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NOTICE BY THE TRANSLATOR. 

T will be obvious at a glance to the reader, that this I work emanates from Catholic authorship, and dis- 

cusses the great religiooua crisis thmugh which thecburch 

and the world are now passing from a Catholic, though 

a "liberal Catholic," point of view. That it bears evi- 

dence of no common a t t b e n t s  and grasp of mind a 

very cursory examination will suflice to show. An 

English translation is offered to the public under the 

belief that there are very many in this country, as wen 

Protestants as Catholics, who will gladly avail them- 

selves of an opportunity of learning,'on the most direct 

authority, how the grave questions which just now 

s i t a t e  the Church are regarded by the members of a 

school, m o d y  if not numericdy strong, within her 

pale, who yield indeed to none in their loyd devotion 



x Notice by the TransZaalor. . 

to Catholic truth, but are unable to identify its interests 

with the advance of Ultramontanism, or rather, who 

cannot but recognise between the two an antithesis 

which the Church history of the last thousand years 

too eloquently attests, and to  which present facts, no 

less than past experience, give all the significance of a 

solemn warning it would be worae than unwisdom to 

ignore. 

Two rival tendencies, alien alike in their principles 

and their aims, which have long been dently develop- 

ing themselves, are now contending for the mastery 

within the bosom of the Church, like the unborn babes 

in Rebekah's womb, and it is simply a truism to assert 

that every section of our divided Christendom is inter- 

ested in the result of the atruggle. We live in an age 

powerful beyond all that have gone before for good and for 

evil, penetrated perhaps more deeply than controversial- 

ists are willing to admit by Christian sentiment, but aIso 

presenting in too many quarters a spectacle unprece- 

dented in modem history, of fixed and deliberate anta- 

gonism to the dogmas of the Christian creed. Not only 

the world of sense, but of supernatural revelation, is 



Notice by the Translator. xi 

delivered over to the disputations of men. At such a 

moment, it is proposed, amid the fervid acclamations 

of one party, the earnest and sorrowful protests of 

another, the careless acquiescence or sullen indiffer- 

ence of a host of nominal believers, and the triumphant 

sneers of an amused but unbelieving outside world, to 

erect Papal Infallibility into an article-and therefore 

inevitably the cardinal article-of the Catholic faith. 

Under a profound sense of the range and gravity of the 

issues involved this work was written, and with a simi- 

lar feeling, which each day's experience only deepens, 

it has been translated Man's necessity, we know, is 

God's opportunity, and even at the eleventh hour He 

may stretch forth His arm to save His menaced and 

afflictedChurch. "Oculi omnium in Te sperant, Domine, 

et Tu das escam illorum in tempore opportuno." 

We cannot, indeed, forget that two years elapsed 

before the cecnmenical pretensions of the Latrmnium 

of Ephesus were formally superseded, and that for more 

than twenty the Church lay, technically at least, under 

the reproach of heresy inflicted on her by the Council 

of Rimini, to which St. Jerome gave expression in the 
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well-known words, "Ingemuit totus orbis et Arianum se 

esse miratus est." Meanwhile, it behoves us to possess our 
souls in patience, as knowing that the Church is greater 

than any parties or individuals who for the moment may 

usurp her functions and prostitute her awful name, and 

that, come what will, truth must ultimately prevaiL 

It may be well to add that the substance of the 

earlier portion of this volume appeared in a series of 

articles on "The Council and the Civilt&," published 

during last March in the Allyemeins Zeitung,' which 

attracted very general attention on the Continent. But 

the whole subject is here worked out in detail, and 

with constant reference to the original authorities for 

every statement that is dwelt upon. 

1 See AUp. 2. for Waroh 10-16,1889. 

Sept. 10, 1869. 

NOTICE TO THE THIRD EDITION. 

SEVERAL verbal changes have been introduced into the 
present edition, with a view to greater clearness and accuracy 
of rendering, besides the correction of misprints both in the 
Original and the Translation, and some additional footnotea 

Dee. 8. 1869. 

































































































The Syllabus. 31 

of the Westphalian Peace which secured to Pmtes- 
tants the free exercise of their religion, and admission 
to civil offices, that filled the Pope, as he said, with 
pmfound grief (cum intimo doloris sewsu). And this 
sentence was adhered to, for in 1789 Pius VL declared 
that the Church had never admitted the Westphalian 
Peace, " Pacem Westphalicam Eeclesia nunqoam proba- 
vit" %us again in 1805, Pius VIL, in writing to his 
nuncio at Venice, upholds the punishments imposed by 

Innocent nI .  for heresy, viz., oonfiscation of property for 
private persons, and the relaxation of aU obligations of 
tribute and subjection to heretical princes ; and he only 
regrets that we are fallen on such evil days, and the 
Bride of Christ is so humbled, that it  is neither possible 
to carry out, nor even of any avail to recall, these holy 
maxims, and she cannot exercise a righteous severity 
against the enemies of the faith? 

These "holy maxims," then, are allowed for a while 

plmihdine, pediotos alteriua sen ntriusqoe Pacis hnjosrnodi articdos 
wterteraque in dictis Instrumentis wntenta . . . . ipao jure nnlla, inita, 
invalids, injust+ damnata, repmbata, inanin, viribusque et effeoto vana 
omnia faises, ease st in perpetuo fore; neminernque ad i U o m  et cujus 
libet e o m  etiamsi jurmento vallata sint, obsemtiam ten& . . . . 
deoernimos et deolaramos."-Magnu* BuUar. h n .  t. v. p. 466 acp. 
I~mernb. 1727. 
1 The Italian text of the letter is given in Rmi mr la Puisaem Tmp. 

dm P a p  (Paris, 1818), vol. ii. p. 320. 
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to lie dormant, though, according to the Jesuit plan of 
the campaign, they are to be raised at the approaching 
Council to the dignity of irreversible dogmas through 

the assertion of Papal Infallibility. Better times must 
be waited for, when the Church (that is, the Court of 
Rome) shall he raised once more from the dust, and 
seated on the throne of her universal, world-wide, spi- 

ritual sovereignty. 
But here "the true Catholics" are divided into two 

parties. The one party, which is suEciently educated 
to understand something of the spirit and tendencies of 
the age, cherishes no illusions as to the possibility, or 
at least the near approach, of a thousand years' reign 
of absolute Papal dominion, and therefore despairs of 
humanity, which in its scornful blindness has rejected 
its last anchor of hope. The age we live in is the dark 
age of Antichristiau dominion, the age of wailing and 
woe which is to precede the appearance of the bodily 
Antichrist for two years and a half, after which comes 

the end of all thiigs and the general judopent. This 
party was represented in Bavaria by a learned and 
influential ecclesiastic, now dead, who gave it expres- 

sion in a pastoral of the present Cardinal Reiswh.' I t  

1 [Windidmarun, Vim-General of Cardinal R e i d  when Amhbihop 
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simply means: As history does not go oui way, there 
shall be no more history, or, in other words, the world 

must come to an end, because our system is not carried 
out As their wisdom is at fault, they presume the 
wisdom of Providence is exhausted also ! Men of this 
school think a Council so nesr the end of the world 
superfluous, or at best only alast warning, given to men 
rather in wrath than in mercy. 

The other party, and the Jesuits at their head, see ir, 
the Council the last star of hope, and expect that, when 
Papal Infallibility and the articles of the Syllebus have 
been proclaimed, mankind wi l l  bow down its proud 
neck, like the royal Sicambrian, Clrrvis, and wiU burn 
what it adored before, and adore what it burnt. 

A holy bishop, Francis of S a h ,  often expressed his 
dislike of writings which deal with political questions, 
such as the indirect power of the Pope over princes, 
and thought with good reaeon that, in an age when 
the Church has so many open enemies, such questions 
should not be mooted' But St. Francia of Sales is no 

authority for the Jesuits. 

of ~ d c h ,  mre of the few very leuned men modem mtnmontanlsm hur 
pedn&.-Ta] 

1 mww, ai. 40& 

c 



CHAPTER IT. 

THE NEW DOGMA ABOUT MARY. 

N comparison with the principles involved in mnc- I tioning the Syllabus, the new d o p a  proposed 
about Mary is harmless enough. No one indeed can 

comprehend the urgent need for it only a few years 
after Pius m has solemnly proclaimed the Immaculate 
Conception as a revealed tmth. But there never seems 
to be enough done for the glorification of Mary. It is 

worth while, however, to take note of this second exhi- 
bition of the characteristic contempt of the Jesuits for 
the tradition of the ancient Church. 

Neither the New Testament nor the Patristic writ'mgs 
tell us anything about the destiny of the Holy Virgin 
after the death of Christ. TWO apocqphal work8 of 

the fourth or fifth century-one ascribed to S t  John, 
the other to Melito, Bishop of Sardis--are the earliest 
authorities for the tradition about her bodily assump- 
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tion' It is contained also in the pseudo-Dionysius; 
he and Gregory of Tours brought it into the Western 

Church." But centuries passed before it found any 
recognition Even the Martyrology of Usuard, used in 
the Roman Church in the ninth ceutuv, wnfined itself 
to the statement that nothiig was known of the manner 
of the holy Virgin's death and the subsequent condi- 
tion of her body : "Plus eligebat sobrietas Emlasire cum 
pietate nescire, quam aliquid frivolum et apocryphum 

inde tenendo docere."' If this floating tradition too is 
made into a dogma under Jesuit inspiration, it may 

easily- be foreseen that the Order-tappdtit t i t t  en 

mangeantwill bestow many a jewel hereafter on the 
dogma-thirsting world, out of the rich treasures of its 
traditions and pet theological doctrines. There is, for 
instance, the doctrine of P~obabilisrn?which lies quite 
as near ita heart as the Syllabus and Papal Infallibility, 
and which has stood it in such excellent stead in prac- 

tice. What a glorious justification it would be for an 
Orderwhich has been so widely blamed, if the Council 

' Elr * v  Kdpqm? 7% h ~ p ~ y l ~ ~  A c m d v q ~ ,  and De !lbatonrilu iVa~im. 
Da Nar Div. 8. Ds Glw. Mart. i. 4. 

* Ususd, Marl&. 18 Kd. 8apt. 
4 p e  lax system of Jesuit caguistry exposed in the P(w~'llcthZ Lut tc~~ 

of p a s d  Innocent XI. condemned it in some af its extremor forms. 
-Ta] 



were to be so accommodating aa to set its seal to this 
doctrine too as an article of faith I 

We h o w  that the Order expects another important 
senrice from the Council, viz., that the gymnasia and 
schools of higher education should be placed in it9 
hands, aa being specially odled and fitted for the work, 
and that the Bishops should engage, wherever they 
have the power, to hand over these establishments to 
the Fathers of the Society. It is therefore extremely 
desirable, nay necessary, that that ever-gaping wound 
in the reputation of the Order-ib moral syatem- 
should be healed by u decree of the CounciL 



CHAPTER I IL 

PAPAL INFALLIBILITY, 

I T is the fundamental principle of the Ultrsmon- 
tane view that when we speak of the Church, 

its rights and its action, we always mean the Pope, and 
the Pope only. "When we speak of the Church, wo 
mean the Pope," says the Jesuit* Gretser, at the begin- 
ning of the seventeenth century, Professor at Ingold- 
stadt, and one of the most learned theologians of the 
Order. Taken by itself, as the community of believers, 
clergy, and bishops, the Church, according to Cardinal 
Cajetan-the clnssical theologian of the Roman Court 
-is the slave (seroa) of the Pope. Neither in ih whole 
nor its parts (National Churches) can it desire, strive 
for, approve, or disapprove, anything not in absolute 

accordance with the Papal will and pleasure. I n  an 



article of the Civiltd, entitled "The Pope the Father of 
the Faithful," we read as follows :- 

" " I t  is not enongh for the people only to know that 
the Pope is the head of the Church and the Bishops ; 
they must also understand that their own faith and re- 
ligious life flow from him; that in him is the bond 
which unites ~atholics to one another, and the power 
which strengthens and the light which guides them; 
that he is the dispenser of spiritual graces, the giver of 

the benefits of religion, the upholder of justice, and the 
protector of tlie oppresied'"And still this is not eiough; 
it is further requisite to refute the accusations directed 
against the Pope by the impions and the Protestants, 

and to show how seniceable the Papacy and the Pope 
have at all times been to civil society, to the Italian 
people, to families, and to individuals, even in regard to 
their temporal intersstan' 

Cia 1887, YOL xii. pp. 86 a q .  -"Non basta ahe il popolo sappia e s s m  
(il Papa) il c a p  dells chieas e dei vesoovi : blaogna ohe inintenda da lui de- 
rimre la propria fede, da lui 1% pmpria vita religiosq in ini rssiedm il 
W I D  chenoisce inaieme i Eattoliei, la fom chs B oonraBaS, 1% paids che 
li dk&e : lui emre il divemiem dell0 gmie  spiritnnli, lui il promobre 
dei benpfioii ohs la d i g i o ~ ~ e i m p a r t i ~ ~ ~ ,  lni il rnwwaton della gimtizia, 
lui il pratetiore degli opprsasi NB db solo bast. ; si riehiede di pih ahe 
dilegaioai le aceose lanciate oontro delPaps dagli empii e &i protestati, 
e che dimastd~i qnanb benefice dle wcietP ddi, ai ppoli italiant, a& 
fsmiglis e sgli individni, crlando in ordins & intereasi temporali sin 
in ogni tamp U Papato. s ii Papa,'' 



It was St. Jerome's reproach to the Pelagiana that, 
according to their theory, God had, as it were, wound 
up a watch once for all, and then gone to sleep because 
there was nothing more for Him to do. Here we have 
the Jesuit supplement to this view. God has gone to 
sleep because in His place His ever wakeful and infal- 
lible Vicar on earth rules, as lord of the world, and dis- 
penser of grace and of punishment. St. Paul'a saying, 
"In him we live, and move, and am," is transferred to the 

Pope. Few even of the It& oanoniats of the fifteenth 
century could screw themselves up to this point, thoee 
greedy place-hunters and sycophants, who were blamed 
even in Rome as mainly responsible for the corruption 
of the Church cawed by the Popes. Under the lead of 
the new Order of the sixteenth century all hitherto said 
and done for the exaltation of the Papal dignity wae 
thrown into the background. We owe it to Bellarmine 
and other Jeauita that in some documents the Pope is 
expressly designated "Vice-God." The Ciuiltd, too, 
after asserting that all the treasures of divine revelation, 
of truth, righteousness, and the gifts of God, are in the 

Pope's hand, who is their mle dispenser and guardian, 
comes to the conclusion that the Pope carries on Chrisfa 
work on earth, and is in relation to w what Christ 



would be if He waa still visibly present to rule Hia 

Church1 I t  is but one step from this to declare the 
Pope an incarnation of God? 

Ultramontanism, then, is essentially Papalism, and 

its starting-point is that the Pope is infallible in 

all doctrinal decisions, not only on matters of faith, 
but in the domain of ethics, on the relations of religion 

to society, of Church to State, and even on State insti- 

tutions, and that every such decision claims unlimited 
and unreserved submission in word and deed fmm all 
Catholics. On this view the power of the Pope over 
the Church is purely m o m h i d ,  aud neither knows 

nor tolerates any limita He is to be sole and absolute 
master; all beside him are his plenipokntia.riea and 
servants, and are, in fact, whether mediately or imme- 
diately, the mere executors of his orders, whose powers 

Vol. iii. p. 259, 1868. "I teaoridi qu& m d a d o ~ ~ e ,  tesori di vsritA, 
teaorl di ginstizia, tesori di carismi, rennem d8 Dio dsposihti fn tens neUe 
mani di m uomo, che ne B solo dispenaiep e costode .,. . qoest. nomo B il 
Pap.  evidentemente 6 raoohiu~o 11e11~ nu s t e m  appellarione diVi. 
cprio di Christo. ImpemmhB se egli soatl- In tepa le vwi  di Christo, 
vuol dim ohe egli mntinos nal rnondo l'opepers di C M o  ; ed B rispetto il 
noi el4 che sarebbe wee Chrmto, ss par b& mdwho s - b i b &  qn&h 
eovamlaaa la chi-.. -. .~ --... ~~~ 

[Compm with this Posey'sRinnimn, p. 827 : "One reoently returned 
Imm Rome hed the impression that 'aome af the sxtrsme mtramootaw, 
if they do not say so in w many words, imply a quasi-hypostatic union 01 
the Eolv Ghost with eaoh a n m i -  Pane.' The acemate writsr who ra. 



he can restrict or cancel a t  his pleasure. On Ultramon- 

tane principles the Church is in a normal and flourish- 
ing condition in proportiop as it is ruled, administered, 
supervised, and regulated, down to the minutest details, 
in all its branches and natiiond boundaries, from Rome. 
Rome is to a& as a gigwtic machine of ecclesiastical 
administration, s' Briareus with a hundred asma, which 
finally decides everythin& which'reaches everywhere 

with its denunciations, cknsures, and manifold means 
of repreasion, and secures a rigid uniformity. For the 
Church-ideal of the mtramontanes is the Romanking 
of all particular Churches, pnd above all the suppression 
of every ~hwd of individuality in National Churches? 
Nay, mwa, they consider it the conscientious duty of 
dl, nations to mould them8elves, to the utmost of their 
power, into the specifically clerico-Italian fashion of 

thinking and feeling. How should they not, when the 
C1L'wiW says roundly, "As ithe Jews were formerly God's 
people, so are the Romans under the New Covenant. 
They have a supernatural dignity" 1' 

1 ['L Romanism," "Romaniae," eta., am wed by @man writem not as 
synonymow terms with Roman Ostholicism, etc., but ta the 
RomRnist or Ultramontane party id the Romm Catholic Church.-TR.] 

8 Vol. iii. p. 11, 1862 " Soprapatnralo easendo il fine, per etri Ilddio 
oonaema lo ststo Romano, s~pm~*tumla in qunlche modo si vedd esers 
ladignitadi questo popola." These praiser of the so-called Faman people, 
which no longer exhis-for the population of Rome is amere flootuating 



Papal In fallibility. 

The Ultramontane knows nothing h i e r  than the 
usage and law of Rome. For him Rome is an eccleshti- 
cal address and inquiry-office, or rather a standing oracle' 
-the Civiltd calls the Pope "summum oraculnm,"- - 

whichcangive at once an infalliblesolutionof every doubt, 
speculative or practicaL While others are guided in their 
judgment on facts and events by the moral and religious 
sentiment developed in their Church-life, with Ultra- 
montanes the auth~rity of Rome ahd the typical ex- 

ample of Romanmorals and customs are the embodiment 

of the moral and ecclesiastical law. If Jewish parents 
are forcibly robbed of their child in Rome, that he may 
be brought up a Christian, the Ultramontane hda it 
quite in order that natural human rights should yield to 

the ordinances of Rome, however late devised, although 
theologians in other cases maiutain that here the law 
of Nature is the law of God, and therefore above any 

mere human and ecclesiastical ordinance. If the Inqui- 
sition still proclaims excommunication in the States of 

medley of I t h a ,  and especially Italisn clerica, fmm all parts of the 
Pnninnuh-8eem to be phrasea brought up fmm a former age. Thm, for 
example, in 1626, Osmrio, Provost 8nd Pmfeaaor at Padna, sap, "The 
Italians are eralted above sll nstions by the speoiel pgrace of Gad, who 
given them in the P o p  a spiritnal monarch, who h.I put down from their 
thmnea great kings and yet mishtier emperors, and set others in their 
place, to whom the grestest b d o m e  hare long paid trihote, as they do 
to no other, and who dispnaes anch rlchen to hia courtiem that no Ling or 
emperor has wsr had so mnoh to give." 



the Church agailist every son sdd daughter if they omit 
to denounce their parents, and get them put into prison 
for using flesh or milk on a fast-day, or reading a book 
on the Index, the Romrtnist is prepared to justify this 
too. If the Roman Government, by its lottery, openly 
conducted by priests, fosters the paasion for gambling, 
and produces the ruin of whole families, the Uiuiltd. 
composes an apology for the lottery, although Alexan- 
der m and Benedict xm. forbade it under pain of ex- 

communication. If in Rome, clergymen (the so-called 
peti di p i a m )  stand in the public places till some one 
hires them for a mass, this gives no more offence to the 
Romanist than the sale of indulgence-bills ; and so the 
Roman commissionaires, after showing visitors the vari- 
ous sights of the place, M y  point out this spectacle to 
them. He thinksit at least very excusable that the very 
utmost is got out of dispensations and indulgences as a 
mine of pecuniary profit ; that, for instance, the indul- 
gences of "privileged altars" are sold to certain churches 
at a scudo apiece, thus giving occasion to the grossest 
superstition about the delivery of souls from b g a -  
tory; that certain marriage dispensations are granted to 
the wealthy for a high price, which are denied to the 
poorer ; that some kinds of matrimonial causes are car- 
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ried to Rome, against the express stipulation of treaties, 

and the citizens thereby subjected to protracted and 
costly processes,-as happened not long since in a 
German State, when this new encroachment seemed to 
the local bishops so strong a m e ,  that they made ener- 
getic representations at Rome on the subject, which 
resulted in the demand being given up for a while, and 
the question being allowed to remain unsettled 

Rome on her part omits no means of confirming the 
whole Catholic world in thk~ alerico-Italian manner of 
thinking and feeling. More than nine-tenths of the 
Roman congregations and tribunals are composed of 
Italians, and they reguhte everything through their 
precepts and decisions, spun out into the minutest and 
most fivolons detail, and iseued in the name of the 
Pope. Every breath of religious life is to be drawn by 
Italian rule. Bishoprics out of Italy are to be. Wed, 
as far aa possible, by men who have got the Catholic 
mind in Rome, or who at least have been trained by 

the Jesuits or their pupils 
The more questions any country or diocese refers to 

Rome-the more dispensations, indulgences, altctrprivi- 
leges, consecrsted objects, and the l i e ,  it receives from 
Rome--the more present8 of money it sends there,-so 



much the higher praise it gets for piety and genuine 
Catholic sentiment. What is called Catholicity can 

only be attained in the eyes of the Court of Rome by 
every one translating himself and his ideas, on every 
subject that has any connexion with religion, into 
Italian. If, in points where the Italian form or view, 
or practice or manner of devotion, conilicts with their 
national feeling, or is being forced into the place of 
what is native and 8uits them better, Germans or 
Frenchmen or Englishmen repudiate the foreign use, 
they ara said to be on a wrong road, they are not 
"genuine Catholics," but only liberal Catholics ; for 80 

the Society of Jesus distinguishes what we should call 
" Ultramontane," or simply " Catholic!' 

5 11.-Consepzunca~ of t h  Dogma 

The root of the whole Ultramontane habit of mind 
is the personal infallibility of the Pope, and accordingly 
the Jesuits d e c h  it to be the wish of true Catholics 
that this dogma should be dehed at the forthcoming 
Council. If thia desire is accomplished, a new prin- 
ciple of immeasurable importance, both retrospective 
and prospective, will be established-a principle which, 
when once irrevocably fixed, will extend its dominion 
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over men's minds more and more, ti it has coerced 
them into subjection to every Papal pronouncement in 

matters of religion, morals, politics, and social science. 

For it will be idle to talk any more of the Pope's 
encroaching on a foreign domain; he, and he alone, 
as being infallible, will have the right of determining 
the limits of his teaching and action at his own good 
pleasure, and every such determination will bear the 
stamp of infallibility. When once the nanvw adherence 
of many Catholic theologians to the ancient tradition 
and the Church of the first six centuries is happily 
broken through, the pedantic horror of new dogmas 
completely got rid of, and the well-known canon of S t  
Vincent, " Quod semper, quod ubique, quod ab omnibus:' 
which is still respected here and there, set aside--then 
every Pope, however ignorant of theology, will be free 
to make what use he likes of his power of dogmatic 
creativeness, and to erect his own thoughts into the 
common belief, binding on the whole Church. We say 
advisedly, "however ignorant he may be of theology." 
for the Jesuit theologians have already foreseen this 
contingency as being not an unusual one with Popes, 
and one of them, Professor Erbermanu of Mayence, has 

observed-" A thoroughly ignorant Pope may very well 



Consegumces of t h  Dogma. 47 

be infallible, for God has before now pointed out the 
right road by the mouth of a speaking ass."' But, 

after Infallibility has been made into a do,ma, whoever 
dares to question the plenary authority of any new 
article of faith coined in the Vatican mint, will incur, 
according to the Jesuits, exwmmnnication in this world 
and everlasting damnation in the next. Conncils will 

for the future be superfiuous; the Bishops will no 
doubt be assembled in Rome now and then to swell 
the pomp of a Papal canonization or some other g m d  

ceremony, but they will have nothing mom to do with 
dogmas. If they wish to c o b  a Papal decision, 
itself the result of direct Divine inspiration-as, e.g., 

the Council of Chalcedon, after careful examination, 
sanctioned the dogmatic letter of Pope Leo I.,-this 
would be bringing lanterns to aid the light of the noon- 
day sun. The form hitherto used by the Bishops in 
subscribing the doctrinal decisions of Councils, " defini- 
ens subscripsi," would for the future be a blasphemy. 

Papal Infallibility, when once defined by the Coun- 
cil as an article of faith, will give the impulse to a 
theological, ecclesiastical, and even political revolution, 

1 I& CathoZ. (Mogunt. 1645), cap. vi. p. 97 : " Quomoda hinc infertor, 
nos 5dem salntemqne nostram sb Mica tali homins snapendm et nm 
~ ~ t i o s  ab eo, qd niovit etiam per asin- loqmentrrm didgem iter naa- 
trom." 



the nature of which very few-and least of all those 
who am urging it on-have clearly realized, and no 
hand of man will be able to stay its course. I n  Rome 
itself the saying will be verified, "Thou wilt shudder 
thyself at thy likeness to God" 

I n  the next place, the newly-coined article of faith 
will inevitably take root as the foundation and corner- 

stone of the whole Roman Catholic edifice. The whole 
activity of theologians will be concentrated on the one 
point of sscertaining whether or not a Papal decision 
can be quoted for any given doctrine, and in labour- 
ing to discover and amass proof for it from hiitory and 

literature. Every other authority will pale beside the 
living oracle on the Tiber, which speaks with plenary 
inspiration, and can always be appealed to. 

What use in tedious investigations of Scripture, what 
use in wasting time on the cWicult etudy of tradition, 
which requires ao many kinds of preliminary know- 
ledge, when a single utterance of the infallible P o p  
may shatter at a breath the labours of half a lifetime, 
and a teleephic message to Rome will get an answer 
in a few hours or a few days, which becomes an axiom 
and article of faith 1 On one side the work of theolo- 
gians will be greatly simplified, while on the other it 
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becomes harder and more extensive. A single comma 
in a single Bull (of Pius v. against Baius) has before 
now led to endless disputes, because it is doubtful 
whether it should precede or follow certain words, and 
the whole dogmatic meaning of the Bull depends on its 
position. But the dispute, which has gone on for three 
centuries, can never be settled now, not even by examin- 
ing the original document at Bome, which is written, 
according to the old custom, without punctuation. And 

how will it be in the future f The Rabbis say, " On 
every apostrophe in the Bible hang whole mountains of . 

hidden sense," and this will apply equally to Papal 
Bulls; and thus theology, in the hands of the Ultm- 
montane school, wbich will alone prevail, promises to 
become more and more Talmudical. 

To prove the do-ma of Papal Infallibility from Church 
history nothing less is required than its complete 
falsification. The declarations of Popes which con- 
tradict the doctrines of the Church, or contradict each 
other (as the same Pope sometimes contradicts himself), 
will have to be twisted into agreement, so as to show 
that their heterodox or mutually destiuctive enuncia- 
tions are at bottom sound doctrine, or, when a little 
has been subtracted from one dictum and added to the 

n 
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other, are not really contradictory, and mean the same 

thihg. dud here future theologians will have to get 
well indoctrinated in the Rabbiical school ; and indeed 
they will find a good deal of valuable matter ready to 
their hand in the J e t  casuists. These last, mean- 
time, will be their best teachers in the skilful mani- 
pulation of history. They never had any particular 

dBculty in manufacturing Church history; they have 
already performed the most incredible feats in that 
line. Not to speak now of their zeal for the discovery 
and dissemination of apocryphal tales of miracles and 
lives of saints, of which the Catholic world owes to 
them so many, we will merely refer here to their 
huge falsification of Spanish Church-history. They 
have provided Spain with a wholly new history, in 
accordance with the interests of their Order, as well as 
with the national wish, and the dogma of the Immaou- 
late Conception; and this could only he wcomplished by 
the Jesuit, Roman De la Hipera, inventing. chronicles 
and archaeological records, with the necessary appur- 
tenance of relics, the genuineness of which had to be 
proved by a miracle brought forward for this c>xpreaa 

pnrpw.  
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9 111-Em and Co~'olclradi0tions of the Popes. 

It is necessary for illustrating the question of Infalli- 
bility to recall some of the historical ddliculties it is 
beset with 

Innocent r and Gelasius 1, the former writing to the 
Council of Milevis, the latter in his epistle te the 
Bishops of Picenurn, decked it to be so indispensable 
for Manta to receive communion, that those who die 

without it go straight to heU' A thousand y e m  later 
the Council of Trant anathematized this doctrine. 

It is the constant teaching of the Church that ordi- 
nation received from a bishop, qnite irrespectively of 
his personal worthiness or unworthiness, is valid and 
indelible. Putting aside Baptism, the whole security 
of the sacraments rests on this principle of faith, and 
re-ordination has always been opposed in the Church 

as a crime and a profanation of the sacrament. Only 
in Rome, during the devastation which the endless 
wars of Goths and Lombards .rdscted on Central Italy, 
there was a collapse of d learning and theology, which 

disturbed and distorted the dogmatic tradition Since 
the eighth century, the ordinations of certain Popes 

1 a. AW. ~ u g . ~  n w; conoi2. cdz. (ed. LM), 1178. 
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bezan to be annulled, and the bishop and priestg 
ordained by them wee compelled to be re-ordained. 
This occurred first in 769, when Constantine IL, who 
had got possession of the Papal chair by force of arms, 
and kept it for thirteen months, was blinded, and 
deposed at a Synod, and all his ordinations pronounced 
invalid. 

But the strongest case occmed at the end of the 

ninth century, after the death of Pope Fornosus, when 
the repeated rejection of his ordi t ions  threw the whole 
Italian Church into the greatest confusion, and produced 
a general uncertainty as to whether there were any valid 
sacraments in ItaIy. Auxilius, who was a contemporary, 
said that through this universal ~jection and repetition 
of orders ("ordinatio,exordinatio,et superordinatio")mat- 
ters had come to such a pass inBome,that if the principle 
adopted byStephen,Sergius,and their adherentawas right, 
for twenty years the Christiin religion had been inter- 
rupted and extinguished in Italy. Popes and Synods de- 
cided in glaring contradiction to one another,now for,now 
against, the validity of the ordmations, and it was self- 
evident that in Rome all sure knowledge on the doc- 
trine of ordination was lost. At the end of his second 

work, Auxili~w, speaking in the name of those numer- 
ous priests and bishops whose ecclesiasticd status w89 
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called in question by the decisions of Stephen w. and 
Sergins m., demanded the strict inveatigation of a 
General Council, as the only authority capable of solv- 
ing the complication introduced by the Popes? 

But the Council never met, and the dogmatic uucer- 

tainty and confusion in Rome continued. In the middle 
of the eleventh century the great contest against Simony, 
which was then thought equivalent to heresy, broke 
out, and the ordinations of a simoniacal bishop were 

pronounced invalid Leo IX. re-ordained a number of 
persons on this ground, as Peter Damiani  relate^.^ 
Gregory m., at hi fifth Roman Synod, made the inva- 
lidity of all simoniaoal ordinations a rule, and the prin- 
ciple, confirmed by Urban n, that a simoniacal bishop 
can give nothing in ordination, because he has nothing, 
passed into the Deoretm of Gratian? 

In these cases it is obvious that doctrine and practice 

were most intimately connected. It was only from 
their holding a false, and, in its consequences, most 
injuriouq notion of the force and nature of this sacm 
ment, that the Popes acted as they did, and if  they had 
then been generally considered infallible, a hopeless 



confusion must have been intmduced, not or?y into 
Italy, but the whole Church. , 

I n  contrast to Pope Pelagius, who had adlared, with 
the whole Eastern and Western Churc~,'the indispen- 
sable necessity of the invocation of the Trinity in Bap- 
tism, Wicolas L assured the Bulgarians that baptism 
in the name of Christ alone was quite sufficient, and 
thus exposed the Christians there to the danger of an 
invalid baptism. The same Pope declared confirmation 
administered by priests, according to the Greek usage 
from remote antiquity, invalid, and ordered those so 
confirmed to be confirmed anew by a bishop, thereby 
denying to the whole Eastern Church the possession of 
a sacrament, and laying the foundation of the'hitter 
estrangement which led to a permanent division.' 

Stephen IL (m.) allowed marriage with a slave girl 
to be dissolved, and a new one contracted, whereas all 
previous Popes had pronounced such marriages indis- 
soluble? He also declared baptism, in case of neces- 
sity, valid when administered with wine.' 

Celestine IU. tried to loosen the marriage tie by de- 

claring i t  dissolved if either party became heretical 
Innocent UI. annulled this decision, and Adrian VL 

2 Card. Cdl. (rd. Labbe), n. 548. 'i3. vi 1860. a Ib. vi. 1665 
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called Celestine a heretic for giving it This decision 

was afterwards expunged from the xs. collections of 

Papal deorees, but the Spanish theologian alphonsus 
de Castm had seen it there? 

The Capernaite doctrine, that Christ's body is sen- 
sibly (senwalitdr) touched by the hands and broken by 
the teeth in the Eucharist-an error rejected by the 
whole Church, and contradicting the impassibility of 
His body,-was affirmed by Nicoh IL at the Synod of 

Ilome in 1059, and Berengar was compelled to acknow- 
leclge it. Lanfranc reproaches Berengar with afterwards 
wanting to ~uake Cardinal Eumbert, instead of the Pope, 
responsible for this doctrine? 

Innocent ID.., in order to exhibit the Papal power in 
the fullest splendour of its divine omnipotence, invented 
the new doctrine that the spiritual bond which unites 
a bishop to his diocese is firmer and more indissoluble 
than the " carnal" bond, as he called it, between man 
and wife, and that God alone can loose it, viz., translate 
a bishop from one see to another. But as the Pope is 
the representative of the true God on earth, he and he 
alone can dissolve this holy and indissoluble bond, not 

1 Adv. Ha. (a t  Paris), 1505. Cf. Meleh. Canus, p. 240. 
1 Lanfranc, Ds EwA c. 8 (ed. Migne), p. 412. 
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by human but divine authority, and it is God, not man, 
who looses it.' The obvious and direct corollary, that 
the Pope can also dissolve the less 6rm and holy bond 
of mamiage, Innocent, as we have seen, overlooked, for 
he solemnly condemned Celestine 111,'s decision on 
that point; and thus he unwittingly involved himself 
in a contradiction Many canoniats, however, have ac- 
cepted this consequence of his teaching as legitimate. 

Innocent betrayed his utter ignorance of theology, 

when he declared that the Fifth Book of Moses, being 
called Deuteronomy, or the Second Book of the Law, 
must bind the Christian Church, which is the second 
Church? This great Pope seems never to have read 
Deuteronomy, or he could hardly have fallen into the 
blunder of supposing, e.g., that the Old Testament prohi- 
bitions of particular kinds of food, the burnt-offerings, 

the harsh penal code and bloody laws of war, the pmhibi- 
tions of woollen and linen garments, etc., were to be again 
made obligatory on Christians. And as the Jews were 

allowed in Deuteronomy to put away a wife who dis- 
pleased them, and take another, Innocent ran the risk 

1 ~ecretsl ,  Ds Tmnd Episc., c 2,4 4. This nsn to intmdooe s new 
article of faith. The Church had not known for cent"& that msigna 
tions, depositions, and translations of bishops, ~1rmged by divine right ta 
the Pope. 

9 Decretal, Quiflii si-t icgitimi, c 18 
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of falling himself into a greater error about marriage 
than Celestine IIr. 

Great light is thrown on this question by the history 
of the alternate approbations and persecutions of the 
Franciscan Order by the Popes. 

Nicolas 111, in the decretal, Ehit pi sentinat, gave 
an exposition of the rule of St. Francis, and affirmed the 
renunciation of all personal or corporate property to be 
holy and meritorious ; that Chri~t  Himself had taught, 

and by His example confirmed it, and also the first 
founders of the C h ~ ~ r c h  The Franciscans therefore were 
to have the use ody, not the possession, of prop*; 
the possession he adjudged to belong to the Roman 
Church. He expressly added that this exposition of the 
rule of St. Francia was to have permanent force, and, 
Like every other constitution or decretd, to be used in 
the schoola and litemlly interpreted He forbade, 
under pain of excommunication, all glosses against the 
literal sense. There can be no shadow of doubt that 
Nicolas meant in this decree to issue a solemn decision 
on a matter of faith It is not addressed to the Fran- 

ciscan Order only, but to the schools (Ce., universities) 
and the whole Church. . 

Clement v., in the decretal, Ehvi d e  Paradise, re- 
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newed the ordinance assigning the property of Fran- 
ciscans to the Roman Church; and John xxrr, in the 
Bull Q w m d a m ,  declared this ordinance of Niwlas III. 

and Clement v. to be salutary, clear, and of force. But 
no sooner did John come into c o a c t  with the Fran- 
ciscans, partly in his attempts to limit their ludicrous 
excesses in the exhibition of Evangelical poverty, partly 
owing to the strong denunciations of the corruption of 
the Papal Court, and loud demands for a reformation 
in the Church, which issued from the bosom of the 
Order, than he began gradually, and as far as he wuld 
without prejudicing his authority, to undermine the 
constitution of Nicolas 1n First, he removed the ex- 
communication for all non-literal interpretations of the 
Franciscan rule, and then attaoked certain of its details. 
Meanwhile the strife grew fiercer; the " Spirituals," in 
union with Louis of Bavaria, began to hrmd John as a 
heretic, and he, in a newBull, declared the distinction be- 
tween use and possession impossible, neither serviceable 
for the Church nor for Christian perfection, and finally 

rejected the doctrine of hii predecessor, that Christ and 
the Apostles were in word and deed patterns of the 
Franoiscan ideal of poverty, as heretioal, and hostile to 
the Catholic faith. 



Ewors  and Contraradictions of the Popes. 59 

And thus the perplexing spectacle was dorded the 
Church of one Pope unequivocally charginganother with 
false doctrine, What Nicolaa m. and Clement v. had 
solemnly commended as right and holy, their successor 
branded, aa solemnly, as noxious and m u g .  The Fran- 

ciscans repeated the charge of heresy against John xm. 
with the more emphasis, "since what the Popes had once 
defined in faith andmorals, through the keys of wisdom, 
their successors could not call in question."' John wn- 

demned the writings of D'Olive, and several more of their 

theologians, and handed over the whole community of the 
" Spirituals," or Fratricelli, as the advocates of extreme 
poverty were called, to the Inquisition. Between 1316 

and 1352, 114 of them were bunt,-martym to their 
misconception of Evangelical poverty and Papal infalli- 
bility; for they were among the h t  champions'of that 
theory, aa yet new in the Church. After long and 
bitter persecutions, Sixtus IV. at lsst made some eatis- 
faction to the "Spirituals," by letting the works of their 
prophet and theologian, D'Olive, he re-examined, and 
in contradiction to the sentence of John x w ,  declared 
orthodox. Later Popea resumed possession of the pro- 
perty of the Franciscans, which John had repudiated. 

1 Df. Boamet, Wm. DedmaDcolaroL-CEm,xviii. pp.BQ s a l  Liege, 1768, 
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One of the most comprehensive, dogmatic documents 
ever issued by a Pope is the decree of Eugenius IV. "to 
the Armenians,'' dated 22d Novemberl439, three months 
after the Council of Florence was bmught to an end by 
the departure of the Greeks. It is a confession of faith 

of the Roman Church, iutended to serve as a rule of 
doctrine and practice for the Armenians, on those pointa 
they had previously differed about. The d o p a s  of 

the Unity of the Divine Nature, the Trinity, the In- 
carnation, add the Seven Sacraments, are expounded, 
and the Pope moreover asserts that the decree thus 
solemnly issued has received the sanction of the Council, 
that is, of tho Italian bishops whom he had detained in 
Florence. 

If this decree of the Pope were really a rule of 
faith, the Eastern Church would have only fo11r sacra- 
ments instead of seven; the Western Church would for 
at least eight centuries have been deprived of three 
sacraments, and of one, the want of which would make 
all the rest, with one exception, invalid. Eugenius IV. 
determines in this decree the form and matter, the sub- 
stance, of the sacraments, or of those things on the 
presence or absence of which the existence of the sacra- 
ment itself depends, according to the universal doctrine 
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of the Church. He gives a form of Conhat ion which 

never existed in one-half of the Church, and first came 
into use in the other after the tenth century. So a,& 
with Penance. What is given as the essential form of 
the sacrament was unknown in the Western Church for 
eleven hundred years, and never known in the Greek. 
And when the delivery of the sacred vessela, md the 
words accompanying the rite, am given as the form and 
matter of Ordination, it follows that the Latin Church 

for a thousand years had neither priests nor bishops- 
nay, like the Greek Church, which never adopted this 
usage, possesses to this hour neither priests nor bishops, 
and consequently no sacramente except Baptism, and 
perhaps Marriage? 

I t  is noteworthy that this decree-with which Papal 
IuWibility or the whole hierarchy md the saoramenta 
of the Church stand or fall-is cited, refuted, and 
appealed to by all dogmatic writers, but that the adhe- 
rents of Papal Infallibility have never meddled with it. 
Neither Bellmine, nor Charlas, nor Aguirre, nor Orsi, 

1 CL Denzingel; EndMd. &ntM. at De&<l. (Wireeb. 1854), pp. 200 aep. 
But Denzinger, in order to conceal the poraly dogmatic character of this 
famous deoree, has mnit td  t& @st part, a t& Tn'%ity a& I~anatiat, 
which is given in Raynsldas's A n m S  1439. [The same conspieoously 
tmtenablle explsnation as adopted in the Ihdlin RNiw far Januq 
1848.-Tn.1 
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nor the other apologists of the Roman Court, troubled 
themselves with it. 

After the Papal claim to infallibility had taken a 
more definite shape at Rome, Sixtus v, himself brought 

it again into jeopardy by his edition of the Bible. The 
Council of Trent had pronounced St. Jerome's version 
authentic for the Western Church, but there was no 

authentic edition of the Latin Bible sanctioned by the 
Church. Sixtus v. undertook to provide one, whioh 
appeared, garnished with the stereotyped forms of ana- 

thema and penal enactments. His Bull declared that this 
edition, corrected by his own hand, must be received and 
used by everybody as the only true and genuine one, 

under psjn of excommunication, every change, even of 
a single word, being forbidden nuder anathema. 

But it soon appeared that it was full of blunders, 
some two thousand of them introduced by the Pope 
h i e l f .  It was said the Bible of Sixtus v. must 
be publicly probibited. But Bellarmine advised that 
the peril Sixtus had brought the Church into should be 
hushed up as far as possible ; all the copies were to be 
called in, and the corrected Bible printed anew, under 
the name of Sixtus v., with a statement in the Preface 
that the errors had crept in through the fault of the 



Errors and Contradictzons of the Popes. 6 3  

compositors and the carelessness of others. Bellarmine 

himself was commissioned to give circulation to these 
lies, to which the new Pope gave his name, by compos- 
ing the Preface. In his Autobio,mphy this Jesuit and 
Cardinal congratulates himaelf on having thus requited 

Sixtus with good for evil; for the Pope had put his 
great work on Controversies on the Index, because he 
had not maintained the direct, but only the indirect, 
dominion of the Pope over the whole world. And now 

followed a fresh mishap. The Autobiography, which wss 

kept in the archives of the Roman Jesuits, got known 
in Rome through several transcripts. On this Cardinal 
Azzolini urged that, as Bellarmine had insulted three 
Popes and exhibited two as liam, viz., Gregoty HN. 
and Clement VIU, his work should be suppressed and 
burnt,' and the strictest secrecy inculcated about it? 

§ 1V.-The Verdict of History. . 
Some explanation is imperatively needed of the strange 

phenomenon, that an opinion according to which Christ 

1 For, thought azzalini, vhphat shall we ST, if our advewriea infer 
"Paps potest falli in exponendB Eodesire R.8uiptnr&"-the Pope esn em 
in expoonding Scripture-nay, hath erred, "nan solum in "rpanendo sed 
in eA multaperpersm mutando," not only in erpaunding it, but in ruakiog 
maeg wmng changes in the text 8- POLO n & a w  dcl2a Bcatif. c i 4  Card 
B d h .  (Ferram, 1761), p. 40. 
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has made the Pope of the day the one vehicle of His in- 
spirations, the pillar and exclusive organ of Divine truth, 
without whom the Church is like a body without a s o d  
deprived of the power of vision, and unable to deter- 
mine any point of faith-that such an opinion, which 
is for the future to be a sort of dogmatic Atlas carrying 
the whole edifice of faith and morals on its shoulders, 
should have first been certainly ascertained in the year 
of grace 1869, but is from henceforth to be placed as a 
primav article of faith at the head of evely catechism. 

For thirteen centuries an incomprehensible silence 
on this fundamental article reigned throughout the 
whole Church and her literature. None of the ancient 

confessions of faith, no catechism, none of the patristic 
writings composed for the instruction of the people, 
contain a syllable about the Pope, still less any hint 
that all certainty of faith and doctrine depends on him. 
For the first thousand years of Church h~story not one 
single question of doctiine was finally decidedby thePo11~ 
The Roman bishops took no part in the commotions 
which the numerous Gnostic sects, the Montanists and 
Chiliasta, produced in the early Church, nor can a single 
dogmatic decree issued by one of them be found during 
the first four centuries, nor a trace of the existence of any. 
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Even the controversy about Christ kindled by Paul of 
Samosata, which occupied the whole Eastern Church for 
a long time, and necessitated the assembling of several 
Councils, was terminated without the Pope taking any 
part in it. So again in the chain of controversies and dis- 
cussions connected with the names of Theodotus, Arte- 
mon, Ncetua, Sabellius, Beryllua, and Lucian of Antioch, 
whkh troubled the whole Church, and extended over 

nearly 180 years, there is no proof that the'Roman 
bishops acted beyond the limits of their own local 
Church, or accomplished any dogmatic result. The only 
exception is the dogmabic treatise of the Roman bishop 
Dionysius, following a Spod  held at Rome in 262, de- 
nouncing and rejecting Sabellianism and the opposite 
method of expression of Dionysius of Alexandria This 
document, if any authority had been ascribed to it, was 
well fitted in itself to cut short, or rather strangle at its 
birth, the long Arian disturbance; but it was not known 
out of Alexandria, and exercised no influence whatever on 
the later course of the controversy. It is only known 

1 from the fra,mnents quoted afterwards by Athanasius. 
I n  three controversies during this early period the 

Rome Church took an active part,-the question about 
Easter, about heretical baptism, and about the peni- 

E 
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tential discipline. In all three the Popes were unable to 
carry out their own will and view and practice, and the 
other Churches maintaiued their different usage with- 

out itsleading to any permanent division Pope Victor's 
attempt to compel the Churches of Asia Minor to adopt 
the Roman usage, by excluding them from his wm- 
munion, proved a failure. 

The dispute about the stricter or milder administra- 

tion of penance, and as to whether certain heinous sins 
should exclude from communion for life, lasted a long 

time in the Church of Rome, as elsewhere. There is 
no trace found of any attempt to force other Churches 
to adopt the principles received at Rome ; and even in 
the fourth century, the Spanish Synod of Elvira estab- 
lished ~ l e s  difleriug widely from the Roman. This 
difference had an intimate relation to do,pa 

The dispute about heretical baptism, in the middle of 
the third century, had a still more clemly dogmatic char- 
acter, for the whole Church doctrine of the efficacy and 
conditions of sacramental grace was involved. Yet the 

opposition of Pope Stephen to the doctrine, confirmed 
at several African and Asiatic Synods, against the 
validity of schismatical baptism, remained wholly in- 
operative. Stephen went so far as to exclude those 
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Churches from his commuuion, but he only drew down 
sharp censures on his unlawful arrogance. Both St. 

Cyprian and Firmilian of Cresarea denied his having any 
right to dictate a doctrine to other bishops and Churches. 
And the other Eastern Churches, too, which were not 
directly mixed up in the dispute, retained their own 
practice for a long time, quite undisturbed by the 
Roman theory. Later on, St. Augustine, looking back 
at this dispute, maintains that the pronouncement of 

Stephen, categorical as it wm3, was no decision of the 
Church, and that St. Cyprian and the Africans were 
therefore justified in rejecting it ; he s a p  the real obli- 
gation of conforming to a common practice originated 
with the decree of a great (plenara'wm) Conno& meaning 
the Council of Arles in 314.' 

In the Arian disputes, which engaged and disturbed 
the Church beyond all others for above half a century, 
and were discussed in more than fifty Synods, the Roman 
See for a long time remained passive. The long pon- 
tificate of Pope Silvester (314-335) has no document or 
sign of doctrinal activity to show, any more than those 

1 Aug., Da Bopt. mtl: D m t . ,  Opp. (ed. Benediot) ir. pp. 98-111. m a  
advocate of Paps1 Infa l l i i ty  srs obliged to @ve vep St. Augustin& Orsi 
f o d i y  rebukes him, 8x3 Beliarmine (DeRwles. i. 4) thinks he prbapa 
spoke a falsehood 



of his predecessors from 269 to 314. Julius and 
Liberius (337-366) were the first to take part in the 
course of events, but they only increased the uncer- 
tainty. Julius pronounced Marcellus of Bncyra, an 
avowed Sabellian, orthodox at his Roman Synod; and 
Liherius purchased his return from exile from the Em- 
peror by condemning St. Athanasius, and subscribing an 
Ariau creed. " Anathema to thee, Liberius I" was then 

the cry of zealous Catholic bkhops like Hilary of 
Poitiers. This apostasy of Liberius sdced ,  through 
the whole of the middle ages, for a proof that Popes 
could fall iqto heresy as well as other people. 

Later on, and especially after the unfortunate issue 
of the Synods of IIiIan, Sirmiurn, Rimini, and Seleucia, 
when men's confidence in this method of securing sound 
definitions was greatly shaken, and St. Jerome wrote 
that the world was amazed to thd itself Arian-then, if 
ever, we might expect that Christians and Churches 
would resort in their perplexity from all parts of the 
empire to the Roman See for aid and counsel, as the 
one anchor of salvation and rock of orthodoxy; but 
nothing of the kind took place ; so far from it, that in 
all the treatises and discussions consequent on the 
Synods of Rimini rutd Seleucia in 359, the Pope's name 
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is never once mentioned. The first sign of life he gave 
was some years afterwards, when he adopted the pro- 
ccdure of the Synod of Alexandria against the bishops 1 who feu at &ini.l 

During all the fourth century Councils done decided 

1 dogmatic questions. If the Bishop of Rome was ever 
I 

appealed to for a decision, it  was usderstood that he 

I was desired to call a Synod to decide the point at issue. 
At the second (Ecumenical Council in 381, which decreed 
the most important definition of faith since the Nicene, 

1 by first formulizing the doctrine of the Holy Ghost, the 
Church of Rome was not represented at all; only the 

I decrees were communicated to it  as to other Churches. 
Two Roman Synods, under Damasus, about 378, did 
indeed anathematize certain errors without naming their 
authors; but Pope Siricius (384-398) declined to pro- 
nounce on the false doctrine of a bishop (Bonosus), 
when requested to do so, on the ground that he had no 
right, and must await the sentence of the bishops of the 
province, "to make it  the rule of his own."a He eon- 
demned the teaching of Jovinian, which originated in 
Rome itself, but only through the means of a Synod. 
d greater share fell to the Popes in the Pelagian con- 

Epiat. Pontif. (ed Calut.) p. 443. ' I6. p. 679. 
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troversies, which chiefly concerned the West, than in 
previous ones. Innocent L, when invoked by the 
Africans, after five years of disputing, had sanctioned 
the decrees of their two Synods of Milevis and Carthage 
(417), and pronounced a work of Pelagingios heretical, so 
that St. Augustine said, in a sermon, "The matter is 
now ended"' But he deceived himself, for the strife 
was only fairly begun, and it was not ended till many 
years later, by the decision of the (Ecumenioal Council 
of Ephesus in 431. Neanwhile Pope Zosimus spoke 
on the Pelagian doctrine in a very different fashion 
from his immediate predecessor, Innocent He bestowed 
high commendation on the profession of faith of Celes- 
tius, who was accused before him of the heresy, though 
it contained an open denial of Original Sin, and severely 
rebuked the African bishops, who had made the com- 
plaint, for accusing so orlhodox a person of heresy. It 
was only after they had addressed an energetic letter to 
Zosimus, telling him that they adhered to their decision, 
and that he was mistaken, and after they had again 
anathematized the teaching of Pelagius and Celestius, 
at  a Council held at  Ca~thage, that the Pope assented 
to their judgment 

1 Sanno 131, 0. 10. Opp. (ed. Antwerp) v. 449. 
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But St. Augustine's saying, quoted above, has been al- 

leged in proof of his accepting Papal Infallibility, which, 
in dealing with the baptismal controversy, he so often 
and so pointedly repudiates. Such a notion was utterly 
foreign to his mind. The Pelagian system was in his 
eyes so manifest and deadly an error (aperta pemicies), 
that there seemed to him no need even of a Synod to 
condemn it? The two African Synods, and the Pope's 
assent to their decrees, appeared to him more than 

enough, and so the matter might be regarded as at an 
end That a Roman jud,ment in itself was not con- 
clusive, but that a "Concilium plenarium" was neces- 
sary for that purpose, he had himself emphatically 
maintained; and the conduct of Pope Zosimus could 
only c o n h  his opinion. 

A new chapter in the dogmatic action of the Popes 
opens with the year 430, which was the starting-point of 
the controversies on the Incarnation and the relation of 
the two natures in Christ, which lasted on to the close 
of the seventh century. Pope Celestine's condemnation 
of Nestorius was superseded by the Emperor's convoking 
a General Council at Ephesus in 431, where it was sub- 
mitted to examination, and approved. When the Euty- 

' Cmk. Ep. Pelog. t 4, r ult. 



chian ~ 0 n t ~ v e I 3 y  arose, the 'letter of Leo the Great to 

Flavian appeared in 449, and this was the first do;@natic 
writing of a Pope which found acceptance both in East. 
and West, but not until it had been examined at the 

Council of Chalcedon. Leo himself acknowledged that 
his treatise could not become a nde of faith till it wee 

eonfirmed by the bishops? 

Pope Vigilius was less happy in the dispute about 

the "Three Chapters "-the writinga of Theodora, Theo- 

doret, and Ibas, which were held to be Nestorian,-which 
he first pronounced orthodox in 646, then condemned 

the next year, and then again reversed this sentence in 
deference to the Western bishops, and thus came into 

conflict with the Fifth General Council, which exoom- 

municated him Findy, he submitted to the judgment 

of the Council,declaring that he had unfortunately been a 
tool in the hands of Satan, who labours for the destruc- 

tion of the Church, and had thus been divided from his 
colleagues, but God had now enlightened him.a Thus he 

thrice contradicted himself: first he anathematized those 
who condemned the Three Chapters as erroneous ; then 
he anathematized those who held them to be orthodox, 

1 Leonis Ep. ad Eph. Ud1.  See Mansi, C o d .  vl. 111. 
9 See hiis letter to the Pntrinrch Eutyohina Of. Ds Msrm, -1. 

~Parir, 1669), p. 45. 
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as he had just before himself held them to bo ; soon after 
he condemned the condemnation of the Three Chapters; 
and lastly, the Emperor and Council triumphed again 
over the fickle Pope. A long schism in the West was 

the consequence. Whole National Churches-Africa, 
North Italy, Illyria--broke off communion with the 
Popes, whom they accused of having sacrificed the 
faith and authority of the Council of Chalcedon by 
condemning the Three Chapters Pelagius I., Vigilius's 

sucwsor, whose o~thodoxy waa on this ground SIB- 

pected by the Frnukish king, Childebert, and the bishops 
of Gaul, never dreamt of claiming immunity from 
emr, but excused himself in all directions. He laid 

before Chiidebert a public profession of his faith, and 
declared himself, before the bishops of Tuscany, ready 

to give to every one an account of his faith 
Often and earnestly as the Popes exhorted separated 

bishops and Churches to return to communion with 
Rome, they never appealed to any peculiar authority or 
exemption from error in the Roman See. 

The Monothelite controversy, growing out of the as- 

sertion that Christ had not two wills, a human and a 
Divine, but one Divine will only, led to the Generd 
Synod of Constantinople in 680. At the begi~ming of 
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the controversy, Pope Honorius I., when questioned by 
three Patriarchs, had spoken entirely in favour of the 
heretical doctrine in letters addressed to them, and had 
thereby powerfully aided the new sect. Later on, in 
649, Pope Martin, with a Synod of 105 bishops from 

Southern and Central Italy, condemned Monothelism. 
Ent the sentence of a Pope and a small Synod had no 
binding authority then, and the Emperor Constantine 

found it necessary to summon a General Council to 
settle the question. It was foreseen that Pope Hon- 

orius I, who had hitherto been protected by silence, 
must share the fate of the other chief authors of the 
heresy at this Council. He was, in fact, condenlned for 
heresy in the most solemn manner, and not a single 
voice, not even of the Papal legates who were present, 
was raised in his defence. His do,matic writings were 
committed to the flamea as heretical. The Popes sub- 
mitted to the inevitable; they subscribed the anathema, 

themselves undertook to see that the " heretic " 
Ronorius was condemned in the West as well as 
throughout the East, and his name struclr out of the 
Liturgy. This one fact-that a Great Council, univer- 
sally received afterwards without the slightest hesitation 
throughout the Church, and presided over by Papal le- 
gates, pronounced the do,matic decision of a Pope here- 



[On the vsrioua infallibilist nmwsrs to the case of Bonoriua, the resder 
may consult with advantsgs The Case of Popc Eonorious Recasidced with 
rgfdmes lo Rccent Apo2ogi8~. By P. Le Page Renmlt. Longmans.-Tn.] 
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tical, and anathematized him by name as a heretic-is a 
proof, clear as the sun at noonday, that the notion of 
any peculiar enlightenment or inerrancy of the Popes 
was then utterly unknown to the whole Ohurch. The 
only resource of the defenders of Papal Infallibility, 
since Torqnemada and Bellarmhe, has been to attack 
the Acts of the Council aa spurious, and maintain that 
they are a wholesale forgery of the Greeks. The Jesuits 

clung tenaciously to this notion till the middle of the 

last century. Since it has had to be abandoned, the 
device has been to try and torture the words of Honorins 

into a sort of orthodox sense. But whatever comes of 
that, nothing can alter the fact, that at the time both 
Councils, and the Popes themselves, were convinced of 
the fallibility of the Pope.' 

A century later, Pope Adrian I. vainly endeavoured 
to get the decrees of the second Nicene Council on 
Image Worship, which he had approved, received by 
Charlemagne and his bishops. The great msembly 
at Frankfort in 794, and the Caroline books, rejected 
and attaoked these decrees, and Adrian did not ven- 
ture to offer more than verbal opposition. In 824 the 
bishops assembled in synod at Paris spoke without 
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remorse of the "absurdities " (ahma) of Pope Adrian, 
who, they said, had commanded an heretical worship 
of images.' 

No less light is thrown on the relations of Western 
bishops to the Pope by the Predestinarian controversy , 
occasioned by the monk Gottschalk, and prolonged for 
ten years at Synods and in various writings. The first 
prelates of the day, Hincmar, Rhabanus, Amolo, Pru- 
dentius, Wenilo, and others, took opposite sides, Synod 
contended against Synod, and there seemed no possi- 
bility of coming to an agreement. Yet it never occurred 
to any one to appeal to the Pope's sentence, ready as he 
was to interpose in the affaira of the Frankish Chnmh; 
only at last Gottschalk himself made an unsuo- 
cessful attempt to get his hard fate mitigated by the 

Pope. 
Up to the time of the Isidorian decretals no eerious 

attempt was made anywhere to introduce the neo- 
Roman theory of Infallibility. The Popes did not dream 
of laying claim to such a privilege. Their relation to 
the Church had to be fundamentally revolutionized, 
and the idea of the Primacy altered, before there could 
be any room for this doctrine to grow up ; after that it 

' Wi CmA nli. 4l5 am. 



developed itself by a sort of logical sequence, but very 
slowly, being at isSue with notorious historical facts. 

§ V.-The Anciemt Constitution of the Church. 

To get a view of the esiormous difference in the posi- 
tion and action of the Primacy, as it was in the Roman 
Empire, and as it became in the later middle ages, it is 
enough to point out the following facts :- 

(1.) The Popes took no part in convoking Counds. 
AU Great Conncils, to which bishops came from differ- 
ent countries, were convoked by the Emperors, nor 
were the Popes ever consulted about it beforehand. If 
they thought a General Council necessary, they had to 
petition the Imperial Court, as Innocent did in the 
mattei of St. Chrysostom, and Leo after the Synod of 
449;' and then they did not always prevail, as both 
the Popes just named learnt by experience. 

(f) They were not always ailowed to preside, per- 
sonally or by deputy, at the Great Councils, though no 
one denied them the first rank in the Church At 
Nice, at the two Councils of Ephesus in 431 and 449, 

and at the Fifth General Council in 553, others pre- 
sided; only at Chdwdon in 451, and Constantinople in 

[The ~'~atmebiiniom" of Ephesus.-Tu.] 
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680, did the Papal legates preside. And it is clear that 
the Popes did not claim this as their exclusive right, 
from the oonduct of Leo I. in sending his legstes to 
Ephesus, although he knew that the Emperor had 
named, not him, but the bishop of Alexandria, to 
preside. 

(3.) Neither the dogmatic nor the disciplinary deci- 
sions of these Councils required Papal confirmation, for 
their force and authority depanded on the consent of 

the Church, as expressed in the Synod, and afterwards 
in the fact of its being generally received. The con- 
firmation of the Nicene Council by Pope Silvester was 
afterwards invented at Rome, because facts would not 

square with the newly devised theory. 
(4.) For the first thousand years no Pope ever issued 

a doctrinal decision intended for and addressed to the 
whole Churoh Their doctrinal pronouncements, if de.. 
signed to condemn new heresies, were always submitted 

to a Synod, or were answers to inquiries from one or 
more bishops. They only became a standard of faith 

after being read, examined, and approved at an (Ecume- 
nical Council. 

(5.) The Popes possessed none of the three powers 
which are the proper attributes of sovereignty, neither 
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the legislative, the administrative, nor the judiciaL The 
Council of Sardica, in 343, gave them, indeed, a handle 
for the attempt to usurp the latter. Here it was decreed 

for the first time, and as a persond privilege to the then 
Pope, Julius, that he should be authorized to appoint. 
judges for a b i o p  in the second instance to hear the 
cause on the spot, with the assistance of a Roman legate, 
and, in the event of a further appeal, to pronounce sen- 
tence himself. But this re,datiou was received neither 

by the Eastern Church nor the African, never observed 
by the former, and steadily rejected by the latter, and 
it never came into full force anywhere till after the 
Isidorian decretals were fabricated. The African bishops 
wrote to Pope Boniface I., in 41 9, "We are resolved not 
to admit this arrogant claim.'" 

The Popes at that time made no attenipt to exercise 
legislative power. For a long time, according to their 
own statement, no canons but those of the Grst Nicene 
Council obtained in the West, in the' East only the 
canons of Eastern Synods. Declarations or ordinances 
issued by Popes in reply to questions of particular 
bishops could not be regarded as general laws of the 

1 EpCal. rontlf. (ed. Callst.), p. 118 :-"Non somw jam i s tm typhnrn 
paasui." 



Churoh, for the ~imple reason that they were only 

known to particular bishop and Churches. The spread 
of the Dionysian writings, with the second part com- 
posed of Papal documents, after the sixth century, began 
gradually to pioneer the way for the notion that certain 

decretals of the Roman bishops had the foxce of law, but 
their authority was still limited, as in the Spanish 
Church, to those issued by Roman Synods, or else was 
made dependent on their express acceptance by National 

Churches. Even if thepopes had attempted at that time 
to  exercise a formal government over the Church, the 
thing was a sheer impossibility. Government cannot be 
carried on by occasional S~nods, and there was no other 
machinery for governing. ThePopes would have required 
a court, a system of clerical officials, congregations, and 
the like, but nothing of the kind was remotely dreamt 
of The Roman clergy were organized just like every 
other ; for a l l  the offices and functions undertaken later, 
and s t i i  discharged by the court, there was then neither 
need nor occasion. 

(6.) Nobody thought of getting dispensations from 
Church laws from the Roman bishops, nor waa a single 
tax or tribute paid to the Roman See, for no court ss yet 
esisted To make laws which could be dispensed for 
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money would have appeared both a folly and a crime. 
The power of the keys, of of binding and loosing, was 
universally held 10 belong to the other bishops just as 
much as to the bishop of Rome. 

(7.) The bishops of Rome could exclude neither indi- 
Aduals nor Churches from the communion of the Church 
Universal They could withdraw their own Church from 
communion with particular bishops or Churches, and 
they often did so, but this in nowise Sffeeted their rela- 

tion to other bishops or Churches, as was shown, among 
other instances, by the long Antiwhim schism from 
361 to 413. And, on the other hand, if they admitted 
into their own communion one excommunicated by other 
Churches, this did not bring him into communion with 
any other Chumh. 

(8.) For a long time nothing was known in Rome of 
definite rights bequeathed by Peter to hia successors. 
Nothing but a care for the weal of the Church, and the 
duty of watching over the observance of the canons, 
was ascribed to them. Only after the Sardican Council, 
and in mliance solely on it, or the Nicene, which wss 
designedly confounded with it, was a right of h e a h g  ap- 
peals laid claim to. Innocent I. himself(402-41'1), who 
tried to give the widest extent to the Sardican canon, and 

B 
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claimed, on the strength of it, a right to interpose in all 
graver Church questions, grounded his claim entirely on 
"the Fathers" and the Synod. So, too, with Zosimus 
(417-418),-it was the Fathers who had given the See 
of Rome the privilege of iinal deoision in appeals? But 
soon afterwards, at the Council of Ephesus, the Roman 
legates declared that Peter, .to whom Christ gave the 
power of binding and loosing, lives and judges in his s u e  

cessors? No one put forward this plea more frequently 
or more energetically than Leo I. But when the Coun- 
cil of Chalcedon declared, in its famous tweuty-eighth 
canon, that it was the Fathers who adjudged the primacy 
to Rome, md that too on account of the political dignity 
of the city,leo did not venture to contradict them, though 
he strenuously resisted the main purport of the w o n ,  
which raised the See of Constantinople to the first rank 

after the Roman, and to equal rights. It was not the 
degradation of the Roman See, but only the injury done 
to the Eastern Patriarchs and the Nicene canon, which, 
according to his o m  assurance, was the ground of his 
refusing his assent to the canon of Chalcedon8 He 

1 M m i ,  C d .  iv. 888. ' B. iv. 136. 
a The sixth Niceae canon, referring to the rlghte of the Raman See owr 

part of the Itslian Church, had given the =me rights to the bishop of 
Alerandria and Bntioch over *air om Pntrlamhntes. 
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h311, indeed, aome years before, induced tbe Emperor 
Valentinian m. to issue an edict in favour of the See of 
Rome, which subjected all the bishops of the then very 
reduced Western empire (strictly only those of Italy and 
Gaul) to the Pope, and which, had it obtained full force, 
mould h w e  changed the whole constitution of the WesL 
ern Church. This edict names, besides the canon of 

Sardica,. and the greatness of the city, "the merit of St. 
Peter," as the first ground for so comprehensive apower, 
which the bishops were to be compelled by the imperial 
officers to bow to. But when Leo had to deal with 
Byzantium and the East, he no longer dared to plead this 
argument,-which would done have proved the bated 
twenty-eighth canon of Chalcedon to be null and void, 
-but preferred to appeal to the Nicene Conncil, utterly 
untenable as his inferences from the sixth canon must 
have appeared to the Greeka The opposition of his 
successors was equally fruitless. The canon took full 
effect, and from that day to this has determined the 
form and constitution of the Eastern Church, and its 
view of the prerogatives of Rome. 

(9.) What was afterwards called the Papal system, 
when first proclaimed in words only, was repudiated 
with horror by that best and greatest of Popes, Gregory 
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the Great. On this theory the Pope has the plenitude 
of power, all other bishops are only his servants and 
auxiliaries, from him all power is derived, and he is 
concurrent ordinary in every diocese. So Gregory un- 
derstood the title of " (~cmenical~&triarch," and would 

not endure that so "wicked and blasphemous a title" 
should be given to himself or any one else? 

(10.) There are many National Churches which were 
never under Rome, and never even had any intercourse 
by letter with Rome, without this being considered a 
defect, or causing any difficulty about Church com- 
munion. Such an antonomous Church, always in- 
dependent of Rome, was the most ancient of those 
founded beyond the limits of the empire, the Armenian, 
wherein the primatial dignity descended for a long 
time in the family of the national apostle, Gregory the 

Illuminator. The great Syra-Persian Church in Meso- 
potamia, and the western part of the kingdom of the 
Sassanida, with its thousands of martyrs, was from the 
first, and always remained, equally free from any in- 

fluence of Rome. I n  its records and its rich litera- 
ture we find no trace of the arm of Rome having 

reached there. The same holds good of the Ethiopian 
I Lib, v. Ep. 18 ad Jmn; Lib. v l l i  Ep. 30 ad Euloy. sto. 
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him and hi divine prerogative of being the vehicle of a 
permanent i~um;nation from on high. Every Christian 

must say : "I believe this or that article of faith, because 

I believe in the Pope's infallibility, and because the 
Pope has decided it, or has ratified the decision and 

teaching of others." 

And now compare with tbis the silence of the 
ancient Church. I n  the first three centuries, St. 

Iremu8 is the only writer who ~onnects the superiority 

of the Roman Church with doctrine ; but he places this 
superiority, rightly understood, only in its antiquity, 
its double apostolical origin, and in the circumstance 
of the pure tradition being guarded and maintained 
there through the constant concourse of the faithful 

from all countries. Tertullian,Cflrian:hctantius, know 
nothing of special Papal prerogatives, or of any higher or 

supreme right of deciding in matters of faith and doc- 
trine.. In the writings of the Greek doctors, Eusebius, 
St. Athanasius, St. Basil t1.p Great: the two Gregories, 

1 On the famous interpolation in Cyprian's Da Ud t .  E&. see later. 
2 St. Basil (Opp. ed. Bened. iii. 301, Em. 239 and 214) has expressed 

mmt rtmngly his contempt far ths writings of the Popes, "those insolent 
and pnffed up Oocidentals, who wwonld only sanction false doctrine." H~ 
says he wouldnot receive their letters if they fell from haven. He wm 
provoked by the support given at Rome to the open Sabellianiam of Mac 
d m  and the unsettling of the Antioehian Church. 
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and St. Epiphanius, there is not one word of any pre- 
rogatives of the Roman bishop. The most copious of 
the Greek Fathers, St. Chrysostom, is wholly silent on 
the subject, and so are the two Cyrils ; equally silent are 
the Latins, Hilary, Pacian, Zeno, Lucifer, Sulpicius, and 
St. Ambrose. Even the Roman writer Ursinus (about 
440), in defending the Roman view of re-baptism, 
avoids, or does not venture upon, any appeal to the 
authority of the Roman Church, as final, or even of 

especial weight ! ' 
St. Augnstine has written more on the Church, its 

unity and authority, than all the other Fathers put 
together. Yet, from all his numerous works, filling teu 
folios, only one sentence, in one letter, can be quoted, 
where he says that the principality of the Apostolic 
Chair has always been in Rome:-wbich could, of 
course, be said then with equal tmth of Antioch, 
Jerusalem, and Alexandria Any reader of his Pastoral 
Letter to the separated Donatists on the TJnity of the 
Church, must find it inexplicable, on the Jesuit theory, 
that in these seventy-five chapters there is not a single 

1 Thst he ia the author is clew fmm the all but contemporary statemnut 
of Gemadha, and the oldeat xs. Sea Bennettis, PA&.@ R. P. Vin. 
dicata (Ram, 1756), ii. 274. 

3 EJ. 43, Opp. (Antwerp), ii. 00. 
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word on the necessity of communion with Rome as the 
centre of unity. He urges all sorts of arguments to 
show that the Donatists are bound to return to the 

Church, but of the Papal Chair, as one of them, he 
knows nothing. So again with the famous C o m d  

torizvm of St. Vincent of Lerins, composed in 434. If 
the view of Roman infallibility had existed anywhere 
in the Church at that time, it could not have been 
possibly passed over in a book exclusively concerned 

. with the question of the means for ascertaining the 

genuine Christian doctrine. But the author keeps to 

the three notes of universality, permanence, and con- 
sent+ and to the (Ecumenical Councils. Even Pope 
Yelagius I. p~aises St. Augustine for "being mindful 
of the divine doctrine which places the foundation of 
the Church in the Apostolical Sees, and teaching that 
they are schismatics who separate themselves from the 
communion of these Apostolica1See.s.'" This Pdpe (655- 

660),  then, knows nothing of any exclusive teaching 
privilege of Rome, but only of the necessity of adher- 
ing in disputed questions of faith to the Apostolical 
Churches-Alexandria2 Antioch, and Jerusalem, as well 
&S Rome? 

1 Xmi.  Cmod u. 710. ' tb. k, 782. 



Moreover, we have writings or statements about the 
ranks of the hierarchy in the ancient Church, and the 
Papal dignity is never named as one of them, or men- 
tioned as anything existing apart in the Church. I n  the 
writings of the Areopngite, composed at the end of the 
Hth century, on the hiemchy, only bishops, presbyters, 
and deacons are mentioned In 631, the famous Spanisl~ 
theologian, Isidore of Seville, describes all the grades of 
the hierarchy, and divides bishops into four ranks- 

Patriarchs, Archbishops, Metropolitans, and Bishops 
Gratian incorporated this long chapter from Isidore 
into his Decretm, strange as it must have appeared to 
him that the f ist  and highest office should not be 
named at dl As late as 789 the Spanish Abbot 
Beatus gives the same account; he too knows no 
higher office in the Church than Patriarchs, of whom 
he calls the Roman the first? 

There is another fact the infallibilist will 6nd it 
impossible to explain. We have a copious literature on 
the Christian sects and heresies of the first six centu- 
ries,-Irenm, Hippolytus, Epiphanius, Philastrius, St. 
Augustine, and, later, Leontius and Timotheus, have 
left us accounts of them to the number of eighty, but 

1 Beati CDMRO~~. ilt Apoc. (Xdr. 1776), p. 9'2. 
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not a single one is reproached with rejecting the Pope's 
authority in matters of faith, while A'erius, e.g., is re- 
proached with denying the episcopate as a grade of the 
hierarchy. Had the m t  d'ordre been given for oentu- 
ries to observe a dead silence on this, in the Ultramon- 
tane view, articulza stantis uel &tis Ecclesia:? 

All this is intelligible enough, if we look at the patris- 

tic interpretation of the words of Christ to St. Peter. Of 
all the Fathers who have exegetically explained these 

passages in the Gospels (Matt. xvi. 18, John xxi. 17), not 
a single one applies them to the Roman 6islwps as Peter's 

sueeessorx How many Fathers have busied themselves 
with these texts, yet not one of them whose commen- 
taries we possess-Origen, Chrysostom, Hilary, Augus- 
tine, Cyril, Theodoret, and those whose interpretations 
are collected in catenas,-has dropped the faintest hint 
that the primacy of Rome is the consequence of the 

commission and promise to Peter! Not one of them 
has explained the rock or foundation on which Christ 
would build His Church of the office given to Peter to 
be transmitted to his succrssom, but they understood 
by it either Christ Himself, ,r Peter's confession of faith 
in Christ; often both toge her. Or else they thought 
Peter was the foundation 1 equally with all the other 
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Apostles, theTwelve being together the foundation-stones 

of the Church (Apoc. xxi. 14). The Fathers could the 
less recognise in the power of the keys, and the power 
of binding and loosing, any special prerogative or lord- 
ship of the Roman bishop, inasmuch as-what is ob- 
vious to any one at h t  sight-they did not regard a 
power first given to Peter, and afterwards conferred in 
precisely the same words on all the Apostles, as any- 

thing peculiar to him, or hereditmy in the line of Roman 
bishops, and they held the symbol of the keys to mean 
just the same as the figurative expression of binding 
and loosing.' 

Every one knows that the one classical passage of 

Scripture on which the edifice of Papal Infallib'ity 
has been reared is the saying of Christ to St. Peter: 
"I have prayed for thee, that thy faith fail not: and 
when thou art converted, confirm thy brethren."s But 
these words manifestly refer only to Peter person- 
ally, to his denial of Christ and his conversion; he is 
told that he, whose failure of faith would be only of 

Dbllinger might therefore how spared himself t6e tmnble of trying to 
show thst the power of the keya differs from the power of binding and 
loosing, so thst the former extended over the whole Church, lrnd paaaed 
to Petef8 esuooessors (FirJt Ape of ths Chmh,  pp. 29,30, 2d ed.) Thin 
contradicts ell the patriatic interpretations, and the exegetical W t L n  
of the Cburoh. 

Luke u i i .  3'2. 
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short duration, is to strengthen the other Apostles, whose 
faith would likewise waver. It is directly against the 

sense of the passage, which speaks simply of faith, first 
wavering, and then to be confirmed in the Messianic 
dignity of Christ, t o  find in it a promise of future infal- 
libility to a succession of Popes, just because they hold 
the office Peter first held in the Roman Church. No 

single writer to the end of the seventh century dreamt 

of such an interpretation; all without exception-and 
there are eighteen of them-explain it simply as a 
prayer of Christ that bi Apostle might not wholly suc- 

cumb, and lose his faith entirely in his approaching 
tiial. The first to find in it a promise of privileges to 

the Church of Rome was Pope Agatho in 680, when 
trying to avert the threatened condemnation of his pre- 
decessor, Honorius, through whom the Roman Church 
had lost its boasted privilege of doctrinal purity. 

Now, the Tridentine profession of faith, imposed by 

oath on the clergy since Pius IV., binds them never to in- 
terpret Holy Scripture otherwise than in accord with the 
unanimous consent of the Fathers-that is, the great 
Church doctors of the f is t  six centuries, for Gregory 
the Great, who died in 604, was the last of the Fathers; 
every bishop and theologian therefore breaks his oath 



when he interprets the passage in question of a gift of 
infallibility promised by Christ to the Popes. 

5 VI1.-Forgeries. 

At the beginning of the ninth century no change had 
taken place in the constitution of the Church as we 
have described it, and especislly none as to the autho- 

rity for deciding matters of faith. When the Franbish 

bishops came to Leo m., he assured them that, far fmm 
setting himself above the Fathera of the Council in 381, 

who made the additions to the Nicene Creed, he did not 
venture to put himself on a par with them, and there- 
fore refused to sanction the interpolation of Filiopue 
into the Creed? 

But in the middle of that century-about 846-arose 
the huge fabrication of the Isidorian decretals, which 
had results far beyond what its author contemplated, 
and gradually, but surely, changed the whole constitu- 
tion and government of the Chwh. It would be 
difEcult to find in all history a second instance of so 
successful, and yet so clumsy a forgery. For three cen- 
turies past it has been exposed, yet the principles it 
introduced and brought iYto pmtice have taken such 

1 C d .  Udl. (ea. Sirmod) iL 266. 
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deep mot in the soil of the Church, and have so grown 
into her life, that the exposure of the fraud has pro- 

duced no result in shaking the dominant system. 
About a hundred pretended decrees of the earliest 

Popea, together with certain spurious writing8 of other 
Church dignitaries and acts of Synods, were then fabri- 
cated in the west of Gaul, and eagerly seized upon by 
Pope Nicolas L at Rome, to be used as genuine docu- 
ments in support of the new claims put forward by him- 
self and hi successors. It is true that the immediate 
object of the compiler of this forgery was only to protect 
bishops against their metropolitans and other authorities, 
so as to secure absolute impunity, and the exclusion of all 
influence of the secular power. But this end was to be 
gained through such an immense extension of the Papal 
power, that, as his principles gradually penetrated the 
Church, and were followed out into their consequences, 
she necessarily assumed the form of an absolute monarchy 
subjected to the arbitraq power of a single individual, 
and the foundation of the edifice of Papal Infallibility 
was already laid-first, by the principle that the 
decrees of every Council require Papal confirmation; 
secondly, by the assertion that the fulness of power, 
even in matters of faith, resides in the Pope alone, who 



is bishop of the universal Church, while the othea 
bishops are his servants. 

Now, if the Pope is really the bishop of the whole 
Church, so that eveG other bishop is his servant, he, 
who is the sole and legitimate mouth of the Church, 

ought to be infallible. If the decrees of Councils are 
invalid without Papal confirmation, the divine attesta- 

tion of a doctrine undeniably rests in the last resort on 
the word of one man, and the notion of the absolute 
power of that one man over the whole Church includes 
that of his infallibility, as the shell contains the kernel, 
With perfect comistency, therefore, the pseudo-Isidore 

makes his early Popes say: "The Roman Church re- 
mains to the end free from stain of heresy."' 

Formerly all learned students of ecclesiastical anti- 
quity and canon-law-men like De Marca, Baluze, 
Coustant, Gibert, Berardi, Zallwein, etc.-were w e e d  
that the change introduced by the pseudo-Isidore wss a 
substantid one, that it displaced the old system of 
Church government and brought in the new. Modern 

writers have maintained that the compiler of the forgeq 
only meant to codify the existing state of tbings, and 

1 Ep. Lu' i  in Hinschins' ed. of Dewetala, p. 179. Of. p. 206. The 
wme statement ia pot into the month of Mamns and Felix L 
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give it a formal status, and that the same development 
would have taken place without his trick.' The truth 

is :- 
Fkst, Before this fabrication many very efficacious 

forgeries had won a gradual reoognition at Rome since 
the beginning of the sixth century; and on them was 
based the maxim that the Pope, as supreme in the 
Church, could be judged by no man. 

Secondly, The Isidorian doctrine contradicted itself, 

for it aimed at two things which were mutually incom- 

patible,-the complete independence and impunity of 
bishops on the one hand, and the advancement of Papal 
power on the other. The first point it  sought to effect 
by such strange and unpractical rules that they never 
attained any real vitality, while, on the contrary, the 
principles about the power of the Roman See worked 
their way, and became dominant under favow1;le 
circumstances, but with a result greatly opposed to the 
views of Isidore, by bringing the bishops into complete 
subjection to Rome. But that the pseudo-Isidorian 
principles eventually revolutionized the whole consti- 
tution of the Church, and introduced a new system in 

1 80 Walter, Phillips, Sohulte, Paohmann, among canoniata, BndDbVinger 
in his Church Eistay (ii. 41.43), on gmnnda betraying a very imperfsct 
knowledge of the deeretala 

a 



place of the old,-on that point there can be no contro- 

versy among candid historians 
At the time when the forged decretals began to be 

widely known, the See of Rome was occupied by Nico- 
las L (858-867), a Pope who exceeded all his prede- 
cessors in the audacity of his designs. Favoured and 
protected by the break-up of the empire of Charle- 

magne, he met East andWest alike with the firm resolu- 
tion of pressing to the uttermost every claim of any one 

of his predecessors, and pushing t4e limits of the Roman 

supremaoy to the point of absolute monarchy. By a bold 
but non-natural torturing of a single word against the 

sense of a whole code of law, he managed to give a turn 
to a canon of a General Council, excluding all appeala 

to Rome, as though it  opened to the whole clergy in East 
~ n d  West a right of appeal to Rome, and made the Pope 
the supreme judge of all the bishops and clergy of the 
wholeworld? Hewrote this to theEasternEmperor,to the 
Frankish king, Charles, and to all the Frankish bishops.2 

And he referred the Orientals, and so sharp-sighted a 

1 Conon 17 of Chalcsdon, whioh epeeks of sppeals i~ tlle "primas 
dioeeseas,"i.s., one of the Eastern patriarchs, not a oivil ruler, as Bnxrnann 
thinks (Pdilin d a  Pasts, ii. 13). Niwlw d d  the ~ingular meant the 
p l d ,  "dioeeaem,' and that ths "primata" meant tte Poper a notion 
which would not seem worth a reply in Conatantinopla 

a Mnnsi, C m d .  v. 202, 688.694. 



man aa Photiw, to those fabrications fathered on Popes 
Siloester and Sixtw, which were thenceforth used for 
centurieq and gained the Roman Church the oft-repeated 
reproach fmm the Greeks, of being the nat i~e  home of 
inventions and falsifications of documents. Soon after, 
receiving the new implements forged in the Isidorian 
workshop (about 863 or 864), Nieolas met the doubts 
of the Frankish bishops with the assurance that the 
Roman Church had long preserved a l l  these documents 
with honour in her archives, and that every writing of 

a Pope, even if not part of the Dionysian collection of 
canons, was binding on the whole Church? I n  a Synod 
at Rome in 863 he had accordingly anathematized all 
who should refuse to receive the teaching or ordinances 
of a Pope.s If, indeed, all Papal utterances were a 
rule for the whole Church, and all decrees of Councils 
dependent on the Pope's good pleasue,-aa Nicolas 
asserted on the strength of the Isidorian forgery,-then 
there would be but one step further to the pmmulgation 
of Papal Infallibility, though it has been long delayed. 
It was thought enough to repeat from time to time that 
the Roman Church keeps the faith pure, and is free from 

every stain. 
I Msnsi, Cancil. xv. 895. a Harduin, C d .  v. 6 7 1  
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Nearly three centuries passed before the seed sown 
produced its full harvest+ For almost two hundred 
years, from the death of Nicolas L to the time of Leo IX., 
the Roman See was in a condition which did not allow 
of any systematic acquisition and enforcement of new or 
extended rights. For above seventy years (883-955) the 
Roman Church was enalaved and degraded, while the 
Apostolic See became the prey and the plaything of rival 
factions of the nobles, and for a long time of ambitious 

and profligate women It was only renovated for a brief 
interval (997-1003) in the persons of Gregory v. and 

Pilvester u., by the influence of the Saxon emperor. 
Then the Papacy sank back into utter confusion and 
moral impotence ; the Tuscan Counts made it hereditary 
in their family; again and again dissolute boys, like 
John xu and Benedict nr., occupied and disgraced the 
Apostolic throne, which was now bought and sold like 
a piece of merchandise, and at last three Popes fought 
for the tiara, until the Emperor Henry 111. put an end 
to the scandal by elevating a Germm bishop to the See 

of Rome. 
With Leo IX. (1048-1054) was inaugurated a new era 

of the Papacy, which may be called the Hildebrandine. 
Within sixty years, through the contest with kings, 
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bishops, and clergy, against simony, clerical marriage, 
and investiture, the Roman See had risen to a height of 
power even Nioolas I. never aspired to. A large and 

powerful party, stronger than that which two hundred 
yearn before had undertaken to carry through the 
Isidorian forgery, had been labouring since the middle 
of the eleventh century, with all its might, to weld the 
States of Europe into a theocratic priest-kingdom, with 
the Pope as its head. The urgent need of reform in 
the Church helped on the growth of the spiritual 
monarchy, and such a concentration and increase of 
ecclesiastical power seemed necessary for her puri- 
fication. In  Erance this party was supported by 
the most influential spiritual corporation of the 
time, the Congregation of Cluny. In  Italy, men like 
Peter Damiani, Bishop Anselm of Lucca, Hnmbert, 
Deusdedit, and above all Hadebrand,-who was the life 
and soul of the enterprise,-helped on the new system, 
though some of them, as Damiani and Hildebrand, 
differed widely both in theory and practice. 

It has not perhaps been sufficiently observed that Gre- 
gory vn. is in fact the only one of all the Popes who set 
himself with clear and deliberate purpose to introduce 
a new constitution of the Church, rtnd by new means. 



Papal Infalli6iIi~. 

He regarded himself not merely as the reformer of the 
Church, but as the divinely commissioned founder of a 
wholly new order of things, fond as he was of appealing 
to his predecessors. Nicolas L alone approaches him in 
this, but none of the later Popes, all of whom, even the 
boldest, have but filled in the outline he sketched. 

Gregory saw from the first that Synods re,darly held 
by the Popes, and new codes of canon law, were the 
means for introducing the new system. Synods had 
been held, at  his suggestion, by Leo u~ and his 
successors, and he himself carried on the work in 
those assembled after 1073. But only Popes and 
their legates were henceforth to hold Synods ; in every 
other form the institution was to disappear. Gregory 

collected about him by degrees the right men for elabo- 
rating his system of canon law. Auselm of Lucca, 
nephew of Pope Alexander TI., compiled the most im- 

portant and comprehensive work, at his command, 
between 1080 and 1086. Anselm may be called the 
founder of the new Gregorian system of canon law, 
first, by extracting and putting into convenient working 
shape everything in the Isidorian forgeries serviceable 
for the Papal absolutism ; next, by altering the law of 

the Church, through a tissue of h s h  inventions and 








































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































