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ABSTRACT 

In the Middle Ages, the kingdom and the scene of rivalry and conflict with each other are frequently 
encountered.Therefore, the same situation is seen in the Middle Ages England.Because the Church was an 
institution legally attached to the Papacy.Kings and Popes were lords to whom the British clergy offered their 
loyalty and allegiance.In addition, his men and religious institutions were influential in economic life in 
medieval England.The claims of the Church, which has broad authority over the laws, caused it to be lived in 
a conflict zone.The most important to begin with are the Provisors Law in 1351 and the Praemunire laws 
enacted in 1353, which were a turning point in the relations between the kingdom and the papacy. With these 
laws, the anti-papacy feeling of enlargement has become evident since the beginning of the third century and 
has made itself permanent in the laws of the region.In this market, the power conflict between the Kingdom 
and the Church will be studied to be evaluated  within the framework of these laws. 
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( Luard, 1866: 365)
Provisors ve Praemunire 
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EXTENDED SUMMARY 
Purpose
In this study, it is aimed to evaluate the power conflict between the kingdom and the church 

within the framework of Provisors and Praemunire laws, which were first published in 1351 and 
1353.For this reason, the process and its articles are included in the two laws. In addition, by 
including the events in the aforementioned periods, the reasons that set the ground for these laws are 
presented. 

Methodology 
In the study, The Statutes of the Realm was used for the official records of the laws.In 

addition, the Calendar of the Patent Rolls records and examples of appointments made to the papal 
authorities that are intended to be regulated by these laws are given.Historical records are included 
to include the events of the period regarding Edward III and Richard II, who made the laws.By giving 
place to the official documents of the period of William I and Henry II, which was the period that 
laid the groundwork for the laws, the articles on the basis of the laws were conveyed. 

Findings 
In accordance with the chronology, the relations between the kingdom and the church were 

examined, beginning before the time when laws were passed. In this direction, the order article 
published in the period of William I and  The statements in the Becket incident and Clarendon Laws 
in Henry's II period were examined.It has been confirmed that the greatest conflict between the 
church and the kingdom is over power over salaried priesthood offices. The effect of events such as 
the Black Death during the reign of Edward III, who first enacted the law, on the decline in the power 
of the kingdom was examined.When the articles of the Provisors law were examined, it was stated 
that the first law was aimed at protecting the free choices of the bishops and the church. Before the 
Provisors and Praemunire laws, the laws passed to control appointments were determined and their 
details were given.According to the information obtained from the records of The Statute of the 
Realm, the punishment of irregularities in appointments to the priesthood offices was transferred 
with the Provisors law. The need for Praemunire's law was identified as the inadequacy of the 
application of Provisors law.By stating the difference between the two laws, it was also stated why 
there was a need for another law or to update the laws later. 

Political events of the period of Richard II It was understood that the power in the church 
increased due to the peasant revolts and the throne shake during the Lords Appellant period, and they 
were more courageous in appointments.In addition, the reflection of the influence of the Century 
wars between France and England in the Great Division on these appointments and the decrease in 
the power of the Pope in England were stated. The controversy over the papal rulings is when Mary 
Tudor tried to correct England's obedience to the pope. It was determined that it continued until the 
century.In addition, the reflection of the influence of the Century wars between France and England 
in the Great Division on these appointments and the decrease in the power of the Pope in England 
were stated. There has been controversy that these two laws led to the great separation in Henry
VIII's period.Although some historians do not accept this, some claim that the failure of these laws 
feeds this process.The controversy over the papal rulings is when Mary Tudor tried to correct 
England's obedience to the pope. It was determined that it continued until the century. 

Conclusion and Discussion 
The Provisors and Praemunire Statutes were enacted during the reigns of Edward III and 

Richard II to protect British interests from papal repression. However, the British government has 
never been able to implement these laws impartially.The Crown stretched these statutes as much as 
possible, as it had to protect its interests against foreign policy and support Rome against the French 
anti-papacy.It was mostly a policy of social control in difficult situations and in an environment of 
strife between king and pope, using the law in lower officials. Although these laws are regarded as 
anti-popes, they have been used against this purpose, especially in the government of Richard II.This 
shows us that the laws are not only meant to be against the authority of the pope, but also as a 
technique to keep their own decisions in effect. In this way, Praemunire continued to be closely 
connected with Provisors.Any case held in a Church court that could be justly heard in the king's 
common law courts could now fall within the jurisdiction of a Praemunire charter. 
  


