an
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educated Londoner and subsequent observant friar at the
Greenwich monastery, fled England in 1525. After studying
for a time with Luther at Wittenberg, Roy joined William
Tyndale in Cologne. He aided the translator in the com-
pletion and printing of the English version of the New
Testament. Tyndale and Roy soon parted, and Roy travelled
to Strasbourg where he lived for three years. During this
time he issued a number of publications which made him
famous in England and turned him into a fugitive, hunted
by the English authorities. Because of certain attacks on
Cardinal Wolsey, the Lord Chancellor co-ordinated a search
for Roy which took on international aspects and which put
the ex-Franciscan into extreme jeopardy. With Wolsey's
fall the search was allowed to lapse, and Roy continued to
issue Reformation tracts. These included the first English
translation of a complete tract by Luther and the first
statement in English of Protestant doctrine. This latter
statement represents the first 2Zwinglian doctrinal statement
to be sent into England. Toward the end of his life Roy
realized the need to united Lollardy and Continental Pro-
testantism. His last two works were republications of
Lollard treatises.

By studying Roy's life it is possible to see that
while the English New Testament played a large role in

attracting the Lollards to Protestantism, the work of men
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Donald O. Fries

like Roy did even more to unite the two dissident groups.
His work indicates that he saw the need for a union between
the two groups, as the Lollards provided not only a home-
based reform movement, but also gave the Protestants an
ancient pedigree.

Finally, Roy was the first publicist for the Reforma-
tion in England. His works were designed for the semi-
educated layman. They contain simple statements of doctrine
and point out what he thought to be the evils of the Roman
Church., While certainly neither highly intellectual nor
learned, his writings are attempts to popularize ana to
convert the English lower classes.

This study chronologically traces Roy's life. Although
dealing in part with his birth and education, it is primarily
a study of his career as a reformer, translator, and author
of Reformation literature. It is also an attempt to show
how the Lollards as a group were won over to the Reformation.
By analyzing Roy's writing and tracing their effect in
England, this study gives some insight into Roy's contribution

to the English Reformation.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Before the biography of any historical personage can be
written, something must be known of the times in which he
lived. It is impossible to trace the lives of men such as
Sir Francis Bacon or James I until something is known of the
Elizabethan and Jacobean ages. Sir Robert Walpole is a
complete enigma unless one understands early eighteenth-
century England. If this is true of great and influential
personages, it is perhaps even more true of the lesser
known, those men who flit across the pages of history from
time to time, men whose import is not easily understood.

It would be very difficult to understand the life of a man
like William Roy unless we know something of the background
which influenced him and his fellow reformers. We could also
never begin to uncover any contribution which he might have
made to the history of the English Reformation unless we
realize the backéround in which he worked. If William Roy's
writings appear vulgar, it is because he appealed to a

vulgar audience. If he seems violent, it was because he

lived in a violent time. Perhaps it is because he was a man
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both of and appealing to the people that historians have made
him to be one of the "bad men" of the English Reformation.
If, however, Roy is viewed in the light of his own times,

if we could discover what might have influenced him or to
whom he appealed, then we might be able to assess his true
worth and his true contribution to the Reformation. Thus,
the introduction to this thesis will consist of an account
of the forces which moved England toward some sort of
religious upheaval well before Henry VIII sought to rid
himself of a barren wife so that he might have a male heir.
Hopefully this account will provide the necessary background
information so that in subsequent chapters we shall be able
to make some estimate, not only of Roy's character, but also
of his worth and contribution to the history of the Refor-

mation.

I
Sir F. Maurice Powicke once stated: "The one definite
thing which can be said about the reformation in England is

1 What Powicke meant by this

that it was an act of State."
statement is that Roman ecclesiastical authority was over-
thrown in England through certain acts of the monarch and

Parliament. Beginning in 1529, the second Tudor,

1Sir F. Maurice Powicke, The Reformation in England
(London: Oxford University Press, 1941), 1.
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Henry VIII, by using his prerogative, his Parliament, and
his indomitable will, forced Roman authority out of the
English €hurch, thus ending a connection which had existed
since 663 A.D. What Henry attempted to do between 1529 and
1543 was not to institute those reforms which Continental
reformers deemed necessary in order to "purify" the church,
but rather to leave the basic structure of the English
Church intact. The king was more than willing to leave the
dogma and practices of the church alone and only insisted
that he, rather than the pope, was the supreme head of the
church in England. It is certainly true that during Henry's
reign some ecclesiastical innovations were begun. The Ten
Articles only listed three sacraments and an English trans-
lation of the Bible was a;:oproved.2 However, before his
death, the king had not only reinstated the seven sacraments,
but had also forbidden the marriage of priests and had
outlawed indiscriminate Bible reading by the laity.3 When

Henry died in 1547 the English church was hardly more than

2c. H. Williams, English Historical Documents: 1485-1558
(London: Eyre and Spottiswoode, 1967), 795 and 823.”  — —

3'1‘he Six Articles finally set the religious format for
Henry's reign. They can be found in: Henry Gee and William
J. Hardy, Documents Illustrative of ggglish Church History
(London: MacMillan & Co., 1896), 303-319.
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4

the Holy Catholic Church of his father, except the king and
not the pontiff was supreme head.

At first glance, then, the English Reformation seems,
as Gairdner stated, to be a "contest, not of the English
people, but of the king and his government with Rome."4
Even though there is some truth in both Powicke's and
Gairdner's statements, the Reformation in England was cer-
tainly, "no sudden movement forced upon the church by an
obscure student in Germany, or by an aristocratic sovereign
in England," but was actually a culmination of various factors
which had existed for a long time and which ultimately made
some form of reform inevitable.5 In fact a case could
plausibly be made for the argument that there were two
Reformations in England during the first half of the
sixteenth century. On one hand there was the Henrican
Reformation, truly an act of state. On the other hand there
was a movement for a change, not only in church government,
but in dogma, practices, and forms of worship. This second
Reformation for the most part worked "underground", as it

were, first being deemed heretical by the Roman authorities

and later held in contempt by the Henrican church. This

4
James Gairdner, Lollardy and the Reformation in England,
I (London: MacMillan & Co., §9'0'§T, S.

5R S. Arrowsmith, The Prelude to the Reformation (London:
Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge, V. *
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movement for reform, while attracting some intellectuals like
Tyndale, Bilney, and Barnes, was primarily made up of the
commonalty. The people of the middle and lower classes, the
merchants and laborers who had little voice in government
seemed to feel antagonism toward both the Roman and the
Anglican churches.

These two reform movements, one sponsored and nurtured
by the state and the other often hunted and harassed, existed
side by side during the latter half of Henry's reign.

These movements were united during the short reign of

Edward VI, when Archbishop Cranmer, no longer held in check
by Henry's power, was able to initiate a state church
embodying many of the tenets held by those who advocated a
thorough-going reform. For six years these united reform
movements attempted to create an English Protestant church
along Continental lines. The reigns of Mary I and Eliza-
beth I again drove the reform movements apart, and the state
church evolved into Anglicanism, while the thorough

reformers became what history has known as Nonconformists.

II
If one were to write a history of the English Refor-
mation, he would be forced to begin, not with Martin Luther,
or with Henry VIII, but with a group of men whose history

it is impossible to fully relate. These men were the



i

N



6

Lollards. The word Lollard apparently was of German origin
and meant mumblers or mutterers of prayers. This word was
first applied to the followers of John Wycliffe by an Irish
Cistercian, Henry C::ump.6

Wycliffe (1324-1384) was a fellow at and subsequently
master of Balliol College, Oxford, who began, about 1377,
to attack certain tenets of the church. From that date to
his death in 1384 he strongly advocated church reform.’ He
preached against the growing secularization of the clergy
as manifested by their increasing desire for temporal wealth
and possessicms.8 He declared that by obtaining worldly
possessions the church had impoverished the people and the
state had every right to seize all ecclesiastical tenures
and should use this confiscated property for the benefit of
the 9001‘-9 One of the main goals of his reform was the use
of church wealth to alleviate the mounting tax burdens of the

Poor. Wycliffe's hatred for the secularization of the English

6
A. G. Dickens, The English Reformation (London:
Botsford Ltd., 1964),723. e

Sidney Lee (ed.), Dictionar: of National Biography,
’“‘III (London: Smith and Elder and Co., 1900, 263,
8. .
Ibid., 206.

9 tion
James MacKinnon, The Origins of the Reforma
{london:  Longmans, Gresn. and-Co., T939), 1.
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7

clergy and the demand for the seizure of ecclesiastical
properties were not in themselves heretical. The pope,
himself, referred to Wycliffe's teachings as only errors
and not as heresies. Even though not heresy, Wycliffe's
plan for a state, rather than an ecclesiastical, reform of
the church was certainly original in England during the
late fourteenth cent:ury.10
Wycliffe's errors soon turned into heresies. He
became concerned with the ignorance of the laity in regard
to the essentials of religion. To combat this ignorance
Wycliffe sent preachers into the parishes to work as
educators.ll Believing that a literal interpretation of
scripture was the only sure way to religious truth,
Wycliffe began an English translation of the Bible.l?
Continuing his attack on ecclesiastical practices, he
demanded that the church return to a pre-Constantinian,
non-papal condition.t3 Wycliffe maintained that the pope
Was neither the head of nor more powerful than any other

bishop, 14

1
oNB, nxIII, 209.

|
1
lMacK innon, 55.

L21p44., 0.

Bipia., 102.

430hn Foxe, The Acts and Monuments of John Foxe, II
(London:  seeley and Burnside, 1837), 799-800.
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By late 1380 Wycliffe had swung away from his attack on
church practices and had begun an attack on dogma. He
taught that the church was in error in its teachings on the
Eucharist.]'5 He concluded that "the consecrated host which
we see on the altar is neither Christ nor any part of him,

but the effectual sign of him.“16

Wycliffe was a university man, and in the beginning his
movement was sustained by university people. For a short
time after his death, men like John of Gaunt and Sir John
Oldcastle gave powerful lay support to the movement. How-
ever, after Henry V became king in 1413 persecution of the
Lollard heresy began in earnest. In 1414, after an abortive
attempt at rebellion, Oldcastle was burnt and Lollardy lost
its last important champion. Not only did Lollardy lose its
powerful lay support, but also all its ties with intellec-
tuals and with the universities were sevc—:red.]'7 Wycliffe's
teachings, however, did not die, but were only cut loose from
the intellectual and ruling members of society. Cut loose,
these teachings drifted to lesser men, to the artisans and

lower classes. After 1414, Wycliffe's teaching remained

LSpNB, LxrIr, 212.

161hia.

17
Arthur Ogle, The Traged; of the Lollards Tower (Oxford:

Pen in Hand Publishing Co., 9), 22.







alive only in those people who he himself had endeavored to

instruct, the mass of common people,l8 Although a bit harsh,

Gairdner is perhaps expressing some truth in assessing the
Lollard movement when he paraphrases Reginald Pecock:

In short, a movement which sprang among purer

minded men, touched by the wonderful beauty

and sweetness of Holy Writ in their mother

tongue, had, for want of proper control, lent

itself greatly to the guidance of men who were

not pure minded or pure in morals either for

it encouraged an unreasoning hatred, both of

the clergy and of the established institutions
of religion.

The Lollards who lived after Wycliffe, many of them
illiterate, had no central organization or educated priest-
hood to guide and bind them together. They existed in
isolated groups bound only by family ties and by a set of
beliefs which had originally come from Wycliffe, but which
had been changed and modified through oral transmission

during the fifteenth century.,‘zo

Under such conditions, it
is really surprising that Lollard traditions could remain

alive and almost intact. But except for some obvious cases

181(. B. McFarlane, John Wycliffe and the Beginnings of

English Nonconformity (London: English Universities Press,
Lt%TT‘I95 ; 3

Ycairdner, 1, 222.

20John Thomson, The Later Lollards, 1414-1520 (Oxford:

Oxford University Press, 1965), 2.
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of fanaticism, the Lollards all seem to have held similar
beliefs.21

If there was one statement of beliefs to which they all
clung, that statement was the Twelve Conclusions presented
by the Lollards to Parliament in 1395. The first of these
conclusions criticized the English church for following the
Roman practice of dwelling on temporalities while "faith,
hope, and charity," had disappeared. Secondly, the Lollards
believed that the existing priesthood was begun by Rome and
was not the priesthood ordained by Christ and his apostles.
Thirdly, the laws of celibacy were a source of evil,
Fourthly, the Eucharist was only a "pretended miracle" which
led one to idolatry. The fifth held that the practices of
exorcism and benedictions over bread and wine were more
suited for necromancy than for theology. The sixth conclu-
sion railed against the policy of the episcopacy serving as
secular servants to the monarchy. The seventh and eighth
spoke out against prayers for the dead and pilgrimages to
crosses and roods. The ninth denied the need for auricular
confession said to priests; while the tenth declared warfare
and capital punishment to be contrary to the teachings of the
New Testament. The eleventh maintained that the practice

of women becoming nuns only leads to sin. The final

2]'For examples of these, see John Foxe, III, 134-178,
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conclusion decries extravagant and sinful ecclesiastical

p]:act:i.ces.z2 Along with these conclusions, the Lollards

always maintained a love and desire for the scriptures to

be in English.23

If the above conclusions were the embodiment of the
basic elements of Lollardy, its greatest advertisement is
to be found in the Wycliffe Bible and in a book known as

Wycliffe's Wicket. Wycliffe's Wicket, although not written

by the Oxford reformer, enjoyed a wide popularity throughout

Lollard circles. The author of this tract writes:

They say it is heresy to speak of the holy
scriptures in English and so they would con-
demn the Holy Ghost that gave it in tongues
to the apostles of Christ to speak the word
of God in all languages....Consider you
whether it be not all one to deny Christ's
words for heresy and Christ for an heretic.?24

This tract proved so popular that it was reprinted in England

as late as 1548.

The Lollard heresy enjoyed a peculiar history in England.

If the number of cases of heretics brought before the

2ZFor: these conclusions see: Gotthard Lechler, John

Wycliffe and his English Precursors (London: The Religious
Tract Society, I8§4§ , 447-448.

23yvcliffe's Wicket, (STC 25590), 1546, [Aviiil].

241pid., Av.
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ecclesiastical courts is examined, a rather strange pattern
emerges. Between 1414 and 1450 many instances of Lollard
persecution occur. Between 1450 and 1485 there are so few
cases that it appears that Lollardy was dead. After 1485
the cases again grow to surprising proportions. The Lollard
heresy may have been stifled only to revive again during the
last quarter of the fifteenth century. It is also possible
that the increase of Lollard activity after 1485 is only an
illusion caused by the fact that records were better kept
during the Tudor per:iod.25 It is perhaps sufficient to
state that beginning in 1485 there was a great number of
abjurations by people accused of Lollard beliefs. Not only
John Foxe, but diocesan registers, record a great number

of heresy trials during this period. A. G. Dickens has
counted at least seventy cases of heresy between 1510 and

26 Coupled with this is the figure of

27

1522 in London alone.
eighty cases in Buckinghamshire during the same period.
It is perhaps not too strong a conclusion to state

that in certain areas the Lollard heresy was extremely

25'I‘homson , 3.

2 o s
6A. G. Dickens, "Heresy and the Origins of English

Protestantism," Britain and the Netherlands, II (Groningen,
J. B. Wolters, 1964), 55.

2
7John Foxe, III, 123-124.
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widespread throughout the lower orders of English society
during the last quarter of the fifteenth and the first quarter
of the sixteenth centuries. This group, without influence or
fortune, did represent a group of people who were highly
discontented with the existing ecclesiastical order and who
were bent on resistance to the established church. If this
group had no influence on the church or on the newly formed
Tudor government, .it did have a profound effect on the

reception of reform ideas in England.

III

There were, however, other Englishmen besides the
Lollards who had begun to feel that something was amiss
within the church during the late fifteenth and early six-
teenth centuries. These men, mostly churchmen, were inter-
ested in change, not in doctrine, but in church practice.
Most of these men had no contact with the Lollards, and one,
Reginald Pecock, was a vociferous enemy of the heretics.
Yet these men preached a program of clerical reform to which
the Lollards could easily subscribe. At,: least three of these
men, Reginald Pecock, Thomas Gascoigne, and Dean John Colet,
are worth mentioning as examples of members of the
ecclesiastical establishment who felt that something ought

to be done to reform church practices. It must be stated
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at the outset that these men had no desire to create a new
church. They only wanted to reform the old one.

Reginald Pecock (1395-1460) is perhaps the most remark-
able of this group of people who believed that something
should be done to reform the church. He was the Bishop of

St. Asaph, who in a book entitled The Repressor of Over

Much Blaming of the Clergy, published in 1455, strongly

argued against the Lollards. 1In this attack he attempted to
prove that eleven Lollard tenets were erroneous and he did
it so effectively that he was translated from St. Asaph to
the Bishopric of Chichester.28 However, the very next year

he published a tract entitled, Book of Faith, in which he

maintained that scripture contains the ultimate authority

for religious truth. He also maintained that where reason

is certain it should be obeyed even in defiance of the

church. Pecock does add that reason is seldom sure, and

when one is in doubt authority should be taken as a guide

to truth.29 In the Repressor Pecock went so far as to state

that reason is even a higher authority than scripture in
30

cases where discrepancy exists between the two. Finally,

28)NB, XLIV, 200.

291pia.

3oRegi.na].d Pecock, The Repressor of Over Much Blaming

of the Clergy (London: TLongmans, Green, 1860), 10.
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in a series of works at the end of his life Pecock denied
that the apostles had written the Creed.31 He was charged
with heresy and forced to recant.

Pecock was certainly not a heretic in the Lollard vein,
but his appeal to reason was an appeal which the Lollards
could understand, as was his statement that the scriptures

represented ultimate authority.32 In John Foxe's Acts and

Monuments, Pecock emerges as a strong advocate of reform.33
Perhaps the importance of Foxe's statement lies not in its
veracity, which in this case is doubtful, but in the fact
that the martyrologist considered Pecock worth mentioning

as one who led the way to the Reformation. Connected in no

way with Lollardy, Pecock is certainly connected with a desire

for the reform of some of the teachings of the church.
If Pecock was interested in the use of rationality

and scriptures to define religious truth, Thomas Gascoigne

(1403-1458) was vehement in his denunciation of the clerical

practices which existed during his life. Gascoigne was

Chancellor of the University of Oxford and a popular preacher

and teacher during the second quarter of the fifteenth

century. He was a man of integrity who was "vehement in

3N, xLIvV, 200.

32'I‘homson , 244.

33John Foxe, III, 733.
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his hostility to the Wycliffe movement and as unsparing as
Wycliffe himself of the evils in the Church whenever he found
them.®® He defended the authority of the holy scripture and
the right of the king's prerogative. He also fought against
non-residence, pluralities, and neglect of clerical duties.

He, himself, refused any benefice to which he could not

minister personally.35 Foxe includes only one reference to

Gascoigne, but in this brief quotation, a glimpse of the

tenor of Gascoigne's writings can be seen.

I have found it alleged out of Thomas Gascoin
in Dictionario Theologico whose plain words be
these 'A.D. 1414, Thomas Arundel, Archbishop
of Canterbury, was so stricken in his tongue,
that he could neither swallow or speak for a
certain space before his death, much like the
example of a rich glutton; and so died upon
the same. And this was thought by many to
come upon him for that he so bound the word of
the Lord,3ghat it should not be preached in

his day"'.

Gascoigne summarizes his beliefs and teachings in the

above mentioned Dictionarium Theologicum which contains both

a theological discussion and a discussion of his view of the
condition of church and state between the years 1403 and

1455, Unfortunately, this interesting work has never been

34088, XXI, 42.

351pia.

3650hn Foxe, III, 404.
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translated into English, but portions of it were printed by

J.E.T. Rogers in 1881.37 In this work Gascoigne, Chancellor

of Oxford, learned and educated, has no patience with worldly

bishops. He advocates piety and chastity. He maintains

that the pope "misleads and is misled." 39 Turning to church

practices Gascoigne writes:

" Modern sinners say 'I do not care what and
how many sins I commit in God's sight because
I can easily and speedily get a plenary remis-
sion granted me by the pope, whose writing and
grant I have bought for fggrpence or sixpence,
or for a game of tennis'.

Gascoigne also rails against the bishops, crying that they
received their benefices through court intrigue and through

simony. He maintains that the people were more than dis-

contented with episcopal practices. Everywhere could be

heard the people crying "away with the bishops who grow

3.’James E. T. Rogers, Loci E Libro Veritatum, Passages

Selected from Gascoigne's Theological Dictionary (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 1881).

381bid., 1xii.

P1pid., 152.

40Ib:i.d., 123. "Consimilter jam moderni peccatores
dicunt Tnon curoquae et quot mala fecero coram Deo quia
facillime et citissime habeo remissionem plenariam cujuscunque
Culpae et poenae per absolucionem et indulgenciam concessam
michi a papa cujus scripturam et concessionem emi pro iv
denariis vel pro sex denariis, velper lusum ad plum'."
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wealthy, who wish to be called lords...and will do nothing
about preaching to save men's souls."“‘

In a sermon delivered to the University of Oxford,
Gascoigne continued his attack on the short comings of the
clergy by listing seven evil conditions of the church. Four
of these conditions dealt with the practices of bishops and
priests in their worldly lives and their demands for secular
gain. The final three dealt with abuses in absolution,
indulgences, and dispensations. 42

Although these criticisms by Gascoigne would appear to
put him firmly in the Lollard camp, he was never associated
with the Lollards. He had little desire for doctrinal
change but wanted reform of ecclesiastical practices. He
did not like Lollards and would have been shocked to have
been given their label. However, there was very little
which Gascoigne wrote with which a Lollard, if he could
have read it, would not have agreed. Thus, in fifteenth-
century England we can readily see two separate strains
Moving toward a reform. These strains, one clerical and
the other heretical, were neither connected nor even very

vociferous. The majority of Englishmen were content with

U1pia., 41.

42
Ibid., 53-54,
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the church; most people were convinced that the church was
functioning as well as possible. But those voices which
were heard were perhaps preparing the way for the religious
upheaval of the sixteenth century.

The third member of the trio who pointed out what he
considered to be grave defects in the church was also an
educated Oxford doctor and a churchman who gave great
impetus to the nascent reform movement. This man was John
Colet, Dean of St. Paul's Cathedral. Colet (1467-1519)
belonged to that rather ephemeral group of intellectuals
known sometimes as the Oxford reformers and other times
as the English humanists. This group consisted of men like
Sir Thomas More, Linacre, Grocyn, Colet, and of course,
Erasmus himself, when he was in England. Sir Thomas More
called Colet his spiritual director and the Dean stood very
near the top of the liberal intellectual circle of early
sixteenth-century English humanists.?? Even Henry VIII was
reported to have said of Colet: "let every man have his
doctor as he liketh, this shall be my doctor."“

While at Oxford, Colet began to give public lectures on

St, Paul's epistles to the Romans and Corinthians. In these

3pxs, x1, 322.

“Foxe, IV, 248.
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lectures Colet attempted to show the human side of the saint

and each lecture also contained some attack on the condition

45

and practices of the church. For example, in one of his

lectures Colet maintained that when St. Paul tells us that
the Kingdom of God is not meat and drink, he means that
possessions are not necessary or even helpful in attaining
eternal life. Churchmen, he adds, have become very eager
for worldly gain, and he ends by stating:

...you will find nothing that has befallen the
church to have done more mischief than posses-
sions, and titles of meum and tuum, and power
of claiming property.” Hence have sprung ava-
rice and greed of money, a disease that has
now grown to such strength in the Christian
Church...that, unless Christ have mercy on

his own Body and aid it in its peril, it
assuredly canno& be far off from being doomed
to destruction.

After receiving his D.D. from Oxford in 1505, Colet was, in
that same year, installed as Dean of St. Paul's in London,
where he became a popular preacher. The Lollards are reputed

to have been his most attentive and avid listeners.

4
5DNB, XI, 325.

b Epistolam
John Colet, Joannis Coleti Enarrationin i
S. Pauli ad Romanos {Tondon: Bell and Daldy, lB;?i T18.

4
"oNB, x1, 325.
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In 1511 a convocation was called in the Southern Province
of England to consider ways of ending the growing Lollard
heresy. For some reason Archbishop Warham, a close friend,
and subsequent protector of Colet, chose the Dean of St.

Paul's to preach the opening sermon. This sermon was a

critical attack on ecclesiastical practices and is certainly
worth reading as an example of a declaration of the state of
the church, made by an orthodox churchman in pre-Reformation
England.

...But we wish that once, remembering your name
and profession ye would mind the reformation of
ecclesiastical affairs. For assure yourselves
there never was more need of it, the state of
the church did never more desire your endea-
VOours....

And first to speak of pride of life: how
much greediness and appetite of honour and
dignity is seen nowadays in clergymen....

The second secular evil is carnal concu-
piscence and hath not this vice grown and
increased in the church so far that in this
most busy age the far greater numbers of
priests mind but what doth delight and please
their senses.

Covetousness is the third secular evil....
This abominable pestilence hath so entered in
the minds of almost all priests, hath so
blinded the eyes of their understanding that
we see nothing but that which seems to bring
unto us some gains...o

The fourth secular evil that spotteth the
face of the church is continual secular occu-
pation, wherein priests and bishops nowadays
doth busy themselves, becoming the servants
rather of men than of God....

Now the way whereby the church may be
reformed into better fashion is not for to make
new laws...but that those that are made
already be well kept...o
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The clergy and spiritual men being thus
once reformed in the church, we then may with
a just order proceed to the reformation of the
lay part, which truly will be very easily done
if we first reform ourselves.

Hopefully, this lengthy quotation will indicate the state to

which some orthodox ministers felt the church had descended.

Colet's sermon was preached in Latin, but an English trans-
lation soon appeared which was very popular in London. The
Dean was charged with heresy, but Archbishop Warham dis-
missed the charges against him.49
It can be seen from the previous examples that there
was some discontent with the existing ecclesiastical prac-
tices during the late fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries.
If this discontent was not widespread, it was certainly loud.
Men like Colet and Gascoigne had no wish to destroy the
existing order. The idea of a change in doctrine would have
repelled them, but they did want to see a thorough reforma-

tion of the existing practices of the clex.jgy°

Whether church practices were as corrupt and evil as

these men maintained is a question beyond the scope of this

study. But what is important to note is the fact that there

. 48The first English translation of this sermon preserved
in the British Museum is: John Colet, A Sermon of Conformin
and Reforming made to the Convocation at St. Paul's mﬁﬂ
Egg@i'ﬁiﬁﬁ%idge: ~J. Field, 1661). -

YN, x1, 325.
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were in England groups of people who were not only highly
discontented with the existing clerical situation, but who
were openly attempting to improve it. These men, along

with the Lollards, were perhaps preparing a way, or at least
a fertile seedbed, for the rew}olution which was to occur.

It cannot be overemphasized, however, that with all the
fervor of men like Gascoigne and Colet, this group of
reformers was extremely small. There was no real unity or
even necessarily any sympathy between the people who spoke
out for reform. If the church had evils, it also had
strengths, and to most men--even men like Sir Thomas More,
Bishop Fisher, and Archbishop Warham--the strengths far
outweighed the evils. Perhaps if men like Gascoigne and
Colet had lived through the religious confrontation of the
1530's, they would, like Fisher and More, have chosen the
block over the prospect of a reform which ultimately
spelled destruction to a system they understood and sought

to improve.

IV
By the year 1500 all these forces demanding reform in
England had more or less coalesced. The center of this tur-
moil, this evergrowing movement to end clerical abuses, was
in London. It is not difficult to explain the reasons why

the capital became the focal point for English reform. It
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had long been the largest city in England. It was the center
of trade and abounded with foreigners. If anywhere in Eng-
land there was to be found a great exchange of ideas, that
place was London. It was probably against the London heretics
that Reginald Pecock directed his Repressor of Over Much

Blaming of the Clergy, as various references to the city are

found throughout this work. It was in London that Dean Colet
preached his anti-clerical sermons. Throughout the period
when Lollard persecution was in abeyance there were appar-
ently Lollards in considerable numbers living there.50
During the first twenty-five years of the sixteenth century
the persecution of Lollards was carried out with great vigor
in the capital city. Cuthbert Tunstal, Bishop of London,
conducted a heresy proceeding in 1527-1528, and from this
proceeding it is evident that a group of people holding
Lollard views had been active for some time.51

Between 1509 and 1527 John Foxe lists at least ninety-

two people who were accused of heresy in the cityc.52 These

50,.. . . .
William Page (ed.), The Victoria History of London
(London: Constable and Co., 1909), 233.

51 ; i
John Stacey, John Wycliffe and Reform (Philadelphia:
The Westminster Press, 1964), 134.

52John Foxe, IV, 174-176, 200-244.
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people were accused of the usual Lollard heresies which

included the reading of such books as The Four Evangelists;

Wycliffe's Wicket; A Book of the Ten Commandments of Almighty

God; and The Revelation of St. John and the Epistles of Paul
53

and James. Most of these Lollards were of the lower and
lower-middle classes. There were a number of tailors,
carpenters, weavers, and servants, with only an occasional
man of substance. Between 1510 and 1520 two goldsmiths were
apprehended, while the case of Richard Hunne, merchant tailor,
has been well publicized by Arthur Ogle. The London Lollards
appear to have been of the same social classes as were the
Lollards throughout England. The centers of London Lollardy
appear to have been in Coleman and Wood streets, near
Aldersgan:e.s4 Inspired by the seemingly ubiquitous "Father"
John Hacker, water bearer, no less than six heretics were
named during this period who dwelt in Coleman Street. This
area in northwest London was populated with weavers and
artisans.

One point which set the citizens of London apart from
the rest of the English was the bitter anti-clerical feeling

existing within the city. The causes of this ill-feeling

lay in an old dispute about the payment of tithes. From

>31pid., 176.

>41pid., 239.
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1457 on, this dispute smoldered and occasionally broke out
into the open.55 All these factors--the existence of a
large Lollard fraction, centered in the northwest corner of
the city; the existence of a long-standing tithe dispute
and subsequent anti-clerical feeling on the part of the
populace; and the existence of a small group of educated
men who spoke out against clerical abuses--served to make
London a fertile ground for Reformation ideas.

It is not surprising that when the foreign merchants,
especially those from Germany, began to bring Protestant
ideas with them into England, they found willing listeners
in London. It is also not surprising that London became
the center of an illicit trade in prohibited Protestant
books during the third decade of the sixteenth century. Nor
is it surprising that certain men, living in or near London,
were, at an early date, infected with the ideas of the
Reformation. Some of these men fled to Germany and Switzer-
land where they wrote tracts, appeals, and even a new
English translation of the Bible, all of which appealed to
the Lollards and other anti-clerical elements of the city,
who avidly desired to hear and read of the marvelous Refor-
mation which must have seemed to them as the beginning of the

fruition of all they had held so long.

55Page, The Victoria History of London, 249.
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Even though men like Dean Colet did rail against the
church practices of his time, it was really the Lollards who
prepared England for the Reformation. E. G. Rupp is correct
when he states that "any due assessment of the causes and
consequences of the English Reformation must take into

56 The work of men like

account the survival of Lollardy."
Rupp and Professor A. G. Dickens have left little doubt that
the English Reformation was greatly influenced by the
Lollards. The Lollards had converted some of the lower
classes to their beliefs and had ingrained their ideas, if
not their heresies, in many others. Dickens has gone so
far as to state that the English lower classes of the early
part of the reign of Henry VIII were all Lollards or near-
Lollards. He adds: "...heretics and people on the fringe
of heresy were more numerous in the earlier half of Henry
VIII's reign than [James] Gairdner's generation would ever
acknowledge." 37

Most Englishmen apparently cared very little for the
doctrinal changes demanded by the Lollards, but they did

seem vitally concerned with what they thought were clerical

SGE. G. Rupp, Studies in the Makin% of the English Prot-

estant Tradition (Mainly in the Reign of Henry VIII)
ridge: Cambridge University Press, I§Z§§, )

57Dickens, "Heresy and the Origins of English Prot-
estantism," Britain and the Netherlands, II, 65.
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abuses. Professor Dickens insists that an anti-clerical
feeling grew among English laymen in the three decades
before the Reformation. He sees Lollard propaganda as the

58 Richard Hunne's

nourisher and spreader of this feeling.
case is a perfect example of the hatred which was felt
toward the clergy. Hunne, after all, was a Lollard--a
heretic, a man with whom the populace at large should not
have even bothered. Even though he possessed some wealth
and social standing, his heresy should have denied him all
association with the Christian people of London. On his
death, however, lay London was extremely incensed.59 The
clergy were vilified, and as late as 1528 William Roy men-
tioned Hunne's name in his satire on Cardinal Wolsey. 1If
Dickens is correct, it was this anti-clerical feeling long
recorded in Lollard circles, which in the first thirty years
of the sixteenth century spread throughout the populace and
made the Reformation possible.

Besides instilling an anti-clerical feeling in the

people, the Lollards were responsible for many other aspects

of the preparation of England for a reform. The Lollards'

381pid., 61.

59The best discussion of the controversy over Hunne's
death is, of course, Arthur Ogle. John Foxe gives a more
contemporary Protestant account, while Sir Thomas More in
his Dialogue Concerning Heresies and Matters of Religion...
presents the contemporary Catholic view.
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great desire to have the scripture in English and their
tenet of scriptual authority made them the most demanding
purchasers of the English New Testament, when it reached
England in 1526. They were willing listeners and avid
advocates of the new ideas which spread through England.
They were the original "fifth column" of English heretics
who, with the aid of writings of perhaps more daring
Englishmen who had fled the country, prepared England for
the day when the Protestant cause would triumph. Whether
the English Reformation was an act of state or an act of
men attempting to do what they thought was necessary to
purify the church is still debatable. But no Reformation,
either as an act of state or as a movement from below could
have been successful in England unless a great number of
people were willing to accept it. Not even Henry VIII,
with all his power, could have transformed the church in
England into the Church of England unless he could count
on the acquiescence of most of the populace. This
acquiescence was, to a large extent caused by the work of
the Lollard propagandists, and it was perhaps this group
which enabled Henry VIII to make a religious revolution

with very little open hostility.
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A"

Although recently the Lollards have obtained a great
deal of credit for the role they played in preparing England
for the Reformation, it is still necessary, before one can
truly understand the English Reformation, to trace the ways
in which Lollards and Protestants were connected. It is
certainly true that the English New Testament was one great
link between the o0ld heresy and the new Protestant thought.
However, there are other links between the two. English
Protestants during the early part of the sixteenth century
openly sought Lollard aid. That the Protestants appealed
to the Lollard heretics hopefully will be shown in the
following pages. It appears that if a link can be found
between the two groups, that link must be sought in this
appeal. More than one tract was written as a thinly veiled
appeal to the Lollards, perhaps to convince them that the
new heresy was the old writ large.

Not only were appeals written to the Lollards, but also
the Reformation had to be popularized in England. Contro-
versialists such as Martin Luther, William Tyndale,

Huldrich 2wingli, and Sir Thomas More were engaged in rather
heady theological debates, while the common man little
understood what was occurring. Certain writers endeavored

to facilitate the assimilation of the reform ideals by the
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common people. These men wrote treatises on and made trans-
lations of the doctrinal theories being expressed by Luther
and Zwingli. These writers were able to bring, through
skillful translations, the ideas of the great reformers down
to a level which the common people could both understand and
appreciate. No Reformation could have taken place in Eng-
land if the common man had not understood what the
theologians said. The men who translated and simplified the
work of the great reformers served as popularizers who spread
Reformation principles to a people who were, at best,

barely literate. Quite often these writings were vulgar and
perhaps sometimes even erroneous, but they did, in their
time, serve the purpose of informing and making understand-
able those ideas which were perhaps too complex or were in
a language not understood by the common sixteenth-century
Englishman.

One of the men who labored throughout his career as a
reformer to popularize the Reformation both through an
appeal to the Lollards and through a simplification of
Reformation ideas was William Roy. Roy has never been
properly understood. Although gquoted by almost every
Reformation scholar since Gairdner, he has most often been
relegated to a minor and even dishonorable role in the Eng-

lish Reformation. Admittedly, Roy is a shadowy character,
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appearing and disappearing through the history of the early
years of the Reformation. He was always on the move, always
hunted; he was the heretic most sought after by the English
authorities during the 1520s. Because he was often
vituperative; because he was perhaps a braggart; and because
there is some question as to just what he did and did not
write, William Roy's contribution to the English Reformation
has been underestimated. William Roy did, however, make a
contribution to the Reformation. 1In the final analysis
perhaps it was men like William Roy, who really made the

Reformation in England possible.







CHAPTER 11

WILLIAM ROY TO 1524

The Roy family was not native English stock. They
apparently came to England from various Continental locales
at various times. In England, although found as far north
as York, most of them were to be found in the London area.
The family, if indeed one can speak of a single family
named Roy, was never one of prominence in England, though
occasionally a member would rise to a position of some wealth
and social standing. Most of the people named Roy, who
appear in sixteenth-century records, apparently were of the
middle and lower-middle classes: weavers, merchants and

brewers. 1

Solid citizens, many were of some wealth, but
hone were members of the aristocracy. A rather curious
point about the family, a point which would lead one to

believe that there was some connection between the variousg

1 .

J. S. Brewer (ed.), Letters and Papers, Foreign and
Domestic of the Reign of Henr VII'I_TLon%on: His Majesty's
Stationery Office, %52“, T, %o. 145 and Addenda No. 327.
Also see the writ of William Roy, Merchant, against the
sheriff of York in Great Britain, Public Record Office
Early Chancery Proceedings, Class C 1, Bundle 708, No. 17 '
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members in England, is the reoccurrence of the names John
and William.2 The Roys also apparently had some Continental

ties as the name has been found in Calais, Brabant, and

Spain, 3

During the first twenty years of the sixteenth century
there were three men named Roy mentioned in the records.
The first, John Roy, was one of Henry VII's gentleman
ushers. He was a man of some standing with the king, for
in 1502 he was made Tronater of Wool for the City of London,

and in 1504 Henry granted him forty marks a year from the

Exchequer. 4

21n 1416 a grant was made to John Roys, while in 1405

a John Roy had two sons, William and Ralph; see A Descrip-
tive Catalogue of Ancient Deeds in the Public Record OH:Li ce,
III, Numbers 677, A4, and A9169. 1In 1473 a William de Roy
was at Cambridge; see Stanley Leathes, Grace Book A, Con-
taining Proctors Accounts and Other Records of the University
of Cﬁgrid e, for the Years 1454-1488 (Cambridge: Deighton
Bell and Co., MacMillan and Bowes, 1897), 94. There were

also William and John Roys living in York, Northampton, and
London.

3See the letter from the Mayor of Calais to Henry VIII

in Great Britain, Public Record Office, Group Letter SP, Class
I, Piece No. 54, fol. 97, [1514]. Also references to the
Roys' coming from Brabant and Spain can be found in Ls&P, I,
No. 1083, Listing 29, and in W. P. Phillimore (ed.), Calendars
of Wills and Administrations in the Consistory Court of Lich-
eld and Coventry 1516-1652 (London: British Record Soci ety,
, listing No. 50, and Calendar c_>§ tl;g P;Ltent Rolls Pre-
served in the Public Record Office, Elizabeth, Vol. IT 1580-
1563 (London: His Majesty's Stationery Office, 1948), 158,

4Ca.lendar of the Patent Rolls Preserved in the Public
Record Office, Henry VII, Vol. II, 1494-1509 (Tondon: His
Majesty's Stationery Office, 1916), 264 and 390.
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John Roy apparently never served the crown after the

first Tudor's death in 1509, but he was granted loans of the

sum of three thousand pounds by Henry VIII in 1512.5 How

John Roy used this money, or where he lived, or who his chil-

dren were, is unfortunately unknown, but it was most likely

this John Roy who died at Northampton in 1524.6
The second Roy of some prominence was William Roy,

native of Brabant, who was granted denization in 1512.7 Many

historians, including W. A. Shaw in the Dictionary of

National Biography, have assumed that this was the father of

the reformer.8 This, however, is not the case, for the

William Roy who was granted denization in 1512 lived in St.
Katharine's without Aldgate, and when he died in 1520, he

left a will.9 This will leaves money and goods to his wife,

51’..&1>, II, 1456-1457; and see also British Museum, Add4.

MSS, 21481, fol. 291.

6GJ':ea\t Britain, Public Record Office, Inquisition of

John Roys in the County of Northampton.

7Wi11iam Page (ed.), Letters of Denization and Acts of
Naturalization for Aliens In England, 1509-1603 (London:
Huguenot Society of London, 1893), 210.

8B, xLIX, 370.

9J. Challener and C. Smith (eds.), Index of Wills
Proved in the Prerogative Court g_g_ Canterbury, Wills 1383~
London: British Record Society Ltd., 1893), 457,
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Marion, and to his daughter, the wife of Antony Anthony,
but there is no mention of a son, William.]'0

The third Roy who gained some notoriety during the
firsj:_ part of the sixteenth century was neither a John nor
a W'iiliam, but a Peter Roy. Peter Roy was a citizen of
Calais and some historians believe that he was the refor-
mer's fat:her.]':L He was a ne'er-do-well, a gambler, a man
who was in trouble for cheating at cards. He was accused in
1514 by one Thomas Thacker, a merchant of the staple at
Calais, for having, along with Peter Denegroo and Barthol-
omew Castapolegrino, won money "by deceit with the connivance

12

of the controller and mayor." The deputy mayor of Calais

was so concerned about this allegation that he personally
wrote Henry VIII of the matter in 1515.13 Peter Roy and
his accomplices denied the charge stating that they had

‘played with many noblemen in England. w14 Peter Roy even

1°Great Britain, Probate Registry, Somerset House, The

Will of William Roye, proved at the Prerogative Court of
Canterbury, 1520 (five Maynwaring) .

llRupp, 52.

lzL&P, II, No. 2970.

131pid., No. 242.

Y41pi4a., 1, No. 3567.
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offered to go to London with Thacker to answer to the

charges. 15

It has long been assumed that one of these three men
was the father of William Roy, the reformer. Older histo-
rians assumed it was William Roy, native of Brabant, while
more recently Peter Roy, gambler of Calais has been picked

“ as Roy's father. 1In fact it was neither of these two, nor
was it John Roy, the gentleman usher of Henry VII. William
| Roy's father was Pety Roy. Pety Roy was well known in his
own day. He was so well known that in Antwerp in 1529 Wil-
liam Roy could be referred to merely as "the son of Pety

Roy.."]'6 He was so well known that William Roy, himself,

could write in 1528:

Yea and where as they [i.e., the Bishop of
London at St. Paul's Cross] had no thing whereon
to ground themselves against us [i.e., Tyndale
and Roy] they were not ashamed falsely to defame
them which long before that time were dead and
rotten, as my father. Thinking that defaming

of him they should quench and darken the clear
and evident light of God...as a thing against
their bellies most noyous and contrary, saying,
his father would eat no ?gs$, what fruit can
such a tree bring forth. But knowing that

lsLetter from Mayor of Calais to Henry VIII [1514]},

"Personen te Antwerpen in de XVI eeuw, voor het 'feit
van religie' gerechtelijk vervolgd--lijst en Ambtelijke bij-
hoorige stukken,” Antwerpsch Archievenblad, VII (Antwerp:
Drukkerij Guil. Van Merlen, undated), 177.

17Only E. G. Rupp, 52, mentions the possibility of Roy
coming from Jewish stock. There is certainly no evidence for
this beyond Roy's own denial, which must be accepted.




~

!

b

™




38

the innoncy, both of my father and also of me

is not unknown (in that behalf) unto all the

nobles'of.the rgalmiBI little regard their

heady indiscretion.
Roy declares here that all the important people in the realm
of England knew<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>