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INTRODUCTION

Any event in history that is linked in either a
small or large way to the Reformation demands lnvestiga-
tion. In examining the causes and the background of the
Protestant uprising in the fifteenth and sixteenth cen-
turies, historians usually make mention of the Defensor
Pacis written by larsilius of Padus in 15624, Some make
machh of ite Others ignore it. Yet the Defensor Pacls,

directed as it is against Popo John XXII, remains the most
daring and the most independent ecclesliastic=political work
of the entire medieval period, Whether this document in
any way influences the Reformation this thesis will endea-
voxr to showe

The Defensor Pacis moves in two areas, the political

and the religious. Therefore its influence on posterity
iies in both the political and the eccleslastical realm.
This treatise, since 1t confines itself to the influence
of the Paduan on the Reformatlon, must then concerm itself
chiefly with the religious iuplications. Of course, one
does not exclude the other;, and one must be examined in
the light of the other., ¥Yet the political ideals of larsi-
iius will not be considered chiefly as political theory, bub
only in their relation to the Reformatlon itself.

To determine the degree of influence this work of

i



Marsilius of Padua haes on the Reformation one must deﬁer-
mine the influence it has on people of the Reformation era.
Certain questlons arise, Vhom does Marsilius influence?
- Does he influence directly the great reformer, ﬁartin Luther,
or is hls influence felt only smong the pre-reformers? His-
tory proves that the succass of the Protestant uprising stands
end fells with lertin Lutﬁar. Tutherans are very perticular
aﬁout the reasons whlch compelled Luther Lo break wifh the
chuech of Romeo They insist that the success of Tuther is
due te the fact that he recognized a fundamental evll in the
Chuvrch that no one bafoga him saw clearly. Théreforg; this
‘thesis will examine ih separate chapters the influence of
HMayreilius of Padua on the pre-reformers end his influence on
the great Reformer himself,

To arrive at such coneclusions, close examination of

the Defensor Pacis itself is necessary: It must, first of

all, be examined in the light of the times. Then, whai the
Defensor says must be set forth. Only then can its Influence
on the Reformation be mads clear,

FPor the purposes of this thesis it is of 1litile concern

whether the Defensor Pacis is the work of Harsilius and his

colleggue at the Unlversity of Paris, John of Jandun. The
problem of its authorship 1s not likely to be settled. 1I%
was debated already by contemporaries. The bulls of John
XXII directed against the emperor wsre also directed against
Marsilius and Jandun, These bulls mske reference teo a

il
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Hoerbain book" of the two men.1 There is l1little doubt

that the book here referred to was the Defensor Pacis or

that the papal writer bellieved it was the joint work of
the two Parlisian schelars. - Bub this is no£ vﬁluable;proof
of iolnt authorship;

Some wrilers, notably Harisn Tooley,2 have enﬂéévorsd
. to plece out cerﬁain sections of the book and assign them,
sccording to thelr character, to the respectlve writersg
Jandun, an abstract philosopher, and Marsilius, a politlical
phempleteer. Some treat Jandun as a copylst, some regard
him as the translator, and others plcture him as Marsilius!'
confidential adviser, +The opinion of Emerton seems more
logical. 4

If any one worked with iarsilius it must have been

in a very subordinate capacity. & men of Jandun's

undoubted quality could hardly have taken an lm=

portant part in the worl Yi?hout leav%ng far mors

distinct traces of his activity « «

Whatever the truth In regerd to suthorship, it has no

direct bearing on the question of thls thesis: What is the

influence of the Defensor Paclis of Marsilius of Padua on

thas Reformation?

;Ephraim Emerton, "The Defensor Pacis of Marsiglio
of Padua,” Harvard Theologlcal Studies (Camoridgs: Harvard
University Press, 19020J, %III, 5

BMarian J. Tooley, "The Authorship of the Defensor
Pacis,'" Royal Historical Scciety Transactions (Fourth
Series; London, 1926), 1K, B0e :

3Emarton, OPe Cliey, Peo 10
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CHAPTER I
THE BACKGROUND OF THE DEFENSOR PACIS

The Defensor Pacis 18 salid to bo zhead of its timo.

What HMersilius wrote in the Defensor Pacis exceeded eny-

thing that any had dared to say before. Predecessors had
merely Gried to limit and stake the boundaries of papal
sovereignty in France, DNow ¥arsilius denlied papacy itself,
He destroys the very foundation of papacy by insisting it
is neither a divine institution nor Sceriptural, In this,
it is sald, he had no predecessor.l So Harsilius occupies
¢ unique positlion among writers of the illddle Ages. He 1s
unigue also among the precursors of the Reformation.

Many suthors agree that Maprsllius is unique. IHis work
is called = more.advanced polity which "i% needed centuries

ul

for men to understand. His positlon is called "an en=

tirely new method and way of looking at the Christian truth.”

L Johann Haller, "Zur Lebensgeschichte des Harsilius
von Padua," Zeitschrift Fuer Kirchengeschichte (CGothas
Isopold Klotz Veriag, 1929), ALVill, J0.

gReginald Lane Pcole, Illustrations of the Histqu
of Lodleval Thought (London: Williams and Norgate, 1884),
Pe 2036

3Augustus lieander, General History of the Christian
Rollgion and Church, translated by Joseph Torrey (Lostons
Houghton, nafriin end Co., The Riverside Press, Cambridge,
1871), pe 25,
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Another ventures that Marsllius was "far in advance of what
his own age would attempt."4

What is tho ege in which lMargllius 1lived? The thir-
teoenth century has often been called the "greatest of Chrig-
tian centuries" by its own admirvers, It was a century thab
had sealed tho papal triwaph,. From Imnocent 111 to Bonlface
VILII the papacy had been able to win one victory after an-
other over 1ts secular opponentis, 1t had defeated national
governments and temporal interests, In 1250 Frederick II,
a vicious opponent of papal interests, dled defeated and
dliscredlted. <The election of Rudolph of Hapsburg in 1273
seemed to confirm once and for all the reign of the papacy.

Butg suddenly the papal power comes to an end. When
France was called by the papacy to serve its cause in Italy,
the eaction back=fired as far as Rome was concerned. In

France there arose an increasing sense of French natlonality

and & willingness to work hard for it, Vhen the papal chair

was moved from Rome to Avignon, by Clement V, it was occupied

by Frenchmen. These, of course, were subject to immediate

pressure of French political interests for several generations,

The Babylonlan Captivity, 1306 to 1376, greatly weakened the

papacy because 1t made it subservient tc State interests,

40. W, Previte—Ofton"and Z. W, Brookﬁsdzditgrgi ;Thﬁ
Close of Ghe Hiddle Ages The Cambridge eva story
(Now York: The Maomilien’ Corr 10587, VITI, G30.
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It is sald that the finel collapse of the medieval pepacy
came with the fall of bonlface VIII in 1303.5

A brief survey of dstes and svents clarifies ths pice

bure. 4in 1268 the bull Sacrosanctae Lcclesiae, issued by

Boniface VILII, cleimed for the pope a plenitudc potestatis

over all persons in Christendom, It was an absolubte and
unlinited assertion of sovereigniy. In 1502, through the

bull Unam Sanchtam, the pope further defended this clalm.

in the same year, howsver, Philip IV and all of France ra=-
pudiated the pope's claims. In 1303 the University of Paris
assoclated itselfl with Philip's attitude.6 In 1305 ths
triunph of the French monarchy rssulted in ths transfer of
the papal seabt Lo Avignon., In 1310 no one came to aid ths
pope when the IFrench govermment inslsted upon Lrylng the
dead Popo Boniface for his lalquiious life, and as a resulb
the new French pope had to make concessions. o when Mar-
8iliuvs enters Lhe historical picturs the height of papal
power is ab an end,

The immediate political background of Marsilius of
Padua begins alfter the death of Hemry VII, Henry's death

was followed by a divided electlon ln Germany. Frederick

Sﬁmerton, Ope ClGey, Do Co

85, W. Allen, “larsilio of Padua and Hedlasval Secu=-
larism,” The Social and Political ideas of Some Great
hediaeval Thinkers, cdited Ly rFe J. C. Hoarnshaw (New Yorks
Henry Holt and Co., 1923), pp. 167=-192,
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of hustria, o Hapsburg candidate, evenly divided the
olectoral voie with an anti-Hapeburg candidate, Ludwlg of
Bavaria, Neither would sacrifice, The decislion was to be
made by war, After a struggle of eight years, Frederick
was defeabted in 1322 and ludwig was acknowledga&by the
Gorman princes.

In this struggle the papacy interfered. Lmerton
sayss

Conflicts of this sort had always afforded Lo ambi-

tious popes the most welcome opportunities for assert-

ing their clalm as arbiters of the political fortunes

of the Empire, and Pope Jogn AXII was not the man %o
iet ths chance ese¢aps hlm,

Pope John XXIX was a Frenchman, and accepting the papal
residence in France, he threw his entire support on ths

side of Austris, using all the ancient papal weapons.
Lvery effort was made %o show that the imperlal power was
valld only as it was confirmed by papal sanction,

“he imperial forces denled this and strongly easserted

he principle of imperiasl independence, golng so far as to
claim the rights of control over the papacy itself. A

new emphasia is placed on the question of Church and State. :
larseiliuse comes to the ald of Ludwig of Bavaris. 1t was a 5

time when a work like the Defensor Pacis would prove riost

valuable to the King, for it brought proof that papacy as

it was, a secular power, stood in conflict with The teaching

vﬂmerton, ope Cit., PPe 13-14,
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of Christ and the apostles.8 The book may not have been
intendsd for publication, but only for Iudwlig, to whom it
vas addrassad.g

Ludwig, in his struggle with the papacy for supremacy,
needed every possible weapon, 4 hundred years sarliesr ths
pepal institution had Gaken on a “new loase of life,“lo
through the support of a tremendously popular rellgious
enthusiasm expressing 1tself in the Mendicant Order, espe=
eially in the Order of St. Francis. The thems of "evane
gelical poverty" was found in that wing of the Minorites
mown as the “Spiritual Franciscens" or the ®"Fraticelli®,
The standard of unworldliness which should have cheracierized
the papacy itself was not to be found. The Fraticelli were
disillusioned by the worldliness of Avignon with its come
promising system of baxatlion end bensflces. Stronuously
he Fraticelli objected to the papal orcder, and just as

Lo

strenuously the pepe replled with a decree of heresy. HNow

the Fratlicelll neseded svery possible security asgainst phy-

sical persecubtion by the papal arm.ll Whatever could be

done Lo expose the extravagent worldliness of the pepacy was

SHaller, op. cit., p. 188,

1nid,

lOEmerton, ODe Site, De lée

1iibid., pe 15e
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2 contribublon toward clearing up the entire guestion of
the relatlon of the clerical to the civil powers. So the ‘
Fraticelll now line up with Ludwig as common enemies of e
the Avignon papacy.
Through the alliance of the Franciscans with Ludwig,
Marsilius is brought into the plcture. Harsilius was not

o Franclscan, but at the Universliity of Paris he came lnto
contact with F;anciscan activitye Though 1% cannot be pro-
ved, Marallius may have come into contact with the Nominslist
Franciscan, Willlam *:)tc:c:s:a.m.l“'3
Harsilius was not the only writer of his age. Ths

struggle between ecclesiastlical and benmporal power was strike

ingly set forth by two other wrlters of that pericd. To
understand the imporitance of what Marsilius wrote one must
bring him into relationship with his not %oo distant pre-
deceassors, Aguinas and Dante. Aquinas died three ysars be-
fore NMareiliug was born end Dante died three years before

the appearance of the Defensor Pacls,

To understand whet Dants snd Aguinas stand for is %o
sse the value of larsilius more clesarly. Aquinas speaks
for the strong papal power that within a few years after hdm

was gone forever, Danite is a "note of transition." S Now

12701d., ppe 15=16e
131bide, Do Lo
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Marsilius comes a8 Thoe herald of a new world, a new social
order, an entirely different thinker,

Tho greatest work of Aquinas is the "Summa Theologiae,®
in which he reflects the papal-bound thought of his day.
Rome inaslsted that Church snd State were one in essence,

Yet as the sun is brighter than the moon, so the spiritual

power was ln the final analysis superlior to the temporal.l4
So Aguines also ilnsisted. The cause of the long conflict
between Church and State, he wrote, was in the confusion of
their respecitive powers., in his thinking, this confusion

dlsappoars. 4#Above all haman law, Aquinas saw the divine law

which direclted men both individually and socially throughe
out life to eternity. He saw papal infallibility siz-hun-
dred years before ilts formel declaration in the bull Pastor
Aeternus. If what Aquinas belleved could ever be realized, .
an absolube theocracy would result.15 Bvery lndependent
activity would perishe Fortunately, history brought chame
pions of naticnal lnterest to oppose these ambltious church
leaders.

The second of the predecessors of Harailius, Dante, is
gulte unlike Adquinas, Dante, born in Plorence, the state in

Italy which more than all otherivaliantly defended the prin-

141pid,, pe Se
lslbid., De 7.

PRTTTT = =
ERITZLATE MEMQORIAL LIBRARY
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oiple of democracy, was a Guelf by birth, As the struégle
between Church and State became morse pronounced, Dante
switched Yo the Ghlbelline party, that group which looked

to the Hmpire as the gusrantor of its claims, #AL first

a supporier of The papal claim, Dante could not stomach the
transfer of the papacy Lo France, It was a blow %o his
Italian patriotism, A

With this background Dante gives to the world his

.philoscphy in his De lonarchia. Kot dissllowing the papacy,
he inslisted that the primacy of Rome was only part of the

ivine represgentation in the Christian community. OCoordi-
nate with it ie tho Empire. The Empirs does not derive its
scvereignty by virtue of any fight conferred on it by earthe-
1y approval, bul independently according to its very nature .46
Of course, the monarchy belongs by right to Rome, since the
Romang, from Aeneas down, were the noblest people. ¥et the
thesis of Dante is clear: the lmperial power is independent
of all human control, It is & divine right power. In his
conclusion, Dante sees a two-fold leadership, a spiritual

and a temporal. His government is not a theocracy. Teu
poral and spiritual administration are to be harmonized
Ughrough the realization by the temporal ruler of his divine

origin and cowmmisslon,"®7

161hiG., pp. 10-11,
171bide, pe 13e
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After Dante and Aquinas, Marsilius comes onto the
sbage. Not Goo mach is Jmown of larailius'! life. He was
born in Padua about 1870, the son of a universlty notary,.
Ag o young man he left Padua for Paris, secking an educa=-
tion. e was definietly the Rector of the University of
Paris in the year 1312, He studled both mediclins, soldiery,

and possibly Homan law. One or two documents from the Univer-

glty of Paris bear hia name « 18 Leaving Paris in 1324, he
became allied with ILudwig, remalning with him as long as |
hla career is traceabls, He supplie@ Ludwig with the amm=
nition necessary to fight the papacy in France, He went to -
Rome to see a King of the Romans crowned emperor of Rome,
not by the pope, but. by those who claimed to be the dels=-
gates of the paoPle.lg Rsturning to Germany in 1328, he
disappeared from sight. That he dled shortly thereafter,
that he was reconciled to Pops John XXII and msde Archbie
shop of ililan, that the emperor later dlsciplined him -
all are guesses., <+the Catholic church insists he was neither

& religlous nor a legitlmate Archbishop of Li5.1an.20 His

181pid., p. 19.

Q"Marsilius of Padua,® ihe EnQ%glopaedia Britannica
(Fourtoenth edition; lew York. ancyclopaedlia britannica,
Inﬁ., 193‘7), Pe 973.

2O 0uis balembier, "Harsilius of Padua,” The Catholic
Eneyelopedia (New York: Robert Appleton and Co., 1910),
Ix EER
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death is usually assigned to 1342,

It is epparent that the character of Marsilius is
chiefly ono of wavering between science or medicine end
politics. Politics won out. Iin the final anmlysis it
was politlcs that led hlm to theclegy, as the Defensor
Pacls showse

The Defensor Pacis is formally eddressed to Ludwig.

There 1s little indication that it was written on express
gommission of the emperor, in the dedication of it, Marsi-
liue says that he ia moved as a loyal « « .

e « o Son of the city of Antenor (Padua), tc commit
these opinlons to writing, by love of truth telling,
by zesalous devotlon to his fatherland and his fellow
cltizens, by plty for the cppressed and a desire to
save them and %o recall oppressors from the error of
their ways, and to rouse those who permlit such things
when they ought and can prevent them, especlally em-
peror as the servant of God . . « after long, close,
and diligent examinatlon, in the hope thereby to be
of assistence to you (the emperor) in your efforts to
suppress thegg evils and in other ways to serve the
publle good,

With this dedication Harsilius produces e documend

whose influence was felt throughout the centurles ahead,

BlEmerton, op. cit., pp. 21=-22,




CHAPTER II

BMARSILIUS ANTICIPATES THE SPLRLT OF THE HEFORMATION
Il HIS DOCTRIVE OF STATE

The Defensor Pecls is divided into two books. Ths

first book is devoted to a discussion of the State princie-

ple, while the second ls concerned with & discussion of the

origin and developmont of the Church., <he entire book is

a fiery tlrade against ths papacy and papal interests,
Harsilius had learned to hate the papacy as the mortal

foe of the peaceful State order in his own italien home.

Ag his elder contemporary lante, Marsilius opposed the papacy

for patriotic reasons, particularly, Ltalian patriotism.
Having observed life Iln the papal court, he also saw it as

2 Ghibelline. As & resuli there arcse s flaming impassionatee-
nesa and an angry bitternsess which he made no effort to hide.
He hated papacy as the enemy of hls country.

As a result, larsilius insists on the sovereignty of
the State. In fact, he has a tendency to emphasize the
sovereignty of the “tate at the expense of individual liberty.l
Yot his emphasis on individual liberty is surprising at the
beginning of the fourteentn century. dIn insisting upon both

the authority of the State and the right of the individual,

lgamss Hackinnon, The Origins of the Reformation (New
York: kongmens, Green and CO., 1099), De 60e
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Marsilius, in a way, anticlpates the spirit of the Refor-
mation,

VWhot Mersilius says aboub thg State has enormous polie-
tical implications even for today. One historian insists
that it is surpriging to find "amid all the tyranny and des-
potism, both clerical and lay,'everywhere prevailing, a man
laylng down the very principles on which the American govern=-

ment is founded."®

The Defeneser Paclis does not dream of election by the

people, as we know 1t today., larsiliuas goes only so far in
his revolutionary ldeal., Ile seems to accept the existing
government as authoritative. but he does insiast that govern-
ment officials, no matter how they got the job, are responsie
ble to the people, and the people can depose the govermment,.

Great as this politlcal implication appears, the vital
point, as far as the Reformation is concerned, is the insis-
tence of larsilius upon the rights of the people, Cver and
over agein he emphasizes that the baslc power is in the peo-uf
ple. “his Rome had strenuously denied.

if tﬁe pover lles in the people, the people must be
defined, Marsilius declares that the source of all law is

to be found, not in any divins right of rulers, not in any

2C1inton Locke, "¥he Age of the Great Western Schism,"
Ten Epochs of Church liistory (New York: Charles Scribner's

Spersonal notes taken in Dr, Theo, Hoyer's Church History
Locturas.
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-guperior class of soclety, but, in the whole body of citi-
zens, Ths people ave the entire body of citizens,

We declare that according to the Truth (Cospel) end
to the opinion of Aristotle, the Lawgiver, that is,
the primary, essentlal and efficient source of law,
is the Poople, that is the whole body of citizena or
a majority of theom, acting of thelr own free cholce
openly declared in a general assembly of the cltizens
and prescribing something to be done or not done in
vegard to civil affairs under penality of temporal
punishment,s I say a majority, taking account of the
whole number of persons in the community over which
the law is to be exercised.s 1t makes no difference
whether the whole body of citlzens or its majority
acts of itself immediately or whether it entrusts

the matter to one or more persons to act for it.

Such person or persons are not and camot be the Lowe
giver in the strict sense, but only for a specific
purpose and at a givez time and on the authority of
the primary lawglver.

The keynote of Marsllius' entire argument rests upon
his definition of law. By law he means "the whole body of
opinion as to whait 1s right and expedient in sivil affairs

L)

and what is opposed to this opinlon, Only people in the

secular realm have this authorlity to make and apply laws. P
Therefore, the Church should be restricted %o a spiritual 4
function, The remedy for sll the confusion in the exerclse
of the law-making power is o be found in drawing, as sharpe
1y as possible, the division between Church and State.

| in defining the law-making process, iarsilius illuse

trates who is meant by the poopie.

Tha truth of a proposition is more accurately judged

4Emerton, Ope CibLe, De 24,
slbido, Do 234
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and 16s usefulness o the community more carsfully
takeon into account when the whole body of citizens
apply thelr intelligence and their feeling to it.
For the greater number (mejor plurelitas) cen detect
a fault in & propoassd law pstier n any part of
them, as every corporate whole is grester in mass
and in value (mole atgue virtute) than eny one of
148 separate pPEPGS.9

Throughout the book Marsillius usss the Herm pars
valentior, which is tranalated "majority." This phrase has
been the subject of much dispute. Soms conbtend Marsilius
ned in mind the “more competent" or the "more responsible.”
Emerton, who has made on exhaustive study of the Defensor
Pacis, making an examination of Marsilius' use of the term,
asserts that Earsiliua was a champlon of the modern .ldsa of
ma jority rule. He says: "I feel no hesitation in regarding
Marsilius as a theoretical advocabe of majority government."7

Marsllius seldom mentions the universlitas civium withe-

out adding “or its pars valentior." He enlarges at great

length on the iwmporience of glving to &ll cliizens some
ghare ln the government, ¥ven the humblest can do his part,
Nowhere does he describe any higher group as having better
gualifications for citizsnship.g

Arter asseorting that the basic power of the State is in

the people, Marsllius gives the people something to do, The

Glbid., De 256
7ibid., pe 26.
8ibid., pe 25




15

» -

W
peoples are Ho he Lthe law-makers. The entire citizenship

should choose, in assembly, wisze men who ars then entrust-
ed with the framing of bllls (regulses).

When these bills have becn duly drawn up and carefully

reviged by these aexperts, they are to bs submitted

to the citigens in convention for amendment or ree

jection. Then, after everyone has been heard who has

enything reasonable to say sbout them, again men are
to be chosen or the former experts are to be coniirme
ed, who are repragentatives of the authority of the
vody of citlzens.

After the people approve the bills they become "laws®,
bubt not belfore.

Marailliues drews the origin of the power of the people
from Aristotle's Politicse <The State is a complete come
minity exlating for the good of the people, It had its orie
gin in the union of men and woman. From thls union came the
femily, from one family came many families., Then came one
town and then many towns, In the family and the towns cere-
tain laws and customs developed. &inally, thers came ths
relationship betwsen towns, OSomoone was needed Lo look efbter
them. A8 a result, princes were put at the head through
election, All the authority that the princes had they receive
ed from the peaple.lo

Now the State has & responsible relationship to the

poopiee Harsilius uses the Llllustration of an animal to

9Ipide, De 27

10 ames Sullivan, "Marsiglio of Padua and Willlam of Ockan,®
1, Americen Historical Review, II, N0, 3, (April, 1897), 419,
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define a properly conatitubed Stete, By the whole body of
citizens as ths soul (anima), thers is, or should be, created
& pert comparable to the hsert. In this is to be fixed =
certain power with an active force or guthority to eatablish
other parts of the State., Now this part is the government

(principatus)e 1tz function is to edminister justice, issue

commands, and carry out'just end expedient civil adminisirae

Gione il

Marsilius was not sn advocate of & purely democratic
form of government. Afbter analyzing the warious kinds of
rule, he decides that a democrasy is & corruption of a ree
public, He favors a limited-monarchy which rests upon the
consent of the people, 1t is dependenit upon the will of the
pecples In al1ll his later treatment of the matter, Marsilius
assumes Uhis limited-monarchg.l2 =

The monarch has a gfcat responsiblility. In his execu=-
tive position, the ruler should have great liberiy of action,
bub never should he forget that whatever he does is done by
him as tho agent of the sovereign pe:opil.e.]"'5 He muat govern
according to laws. Stlll, he must interpret or moderate the
laws in a spécific casge where it may be necessary in equity,

And he may have an army Lo enforce the law of the people.

ll}.‘merton. .O.R. Cit.‘ De 28.
12&1}}_" Pe 29.

101hide, De 2e
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Herallius insists that the State 13 supreme. To him
the State 18 the supreme institubion of the world, L&t has
two dubles, one Lo care for men's well-belng in this world, -
the obther %o care for his wollebeing in the next. %o pesrform
the latter duty, the Stale constitutes the class of priests “
in the same manner in which it constitutes the othﬂf clesses,
such a3 bullders. As it can regulate obther classes, so ii
cen detormine the number of priests and prescribe the laws

1é

for the organizetion of the prissthoode. This emphasis on

the state leads many to denounce the Defensor Pacise One

wrlter says; "The Defensor Pacls is democratic in thsory,

in practice it is imperialistice. The Church is not made

independent, bult a subject and satelliie to the clvil State.“ls

Prom all that Marsilius says this observaition sesema
groundless, lla whole scheme rests upon the bhasic idea of
the sovereigniy of the people, This pooples is the ultimate
Lawglvere 1% 18 represented by the ruler, who is ths Chirls-
tlan prince. <The persomnel, both of the civil and the sccle=-
siastical communities, is the same. "There is no such thing
as a church within the communlty; the church 1s the community

in its religlous aspact."16

145ulliven, op. glt., De 423,

15,
¥, W, Bussell, Reiigious Thought end leresy in ths
Middls Ages (Lonﬁon. Robert Scott, Igﬂg), De 80Je

18gmenton, op. Glte, De 736
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It 18 not quite true to say that Marsilius proposed
to treat the Church merely as a branch of the State. This
would imply as many churches as there are states, “arsilius
favored more than one single govsrnmant.l7 Hle indicates that
nature polnts rather Goward multipliclty than toward unity,
The empire is a unit of different states. In 1324 a national
church would have sounded strange even to HMarsilius, to say
nothing of a church for every independent city.

What Marsilius says about the State is 8 « «

e o o root=and=branch attack upon the ecclesiastical

heirarchy, and especially upon a papal plenitudo potes-

tatis, but he recognized that, even for special pur-

poses and Lo vesolve specliel quostions, the church ree-

qulres igue organization distinct from the civil come
manl Gy e

In the second part of his book he points out that the people‘.
are rosponsible for thls organization.

S0 tho daring voice of llarsilius anticlipabtes the Spirit
of the Reformation in his doectrine of the State. He deres
%0 say what no one else would: the basic power is in the pec=
ples *e is a thinker and politician who, from the soil of
prevelling euthorities, refubes the prevailing doctrines,
and tries %0 destroy the institutions founded upon them.
®ypon Aristotle and the “lble the medieval doctrine of Church

and State clalumed to be founded, and Harsilius undertook from

17ibid., pe 30.

18George H. Sabi A Hist £ Poli T (I
ge H. Sabine,- istory of Politlcal Theory (New
York: Henry Holt and Coe, 1087), Pe 299
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Aristotle and the Bible to prove the contz-ary."lg

19Haller, op. cibe, p. 190,




CHAPTER T1I

MARSILIUS ANTICIPATIS THE SPIRIT OF THE REFPORMATION

I¥ HIS DOCTRINE OF THE CHURCH

The main part of the Defensor Pacis is the second,

Here the theologlan spealks. Uhlile the first part is found=-

ed uvpon Aristotle, the Bible is the source of the second,

All the literature quoted is Biblical. Ambrosius, Augustine,

v’

and Bernard of Clairvaux ave sumoned o the witness stand.y/

that lsrallius says aboub the Church exceeds anything that
any had dared To say before. Margilius dares to deny papacy
ritself. He destroys the foundation of its very existence.
o insists it is not a diving institution; nor is it Scrip-
tural .

The second part of the Defensor Pacis is not in con=-
v/

trast to the purpose of the entire book, The purpose is
peace, Harsilius looks out and sees how all the disorder
and conflict in the government 1s dus to the vast worldly
power of the clergy. This, he insists, mst be abolished.

The attack on tihe papacy is violent, Harsilius spares
no blows.

What else is there (at Avignon) than a clamour of
lawyers, the onrush of Qqulbbling benefice hunters,

and the onset on the just? There the right of the
innocent is so greatly endangered or so long deferred,
if they are unable to buy 1t, that at length, draine-
ed and fatigued by innumerable labours, they are come
pelled Lo abandon thelr jJust and pitiable sulits, For
there human laws thunder forth, but divine teaching
is silent or rarely makes itself heard, There, dis=-
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cusslon and declslions for the invasion of Christian

countries, and the getbing and seizing of them by

arms end violence from those to whom their protece

tion has been lawfully committed. There is neither

sollcitude nor cecunsel for the winning of souls.

Hargslllus anticipates oppesition from the bishops. He
sounds a note of Luther's appeal to the German princes as
the only defendsrs of the people's cause. "Hay & merciful
God restraln thelr fury end protect the faithful, princes,
and people, whose peace 1s menaced by them."® Hore Opposie-
tion will come from false teachers who will thresten follow=
¢ra of HMarsilius with eternal punishmant.5 thers will
oppose, who, desplte their knowledge of the truth, will
"attack 1t with the nolisy yelplngs of presumpbuous envy,
simply bocause it is sald by some one other than themselves.“4

In his filerce attack upon the papacy, Marsillus agaln
insists upon the right cf the individual in the Chmrch, ZThe
Church, he says, is the whole body of believers who call upon
the name of Christ, and includes all parts of this body in
whatever place they may be, Such was the primary use of the

term among the apostles and the sarly church, and, therefore,

all the falthful followers of Christ, priests or not, are

13«1ackﬂ.m1on, ODe CLiep Pe 836
“Emerton, Op. cife, Po 520
32}.3.',’.;.(.1. 5

42229.
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fohurchmen."?

The Church refers to all believers in Christ,
priests, prelates, or nob.

One individual is just as spiritual as the next, There
is no essential difference between clergy and laity. "Who
would say that a clergyman's crimes, should he commit theft
or murder, were to he regerded as spiritual acts?™®® These
are evidently o be punished like anyone else's, posalibly
with greater strictness, because "the culprits have not the
same excuse of ignO?anca.“? The clergy, in these cases,
and in all other clvil relations, are simply members of
poclety.

in the Defensor Pacls, larsilius publishes the first V//

questloning of the Jjure divino authority of the pope. IHe

apoaks of the Donation of Constantine, After rehearsing
briefly the establishment of the priestly order through the
ordination of the Apostles, all of them equally, he shows
that this divine ordination was sufficient down to the time
of Constantine., After that a claim “"seems to have been
derived from a certain grant which some say was mads by

n8

Constantine to Sylvester, it is interesting that more

than a century before the complete exposure of the frauvdu-

51bid., pe 33e

6poole, op. clt., P 271

Tivid,

BEmerton, ope cit., pe 3le




23

lent Donation of Constantine by Iorenzo Valla, Marailius
casta a shade of doubi upon that unlversally accepted
document

Sinece the Church had, in recent times, been shifted
from the historical basis of the Donetion of Constantine
to the dogmaltlc basls of the Petrine successlion, Mdarsilius
rejects vehemently the Polrine argument, In this rejection

he @xXcols,

Never, in the hottest controversies of the Reformation
period was this line of atbtack followed more complete-
1y or more convineinglye. Never, with all the resourcss
or modern scholarshlp has anything essential been add-
ed Lo the chaln of evidence which has shown the weak-
ness of the Petrine claim as the basis of papal su-
premacy., Jarsilius is theo ploneer in the use of a
strictly historical method in examining the foundations
of the imposing structurs of the medlaeval chursch,

A single reference from the Defensor Pacls will suffice

to show how forcefully larsilius atlacks the Petrine suce
cession. It will also show how close 1s the thought of Har-
silius to that of the reformers,

Peber had, therefore, no power and stlll less any co-
ercive jurisdiction from Jod over the other apostles,
naither the power of inducting them into the sacer-
dotal office, nor of setting them apart, nor of send-
ing them out on thely work of preaching, excepting that
we may falrly admit a certain precedence over the othera
on account of age or service (officio) or perhaps from
glLroumstances (Egcundmn temgusi or the cholce of the
apostles, who properliy reverey him - although no ono
can prove such a choice from Sceripture. <+he proof that
what we are sayling is true is, that we find in Scrip-
ture that St. Peter assumed no peculiar authority for
himself over the obther apostles, but on the contrary

91bide pe 47,
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maintalined an equallty with them, For the whole

body (econgregatio) of the Apostles wes of higher
authority than that of Peter alone or of any other
Apostle. Furthermore, since 1t is written that Peter
was elected bishop at Antloch by the multitude of the -
falthful, not needing the confirmation of the other
Apostles, and that the rest of the Apostles presided
over other reglons without the knowledge of Peter or
any institution or confirmation by him (since they
were sufficiently consecrated by Christ), we ought

in the same way to hold that the successors of these
Apostles E%oded no confirmation from the successors
of Peter.

Harsiling continues the altack, point by point, defy-

e

ing the papal Interests, He thinks it is strange that people

(P p———

overlook the fact that the Rowman bishops are the successors
rather of Paul than of Peter, since it can be proved by Scrip- v
ture that Paul was In Rome for two years. "But, as to Peter,

I say that it cannolt be proved by Scripture that he was ble

shop oi Rome or, what is more, that he was ever at Romo."ll

While Marsllius insists that there is no Scriptural proof

for it, he doss not deny that Peter could have bsen, at one

timo, bishop of Rome. Hut he contends that, were it true,

it is likely that Peter followed Paul as bishop.

The intense feeling with whlch lMarsilius attacks Rome
is evidenced in hls attack on the entire claim of plenitude
of povier. Ilie traces the history of this claim, disclosing
how the clalm to the power of absolution was used for gain,

how facts and restrictions were imposed, and how people came

lolhid. 2 Do 4do
WIbid., De 45
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to belleve they wers bound by whatever their priests might
tell them, Not content with all this power, he says, the
papacy reached out after the utmost limit of secular power
Lo the exteni that ths pops "prevents ths election and in-
auguration of the Prince of the Romans with every kind of
= * s = g L, i' 12

maliclous interierence . .

in this discussion his fundamental principle agsin
appears: the right of the whole people to share in the ade
ministration of all sffairs which concern thelr welfarec,
iiis essential assertion is hemmered home over and over: the
basia of all power lles in the people. In the State it is
the citizen. In the Church 1t is the bellever, The effect
of the plenitude of power is to destroy all the power of
the people in Church and State.

To remedy this situation Marsilius has a constructive
teaching.

For these reescns it is advisable that a General

Council should be swmmoned by all princes and peoples

e« o o Ihis council should absolutely forbid the use

of this term plenitudo potestatis by the Roman bishop

or any other person whomsoever, that the people may

not be led astray through long continued hearing of

false things. The Homan bishop should be deprived

of ell power of conferring eccleslastical offlce an 3
of dlistributing the temporalities or benefices + + »

Marsilius regards the plenitudo potestatlis as the root

of all the trouble, Certainly Luther did not agree, The

2., .
Lbide, De 6le

157hid., pe 69,

e
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council, which Mapsilius desired to root oub this trouble,
should not be an assembly of clergymen, but a truly re-
presentacive body, bulli upon lines of territorial and class
represenbation, including laymsn.14 Again, he insiéts on
the rights of the people. The vehemence of MHarsilius' gre

gpuments can well be understood since the Defensor Pacls was

written in 1324, two years after Louls of Bavaria had maine-
tained the wverdlct of the slectoral college against the
Hapsburg candidate supported by John XXII,

This demand for a council ls eertainly a point which

—
pro=-Reformation history cannot overloolk, For it is from

[ 1.4

his time on that the demand begins for a council radically
different Trom thoss of the mediaeval period, As Harsgilius?
doctrine of the pooélo as the source of law penetrated more
deeply in the thinking of men, "“the feeling that this same
principle must be extended to the church as well grew more
intense, until it culminated 1n an irresistible demonsitra=-
gions "o

The council is to be above the pope. If it were not, e
2ll the governments of the world and all psople would be
subject to the pcpes With great vehemsnce, larsilius re-
calls the decree of boniface the Lighth, "We proclaim, deo=-

clare and cstablish, that henceforth it is a necessary artle

14313d., pe 74
151bid., pe 5l
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91@ of falih that every humen cresture is subject Lo the
Roman pontiff."16

The conclusion is inevitable. The temporal power must |
be suprome., All clergiymen must be subject to the civil ruls,
to the Iawgiver, and to the ﬁeople, acting either direcily .-
in assembly or through a ruler chosen by their own free ace
tion, Nelthsr Church nor State should interfere with one
aunother. 4f a single headship of the Church is nscessayry

for operation, it is to he found In the approval by the peo=

ple., This single hcad should be the bishop who excels all

others in purity of life and in sacred learning, Hs should

be from that church which most abounds in men of the highe
est characbor and most brilliant in sacred learning. Uf
eourse, obther things being equal, it is the church of Rome.

which comes neerest this ldeal standard.17 Yet this single

head is vesponaible to the peopls through ths General Coun-
Clle

The Conciliar movement of Marsilius proved futils at
the time, "yebl its practical fallure does not mesan it didn't
have any importance . « ¢« The ideas which it championed by

1B L h
no means shared in lts collapse.® Emerton insists that

the Defensor Pacis is Lo the Conciliar Period what Lubher'sa

161pid., p. 53

171pid., pe 59

{3 SN >
“ﬁmacmannon, Cpe clle, De 208,
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Minsty-five Theses were to the Protestant Reformation.lg

Marsiliue snalyzes Ghe Church exhaustively., ¥He cone-
demns the abuses of the papacye. The clergy is given a
limited function in life. "The function of the clergy is
to know and teach those things which according to Scripture,
it is necessary to belleve, to do, or to avoid; in order %o
obtain eternal salvation and escape woe.“20

In this blanket exposure of the papascy, lMarsilius ane
ticipates the spirit of the Reformation. In fact; he is
modern, "If we ovorlook his doctrine of the supremacy of
the State over tho Church, his views correspond closely with
those held in Protestant Christendom today.“zl

We now look more closely at his influence on the rew-

formerse.

lgEmarton, Cpe Clle, De TLe

205abine, op. cit., P. 293
P
1Philip Schaff, Histo of the Christian Church
(New Yorks Cherles ScrIbnerss Sons, 1920), V, fart il, 77.




CHAPTER IV
MARSILIUS INFLUENCES PREeREFORMERS

The writing of Marsilius dld not lie dormant, The

ideas set forth in the Defensor Pacis enbtered subtly into

the doctrine of his successors,
That Marsillus influenced the Reformers few people

question. Upon the extent of hls influence few writers

agree. it is sald that the influence of Marsilius is
Hglearly traceable in the thought of the leaders of the
Protestant Revolution."d liacldnnon insists that Marsilius
"anticipates in a remarkable degree the critical-historical
spirit of the Reformation and the Ronascence."® lot only
does iackinnon see the Paduen's influence on the Reformation
in Marsilius' plan for freedom of bhelief, but he asserts
thet larsilius goos beyond even the late reformers, 1n'his
appeal from eccleslastical tradition to the New Testament,
in his spiritual apprehension of the Church, in his concep=-
tion of the sovereignty of the people, and in the vindica=-

cation of its right in the Church as well as State.> Qualben

1Edward Maslin Hulme, The Renaissance, The Protestant
Revelution and the Cathollc HoformatLion LN COnGinental Luropo.
Thow Yorks D. Apploton-Century Co., 1015), Ds Z2.

2}ja cli.nnon, Ope clle, Po 63e
Sibid., pe 65.
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lista the Defensor Pacis under the chapter on "Reformatory

Hlovement s, & Dunning contends it "aceérds with the full
8plrit of the Reformation and the Revolution.“5

llost historians, in agreeing that Marsiliuas infiuences
the Reformatlon, also define areas of his influence, His
influence is seen in England in the great ideas of head-
ship of the King arising in the days of Henry VIII.® It
is observed in the Waldenses.®' It is reported that the
brilliant arguments vwhich were made in the reform councils
owed thelr might %o the study the speakers had made of the

Dofensor Pacis.a

The Catholic Church emphasizes the influence of lMarsie
1ius on the Heformation. Marsilius is called the "most

powarful agent of disintegration between St. Fhomss and

n®

Luther,. The area of his influence is defined:

“Lavs P. Qualben, A History of the Christian Church
(llew Yorks Thomas Nelson end sons, 1940), De 491,

& .
“liilliem Archibald Dunning, A lListory of Political
Theories (New York: The Macmillan Co., IQ%ET: Pe 238,

Cgeorge Park Fisher, History of the Christisn Church
(New York: Charles Scribner's sons, L028), De SOLe

7plbort Henry Newmsn, “A Manuel of Church History,™
Ancient and Medieval Church listory to A, D, 1517 (Phila-

delphias: American DaptLlst Puﬁl&caﬁfbﬁ"sabigiy, J01), I, 584,

8Lockc, Ope Cliey Pe S5

9philip Hughes, A History of the Church (Hew Yorks
1 4 Py L CoramAS A
Sheed and Vard, 1947), 11, §§5-
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His influence is evident now, in the last years of
the fourteenth century in France, in Jolm Wycliff,
and in the heresles that from this time begin to
dominate Bohemia. Ve find no less a person than
Gergon vecommending the book, and it undoubtedly
played a part at the General Council of Constance,

1t was more and more copled in the fifteenth eentury
and more eagerly read as the breakdown of Christendom
drew noarer., The first printed edition appeared in
1517, the year of ILubther's first appearance as an
innovator, and the publication of an Lnglish translae
tion, 1535, was one of the earllest moves of Thomas
Cromwell, then busy with the publicist strategy thet
accompanied the ciﬁﬁtion of the Church of England as
wo lmow 1t todaye.

The preface of Cromwell's translation says: "Thou shalb
fynde in it the lmage of these our tymes most perfectly and
clerlye expressed and seb out, td

Catholic historians call larsilius the forerunner of
Luther and Calvin., Dollinger says: "In the Defensor the
Calvinistic system was, 1ln respect Lo church power and con-
stitution, elready umarked out."*  pastor sayss "If Calvin
depended upon any of his predecesscors for his principles of
church govermment, it was upon the keen writer of the four-
teenth contury."+o

hile the opinion of Marsilius hgd a power to carry
ovor into coming generations, particularly from Vycliffe %o

ILuther, it is hard to trace, Its influence is seen indirect-

10rpia., p. 163,
Iippgq,

- B5cnare, op. cite, pe 776
131p14,

17 T S
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ly. Very rarely is 1t seen In open acknowledgement of
indehﬁednsss.lé 1t is found oftener in similarities of
argument that are unmisbakable and in the unsparing eriti-
clem of orthodox opponents. 1t is probabls that thse ine
fluence is hard Lo traco because later writers would be
cautious aboubt using the name of & thrice-condemnsd heretic
to support their own opinions,

In sxamining the influence of Marsilius on the Refore
mers, one must observe the relatlonship of Marsilius and
Occam, Some clalm that Qccam's Influsnce on MHarsilius |

ccounbs Ffor all the Paduan's dochrine.15 Others disagreo.
The confuslion of thinking on thla point is expressed by
Sullivan, who himsell, sees originality of thought in Marsi-
liuvs, He cites three historians who give different opinions,
Poole says: "Occam may justly be clalmed as the precursor of
the German reformors of the sixteenth century, but Harsilius
exerclsed no direct influence on the movement of thought."
Piezler says they are "nearly equal in prominence as precur-
sors of bhe Reformation,” Silbernagl "donles thet Occam is

a precursor of the Reformatlon in the same sense as Harsillius,

who, in his Defensor Pacis,takes the same grounds as Luther,"*0

=

4?merton, Ope Clte, DDe 1=Re

sFisher, ope Gite, pe 27L, and, Poolo, op. oit., p. 264,

.t

g

=

Crames Sullivan, "Harsiglio of Padua and William of
Ockam," 11, American Historvical Review, I1, Noe. 4, (July,
1897), 593,
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Clement VI declaved that Occam had drawn all his political
heresies from Marsilins.l?

There is no evidence of actual collaboration between
the btwoe, PFerhsps the safest conclusion is that each in-
fluenced the other in his own way; Occam, 2 philosopher
interested in general principles of thought, Marsilius,
en cutright politicel theorist. That Harsilius did influence
the Reformers seems clear from the superabundence of evie
dence.

The clearest case for the influence of Marsilius on 2
Roformey is found in Wycliffe., <he papal bull of 1377,
which condemmed Wycliffe as a heretic and forbade the preach-
ing of Wycliflfite doctrine in the Universlity of Oxford, trace
ed his opinion to larsilius, "of démned memory."ls it came
to be one of the stock charges made againsi every leader of
reform that he was repeating the heresies of Wycliffe and
through him those of Harasillus.

The pree-reformers wereo not imitators of Harsilius, In
fact, they operated in a different field, V¥hile both Vy-
gliffe and Hus show the influence of Marsilius in thelr

doctringl apparatus, they devote themselves exclusively to

purely theological and eccleslastical questions.lg larsilius

+73charf, ops cli., pe 193,
185abine, op. Gite, De Slde

lgbunning, ope Cite; De 260
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did not enber into tho merite of distinectly theologlcal
doetrine, 'mor see the deep connection between the dogma
of transubstantlation and sacramontal penance and papsl

tyranny as the English reformeyr {(Wycliffe) did.“ao

Cor=
tainly Harsilius did not proclaim the biblical doctrins of
Justification by falth in the crucified Saviour., WwWhait bears
the impressa of larsilius in Vyeliffe is his exaltation of
the secular over the ecclesliastlical authority.

One of Wycliffe's most elaborats treatises involved.
tho whole problem of "Dominium". He was concerned with
Pixing the condition of the esclesiastical order, The big
guestion was: Supposing a pope~is not among the elect, what

then? Surely he cean have no dominiume In explaining who

determines the fact of the popet!s uwnrighteocusness, VWycliffe

falls back on an argument of the Defensor Pacls, the evidence

of personael conducte. If ths pops offends the coumon sense
of Christendom, then the bellevers as a whole may discipline

hime, Perhaps the argument of the Defensor Paclis.may hsre be

e 5 2
regarded as an introduction to Wycliffe's uominium.“l

Wycliffe's argument hers, frsed from its almost ime
penetable tangle of scholastlc involution, follows
very nearly the lines of Marsllius®' thought, He doses
not, so far as I know, refer to him by name, but ths
resemblence is wmlstakable and the conclusion is
irresistible thet Wycliffe had before him the text of

20Locke, op. cit., D. 78,
21Emerton, Op. Cit., pe 79.
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the Defensor Pacis.ag

Lf the Influence of liarsilius is felt by Viycliffe,
obviously it must be folt by Hus., For in his political
theory as well as his doctrinal metier lus borrowed large-

ly from Vycliffe. &o theo Defensor Pacis spreads to Bohsmia,

and its influence 1ls carried forward a generatiocn. Ius
"strengthens agein in Uentral lurope the dogmas which has been
- . =z "23 -

propounded by HMarailius.

The impact of the Defensor Pacis is also traced to Ger-

sone <+he moving splrit of the Council of Pisa, 1409, Gerson
inslsted that a General Council was superior to the pope

and that a genulne reformatlon was necessary in the head

and membefs of the Church. His wribtings present the theory
of & limited-monarchy. <“oth the conciliar theory and the
linmiged-monarchy theory seem identicel with the theories of

larellivs, Only Gerson is lecss radical, The conclusion is

L
o
4]

that Gersonls theory "embod meny features of the doctrine

“E-@

of larsilius.

So from Wycliffe to Luther the wviews of Marsilius seem

to advance, liarsilius had not spoken in vaine.

221pide
23Dunning, Ope ClTe, De 265

247bid., Do 266




CHAPTER ¥
MARSILIUS AND LUTHER

While 1%t is true:that ths Defensor Pacls exerted a

strong influence on the pre-Relormers, the question of its
influence on luther is anothor stomy. Iuther is the Refore
mere VWith him comes the Reformation. So the influence that

the Defensor Pacis had on the Reformatlion is certainly con-

tingent upon its influence upon Imther., If the writing of
the Paduan bocame part of Luther's thinklng, then the rela-

tion of the Defensor Pacls to the Reformation is great in-

deed. Then the stabure of liarsilius would be all the great-
o,

In the Catholic Church there is no Questlion aboult the
influence of larsilius upon ILuther, Already at the Liepsig
debate Lick tried to save himsell by embarrassing and dis-
crediting Luther. Ue contended that lLuther, in denying the

jure divino right of the pope, was defending the dammable

errors of Marsilius of Padua, Wycliffe, and Hus, all of which
had been condemmed by the Churche, Iuther did declare that
some of Hus'! positions were not heretical, for they could

be proved btrue by Scripture, But he does not mention Marsie
lius,

Iuther was accused by a contemporary, Albert riglio,

(Aleravrchiae beclesiasticac Assertio, 1538) of having taken
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a large number of his errors Lrom the Defensor Pacis.r To=

day the Catholics insist that Luther would have recognized
his theories in "these hereticel agsertions" that were so
disastrous.a But whether Luther actually wes influenced by

the Defensor Pacis, or whether he even heard of the document,

{
| e

is not established by arbitrafy assertions.

If en historlcal chain is to be linked between lMarasi-
lius and Iabher, the cause is not helped by Iuther, Apparent-
1y Iuther did not recognize Harsiliuvs., To date no one seems
to have found any reference to Marsllius in the writings of
the Reformer. Vnlle Luther often refers to meny pre-isfore
mers, he does not mentlon the faduan, %The Encyclopedia Bri-

tamnica, however, takes for granted that the Dofensor Pacis

was “Mmown by Wyeliffe and Iuther,® but offers no evidence

for thlis contention. Of course, 1t is one thing to say that

Luther knew the Def'ensor Facis and an entirely different thing
to say that he was influenced by it. HNo one can deny tThat the

Defensor Pacis was in Luther's library, and to this date no

one can prove it.

A chain from Marsilius to luther may be drawn through

lJames Sullivan, "larsiglio of fadua and Willlam of
Ockam," 1I, American Historical Review, II, No. 4, (July,
1897), 60,

23alembier, 0pe Sibe, De 720,

SThe Encyclopaedia Britammica, p. 974,
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Occam, Occam's phllosophy oxeried a strong influence upon
Martin Luther.% Marsilius and Ucoam, as before mentioned,
vndoubtedly exchanged ideas. Or, ths chain may, in like
manner, be drawn through Gerson, for Luther himself men-
tioned Gorson.? Bub certainly this indireci infliuence of
Marsilius on Luther Through Occam or UGsrson can have, ab
best, little value for argument.

Luther's "Ietter to the Christian Nobility", it is

asserted, is derived from sources in addition to Scripture,

He evidently drew on some of the Fathers, the decree
of the Uouncil of Nicasea, the papal Decretals, and the
Cenon ILaw, the decrses of the reforming Councils of
the fifteenth century, especlally that of Basle, He
doss seem Go have drawn directly from the works of the
early fourteenth century publicists, John of Paris,
John of Jandun, Marsiglio of Padus, and Qccam, the de-
Tenders of the independence of the 3tate against the
papal claim, and the right of th% secular powver to
take steps to reform the Churchi,

But Mackirnon qualifies thias

Thisg independence and this right they based on the
doctrine of the sovereignty of the people, and with
this doctrine Imther does not secm to have been fami-
liar. At all events, if he was, it does not seam to
have appealed to him. He develops no pollitical philo-
sophy and vindlcates the claim he makes for th@ State
on religious rather than on political grounds.

%ualben, op. cit., p. 192,

S%0n the Couneils and the Churches,” Works of HMarsin
Tubher, translated Dy C. H. dJacobs (Fhiladelpnias A. dJe
Toiman Co., 1931), V, 249,

“iackinnon, Luther and the Reformation (New York:
Iongman, Green and Co., Ltd.,, 19%8), 1L, 2B

TIbid.
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I% is more probable that Luther was in debt to the leaders
of the coneiliar party in the {ifteen century. HHackinnon
seems to stand alone in actually linking Luther to the Paduan L
in a particuler writing.

Une thing is cortain; there is an apparent siullarity
of expresslon and argument between Luther and liarsilius,

This similarity can be found, though its value is guestion-

able, even in shori expresaions. "Even the lalty are churchmen e
(virl eccleslastici)®, says larsilins.® This suggests Inther's
phrese "the priesthood of the Christian man.® But this does

not mean that Luther was dependent on larsilius,

Tho likeness of the two can be found in the language of
their fearless opposition to the papacy and itas appalling
evils. In discussing the arrogance of the pope, Harsilius
uses "as strong language as Iluther later did in denunciation
of tho papal claims and the evil consequences for the nation
and especially the empire of the papal regime.“g

Mapsilius reminds one of Luther as he devotes several
chapters to apostolic poverty, letiing himself go in bitter
gccusation of the folly and wickedness of the clergy. le
exposes the papal systome

For not all their acts are spiritual or ought to be

so called. iany of them are clvil acts subject to

contention, carnal, and temporal, IFor priests can
borrow, make truabu, buy, sell, strike, ill, rob, for=

Bsabine, ope Git., pe 300,

ghacllnnon, The Originsg of the Reformation, pe 6O
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nicate, rape, betray, bear false witness, slander,

fall into heresy, or comml% other crimes, just as

they are committed by laymen. Wherefore we may
Droperly asle them whethor any one of sound mind can 10
call such actions when comulitted by them spiritualia.

This languege of lMarsilius recalls Iuther as he doge-
cribes Rome. "There is buying, selling, bartering, trading,
trafficking, lylng, decelving, robbing, stealing, luxury,
harlotyry, lknavery, dﬁﬂ every sort of contempt of God."ll

Like Jwuther, Harsilius condemnns 2ll) the evils in the v’

Church,

What do you find thers but a swarm of simonlacs from
every quarter? What but the clamor of pettifoggers,
the insults of calumny, the abuse of honorable man?
There justice to the lnnocent falls to the ground or
is so long delayed = unless they can buy it for a
price « that finally, worn out with endless struggle,
thoy are compelled to give up even just and deserving
clains, JFor there man-made laws are loudly proclaimed;
the laws of God are silent or are rarely heard. There
are hatched conspiracies and plots for invading the
terrcitories of Christian peoples and snatching them
from their lawlful guardians, DBut for the_winning of
souls there is neither care noyr counsel,

There is also a resembliance to Luther in the meithod of

) f"
Marsilius?! arguments, Doth have similar emphagis on the use

-

of %cripture. Repeatedly Mersilius quotes such pessages as
“liy Kingdom is not of this world," John 17:36; and "Render
unto Caesar the things which are Caesar's, and to God the

things which are God's," Matthew 22:21, Other passages,

10smerton, ope Cibe, De 35.
1lyorks of liarsin luther, V, 95,

IBEmerton, Ob. ci%., 686G
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such as John 6315, John 19:1l, ILuke 12:14, ho opposes Lo
texts falsely interpreted to the advantage of the helrarchy,
such as lMatthew 16:19, Luke 22:38, John 21315-17.13

in disputing Rome's demand for obedience, Marsilius cone
aiders tho question of which writings the Christian man must
absolutely accopt as a condition of salvation., He insists
upon the accepitance of Scripbture, which can never lack in
truth, . In proving his point, Marsilius quotes Augustine:

8%. Augustine, therefore, understood by canonical

writings only those which are conbtained in the Bible

and not the decretals or decrees of the Roman pontiff

or of the college of his priests whom they call fcardi-

nails! nor any other human ordinanceg whatsgoever cone

corning human actions or contentions and devised by

human ingenuity., For 'canon' means rule or standard,

o standard because it 1s something certain, something

that is peculiar to Holy Scripture alone as compared

with other writings.

While larsilius' assertlon of the authority of Scripture
is neither as drametic, as forceful, or as clear as that of
Luther {(at tho Diet of Vorms, for example) yet he does con- _

tond for the Sola Scriptura principle.

harailiqs also insists upon the interpretation of Scrip—\
ture by the individuale It is %o be interpreted according
to the principle of common sense, Wherse no mystical meanlng
is involved the literal sense ol language ia to be acceplted.
Where a mystlical interpretation ls necessary, e will accept

the more probably opinion of holy men., Those who advance

1530nafe, op. gite, De 76

14Lmerton, 223 cite, Do S5l.
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opinions of their own ars no% to be honored. “Tﬁba@ which
aro discordant with Scripburs I will reverently reject, bub
never without ths support of 3eripture upon which I shall
always rcly.“ls Here i8 a proclemation of the principle of
biblical authority which is stressed by the great leaders of
the Reformalbtion.

liarsilius also resembles Luther, though mimately, in

3

.L.l

A

mphasis on the grace oflﬂod. His emphasis on grace is
not nearly sc forceful, nor so fundamentel, as it was with
Luther, Harsilius is a political theoristy Luther, a devoted
servant of God. Yot Harsllius, in attacking the authority of
the Church, does speak of the grace of God. e shows that
the real process of absolutlion depends, not upon any act of
the prisst, but only upoh the grace oi God freely given o
the individual soul. For proof Harsilius quotes Peter Lom-
bard and Richard of St. Victor, suumming up his conclusion
from their opinions,.

FPprom which it is evident that as regards the merlt of
the penitent, the Homan bishop has no more power than
any other priest to absolve Ifrom gullt or penaliy.

God alone absolves the truly penltent sinner withoutd

any actii% of the priest either preceding or acconie
panyinge

Christ is the only Jjudge.
Coribainly it can be sald that Marsilius anticipates

fnther., UWhon Marsilius attacks the Gemporal power, some of

lsxbid.' Pe 7Ce

181114,, pe 37
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his statements are almost'identical with those of Iuther, .-
Imther says exactly what Marsilius says when the Reformer
weitess "1t is not proper for the pope %o exalt himself
ebove the temporal authorities, save only in spiritual
offices such as preaching and a’bsolvlng.“l7 Imther's "On
the Councils and the Churches" reminds one of Marsilius.
in their fearless opposition to the papacy, in their emphagis
on the grace of God, in their inslstence upon Soripture as
the only noﬁm,'mnrsilius and Inther dlsplay a striking siml-
larity.

And yet they are so different. In approach, in purposs,
and in result a vast gulf appears,- Oﬁa looks abt HMarsilius,
then at Luther, and he khbﬁd ﬁhg the ;atter is the grsat Re=
former. It is not the politlcal situation that maltes ILuther
the horald of a new age, nor the social condltions, thoﬁgh
both have their effect. It is a tobal difference of thought
that distinguishes Iather from the Paduan, For-that reason
it is dirfficult Lo see any direct influence of HMersilius Ofx/
Padva on Martin Luther, {ne Defensor Pacls, absorbed in the
thinking of the fifteenth ard gixteenth centuries, may have

influenced luthor as any other part of the general thought

pattern of the age of revolt, but a direct influence seems

1745 Open Ietter to the Christian Nobility," Works of
Martin buther, translated by C. ki, Jacobs (Philadelphias
A. J. Hoiman Co., 1931), II, 109,
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Ilmprobable, Imther, in thought and charscter, is indepen-
dent, unlilke any mﬁn beforo him, Luthser is Ehe only man for
the Reformation. ¥The personalities of Wycliffe and Hus are
not 1ike Luther . . . "they lack ths strength to become strong
men who overmaster thelr age, Occam and Marsiglic do nof
fouch him in this respect.® o

Lf Luther felt the influence of Harsilius 1t was ceriaine
ly not in the apyroach‘to the whole problem, Marsillusg hated
papacy as tho enemy of his country, He attacked Rome for
18

patriotic recasons, partlcularly lialian patriotiasm, He

sbudied theology in order to have a weapon agalnst Pope Jomn
- 20

XXI1, Hy wes @& Ghibelline, flaming and bitter, Ths poli=-

tiecal viewpoint of Hersllius motlvates even the closing words

of the Defensor racia.

VWhen this (what the book teachess) is understood, held
fast, and strictly obssrved, the realm and every ore—
derly elvic communlity will be preserved in pesceful,
tranquil condltion, in which the members of socleily
will obtain what they need for their life in the world,
and without which they will inevitably loaglthosa things
and be 111 prepared for eternal salvation,

Tmther's approach is entirely different. He had a new
aith that gave meaning and purpose and drive to his work,

Asg Pay as Marsilius was concernsd the basic trouble with Rome

18jiackinnon, Luther and the Leformation, Il, 335.

19Haller, op. cllie, Pe 190,
@0rnhia.,

Rlipid., p. 192.
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wag the doctrine of pleniiudo potestatis.22 Remova that

evil and the trouble is remedlied, he thought. ILuther, on
ths other hand, racognized the fundamental evil in the
Church, the false doctrines which led people esiray and en-
dangered thoir souls, He atiacked the papacy from a thsoe-
logical approach.

The great reformers primarily did not break with the

Catholic clmrch because it was corrupt in 1life and

practice, but rather because the church steadily ro-

fused to base its doctrine and its religloug life en-

Girely on the prineciples of Holy Scripture.~

Tho difference ln approach betwacn ILnther and Harsilius
is apparent in thelr use of the word Church, #“arsilius says

&

the Church does not conslst of the clergy, but 1s the univer-

aitas fideliun, All true bellsvers are members of the Chupch

o)

and are thoas ecclesliastles., This langusge reminds one of
Luther, but Marsilius does not mean what Iuther meent. Har-
silius always places the emphasis on the trﬁe Christian es

e momber of tha leglslative body of the ’Jh.urch.g4 For Imther
the emphaesis 13 on tho spiritual prissthood.

ot only does luther have an entirely different approach,

bubt alsc his purpose differs from that of Marslllius. If the

Defensor Pacis in any way influences Iluther, 1% is not in

connection with his purpose, Marsilius wishes to preserve

. S%Emerton, op. cit., Dp. 66=67,

25Qualban, Op. gite, pe 216,

B%Allen, GPe clt., p. 185,
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the soul. In stating his purpose liarallius says:

We hope 20 to 1ify the vell that 1t may hencefurth

readlily be banished from all civil communlties, and

when this 1ls accoumplished that rulers and people of
good will may live in peace, the supreme desire of

all mmnagn this world and the loftiest goal of humen

action.“?

The Church disturbs the pesce, and Hersilius attacks the
disturbing element. ILubher's purpose, utterly differeni, is
to break the power of error and go restore to men the pure
Gospel of Christ. Iuther's purpose is in no way derived from
the influence of Mapsilius,

Bocause Luther and Marsilius are enbtirely different in
spirit they are alsc different in results. One result both
can claim, &Loth were condemmed viciously by the papacy. On
April 9, 1327, Pope John XXII clited Harslilius to & council
of faithful to answer for his erroneous dogma.ze Under the

date of Uctober 23, 1387, John issued two new bullse Zhe

bull Qulis Tuxta Doctrinam condemned Ilouls &8 a heretic for

his patronage of the Franciscan and also of Harsilius. In
- &Y

the same bull the Defensor Pacis was condemngd.37 Margiliuns

and Johm of Jandun were denouncod as "sons of perdition, the

sons of Belial, shose pestliferous individuals, beasts from

the abyss, oo

2SEmerton, op. Cite, De 22,

206gy11iven, op. Sit., De. 594,

Pl »
L o

Hughes, ope. cit., p. 139

3

NUSCh&ff‘ OB Oito' De 72.
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The second bull was directed against Marsilius in par-
ticular, saylng thet a synod of cardinals, of thqplogians,
and of professors of law had decided to oondomnG?iva hore=-
tical articles of “arsilius: 1le. Christ paid triﬁute money
to Caesar, not voluntarily, but because le was forced by
nocessity. 2. Peter had no more suthority than the other
apostlos, Christ created no head of the Church. 3. All tome
poralities of the Church are subject to the emperor, The
emperor can instltute, depose, awi punish the pope. 4, All
priocsts, regardless of rank, are by institution of Christ of
equal authority. 5 <he Church mey not punish any man with
toenporal punishment unless the emperor permits.29

On May 20, 1328, Franciscus of Venice, one of llarsilius!
students at Yaris was éxumined before the court of Inquisi-
tion at Avignon, %o find out if he or others had alded lar-
sllius in his WOrk.so Clement VI carried on extensive examinaw-

tion of tho Defensor Pacis with the result that more than 250

heretical articles were exiracted from it.31 In 1376, when

a French translation of the work appearad in Paris, 1t created
a profound sensation. During a lengthy induest, from Septem=
ber Lo December, all the lcarned men in the city were made %o

swear before a notary that they were ignorant of the transla-

29“11111van, op. cite., D« 594.

SOibide |
SIS
Lhid. ? Pe 597. %T_Ii_ L B mg

PRITZLAFT MEMC
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o8

tion, The Defengor Pacis was put on the first Index

Librorun Prohibitorum.®® To this day, Marsilius and Jandun,

_called "frivolous and lying men'”, “blasphemers", are branded

as heretica by Rome,
These declarations are condemmed as being contrary to
the Holy Scriptures, dangerous to the Catholic failth,
heretical, and erroneocus, and theixr authors, Marsilius

and Jandun agfbeing undoubtedly heretics and even
heresiarchs.Y®

Wihile both Marsilius and Luther are vehemently danounc;
ed by Rome, it is apparent that both were not equally successe
fule, #arsilius vas a theorlst, appealing to everyone, the
messes as well as the intellectvalse This, too, indicates
thet the influence of karsilius was not felt strongly by
Luther. darsilius nad ideas that were to bear frult in the
Reformabtion, but they were Too radical for thelr age. Ba-
sides, U gomething was laeking in Marsilius himself."™° do was
2 cool thinker rather than a person who could translate theory
into action, As a result he could not create a dynamic lea-
dership. So it may be that Marsilius vanishes from contem-

porary notice almost as completely as if he had never written.

32Henry Charles lea, A History of the Inguisition of
the iddle Ages (Wew York: 1he lacwillan C 'o'—qTEE)"_"., o22], 111, 140.

SS3ullivan, op. clib., P. GOZ2,
S4salembier, op. elt., Dpe 720,

35Williston Waller, A History of the Christisn Church
{(Yow York: Charies SeribnerTs Sons, 1918), De 294
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Of HMarsilius, the Gheorlist, it is writtens

Therefore, {because he was a theorist in his think-
ing and striving) his life was wrecked and its ine
fluencs upon posteriity very modsst. 1t has often
boen said thaet he was ahead of his time by centuries.
Could that have been the case, if with his postulate
he had stood on the ground of reality? In this abe
stract, theorstlic character, in this unconcern aboub
all the political reslities of his tiue, we must recoge
nize the reason for the fact that the gppearance of
one of the fresst and most courageous spirits remain-
od only an episode without resulis. Two hundred years
later that which he thought and strove for became a
reality, & common good, and reconstructed life, Dur-
ing his 1life 1% was but a sclentific vision, a drean,
so far as practical life was concerned, even though

e dream thaf showed the truth and would at some. time
come bLtruc. ¥

If snyone would want %o oppose ths papacy successfully,
he must roallze it is a religious power. <Then he must equip
himself with religious_powars. This Haersilius laéks, Spoeke
ing as he does in the name of sclence and pol;tlcs. The 4
power of the papal error could be broken only when the ree-
ligious power of a new falth stood opposed.

So larsilius represents onﬁ of the earliest and most

violeni outbreaks of protests against the_papacy = and one

that did not end at the sbake. The Defensor Pacis kept

opposition to the papacy alive and thus in a measure pre=-
pared and paved ths way for the cvepthrow of papacy through

the Reformabloiie

36 johann Haller, "Zur Lebensgeschichte des Marsilius
von Padue," Zeitschrift Fuer Kirchengeschichte, translated
by Reve August Fe Bormthal (Gothasz EEOpoIE Klotz Verlag,
1929), XIVIII, 196
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