to designate and assign, with the consent and approbagbn
\f the council, one month before the close of the coffncil
in\question, or which, in his absence, the councjf itself
sha\ designate. Thus, with a certain continuityga coun-
cil WAl always be either in session, or be expegfed at the
expirajon of a definite time.

Manu}l of
Bernard &g

Heresy, alwa¥y a concern for the Churgh, had by the four-
teenth century\become such a serigffs problem that the
Church turned tqformal institutions sych as the Inquisition to
deal with it. One X the best-known gid longest-lasting hereti-
cal movements wi that of the Paldensians in southern
France and northerNtaly. Originfllly, they were followers of
Peter Waldo, who puted a lifefof piety and religious belief.
The Waldensians were \fficiallff condemned in the thirteenth
century but survived to B¢ pefbecuted in the fourteenth cen-
tury. The following is a Xlffction from the Manual of the
Inquisitor, compiled by Bergrd Gui, a Dominican monk and
bishop who became a zeaf® inquisitor in southern France

from 1307 to 1324.

Consoer: The maiff crimes ofhe Waldensians according
“to Gui; the nature offthe threat Rpsed by these crimes; the
similarities and diffefences betweenfhe threats posed by this
heresy and those of fhe Conciliar Mdgement.

Disdain for eccjsiastical authority§was and still is the
prime heresy ¢f the Waldenses. Eftommunicated for
this reason ang delivered over to SatR, they have fallen
into innumertflble errors, and have bleRded the errors of
ecarlier heretgfs with their own concocti§ps.

The misjfd believers and sacrilegiousymasters of this
sect hold afld teach that they are in no wa§subject to the
lord Popefor Roman Pontiff, or to the ottr prelates of
the Romfin Church, and that the latter pyrsecute and
condemfl them unjustly and improperly. Meover, the
declareflthat they cannot be excommunicaed by this
Romayfl Pontiff and these prelates, and that ofedience is
owed ffo none of them when they order and sulgmon the
follofrers and masters of the said sect to ab%don or
abjyfe this sect, although this sect be condeMned as
herftical by the Roman Church. . ..

oreover, the sect does not accept canonical aihor-
itf, or the decretals or constitutions of the Sover§gn
ntiff, any more than the regulations concerning fa¥¢s

Source: Bernard Gui, Manual of the Inquisitor, in Introduction to
Contemporary Civilization in the West, vol. 1, 3d ed., ed. Contemporary
Civilization Staff of Columbia College, Columbia University (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1960), pp. 198-202, 204. Reprinted by
permission.
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and the observance of the feasts or the decrees of the
hers. Straying from the straight road, they recognize ng
autNgrity therein, scorn them, reject and condemn the

MMxgover, the followers of the sect are even more ger-
niciouslNnistaken concerning the sacrament of pegfince
and the Mywer of the keys. They declare thegfl have
received—tNs is their doctrine and their teachigf—from
God and nor\ other, like the apostles whoghield it of
Christ, the pow¥ of hearing the confessiongfof men and
women who desit\to confess to them, ofranting them
absolution and of gscribing penance. # hus they hear
confessions, grant abNlution and pregfribe penance, al-
though they have not en ordainedfs priests or clerics
by a bishop of the Roma\Church gfid although they are
just laymen. They in no Way clg#n to hold this power
from the Roman Church, o thff contrary, they deny it;
and in fact, they hold it neitgf from God nor from His
Church, since they have beegast out from the Church
by this very Church, outsidgf wigh there is neither true
penance nor salvation.

Moreover, this same sgtt hold uo ridicule the indul-
gences established angfl granted by Yhe prelates of the
Church, saying they gffe worthless.

Moreover, they in error with resfect to the sacra-
ment of the Euchgfist. They claim, notYublicly but se-
cretly, that in thff sacrament of the altar§he bread and
wine do not beffome body and blood of Cl§ist when the
priest who cgffbrates or consecrates is a sijner; and by
sinner theyfhean any man who does not belng to their
sect. Morgbver, they claim, on the contrary, tifgt any up-
right , even a layman, without having¥eceived
priestlffordination from the hands of a Catholi bishop,
may gonsecrate the body and blood of Christ, p vided
he Y& of their sect. They believe that women too c§n do
thffs, subject to the same condition. Thus they hold hat

y holy man is a priest.

The Rebellions of 1381

Sir John Froissart

The Late Middle Ages were marked by several rebellions by
the lower classes. One of the most important of these was the
1381 rebellion of peasants and artisans in England. Led by
John Ball, Wat Bler, and Jack Straw, the rebellion threatened
the upper classes before it was crushed and its leaders were ex-
ecuted. Events of the rebellion are described in the following
selection by Sir John Froissart (c. 1333—c. 1400), a French
chronicler of the Hundred Years’ War between England and
France.

Source: Sir John Froissart, Chronicles of England, France, Spain,
vol. |, trans. Thomas Johnes (New York: The Colonial Press, 1904),
pp. 211-215.
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ConstER: Ways John Ball appealed to the poor; how the
rebels gained strength; the discontents of the poor; how
rebellion might spread throughout England and elsewhere.

While these conferences were going forward there hap-
pened great commotions among the lower orders in Eng-
land, by which that country was nearly ruined. In order
that this disastrous rebellion may serve as an example to
mankind, I will speak of all that was done from the in-
formation I had at the time. It is customary in England,
as well as in several other countries, for the nobility to
have great privileges over the commonalty; that is to say,
the lower orders are bound by law to plough the lands of
the gentry, to harvest their grain, to carry it home to the
barn, to thrash and winnow it; they are also bound to
harvest and carry home the hay. All these services the
prelates and gentlemen exact of their inferiors; and in
the counties of Kent, Essex, Sussex, and Bedford, these
services are more oppressive than in other parts of the
kingdom. In consequence of this the evil disposed in
these districts began to murmur, saying, that in the be-
ginning of the world there were no slaves, and that no
one ought to be treated as such, unless he had commit-
ted treason against his lord, as Lucifer did against God;
but they had done no such thing, for they were neither
angels nor spirits, but men formed after the same like-
ness as these lords who treated them as beasts. This they
would bear no longer; they were determined to be free,
and if they labored or did any work, they would be paid
for it. A crazy priest in the country of Kent, called John
Ball, who for his absurd preaching had thrice been con-
fined in prison by the Archbishop of Canterbury, was
greatly instrumental in exciting these rebellious ideas.
Every Sunday after mass, as the people were coming out
of church, this John Ball was accustomed to assemble a
crowd around him in the marketplace and preach to
them. On such occasions he would say, “My good
friends, matters cannot go on well in England until all
things shall be in common; when there shall be neither
vassals nor lords; when the lords shall be no more mas-
ters than ourselves. How ill they behave to us! For what
reason do they thus hold us in bondage? Are we not all
descended from the same parents, Adam and Eve! And
what can they show, or what reason can they give, why
they should be more masters than ourselves? They are
clothed in velver and rich stuffs, ornamented with er-
mine and other furs, while we are forced to wear poor
clothing. They have wines, spices, and fine bread, while
we have only rye and the refuse of the straw; and when
we drink it must be water. They have handsome seats
and manors, while we must brave the wind and rain in
our labors in the field: and it is by our labor they have
wherewith to support their pomp. We are called slaves,
and if we do not perform our service we are beaten, and

we have no sovereign to whom we can complain or who
would be willing to hear us. Let us go to the King and re-
monstrate with him; he is young, and from him we may
obtain a favorable answer, and if not we must ourselves
seek to amend our condition.”

With such language as this did John Ball harangue the
people of his village every Sunday after mass. The arch-
bishop, on being informed of it, had him arrested and
imprisoned for two or three months by way of punish-
ment; but the moment he was out of prison, he returned
to his former course. Many in the city of London, envious
of the rich and noble, having heard of John Ball's preach-
ing, said among themselves that the country was badly
governed, and that the nobility had seized upon all the
gold and silver. These wicked Londoners, therefore, be-
gan to assemble in parties, and to show signs of rebellion;
they also invited all those who held like opinions in the
adjoining counties to come to London, telling them that
they would find the town open to them and the com-
monalty of the same way of thinking as themselves, and
that they would so press the King that there should no
longer be a slave in England.

By this means the men of Kent, Essex, Sussex, Bed-
ford, and the adjoining counties, in number about
60,000, were brought to London, under command of Wat
Tyler, Jack Straw, and John Ball. . . . At Canterbury the
rebels entered the Church of St. Thomas, where they did
much damage; they also pillaged the apartments of the
archbishop, saying as they were carrying off the different
articles, “The Chancellor of England has had this piece of
furniture very cheap; he must now give us an account of
his revenues, and of the large sums which he has levied
since the coronation of the King.” After this they plun-
dered the abbey of St. Vincent, and then, leaving
Canterbury, took the road toward Rochester. As they
passed they collected people from the villages right and
left, and on they went like a tempest, destroying all the
houses belonging to attorneys, King’s proctors, and the
archbishop, which came in their way. At Rochester they
met with the same welcome as at Canterbury, for all the
people were anxious to join them. . . .

In other countries of England the rebels acted in a sim-
ilar manner, and several great lords and knights, such as
the Lord Manley, Sir Stephen Hales, and Sir Thomas
Cossington, were compelled to march with them. Now
observe how fortunately matters turned out, for had these
scoundrels succeeded in their intentions, all the nobility of
England would have been destroyed; and after such suc-
cess as this the people of other nations would have rebelled
also, taking example from those of Ghent and Flanders,
who at the time were in actual rebellion against their lord;
the Parisians, indeed, the same year acted in a somewhat
similar manner; upward of 20,000 of them armed them-
selves with leaden maces and caused a rebellion.




