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ABSTRACT

This thesis is a study of the correlation between the centres of Lollardy and those
of Elizabethan Puritanism in England in the period 1400-1600. This is a phenomenon that
has been noted by many historians, but never really explored in depth. This thesis aims to
pose some possible explanations for this phenomenon by concentrating specifically on
the counties of Kent and Essex. These counties stand out as important centres of both the
heretical Lollards and the dissenting Puritans. This study examines the similarities in
doctrine between the two religious movements as well as characteristics of the counties
themselves that may have played a role in the prevalence of dissent. It contains an
in-depth examination of the possible impact of both geographical location and t}!xe social

factors that may have had an impact on the acceptance of nonconformity by the

inhabitants of these two counties.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION AND HISTORIOGRAPHY

Religion is a powerful force in any society. It is an individual matter and it is
impossible to know why people choose a certain faith. It is, however, possible to
speculate on the reasons for their choices. This becomes particularly signiﬁcant when it
concerns individuals or.groups that choose a religious path that deviates from the
orthodox faith. Considering that the consequences of such an action were often serious, it
is important to try to under'stand what would drive people to follow such a path. Although
dissenting groups are always in existence, they become particularly apparent during times
of turmoil within the orthodox faith. A group that was ignored before suddenly becomes a
threat to the established religious norm because the latter feels weakened. So it is usually
in times of religious and national turmoil that unorthodox groups come to the fore.

The period of the Protestant Reformation was a particularly turbulent one in
England. Many historians have examined this period and the various religious groups that
played a role in it. One of the most studied groups is the Lollards. Lollardy was an
exclusively English heresy that was prominent before and during the Reformation. In
studying this heretical group, several historians have made note of the interesting
phenomenon that those areas that were Lollard centres in the fifteenth and early sixteenth
centuries later became focal points of Elizabethan Puritanism. A.G. Dickens emphasizes
the importance of Lollardy in the evolution of English religious groups. He argues that

those areas displaying the strongest Lollard tendencies not only later became strong
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Protestant areas, but also developed into Puritan strongholds after 1558." John Thomson

also argues in his study of the Lollards that their centres followed a progression through
Protestantism and into Puritanism. He argues that by the time the Reformation was firmly
established the former Lollard centres were already displaying Puritan tendencies.” This
is a very interesting correlation between areas of pre-Reformation heresy and the later
dissenting movement and one that merits further examination.

Christopher Hill has already examined this correlation to a certain extent. In an
article “From Lollards to Levellers,” published in 1984, Hill explores the system of

inheritance from one dissenting group to another, the “continuities of underground

|I3

ideas."” He asserts that continuities do clearly exist between fifteenth, sixteenth and

seventeenth century religious dissenters and that it is possible to trace them. To
accomplish this, he draws into his study numerous religious groups: Lollards, Levellers,
Quakers and Ranters among others. Hill argues that continuity existed between these
groups in two forms - that of doctrine and that of geography.4 He examines several
counties in his study, including Kent, Essex, Sussex and Buckinghamshire, to
demonstrate that these counties all had histories of dissent and that they all shared certain
geographical characteristic;. He demonstrates that the dissenting groups examined all
subscribed to ideas that set them apart from the orthodox faith. What Hill accomplishes is.

to show that there was a continuity of dissenting ideas in certain areas of England. What

! A.G. Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York (London: Oxford University Press, 1989),
247
John Thomson, The Later Lollards 1414-1520 (Oxford:Oxford University Press, 1965), 253.

Chrlstopher Hill, “From Lollards to Levellers,” in Religion and Rural Revolt, ed. Janos M. Bak and
Gerhard Benecke (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1984), 86.
* Ibid, 87.




is beyond the scope of Hill’s article is the factors and motivations that lay behind this
phenomenon. He argues that there was doctrinal confinuity, but he does not explore the
ideas themselves or the appeal that they held for people in certain areas. In addition, Hill
demonstrates that there was also geographical continuity of dissent. However, he stops
short of examining in any detail what factors led to this continuity. The aim of this
particular study will be to carry the hypotheses proposed by Hill to the next level. It will
examine the motivations, circumstances and factors that led to continuity of dissent in
certain areas. To do this, it has been necessary to limit the scope of this study
geographically, temporally and to only two dissenting religious groups. Advancing from
the assertions of Dickens and Thomson, this study will examine only the continuity
between Lollardy and Puritanism. It starts in 1400 and and ends in 1600, so that it is
confined only to Elizabethan Puritanism and will not discuss tﬁe later Puritan groups.
Lastly it will focus only on the counties of Kent and Essex.

Although they were not the only areas to experience this phenomenon, the
counties of Kent and Essex were centres of intense religiousj dissenting activity during
this period. They were not the most important centres of Lollardy or of Puritanism, but
they housed significant cells of both of these groups. It should also be mentioned that
neither Lollards nor Puritans were the majority in either Kent or Essex. Most of the
inhabitants of both counties followed the orthodox path, but nevertheless the dissenting
groups were sizable. Because both areas had quite large Lollard and Puritan groups, there
is also a reasonable amount of information about them available. That Lollardy and

Puritanism had several tenets and practices in common had a large impact on the areas to
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which they appealed. Doctrinal similarities are integral to this discussion. The first part of

this thesis will examine the two movements, their origins, their practices and their beliefs.
It will show that the Lollards in Kent and Essex expressed many of the same beliefs and
concerns as their Puritan counterparts in the later sixteenth century.

The second part of the thesis will examine the factors inherent in the two counties
that made them hospitable to dissent. Geographical location and its influence will be
examiped first. This will include their proximity to London, the interaction with the
Continent and their proximity to one another, all factors that fostered and sustained a
susceptibility to dissent. Then the discussion will move on to the characteristics of the
society that played a role. This will include their social history, the class composition of
the society and the trades and resources of the counties. Although direct evidence is-
lacking for peoples’ religious choices, we can nevertheless suggest several hypotheses.

It has to be remembered that the subjects of this study are members of dissenting
movements. The Lollards were declared heretics and the punishments they faced were
severe if discovered. Naturally, this did not encourage them to be forthcoming about their
identities, backgrounds or the motivations for joining the movement. When there is direct
evidence available from th; Lollards themselves, it is usually in the context of a heresy
trial. Even then, when facing terrible punishment, torture, maybe even death, it is
- impossible to know what some of these people may have exaggerated or fabricated
simply for the cause of self protection. However, since it is impossible to know with
certainty the degree of validity of their testimony, sometimes it must be taken at face

value. Even when direct testimony is available, there is no need for them to discuss what



geographic and social characteristics of their specific county attributed to their
unorthodoxy. Therefore the Lollards themselves pr0§ide almost no direct evidence to
support the second part of this study. However, by studying their backgrounds and
movements, it is possible to draw some conclusions.

Although the Puritans were not heretical, they did not conform to the directions of
the Church. They were not as threatened as thé Lollards, but they were still vulnerable to
various repercussions. When direct testimony is available, the Puritans never mention
why their counties were specifically prone to religious dissent, nor do they mention any
direct inheritance they may have had from the Lollards.

The highly contentious views of the people being studied limits the sources
available. Much of the evidence that is available is highly biased and usually produced by
the opponents of these groups or in highly stressful situations like heresy trials. The terms
“Lollard” and “Puritan” were themselves derogatory labels applied to these groups by
their opponents. Because they are derogatory terms they do not always apply to a firm set
of criteria. This is particularly difficult when examining the period in which Lollardy and
Protestantism overlapped. Because their doctrines were very similar, when the authorities
refer to someone as a “Lollard” it is often difficult to determine whether they are a
genuine Lollard or whether they are an early Protestant reformer simply being labeled
with the derogatory term. These terms also applied to different groups at different times
because the groups themselves were always evolving. For example, to be a Puritan in

1581 meant something different than it had in 1558.



There are several sources that will be used for this study. Because it is concerned
with such a contentious subject and because of the distance in time involved, several of
the original sources have been lost or are only fragmentary. It will draw on primary
sources such as heresy trial records, church court act-books, episcopal visitation records,
letters and tracts written for or against the Lollards and Puritans (although highly biased,
these do offer some valuable information). Fortunately, the Kent Archaeological Society
has published several of the county records from this period and the Parker Society has
published some valuable collections of letters. In addition, historians and archivists have
researched and published various records, such as F.G. Emmison’s work on the
Elizabethan courts of Essex.’

Because some of the documents have been lost, it is necessary to rely on some
secondary sources. One of the most valuable secondary sources for the Lollards in
particular is John Foxe’s Actes and Monuments. It has to be remembered that Foxe
himself was biased. In writing he was trying to demonstrate a history for Protestantism
and had an agenda of his own. However? despite this, many historians in this area depend
highly on him for primary evidence. He compiled his work from original sources and
Foxe himself makes a poin;c‘ of saying that the evidence on which he based his work is the
public records of the realm.® He has preserved much information that otherwise would be

lost. Modern scholars have checked many 6f Foxe’s sources and they have been

* F.G. Emmison, Elizabethan Life:Disorder (Chelmsford: Essex County Council, 1970) and Elizabethan
Life: Morals and the Church Courts (Chelmsford: Essex County Council, 1973).

§ John Foxe, Actes and Monuments, 8 Vols (New York: AMS Press Inc., 1965), 2:783.




impressed by the historical accuracy of his writing.7 Therefore, he remains a valuable
resource for anyone studying the Reformation period.
Two other works that provide a wealth of information for this study are John

Strype’s Ecclesiastical Memorials (1721) and Thomas Fuller’s The Church History of

Britain (1655). Although secondary works, they based their information on manuscript
sources. These works are most valuable because they often quote source material
verbatim from the originals, some of which no longer exist.

There are also many modern secondary sources that are highly valuable,
especially concerning the histories and characteristics of the counties themselves.
Although Hill is the only historian to have explored the issue of continuity of dissent in
any great detail, there are many works concerned with this period in history and the
Lollard and Puritan groups. This study has been able to draw on some excellent
scholarship from some of the top historians in the field. It is hoped that it will be able to
add to the current knowledge of this period. To demonstrate where this study will fit
within the current research, it is necessary to explore the ideas and debates being carried
on in this area of historical scholarship.

There is a long-standing debate within Reformation historiography about the
prominence of the Lollard heresy in the emergence of English Protestantism. The debate
over the Lollards ﬁts into an even larger debate concerning the true nature of the English
Reformation. Historians are divided into two schools regarding Lollardy and the role it

played in the success of the English Reformation. The first school believes that Lollardy

7 Rosemary O’Day, Debate on the English Reformation (London: Methuen and Co. Ltd., 1986), 22.



played a very significant role in the Reformation by laying the groundwork for it. The
other school argues that, although Lollardy did foreshadow some Reformation ideas, it
was too small and unorganized to have produced any lasting effects.

The broad historical debate centres on the emergence of the English Reformation.
Did England display widespread religious dissension and anti-clericalism before the
Reformation? Or was it purely a state-imposed act, before which the majority of people
~ were largely content with the Church?

A.G. Dickens and others who support his view believe that the official
Reformation was merely a state confirmation of sentiments and beliefs that the English
people were already holding. Because of problems within the pre-Reformation Church,
Dickens claims that anti-clericalism was prevalent and that Englishmen had developed
certain spiritual needs that could only be satisfied with reforms in the Church.® He argues
that, although historians tend to focus on organized heretical groups when examining pre-
Reformation dissent, their beliefs were also common outside of the groups, especially in
the coun’cryside.9 Most people did not belong to an organized dissenting group, but
Dickens claims that because of the growing anticlericalism among the people religious
change was inevitable.' The state-sanctioned Reformation simply accelerated the
changes that would have occurred anyway. He does not deny that the reforming ideas

- from the Continent gave local dissenting groups a boost, but he argues that the effect of

continental Protestantism was relatively modest, the local heretical groups having already

3 Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York, 135.

TOA.G. Dickens, The English Reformation (London: B.T. Batsford Ltd., 1964), 32.
Ibid.




established a platform of critical dissent."! So, in short, Dickens argues that the
Reformation was exactly what the English people had been working towards on their
own. He states that it is of less value to look at Bucer, Bullinger and Cranmer when
seeking an understanding of the English Reformation than it is to look at the diverse
heretical groups and the sentiments of the people themselves.'

Christopher Haigh argues an opposite point of view to that of Dickens. He
emphasizes the role of the state-imposed reformation in the religious changes in England.
Haigh claims that there is very little evidence of dissent and heresy in the 150 years
before the Reformation and that when it did occur, it was limited to isolated and
unorganized individuals.”® Unlike Dickens, Haigh argues that, without the state-imposed
Reformation, religious change was far from inevitable. He claims that the dissent that did
exist was unorganized and incapable of implementing religious reforms. There was a high
level of compliance with the Church and ;:onforr,nity to its beliefs and very few signs of a
future religious reformation.'* Haigh claims that English dissént was greatly revitalized
by contact with continental reforming principles, but that there was no change imminent
until the King’s Act of Supremacy of 1534. After the state had sanctioned religious
change, Protestantism finally began to gain ground in England under the leadership of

figures like Cranmer and Anne Boleyn." So, Haigh’s position is that there was no

1 Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York, 51.
" 1bid, 243,

B Christopher Haigh, Reformation and Resistance in Tudor Lancashire (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1975), 76-77.

14Christopher Haigh, English Reformations:Religion, Politics and Society under the Tudors (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1993), 55. ‘

" Ibid, 187.



10
popular religious reformation imminent and that the changes were caused solely by state-.

imposed reforms. J.J. Scarisbrick is clearly a supporter of Christopher Haigh’s point of
view. He argues that anticlericalism was not strong in England and that the English were
mostly indifferent.'® He argues further that heresies in the pre_-Reformation era had very
little impact. Scarisbrick concludes that the religious changes that took place in England
were accepted by the laity, not initiated by them. He argues that it was initiated purely by
the crown, that “the Reformation was accomplished by statute."”

That is a brief summary of the general debate between the two schools of thought.
If it can be shown that certain areas were more prone to dissent than others it will lend
support to the view that the English Reformation was much more than an act of state.
Historians on both sides of this debate have commented on the role of Lollardy and its
effects on the English Reformation.

A.G. Dickens believes that the Lollards played a major role. In his book, The
English Reformation, the section dealing with Lollardy is revealingly entitled “The
Abortive Reformation." Dickens argues that Lollardy was a strong movement and that it
was only outside factors that prevented it from initiating a reformation. Dickens points
out the correlation betweer;the beliefs of Lollardy and those held by reformers.'®
Likewise, Margaret Aston argues that the Lollards made a very valuable contribution to
the spread of dissent because they were one of the first groups to present their arguments

in text form and in English, thereby altering the character of dissent in England’®. She

:: J.J. Scarisbrick, The Reformation and the English People (Oxford: Basil Blackwell Ltd., 1984), 48.
Ibid, 62.

*® Dickens, The English Reformation, 23.
1 Margaret Aston, Faith and Fire (London: The Hambledon Press, 1984), 35.
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further argues that this method took churchmen by surprise because they assumed that

Lollardy was being spread solely through preaching as other heresies had been.?’

Dickens argues that Lollardy had publishers and a thriving underground book
- trade originating in London. He proposes that this was very important because it provided
a “ready-made organisation” for the Lutheran book trade in the 1520s.2! He cites specific
examples to demonstrate the connections between the two. For example, he discusses the
case of John Stacey and Lawrence Maxwell, who both originated from Lollard
backgrounds, but later went on to actively distribute Lutheran books.? Dickens clearly
believes that the organized system and channels of book smuggling that had been set up
by the Lollards was of great benefit in helping to spread Reformation ideas.

Although he does not view Lollardy as being as influential as Dickens does,
Christopher Haigh does agree that they played a significant role through their
organization of the book trade. He admits’that Tyndale’s Bible was smuggled in through
Lollard connections and that it found a receptive audience in the Lollard conventicles.”
However, although he admits that Lollard channels did offer some convenience to
reformed book smuggling, he argues that Dickens overemphasizes this aspect. Dickens
particularly emphasizes incidents in which Lollards exchanged their texts for reformed
books. > Haigh says that, by emphasizing this, Dickens is suggesting that the shift to

Protestantism was both swift and easy. Haigh argues that it is true that change came more

% Ibid.
2 Dickens, The English Reformation, 29.
2 Ibid, 28.

% Haigh, English Reformations, 62.
* Dickens, The English Reformation, 34.
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quickly in those areas with a Lollard heritage, but these were still too much of a minority

to affect the English Reformation. He argues that the significance of these small groups
has been greatly exaggerated by historians.>® He does assert that in those areas where
Reformation ideas spread rapidly such as Kent, Essex, Bristol and Gloucestershire there
was a strong Lollard heritage and that this aided in conversion and dissemination of
Lutheran texts.® He argues that Lollardy and Protestantism in general did not have a
widespread effect: “Marian visitatibns, even of Bonner’s London, demonstrated that the
bishops faced not an intractable problem of crushing entrenched heresy but a rather more
solvable difficulty in re-indoctrinating a partially indifferent people."*’ Haigh agrees with
Dickens on the role of the Lollards in disseminating propaganda and literature, but
disagrees with him over the magnitude and significance of this endeavor. However, even
Haigh admits that those areas that were Lollard were more susceptible to Protestantism
than those that were not. This tends to indicate that there was a continuity of dissent in
certain areas and this thesis will show that this extended through to the years of
Puritanism.

Dickens argues that the most valuable contribution that the Lollards made to later
unorthodox movements wz;s; that they created a platform of critical dissent on which other
movements, Protestantism in particular, were able to build.”® He asserts that it was

revived by its contacts with continental reform movements and encouraged by their

® Christopher Haigh, “The Recent Historiography of the English Reformation,” The Historical Journal
25:4 (1982), 997.

% 1bid, 1000
7 Ibid, 1006.

% Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York, 245.
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successes, but it had already done its work by breaking the ice, so to speak. Dissent was

now not something that was completely unfamiliar to the English people. By 1530,
Dickens claims that Lollardy had achieved two things for the Reformation. First, it
hardened the authorities to any ideas of reform because of fear of heretics. This was
important because if the Catholic Church had set up a reform program the success of the
Reformation would have been reduced considerably. Second, Lollards provided reception
areas for Lutheranism because they were able to keep alive the concept of a “personal,
scriptural, non-sacramental, non-hierarchical, and lay-dominated religion."*

The resilience and long-lasting nature of Lollardy is a very important aspect of
this discussion. Many historians believe that the influence of Lollardy continued well into
the Refo@ation. Most historians agree that there were Lollards who were still active
during the Marian years. A good example of this is the case of Christopher Kelke in 1555.
Kelke was charged with being a Lollard and Dickens uses this as evidence for the
continuation of Lollardy.30 Naturally, the first objection to be raised against this is that
Protestantism had intervened by this date so it is not conclusive that he was a Lollard and
not a Protestant heretic. However, Dickens has a counter-argument to this. He says that
during the Marian persecutions people were targeted and labeled as being Protestant so
why would the interrogators have gone to the trouble of specifically labeling Kelke as a
Lollard unless he held characteristic Lollard views distinct from those of Protestants?°’

This is a valid point and it tends to indicate that Lollards were still apparent enough to be

» Dickens, The English Reformation, 36.
30 Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York, 230.
3! Ibid, 231.
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considered heretical and their views were still well known enough to identify them as

being distinct from Protestants. This also suggests that the Lollard channels and
underground conventicles had managed to preserve their doctrines throughout the success
of Protestantism. Lollardy had not become engulfed in the reformed religion. Haigh has
argued that Lollardy was a shifting phenomenon, too affected by external pressures to be
successful. > However, the case of Kelke indicates a possible continuity of the tradition
and its doctrines.

This leads directly into the main issue of this study. Many historians believe that
Lollard influence extended not only into the Marian years, but beyond that and into the
emergence of divergent branches of English Protestantism such as Anabaptism and
Puritanism. John Davis is one of the historians who argues strongly for this point stating
that “Lollardy had proved a reservoir that flowed into many channels."*?

Davis argues this case in his examination of the life of Joan of Kent, a figure who
will be examined in detail in this study. Throughout Davis® article he follows Joan
through her early life as a Lollard (she was accused of Lollardy in 1528) to her
occupation as a smuggling agent for Tyndale’s New Testament and eventually to her
acceptance of Anabaptism "s;'c>me time in the 1540s, for which she was martyred during the
reign of Edward VI. Davis claims that her case shows the evolutionary nature of Lollard -

beliefs and how they began the progress into other radical groups.34

%2 Haigh, English Reformations, 53.

33 John Davis, Heresy and Reformation in the South-East of England, 1520-1559 (London: Royal
Historical Society, 1983), 149,

3 John Davis, “Joan of Kent, Lollardy and the English Reformation,” Journal of Ecclesiastical History 33:2
(1982), 232.
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The more obvious correlation pointed to by several historians is that between

Lollardy and Puritanism. Several of them comment on the fact that there were
geographical similarities, not only concerning the large areas, like London, but also in
small towns. This is too much of a coincidence to overlook and Dickens for one considers
it very significant and believes that Lollardy should not be discounted in any discussion
of the origins of Puritanism.*® Most of the scholars studied agree that those areas with a
history of Lollardy were more likely to accept both Protestantism and Puritanism. Haigh
argues that this may not be a result of something inherent in Lollardy itself, but rather a
result of the indoctrination efforts of both Henrician and Edwardian preachers.>® He says
that they focused on areas in which they knew Lollardy had been strong because they
believed those areas would be more sympathetic to the ideas.’” So even Haigh’s view
suggests a correlation of some sort between dissenting groups.

Since this study is concerned with Puritanism, it is necessary to discuss the views
of the foremost scholar on Elizabethan Puritanism - Patrick Collinson. Collinson is an
invaluable source for a study of this kind. Although he is not really concerned with a
Lollard heritage in Puritan areas, he does propose that Lollards played a role in the
emergence of Puritaﬁism. He discusses how Puritan preachers would drift to certain areas
in the country, often strongly Protestant ones. But he also mentions that these areas were

usually ones that had housed strong Lollard groups.38 Collinson agrees with Dickens and

3 Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York, 247.
36 Haigh, English Reformations, 197.
> Ibid.

% patrick Collinson, The Elizabethan Puritan Movement (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1967),
223.
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Thomson that there was a geographical pattern, that the areas that were Lollard tended to

develop strong Protestant leanings and, in turn, were more attractive to Puritans trying to
spread their beliefs. Collinson also touches on some similarities in organization and
methods. Aithough they were not under as much threat as the Lollards, Collinson argues
that the Puritans also used secret conventicles and underground connections to preserve
their groups. It was more acceptable to be a Puritan, but he says that the authorities were
still often shocked at the extent of the Puritan “secret confederacy," as they had been at
the Lollard secret brotherhood a century or so earlier.*®

Clearly most historians agree that the areas that were most strongly Protestant and
Puritan were those with a Lollard heritage. As discussed above, most of them have
speculated on the reasons for this, from the presence of underground connections to
intensified indoctrination efforts in these areas. All the hypotheses proposed have their
valid points. However, although they realize that there is a correlation there, none of the
historians really look into why these areas were continually susceptible to dissenting
religious movements. That is the aim of this thesis, to propose that there were some

circumstances that ﬁredisposed certain areas to dissent.

In order to profile and understand the counties, this study also has to draw on a
different area of history. To examine the characters and beliefs of Lollardy and
" Puritanism religious history works are essential. Since this paper is also concerned with

the characteristics of the counties of Kent and Essex that made them prone to dissent, it is

also necessary to examine the histories of the counties themselves.

* Tbid, 414.
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Since both Kent and Essex are quite old counties, there is a reasonable amount of

information on them. William Lambarde is considered the founding father of the county
history. He published his A Perambulation of Kent in 1570. Although he does not discuss
. religion in any detail, Lambarde is an excellent source for a contemporary view of Kent
and Kentish society. Since Lambarde, there have been many works about both counties.
These county histories, both modern and old, have been invaluable in providing both
general and specific information about the counties and the people who lived there. This
thesis will present an accurate and well-rounded profile of Kent and Essex and their
inhabitants. It will also add something to the county histories by attempting to explain
their religious affiliations. By demonstrating that there were factors and circumstances
that predetermined certain areas to be drawn into dissenting ideas, this study will lend
more strength to Dickens’ argument. Despite what the state defined as orthodoxy, people
in these areas were willing to follow an uﬁorthodox path.

This study is both one of religious dissent and one of éocieties. This thesis will
offer insight into the characteristics of Kent and Essex in the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries and it will assist in determining what sort of factors and circumstances may
encourage a group of people to join a dissenting religious movement. Lastly, as
mentioned above, it will add to the argument that Lollardy had far-reaching consequences
not only in the era of Protestantism, but beyond the state-imposed Reformation and into
the Elizabethan period. This tends to minimize the impact of tﬂe state-imposed

Reformation on people’s religious views.
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CHAPTER TWO: CONTINUITY OF DOCTRINE

To trace any form of similarity and continuity between the movements of
Lollardy and Puritanism in the counties of Kent and Essex it is necessary to examine
doctrine. Doctrinal continuity will not only show that Lollardy laid the groundwork for
Protestantism and Puritanism, but will also provide insight into the types of religious
issues and ideas that appealed to the inhabitants of Kent and Essex. In tracing doctrinal
continuity it is important to remember that the Protestant Reformation had intervened
between Lollardy and Puritanism and had exerted an influence. But it is still possible to
pinpoint ideas that the Lollards and Puritans shared.

Doctrinal continuity is very easy to trace directly between Lollardy and
Protestantism. Lollardy clearly foreshadowed many of the Protestant ideas and clearly
there is a heritage there. It is even possible to trace continuity within a single family as in
the case of the Browne family of Ashford, Kent. John Browne was imprisoned and
executed in 1513 for holding Lollard beliefs. His son, Richard Bréwne, was arrested as a
Protestant under Mary, but avoided being executed when Mary died two days before the
execution date.*® This example presents a direct continuity of doctrine.

Unfortunately no such example exists for a continuity between Lollardy and
Puritanism. It is incredibly difficult if not impossible to trace a continuity between
- Lollardy and Elizabethan puritanism. The objectives of these two groups were completely
different. Lollardy and its descendant, Protestantism, were at root challenging the very

theology of the Church, seeking to reform not only practices and liturgy, but the beliefs

40 Foxe, Actes and Monuments, 4:181-182.
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on which the religion was based. However, Puritanism had no complaint with the

theology of the Church. After all, the Protestant Reformation had been victorious in
England, its theological aims having been achieved. The Church of England and the

- Puritans had no quarrel with one another over the basic theology of the English Church.
What the Puritans disliked was that certain prescribed practices were not being followed
in the Church as they should be. Therefore it is difficult to trace any doctrinal continuity
between a group that wished to completely replace the theology of the Church and one
that merely wanted to extend already accepted reforms to everyday practice. The only
example found during this study of the Puritans referring to a Lollard heritage was in a
written defense of the works of the Puritan separatist Francis Johnson in 1593. The author
declares that “his writings are only in defence of such doctrynes of the religion of Christe
as, being against the canonicall functions of the pope, were accounted Lollardye and
heresye in the holy servants and martirs c;f Christ in former ages."*! The writer is
suggesting a continuity between their work and that of the Lollards although they are not
discussing specific doctrines. In this instance, the radical puritans clearly felt some
allegiance with the Lollards and heretics of years past. It is possible to demonstrate that
the Lollards and Puritans had similar concerns. They both addressed the issue of the
quality of the clergy. The Lollards aimed to completely topple the priesthood and the
Puritans attempted to increase the education and purity of the existing clergy. They both

emphasized the primacy of Scripture, the Lollards arguing that it was not necessary to

*! The Remains of Edmund Grindal, ed. William Nicholson (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,

1843), 463.
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have the Church: a relationship with God was possible through Scripture alone. After the

- Reformation, it was accepted that this was the correct basis of religion, but the Puritans
believed that in practice this was being ignored and they tried to emphasize the

- importance of the Word. In addition to both of these things, the two groups were also
concerned with Church decorations and religious objects. As long as it is remembered
that in the case of Lollardy these were issues of theology and in the case of Puritanism
issues of practice, similarities can be seen between the two groups.

The founder of Lollardy was John Wyclif, an Oxford scholar who began to write
about religion in the late fourteenth century. Although they held controversial ideas
neither Wyclif nor his followers were deemed heretical during his lifetime. His followers,
the Wycliffites, spread out from Oxford across the nation professing his beliefs and
eventually the groups that they founded were declared heretical and became known as
Lollards, a derogatory term. A.G. Dickens’ labeling of this movement as “The Abortive
Reformation” is quite accurate. The Lollards professed many of the same beliefs that
would be accepted as Protestantism in the 1530s. Theologically, they were ahead of their
time. Long after his death, Wyclif was condemned as a heretic and his body was
exhumed and burnt és an example to all who followed his beliefs. But they were already
spread far and wide. Although Lollardy never achieved any substantial reforms, it was
relatively well organized. In 1394 the Twelve Lollard Conclusions outlining the beliefs of

the movement were published. The conclusions criticize the English Church for its

temporal obsession and the poor quality of its clergy, “not that priesthood which Christ
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42 They attacked all prayers, offerings and pilgrimages made to

ordained for his apostles.

saints as well as exorcisms and blessings, describing them as “the genuine performance of

necromancy rather than of sacred theology.”43

Also under question was the monopoly
over auricular confession held by the priesthood and the sacrament of the Eucharist (“the
pretended miracle of the sacrament of bread”) which they argued drove all human beings
to idolatry.** Considering that the Conclusions were written approximately one hundred
and fifty years before the English Reformation, clearly their beliefs were forward-
looking. In examining the beliefs of various people labeled as Lollards over the period
encompassed in this thesis, it is apparent that not all Lollards held all the views laid out in
the Conclusions. No doubt this has a lot to do with the personal views of the Wycliffite
founders of the various groups. But, all the so-called Lollards had some views in
common. They all subscribed to the following: the Eucharist is not really the body and
the blood; offerings, pilgrimages and prayers to sai;xts are idélatry; Scripture is the
ultimate authority, not the Church; the Bible and other religious texts should be in the
vulgar tongue; and confession to anyone, anywhere, was as good as confession to a
priest.45 Dickens describes the Lollards as a serious, but unheroic group of heretics.*®

They were most often secretive, practicing Lollardy while maintaining the guise of being

members of the orthodox Church and, when caught, they often abjured and did penance

“2 Edward Peters, Heresy and Authority in Medieval Europe (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylavania
Press, 1980), 277.

* Ibid, 278

“ Ibid.

s Thomson, The Later Lollards, 70.

46 Dickens, Lollards and Protestants in the Diocese of York, 44.
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to avoid punishment.*” There were Lollard martyrs, but the general pattern was one of

humility in front of the authorities. The biggest offensive for the Lollards and, without a
doubt, also the most damaging was the Oldcastle rebellion of 1414. It was a Lollard

. rebellion against the state led by Sir John Oldcastle, Lord Cobham, whose estates were in
Kent. The rebellion was suppressed and Oldcastle’s followers scattered. Most were
captured, some pardoned and some executed, the latter group including Oldcastle himself.
This uprising made Lollardy a very unpopular heresy. It lost what little support it had in
the upper classes of society and Lollards had to be wary of their neighbours informing on
them. This forced them to form underground, isolated, frightened groups.48 Being forced
underground killed any chance that Lollardy had for accomplishing significant change
within the Englisfl Church. As this chapter will show, their doctrines continued to be
believed in throughout the rest of tﬁe period under examination especially in Kent and
Essex.

Kent and Essex both have a long history of religious nonconformity. It stretches
from the earliest days of Lollardy through to the era of Elizabethan Puritanism.
Moreover, many of the same views were expounded by the inhabitants of these areas
repeatedly throughouf this continuity of dissent. Oldcastle, leader of the 1414 rebellion,
was a Kentish noble and this tends to indicate that Lollardy had already regched the
county of Kent. The county as a whole did not play a very large role in the actual

rebellion, but Lollards do appear in the records here in the aftermath of 1414 and

7 Ibid, 46-47.
8 Haigh, English Reformations, 52.
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increasingly throughout the rest of the period. In July 1416, Robert Chapell, a chaplain in

the diocese of Rochester, was investigated. He was charged with preaching without a
license, associating with Sir John Oldcastle (“militis notorie de heresi suspecti”) and for
being a heretic himself.* He was forced to abjure his heresies and make certain
declarations: that the priests were important and confession to them alone was essential,
that pilgrimages to foreign places were beneficial and that images in churches and other
religious places were not idolatry.>® The things that he declared tend to indicate the
heretical ideas that Chapell was suspected of and they appear to be standard Lollard
beliefs. Lollard activity increased in Kent throughout the 1420s and beyond. In 1438, a
revolt at Tenterden clearly had heretical roots. Five men were executed and several more
imprisoned.’!

T.W.Davids argues that no area has a greater propensity for dissent than Essex:
“The prominence of Essex in the annals of Evangelical Nonconformity is second to that

"2 He argues that Wyclif’s followers were numerous

of no other county in the kingdom.
here from very early on and presents evidence that one of the earliest Lollard martyrs,
John Ball who was executed in 1381, was an inhabitant of Colchester.53A1though East
Anglia as a whole did not I;iay a large role in the Oldcastle revolt, the largest group of

supporters that came out of this area came from Essex.>® There were heretics identified as

* The Register of Henry Chichele, Archbishop of Canterbury, 1414-1443, ed. E.F. Jacob, 4 Vols. (Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1943), 4:155.

* Ibid, 4:157.

31 Thomson, The Later Lollards, 178.

2TwW. Davids, Annals of Evangelical Nonconformity in the County of Essex (London: Jackson, Walford
and Hodder, 1863), 1.

% Tbid.

* Ibid, 119.
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Lollards in this area by 1414. In Colchester itself no one was directly labeled a heretic,

but some people were investigated as being suspicious. In Thaxted, Essex, however, one
John Smith was condemned as a “magnus lollardus” and another man, “William," was
cited as being a Lollard and holding Lollard opinions.ssLollards were clearly present in
both Kent and Essex from the early years of the movement.

The Puritans were never condemned as heretics, but they disagreed with the
Church of England over practices and the degree to which English religion ought to be
reformed. Unlike with Lollardy, it is very difficult to point to a specific individual as the
founder of English Puritanism. It grew out of the differing opinions that emerged after
years of religious persecution under Queen Mary. The largest influence on this movement
came from the Marian exiles, the fervent Protestants who had fled to the Continent after
Mary’s accession to the throne. While on the Continent, in places like Frankfurt, Aarau
and Geneva, the English exiles were expo-sed to a purer Calvinist form of Protestant
worship, one without vestiges of Catholicism. About one quarter of the returning exiles
came under the direct influence of Calvin’s Geneva.*® Upon their return they formed a
strong party in both the nation and the Parliamént and they continued to push throughout
Elizabeth’s reign for a purer form of Protestant worship.

The returning Marian exiles and those that they convinced held views that grew
out of a conviction that they had been saved by God. As a result of this they must lead a

life of visible piety and take an active role in making their nation a model Christian

5 E J.B. Reid, “Lollards at Colchester in 1414,” English Historical Review 29 (1914), 102.
%6 patrick McGrath, Papists and Puritans under Elizabeth [ (New York: Walker and Company, 1967),75.
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society.57 As a result of this Puritans viewed the English Reformation as being unfinished

business, and Elizabeth as their new chémpion who would finally make England a purely
Protestant state. However, they were disappointed. The