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Str John Oldcastle

INCE the early days of the English Reformation Sir John
Oldcastle haa held a high place in the traditions of his sountry.

Two of the chief advocates of protestaniism, sseking edification in
the history of their Lollard predecessors, published accounts of
his sufferings ; and his renown, proclaimed by Tyndale's work,'
and doubtless incressed by the issue of Bale's Brefe Chronycle,’
grew higher and higher till he came to be regarded as a national
hero. Early in the reign of Elizabeth, however, Foxe had to
defend his eulogy of Oldcastle against the oriticism of & Roman
eatholic historian ; and a generation or s0 later the Lollard
advocates broke a lance with the dramatists, whose traditions made
Oldcastle a roystering buffoon. The aympathies of the ascendant
party were on Foxe's side; his reply sucteeded in silencing his
opponent, and Bhakespeare was driven to change the surname of a
famous character from Oldeastle to Falstaff.* Oldcastle’s fame has
been kept alive down to modern times by fresh editions of old
works and the publication of new ones. He has been associated
with Wyclifie, Hus, and Latimer as one of the heroes of the
Bsformation,* and with Wat Tyler and John Ball as a ‘ popular
leader' of the middle ages;* and in the hands of one writer the
Lifs and Times of Lord Cobham have been made to fill two aub.

! This work, which was poblisked in 1380, is unfortunately lost. It was & printed
edition of an ssocunt of Oldonstle’s trial, ‘wryiien,” says Bale,'in the Tyme of the
sayd Lordes Troble, by a cerian Frynds of his’ 1If s claar that Bale possessed no
oopy of Tyndale’s asecunt, and his mention of it fmpiles that it was already vary rare
(Brefs Okronyols, od. 1739, p. 4). This may perhaps be scoountsd for by the fast
that the book was condemned by Archblshop Warham in 1581 (Letters and Papers
of Hmry VIII, v. TH).

' A brafs Chromycls comcarngrgs the Ezamymacyon and death of ths Blesssd
Martyr of Christ syr Johan Oldacastall the lorde Cobham, collected by Jokan Bals,
1st od. London, 1544. A second sdition appeared in 1580. It was printed by William
Blackbourne, & nonjuring bishop, in 1729, and is also to be found in the Harlsiow
Miseallany, vol. 1i., and in the publiestions of the Parker Boslety, vol. xxxvl

* For ths repressniation of Oldcasils oo the Elzabsthan stage see Halliwali's
Character of Falsiaf snd Guirdner and Bpadding’s Studies 1n English History,
851

' V. Gilpin, Lives of the Raformers, 15t od. 1768,

+ C E. Maurics, Lioes of English Popular Leaders, 1873,
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stantinl volumes.® Numerous other historians have dealt with
Oldcastle’s life ; eighteenth-century tories sought in his career
arguments against the whigs;’ and more recently Tennyson put
one of his ballads into the mouth of Oldeastle, who is made to
soliloquise at length on his misfortunes.?

Thus the literature on Oldeastle is remarkable for both bulk
and variety ; and were it all based on sound methods his character
would by thia time be clearly established. Bat, unfortunately, the
main source for almost every account is the chronicle of Bale,
whose facits are often drawn from secondhand authorities, and
often, it is to be feared, from no authorities at all. It is, conse-
quently, no wonder that recent research has added much to our
knowledge of the Lollard leader, while at the same time discrediting
many supposed facts. The result is seen in the most recent
article on Oldcastle,® where the ¢ good Lord Cobham ' of previous
writers is scarcely recognisable, and the hero is depicted as a
commonplace knight whose renown is merely due to his connexion
with an unpopular sect.

Sir John Oldeastle came of a Herefordshire family of no great
account, whose headquarters were at the village of Almeley, near
the Wye, in the extreme wast of the county. The origin of his
name ig obsenre. It cannot have been derived from the rexidence
of the family in Almeley Castle—a building of some defensive
strength, situated on a mound close to the village church. There
is no mention of such a fortification either in Dormesday or the
early lists of border strongholds; so that the castle, if already
built, could hardly have been considered ‘old’in the days of the
first Oldcastle of whom we have any record—the Lollard's great-
grandfather Peter, who must have flonrished early in the fourteenth
century. It seems, however, that a Roman camp was at one time
established on the aite occupied by the medieval stronghold; so
that the name Old Castle may have been first applied to its
remains, then to the family who lived on the site, then to the
hamlet which grew up round their dwelling, and finally to the
later fortification itseif.!* 8ince the time of Peter the Oldcastles
hed risen in importance. Bir Fohn's grandfather, alsc called John,
twice, in 1868 and 1872, represented Herefordahire in parliament.!!
His uncle, Thomas, was siill more prominent. He was at the

¢ T. Gaspey, Life and Times of Lord Cobham, 1848,

7 Matthins Earbury, The Oeccanonal Historian, p- 17.

¢ Ballads and other Poems, p. 113,

* Bee Professor Tait's grticle * Oldcastls ' in the Dact. of Nat Bwjr., which contains
by far the mosi scholarly sreatment of Oldeastle that has yet appeared.

¥ Bobinson, Castles of Herefordskire, 8 1 and appendix, drciaslogia Cam-
bremsis, viii. 124 . Vintation of Herefordahirs in 1560, od. Weaver, p. 35

Y Rot, Parl. i 179, 18R,
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parlisments of 1390 and 1893, held the office of shenfl in 1886
and again five years later, and was escheator for Gloucester,
Hereford, and the adjacent march in 1389."" The Lollard's
father, Richard Oldecagtle, was the first of the family to be
knighted.!* Nevertheless the family was not well off in material
resources, having few, if any, possessions outside the manor of
Almeley.!*

The date of Sir John's birth is unknown. A late tradition™
puts it at 1360 and an untrustworthy contemporary at 1878;' it
was probably nearer the latter date. His name flrst occurs in a
plea rol of 1400, where he appears as plaintiff in a suit against
the prior of Wormesley concerning the advowson of Almeley
Church. His grandfather had presented to the living in 1888, but
gince that time either he or his son Richard had granted the
advowson to Wormesley Priory. When John Oldcastle’s presentee
resigned, abont the elose of the century, the grandeon sirove to
provent the priory from exercising its right; but we are not told
how the dispute was eettled.’” Oldcastle is next found in Scotland,
on the occasion of Henry IV's futile expedition in the autumn of
1400, as a knight in the retinue of Lord Grey of Codnor. During
the operations he was sant on a mission to the king, and thence-
forth was continually receiving employment in the royal service.'*
In the following years Qldeastie had much to do with the affairs
of Wales and the southern march, which were disturbed by
Glendower's rising. In May 1401 several Herefordshire gentle-
men, of whom Oldcastle was one, were commiesioned to raise the
posse contitatus against certain rebels who had committed numerons
misdeads near Abergavenny.'' In the autumn he was captamn of

" Rot Parl L 387, 244; Lists of Sheriffs, p. 60 Foedera, vil, 648.

3 Ds Banoo roll, Easter 1 Hen. IV, m. 189; Robinson, app; Wearer's
Visltation.

" Ds Banoo roll, loe c¢it.; Cal. Tng post mort. Iv 1534; Cal, Pat. Rolls, Hen, VI,
L, 847. It is not certain whather 8ir John's wncesiors held ithe lands outslde the
mancr of Almaley mentionsd In the records; the entry in the patent roll makes it
posaible that he was thae first of the family to possess them.

1 Followsd by Guspey , G. E. O., Complats Peerage, vi. 119; Arch. Cambr, slil
194,

" Elmham, Liber Algtricus, 98, 166: ‘ Naseitur Oldcastsl Jon pnimo schismnaus
anno.’ From this Elmbam arguoes that Oldoastle wus the becst of Rev. xiil 11,18 He
taken the numaernl letters of the two words Jon Oldcastel: I+ L+ D+C+Lx701.
This looks wprom!sing ; bat if Oldcastle was born In 1878 he was thirty.five In the
year of his aconsation, and 85 from 701 leaves 866. Ths dats ls thow of snch peculiar
convenience to Elmham that one Is dispossd to doubs its anthentlolty Moreover, a3
Oldcamtle's eldest son wus born m 1894, Elmham's daie is probably a year or two
-1 %

17 Da Banca roll, Easter 1 Hen. IV, m. 1¢9; Robinson, Casties, p. 4. After both
parties had presented their pleas the cass was adjoumed till the following Trimity;
bat in the roll {or that {arm therte se4ms to be no mentlon of it

® King’s Bemembranoer's Army Accounts, xlil A8, 40.

" (Cal. Pat. Rolls, Hen. IV, . 518,
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Builth Castle,™ and was soon afterwards set over the imporiant
stronghold of Kidwelly.” In Beptember 1408 he was on a com-
misgion empowered to pardon rebels who sabmitted in an extensive
distriet of the modern Brecknockshire,® and a year later was
made superintendent of the castles of Hay and Bailth.® Oldcastle
was also one of the commissioners appointed in October 1404 to
repress trade between lukewarm loyalisis and the Welsh rebels.™
But Sir John did not devote all his energy to military matters.
He was returned as knight of the shire for Herefordshire in the
parliament which met in Jannary 1404, and was thus present at
an important and exciting session. In 1406 he was a justice of the
peace,™ while two years later he followed in his uncle's footsteps and
became sherif,” January 1407 found him at Carmearthen, on basi-
ness connected with the Welsh revolt.® During the following sum-
mer he accompenied the main army against Glendower, assisted
in the operations against Aberyetwyth, and was one of the witnesses
to the agreement made on 12 Sept. between besiegers and besieged.™

The next year proved the turning point in Qldcastle’s life. fir
Jobn had been already twice a husband. His first wifs, whom he
married before 1894, came of & Welsh family—Katherine, daughter
of Richard ap Yevan. By her he had one son, John® Of hia
second wife nothing—not even her name—is known, save that she
bore bim another eon and three danghters.” Oldesstle now married,
before the middle of June 1408, Joan Cobham,™ a lady who had
already been thrice wedded, and had had three children, though only
one, Joan, daughter of 8ir Reginald Braybrooke, had survived. The
death of her third husband in the aufumn of 1407 was closely
followed by that of her grandfather, the famous John, third Lord
Cobham, who closed a long and glorious career on 10 Jan. 1408.
He left no heirs male; his only danghter waa long since dead ; and
his recently widowed granddaughter came into all his possessionn.

® Procesdings of the Prwy Cosmetl, 1. 174 o Ihid. fi. 88.
¥ Foedera, vilf, 831, B Proc. of the Privy Comndl, L 38,
™ Wylls, 1L 8. B Rot, Park i, 268,

"™ Rot. Pat. 7THen. IV, p. 1, m. 28 4. In the previous autumn he had besn ons of
the sommisdoners appointed to daliver Hereford Gaol : i4d m. 28 4

¥ Lists of Sheriffs, p. 60. Hin tarm of offios lasied trom 5 Nov 1406 to I3 Nov.
1407,

* Rot. Pat 9 Hen. IV, m. &

®* Fosd. vili. 487. In April 1404 Oldeastle’s maserial resoarees ware sirengthened
by crown grants of 404 and 40 marks per annum, to be drawn respestively trom the
revenues of the duchy of Laneaster and the lordship of Monmouth: Duc. Lang,
Reoords, 18, 186, * Concessiones et patentes de Anpo sepiimo,’ 1. 23 b,

™ Rot. (lavs. 5 Hen. V, m. 14; G E. ¢, Complate Pasrage, vi. 119

IIM

B Rot. Claos. § Hen. IV, m. 5 4., which makes her thirty years of age. &s, how-
over, she way already marrisd in Nov. 1880 (Rot. Parl. v. 401), this must be Incorreet.
Joan was the daughter of Bir John Delapole by & daunghtar of John Cobham, also called
Joan.
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Joan at once sought a new husband to assist her in managing her
property, and her choice foll upon Oldcastle.®

The marriage meant & great rise in the fortunes of Sir John.
Hitherto he had been merely & Herefordshire knight, of some con-
sideration in his own eircle, and no more. Now, through his wife,
be added to his seanty estates the broad domaine of one of the most
notable families of Kent. For two hundred years the fortunes
of the Cobhams had been steadily rising; and Joan was able to
bring to her husband six manors and the revenues of the hundred
of 8hamley, in Kent, a manor in Norfolk, two in Northamptoneghire,
and a like number in Wilts, with a house known as Cobham’s Inn,
mn the parish of 8t. Dunstan-in-the-East, London,* not to speak
of Cooling Castle, which the emergy and public spirif of Joan's
prandfather had made one of the most formidable strongholds in
the country.® It may be noted that Lord Grey of Codnor, who
had been QOldcastle’s captain in Beotland, held the manors of Hoo
and Halstow, bordering on the Cobham lande in Kent:* possibly
through him Sir John became aoquainted with his wife.

Though the centre of Oldcastle’s interesis was now far away
from Wales, his connexion with the march was not all at once
broker off. During 1409 he, togother with others, was granted the
wardahip of the lordship of Dynas, an estate not many miles
diatant from Almeley.¥ But his time was soon engrossed by more
important duties. In the antumn of 1409 the king found it
neceseary to call a parliasment—the firat since Oldcastle’s marriage—
sad Bir Jobn was summoned to attend as a member of the upper
house.® Henceforward till his acensation in 1413 no parliament
met without his receiving .4 similar summons. It iz disputed
whether Henry intended to found a new barony in Oldeastle’s
favour, or summoned Oldcastle merely in right of his wife.** The
writs always refer to him as * John Oldecastle chivaler,” as though
his connexion with the Cobhams had nothing to do with the
summone, Buf two other members of the house of lorda—one
contemporaneous with Oldcastle, the other nearly so—are regarded
Ly Dugdale aa possessing their ssats ure wrorw, though they are
summoned under their own names, with no mention of the family
into which they had married.* Little significance, however, can

= Comp. Pssrage, 1L 317 ; Collsctansa Topographica st Gensalogien, vil. 830, 886,
For an seeoant of Joan's husbands—8ir Robert Hemanhale, Bir Reginald Braybroake,
and Bir Nicholss Hawhark—ses Archasclogns Caontiara, zl 87 fI

% Cel. Ing, pott mort. iv. 88 The lst grran may not be exhaustive CL thid
1. 81, 179, 815 ; iv. 155

™ Arch. Cant. 1L 138 #f = Hasted, Hustory of Kent, L 559, 568.

" Cal. Rot. Chart, p. 859,

® (.E.C., Complste Pesrape, vl 119 ; Dugdale, Summonsd. Porl

= Profeesor Talt favoors tha former view, as doos Dugdale, by omithng Cldosasle
from his list of thoas sgmmonsd ture uroris G E C. inellnes to the other theory.

* Thess wers Hugh Btafford and Bir Lewls Robsart, each of whom in succession
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be attached to the fact that the peerage was afterwards continued
mn the line of Cobham, not of Gldeastle ; for, since condemnation
for treason forfeited all rights of peerage, Cldcastle's heir had no
more claim to a summons to parliament than any other gentleman
in England. Moreover after Oldcastie’s condemnation no represen-
tative of the Cobhams appeared in parlinment for over thirty years,
though either Joan's fifth husband or her son-in-law might properly
have been summoned iure wuroris. Consequently the action of
Henry VI in summoning Edward Broke as Lord Cobham practi-
cally amounted to the creation of a new barony.

It 18, perhaps, impossible to arrive at any definite conclugion
on the matter. The ideaa concerning the qualification for a seat
among the lords temporal were much less fixed in the early
fifteenth century than they afterwards became, and the practice
with regard to the issue of summonses was probably somewhat
locse. On John Cobham's death it must have been thought
inadvisable that the great Cobham interest should be unrepresented
in parliament; while, doubtless, Oldcastle’s previous ssrvices
were not left out of account. Although Oldeastle’s right to a
summons may not have been derived from his wife in theory, it is
probable that this was parily tho case as a matter of fact. If he
had not married into a great family Oldcastle would scarcely have
received hig summons : with the example of Richard IT before his
oyes Henry would never have ventured to confer such an honour
on a knight of Oldeastle’s standing, however great his personal
regerd for him. But, on the other hand, the fact that Henry V never
summoned Joan's fifth husband would seem to indicate that
marriage into the Cobham family was not in itself sufficient, but
that proved ability was also requisite.

Although the wnts had been issued on 26 Oct. 1409 it was late
in the following January before parliament actuslly assembled.
Bir John made use of the interval to cross the Channel and take
part in a tournament at Lille. Three Englishmen were opposed
to three Fronchmen *' and Oldcastle duly fought his opponent ; but
how the contest went we are not told. Neither combatant can have
been much hart, for the same night they both supped with the
count of Nevers, who was acting a8 master of the cersmonies.
After three days of great magnificance and heavy expense the
tilting came to an end.

Parliament met at Westminster on 27 Jan. The session
was & long one, lasting till late in April, with an Easter recess of
wis the hostend of Elizabeth, denghter and heiress of Bartholomew, Lord Bourchier.
Btaflord's summonses wers Invarisbly addresssd ¢ Hogon! Stafford ;' Robsari's
* Lodovieo Bobessart Chl'r.’

4 The attempts of cur Burgundian sathorlty to reproduse the English names are

Dot very suocesttol. Oldcastle's somrades appear to have been two ssquires, Umtra-
ville and Brembre (Petit, Itinéraire ds Jean sans Peur, p. 78; cf. Wylle, Ll 2023)
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three weeks. Though everything seems to have passed quietly,
this parliament afterwards acquired a certain notoriety throngh the
apocryphal stories of chroniclers concerning the doings of the
lower house. Walsingham tells us that the milites parliamentales
(vel, ut dicamus vertus, satellites Pilatales), eagerly desiring the
spoliation ol the church of God, presented to the king a bill, in
which they sought to demonstrate that confiscation of the tempo-
ralities of the elergy would enable the king to provide for fifieen
new earls, 1,500 knights, and 6,200 esquires, and to found a
bhundred elmshouses.** A manuscript of Titus Livias's Life of
Henry V gives us further details as to this scheme.®® The figures
here ssem to be taken from a tract containing a list ~f the errors
of John Purvey, who some years before had advocated confiscation
on the same grounds.® Walsingham goes on to relate that when
the knights were asked whence all the necessary money could be
derived they broke down ufterly, and therenpon the king forbade
them to mention the mafter again. Foiled in this plan, the coctus
execrabilis petitioned thai elerks convicted of secular offences ghould
thenceforth be handed over to the prisons of the king and the
temporal lords; and when another unfavoursble answer was
received they brought up a further petition, that the ¢ Statutum de
haeretico comburendo ' might be modified. But they were told that
eny alteration would be in the direction of greater strictness.
After this rebuff the attack seems to have been abandoned.

Later chroniclers and historians have largely accepted this
stary, and have laid special stress on the siatistics of the knights
with reference to church property. Mr, Wylie himself thinks that
some sweeping propossl of confiscation was brooght forward, and
regards Oldeastle as the ringleader in the whole affair. But a
comparigon between the chroniele and the official records leaves
little room for doubt that Walsingham has been guilty of grosa
exaggeration, if not of sheer invention. Thare is, indeed, a stratum
of twruth underlying his story, It is certain that the knightly
element in the lower house was decidedly anti-ecclesiastical in
temper, and that the commons petitioned for a modification of the
‘ Btatntum de haeretico,’ of such a nature as virtually to abrogate
it.# The members of the lower house also represented that under

< Walslogham, Hist. drgl 1. 258,

@ Wylie, 1d. 869, Mr. Wylie's statement that Livius Is the first chronialer to
resard the statisties of the knights is misleading. The manuseript refared to is
undoobtedly the first to mention the figures which were afistwards osoably repesied
¥y chronlslers, but Walsingbam had already given several of tham, thoagh with less
dotail.

# The tract ssams 10 bave bees compllad by one Riehard Lavynham, a Carmelits
friar, and ix bazed oo Purvey's Eccletias Regimen. It Is printed 1n Fassiculd
Fiscoiorum, p. 888 1. Livios's statistics are not entirely identical with those in the

Fasciculr, bot the diffarsnoss ars unimportant.
Y Rof Parl iii. 837. Ons of the chief points of the statuts of 1401 was the
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colour of acting pro salute amumarnm the ecclesiastical officials
were extending their jurisdiction to matters cognisable at common
law; the king was therefore requested to frame a statute to deal
with these encroachments, and to enact that all contraveners thereof
shonld suffer imprisonment, pay a fine to the king, and indemnity
the wjured party.® As legislation on the subject already existed,
Henry refused to take further measures; but the incident seema
to have alarmed the chorchmen, and by the time news about
parliament reached the 8t. Albans seriptorium a comparatively
modest request had grown into a proposal that all eriminous clerks
ghould in futore undergo punishment at the hands of the secular
power. hile there is8 no evidence of the introduction of such a
sweeping scheme of confiscation as that mentioned by Walsingham,
a petition is enrolled in which the commons begged that half the
revenues of abaentee incumbents and of livings which had been
appropriated under false pretences ghould be saized into the king's
hand, on the ground that the countiry was impoverished through
the continual wars.” Walsingham’s account gains little real con-
firmation from the work of Titus Livius, which was written later
than 1487 and in which the passage in question is poseibly inter-
polated.*

That Oldcastle had already adopted Lollard views is made
clear by an incident which oceurred during the Easter recess, It
i indeed likely that he had long favoured the new doctrines. Om
the assumption that bhe was born abont 1876 he must have lived
in an atmosphere of Wyeliffite teaching from his youth np. By
1890 the unstable fanatic William Swinderby and the mystical
layman Walter Brute were working in Herefordshire and giving
Bishop Trevenant no small trouble.”” Richard Wiche too, who
seems $0 bave been intimate with Oldeastls, was originally a
priest of the diocese of Hereford, thongh his activity afterwards
extended over many parts.®® Nor were the preachers the only
pource whence Oldcastle may have ‘drunk the gall of heresy.'
The west country kmghts were not disinclined to favour the
reformers. Bir John Clanvowe, of Cusop Castle, not many miles
from Almeley, is mentioned as one of the early patrons of
Lollardy,* and later events suggest that the Greyndors, who had
much property in the west, were on the same side.'” Perhaps it
powsr it gave to the clergy of making wrrests on their own initiative. In their
petition the oommons sgked that in fnture these should be made onty by the officers
of the grown.

“ Rot. Parl in. 845. v Ibid.

* It dows not occur In the manuseript used by Hearns in preparing his priniad
edition ; ses Wyliy, ifl. 810, n

“ Por Bwinderby and Brute see Foxe (sd. Cattley), iin. 111, 181, 196,

* Wyls, Ui 588; Engl Hust. Rev. v. 580 1.; Devon, Jaruas, p. 853,

M Robinson, Castles, p. 40 W wm, Hut. dngl. . 159,
P
® Etmham, Lib. Meir. p. 148, Capgrave, De silnstr. Hemricis, p. 121,
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wasd from the preachers that Oldcastle derived his enthusiasm for
the new ideas, while the restraining influence of the knights kept
him from fanaticism and taught him that even a Lollard might
serve both his God and his king.

But until 1410 there is no authentic indication that Oldcastle
was anything but a dotiful son of the church.? During the early
months of that year the zeal of the orthodox burnt strongly. Mueh
excitement had been caused by Arundel’s confliet with the univer-
gity of Oxford, where a reorudescence of Wyclifite teaching had
given causa for alarm. In 1409 a provinecial constitution had
placed new weapons in the hands of the clergy,* and soon after-
wards John Badby, the poor tailor of Evesham, was put to death.
On 8 April 1410 Arundel sent a letter to the dean of Rochester,
in which he etated that one John, feigning himself a chaplain and
dwelling with Sir John Oldcasile, had for some time past been
preaching Lollardy in the churches of Hoo, Halatow, and Cooling,
especially the last; the dean was therefore to proclaim an inter-
dict in these places, and to provide for the citation of the chaplain,
who was in hiding.** Though Oldeastle is nowhere accused of
instigeting the chaplain’s misdesds it is likely that Arundel meant
his action to be a hint to the protector quite a8 much as & blow at
the protected. A timely accident, however, averted the threatened
trouble. It so happened that a marriage between Sir John’s step-
danghter, Joan Braybrooke, and the heir ¢of Bir Thomas Broke, a
Bomerset knight,™ was to take placs in Cooling Church early in April.
Joan's mother and 8ir Thomas, whose orthodoxy was above sus-
picion, were naturally anzious for the speedy removal of the interdict,
and the archbishop suspended 143 operation for three days, in order
that the wedding might be celebrated, and some time later relaxed
it altogether.” The offending preacher was epparently forgotten.
As for his patron, far from being moved by Arundel’s hint, he
identified himself more and more with the Lollard cause, and in
the following summer wo find him connected with the Bohemian
Wyehffites.

The researches of Dr. Loserth® have made it clear that

* The tales of Oldeastle's early religlons and politleal activity to be found in Bale
and severnl lntar writers are based either ona faflure to distinguish between the hosband
ard grandfather of Joan Cobham, or elss on conjecturs or invention

H Wilkins, Coneilag, I 814 f1.

“ Itud. p. B39 Hoo and Halstow belonged to the Greys of Codnor see aborve,
p- 488,

¥ Collactanea Topographica et Genealogica, vil. 388. There is evidence that the
martiage was largely & flnancial transaction, Hot. Claos. 11 Hen VL m. 24 ¢

% Wilking, fif. 880 1.

® In his Wicl{f and Hus, and in an article ' Usber die Bexiehungen zwischen
englischenn und bohmischen Wiclifiten' in the Afuttheliungen des Instituis far
Ssterrechischs Geschichtsforschuny, xil (1891) 254 ff.  CL mnte, vol. vt (1802)
Fp- 306 f1.
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ever since the marringe of Richard II to Anne of Luxemburg
intercourse between England and Bohemia had been continuous
and extensive. The most important result had been the intro-
duction of Wycliffite views among the Czechs. By 1410 heresy
had become so popular among all classes that the chureli was
giriving to restore orthodoxy by force, and it was with t$his end in
view that the archbishop of Pragne, about the middle of July, had
numerous works of Wycliffe burnt. The wrath of the peopls at
his action found expression in satirical ballads and even in open
disorder. The reform party in the umversity, too, strove fo retalate
on the archbishop by organising a series of public lectures, at which
the condemned books were defended by prominent theologians.
News of all this was soon carried to England. On 8 Sept. two
congratulatory letters were gent in reply—one to Hus from Richard
Wiche, the other to Wok of Waldstein from Sir John Oldeastle.*
Both are in Latin, and while Wiche probably wrote 1n person
the form of Oldeastle's letter i8 evidently due to a clerk. The
general tanour of the communication 18, doubtless, & reflexion of
Sir John's opinions, but the details of it must not be pressed too
far as proofs of his knowledge or liferary skill. Wok of Waldstein to
whom the letter was sent was a member of the Bohemian nobility
and an enthusiastic Huamte. His chief exploits belong to a later
date; he was the ringleader at the burning of the papal bulls in
1412, and one of the noblea who protested against the treatment of
Hus at Constance and bound themselves to maintain the freedom
of the Gospel. Zdislaw of Zwierteticz, to whom Oldcasile's letter
was to be taken in the event of Wok's absence, was likewise
a strong upholder of Wycliffite views. He had quite recently
graduated at Prague, and had been very prominent in the atiacks
on the archbishop during the summer of 1410, having defended
Wyecliffe's treatise ‘ De Universalibus ' in the Carolinum on 6 Aug.
Shortly before he had been excommunicated. That Oldcastle
ghould be in communication with {wo of the protagonisis of
the reform party in Bohemia shows that for some time past he
muost have been recognised as a leader of English Lollardy.
Perhaps he had met the two Bohemians in England, though there
i8 nothing in the letter to suggest this.

The letter begins with congratulations on the recent achieve-
ments of the Bohemians, but the greater part of it 18 taken up with
exhortations to perseverance and endurance. The quotations from
Ieidore and Chrysostom are doubtless the work of the scribe, but
Oldcastle himself may be responsible for the numerous references
to Beripture.  The letter shows clearly that he accepted fully
the leading principles of Lollardy. He lays particular siress on

» Wiche's latter s printsd in Iok. Hus Afosumenta, L. I o; Oldesastle's, by
Losarth, Afifthslinngem, xii 3060 f
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the duty of priests to preach the word of God and suppress nothing ;
any one who afrives fo prevent their doing so is none other than
antichrist. Bo anxious i8 he that his Bohemian brethren shall
realise that he means to stand by his views that he affixes his seal
to the end of the letter, quod nurquam apponimus ad litteram que
deberet in postertin caseart.® To the Bohemians, therefore, Old-
castle's letter must have seemed a manifesto of the policy of the
leader of English Lollardy.

We know from a later letter of QOldeastle’s™ that the corre-
gpondence between the iwo countries was kept up, and that Hus
himsel{ wrote to his English supporter. According to Thomes
Netter of Walden, whosa statement is unsupported by other
evidence, Sir John, at the request of Hus, sent copies of Wycliffe's
works to Bohemia.® Whalden was mistaken if he believed—asg his
language seems to imply—that this was the means whereby the
Czechs firal became acquainted with Wyecliffe’s writings. Wycliffe's
philosophieal works, as Dr. Loaerth haa shown, were known 1n
Prague long before the close of the fourteenth century, and in
1899 Jerome of Prague, returning home from a visit to England,
took with him the Trialoqus and Dialogus, and 8o introduced the
Englishman's theology to hig counirymen. Before Hus obtained
any great notoriety Wycliffite liferature was plentiful in Prague.®
It is possgible, indeed, that Hus at some time asked Oldcastle to add
to his library of Wycliffe's works. But it is equally likely that
the story is one of the numerous legends invented to account
for the wide diesemination of heterodox views among the Crecha.
The Bohemians themealves soon forget how the Lollard teaching
came into their midst,* and Walden, writing as he did when both
Oldcastle and Hus had been in their graves for some years, would

* The manuseript as printed by Dr. Losarth has * oessarl.’

¥ ToKing Wenesslaus. Ths letter is printed by D+ Loserth and also by Mr Wylls,
(iv. 821). Oldeastls in respectinl but straightiorward terms congrainlates the king
on the snpport he has given to the refcrmaers, and urges him to persevers in his
courss. The letter 18 dated * London, 7 Sepi.,’ but the year Is not given, Dr. Lossrth
(Mitthalungen, xil. 268}, bamng hivconelndon on e dngle santemoe, ascribes it to 1418,
The officin]l report of Oldeastle’'s trial, however, makes 1t almost certain that he
was at Oooling on 7 Sepi. of that year. The laudatory tone of the letter woold
bave been impossible after Wenseslans's polisy during the mrnggle over the indul.
gances which distructed Prague in 1412, and after he had virtvally driven Hus into
exile. Oldeastls wus In hiding from the ecclesinstical officials and in danger of his
life, bot he nowhars hints at his situation, bot, on the contrary, declares himsslf
ready to serve Wenceslany as the latter may think fit. Tome 1411 seems s much
more likely date; for in the summer of that yewr Oldeastls may wall have thonght
that Wenceslans way heart and soul with the reformers. Tha very refarence relled
en by Dr. Loserth suits 1411 gonits sa well as 1418, CL Palscky, Gesch. Boam.
il 258, 261 &,

2 Walden, Doctrinale, Ub. U e 70.

“ Loserth, Afiitheilnungen, xii 258, Wichf and Hus, pp. 74 ., 84 11,

@ Ihd. p. 7111,
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naturally be led to connect the two men with the sowing of the
pestiferous seed.

The letters show that Oldcastle’s opinions remained unchanged
during the next year or two. Buf he seems to have kept his
Lollard proelivities in the background, and continued to serve and
fight for his king as before. In Beptember 1411 he was on a com-
mission to examine the walls and bridges along the reaches of the
Thames between Northfleet and Greenwich;* and immediately
afterwards he was associated with the earl of Arundel and
Robert and Gilbert Umfraville in the command of the force
which was about to be sent to France for the suceonr of the
Burgundian pariy® The duke of Burgundy’s application for help
was not favomrably received by the king, and the despateh of the
force is sad to have been an irregular proceeding on the part of
the prince of Wales, The enterprise was, however, successful.
The assistance of the Engligh enabled the Burgundians to occupy
Paris and defeat their opponents at 8f. Cloud, and turned the
scale of war for that year in their favour. The Englishmen
greatly distinguished themselves, but of Oldcastle’s personal
achievements we hear nothing. It is clear, however, that Bir
John was on good terms with young Henry, and was regarded by
him a8 one of his moat trustworthy soldiers. About the end of
the year the whole force returned to England.”

On the death of Henry IV, in March 1413, it might have been
thought that his son's accession would tend towards Oldcastle's
forther advancement; bnt the Lancastrian power rested to no
small extent on ecclesinatical support, and the zeal of the ¢hureh
had lafely been fanned afresh by the council held at Rome in the
early months of 1418, which had condemned many of Wyeliffe's
writings a8 unfit to be read or possessed by good Christians,
and as deserving to be burnt,.

Before the death of the king convocation had met, the first
session having been held on 6 March. Foxe, for once independent
of Bale, says that the purpose of the summoning of this assembly
was the repression of the Lollards, and in particular of Oldcastle,
‘a8 recordeth the chronicle of St. Albans.’ There were, indeed,
numerous reasons for bolding a convocation. The king had directed
it ; there was a subsidy to be granted; the question of the schism
had to be discussed. If there had been no heresy in England, the
convocation would probably have met. But it is likely enough

s Wyle, ill. 298.

= Gust. Henr. V, p, 380, Otterbourns, p. 360, Walkingham, ii. 286, Gregory,
Chronicls, in Hutorical Collaetions of a Citlsem of London (sd J. Galrdner),
p. 108; Three Fiftsnih-Cemtury Chronicles (od. Galirdner), p. 88, Clhron. Lond.
(ed. Kicolas), p 98

¥ For an aceount of the expedition see Wyhe, iv. 37 f.; Bamsay, Lancaster and
York,1 180
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that, when Henry IV died, Arundel saw in the change of ruler a
‘good opportunity for gaining the energetic support of the sscular
arm against heretics. Of recent years Henry IV had been loth
to act vigorously. But the new king would be eager for the support
of the charch, and willing to pay a high price for it. Even his
friend Oldcastle might be won from him by a litile dexterous
diplomacy. The case of Oldcastle was brought under Arundel’s
notice on the first day of convoeation. In the afternoon the arch-
bishop’s registrar, who had just completed his examination of the
credentials of the proctors, was informed that there was present in
the church a chaplain strongly suspected of heresy. Bummoned
before the registrar, the chaplain stated that his name was John
Lay, and that he came from Nottingham ; he had bean two daysin
London, and had that morning celebrated mass before the ‘lord
Cobham.” On this the registrar demanded his certifieate of ordina-
tion and his hcence to celebrate; but Iay replied that he had
brought neither with him. He was therefore sworn to attend
before the primate on the following Saturday, to show bis credentials
and do forther what might be required. But we hear nothing more
about him ; probably he failed {0 appear at the time appointed.*
It would be interesting to know whether this John Lay was the
priest whose doings had led to the interdiet on Cooling Church in
1410.

Before any real work could be done siress of parliamentary
business compelled Arundel fo suspend the sittings of the clerical
agsembly. Then came the death of the king, and afterwards
parliament took up more time. Liftle business could be done &l
8 June,*® and the sessions had to be held in Lambetk Church instead
of at 8t.Panl’s. The first occurrence of importance was the presanta-
tion of the report of & commission appointed in the previous year
to examine Wycliffe's works. The members of the commission now
presented 267 exiracta for condemnation, and suggested that after
convocation had dealt with them they should be submitted to the
pope.™ Their proposal was accepted. The articles were condemned
forthwith and then sent on to Rome. The archbishop accompanied
the extracts with a letter, in which he asked for the confirmation
of the sentence of convocation and for the condemnation of Wycliffe
and his adnerents. Healso prayed that the reformer’s bones might
be exhumed and thrown on a dunghll.” The tractates containing
the objestionable conclusions were afterwards burnt at Paul’s Cross.™

= Wilkin, ili. 838,

® Before this cobvocation seems to have done pothing beyond granting a tenth
to the kng during May (Reg. Arumdal, il £ 27). Wilkina has not transeribed the
register very faithfully in the Concillia. From the text there printed it wonld appear
that Do sesxions wers held from 6 March to 6 June; the reglrter, howerer, makes it

dear that somathing, though very litile, was attemptad.
» Wilkina, iil. 830 ™ Ibed, iii 860, ™ Ibid. {il. 851
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Convocation continned to sif {ill 26 June, During ita closing
days Arundel was absent and the bishop of London presided.
Much discossion took plate concerning the reform of the church.
The petitions of the clargy on this point suggest that the archbishop
had not, in their opinion, been strict enough. They pray for the
gtricter enforcement of various provineial constitntions, most of
them originally laid down by Otto or Ottobon, and providing for
the orderly life of the clergy. Convocation also begged that the
new enactments of 1409 might be amended, with a view to increasing
their efficacy. The archbishop made no demur about granting
them all their requests.” In all probability, however, the internal
reform of the church was only of secondary importance in the
minds of the clergy, for the case of Oldeastle had again been
forced upon their notice. Among the condemned books two were
found which contained doetrines of peculiar depravity. Ome i»
interesting on account of its place of publication. It came from
Coventry, where Swinderby had preached thiriy years before, and
which was still & notorious centre of Lollardy. The other work—a
mere pamphlet—conmsted of nnbound sheets containing several
short tracts, It had been found in the hands of an illuminator of
Paternoster Row. The man, on being arreeted, declared that the
book was not his but belonged to Bir John Oldoastles.

Oldcastle’s name had now been twice bronght before convocation,
each time in bad company. The suspected priest had given the
anthorities the slip, but the obnoxious book placed what seemed
incontestable evidence in their hands. They determined to strike
at once. On 6 June, the very day on which the Lollard articles
had been formally condemned, some of the membera of convocation
went to the king at his manor of Kennington and read to him
some of the most extreme conclusions of the book said to belong to
Oldeastle. Sir John himself was present at the intarview, and
listened to therecital of the articles. The king was greaily shocked
&t the opinions put forward ; they were, he said, the worst he had
ever heard. He then asked Oldcasile what he thought of the
condemnation of the work. 8ir John unexpectedly replied that
he considered the action of convocation quite right and proper. On
being asked, very naturally, why he then posesessed the book, he
said that he never used it, and had not read more than two pages
of it.”* Boon afterwards the lower clergy, having made a careful
inquiry into the facts of the case, drew up a formidable indictment
against Oldcastle, and requested the archbishop and his suffragans
to summon him before them to answer their accusations. But the
prelates were in favour of proceeding with cantion, and thought it
advisable to consult the king before again attacking uaum de prae-
carissimis ex magnis domesticis suis, Bo Arundel, the bishops, and

" Wilkins, ih. 851. * Iad i, 359.
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a large number of clergy made another visit to Kennington, where
Henry was shill residing, and ‘took counsel with him upon the
matter. They accused Oldeastle of being a notorious favourer of
error and heresy ; of holding, asserting, and defending erroneous
and heretical conelusions in many dioceses; of receiving, shelter-
ing, and protecting unlicensed preachers; of sending them out to
preach, attending their ‘shameful meetings,’ and oppressing any
who resisted them with threats and fears and the power of the
sword ; of declaring that no prelate might lawfally make constitu-
tions for the regulation of preaching; and, finally, of holding
heterodox views eoncerning the sacrament, penance, pilgrimages,
mage-worship, and the power of the keys.

The king thanked them for the information; but he was not
the man to abandon a faithful servant without making an attempt
to turn him from error. Affer reminding Arundel of the close
friendship existing between Oldcastle and himself, and of the
respect due to one of knightly rank, he asked the archbishop to
delay further action till he had done what he could to turn Old-
castle from the error of his ways. If his attempts shonid come to
nought, he promised to hand the heretic over to the chureh and
to lend whatever aid the secular arm could afford. The clergy
grumbled ; bot nothing was to be done but to accede to the king's
request, and they had to go away and dissolve convocation with
the knowledge that Oldcastle was still at large and, to all appear-
ance, a8 prosperous a8 ever.’”* But through the whole aflair, which
must have bean most disagreeable to him, Henry acted straight-
forwardly. He did his best to save his friend, but at the same
time he felt boand to do his duty by the charch. During the next
two montha he lefi no stone unturned in order to lead Oldcastle
back to the * fold of Christ.’** Bus persusaion proved qunite nseless.
According to the protestant writers of the sixteenth century Old-
cagtle thanked the king for his efforts, and declared himself anxious
to remain a faithful servant of the crown, but ‘the pope and his
dlergy he would not obey.'”” No open breash had taken place by
the middle of July; for on the 20th of that month Henry under-
took by letéers patent to pay by Michaelmas 1414 four hundred
marks which were owing to Oldeastle and others.™ About a month
later, however, while Henry was at Windsor, matters came to a

2 Wilkins, ill. 252,

™ Ibid.; Fasc. Zis. p. 485 ; Elmham, Lib. Aetr. p. 99; Geal. Henr. V. p. 2,
Capgrave, Do llustr Henr. p. 119; Badmayne, p. 16.

7 Redmayns, p. 18 ; Bale, pp 24, 35.

n Foed. ix. 41. The foar hundred marks were part of the prioe of & clasp, mid to
hare balonged to Bir Lewls Gitfford, who was long s supporter of Lollardy. Henry had
boaght it from Oldcastls and his swociates, who are described as sxecotors of Clifford’s
will (Devon, Istues, p- #13). In Clifford’s will, however, printed by Dugdale, thers is
0o maption either of Oldeastle or any of the gthers (Baronape of England., 1. 341)
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orisis. The king, exasperated by what he considered Oldcasile’s
obstinaey, broke out into fierce invectives against him— prasfatum
dominum Iohanrent super pertinacia sua acriter increpabat—and Bir
John, plenus diabolo, retusing to submit to this atiack, want off
without leave and shuf himself up in Cooling Castle. The king
promptly wrote to the archbishop, who was then near Chichester,
oocoupiod s solenniu Amumptionss beatas Virginis, In his leiter
Henry put the whole cass of Oldcasile in the hands of the
ecclesiastical anthorities.™

Eventa now followed one another rapidly. Henry sent writs
to all the sheriffs, ordering them $o provide for the arrest of un-
licensed preachers and their aiders and abettors, and to see that
the constitutions of 1409 were 1n no way infringed.® The church
too lost no time in getting to work. Before long the archbishop's
summoner appearad before Cooling Castle. But here Oldcastle kept
the gates shut. Now Arundel, anxious apparently to maintain the
dignity of the servants of the church, had ordered that his messenger
should on no account enter without leave, and thak, through the
mediation of a certain John Batler, usher of the king's chamber,
QOldcastle should be called upon either to admit the summoner or
to come outside and receive the citation thera. Oldcastle, as might
have been expested, refused ; and the summoner had to return to
his master without accomplishing any part of his errand.”* The
archbishop at once ordered lettars citatory to be publicly affixed to
the doors of Rochester Cathedral. Oldeastle was summoned to appear
at Leeds Castle, near Maidstone, on Monday, 11 Sept.” Of course
when the 11th arrived Sir Jobn failed to attend. It was reported
to the archbishop that be was fortifying himself at Cooling.
Arundel promptly pronounced him contnmacions and exeommuni-
cated him. On the same dsy he cited him for 28 Bept., to set forth
reasonable cause, if he had any, why he should not be desli with
aa & public heretic, schismatic, and enemy of the catholic church.®

What happened then is far from clear., The official report
prooeeds at once to 28 Bept., and states that on that date Bir John
was brought by the keeper of the Tower before the archbighop in the
chapter honse of 8&. Paul's; but no explanation is given as to how
QOldeastle came to be in the hands of his conductor, or, indeed, how

™ Wilkins, Hi. 858. ® Foud. lx. 48.

“ Fasc. Zis. p. 435, Bale (p. 25 L) mys that when the rummoner found Cooling
Casile shot against him be a$ ¢nes returned to Arondel. The srchblahop then gent
for Butlar, who went to Oooling with the mummonar, gained admisslon ic the casile
by dsalaring that the king desired Oldowsile to obey the citation, ‘and so clied him
trandnlently.’ Bat the* Magnus Prooessus ' makes it clear thet the oitation was tever
sarved af all B

" Bals tells us that soms of Oldoastle’s frisnds ahorily afterwards took these
letters down; whan now ones ware put up, on 8 Bept, thay were also *rent down and
utlarly eonsamed.’

" Fas. Kis. p. 486.

YOL. XXL.—NX0. LXXIX. aga
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he got to London aft all. In the reference to $he citation for 38 Bept.
nothing is said about London : a8 far ag we can judge Leeds was
gtill intended to be the place of trial. No order for Oldcasile’s
arrest appears in the c¢lose roll for the year. The archbishop
himself has nothing to say about it. There is no hint as fo any
resistance. From the ‘ Magnus Processus ' it would appear as if Old-
castle, who had gone away from the king without leave and twiea
refused to accept citation, either gave himsell up or else tamely
submitted to the first royal officar who came to demand hia person.

It is posaible, however, that Bale, of small value for the history
of Oldcastle a3 a general rule, may fornish something like a {rue
account of what happened. He eays that, after his exoommunica-
tion at Leeds, Oldeastle, ‘ beholding the unpeaceabls fury of anti-
christ thus kindled against him, perceiving himsslf also compassed
on every aide with deadly dangers,’” wrote ount a confession of his
faith, containing a reply to the chief counts in the accusation
againet him, and took it to the king. This confesgion, says Bale,
opened with the Apostles’ Creed; then came a more detailed expo-
gition of the writer’s views on the Trinily and the Incarnation.
Proceeding turther, Oldcastle declares Christ to be the only head of
the chureh. The chureh on earth is divided into three classes—
priests, knights, and commons. The functions of each of these
sections are then defined. An apparently orthodox statement of
the doctrine of the sacrament follows. Finally, he declares his
belief that God asks no more of man than that he shall obey his
law. Should any prelate require any other kind of obedience,
he econfemneth Christ, and 8o becometh an open antischrist.’
After the confeasion comes a sirong appeal to the king thaé the
whole docunment may be examined by the most godly and learned
man of the realm, who should decide upon its orthodoxy. Oldeastle,
Bale goes on to say, arrived at court; bot the king refused to
recaive hig confeasion, ordering him to deliver it to the ecclasiaatics
who were to judge him. * Then desired he in the king’s presence
that an huondred knights and esquires might be suffered to eome in
upon his purgation, which (he knew) wounld clear him of all heresios.’
He also offered to eubmit his faith to trial by battle with any man
living, the king and the lords of his council alone excepted, and
declarsd himself prepared to aceept any sentence founded on *the
laws of God.” The king thereupon received him ¢in his own privy
chamber,’ where Oldcastle announeced that he had appealed to the
pope, and showed a copy of his appeal to Henry, The king waa
much displeased : Oldeagtle, he said, should not pursue his appeal ;
whether he wished it or not, the archbishop shonld decide his case.
The knight was thereupon arrested and committed to the Tower.™
This acoount resta eolely on Bale's anthority, though he says he

™ Bale, p. 38 f1.
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draws his facts from the vetus exemplar Londinensinm, a docu-
ment of which we have unfortunately no trace except in the Brefe
Chronycle. If this vetus exemplar was a contemporary document
there may be something in the above story ; and in any caas it is hard
to discredit entirely the statement that Oldeastle did visit the king.®

Gregory in bis London Chronicle says that Oldcastle ‘waa a
restyde at Wynsore, and sende to the Toure of London, ™ and
we know from the close rolls ithat the king was at Windsor on
Monday, 18 Sept. This story is unsupported ; but the compiler of
the early part of the chronicle would, as a Londoner, have had
better opportunities than most of hearing the truth about prisoners
in the Tower : nor would this be the only time that he hit upon
the truth when every one elsa went wrong; for instance, he alone
gives a irue siatement of the fime of Gloncester's death in
1897." It is clear that the king's stay in Windsor was short,
and it may have owed ita speedy termination to his desire to take
Oldcastle to London and see him safely into the Tower. This
supposition would explain the absence from the rolls of any writs
ordering hia arreat or directing Bir Robert Morley, the keeper of
the Tower, to receive him,® Possibly Henry was still anxious to
deal gently with his old friend, and refrained from treating him as
an ordinary prisoner. The neceasary proceedings would, therefore,
be carried out quietly, and this might explain the almost unanimous
gilence of the chroniclers. Buch a conjecture seems to give the
most reasonable explanation of a diffienlt problem.*

On 28 Bept., a8 mentioned above, Bir Robert Morley brought
Oldcasile before Arundel, who was at Bt. Panl's together with the
bishops of London asnd Winchester. The erchbishop at onee

= T4 is hard to acoept some of the detalls of Bals's aocount, such as the demand
for purgatlon by the knights and squires or the appeal to the pope. But it is
tonahes Uke this whish render it clear that Bals really had soms anthority for bis
viataments; hs wonld never have thought of Inventing & demand for & purgation
of thia sort, and hes was the last man in the world to tell os that his haro wished to
appeal 10 the pope, nnlas some previocs writer had o siatement to that effest, Foze,
In his Latin edion of 1389, atter describing Oldeastle’s sxeommunleailon and
oonilnoed disregard for the srchbwhop, sdds, * Regi tandem, missc ad eum proprio
factali, dicio se andientsm pracbait,’ and then gives an acoount of the interview of
OMeastls with Henry, In which ha substantially agress with Bale, Thoogh this
edition of Foxe's work gives quite a differsnt aseonnt of Oldoasile from that subee-
quantly printed in English, it {s unsale to regard him as an Indspandent authority, as
be must have known the Brafe Chromyols well in 1559, though he followed it with
remrve (Bervm in Zooleria pastarsm Commmliariy, Basal, 1559, pp. 98-100)

™ Greguery's Chromdcly, p. 107.

7 Boe Professor Tait's etsay in Owens Collsge Historical Emayy, p. 209.

® 0Of courst writs may have besn imned and not enrolled, but orders for the arrest,
and warrants to tha kesper of the Tower for the commitial, of promicent persons
séam 45 & rule ip have been entared in the patent or closs rolls.

* Walsdngham's explanation of how Oldeasils cams to bo in Morley’s hands really
tells os nothing : * pam parum ants per regios minisiros comprahengus fuemat, of in
Tuwr clamsoy’

aal
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proceeded with the prisoner’s examination.* Throughout the whole
trinl he treated him very well. He began by a formal recitation
of the events leading up to Oldcastle’s excommunication, and con-
eluded these preliminaries by offering {o absolve him from the ban of
the church. QOldcastle, somewhat ungraciously, took no noticeof
this offer, but at onee announced that he was prepared to declare his
faith. Permission having been obiained, he drew from his cloak an
indenture, read its coritents, and handed one copy of this confession
to the archbishop, keeping the other himself, The document, which
was written 1 English, lays down Oldeastle’s views on the sacramant
of the altar, penanca, images, and pilgrimage ; but, as is usnal in
Lollard confessions of belief, the language is vague, and the main
queations at iseue are eluded. On the subject of pilgrimages, indeed,
Sir John states explicitly that ¢ he that knoweth not, nor will not
know nor keep the commandments of God in his living here, albeit
he go on pilgrimage to all the world, and he die so, he shall be
damned.” " According to Bale Oldeastle prefaced his declaration
with a protest against Arundel’s siatements, presumably in the
citations, that his views were contrary to the determinations of the

church ; ¥ but there is no notice of this in the official ¢ Processus.’
Arundsl was a man of conaiderable experience in the examina-
tion of heretice. He knew that the points of view of the church
and the Liollards were so far asunder that no good ocould arise from
argunment. After consulting with his assessors, therefore, he went
giraight to the point. Bir John's confessior, he said, was on the
whole sound, but a fuller reply would have to be given concerning
the pacrament of the altar and penance: in the former case, did
the material bread remain after consecration or not ; in the latter,
was confession to a priest nacessary ? Oldcastle at first refused to
make any further stalement, and was warned by the primate that
s persistence in this course might lead to his being forthwith
doclared a heretic. The threat, however, produced no effect.
Arandel, who was ¢learly anxious to give Sir John every chance of
saving himsalf, then explained to him the determination of the
¢church on the subjects in question, according to Baints Augustine,
Jerome, Ambrose, and others of the fathers. Oldcastle replied
‘that he was willing enough to believe and observe whatever holy
¢hurch had dstermined, and whatever God wished him to believe
and observe; but that our lord the pope, the cardinals, arch-
bishops, bishops, and other prelsies of the church had the power
of determining such things he was unwilling at that time in any
wise to affirm.’* After the closing words of this remark Arundel
might have spared himeelf further trouble. Nevertheless he told
® The ' Magnus Processua ’ s printed n toll in the Concilias and the Fosdera, as

well as the Faselculi Zisaniorum.
" Page. Zir pp. 4879, ™ Bals, p. 20. ® Fase Zu. p 440,
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the prisoner that the anthorised doctrines on the chief matters at
issue shounld be written out for him, and tranelated into English,
on account of Oldeastle’s lack of learning (pro leviori intellectu
siugdem) ¥ The accused would bave the Sunday for considera-
tion and on the Monday he was to make his reply. With this
the session ferminated, and Morley led his charge back to the
Tower.®
On Monday, 28 Sept., the court was transferred to the Black-

friars—apparently a favourite place for the trial of haretica.™ The
primate, evidenily realising the importance of the occasxion, had
gatbhered together an imposing array of ecclesiastica. The bishop
of Bangor had joined his brethren of London and Winchester.
The archbishop’s official had been summoned, as his legal adviser ;
and four dootors of law were also present. Oxford wase represented
by two dootors of divinity, and the friars by & prominent member
of each of the four orders. A multitude of clergy and people
appear to have been epectators of the proceedings. All the digni-
taries and notaries having been sworn to give faithful counsel and
service,'” Morley again brought Oldeastle before his judges.®® As
on the preceding Saturday the primate began by a recital of what
had been done from the beginning of the case, and again closed
with an offer of absolution. Oldeastle replied that he would seek
ahsolution from none but God.*® DBale makes Oldcastle go down
on his knees and crave the forgiveness of God for youthful
wickedness—pride, wrath, gluttony, covetousness, lechery. Hin
version is, however, quite unsupported by the official record; nor
B it on the face of it likely that Oldeastle would make such
admissions just at that time: they would leave too good an open-
ing for the churchmen to make reflexions as to the class from
which Lollardy drew ite eupporters. The eame writer's account
proceeds with a description of a lengthy debate on the subject
of the eucharist, leading to & heated argument on the authority
of the church, interspersad with various irrelevant diatribes of
Oldcastle against the existing state and manners of the clergy.
Bir John, it would appear, grew more and more violent, and at
last simply abusive. His invective was much better than his

* I Bir John had besn able to undsrstand Latin, Arundel would hardly hava been
& the pains of having the translaiion made for his banefit.

* Fosc. Zia. p. 440 f1,

™ Gregory, p- 107; Bale, p. 47; Rof. Parl. iv. 109. The Oxford haretios had been
tisd 2t the Blackiriars in 18683, and the first examination of Badby had been hald at
ihe sams place,
b];;:‘uﬁl erangslils,’ acoording o the * Processas ;' on a ' matss-boks,’ socording

® Fase Fis. p 443. Bale (p. 47 1) !s not ocorrest when he mays thai the foor
trinrs presant were the heads of therr respective orders in England. Walden did not

besams provinalal of the Carmelites ifll the following year.
* Fose Zw. p 448,
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dialectic, though neither gide displayed any very cogent reasoning.
The whols debate was futile, and Arundel showed good sense
in pufting an end to it and demanding an explicit answer to the
articles submitted to the acoused on the previous day.!™® While
it is hard to believe that Bale’s account of the session down to
this point is all fiction, it is perhaps safer to regard the official
report as presenting, in a condensed form, the actual course of
events.

Arundel’'s ‘ Processus' has nothing of this preliminary discus-
sion; after mentioning Oldeastle’s refusal to receive absolution
from the archbishop, it goes on at once to his replies to the * deter-
minations of the church.' This last part of the trial lasted only
a short time. On the eucharist Oldcastle professed a theory
much like that which Luther afterwards held : the erucial point in
it was thaf after consecration bread did actually remain. With
reference to penanoe he asserted that confession to a priest,
though sometimez expedient, was not necessary to salvation. The
eross, he held, was not to be adored; he would be willing to
keep it clean and in a safe place, but thai was all the honour he
would pay it. As to the power of the keys, Bir John at once openly
declared that the pope was the head of antichrist, the archbishops
and bishops were his members, and the friars his tail: the pope
and prelates were not to be obeyed, except in as far as they were
imitators of Christ and Peter in life, manners, and oconversation ;
and he alone was the frue successor of Peter who was good in life
and pure in manners. Then, $urning to the spectators, he warned
them against his judges, saying that they were the seducers of the
people and would lead them to hell.'*!

There was no need to prolong matters further. The church
had given Oldcastle & fair hearing; he had felt himself unable to
make use of if for his safety, and had used language which no
prelate conld possibly suffer to go unpunished. So the archbishop,
‘with mournful countenance,’ once again exhorted him to recon-
sider his views and return to the unity of the church; but the
prisoner remained steadfast and refused in any way to alter his
former declarations. Beeing that he could not succeed in turning
him from his resolution, Arundel, * with bitterness of heart,” pro-
ceeded to pronounce sentence. (ldeastle was excommunicated and
handed over to the secnlar arm.'’? All favourers, receivers, and
defenders of the condemned man were likewise included in the
s¢ntence ; and, that such might not plesd ignorance of what had
happened, the primate in a letter of 10 Qct. ordered his suffragans

“* Bale, p. 50 f1. W Page Xix. p. 448 1.

#1 : Iodiclo seculari;* or, as Bale gloasss this phrass, ‘ the archblshop commitied
Oldeaxile ‘ to the secular jurisdistion, power, and judgment, to do him thereupon to
death’
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to canse the official * Processus’ {0 be read before the people in
evary chureh throughout the provinee of Canterbury.

But Oldesstle, though formally condemned, was to receive yet
another piece of favour. Instead of being led out to execution he
was granted forty days' reepite in the Tower,'® in the hope that
he might still turn from the paths of heresy. The king wus
probably responsible for this act of grace.’™ Walsingham, indeed,
says that Arundel, on reporting the result of the frial, besought
Heanry to defer giving effect to the sentence. But this version
finds no independent support.'* Arundel had just condemned
Oldcastle as incorrigible; to beg for & reprieve would thus have
been tantamount to an admission that he had gone too far. On the
other hand Henry, reluctant, no doubi, to lose a servant of proved
capacity, could give Oldcaatle another chance by eimply putting off
the issue of the writ of execution, without openly showing favour
to & heretic.'™ Doubtless Henry consulted Arundel before deciding
on his course of leniency ; but the primate must have felt too much
indebted to the king for his part in the proceedings against
Oldcastle to raise any objection to his wishes.

W. T. Waves.
(To bs conivnuad.)

NOTE.

The sbjurstion of Oldesstle, fonnd only in the Fassiculi Zitanso-
rum,'®” is unsupported by eny contemporary anthority. It is consequently
no wonder that protastant writers have considered it spuricus. Bals un-
hesitatingly pronounces it a forgery, and has expressed his opinion in s
marginal note in the manuseript of the Fassiculi)™ This view ia elabo-
raied in hig Brefe Chronycle. Oldcasile, he mya, during his imprisonment
in the Tower managed to keep up correspondence with-hia friends ontaide.
From them he lsarned that damsaging reporta as to his steadfasiness were

" Gesta Henr. ¥, p. 8 ; Walsingham, i1, 394 ; Elmham, Lib. Matr. p. 97 ; Capgruve,
D¢ +llust. Hear. p 113; Redmayns, p. 18. Bale, it may be notsd, merdy mamtlons
that Oldcantle was kept in the Tower afier his condemnation, and carefully refrains
from any hint aboat an act of favonr.

™ Thin vlaw in taken by the anthor of the Gesta, by Elmham, and by Capgrave,
De lust. Henr. 1t ix quits likely, however, that tha last named in this instance, as
in many otbars, derived his Information trom Blmham.

s Hadmayoe, very likely borrowing irom Walsingham, tells os that Oldosstle was
comnrmitied to tha Tower * lusen Archispiseopl.’

" The granting of » respite was in ltselt an sct of favour. In cases of heresy
little time was usnally lost between condemnation and execution. Badby, for imstance,
hed bean burnt & few hours after he was sentsnosd. [n Hawire's osse the writ of
exscntion had bean held over, but only for tour days.

w P 414 11,

™ ‘ Oonfiots est haec shioratio ut patet postes adhue,’ the remainder of ibe note
being iileglble (p. 414, 0. 1). [Thae following words In the manuscript, £. 97 &, which
Bhirlay conld not read, are * ut papista sdhuo suis soocurrersnt rebus periclitantibus
apad multos,' written and partly rewritten by Bale over an erasure.—Ep. E. H. R\]
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being sproad abroad by the bishope' servants. To counteract the effact of
thess he arranged thet a ‘litdls bill,’ contalning & denial that he had in
any way altered his opinions, should be posted up in yarlous perta of Lon-
don. After this the elergy fall inio very bad odour with the laity In genersl,
who sympathised with Sir John ; and to rewtore their own eredit, and st
the same time to damage Oldoastle’s repatation, they forged an abjuration
in his name.'*™ In it he recognises the anthority of the pope and prelatos,
snd iheir right to establish and enforee ecclesiastioal constitutions,
rencunces all his hersiical beliafs, declares himsalf ready to undergo any
penance which Arundel may think fit to impose on him, and promises
to inform the clargy of any hetarodox persons he may hear of.

Oldeastla ean never have made such s reoantation, for if he had
dons so he would have boen sot at liberty, whereas all anthoritica agree
that he eseaped from the Tower by stealth. It is just poesible that he
may in & moment of weakmegs have gigned the documeni, and aftar-
wards withdmawn from i, though the absence of any reference to
his sction in mny record of the time makes the suppositlon highly
improbabls. But, granted that the sbjuration never received Oldcastle’s
signatare, it is not necessary to accuse the prelates of dehiberate forgery.
It is clear that oo offiaial story of an abjuration was eurrent. No one could
conceivably have hoped to diseredit Oldeastle by forging a document and
then ocongealing it. More probably the *oconfession’ is & mere draft,
dravwn up towards the closs of Oldcastle’s examination, or while he wax
in the Tower,''® and Intended to be submitted to him for Lis eignature, in
ease he should ahow any sign of relenting. Afier the prisoner's escape
nich & do¢cument would, of course, bo ussless; but Walden, it would
sppear, somehow got possession of it, and placed 15 among his papers.
Poasibly, indoed, he had composed it himself, with the idea that I} might
prove usefol; we know that he was preseni at Oldeastle’s second exami-
eakion,''! and aocording to Bale he played a conspicuous partin the
croms-questioning to which the aocused was subjected.!'” On Walden's
death the paper was found, and inseried in the volume which has come
down to us.'P?

" Bal, p 811

'% The suthor of the Gesio bas an Interesting siatarment in this connexion : * Intra
fincm Octobris solutus o vinoulis tergivermtor ille sub promisso quod revocarsi suas
opinjones heoreticas ef starst indiado ecelesias, In ocostodla tom tentns usque ante
tribanal convocandi clerl sistl posss, ruplt carceres of aufogit' (p. 8).

' Faso Zu. p. 448, '"* Bale, pp. 5§8.60.

* B Fawe. Eiv. ot pp. Lrxvil, Iaxvili,
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