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1 FOREWORD

j There are many whe aold that the Roman Catholic Church
%13 of it: nature entagonistio to, and incompatihle with the ex-
iistuncerof an 1n&epen&ant civil atate and hence tnat tne coO=sx-—
ﬁistanaé of tune Church and State must neqessarily produce frie-
tion in a territory wnere one or otuer is not subservient, On
;tue otnar»mdnd,:tnare are tnose who may that the oonstitution of
ithe‘camholio Church is not incompatible witin tne eximtence of
auch & state thougih its conatitutien may be iIncompatible with
iaertuin theories regarding tae origin and nature of the state,
Such tneories, inatemd of regarding the state as & union of in-
idividuala for the protesctien and enjoyment of rights wnica tnese
ipermona naa from nature as Individuals and hence anterior to and

'independent of the mtate, conzider tne state as an absolute en—

tity for whoase benefit tne individual exists and on the will of

which al) nis rights depend,

y

It ia not tne onjeect of tnias tneais to jJustify or con-

demn such theorles, We merely seek to inveatigate tne reiations

exiating betweon the Cathelic Church and tne State in the variou#

epochas of its career and in tne lignt of nlstorical cocuments to

i

state tne reiatien of cause anu effeat verceptinle in the rela-

tione of two avci living and active organisms as tne Churca ang
- State are,

Ko attempt ia made to evaiuafe the claims of either in
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the conflicts tnat are recorded, The nistoric facta are given
‘as well a= the sources whem suaﬁ faote adnit of dispute eitier
as to tneir eéxistence or Interpretation. (therwise, it has been
deened suffielent to record tue faats in tneir caronologicaml
}rder; In doing ao, relfance has been plazced in Mann'u?"Livas
gf the pPopea™ for tne earlier peried and on such works az those
of pastor and Ranke for the submequent pericd. Reference to
@nasn in eaacn particular instance in tne case of undisputed fact

has heen deemed useleas.

!

|




CHAPTER I

THE APOSTOLIC CHURCH
F RN

The epoch which witnessed the institution of the
christian Churech was one of moral degradation in whieh %tyranny
and brute foree prevailed. It was an age of wealth and self-

indulgence, of tasteless luxury, ocruelty and fntilism, of exX~

' travegance, infidelity and superstitien.

In the lowest grade of the social scale were counte

less slaves, bereft of famlily ties, deprived of the consola-

tions of religion, having no recognized rights and without any

proteetion on the part of the state which tolerated their ex-

istence, (It is reckoned that in the Roman Empiré there ware

sixty milrion slaves--Le Maister, Du Pape, I. P. 283.) A4

‘1ittle higher in the social scale stood the vast majority of

?tho inhabitants, They were, for the greater part, beggars and

‘idlars, femitYiar with the groamest indignities of an unsaerupu-

- Jous dependence, They were ready to support any government

~which would dater to their depraved tastes in rproviding amuse-

mente and the means of livelihood. (Among 1,200,000 inhahi-
tants of Rome in Ciceret'a time there were less than two thouw

&and proprietors—Cicero, De Officiis, ii, 8).) Family }ife

had almost died out (Rarague in hoc aevo quae velit esse

'parens—Ov, Nux. 15). Diverce was prevalent (non consulum

numero ged maritorum annes sucs computant~-Sen., De Benef, iii,

16). Literature, art and @loquence were invalved in the

i
I
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general deeadencs, S .

*In such a depraved socisty, unconsoious or oblivious i
‘of the natural rights of man, the Emperor was supreme, Xvery |
~gort of priesthood or presidency was heaped upon him, though
only after the death of Lepldus, in B. C. 13, did he allow him-
self to be elected (in his careful observance of ocld forms) |
pontifex Maximus, The supreme religious and political powers g
~were now concentrated in one mants hands, Augustus could, and f
did, dominate the great religious bodies; supervise their num—
' hers and peréanell. His power was felt throughout the prov-
;incua; political pampnletajof which he disapproved, and relig-
ious manifestos which he'dialiked, were equally suppressed;
‘more than Z,Ood‘copies of spurious predictions he cauged to be
‘burnt. Later the Emperor Trajan (a modest and liberal prince)
Esolves for his commissioner, Pliny, questions relating directly
'to the religious séruples even of provin,cials..*1

The Emperor and the State were one znd the same thing
the dominion of which was absolute, for of it he was both the
%apiritual and civil ruler,
} Such, in brief, were the conditions of society in
‘that vast empire with which the Church was to come in contact
in its infancy. In spite of the internal corruption which 1ater§

Was to be the cause of its decay, it was at the time of which we

(1) Martindale, Religien of Imperial Rome, p. 3.




speek In a most proaperous qonditiun. Tpe state with wnich”the;
Kpostoliﬁ‘churcn had relations was the most efficieni social
organizatien\Known tp mankind before tbe Christian Era.'zz |
With this powerful state Christ himself came in con- |
tact for he had been accused of claiming to exercise kingly |

Juri&dicticn within its'territory* Though Innocent of the ac-

]
cusatiaons, he is, nevertheless, put to death by that same =tate,
. ' |

- Yet the Roman empire was not the 9nemy'of the rising Churaeh,
. Up tb the tenth year of Nerots reign the Chriatiana:hadvmany
reasona to be grateful to the powar of the Roman Empire. 83t.
' paul when he wrote from Corinth to the Thessalonlans, had in-
' dsed .moen in the falric of Roman polity, and in Claudius, its
reigning representative, ﬂhe *check%* and "checker* which must

be removed before the coming of the Lord. Yet during his
atormy Yife the Apostle had been shielded hy the laws of Rome

~in more than one provincial tumult, The Roman palitarchs of
‘The&aalania had treated him with humanity. He had been pro-
 tected from the infuristed Jews, in Corinth by the disdainful
 Justice of Gallio. In Jerusalem the prompt interference of
‘Lysias and of Festus had sheltered him from the plots of the
:SEnhsdrim* At Caesarea he had appealed tc Caesar as his best
‘security from the persistent hatred of Ananias and the Saddu~
{eoaut If we tzke a correct view of the Iatter.part of his

Career, his appeal had not been in vain, and he owed the last

(2) Cadman, Christienity and the State, p. 72. ]
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_ two years of his miggionary activity to the impartiality of

 Romen Lawt.® o .
§t. Paul recognized himaelf as a Roman citizen in his

_gpistle to the Romans (ch. 13, I-7); and urges the Christians

i there &walIing*to be subject to the higher powers+ and to rec-

‘ognizu“in then the ordinance of God.

| It was not unti¥ 64 A. D. that the Church came into

| direct qonrliét with the Jtate In the person of the Eumperor

Nero. This ty?ant&(qua—— ' ut erat uxscrubixia 8C nocens
ltyrannus prosilivit ad excidendun coeleste templum dslandaane
%juatitium-naat. De Morte Persec, II) was suspeated by the his-
itorians of his natien of having set fire tovthe city of Rome
~in order that he might build on itavruins-a grander capital
‘(Tuc; Ann‘ XV 67; Suet. Ner, 58). Four eut of fourteen dis-
‘tricta of the city emcaped the flames and Nero, unwilling or ‘
' afraid to tmke the blame hefore the infuriated populace, sought
to accuse the most helpless of hzs suh;ecta as the cause of the
disaater‘ “Naro* says Taoitua, "proaed to accusation and tore
!tured with the moat exquisite penalties a set of men detested
?for their enormities, whom the coumon people call Chriatianas“
!(Ann; XV 44.}5 Dean Farrar4ia of the opinion that Nero waé 1&&
- to single out the Christians as scapegoats throeugh the influ-

ence of two of his favorites—the pantomimist Aliturus and the

(3} Dean Farrar, Early Days of Christianity, p. 13,
‘(4) Ibvid,, p. 37.
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pmpress Poppaea with whom the Jews--tihe enemies of the Chris-

|
' tians—-were in constant communicaticn. In any case it would i
seen that hatred of the Christian religleon was not the sole
' cause of the persecution.
; ‘Still the Christians had to suffer many hardships
' and their leaders, sw‘. Peter and Paul, were put to death, |
. Thenceforward & confliet between Chureh and State is In pregress
for the religion of the Christians wad unconstitutional, heing |~
'neither permitted nor officially recognized by the State. The
, 1iverty of professing and praatisingva foreign worshiov did not
| dispense the Reman from the obligation of purfarming also the

iswqrificea or ather religieus rites of his evm land. Eusebius

jtells us that religien wasa divided by the Remans in three

}partsg the mytholegy or legends that had descended from the
]
!pauta, the interpretations er theories by which the philoso-

' phers endeavored to matienalize, filter or explain away these
flegande, and the ritual er official religieus ohservances. In
'the first two spheres perfect liberty was accorded but the

'ritual was placed under the contrel of the government and was
| p

|

a matter of oampulsian,5 The Remana believed that the welfars l
“ |
'of the empire depended on such observances.* It should be re-

imembérad, too, that the oriental custom of defying emperors had |

. been intreduced into Reme, To burn incense before their statuas)
| i
“had become & test of loyalty; and although this adoration does

|

(5) Lecky, History of European Morals, p. 431.

i
|
|
i
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not appear to have implied any particular article of belief, yeﬁ
it was regarded as inconsistent with Christianity and the con~ |
gecientious refusal of the Christians to comply with it aroused
a feeling resmembling that which was long produced in Christen-
dom by the refusal of the Quakers to comply with the usage of i
courts.® | | ' |

It was a case of rendering to Christ the things that
are Christ's and to Ceesar the things that are Caesar's and
when confrentad with the dilemma ef cheesing between Christ andi
Caesar, the early Christians did not hesitate.

*The further fact that the church was organized frem

]
!

the first as universal, gave coler to the plea that she was an-

tagomistio to an imperial World-State., Christianity was re-
‘gardnd by itn'rallewdri as an independent, cathelic and self-

sufficient religien, It steod out in contrast to natienal re-

: i
ligieng like Judaimm, or sny other cult of the age, The Church
insisted on going her ewn way while the Imperiel State regarded

the Church as an enemy in disguise.% o’

;- *The personal guilt which every Christian had oontrac—

\tc&.in thus preferring his sentiment to the nattenal religianm, |

lwas aggrevated in a very high degree by the number and unien
'of the criminala. It is well known that Reman pelicy wviewed -:

|
\

(6) Lecky Ibid, p. 143.
(7) Caéman, Op. Cit., p. 198.
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with the utmest Jealousy and distrust any associatien among its

|
\

,ubjcctm;'and the privileges of pri?gte corporatiuns,rthough

formed for the most harmleszs cr Beneficial purposes, were be- ‘

stowed with & very sparing hand (Pliny, Epist., X}. The relige
1ouaasaemb11§s of the Christians, who had separated themselves f
from the public worahip, appeared of a much less innocent na- |
‘ture; they were illegal ipn their principle and in their cense=
:quence'might become dangerous; nor were the emperors conseious

|

|

W
" that they vielated the laws of justice when, for the peace ef

. society, they prehidited those mecret and sometimes nocturnal

meatings. The pieous disededience eof the Christians made their

conduct, or perhaps their desmigns, appear in a much more serious
|
|

have suffered themselveg to be disarmed by a ready submissien, |
|

deening their henor concerned in the executicn of their ecem-

. ﬁ
manda, sometimes attempted by rigereous punishments, to subdue

thig independent spirit which beldly aeknowledged an authority

superier to that of the Magistrate. The extent and duratien of
|

this spiritual conspiracy seamed to render it every day mere

- degerving of animadversion. We have already seen that the ae- |
tive and suceessful =eal of the Christians had insensibly dif-
§fuse¢.thom,thrcugh evary provinee and almost every city of the
empire. The new converts seemed to renounce their family and

~country that thqy might connént themmelves in an indisseluble

bond of unien with & peculiar scclety which everywhere assumed

——
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& different eharacter from the rest of mankindg, 8

| - The Church of the Apostolic age was, therefore te the
'pagan state a strange rival, On the one hand loyalty to the
- state was expressly inculeated within certain limits (Romans
tx:II’)‘. on the other hend the Ghristians were governod by cer-
tain 1dwa-in dircct oonfliat with the custons then prevallimg :
(

1n tbe atate; When such laws cl&shed, the vhristians were the
’ .

: 1
|most obstinate of men. %Whatever* says Pliny, *may be the ]
1
prinniple of their conduct, ‘their inflexible absﬁinaay appeared v

l
'deserving of punishment.*

| Thus we observe that at the end of the Apostolia age

!

| the Christian Church was a compacd, well-organized society with l
: ! . ‘ ‘ |
'its own laws and discipline, Their loyalty to their Founder ‘

'was undivided and indivisible. %It suffered no rivalry, net
%ewen that of lmperial Rome, te infringe upen the lordship of
'the Risen Redeemer and King., They viewed the impo}ial govern~ |
{menz with long=-lived distrust and Tertiullian cpenly declared
~that the Christian preferred any other interests ta these of
‘the State,n? o

T |
|

(8) Gibben, Decline and Fall of the Raman Empire Vol.I,
Pe 609,

(9) Gadnmn, Eo 01t~, po 1970 | |
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: CHAPTER II ‘

PERIOD OF GROWTH |
. Mok ook 1‘
|

For at least twenty years after Nero's death which |
ccogurred in X. D. 68, the Chureh endured peace without any in-
terference rrom‘the gtate., During this time the Christians h‘ad‘{
aven the courage to build a church near a pudblic highway.

‘(Rosaiié*anllitino di Arch. Crist, i865) St. John was exiled
to the Island of Patmos under the Emperor Domitian, while many
‘othorsrsuffered like privations, Nerva, the successor of
‘Domitiun‘ahsolvod thome acoused of impiety and recalled the
 exiles. (Lact. De Mor. Per, iii.) . |
*In the eyem of the pagan hiétoridn,'the peried frem |
}the accession of Nofma in A. D. 96, to the death of Marcus
%Aureliua'in A. D. 180, is memerahle as & pori@d'of‘uniform good |
%govmrnment; of rapidly advencing humanity, of great legialattvof
;rororma:and of a:pouce‘whicn.was rarely broken, To the Chris-
%tian historian, it is the more remarkable zs ene ef the mest \
;critical perieds. in the histery of the faith. The Church en- }
;t&rud‘inta it conaiderable, indeed, azs a sect, tut not large i

ienough to be reckened an important power in the empire, It

|
|

| emerged from it so inereased in numbers and #o extended in its
l |
;ramitieations, that 1t might defy the most formidable aasautts!l"
| Of this peried Lactantius (De Mort. Per, 3-4) says:~

f*The acts of the tyrant (Nerg) being revoked, the Church was

(1) vLecky, History of Furopean Morals, p. 461 |
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not only reztored to its former state, but shone forth with a

gro:ﬁar aplendor and luxuriance; and a peried following in |
which many good movereigns weilded the iImperial sceotre, it ¥
guffered no assaults from ite enamies but stretched out its {
roots to the east and to the wemt.* f
The practical observance of laws dealing with raligiaﬂ

had been modified. Certain cults wara,recdgnized by the utats.@
‘wnichbmereiy telofated thé existence of ethers, The laws for- |

‘bidding the latter were unrepealed but their enforcement de- i
pended on the YTocal governors of prowinces, This accounts for é

the partial persecutions of the Church during the periocd of

which we speak. ‘ R ‘ ‘ ;
one of the governors, Pliny (Pliny, Ep. X, 97-98) |
writes to the Emperer Hadrian for an expressien of state pelicy@
' in regard to the Christians, Hadrian's snswer was to the effoct
that Christians, if brought before the tribunals should be |
' punighed; but that they shaould not be aocught for; that, if they,
icons-ont to saerifice, no inquisitien should be made into their
;Paat lives, and no anonymous accusations should be received
fagainat them (Busebius, tib‘ iiiy. Hadrian, indeed, (Justin
|

Mar. 1. 68-9) sought by an edict to protect the Christisns and
ordered all false acousers to be punished. THe Stoic Philospphnr

Marcu: Aurelius, renewed the persecutien, probably on account

‘of the persuasion that the Christian Church, existing as a

state within a state, with a government, ideals, enthusiasus,

——
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and hopes wholly different from those of the rest of the‘nation,‘

13

ass Incompatible with the existing system of the Empire,»?

It would seem that the emperer was driven to perai-

cute the Christisns rather from a desire to strengthen the em-

‘pire than out of a hatred of the Christian religion, in fact,

Tertullian mentions him as a protector of the Chriatians.

In the peried which intervened hetween the death of

yarcus Aureleus, in A. D. 180, and the accession of Dacius in

" X. D. 239, the Christians had grown to be a powerful and ine

‘rlﬁontial body whose adherents occupied high civil and military

|
|

positions in the state, In the difficulties that beset the em-

pire frem its barbarian neighbeurs the rise of Christianity

within the empire assumed the form ef = menace which threatened

'to disrupt it, Hence the grewth of the Christian religien had

| frequently heen the caume af grave anxiety to thoughtful em~
I

 perors but with the exception of Septimus Severus and Maximus

‘they would seem, as a general rule, to have been favorably in-—

clinad to the Ghurcn. Parents were frae to educate their chil¥-

dranuin vhat religion they pleased while there was no restric-

;tion-on the dissemination of Christian literature =0 that the

Church was comparatively free to epreac the Gospel,

)
|
f

()
(3)

3

While Fusebius (VI.39) ascribes the general per#acu-

Ibid, p. 468.

ir Chas, Lewis, On the Credibility of Roman
Hi@thy,, Vol. I, p. 58,

L

i
\
|
\
|
|
f
!
|
|
|
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¢ien that broke out under Decius in 249 to the hatred which the .

emperor bore his predecessor, Philip, who had been wvery friandljw

'with the Christisns, it is not at all improbable that *it was
begun in hepes of restoring the empire to its ancient disciplinoi
 and aIimihating'fram it all extraneeus and unpeatriotic influ-
enage."” |

Hithetfc\the Reman legislators, nowever ﬁnravorab1e
‘to the formation of gilds or associatiens, made an exceptien i
in favor of burial societies, Rosai (Rema Sotterranez, Tom. I, i
}p. 1081 thinks tnét the Church legalized its existence as a
jburial society under the namé «f *Ecmlesié Fratrum?. In this
'way the Church was able begally to possess the catdcombs and
'nhence could use them as places of worship even in times of per--;
‘secution. Not until the time of Decius were they disturbed in |
E'tba use of them,
; In the years which elapsed between the accessicn of
Deciua in A. D. 249, and the accession of Gallienus in A. D. 260
volitical disaater=, which clearly foroshadowed the approach=
ing ruin of the empire, were followed by frichtful famines,
:Since these disasters were ascribed by the supératitiaus papts ?
jlaco to the displeasure of the Gods for having been deserted, |
tth&ir‘ranaticiam was aroused against the Christians and the %
'Emperor was left na other alternative than to take axtreme

neasures against them so that this perlod was one of coantimous |

and gevers persecution.
(4) tLecky, Op. Cif., p. 480. ’
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The forty years which followed were years of pemce

ror the Church and the appeal by the orthedox bishops te Aure-
jean to expel Paul ef Samosota from the see of Antiech iz the
rirst recorded instance af an appeal by the Church to the secu—

' 3ar authority for aid in exercising its jurisdiction. (Eusebius

‘vii, 30}.

At thig time Christianity was greatly honored and
jcnrictianavwero appointed governors eof the pravinceé And wers
‘expfaaaly exenerated frem the duty of sacrificing. The bisheps
were treated by the ciwvil authority with great respect. Chris= Q

tian servants were emplayed in the very palace of the emperor
"and given full liberty of wership. Spacieus churches were
 puilt (Eusebius, YIII, T) S0 that in the time of Diecletian
Rome: alene had forty churches.

Diecletian, meeing how corrupt life and society was

- in Reme, sought to create new centers of political activity at
Nicemedia, Carthage, Milan and Ravenna--places which had hither-

to escaped the general corruptien, He thus hoped to save the

enpire. Viewing with alarm the universalist and anti-natienal

|
%
. tendency in the growing church, he allewed himself to be per- ;
‘8uaded by Galerius to try te upreot Christienity, (Lact. De |
BMQr@ Per 15) and in A. D. 303 the Reman Empire was to begin its
'lagt stand againat the Christian Church.
| ‘In Gaul Censtantius Gﬁlerua govarned and while he

destroyed the Christian churches in ebedience to the Emperocrts

— ]
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adict, he otherwise left the Christians unmoclested. In A. D. |

305, Diecletian resigned and peace was restored to the western

church whifle in the East persecution raged untit Galerius in
21 1ssuad‘é pracrammtians restoring liberty to the Christians
and permitting them to rebuild their churches,(Fusebius, Hist,
pib. VIII). | | .
Henceforth. the Church 1s.no Ienger unconstitutienal ﬁ
in the Reoman empire, What the edict of Galerius really con-
cedad is ax mare arbitrary toleration (venia, Indulgentia)
grounded on speclal reasons of political necessity rather than
on generak>principles$5 but, nevertheless *it marked the repulse
of the civil poﬁer, after which Christianity remained ihe ac~
'knowledged mazter of the of the maatéra of the werld in which

all religieus heliefs were now teleratqd@.7 -

(5)y @ihbon, Yel. I, p. 672; Robinson, Readings in Furo~
pean History, Vel. I, p. 21.

26) A. Tayler-Innes, Church and State, p. 21,

7) Cadman, ChristianIty and the 5tat®, p. 199,
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CHAPTER III ;

FROM CONSTANTINE TO CHARLEMAGNE |
o o5 0 o D

In A. D. 306,, Censtantine succeeded his father as
caesér; while Maxentius and Maximinian Hercules were proclaimed
emperors in Italy;' The latter was put to death for an attempt
on the life of Constantine wﬂile the former was cenquersd by
him in 313 In‘cancert with Licinius, censtnntin&‘(ﬁléj-pre~r
claimed 1iba}ty of wot&nip througheut the ampiro and the resto-
ration of caczosiaatical gooda to the Chrlstiana. ‘

Hnnooforward Christianity was recognized am autharized
and permitted by the State and was acaorded thase rights and
prixilegia hitherto enjoyed by the pagan religion.? The clergy
were exempt from the public services (Codex Theed., XI, 1. i) _

‘while eqcle&iazfieal pf@party was aexempt fram all faxas other

" than the extraordinary. (Barenius, Annal. Eccles,) Clerics
were declardd exempt fram the Jurisdiction of the civil tribu~
nals (Ced. Theod. XI.ii}z The state officials had the obliga-
tion of executing the desisiens of the bishep*s tribunal frem
‘which there was no appeal. The right of asylum was new enjoyed
by the Christian Churches aavhitharto by pagan temples. (Ced.
Theod, IX.45) and any vi@:atieﬁ ef this right was treated as

high trﬁanan;

(1) R@binsen, Readings in Eurepean History, p. 24.
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The bishep was 1o be freely elecied by the clergy but
the people could vete the selectien (Thomassin, Discip, de I*Egl,
c. 1-8; 675% which was made from thcse'qualified“by age, and
joctrine according to eccleglaatical law. | |

The Edict of Milan (A. D. 313) gave the Church the
1egal right te posmess property while the faithrui (Cod. Theed. |
XvI, tit. leg. &) are given the right to freely dispose of q
their property in faver ef the Church.

Even the emperors are subject to the Church as are
the rowest members (Basil, Bpist. 47. @it. hy Bhrontus in Ann,
gccles,)y. The positian ef the emperor as regards the Church
is semewhat peculisr, The pagan emperors as we have seen, had

been regarded as and clafimed the title or;“féntirex Maximus.

] |

This title was retained by the Christian emperers until Gratiam -
(376-8%3) under the influenee of St. Ambrese left it sside.

‘Gibbuna &ayé:*Thecdnvncuticn of grat end extraordinary synods |

ssa the prerogetive of the emperer alone, Whenever the amarganp}
cies of the Chureh required this deeisive measure, he dis- |
‘pﬁtchadVa.ﬁaremptary sunmong te the bishops, or the deputies of
each prevince, with an order for the use of post-horses and a
competent allewance for the expenses of the jJeurney.* 1In the
lettars of invitatien now extant the emperers deduce the right

of conveecatien from the duty of providing for the peace and \

| (3} @Gibben, Volume II, p; 25,
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well—bﬁinﬁ'ef the empire the basis of whose good order im re-

1igion. It iz not at all improbable that such cenduct was due
¢
to a survival of the pagan cenceptien of the rights and duties

of the emperer as Pontifex Maxlimus. Certainly the emperors

recognized the bisheps as the suthoritative judges in the coun—
cils. Giannane4 observes that the emperors gave a legal sanc-
tien to the decisiens of the counells which had previausiy re—
ceived the sanctien af’the'pepcw(SOQrataa; 2;17),. sSancimus

jgitur vicem 1agumvobtinerﬁ, quae a queattuor Sanctié‘Cancilifm

exvositas sunt aut firmatae* (Justinian, Novell, 131). Beveridge

notas~(ad Pandect. proleg. p.2) that the emperors newver made

new 1aws in ecelagiastical natters,

The intﬁuence of the new state religien nmade itualf
‘felt in the improved conditien of the prisons (Codex. Thecd. ;
11x;sx and in the abelitien of slavery, The exposure of infants

was forbidden; the positien of the weman in the family recoge |
nized; gladimtorisl fights abolished and marriage uniens ren-
dered stable. ‘

| lThe close unien hetween Church and State now notice-
alile gave rise to a certain inteolerance ef all other religiems
than the Christian. Gratian withdrew the state support fron

‘the pagan religian while Theadatius the Great (379-395) cen~
tisoated the goods of the apomtate Christians end declared them

| incapable of making a will. He also closed the pagan tenples
r ’ .

(4) Storie Givile di Napoli, Vel. I. p. 136.




—

— 20 |

.nd prohibited the pagan sacrifices (Cod. Theed. XVI, 7, I-5; |
10=2) . . |
Hereniés, alme were punished am crimez against the |
good order In the state. "Qued in religicnem divinam cammit%uri
in omnium fertur fnjurliam* (Codex Theed. XVI 2,3). S
with the cxccptian of the few years (381-383) during }
which Julian the Apostata as head of the empire sought to re= %
store the pagan religien in a purified form, the Christian re-
1igien received the support of the state aven againat ite de-
nestic foes for a leng peried. | |
During this time the Geths had settled aleng the

Danube, the Vigigeths in Spain; the Omtregoihs é;nd‘Leﬁngbaras

in Italy. For many years previously the members of the Franke
ish tribes had fought in the Reman armies and already im the
11v century a geod number had embraced the Christian religien B
In 496 Clovis their king, was baptized with many of his peeple
and this event was of farureaching-importanca to the church
since the Frankish natien, thus converted, was to give the |
Church its future protector in the persen of Charles the oreat.b
Gernany embraced the falth in this pérind,(ﬁac-aeax?.whilc the
British Isles had already beceme Christian® and Scandanavia

was soen to feolltow.

(44

(5 Gregory eof Teurs, History of France, II, 10,
(6) Rebinﬂﬁn, O Cit‘.' Vel, I'_ Pe 51-5. i
(7) Willihaldts Life of Boniface in Robinsen, Op.Cit.106-8

(8) Green, Short Hist. of the English FPeople, Chap. I.
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As these harharlan tribes encroached on the cenfines

of the Reman empire, the latter beoame weaker while the chursh

praced herself for the task of converting them. *ﬂa'th94ﬂmp1ru¢
nad decayed, the Churoh had grewn strenger, and now while the
one, trembling &t the approasch of the destroyer, saw prevince
af ter province turnm away, the other rising stately youth, pre-

pared to fiFl hex place and govern in her name and iIn se doing .
to adopt, sanctify and propageate anew the netien of a univer—
sal aﬁnt&.'g | 3 | ,
The temperal power or tcrritorial'poasesﬁianﬁ of the
church had its origin, like other states, in the historte eir~
cumstancaszprevairing“at‘this time, We have seen that accerding
to the: Theodosian Gudc;orlibarty‘waa-giman the fmithful te be-

queath prOperty to the Church. out ef such bequests arose the |

I
*patrimonium Petri® consisting of geods, lands and even cities f

‘ |
belenging to the Church, This preperiy was held in Italy, |

gieily, Corsica, Sardegna and Gaul, so that the Pope about A. D.

|
600 waa one of the richest men in the world. Naturally the |
|
|

popes toek a 1ively interest in the pelitieal events of the
Italian peninsula, en the peacefu¥ conditien of which the |
safety of their preperty depended, Baaidné, the pepes alone at

this time were able to aftmctu&lxy‘proteéi the Reman pecple |
against the barbarians. Thus Les I saves them fram Attiia@ll

(9) Brycs, Holy Reman Empire, p. 3. i
(10) Rebinson, Op. Cit., Vel. 1, p. 25. 1
(11) Robinson, Op, Cit., Vel. I, p. 49. }




aregory Is intervenes with the Longbards., In additien, the
ypatrimonium Petri® enabled the pepes to succeur the needs of
ine poor and distresssd and thus wom for the papacy the good

4111 of the Italians.

i

Canstantine had transferred the capital of the eﬁpiref

10 th e East and Reme was not even the residence of the em-
perors of the wdst; Jultini&nv(527~65b,'buwing~roconquqrad
Italy, gave the biahépé-in conjunction with the noblea the
right to eleat the officials of the gevernment. GConsequently,
the epoe as first of the bi‘hﬁél, had a great infl&ance in the

i
l
\
\
|
I
|
|
i

|

city. When the Longhards invadcd‘ltaly, the peaple dep&ndedien!

the pepe to ebtain aid from the emperer and we find him as their

representative making truatida in the mame of the Italian peeple

with the invaders, Gregery tna Great discharges the office af
intermedisry between the Langhards and the Hexareh of Ravenna.
In the ¥II century this influence o¢f the papaey had so ine=
creased that we find Gregery II and his suceessers aeting ae
lemperal severeigns of the duechy ef Reme. In 743 Pape Zachary
leaves Reme to treat with Liuprand, King of the Longbards and
"appoints the duke Stephen to govern Reme during his abeence®™,
(Le Libre pontificslis; Texte, eta. parl., Duchesne, Paris,
1886, lI=2Y. The authority ef the Eastern Emperar was still
recognized but the pepe was sovereign in fact. BResides, the
euperors of the East had alienated the sympathy of the Roman

pecple on account ef their cenduck in the Iconaclast centres=

i
\
I
i
[
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versy fOr w@ich they wu#a suspected of b&ing heretias, Under
zachary (7&3352j.the city appesred as the *Respuhblicx Romene-
run® with it® funetionaries chosen independently of the Em-
perar. (Regest Pentifieun Romanarum ah condita Ecelesia ad a.
1198, Leipsig, 1885-7, Ne. 2249.)

This situatien could not last, howsver, and in order
te have securlty, éipﬁn, powerful king ef FraneelaQWaafcnosen
by the pepe to proteat the rights and peasessiens of the Holy

gee, Pope Stephen IIY, concluded with Pipin an agreement which

gerved a® the basis of relatians between the popes and the
emperors during the Middle Ages, Pipin as *Patritius Remang—
run* wag to defend the Church against all enemies, while the

pope, an his part, premised net to resognize as king anyene

- who did net beleng to Pipin's fanilty. (Regesta antiricum, 28:

Y023%.)

(12) Lqi%pr‘of Pape Stephen to Pipin, Robinsen, Op. Cit.,

&3]
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CHAPTER IV
RESTORATION OF IMPERIAL DIGNITY IN THE WEST
- 0 gl 2 o M

pipin, King of France, had been made *Patritius Ro-
qanorum®, & title which signified™not an office but a runk‘thé
highest after that of empsror and cunsul?l This was to be @&
step nreparatory to conrorring the 1mper1a1 t*tle. The popes
were the subjecis of the aastern emporors from whom, en more
than ene eccasison, they had suffered anneyance, When uheir aid
had heen soﬁgnt in the #truggle with the Longbarda,it was not
forthcoming. In additioen, the grmwingvpowar of Islamism was a
standing menace te the Church which felt kReenly the need of a
protector. This pretectien Pepe Stephen sought to ebtain by
his (illegal aceording to Bryce) compact with Pipin,

In virtue of the tltle of *Patritius Romanorum®,
Charlea the Great conaidared himself the (766) *devotus sanctae
eccleslae defensor atque humilis adjutar® {Mannmenﬁ&«eermunia&

Hist. (Leges)y-Pertz, Beriin, 1826)Y. On the occasion of his

‘cofonatien Lee IIYI (795~816) sent him the key of the Sepulchre

of §t. peter and made the Remans swear fidelity to him as the

' Protector of the Church,

In 799 reo besought the aid ef Charles to quell #

| o | - ,
Comestic disturbance” and while the latter was hearing Mass on

—————

Christmas Day (800) in the church of St. Peter at Reme his

(1) Bryce, Rfiman Empira, pe 40.
(2) Ejnhard's Life of Charles, Robinson, Cit.,Vel.I,p.l126
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secreﬁ desire of donning the 1mporia1 ocrown wag gratified and
charles was crowned emperor of the waei, That authqrity the
pope had for this act is not clear. Bryce holds that it was
{11egal and was made in virtue of the *Donatie Constantini®
forged in order to justify the action of the pope and the re-
sultiné"transfar of the imperial dignlty in the West. It
seens more'probébla, however, thét it was invented at a later

period in France for no use was made of it until Hinemar of

Rheins (869-83] quetea it. In any case, Pepe Hedrian had al-

25 |

ready written (778) that Censtantine had *given to the pepe the

authority en these regions of the Westw (cod, Carol. ep. 61)
80 that.niw is not réxying on~a,forgedhdaaument merely,
The justification of such amctian on the part of the

pope would rather seem to lie in the belief that aevereignty

lies: in the pemple and consaquenth, since the EFastern Empornrsf

had forreitcd it by their heretical attitude in the Ycenaclast
contruvarsy, it had again reverted to the people and hencs,
could he by them transferred te whomsecewer they wighed. This
view would seem to be borne out by the account of the corona-
tien afvcharles given in the *Chronicle of mnissac*(aﬁl} as
prea;tmid in *Menuments Germaniae Historica®:—

wNow when the king upon the mes+t holy day of the
Lordts birth was rising te the mass after praying befere the

confession of blessed Peter the Apostle, Lee the Pepe, with the .

Sonsent of all the bishops and priests and of the senate of the;
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s and Y¥ikewise ef that of the Romans, set a golden arown

- 1
Frans
s

uoon his head, the Reman people alse shouting aleud. And.when

+he peaple had made an end eof chanting the Laads, he w&avadorodl
|

|
was done by the WilY of Ged., Fer while the said emperor dwelt |

py the pope after the manner ef the emperors of old. For this

ot Reme certain men were brought to him, whe salid that the name
of emperor had cuawedmamahg the Greeks, and that aneng them the}
enpire was held by a“imman‘namedilrene; whe had by guild laid .
hands on bar~s§ﬁq the ompqﬁur} and put out hiu'eyes, and taken
+he empire to haraalf]aé*it is written of AthaYiah in the Boek
of Kingéyfwhfeh4&hen,noo the Peops and all the assesmbly eof the |
pishops and priests mnd sbbots heard, and the senate of the |
Franks: and all the elders of the Remana, they toek counssl with?
the rest of the Christian peeple, that they should name Charlewﬁ
 king ef th&‘Frwnk&,'to be the Emperor, aéning that he held Reme
the mother ef the eﬁpire whera the Casmara and Emperors wers z
always used to sit; and that the heathen might not meck the !
Christians if the name of Emperer should have ceased among the |
Christiané;* Neither in this account nor in that given in the
“Iibher pPentificalis® is there any reference to the *Denatie |
Constantini* as tha'juatiriottianof the popets actien, '
The empire ef Charles was considered beth by himself
and by his eontemporarias ag a renewal and continuation ef the
Hhstenn‘ﬂﬁpire. The Eastern Emperer still retained his dignity

~ |
and Charies writing to him (81Y) addresses hin as *dileate et




when merely king, it may be thought that Gharieséneodh& ne: ;

honorabli.!ratri Micaell gleriqse'fmperutor; et augusto® (Migno,£

Patrologiwanhmcuraus*Complotqu Paris I 854, 98--931) and was

py him rgoognizad s emperor of the West (Eginhart, Annals, ad

anne. SI2Y. o | | q
*Theiprorogativas and dutie® implied in the Impériai

digﬁity are thus deseribed by Bryee: ‘Aoting and xpoiking thus

‘ , | | | ]
further title to Justify his power, The inference iz in truth

rather the cenverse of this., Upen what he had alreédy dane the

jzmperial title would naturally fellow. The attitude eof pre=-

tectien and contrel which he held towards the church and the |

Holy See, belonged, according to the ideas of the time, preper-
1y and enly to an Emperer. His corenatien was, therefore, the

fitting completien and ldgitimatien of his anthority, saneti-

fying rather than 1ncra€&1ng it. We have, however, ene remark-
| . |
h

able witness to the importance that was attached to the impe~

rial name, and the enhancement which he conceived his office

received frem it. In a great assemdbly held at Aachen A. D. 803,

the lately crowned Emperor revised the laws of all the races
that obeyed him, endeavering to correct and harmonize them, and |
issued a capituiary singular in subjeet and tone. *All persons

within his deminiens, as well ececlesiastical az ecivil, whe have
already mworn allegiance to him as king, are thereby commanded }

to swear afresh to him as cadanr; and all who have not yet

sworn, down to the age ¢f twelve, shakl now take the eatht,
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1t the same time it shall he puhlicry explained to all what is
+he force and meaning of the eath, and how much more it 1n- ‘
cludes than & mere pranize of fidelity to the memarchts perseon.
Firstly it bind=s theme wheo swear it te live, each and every one
of them, a&ccording to hi¢ strength and knowledge, in the hely :
gervice of God; since the Yord Emperer cannet extend over all 3
his care and &iaaﬁprind;‘rSOeendry, it binds them neither hy 2
force er fraud te seize or melest sny of the goods or servants
of his erown.  Thirdly, to de no violan00 n0r-t£easan towards ‘
the church, or to widows, or erphans, or atrangers, seeing that§
the Lord‘Bmperor'huSSbeen appeinted, after the Lord and his |

saints, the prateator and defender ef all such,®

In other words, Charles regards himself as the teun,p,a--u--t
ral hand of the universal Christian State, haming>antfusf«d to ;
him the welfare of all and sundry.. Frem the obligatien of |
obedience whieh men awe him aa‘oﬁperor he deduces their moral
and social obligatiens towards him and tawar&a‘&naﬂanothar.‘ He |
claims jurisdiction over the whele West In virtue of the im-
perial dignity and%simme the pewers it gawe are autecratic, it
must swallow up all minor claims and dignities; the righis af
Charles; the Frunkish king, waia mérgodnin those of Charles the
Succesgor of Augustus, the Yord ef the worrd».? |

| The intimate unien of Church and State inaugurated by

Constantine is now placed en a firm basis by Charles, Bisheps

|
[

(4) Bryce, Op. Cit., p. 69.
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ana’abhots-bééémé an essential part of the rising feudal system-
holding thelr benefices under the same conditions of fealtly ani‘
gervice in waf*as tneir*taaaSl tenants.5 They have simitar

rights and simflar duties, and likewise are subjeet te the ime |
serial "missie.® ‘

This investiture of bisheps and abbots with temparal
nenefices or imperial feuds, while it strengthened the inrtuence
of Charles and provided him with a2 class of educated servants,
wag detrimental to the interests of the Church. The bisheps
very often zcted more in their capaaity of feudal barens than
as ecéiesiasfical preiaﬁas and thus the aseds were laid of
that Yong confiict which prewed as dangerous %e both Church and
Empire at a later data.

Hence, while Cbariéswaffedtuatedla close unien ba~
tween the temporal =and spiritual powers in his own reign, it
wa3 nevertheless a unien which could not last since it en-
teiled a divided allegiance an the part of the prelates and a
congsequen* negledt and abuze of the spiritusl offices whish, im
a subsecuent period, the combined efforts 6f pape and emperor

found it hard te remedy.

(5} [Letter of Chas. to Abboi Fulrad,-Robinsen, Readings,
De 1364 !
(6) Robinson, Op. Cit., p. 139,

e ———— J
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CHAPTER V.

CHURCH AND STATE IN THE MIDDLE AGEE
. L gt il ‘ A

Until the advent of the Christien religion there was
ne universal censeious bond between men, Any union that ex- |
istad between the variocus races snd tribes was founded in the
donination of eone and the subservience of the othars, Each
tribe rejoiced in its own peculiar deity with the result that |
peganism as a rﬁiigionVWaakineffectﬁal for producing a unien of
nanking. S _ |

g  The deminatien of the Remang, while 2t could not
bridéa the chasm which separated the races, did, however, by' |
giviﬁg—the natienﬁ subjeat fe them a ceummen 3speach and cemmon
laws, unite them politiealty so that Christianity with its be-
lief in qnd God who was Father of all alike, was able to effect | .
a mnfal and intelleatual and moral unign. Christianity taught
men that they must love ene another and sought te unite all in

one vigible church, Men had been aceustomed to regard the vast |

Roman Empire aa'semathing eternal. The Church, they believed,' |
wag destined to last to the end of time., Hence, seeing thase j
twe institutiena allied and centerminous, men came to regard

their unien a® natural and equally eternal. Henee, the Gatholioi
Chureh and the Reman Empire were regarded as merely two names ;
for the maue Christlan cemmunity aceordingly a® they considered

it fran the spiritual or temperal side.

———




_As there iz one truth, whether in the natural or the
cuﬁernatdrax ardaf},solthere should be one body of all those
;”; recognize that truth. Of truth in the supernatural order
_en believed the Church 1o he the divinely appointed guardian
and infallibzq-intafpr@ter go that there was cene universal law
suich bound the censciences of all men, dictated to them their
reciprocal duties and was the universal standard by which rival
claims and disputes wers settled. 1In this universal Church and
subjeat_to'thié universal law all men were united without any
distincticn»of race or natien.

- Being thus bound tegeiher in the spirftual order men

wereunaﬁurally disposed to a union in the temporal and politi-

cal order whereby the cemmon interests. of cbriatianity might be |

guarded and preserved frem all enemies,
The limits of the twe powera for a time were not |
closely dqfined and as a con:equannd, their spheres of activity

vere im practice aften confeunded. The bishaps were princes

e 3T |

and of ten ministers of the soverdign. As feudal lords they not |

infrequently led their flocks in war. On the other hand kings
end emperors did not hesitate te sammen coincils and to inter—
fere with the appointment of bisheps and ¢ther clerical func-
‘tienariat; :

‘The helief in & universal menarchy had its theoreti-
cal as wall as its historical basis, Tt est sola respiblica

tatiue pepull Christiani, ergo de necessitate erit et unus

—
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solus princeps st rox:flliua reipublicae, statutus et stabili-

tus ad 1paius fidei at oopuli Christiani dalatatlanam et de-

rensionem. EX qux ratlanc concludit etiam Augustinus (De Civi-
tate Dei. riH, XIX)y qued axtra;eaclesaam,nunquam.fuit nea ;
potuit nec poterit esse werun imperium, atsi fuerint i’p&rutomaj
cuslitercungue et seaundun quid, nen simplicit-r, qui fuerunt
extra fidum cuxhuliaum et uacxcaiam* 1 | E
mccording to the prewalent ideas, sincE every agct of

,an is not s moral and peraunal set onty but has a moral and
socia} bearing as wall, It fellowed as & natural consmecuence
that there should be a certa;n.paralleitiam in the forces whibh

directed such acts, In as far as their acts were moral acts,

men were directed by the tesching of the Church with its su~
preme head the pope, On the other hand in se far as nen's uats
had a puhl;c and social Yearing it was deemed fitting that thay
should be direeted to their end by ene empercr rather than by “
a conflieting bedy of kings, Thi¢ conception of the necessity
of a univarsér Christian empire it was that made the pmpaa sa
relugtant to break with Censtantinaple even at times when in-
stead of the mmeh desired aid they received insurts,

Fnbm the time of Qtis the Great men hegan to have
StiT1 clemrer ideas as to the relative provinces of the spiri-

vual and temperal powers and their mutual relatienz. These

relations rather than formulated in oiaar=cafinitionu‘urerren- |

F’) Bngelbert, De Ortu, Progressu et Fine Imperti Remani
-« (1310), apud Goldasmt, Pol 1tdom mparli, Pe 7544
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osed through certain analogies which they have with thinga ﬁ
pos y
sorporals St. Thoma® Aquinis compares the spiritaal and tempo~

ral powsrs to the soul and the bedy since they mutumlly depend
on each cther and &8 ithe bedy receives 1is life and eperatien
through the soul ae the emperor gets his jurisdietion frem the
popes ‘*Mcriﬁt sunmue Pentifex Remanus episeopus dici petest
rex et sameerdos. 81 endm Deminus Noster Jesus Christus sie

.oy
Y

appellatur; non videtur fncongruum smaum successorem. Corporale

et temporale ex spirituuli et narpctus dopcndet sicut corpo~
ris eperatio ex virtute aninae, Sicut crgo pexr animam habhet e
esse virtutem et eperationem, ita et temperalis jurisdiatieo
principiun.pdr~ﬁpirituulem peﬁri et iucaoasarum‘eaua;* (St.
Thos. Aquinis, De Regimine Primoipum).,’

Thu.pape 1s regarded 22 Gedts wiear in spiritual
natters whese effice it is to lead and direet men and natiens

in the praétice of virtue., The emperor is regarded as Godt®s

vicar in things temperal whese duty and office it is to centra¥

the affairs of the great Christian cnmmnnweaith'that men may
he able 4o best loek after the welfare of their seuls. The
chief duty of the emperor is, therefore, te maintain world=
peace and to act as the Advecmte and Pairen of the Church.
"Nonne Remanas ecclesia tenetur imperatori tanquam sue patrone,

et imperater ecclesiam fovere &t defensare tanquam suus vere

ratronus? Cerie sic=———-Prtrenis vero concessum est ut praele=

tos in eagleseis sui ratrenatus eligant. Cum ergo imperator

e
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qus sentiat patrenatus, ut qui tenetur eam defenders, sentirs
clit : i

gebet honorem at‘mnnlumentum.“a

The functiens of the office of patren were, there- |
fore twoe Hb had to enforce tha acts of jurisdiction of the
o-iritual power at heme and, abread, it was inhumbtnt on him |
t; spread the Gospal as far as in him lay. |

Whtle St. Thomas Aquinis, probably influenced by the
historieal faet ef charlas the Greatts corenation by Leo as j
well as by the existence of the *Denatie Constentini* (bel imredj
~uthentic in his time), would seem to infer that the emperor ‘

had his jJjurisdiction directly frem the pepe, the oppesite

opinion was commen that in things merely temporal the emperor

had his asuthority direetly from Ged. Thus the Sachaenspiegel

or great North-~German law boek says: %The Empire is held rrnm_k
i God zlone not from the Pepe, Emperor and Fope are each suprumer;i
in what has been unt:uated to them; the pepe in what concerns
the soul; the emperar in what belengs to the body and te

knighthood.% (Speeulum Saxenteum, A. D. 1340,) LiKewise St.

Bernard wriiing to Cenrad III says: *Non veniaf anims mea in
sonsilium eerum gui dicunt wel imperie pacem et libertaten
scclesize vel ecclesiae preosperitatem et exaltatienem imperii
neclturam,* (Boek 11,.cn;‘a}.

while there‘wat, a® we see, a difference of epinien

a

3% 10 Whether the emperor received his authority directly frem
)

(2) goy y '
5 Ged dait'g{ gg%lectien of Tracts-Monarchia Imperii




— \ 35|

god or indirectly tbraugh the page, all were agreed}tnat the |
quthority of the pepe was superier to that of the emperer gince
the end for which the papal autherity was instituted-—tihe sal-
vatien of ments: Wouls-—was more important than man*s temporal
welfare, Besides the emperor had a twe-~feld persenality at

1eagt, for, apart frem being emperer, he was a Christian and, i

hence & member ef the church, subjeet te ner'diacipline ﬁratianﬁ
peccatit®, as the theelogians expressed it, Iike any other nem— ;
per. Oppesitien between the spiritual and the tcmpefal;pewurn.§
was, therefore inconeeivahle in theery since the emperor had te
ve guided by the Christian law in the exereise of his effice.
Each wah, however, bound to ce-gperate with the other in all
that regarded the welfare of the Christian cemmenwealth.
*Thig is the one perfect and self-consistent scheme |

of the mnien betwesn Church and State, for, taking the abselute

i coineidence ef their Yimite to be self-evident, it amsumes the

’ infal¥ibility of the Jelnt gevernment, and derives as a eo=
rollary frem that infalYibility, the duty of the civil magis—
trate to reot cut heresy and achism no less than to punish
treagon and rebel¥ien. It is alse the scheme which, granting
the pessibility of their harmonieus aetien, places the twe
powers in tha; relatian whidh gives to each of them its maximumi
of strength,sd ;

Such was the idcai uniaen of Churech and State accords

ing to the conceptions of the best thinkers of the Middle Ages.

% — (3 Bryce, Holy Roman Empire, p. 10,
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In actual practice things were far cifferent. e have meen J
that Charles invested the bisheps with feuds of the empire.

Now, in course of time the emperers came to regard that which }
at first was held to be saméthing superaddo&¢to the imperiél\ ;
jignity, a= the essential constituent element in making a ‘
vishope. Hence, they sought te reserve to themzelves the fight ﬁ
so elect bisheps and to confirm sbbots, The fact that they
were at tiﬁen able 1o effectuates such l1deas naturally caused & |
decadence in the:ciargy fbr~unwer£hy candidates were often pro—”
moted to tpirituﬁx offices for pelitieal reasons., A% a aonaé—»‘
quence such candidates regarded the emperor rather than the 1
pope as their masier and Igake&‘an themaalvés more as fnnctian—§
aries of the state than am ministers ef the church whose in-
terests they neglected, Such hishapu imbued\with worldly iduaai
wore at a later date the greateat obstacles which the German

popes met witn in their efforts at raform., Se deeply had these

sscular iéaua penotrated that Pﬁpc John.x in 921, regarded it

as "an sncient custem that ne ene but the emperers can confer
2 diocese an a cleria*. (Regests Pontificun Remsnorum Leipsig,

108847, ﬁ-a. )
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CHAPTER VI g

7IE PAPACY FROM CHARLES THE GREAT TO GRESORY VII
e s o de e e

After hris death the empire of charles the Great grew
gracually weaker threugh internal disorders untiF 1t finally j

came %0 tts<end &n 924.1 On the other hand the papacy gradually

increased in strength and infYuence s0 that under Nicholas I it .
haé reached & &egre‘;of aplendnr and 1nrlnenca rarely surpaase& |
:n suaceeding ages. A. we have seen, Lea III, in avder ‘o come~
bat the moves of the n@bility in elecmlans and ﬁn order te
quell internal disorders in the papal terrltory, did not hssi-
tate to have recourse to the cﬁpernr& ffdm whem he réceivs&
valusble belp. o

Under Sergius IT (844-47} and Leo IV (847-55) the
Sara@ens had been threatening Reme, in 846 had attacked St. i
Petérts, ‘Bed fortified what was henceforward called the sLecine
City* and dreve the enemy back te Ostia, thus securing a peachk j
which lasted te 873, In the perled which fellowed the ahufcn
in Italy had no defender but was at the mercy of local factiens |
who elected and dopo.ad;popaa much as they pleased., The head ‘
of the deminunt faction called himself *Patritius Remanerum® anii
&S such ru¥ed the Church threugh the cholee of candidates for k

(1) Annals of Fulda apud Robinsen, op. @it., p. 79-81;
Annals of Emsnten apidem, 823-87. -
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| ,,
Lhe papal chair. A council held in 769, ordered that no layman ‘

_u1a be alécted pope and that no one but a cardinal could take

4 in the papsal election. (thuchius&, KR. I. 217);*(1‘&:!131.,‘12‘,
719). ,
and were again put into foree by Nichelas I under pain of ex-

gnoh pregariptiens were in viger during the IX ecentury

sozmunicatien. It ie true, however, that Lethair I (84-55)
.nd hig successor, Charles III, claimed the right to take anm §0—3
tive part in the papal electien, néﬁérthelasa, they wers unable ‘

1o succeed in exercising this pretended right. After the death

of pope Permosus (848-55), howewsr, s Reman synod, In 892, de—

creeds "’G‘*anﬁt&‘ﬁuendun- pentifex commnientibua episcopls ot
universo cloro eligatur, expetente senatu et papm;ec qui erdi-
nandus mdr et ale in censpectiu emnium esleberrime electus ub
omnibue, presentibm legatis imperialihua econsegre tur,* (‘carpua

Juris, 0.26- D‘Gsl

Sueh & concesasien to the lay autherity was of onormous;

congequence and produced the mest aep‘.ﬁoréble results é&n the

following century. Nichelas I (858-67) tried with considerable
|

success te restrain the nculm autherity from interfering im

scclesiastical e‘la:c,tiena‘ His suceessoy, Hadrian III, (867-72)

(

was too mild to windieate his rights as pepe and when the ener-

getie John VIII (872~82) ascended the threne of Petar he found
the factiens grewn toe streng to he deninated by him and, mot
obtaining aid frem Charles the Bald (876-87), he had to fles te

Franee,

———
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After the daposi tien ef Charles III (uSVJ, the 11berty

. |
of the greatewt decadence. The Carclinglan empire Be- |

of the nope beaame less and lessm and tha‘papacy entered on a
erlod
.me broken up inte five parﬁnw Gurmany under Arnaelf, France
inder the lagt of the Garolingiunm; Prevence, Burgundy and Italy.
In the latter state both Berangariua of Friull and Guide of j
5 oleto sought the tmpcrial erown. Guido waa erowmed by stephnn‘
Z;in 891 and his: sen by quﬁnaum the yaar felmowing. The last j
.entioned peﬁa calYed in the German king Arnolf and ¢revned him
cuperor (896). On the dsath ¢f Formesus the SpoYetan faction ;
-1ected Stephen VI && pepe whaﬂcausnd the bedy e¢f Formosus to
oo exhumed and deelared the sacraments conferred by him invalid.
He and his two nuaacéﬁhfs wafe'kiliédfin the fights bhetween the
factions. Jehn IX (898-900) tried during his short reign of
two years to reform the state of the Church and ra?ealed the
_artisan decrees of Formosus. Leo IV after a reign of twe
zonths was killed by his chaplain, whe having becons ﬁupc soon
et the same fate. *Safgius I1I, & nominees of the noble Tuscu-
lan party, renwwed the decrees of Feormosus. This Tuseulan party
Was dominated by three infameus wemen—-Theedora the Elder, ;
“rozia and Theodora the Younger, Thease wemen did what they
1ited with the papal threme. To them it would seem that Johm X
(914-29) owed his election as also John X¥, (931—-6) who became

+°P¢ at the age ef nineteen years, After the death of the latter

\
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a1 bacame,pape, unitingtin hingell as son and heir of Alberia

11 whe became master of Reme in 954 with the title of "senator
ot princeps emnfum Remancrum®y the tamporal and syiritua:l povwers.
geeking to reconguer thq pepal territery taken from him he made
wimself the enemy of -Bérengmrius' of Ivurea, the ~mus~£er of Nor-
thern Italye

J;n urder to defend himself against Bercngarius
gtephen calX¥ed in theaarman ring, Otis I, whom he crovned em- ‘
~eror and frem whem he received in return a confirmation and i
ampliﬁic&tiun of 'tho‘ gi'ants: made by Pipin and Charles the Great..
the vacilliating pepe then sought the aid ef the Hungarians |
-nd Geths agaiwt O0tis by whom after a synod held at Reme in |
063 he was declared deposed and a L&yxmm (Hefel e-Knopfler, Kon~ |
ziliengesechichte, IV.612) elected, dJohn returned to Reme the
next year and d‘epose‘ the emperorts neminees, oOn the death of ‘
John shortty afterwards the Romans elected Bemedict ¥, but Otis
benished him and restored hisz own néminee, whe, however, diéd |
in ‘965: and was sueceeded by Jehn XIII, who for his energetie:
aciion against the Reman nobles was imprisened for eleven mmm.na‘j
4 Otim remained in Italy Afrwm 966 te 972, the pepe was left in ‘
’€a2ce but en the death of Otis in that year the party of the |
Cresenzi robeljvll,‘&d against his successer, Benedict vI, whom they i
Fut to death, electing instead Banaface VII, who was 1mmedia.tc1y“
SXiled by Otte II (974-8%). With the aid of the emperor Bene—

ddt VIiI, (9'74-83) had a tranquil pentificate but his iuccessor 1

—_—
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x1v, was starved to death by Bonaface VII, who returned
Joehn ! '

Lster the Emperorts death. Banarace himself =oon met a vialenx }
<,ath——the Victim of the popular fury. Qtte IIT (983-1002) |
caused Gregery ¥V to be elected (996-8) as also his succeaéor |
sne learned Garbert who toek the name of Sylvester II (999- |
1003)« Both ware goed papes. CVita st Seripta-¥Migne, Patro-
10giae Cursus Gumplctu:, IQ 139. 85. ¥ ) ‘
Again iIn Y002 there mets in'anéthar pefiod‘of aecﬁ— |
dence, for, Alberic of Tus culum, g descendant of the ahove=
pentiened Theodora the Younger, caused his brother to be elested
with the name of Benedict VIII (1612-a¢) and the papacy becane |
for a time hereditary in that family. Benedict at first Yived
a worldly ife but under the influence of the emperor, Henry II,
sought in later lifs to have the ecclesiastical law observed.
His br&ther‘nnman aueeeédeé him while still a layman under the
name of Jehn XIX, (102433, This pape was but a weskling whe
allowed his relatives to & what they pleased. He in turn was
succeeded by the twelva year eld son of Alberic with the name i
of Benediet IX, Hé led a Tife, ax might be expected in the air-{
cunstances, unwoerthy of the papacy and was banished by the Re-
uang in Y044, They slectad in his stead John bishep of Sabina |
who toek the name of Sylﬁeatér>III; Soen, however, Ben&&iet‘IX,‘
supplanted Sylwvester, but afraid of the Romans, he sald tha‘tiarg
to John Gratian who with the name of Gregory the VI, worthily

oceupied the papal chair, Then Henry III, the German king,
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d directly and established order, The synods of Sutri

i ;erpose
.nd Rome (3045-73 deposed the three popes and elected Clement II,

p

i
(1q46_7} with whem was Initiated a Iine of worthy German popes

, inmediately set themselves to referm the Church., By the
cfforta of theme the papaay waz restared to iits former glary
and prestige.

From this brief glance at the history of tné papaey
jn the periad which intervened betwaen 900 and 1050 we can see
thnt, exaapt for hriof intarwals, it was one of strife and tur-
n0il. Warring‘racuiana fought with each eother and new one, new
ano ther, succesdsad in putting its candidate on the papal ihrone,
These candidate§~wara nnt-choann for their fitness to rule the
church and, as was natural, they were morer anxieus as pepes for
tne welfare of their factien than they were for the good of re-
ligion. .

Gonsuquéntly, it was only to be expected that the pap—
acy should fal} in the esteem of the natiens and of the emparorses |
who had trouble in putting things right. Even when the German
superers had restored ordsr‘tw\the cnufoh by giving‘hef‘wertny
ropes, this tendency to dempise the papacy still lingered and
the smperors were inclined to regard the popes as their servants
and subjactn'n; that the papiey became, to a certain extent,
lependent on the emperor.

Probah}y at ne peried in the history of the Chureh

33 )
11d the secular power exercise such a haneful influence in

T——
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. .g+ieml affairs as during the time of which we speak.. %

3

. have Seen the papaay had become a mere tool in the hands
o 1a |

»olitical‘achemura'W1th which to work their own sggrandize- ?

4+ -nd b0 them more than to the unwerthy popes must the blame |

. he consequent decadence among the clergy and in the monag—

e,

. wias and the impalred morality of the people be attridbuted. |
el b , ‘
{7 she German emperors interfered to an unjustified extent, at |

.3t their interference was the lesser of two evils and was to

+4

_ -reat extent Justified by the deplorable condition into which |
-,» papacy had fallen ag well as by the happy outcome of their
-~terferencea.

The rwﬁtardtiun of the Holy Roman Empire of the Germani

Hetion was, hence, in event fruitful of cansequences for the
<.arch, Though Oti® I owed the imperiul title in the firat
irctance to the papeax 2till the popes of this peried did net
clain the»right of electing the empéror. This right was re-—
sorved exelusively to the princes of the German natien who pre—
sented the emperor-elect to the pape for coronation, Paxrtly to |
the masﬁérful character of @tte, but in greater part to the de-

. o | |
cadent condition of thenpapaey at this periled, is due the ten-

dency of Otte and his successors to make the imperial predeminste

ver the papal authoriity even in purely ecclesiastical affairs,

———

(2 Darras, genoral History of ths Church, Vax.‘xz, p592,.
(3 The Sachsenspiegel, cited by Brycs, p. ¥97. |
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+sndency was not manifested as much by the actuzl inter-— ;
o , : ”

~

-orence D spiritoal thinga for, a= a rute, the German emperors
re very cereful to abstain frem such interference, hut rather
:ne influence which the ‘en;peroi's- gought to exercise in the
jection of pepes and in the appeintment of bishops and abbots.
- . the whoke, while this :‘:‘ntaﬂoranca could herdly bhe justified
on principle, inadt\ml prddticmg; it prdved very ‘hgnericial. ‘i
tThe four German popes,} Damaseug II, St. Leo IX, Ytie"borvII’, and
5tephen'1€. were men well Qualified for their' saared office and |
Lhougi they owed their electien to the imndriai influence, i

cvartheless, they racognized the necessity of freedon in SCm
si1seiamtical elections and oamestly strove %o Yring it abau
3t. Lea Ix held synods all over xta.ly, France and Germany in
vhich simeny and the vielation of clerical c.elehaay were con=
demned.and msasures tsken for refornm, Leots right-hdnd man, §
Hildsbrand, at Leots death led an exmhassy to Germany in order “

tc preveill en Henry III, to des'igna;te in the name of the clergy

:nd neople of Rome Gebhard as the sueceszzor of Leo. Gehhart,
lite Leo IX, accepted on ane condition, wiz—that he be the free
cholee of the clergy and peeple of Rome. When he feund that
this conditlen was verified, he accepted the papal dignity and

assumed the name of Victor II.
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FROM GREGORY VII TO INNQCENT IIXIT
Ak ok

- In epening this chapter a discussion of the *False
Decretafé* may not he out of nlace since they were frequently
..de use of by popes and otherm in the peried we are about to
deal witn; E:v:yez:es:l says: "By the invention or adoption ef the
False Dcoramals it (the paéaay)lprovided itaself with a legal
system suited te any emergency, and which gave it unlimited
autuority througheut the Christian werld in causes spiritual
=né omerqpern§n3<ecclssia3tica1. 'Génanisticaf ingenuity found
it easy in ene way or- another to make this include all causes
:nd persang whatscever; for crima‘is‘alwayd, and wreng is crten,?
gin, nor canvaught‘be anywhere done which may not affect the |
clergy.* Again he asserts< that it wa® an account of the al:
leged decree of Haffrian (*ne quisquan auda&iter-lmperii Romani |
sceptrdm:pfuupestira gestare princeps appatat neve Inperater |
dici aut esse waleat nisi quen Pape Romanus morum probitate
aptum el@gerit alque eamm;aarit insigne imperiale) that the
emparbrsArecognizad the right ef the vepe te erewn the persen
clected by the German princes.

Now, as regards the F\é.lme Ilodnfian Dacretals, Hin- |

schius (Decretals Isodorian, 1865, Givilita Cattelica and other |

periodicals) has suumarized his conclusiens which seem to he

(¥y Bryce, Holy Reman Empire, p. 156. i
(2) 1bid, pe 197.
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.11 grounded In fact, He finds that the Decretals contain !
(2% least In the lenger recensien) (1) a preface, (II) the
rnostolic muncns'with the Denatic Constantini, (III) 53 papal

1ettars remging from Clement I to Welchlades (83-314), (IV)

canons of councils up to the second synod of Sevwills, (V) papal
cecrees from syrvditer I to\Grégory II (514?751}; The first
three paris are apeeriphal ma'Wsll'am!statiana df‘ihé other two |
parts-—ﬁn 21k dﬁput one hundrcd documents, Many of thesawdecup.j
nent® while mot the werk of the authers to whem they are as-— |
cribed are, neverthelass, the dacrees of eccltéiaatical,authara~\
ities anterior to the time in.which it is generslly believed

the Decretals were invented, Practically all are teken from
genuina'fonts; Hence, they would aXprbas the custams and dis=-
cipline $mvigor at the time of their composition and he con~
cludes that thie ts one of the mein reasons why they were se
easily accepted as gemuine, They contain no real innovation in 1
ecclesiaaticai diseipline ahd though they have bean hlamed for J
augnenting the papal autnority as regarding the reservation of

g jor eausaa“ to the pops, nevarthelaaa, it is true that

i
i
1

Innocent I had already written: "Majerem acausas ad sedem apes—
tollcam post judiciuﬁ apiadqpaio refersndas*, (Repesta Pent.
Ronanoerunm, 'Leipsig, No. 286‘) Ho also in the matter of the dp—»
brobation of synods, the deposition of blshaps, etc., there was
no diseiplinary innovatien. | j
|

- Hawing profixed these remarks, %o are now in a’peai—
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tion fo deal with the relastions asmmbdi#ied by the struggle be-
rwean the &mperérs‘and,Puﬁe Gregory VII. We have seen in the
.receding chapter what was the Christian concepticn of the re- i
;atianx which should exist between Church and State as deter-
.ined by the nature and end of eech. A universa} enpire wase
regarded as the natural congequence of a universal religienm. i
This empire was to have its two heads, spiritual and temporal. }
The pepe wa® regarded as the Father of the great Christian ﬁ
family. He wa¥ the cugtodlan of public and private morals with
jurisdictian over natiens as well as individusls, Hence, he |
had the power za well as the right mnd”duty 6f‘pdnishing offen— 
ces against Christian morality ewven in princes. In civil af-
fairs he was Yoeked upen as the natural arbitrer of disputes
since hiz exalted pesiticn of spiritual father of all must tendj
to render him impmrtlal to all contendents whether natiens or ;
individuals. He was, moreover, the supreme director in all the{
ent erpriges affeating the cemmen interests ef the whaele chris—»l
tian fami¥y. |

Sti1}, even the mest powerful of mediewal popes rec—
ognized the ﬁndépendence of the c¢ivil authority in things~merelj
tempmral; Grogory‘zl had writien:  *Quenmadmodum pentifex in- :
trospiciendi‘palatium,potestatem non habet, acdignitdtes reglag
deferendi, sic neque imperator In ecclesiam intrespiclendi et |

¢lectiones in elere peragendl neque comfirmandi® (Migne, Pat.
Lat. Cursus Completus, 89, 533), Speaking of the penance $&¢ |
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| . ich the emperor subjected the unerowned Emperor at Canossa, |
ik . - 1‘

BryC°3 say®: “Gregory had extorted the recognition ef that ab-
olute superlority whieh he was want to assert so steadily,
;rocla:_[m.@ng that to the pépu, as Ged's vicar, all mankind was
;leject, and all rulers respensidble, ao thet he, the giver ef
+he Crewn may éin" exceammumnicate and cieposs* |

Harc we nm more or Jexs of an cquivucatim. Only

-hen ¢ivil qua»a*biam entered the spiritual or meral fieldw

-hat 1= ¥hen they -uframtcd‘ the salvatien ef souls--—did the pope
clainm jurisdictien. In othef' words, as the Jurists of the ::
vicdle ﬁ&gea‘ a&xpreevﬁed‘ it, the princca‘ari gubject to the pepe
tratiane peeeati nonid‘.ominiw'-u Thia im nanifest from a letter
written by Gregory IIr, to william I, of England inm X080, *If
I, therefore® he says, *apm to answer for thee on the day of
judguent befere the just Judg® who cannet lie, bethink thee
nhether I must net very dirigently provide for thy salvatien,
and whether, fer thine om s:fety, thou oughtest not without
delay obey me, so that theu mayest pesgess the Yand of the
living.*™ Evidently the pope Qemands obedience from the king as
spiri‘tuaﬂ head of the Church €mnly,

BI‘S’N4 asiertat that ™“Gregory was not the first pro=-

pounder of these decirines; tiaey had been before his day a part

(3) Ibid, ne 160,
Ibid, B
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of medieval Christianity, interwoven with its most vital dee-
trines......but Gregory was the first who tried to apply these
te the world as he found it., His was that rarest of gifis, an
jntetlectual courage and power of imaginative belief which,
;han it has convineced itself of aught, accepts it fully with
all its congequences, and shrinks not frem aeting at ence upen
jt.sseessBut 1t was the very suddenness and beldness that se-
cured the ultimate triumph of his cause, awing ments minds and
making that seem realized which had been till then a vague
theory, His premises once admittei——and.na one dreamt of de=
nying them-—the reagenings by which he established the superi-
ority of spiritual to temperal Jjurisdictien were unassailable.
with his authority in whome hands are the keys of heaven and
hell, whose words ean bestow eternal bliss or plunge into eéer-
lagting misery ne earthly potentate can compete or interfers...
It was thus that Gregory and his successors were want to argue;
the wender is, not that they were obsyed, but rather that they
were not obeyed more implicitly®.

There is ne contradictien between the principles
which inspired the twe Gregories though the streng persenality
of Hildebrand was such that he did not hesitate to effectuate
in practice what had been, as the author admits, the basis
theory undsrlying the pelitical system of the Iliddle Ages.

In erder, however, to avold all misunderstandings as

Tegards the conduat of the popes we must keep in mind that they

acted in a manifold capacity They were spiritual heads of the
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qurch, civil rulers of the papal states with all the rights
c S ) ) _

_na duties of such, feudal lords of states whose rulers had for
1 e , i
one reason or another beceme their vasssls, as Sicily in X029 i

and England under'Inhncent I1I. Of other kingdems they ware the,
~rotactors &s waz the case of Hungary, Behemia and Peland,
‘ N ‘e B :

.n:ch state peid #n anntal tribute for such protectien. Hence,

we nusrt know in which of these capacities the pope is acting %
' |

vefore Wwe can lawfully draw conclusiens from his acts. Thus

rhen Grdgorg'VII deéiarau "Quent (Petrum) Dominus Noaster Jesus ﬁ

christus, rex glorise, prinsipem super regna mundi conatituitw®,
(1rigne, Pat., Lat, I48j; 339) it ia evident from the eontext that |

he is referring to the spiritual power. Cartainly the same

pope ways &istinetily that Cod has made Henry, King of Demmark. |

If Gregery IX.(1337-41) and Innocent IV, (1243-54) |

clain Ey virtue of the *Denatia Censtantini* to have any ef- |
feetual univiraal'monurchy, their claim made in geod faith, ﬁ
rests.om a falwe title and is conaequently invalid. In any a&mof
they never claimed this in virtus ef their office as primate of 3
the Church, It is a auperadded right., Innocent IV declares:
"Temperalis st spiritusliz diverza sunt et diverses judices ?
habent, nee unus judex habet &3 intromittere de pertinantibus (
ad aliam, Iicet se ad invieem Juvere dabent®, (Acta Imperii II,
696,y | |
Even in regard to Innoeent IIT, the ablest statesman

anong the papes of the Middle Ages, it would be untrue to say L
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+hat he ever dreampt of elaiming a universal meonarchy in virtanse |

of hiB office as head ¢f the Chureh., Like all the vepes, he
wolds that the temperal pewer is subservient to the spiritual

in so far that In the exarcise of it a ruler must be guided by
the rovialcd Iaw'bf God of which as head of the Chureh the pepe
is both the guardian and the interpreter. According to him, ‘
however, the papal authortty (Mrigne, Patrelogiae Latinas-Cursus ﬁ
conpletus, 214-6) dees not extend to those whe are not baptized s
and hence are outside the Chureh. In the Chursh 1t is fc-. |
gtricted within the Yimits given it by Christ and by the Natural
tav. Within these Ximita the pepe has the fullness of powar.
This authority extends to all the part# and members ef the

chureh and to all ecclesiastieal affairs and is an *erdinary
power* which belengs to the pepe in wirtue ef his office as head
of the shurch. In purely civil matters, however, the pope has
no direct auiherity. The French king, he says, has ne superier
in t@mptral affairs (*Cum rex ipse superierem in temperali -bus.
ninime reeegnunaat‘——ﬁhgbsta Pent, Reman V; 148), This decree
was moan afterwards tnocluded in the Cerpua Jmris Canenlel. He,
noresever, asserts that 1h such things the king is net obliged F
to consult the pepe, theugh he can de so if he wishes, If,
however, the questiens are at the mame time religious er meral, ;
the pepe exercises an indirect autherity in temporal affaire.
*Non intendimus judieare de feude, eujus ad ipSum (regem)

Srectat Judiaium..¢aed.diaearnarﬁldé peceato, eujus ad nos ver-

!inet sine dubitatione censurs, guam in UU8Y IN Guemlibet ex-
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crcere vessunus et ﬁib&nun*’(Rngqst& Fen, Rem, VII, 42).

The pepe nenmr~¢6nst&erad the emperor his sudbject ox-
cept he was his vassal en account ef mone other title as was
+he cage With Henry IV.when Gregery invested with the feuda be—
quoamhed,him‘by the chntoaayMatilda.

An we have meen, the prineipal office and duty of the
enparer was the pr.eidittﬁ of the interests ¢f the whele Chria-
+ian cemmunity witheut detriment to the independence ef indi-
vidual state=, He was the *Advosatus Ecelesiase%¥, and since,
sccerding to the ideas ef the time, this was ‘the Qsmtntial duty
of the emperdér, it naturally f.lrewed that it depended en the
pope to crewn him and historieal writers do net designate as
enperers persena whe did net receive the orewn at the hands of
the pepe. It iz, however, true that in the later Middle Ages
the German princeé elected the emperer but this they did ine
direetly in 8o far as they had the Iawful right to elect the
king ef Cermany and custem exacted that the German king shaeuld
be crqwn&dhempdr-r; AStilI; theeretically, at least, the pepe

could refuse to ersewn the pu:scn'so elected and substitute memne

other persen instead. Leuis the Bavarian was the firat te deny

this right en the part ef the pepe.
The pepes claimed and effectually exercised the pewer

of excemmnizating kings and princes’ and cemsequently te Iiber—

ate their subjeats frem their allegianca. Aecording to the

(5) Deeres of Grepgory Vii aexcemmunisating Henry IV:
Rebinwen; -op. eit., s81,
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o 0a8 of the time, the excemmunicatien had the effect of render-
ing & perse:n Incapable of exercising a public office, and as |
tne king Iike any ether member of the chureh could be exmem~
aunicated, it naturally fellewed that he was incapalile ef ruxlngi
a3 Xing. He was net dcthrlmow immediataly, but was:givnn.x
year In which to take measures te have the excemmunicatien re-
noved. If he 8t1}I comtinued unaer the bann of the Chureh he
was dethrenmed and his subjdqﬁl freed from their'allégianan.

(Decruiu of XII, Eugumenical Ceuncil.)




CHAPTER VIII ' r

INVASTITURES
o2 e s 2

K separate clwp"ta'r‘ hn& been devoted te this subjeet
pecause of the Impertance which 1t assumed in determining the |
relatiens betwsen Chureh and State. By means ef the grewing
sbuse of 3ay inveatiture the appeintment ef bisheps in the
eleventh ané suceeeding centuries had passec cempletely inte
the ha.ndi ef prf.no-aa and as a eonsoqueneo the Churah was eften
at the mercy of sclf-—aoeking eourtizans and adventurors,. In
cermany and the regiens dependent en it as Uppqr Italy, the
xing elected and depeaed bisheps as he pleased ever since the
tine of Otis I,(962~’73} vhe under pretext ¢f seeking the geod
of the empire hmd endewed the dieceses with feudal mtato:&l.
Ctis was anxieus to havé a streng support againat the powerful
dukes and St. Henry (1004-34) behaved in a Iike mannof. In
England and France the greatar part of the dieceses were in the |
hands eof the noblea and appeinimenta were méda by the king.

The persens appeinted te the ecalesiamtisal dignity were after-
wards invested with the ring and pasteral staff and the fermula
‘iccipe Egcleaimnm®, S”till,"l this part of the ceremeny eame to
be regarded as of aseendary impertance since the persens ap-
rointed by the lking and invegted with the fiaf was almost in-
variably invested with the spiritual henefica.

Even the monasterias were regardad in many places as

| i
tl k 3 :
he prlvﬁ’f»& prepaerty ef noblemen whe influenced the appnintmentj
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or was: it otherwise with the seeular priesthecd for a great

pots and used the menastic belengings for their ewn neods;‘
qusber of them were empleyed in the service ef churches built or
sndowed by noblemen and, therefore regarded as their property

so that practically all the esalesiastical benefices were in

tne hands of Yaymen. |

, X natural consequence of this state of affairs wﬁ; |
the prevalence ef simeny in the eohzurring of the benefices, |
The peraen tobbe'1HWGmted with & benefice had to pay a certain i
sun to the patren of the ehurch in which the benefice was les
cated, Ner did the evil and here for these seeking benefices
did net hemitate te sutbid each ether or te bribe the king's
counsellers. who had\the dispesal of the benefices, Under Heney
IV, (£056¥1306} these sbuses became #o prevalent that I%. Pater
Danian eouXd say ﬁthat it was permitted as if there wuafncthing-‘
wrong or puﬁ;ahahle.in it and was new the general ruale as if
recognizn& by law*, (Migne, Patrelegiaa-Cursua Cempletus, 145;
140}, Puseal II.writing to Henry V.says: "Nevertheless, in

portienm of yeur kingdem bimheps. and ahhots are so absorbed in |
sacular affairs that they are ebliged regulurily te appear at

court and te perferm military servwiee, pursuits rarely, if ever '

carried en witheut plunder, saerilege er arsen. Ministers eof

the altar are beasme ministers ef the king's court, inasmuch as

they ressive eities, duchies, margravates, mints and ether

things whieh have to do with the king®s service. Hence, the
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_uston hag grown up intelerable for the Chureh, that bisheps
Jhould mob receive eensearatien until they have heen first in-
ted by the king., 'Frem this have sprung the prevalent vices

ves
o7 simeniacal heresy and amhiticn; at times ze strangrthat'
epiecopal mees wers £illed without any previous electien.
Occaai.nazry investiture has taken place even while the bishep
1olding the offﬁco waa-utirl'alime!.; Gregory VII speaking of
the sane matter mays: “Whether I iurn to the north, south er
vest, I ean h&fﬁly tin&f&~binnnp who has got his Benefiace law—
su1ly, Whe Yives a prieatly life and geverns souls for the lave j
of Christ rather than for worldly amhition*g' (Regesta Pent,
rom. IX, 49.) . |

Ambitious and werldly men thns beaams prelates er
prieaxn,nnt'tnrtﬁgn'voa£titn, but in order te enjey the tem-
neral a&vdntngos attached to the clerical state, and as & esn-
sequenas, tﬁe'vow ¢’ eelohaoy was Iittle respected. Bisnoﬁ
Brune ef SQQntlin his life eof Lee IX (I(M8~54) snyé: sTimen
ragus ecelesiam poasedebat et seesrdetes veluptatibus et
fornigatieni doditi erant. Nen erubeacebant gacerdo tes uxeres
ducere, palam nuptias fasiebani...Sed quad his emnibus' deteriue
ast, vix.aliqui'inmanidﬁnﬁur, qui simoniagua non esset, vel a
simonaiee ordinatus nen fuisaat.®

While theme abuses were vrevalent there were,muny

“ho seught te referm the alargy and te free the churech from

‘he demfnatien ef laymen, Ameng these were St, Peter Dili.n

— A
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. gitdebrand whe had the courage to tell the newly elected |

(oo IX.that If he were oleated to the papal threne threugh the |
influence of the emperer he weuld regard himself not aw "apes-~
tolicus* but as *spogtatieus®. Nevertiheleas, he was ma:d'e papal
traasm‘i“r and thi*e\:xgh his infIuence a Reman syned was held by |
Leo IX.in 1049 in which were renewed the: deerees ef Clement II.
(1046-T) against simeny, exesmmunieating thome guilty ef it er

ordaimed by sucih. In the yeara t‘ollﬂiwlng, aynods were held all

over Germany and France in which iimilarw remadies were -ud?op*tnd%.
1n Milan the aw,u'sbimpv refused to uﬁc'y and grave disturbsneas j
resurted. In Fngland Tilliam the Cenquerer (I066-8) did geod
service to the Church by banishing the é&ncentinent clergy,
though simeny stil} comtinued, “ |
The. reot of the evil fy'em remained. The State =still |
doninated tpo Chureh and there was. ne possibli‘ity ef free
eleation to eaelemisstical efficea. This freedem in the papal
elsation to the exelusien of the Reman nobillty and the German
emperer alike, the decres of Nichalas IT.(1058-61) sought te
establish® allewing the German emperer and his suceessers the |
right of verifying the freedem of the eleatien. In 1059 Grogmry;
formed an alliance with the Nermans whe in the person of Rebherst
Guiseard became vassalz of the pepe and a valuable ally against ‘
the exaggerated claims of the Cermans:, After the death ef ‘
Henry IV, Gregory withdroin frem the emperer the ceneeded right

°f confirming the freedem of the papal slectiien.
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Gregory wag the last pope to have his election con-

firmed by the emperer., e Immediately renewsd the decrees of |
Nich‘IaStII.CIO7&) anavadﬂed'gravatpen@ltioa for tneir'fnu_
fraetion. In I075 he had written to Henry IV: *We return te
the anaient diseipline and the teachings eof the Fathers, de-—
creaing nething new, and we bhelieve that it is eur duty te
fo1low and put in,overatien the first and vrincipal rale eof
ecclesiastical dimaipline and the means used by the Hﬁly
Fatherﬁ thus remeving the uhum‘.av |
| wany of the German ecclesiastics affected by these
meanuwad;wdrs d&néonﬁent&d and Grogury Wasfdbtiged to address
an eneyelial to the German people imposing on them the duty of
refuaing ebedienoce te bishevs who allowed Infraciions of the
vow of eslebaey. (Reg. Pen. Rem, 4902,) In the synod held at
rome in X075, Gregory struck at the rest of the eaclesiastical
abuges by péanibiting kay 1nvaatituras4, This preclipitated a
menentueus struggle hetween the pove and emperor which, while
it remedied the prevalling abuses, initiated the process of deca&
as regards beth the papal and Ilmperlal powers., Henry sought te }
depoae the p&pés with the aid of the bisheps of Germany and
orthern Italyﬁ The pope then excemmunicated the king, susw

pending him frem the govermment ef Germany and Northern Italy.®

(3} Watterich, I, p. 367.

(&) gwnum. Germanise History, VIII, 412.
(6} TRobinson, ap. ait,, p. 279.

(6) watterich, I, op. cit., 516.




he king'meeﬁing-with wppositien on the part of his nobles in |
+ne Diet of Tribur: (Y076} was forced to amend and after his
famoug three days of pensnce at Canossa:vwas absolved frem the

7

owcommnication.’  Intermal trouble continued In Germany and

zenry had difficulty fﬁ maintaining his pesitien, Having again
infringed the decree forbidding investitures by the lay au~
thority, thé,pnp&=againimxntmmunicatad and deposed him, where-
ypon Henry declared Gregory deposed and in his atead elected
n antipupega chguryiaban afterwards died hut his successors
victor III.CIOSE-S%} and Urhan iI.(10884992.oantinuad his work.
vhe syned of Clerment (X¥095) went even Iurtnct'than Gregory

snd forbade any ecclesiastic to take a feudal eath to a layman.
The fight continued untiz.llza, when an agreement was reached
in the Cencordat of Worms, Ameng its provisions were the
following: (1) Ecelesiastical parSens are not to be invested

ith a feud hy giving the ring and pastnral gtalff but hy means J

¢f the seeptre, (11) Bishbps and abbete must be freely elected
xnd congsecrated, (iiix The king i®s given the right %o he |
;reéenﬁ at the eleation of the bisheps,; (lv) The king hawving
-8ard the bisgheps of the provincé can decide *pre saniore partew
tisputed electiens, (v} The investiture of feuds must preceds

the consecrationy? fhese provigiens wers sanctianed by the

First Lateran cauncilin»llas which also decredd that né\prinaa.

“* layman could take part on ecalesiastical affairs or dispose

(8) Meonum, Gernanae, History, VIII, p. 461.
(8) Coencorda® of Torms, RoE%nsqn, Op. €it., p. 292,

—
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the benefices of the Church. The Lateran Ceuncil of 1X79

iy

0

zecreed that the majerity ef wotes must prevall in all eccles-

(astical eleations.

(7) Robinsen, ep, eit., p. 288, ‘




CHAPTER IX

FURTHER CONFLICT
- Fr—

Thé most bitt&f"right hetween Church and State during
the ¥iddle Ages was that waged hetween the popes and khe
hohenatuufen emporeru 1aas than half a century after the end
of the confliet ever thu'invewtiturua. In essence the new
conflict @iffers little frem that waged in the preceding cen—
surye It had for Its ebject the censervatien eof the Iiberty
obtained for the Church in the preceding confiict end in ad-
ditienm, aimed to secure the liberty ef ithe entire Chursh and.
of the papal states in particular, The pewerful Hehenstaufen 1
were as ¢espotlc as the pagan emperers aof Reme, In 11869, |
Frederick Barbarossa did net hasitate to dealare to tha pape:

"5i autem in nestre sele et alledie sunt papahﬁa episceporun,

cun profecta emne qued aedifieatur seole ecedat, nosira sunt et
~~1atiaﬁ 1 They pretended an abselute dominien ever Italy and
slcily and aimed at doing eway with the independemece of the papal
states s well as the right ef free electien to the papal |
threme, They claimed that the papal states as well as its

feudal states ef Sardegna and Cersice were feuds of the empire.
The goods whieh the Ceuntess Vatilda of Tuscany had donated te
the Hnly See wore’alaa claimed. The appeiniment ef hishevs

3gain became an agitated questien and Barbaressa, under pre-

(3) watterich, II, p. 371,
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Loxt of abﬁorvingythe Conacrdat of Werme was able to obtain
tne right ot’nemmnating-thum in Germany.

Arneld ef Breseia had ineited the an&nn:(llSE} te
sorae Hadrisn IV.(1145-53) to rencunce the temperal power.
-he pep® plaeed the city under an intardict and Arneld had te
f1ee. In 1152 Frederick Bgrbaressa, a descendant of the Guelfi,‘
sgcended the threme, His ideal was to restore the imperial
power &néd. the deminatien ef the German sovereigns ever Italy.
In achioving>thiu ideal, he was unserupuleus. Disregarding the
prevaiking theeries ef ther time (¥. Che. ¥} he was an ahsmolutkst
in every respeetl and this tendenay breught him into econf¥iet
with the neblem ef his ewn kingaem, with Italy and with the ‘

church. In the Diet af Utma he had denied in the initia) years
of his r&ignithat.tho pepe could, independent aof the civil
power, tkcqgmunieate the vielators of ecclesiastical preperty.
In 1166, infuriated becsuse Hadrien IV.had confirmed Willianm II-:
of Sieiiy ag king ef Napl&ntdnd exasperated because in & papal
letter addressed to him the impurﬁal erown wag referred te as
“henefioium*-tranllat&d>by an interpreter as "vaasssl}%, he
ordered the papal legates to return te Reme and affirmed that
*in consequenee ef his election by the Gérman princes, he held
the crewn frem Ged alene®*, The pepe explained the*benefiecium®
28 *henum factum® and Frederick was satisfied but nevertheless
Slaimed the pdpal state as his preperty and the pepe as his

vassal. Hedrisn died fn 1159 and Alexander III,was elected in
(8y watteriech, II, 366.
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spite of the efferts of the emnerer who, discontented, called
, syned of fifty bisheps. They sat at Pavia and elected an
sntipepe. England and France remained falthful to Alexander
.s did the greater part ef the Christian werld. Still the
1atter waz ferced te flee to France and the emperor sought te
pave Leuis VIIIL hand ever Alexander. Louls called a synod of
+he French bishops te decide the questien, but Frederick,
through bim envey Reginald, Bishep of Dasmsel, declared: ™The
enperor does net resegnize th~fight of anyene to interfara 
in questiens coneerning the Reman Chureh, whieh belengs te him
solety®t.d |

& ocounail of all the German bisheps held at Teurs

1
i

under the presidency ef Alexander (}¥64) seught to find a way
of reconai¥iatien, but Frederiek in the Diet of Wurtzhurg‘(1165)
nade the German bisheps swear that they would never reaegnize
Alexander as pepe, He descended te Reme, banished Alexander
and set up an antipepe, but owing te a pestilence breaking out J
in the army, he had to return te Germany. The Lomhard eities
formed & leaghe with Alexander as protecter. They defeated
Frederick at Legane (1177) arfter which the *Trezty of Venice®
was eomncluded by which the pepe recognized as valid the ap-
rointment® made ta bishepries in Germany during the schism

¢hd the Emperer reaagnizai.Alexander az pepe and his scts ef

(3) Watterieh, II, pe. 529
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jrisdictien as valld. ‘The emperer promised te defend the
pope® and tq‘raataro the pessessiens taken frem him, He =till
rotained for fifteen yeara, hewever, the heredity ef the
sountess Matilda.

In 1179 was celebrated the Third Laternan Couneil
«nich regulated the erdinatien ef candidates for the priestm
o0od and teek measures against simeny and usury. It was de-
cread that a twe—thirds majerity was necessary fer the electien
of thevpepqz

Te Frederiak i, sueeeedsd his sen Henry VI, (1190)
who wasaucmuated by the seme ideas as his father and as a firat

nessure towards their réalizatian, he conguered Jicily. He

!
i
I
1

took prisener his cousim, Richard Ceeur de Leon ef England, whils
the latter was engaged in a crussde and therefere, according
to the eustems ef the time, invielable. Richard, in order to
regain,hiS"iiharty, was forced te pay a fine and to declare
England a feud ef thé empire, Henry alse sought to conquer
france and the Oriental empire., Pepe Innecent III, however,
resisted his claims and managed to regain Sicily. At the in-
stance of his: mether, the Empress Censtance, he conferred the
investiture ef the kingdem ef Sicily en her sen Frederieck and
in 1198 heeame his gusrdian, |
~ In the disputed electien which fellewed Bhe death
°of Henry VI.in 1197, Inneccent sought to prevail on the parties

10 agres en some candidate or, if they could not, to leave the
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jecisien te &im, sines by him would have to he crowned whoever
4os elected. On beth parties refusing te do this, Inneeent
recognized otis IV, an eppenent of the Hohenstanfem, as emperor,
the candidate of the Tatler party wasz already excommunieated
and hence incapable of ekarci&ing the effica., When the parily
of the Hehenstaufen murmersd, Immeeent issued a dearee reaog-
nizing the right ef the Germsn prinees to eleet but claims fer
HlDSQIf the right te exsmine if the elected candidate be worthy j
¢ the office. (Regests Pent. Rem. n. 62.) Heving conguersd |
ais rival, mtiduwa&~urmmnei.smperar*1n>1309w premising te re—
spect the righte ef the pepe.® Iumediately he fergot his
sromises and treated the papal states ae his private preperty.
For sueh oconduet he was excemmuniaated in 1211 and the Diet ef
Norimberg deposed him and elected his suecefmoer, Frederick II,
(1215—125(1»

This enmperer hseame one eof the most fierce appenents
of the papsey. He sought to heeome master of all Itely in—
cluding the papal atatem.’ He had ¥itile religlion and few meral
prineiples and breke his premises as often as il suited him,
leading a Yife ®ful) of hypeerioy* (Behuer). To Honorius III,
he premised te'éngaga;inf& arugade but his efforts were dirse—
ted against the papal statea rather than against the Turks.

The real confiet breke eut when Frederickts relative, Gregery

(4> Annals ef Celogne, Rebinsen, ep.eit., p. 307.
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%, (1228-41) beeame pepe and exeemmunioated him for spelling
211 hepe ef the sueqegs of the erusade by his presrastinatien.
mo this the emperer replied w;th insults andfﬁanishﬁd Gregory
from Reme. Soon afterwards, in erder te preserve the geed

will ef the'Franks, he set eut on & pretended expsditien against‘
the saracanaﬁ. The confliet eentinued with varyin: fortunes
until the death ef Gregory in 1241 while Reme wag hesieged by
the imperial treeps. In the meantime, there was heing carried
on a literary war between the adherents of the eaontendants,
whioh iIn ithantcnme wua‘ta undafmine the papal and imperialk
cowers. In 1244 the new pepe, Innowent IV, (1243-G4) made

seace with Frederick en conditien that the latter would remove
the cause ef the excemmunioatien. This conditien was net ful-
ri1led and the pepe was obliged to flee to Lyons where was
se1d the XIIL. General Ceuneil (1245) which deposed Frederiok
and authatiéad the prinees to eleoct another. Fredsriokts for—
tunes were an the desline and he died in 1254, The Hohenm-
staufen line ceased %e exist ¥n 1268.

The confiidt hetween the Hohenstaufen emverors and
the pdpe‘ehangad the whole pelitical slituatien in Zurepe. In
Germaﬁy there were internal disorders witheut a king whe might
quell them, A similar stats of affairs existed in Italy and

o ) aetant
the States of the Chureh. The families of Geleonna wnd Qraini

(5) Huil}, III, P. }00.
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L oCaIe gupreme in an glmest incdependent Rems. Charles of

Ang i
.:in the Chureh than the Hehenstaufen emperers, deminating

@u,.king at}Nuplda, wag even more tyranical in his dealings

Ro e and Nerthern Italy and even having e supporting factien
in the cellege of Gafdinals:itaeif 80 that because of it a
_apa¥ election was often delayed.  Gregory X.(1261-6) and Niche
01a8 (Iﬁ??*ﬁiﬁfaeughtltha ald of Rudelf eof Hapsburg and effered
1im the fmperial erewn, which owing te pelitical troubles, he
428 unable to aceept. After a twe. yearSwacency of the papal
throne thsiiﬁwaa»eMwated a ﬁuak pepe in the persen of Celegtine
v, whe lived in Naples and allewed himynlf,to be used a® a mere
ins trument by Gh&rieseII; On his resiqn;tion in 1294, Benaface
VIII, was elezted but had to en@dunter,tha dppasitian of the
cowerful Celenna family by whem he had in all probabitity been
greatly mafigne&‘_ (Sanerland, Deaumenﬁs'ﬁblatiwa to the Cen—
flict between the Celonna and the Gaetani Families, Archives
of the Reman Seeiety ai Storia Patria, Rems, 1877.)
During this pentificate Philip IV, (the Handsome)
engaged & war with England en account of the expenses of which
he waﬁrubmigod tovplaee 8 very heavy burden of taxes on eccle-
siasﬁieaﬁ:pr&pafty. The pepe lssued the bull *Clerices Laicos*
(C. III. De Impun. Eeoles. in Vi%) whereby were prohibited |

taxeg of eanlesiastical preperty witheut the poepets consent,

(&y Rebinson, ep. cit‘; Read. In Hist., Vol. I., p. 48%.
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paynen levying such taxes were subject te exconmunicatien,

French prelates, howaver, steod by the king and the pape
7 ' .

;as foraed to medify his attitude’and expressed himself as
willing to censent te any form of taxation thé king might

doei naagssarys;, A temperary peace was conaluded but Philip
spused his wer-time privilege and dispesed of eeclesiastioal
penefices as before, ‘xn’:acr the pepe reveked these privileges
na invited the king te Reme to’di&@uss the cauvges of disagree—
_ont. The king published a falsified cepy of the papaey bull,,
inselent in tene, by which means he aroused the sympathy of

:ne Freneh peeple for his cause. The next year a ceuncil was
neld in Reme and madaJ&.eenciriatery.effer whieh Philip;refused“
Bonaface then réaerva&'tn.himsalf the digposal of aII»Frénnh
henefices.

4 preduet ef thim conflict between the pope and Philtip
vas the famdus bi1Y *Unan Saanctam®™ issued in 1302 and which
define® the relation ef the temporal to the spirituai power.

It lays dewn theme prepositiens, The Church has twe swords:
the spiritual and the temporal powers. (Uterque in potestate
acclesiae iat, spirituelis acilicet et temporalis.) The ane
is to be umed by the Church; the ether fer the Church (sed is
Quidem.prm ecclesia, ille vare ab ecclesia exercendus). The

teuperal pewer is in the hands of the king and the warrier whe

must be guided in ites use by the spiritual ﬁawgf‘for gportet

(7) potthast, 24, 467-8.
(8) 1Ibia, 34, 529,
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jadium esse sub gladie, et temnoralem amuctoritatem spirituali
;ubjﬁci potestati®, The nature eof the ce-ordination is thus
ssclareds *potestas spiritualis terrenam institufe habey et
judicare,'ai‘bona nen fuerit®, Then follows the only degmatic
sofinitien in the whale bull: ®Porre subesse Romane Pontifici
_ani humenae oreaturae declaramus, diclmus, definimus et pro-
nunciamus emnio esge de nacesaitata galutis®, (We, moreover,
.roclaim, dealare, and prenounce that it is altogether necessary
1o salvatien fer every human oreature to be subject to the
Rouan Pentiff.) This is the ordinary Catholic teachingithat
outside the Church there is neo B&lVatiQn.g | |

When Befoh&ld and others translate *humanae creaturas®
2s referring to the civil power, they are evidently reading |
into 4t a mense whieh it ean by ne means bear. On the contrary
the sense is ebwious and the Bull is taken in great part, word
for word from esrtier theelogies. (St. Bernard; MHugh of St.
victor, St. Themas Aquinis, ete.) It makes no innovatiens as
regards the rights of temperal princes or their subjection te
the ecalesiastiocal autherity. This is evident from the Brief
of clemant‘m. issued in 1306. While this is true of the
definitian, it may or may not he true of the preamble which

is not of faith even for Cathelics,.

(9) Translation of %Unam Sanotam*,‘V1de, Robinsen, ep.
eit., p. 348.
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APPENDIX TO CHAPTER IX

GHURCH AND STATE IN ENGLAND
ok

In England muah the same conditiens prevailed as in
~pruany gince the greater part of the prelates were considered
,s feudal lords, The same aauses preduced like effects.
4i11iam the Cenquerer (1066~87) waz en goed terms with Gregory
411, but maintained a firm stand en the questien of 1nveStitures;
=nd even after 1075 conferred them, Since, owing te Willlam's
influence, the clergy in England were otherwise upright, the
sopes telerated his eonduet in the matter of invéstituraa~
ynder William II, (¥087-1110) the benafices were often kept
vasant and simeny gr@w;apuee, eapecially after the death ef
Landfrenc in X089, After keeping the primatial see vacant for
2 long time the king prevailed on Anselm of Bee to acgept it.
anselm did all he could fer the Church thare, but abuses ex-
isteds The abbaecies remained vacant and the primate waa for-
viaden to ge te Reme to receive the pallium. He was not allowed
te reaegnize‘the lawfu}l pepe, Urban IX. In this attitude the
snglish bisheps supperted the king and demanded that Anselm
should conferm to the kingté wishes, Se strained did the re-
latiens between king and primate beeeme that Anselm had to be—
take himself to Reme and was net allewed to return until the
relgn of Henry I,(1}00-3B). Then the cenflict repgarding in-

vestitures: began, fer in 1102, paseal II, had ordered that the
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yw:prabibiting investitures by laymen sheuld be obsgerved in

ngland alsmzlg Angelm seught to carry out the vepets wishes,

put had to flee to Franee. Excommunicated with his ministers

¢ state, Henry came to an agreenent with the Church in the

srhreaty ef Bea® (Ii&ﬁﬁ which was ratified by the English pare

1ianent soen afterwards. In this tﬁreaty it was agreed en the

one hand, that ne ene was to be invested by a layman by means

of the ring and pasteral, and en the ether, that on account

¢ the dath.at wagsalage no oene was fe he denied consecration.
By this threaty the abuse ef lay investitures was

renoved, but the esnenieal freedom of eleotien was not yet

.ssured. Besides, thers were the “Reyal Customs® vhich led to

s new cenfitict betwsen Church and State in the persens of

Zenry IX.and Themss a Becket. The latter refused to sbsolve

an excemmunieated persen at the dletatien of the king and,

noreover, refused to hand over some cleries tasken in erime te

be tried hy the seeular court. The king demanded in the counoil‘

of Westminatar;

1‘(d)~to have a royal representative present

when & clerie waa\b&;ng tried by the bishepts court, (b) that
all clerics found guilty should be degraded and handed over to
the secular courts.’ This would have meant double punishment

for an effence and‘wwaviddiraat eppesgition to canon law., T
[homas refused to allew the traﬁitidnal law of the Church to be

infringed in favor of the *Cansuetudines Avitae® or the poyal

(11F Abbet, Tendon, 1898, 1-8.
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118 in ecclesiagtical matlers as aecuired by custom. Thomas

.ssassinated in Y170, and the Xing %o esdape the cense-

o8 0
[T

.ences of his erine, aasente&'(I172).to allow appeals to Home
gd to wipe eut oustome intredueed during his reign.1®

The confliet waa.renewed under John (1199-=1215).
~-5 monks of cantarbury had elected Reginmld as archbishep,
put, threatened bJ Jehn, they annulleé the previous electien and
crose one of the xingts favarite&. Innowent I1I, ordered a
~ew eleatien in which Stephen Langten waz chesen, but whem
ccan would net recegnize. REngland was put,undar inﬁefdiat by
11e pepe and ihea king was excommuniecated in iZDQ.‘ As such
peasures were of no avall the pepe dapeaad Jubn and entrustsd
the Freneh king witn the duty ef carrying it 1nta effect,. In
1215, John was. ferced te sign the ®isgna Cherta Libertatis+ I3

It cefined and Iimited the royal péwar and orotected the rights

of the Church, e&padialmy in ecelesiastical eleatiens, Inno-

cent pretested against the provisians ef the Magna Charta,

cince he was not a party te it, but with little effect. (Gllea,

G+ Aey Patres Anglieanmu, Lenden, 1899,)) The provisions of

this dooument with seme modifications became the basig ef the

Engllish CGenstitutien though, with the mdvent oif the Reformation,

the Chureh Yest all rights guaranteed by it.

(12} Robertsen, ,ateriala for the History off Thes. A.
Backett, London, Chapter III.

(13) Roberson, Readinge in Eurepean History, Vels I,p.233.
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DECADENCE OF THE PAPAL POWER
Wk ‘

With the electien of Clement ¥, (13056-14) we enter &
rew phase in the historical develapment of the relatiens be-
.ween Church and Stete. The papal rewidence 1s now removed te
_uignen, which at this time helenged to the King of Naples,
veing purchased frqﬁ him later in 1348 by Clement VI. Clement
v, whe had been archhisghop of Bardeuux'w&a“electeﬁ chiefly
~hrough the influence ef the Frenah king, Philip the Fair,l
ynder the influence of Philkip he: shelished the bull of Bona—
race VITI, “Clerieos Laicos® and granted o the king the use
of the church tithes fer five yeart; alYewing the king, alse,
to perzecute the Knights Templar, whosezﬁessessiens he was
anxieus to have, This cowardly and subservient conduet en the
part ef Clement caused general disccntent, While his residing
at Avignen naturall}y made the Italisns and ethers regard him
as a mere toal in the hands of the French menerch, thus giving
an excuse to the dimcontented Reman factions to rebel.”

‘This dependenee of the pepe on the French monarch
caused the practice of the papaay to £all to & very low level
and enabled the State to more and mere extend its influence in
latters ecclesiastical., A consequenee of this state of affairs
wag seuﬁ manlfest in the @pread of revolutionary and heretiocal

ideas. N
(1) Finke, Acta Aragonesias (1291-1327), p. 279-2Q,
(2) Hefele-Knopiler, Kenziiengeschihte, Ch.l-9,Friburg IB?Br
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5 Clement had sim French auccesgors in the papaey whase

reignsvconstitute what is known a3 the *Babylenian Captivity®.
of these some likBPeneéict XII;(1354»58§ and Innecent VI, (1352—
¢3) were sctive and zeslous in the interests ef the Church.
Nene of them, hewewer, weke free frem the suspicien of acting
under French influence.

Another cause of discentent againat the pepes ef
svignen was the faet that they levied exerbitant taxes en
echurch preperty. Germany and England, especially, cemplained
about the Reavy levies e¢f John XXII,, Clement VI.and Gregory XI.
In the papal court, &3 in the city ef Avignan, the clergy
1ived lives of luxury.® Their example was only tee well followe
by the clergy in ether countries. |

In oppesitien tc the idea of Cathelie Pelitigal
unity, there waa abroad a growing spirit of natienalism due in
part at least, to the faet that the cemmen center éf the
Christlan cemmenwealth was new himself a subjesct of the Frenech
erown. Certainly this latter fact helped to render vain any
initiatives towards the referm of the Church taken by the
French pepes.

It was during this peried that ene of the mest
mementueus copflicts in the history ef the papacy toak plaece,

hetable not ma much because ef the issues at stazke, but be—

(3) petrarch's fecount, See Readings in Burepean History,
Vel, I, p. 50%.

a
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~ause of the change it preduged In the attitude of the peeple
,ﬁélargertowarda beth the papacy and the empire., The twe con—
;undants had their supperters wha aprealed te the rank and file
,¢ the Christlan pespls to decide between their rival claims.
once theAardinafy peeple found themselves addressed as the
.rbitrers ef the gquarrel. From this was begot a conscicusness
¢o thelr own pawer4whﬁch.necky4 consideré one of the great
_jlestenes in the growth ef modern demecracy. The commen
;ople remained mere or less slo6f frem the controversy but in
inem 1t had {peenm) engendered a contempt feor authority.

It was during the reign of Jehn XXTI, that a conteatedf
clectien teek plaee in Germany hetween Frederick of Austria
and peuls the Bawarién; whe had received a najority of the
electoral voteas. Pepe John underteek to decide the questien
and clalmed the right te appeint the imperdial vicerey in Italy
during the vaesncy of the imperial threns. (Extfamag. Joan,
tite Vo). He did in faet appeint Robert of Naples, who was
related to the reyal house of France. This latter fact streng-
thened the belief that the popets conduct was inspifed by French
intere@t&;. In,lszﬁg Louis teck his rival orisoner and, for-
tidden by the pepe to exercise the imperiul office, he disg-
cbeyed and was declared dsthrened, Louis retalianted by de—
‘CIarﬁng the p@pa—déPo&&& (Raynaldus, 1323, no. 30) and appealed

to a general council. He even went so far as to create Peter

(4) Lecky, Hely Roman Bmpire, p. 108.
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oybari° antipape, crowning him himself and receiving frem him
turn the imperial erown. In 1333 Louls expressed his will-

£ Wt
ness Im favor ef his cousin, Henry of Bevaria, but ewing to

ing
.5 death of thenpepe, nothing ecame of the proposal. In a
siet neld at Frankfort im 1338, Louis pretested aszinat the treat
~snt he had received frem Jehn XXIY, and asserted that since the
jiperial dignity came direectly from God, the emperer cannet be
sudged or excommunicated by the pepe, whereas, the pope is
subjeat to & general council. In 1346 the electers with the
cope's congent, ohose Charles IV, sen of the Behemian king.

oy the *Gelden Bull® of 1356, the election of the emperor was
reculated s the right of eleatien was confined te: seven elec—
tors, & simple maaority of whma«'vetes waa suffielent for a

vzlid electien, Thus was removed the election of the emperor

&s a cause ef guarrel between papaey and empire.

The two quarrels between Phiiip the Feair and Leuils
tne Bavarian en the aene hand and the papacy on the other, were
to have lasting censequences., A controversy en the merit and
clains of the rival parties had been preveked which changed
nents id&wa'tn their”regard and paved the way for the revelu—
tionary movements in Church and State during the subsequent
reriade , ,

In faver of Philip thaf& wag John of paris (De potes-
tate regia et papali) and the advecate, Peter Dubois and many
others. wWith the exceptien of Jeln of Paris, these writers

\‘
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seny that the pepe has any authority, direet or indirect
(ratione pbccati} in temporai affairs, The State, they say,
is excmu#ivezy natienal and must be independent alike of papal
.nd imperial authority. The privileges of the church should
bo abolished and its geodsadministered by the State as the
property of the natien: While the primaey of the pope is
recognized, it is Iimited]ua far a® possible., The pope is ine-
rerior to the cellege of cafﬂinals-and the general councils
shioch should be held every ten years, nor can the peps, acw
coréing te John Durand (De mede Geneilil generalis eelebrandi)
nodify an existing Yaw of the church.

In the conflict with John XXII, Louis the Bavarisn
vwas spansored by willtan of Qcham, who makes an heretiecsal pepe
subjeet to the jurisdictien of the emperor.® He says that a
general coungil, at least in case of necessity, can be held
witheut any papal cenwoacatlion; that egen a simple layman is
superier te an heretical pope. He mainteins, moreever, that
the imperial power is conferred immediately by God in acecord—
ence with the choice of the electors and independent of the
popetS‘intariantiaﬂ‘ This epinien, pleasing to the Germans,
vas voiced by Lupeld ef Behenburg, Bishop eof Bamberg (De jure
regni et imperii). In hisr*Defensor'éa@is*ﬁ rarsilius ef

(5) Histerishew Jahrhbueh der Gerresgesclchaft, Vide Kuffer
VII Py 4353,
(6) Robinsen, op. &it., Vel. I, p. 491.
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padua collected and reduced to an organized system the opinions
nitherte sxpressed relative to the relatlen of ths papal te
+he temperal power,

'His prinecipal propositians are (a) Quod res ecclesise
tanperalds sint imperateri subjeatae et eas potest recipere
velud au&&z,;, (b)yQued b, Petrus Apos. nen plus auctoritatis
1nbulit, quam alii apasteli habuerint nec alieruum apestelorum
5it .caputs Item quod ad imperatorum spectat, papan instituere
et punires (jes)f‘ Quod emnes aae.ordotés-;, give 3it papa, sive ‘
archiepiscepus, sive sacerdes simplex, sunt ex institutiene
caristi suetoritatis et jéurisdietienis aequalis; qued autenm
unus pius alle habesat, hee ezt secundun gued impeté.tor eonoedit‘
ani vel alil plus et minus, ef siocut conees=it 21icui, sio |
votest illud revecare, Cd}: Qued tota ecclesim sinul ,junotd
nulluia heminem pumire potest punitiene coaetiva, nisl concedit \
imperator;" : ‘

Here the abselute supremacy of the State is plainly
advocated and the way is well paved for the Reformation
“isories Whi‘ch are to follow and which fully adopt these prin-
¢iples. The auther of the "Defensor Pacis® was excommunicated |
0) John XXI1, but theugh condemned and ‘coni‘uted by the Univerw |
ity of paris, the suprame representative of ecelesiastical |
L:noy,vmdge and Jurigpmd’éncq of the time; nevertheless, the bwks

24 3t111 more the principlem copntaimed in it, had a wide

i-‘ f.:\ . .
*tiusion and infiuenced sucgeeding generations in a way
M Lartens—pUrand, Il, 715. "i
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snat could net be counteracted by the numerous and sble de- |
sopders of the papal power. The latter teck the bull "Unam
senctan® a8 thelr guide but at times they weakened their cause
by unduly'ampiifying'phe p&pdl‘claimsg

Already weakened by the above-mentioned ocauses and
py the diffusien of such literature, the papacy wes to sink te
. still iewer levelX of degradation. The Christian community,
in general, had disappreved ef the pepes residing at Avignen
snd there were enrnest entresties for their return te Roue. |
only under Gregory XI, (1370~8) was tnﬁnxdafiniteiy accomplished?
In 1378 Urban VI wes elecfed to the papal threme and scem, by
Lis brusgue treatment af the eardinals, (ef wham,a;majority
vere French) and by his enﬁrgetic-appositien te the French
influence in ecoclesiastical affairs, he oreated great discen-
tente Thaiﬂfench,cardinals with the suppert ef three Italianse,
2nd instigated by the French king, declared the election of |
Urben inva}id and elected insteal Clement VII, who, recognized
by France, Yived at Avignen, Te him alse adhered Spain and
Scotland, WThGKIOhiam, proveoked by the French cardinals for=
zetful of their duty, was, in great part, nothing else than the
coupetitien hetwsen tita natiens for the pessession of the
.8pacy. The Italiang wished to see the pope in Rome again and

“¢ papal cHair eceupied by ene ef themselves, while the

(8 Fﬁiippini,_in Missellenea di Storia Ital, Vel. II,
Pe 387. -
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prench were unwizling to lese 1t after a cenquest ef meventy
.parsse FOT ferty yeers the Christian world was herrified to
J o rival popes excermunicate each other whike they remsined

;o doubt as Lo wheowas the lawful pepe.,9

In 1381 the Uniwersity of Paris proposed that a
coneral eounnii'ba called to remedy the existing state of af-
fairss but‘aﬁly‘in ISéé,did the Freneh court accept the pre-
rogale The death of the antipepe in this year availed nothing |
for the French eardinals praeﬁe&ed"1mméd’iatary to the eleatlien
of & successer in the persen of Benedict XIIT, who had been
one of the chief obstacles in the way ef reuniting tha Church.
In 1394, Charles ¥I, of France, the University of paris, and in
1397, the kings ef castile, England and Gernany sgreed that
both the rival pepes sheuld either abdi@ate themgelves or be

iade de se. They agreed to refuse ehaedience to Beth in ease

they did net cemply. 8Such efforts. were unaveil}ing until the

cardinal ssmpporters of beth invited them (beth) to the Council
of Piga where they were both deposed and Alexander V.elected.
There were noew three popes inatead ef twe as® heretofore. In
1414~-8, waajhalﬁ the Council of Constance through the efforte
of the German king, Sigismend, This Council at last secured
unity by the eleatien of Martin ¥V, and thus was overcome *The

greatest crisis that the Reman Chureh had teo underge in its

(9) pPastor, I, p. 109, Mercatits Ital Editiens




e 81 |
Long nistory‘or‘nearzy twe thousand years*,lC
Martity ¥, & wise and ahle ruler and a nrudent pepe

5ot abeut healing the effects of the schism as far as he courai?
4a could not hepet‘boﬁéver, to restore the papacy te its former
splendars The reYigieus-pelitical unity of the Christiszn
Jeoples: was a ming of the past and the principle of natienal~—
ism begen to deminate ments minds impelling them te reeiprecal
strifes, which in the religieus field made themselves felt even
in the general councils of the Church. The papaey, instead
of being regarded as heretefore superier io the imperial
power, was now regerded as ite inferior. As a consequenas ef
the Tew emteem in which it came te he held there followed a |
graat‘éiaiiaaﬁ&an‘in.the‘p&p&l revenue so that the popes were

obliged to compensate by imposing heavy tsaxes en ecolesiastical

property and to noéafve to themselves the cellatien of seme of
the mest important benefices, The maintaining of twu,’and even
of three, papal courts during the schism had Bot a little to

de with this state of affairs. On acoount of the heavy levies,
the papal céllecters were detested in England and Germany es-
pe&ially. ‘The clergy; beth high end lew, owing to the absence ¥
of preper suparvisien, became debaged and worldly and conse—
| quenﬁiy'there was universally welaed a desire for a complete

reform of Christian diseipline,

(10) pagtor, Ibild.
(11) Doocuments relating te Ceuncil ef Censtance, Ve

Roblnson, p. 5l1.
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(icholas Glamanges an the ihree vices that have corrupted the
purc 12

- To carry into effect this desire was no easy matter.
The reforming capaclty of any pope, however energstic, was
nampered. by the theory evelved in the University of Paris
curing the schism, aecording te which the pope was subject to
s general counocil and fence bound by its laws. Hence, a pope
could be Jjudged by such a council and any person condemned by
wim could evade punighment bj'app&aling to a future council
ghich could be conveked even against the will of the reigning
POpS. | ’  : , |

:ﬁ oonﬁaquence‘df such théhriea the pope often found

hinse¥f impeded in the exercime of his Jurisdictien in the |
sarly part of the XIV.century. In England about the year 1400
there wag already legally constituted the national church 3 ]'
Franoe adapted much the same attitude and in Y407 the #,iber— ‘
tiea af the Gallican Church® received legal approbatiuh;14
During the achism the reg&l.“plaeet“ cane into use as a safo-
suard for the authenticity‘of papal.dearees'before putting them‘
into execution, The schism ended, Nartin V. rohibited this as
an usurp&timn of thé-papal authority since it was no longer |
Justified by the necesaity whioch @alled it into use, The abuse;

however, continued and by wirtue of it the state could impeds

(12¥ Robinson, Readings in European History, Vol,I,p3508-10
(13) Haller, Papatthum and Kirechenreforme, vier Kapitel sur
‘ Geschichte des augehenden littelalters,Vel,.I, p. 375.
(14) Ibid, p. 278. ‘

}
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ine operation of any measure taken by the pope. The privilegiun
foriIWaS almost entirely suppressed since the secular judges
qere empowered'to«éxercise‘their Jurisdiction over clerics in
a1mogs every case, FEcclesiastical goods were seoularlzed at
will, or if not, were subjected to heavy taxes and their ad=—
ministrdﬁion made dependent on the pleasure of the State
shich used them as best suited ite interests. The nohles, es-
pecially, were anxlous to exercise this power despotically and
hence gladly availed themselves: of the latitude afforded them
by the new theories of which we have spoken, and the accasion
ot putting them inte practice offered by the Reformatien.
;gainst all such abuse the Couneils of Constance and the Fifth
Latern protested,but in valn, for the way had been paved for .
the abeolutig®m of the State which was determined to maintain
its new prerogatives, acquired through the weakdning of the
papal and imperial. forees in thelr mutual confllcts.

The new ideas relative to the papzl power had se
sermeated ments minds that the Council of Constance in its de-
| creeawFrequansﬁxs‘ardained that a general councill should be
hel& ewery ten years sinee the council was really the ruler
and moderator of the Church of which the pope was but the
"Caput Ministeriale* endewed with executive nrowers to carry
into effect its decrees. In fa@t; the Council of Basle (12431 -~

72) was in continual dissgreement with Pose FSugenius IVe A

(15) Robinson, op. eit., Voli I, p. 512

mathtenate———.
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soction of ite members. meemed deternined to strip the papacy

of a1l its powers;15 Thelr intentions were thus manifested by
a0 bishap of Tours: *We must snatoh the Apostolic See out

.r the hands of the Italians and go Yimit its vowers (Scorti-—
szria) that 1t 1s of no importance where it.is%, (Cecconi,
,wudii Storfe sut Conc, di Firenze, Firenze, IC09.)

The Natignal Assembly of the French clergy held at
sourges (1438) accepted the "Pragmatlc Sanatien™ of Charles
viI, and it was proclaimed as the law of the State., It sano—
aione&,twantynmhfaa deorees of tefurﬁ”of the Council of Besle,
on the eomvecatien of councils, the cenferring of henefices,
~cserting the superiority of a general céunmil over the pope.
Thi34eivil;eo@lQSidsﬁi¢al law practically withdrew Franos from
whe papai‘Jurisdictiqn and in this was the forerunnser of
GolTfeanism, Germany at first remained neutral, but in 1439
approved the deerees of Basle. (Kﬁﬁh, Sanétiakpggmatiaa GOr-
nanorum Illustrata, I78%.)

By 1448 the Gérm&n princes had praotleally al} sub-
aitted to Nicholas ¥.(1447-55) and in this sane gear the
Concordat of Vienna was given the foree of the luw of the state.
By it wes regulated the conferring of henefices and the taxes |
to be paid to the pepe by the Germans,

Nioholas set himself energetically to reforn the

(16)mHardouin, Honum; cdnbim‘ Cen., Saec. XV, Val. VIII.

J
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pused in the Church, sending Cardinal Niccolo Cusano o Cer—
ny and_eardinary‘Eat&nwille to France to foster religilous
aity and by the cexebfatiqn of frecuent gynods to bring sbout

. reformation In the livas of alergy end people. In 1452, he
orformed the Yazt imperial corenation held at Rome, the re-
;ipient of the cfaWn belng the Enperor Frederick III. During
;e relgn of his sucgessgor, Callixtus IIT, (1455-8% all the
cnergies of the Church were direected against the growlng menace}
of the Turk; The pope called for a erusade for the Fiberation ;
of the Holy Land, and though OpPQSQd by the University of Paris
rnd the Gebm&n prelates, he saw his efforts afowned by a par—
tial 1if tempnr&ry guccess. Piua'II.'QMQBS-GQ}Ahad_to’overcome E
the ecolesiastical revelutien sponscred by Duke giglsmund in |
the Tyroi; He ohtained the repeal of the *Pragmatlec Sanctien®
in France but enly temporarily.

In the peried which intervenes betmeen 1471 and 1521 !
ncpdtism prevailed to 2 great extent in the papal court and the
cerdinals Yiving o Yax and worldly 1ife were anything but an
ingpiratien for the Christian people. Even the popes were in=
clined to forward their interests as pelitical rulers rather
than as spiritual fathers of Christendom and some of them led
lives ﬁnbecoming their exalted positian; This would seem to be
especially true of AlaXandef'VI. and in & lesser degree of the
Others,vhe, due to the influenece of a false "Renzissence®,

allowed secular concerns to mlaim too mueh of their attention.
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siven o nepatismI Slixtus IV.wa & by this wezkness entangled

;r. the feud between the noble families of the Pazzi and the
_edict of Florence, Innocent VIII,(1284-92) might with sone
syuth be called a iibartine; though he was a strong deferder

57 the rights of the Church agasinst the interference of civil
;mvernments’in ecclesiastical affairs. With Alexander VI
(1403) the papacy fell into the mire, (Leonetti, lonografia,
Bologn&,‘EBSO). of him Paator-aaya; *To the very end he was
the slave of lmmoraixtiyv. He waé.an ahle poYitielan and would
spem to have obtained his election through simony. He succeed-)
ed in composing the differencem batween Spain and Portugal re—
garding thelr rights in the New World and ably &efandé@lthe
rights of the papsey againat encreachments. His,éucnnaaer,
Julius II, (1503-13) succesded in extending the boundasries of
the p&ntitiaml territory and in regaining some provinees lost
in the pcheding disturbanwé@. He was zble to drive the French?
out of Itely and to resist the attempt which they, supported

by the Emperor Maximilen, msde to dethrene him. In him the
papagy reccvered much of its lost prestige but his political
aativities Teft him Yittle time for the reform of the Church,
Like'hia'pre&beessnr, Leo X, he(1513-20) was an able politician
but indifferent regarding the reform of the Church. With him
Fran&iéAlg of France, entered into a concordat (1516} by whioh

(17) ¥vita in Muratori, IITI, pe. 1052
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Lne preguatle Sanctieon of Burges wam abolished and the right
,f the king to present candidates for consecration as bishops
recognized (Thomas, Monografim, }910}. Regulations were also
ade regarﬂing*écclesiastieal penaliies. This concordat was
jater ratified in the V. Lateran Council (1512-17) which re-

sffirmed the'supériarity aof the pepe over the council which he .
has the exclusive figbt of cenveking, transferring and approv— ;
irg. Other geod and useful disciplinery decrees were enacted T
which, if they haﬂfbeenvabaeruad, might at least have deferred i
the outhresk of the religiaus'revolutian known as the Proteg=

tznt Reformation.




CHAPTER XI

THE REHEEMK?IQN IN CHURCH AND STATE
ok ok ok 3k

. The fset that great numbers eof the Christian people
gere in doubt during the great Western Schism as to who was the
rightfuﬁ poepe, bcgotvan attitude of mind which proved fertile
ground for the dessimination of new theories of religion and
government. These thmories wers allowed te fructify in the
peried that followed when the paopes, more given to worldly
than te spirituel affairs, pald little attentien to them or
to the proper instruction of the Christian peeple. Adopted in
thetb'rul}nnss by WyoYiff and Jehn Humse, they prepared the way
for the Reformatien which was a® much a revelutien Ln,tﬁe
political as in the religieus field. R In Wyeliff and Huss,
the Reformation had able pregursors, Both were men of upright
life and imbued with e desmire of purifying the Church and J
clergy. Both were learned and elequent preachers and such a
combination of qualities, in such strange contrast with the
nanners of many of their contemporary ecelesiastics, captivated
the minds of the people and enabled them to gpread their doce
trines far and wide, Ameng the propositiens of Wycliff con=
demned by the Council of Constance, are the following relati:ng-j

to the relations between Church and State; (a) Si papa sit

Praaauitua.dt malug et per conssquens membra disbeli, non

hahst,puteatat-;.e id. ab glique sibi datum, nisi forde
(¥) Manifesto of Peasants, 1524 Robinson, Abr. Ed. of
Readings in Europesan Hnstory, pe 281,
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, Cassare, (B) Pest Urbanum VI, non est aliguis recipfendus in
papamm,asd‘witandnm‘eat more Graecorum sub legibus propriis,

(e) cahirw auriptufam‘a&oram ;st quod virl ecclesiastiei haheant
possa&aianeﬂ,~(&1,Pf&al&tu& excommunioand clericum, qul appell-
guit ad regem et a&d concilium regni, eo ipso est traditor
regig:em-rsgni@‘cé} Decimae sunt'purae elemosynae et pari-
chisni Pﬁﬂﬁﬁntvpraytér‘puccata gucrum praelatorum ad 1ibitum
suum‘éaa‘wuferrs, (t}‘Exnommunicatimﬁ’papae vel cujuscumque
praalatf non est timends, aulws eat censura Antichristi.

~ As omn he seen, there is a decided antipapai and

natienalistie tendenoy perveding these propesitiens. Such doc—
trineisintxuqnciﬁisnhn.Huat and hauamé widely diffused es-
pecial Xy among the ndgh&r-c1asaéa'in-80hamia‘ In the meantinme,
the frustration ef the hope of a reform of the Church from
witbﬁn& began‘to*telx en the minds of men. Their hope and en—
ergias'w&re‘turna&,in other directions, Ever since the time

of the Crusaders (4. Do 1100-1300) there had been a certaim
literary intercourse between Eurapa and the East. Neow the fa11§
of Constentinopke (1453) at the hands of the Turks eaused the

iomigration into Italy of many learned Greeks and Orientals,.
The re@ult was s renaissancs of classic peetry, philosephby and
art, the passion for which carried wway the learned world and

did meh te the rewvival of pagan pniitieal theories of the

(2) Hefele-Xnopfler, Kongileseh ichte, VII, p. 116 et.seq.
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.pso¥ute supremacy of the state,

A combinatien of these revived ideas with the teache
ing® of yarsi¥iuves of Padua and Wyoliff is noticeable in the
teachings of the reformers. Thus Luther says: "%ee now what
gort of wzchfiaﬁian‘dnctfina>ia this that the temporal power
is not zbove the Spiritualg and may not punish it., That is ¥ike
gaying that the hand shall do nothing to help, however grid—
yousty the eye may suffer. Is it not umnatural, not to say
unchristian, that ene memher may not helkp another, even to
ghiexd it frem destrugstion. The nobler the menber, the more
the qihera‘ara bound te helXp it. Thut&fare,‘I'tay,,forasmuch
as the témpqral power has been ordained by God for the chas—
tidement of the wicked and the proteeticn of the good, there—

fore we must let it exercise its functiens, unhampered, through-—

|
|

out the whele Christian bedy, without respect ef persons,
whather it strikes papes, bisheps, priests, monks, nuns or
whatewer olme®,> | |
ruther urged the liberation of the Church in Germany
from the exactions: of the Roman Court. He based this demand
on a-denial ef the traditienal distinetien befween the temperal|
and spiritual estates; for all Christians are spiritual, and
are prieats of Gad, an&‘pdpea and bisnups’are, like ather
Christians, aubject to the secular power ardained of Ged, The
sacond (bock) on the “Babylenian Captivity®* went atixx.furtner;‘

(= Luther, Address togthe German Nobility, (1520),.
< )'Rnbinaon, Readings, Abr. Ed., P. 269.
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n it he maintains: that the Catholic Church and its sacraments
_ero originally free, hut that they had been enslaved by pass—
ing under the ixrannyvafjthe Roman Curia. ®*By what rightW he.
oxclalms, “has the pepe given us laws? Who gave him the power
to bring into hendsge the freedom we have received in baptism?
1 assert thuﬁ‘neithargpre* nor bishop, nor any human being,
1as the right to bind & single syllable upon any Christian
pan, exeept with his own consemt; and whatever is done otherwise
is tyranniedlIY‘doneﬂﬂﬁ; o o
Luther made these statements in 1520, the year sfter
the desth of Maximilan. While the imperial dignity had been
steadirj‘ﬁoaing;its jnfiuenas hefore the riging tide of nstion-
alism, #till sueh menarchs almBenry VIII, of Englané and
FranaﬁéhI;af Prance, were now csndidates for the dignity. The
cermanx Electors, Jeatous of foreigners, offered the title to
Frederick of Saxony whe, however refused it, and Charles V.of |
Spain;wadreleqtad. Aa.empdror‘ha-waa.*ﬁdﬁocate and Protector®
of the Church as we have seen and was tharefore bound to up~—
hold and exeocute the deeimions of the Chureh. Hence, when
Luthers, .condemned by Reme, at the head of a procession of the
students and doaters ef the University of Wittenberg, publicly
burne@ the Bull of condemnation, he wa® naturally brought into
conf¥iet with the imperisl power. He was summoned to present
himseXf in the Diet of Worms (152%) in which the Emperor pre-

sided, In May of that year- the Rdiel of Worms was issued hy
(4) A+ Taylor Innes, Church and State, p. 113,

[
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_ne Emperory> condemning Luther end his dootrines. In parts
,f germany, however, it was not put into foree and in the diets
of Nuremburg in }582 and 1524 it was suspenied*e

There fellowed a flood of propagandistic Jiteratufe;
spreading abroad discontent with both pope and ewperor which
jiscontent culmingted in the peasants Revelt in 1525. This
zovement was,pélitical and religious at the sfame time and its
defeat olllged Lutherrto lean on the secular authekity. After
the Ediet of Worms the Emperor, ocoupied with other parts of
the am@irég.and a war with Frande, was absent from Geormany
untik IESQ‘ In his abéanae,:according tO‘tne*pféscriptiana of
the Diet of Worms, *a.goverﬁmant campasﬁdnof the Statez of
the Empire® should administer the affairs of state, The ma-
jority of the compenent members of this gcﬁarnment were Bupw
porters of Luther and hence the Yetter had an open fleld. In
the Diet of Nuremberg (1538-3) Hadrian IV, had promisged a real
reform of the Church and demanded that the Edict of YWorms
should he put Into exeeution. Nothing, however, was done until
the Diet of ﬂpéiré in 1536 when it was decreed that %subjects
should be governed in such a way that each person might be
redponsible for his mckiens heéfore God and his Imperial
Najesty*. This was a momentuous step for it meant the legal
toleration of the new religion with all it implied; in Protes—
tant States the camplete rejection of the popets authority

< (BYRobinson, op. @it., abr. ed., p. 274. |
(6)Raynald,n. 25; Beard, M. Luther, Ch. VII and IX. u
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Loth in spiritusl and tﬁmpdrul affairs. The principle of
scujus regiea, ejus religle™ had been adepted and many of the
”rinaesétonk advantage of it to impose the doctrines of their
;eligian nnzthair"cuthoiie\aubjects. As a consequence of this
crinciple and of the dootrines of the Reformation regarding
the pelation of the Church to the State, the Protestant princes
Jecame the administrators of the ecclesiastieal property in
tneir'territafy; and even the possessors since they believed
that the State wae suprama,in its territory. They were, henceﬁ‘
»1 the same time paiiticaimruﬁers and chief priests in their |
stahé;7r In;thiﬁéﬂﬁy waa admitted the principle of national
ohurchea}in~whicn.the guprenaay of the state was the dominant
features For the authority of the pope was substituted that
of the state which did not hesitate to Judge, condemn and
punish perseons en the charge of heresy in a way more despotie
than the Church ever adopted. Melancton could write in B530:
“Vidba‘post&a milte intolerabiYiorem futuran tyrannidem quam
antea unquam fuitw,8

Fram'lsiaszmingli had been propagating the new ideas
in territory prapared by the supporters of the Council of
Basls énd for a time there seemed inevitable u religious war

between the éifferent ecantons. With the peace of Kappel (1531)

(7} A Tayfor Innes, Ibid., Pe 134.
(8) Corp. Refe. II, Po 334; 360, 341.
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the variﬁusbswiaS‘statas agread that each should persevere in
\ne profession of its own oresd.

Tha’mofemant.iéd by Philip of Hesse (1528) against
the a&harhntﬁraf the ancient Church and especially against its
bigndp& had the-arf'e.’c:‘ﬁ. of bringing abeout a reconciliation bhe—
tyeen the pape and the empercr, the result of which was a
resolution of the Diet of Speirs favoring the Catholics though
recognizing the right of the princes of the new faith to. con-
tinae to prdiéaa:it ﬁntiﬁ_the'nmxt,generéx council, but on
condition that they should not attempt to spread the new doo-
trines in the meantime. At the =ame time, the freedom.. te.
praamidsycathdxia worship in the Lutheran states was guaran-
teﬁﬁ“fln‘xﬁﬁﬁs the emperér'Chariea.V, returned to Gerhany and |
tried in the Diet of Augsburg to secure peace and freedom for
the praatice of the Catholic Re}igion. He wam resisted in
thiarredarvd; however, by the German princes, many of whom con~
fiscated the property of the Church against his express wishes,

After~suma hesitatien, many of the princes in 18531
entered inte the sﬁalkaldic~neagae9 by which they bound them-
selves: ta matual help in came any of them was attacked on ac—
count ofvhis‘religiaua:apinien33 France and Bavaria soan joined
the ethers and when the Turks invaded Hungary in 1532, the

Empér@r'in,éore distreh&:turnaﬁjto the League, they offered to

(Q}A,Armgtrdng, The Great Events by Famous Historilans,
Voll. IX, p. 3l3s
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sive it on conditien that he should suspend all accusations

,nd processes against the Protestants in matters of faithhuntil
+ne next general councll or a diet might pronounce on the mat-
sor, This zraaty of Nbrimberg wa3 violated by the cccupation

of qurtsnbnrg by Phllip of Hesse and the Emperor had ito contend
with sn. alliance between PFrance, the Turks and England and, in
1535, Wurtenberg, Pomerania, Augusta, Frankfort and Hamburg,
joinaﬁithé alliéncn an&'sﬁxnny and Denmark later and in a
meetihg af the ﬁ&agua'hald:inuISS?; it wés decreed that anyone
wao toYerated the Cathelio religien in his dominions was an
accomplicea in prépﬁgéting idaigtry; In the meantime the
Cath&ﬁﬁa princes formed the Teague of Norimberg for defensive
purpoaiég“~1n 1839 the members of the Smalkaldic League de—
clared war but the &aclaratlen wag never carried into effect
beqause of the illnesa of Philip of Hesse, New zttenpts at re—
oonniriutian ware made and as the Emperor depended on the help |
of the Protnstunta in his rasistanoo to the Turks he was

obliged to make,rurthar*oonceaaiunﬁ. They obtained leave to
frégly'preaeh;thaifwdoctrinea~uven,in the Catholic territories.-
However, as the Reformers resorted to force on the Duchy of |
Bra&ﬁsahw&ig-wulfeubuttel'1n'1548; the Emperor was dravwn into
' the conflict and se broke out the War of the Smallkaldic Leaguse
‘in‘whieh the victoriees of the emneror brouvught temporary relief

to the Catholiosi®® e

e

(10y Armstreng, op. cit., P. 322.
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In all prezba‘bix‘f:'lty; if Charles had inown how to
.pofit by his vietory in 18547 over the 8Smalkaldic League in— _‘
stead of abuaing hls success, Germany would 8ti11 be GCatholic.
-owever, he immediately broke his agreement with the vope of |
joing nothing hurtful to the Church and made exorbitant demends
on ecalesiastical property. He even went so far as to compile »
an expoait‘imof ‘the disputed doctrines which the Protestants
.ore to be mmde accept until} the holding of a general council,
.1though the Ceouncilt of Trent had defined the doctrine of Jug—
-ificatien, c‘th-@f in his *Intemn of Augaburg®™ gives the
Lutnmn» vmim‘n | |
Undex Pope Julius III, the Emperer sought to get the
frotestants to nuh@it to the general Council eof Mnt, then in
session, but, <though for a time success seemed in sight, new
disturbances bmka aut énd much blood was spilled =and ecolesi-
astioal property destroyed,}¥ The resuit of these disturbances:“
was that the Catholie prelates were willingdte make peace at
any priee and An the Diet of Augshurg (1555) they resigned ail
Jurisdietion ovef the protestant subjeots in their temveral
possesaions am well as all claims to ecclesiastical property
taken from them by the Protestants,

The terms of the Treaty of Augusburgl® was nothing

(1X),eva, La pPolitiea Papasle Nella Controversia sull tIn~
term &t Augugts, in Revista Storica Itallana, Turine,
1894, p. 251.

(12)rastor, Hist. of the Popes; Mercati, Vol. IV.

(13\Robinson':ﬁmm*mous Historisns, Vol.IX, .'549
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qora Yhan an armistice sinee the Catholies could noi resign |
.nemgelves to the Yesses susfained by the Church and sought a
snange® in the laws of the state. in their regard. On the other
nand, the Protestants were not pleased at having their propa-
;andistim'uativiﬁiaa~restricta&; They insisted on the aboli-
tion: of the eoath taken by the bishops to the rore, In case of ;
thair demands being denied they threatened to refuge their heIp;j
spainst the Turks. Owing to an outburst of 1lively polemic
jiterature feelings hecame embittered and about 1580 a varty
aroge deatermined to deairuy\th& Cathelie Chureh, In this they
vere hacked by France, anxious to destrey the power of the Em—
peror and of Germany. The war hetween the twe parties bfeke

out in 1618, owing to the fact that on the territory ef an
scolesiagtioal pringee of Bohemia there had,ﬁeen erected a

ro testant Church against the existing laws: of the State, The
Bohemiams, aided by the German Protestants, revolted and were
defeated, Pemoe was not yet attained for Christian IV,of Den-
mark, Zngland and the TLow Countries came to the aid of the
Protestant cause, In 1629 theEmperor issued the Edict of Reetiui
tutien ascording to which the Treaty of fugsbury should be |
{strieﬁty‘adheraﬁ,to 80 tha£ the Calvinists were denied reli-
gions freedom in Germeny. MNoreover, the territories talten from‘
‘the Qatholics $m 1856 were to he restored. This latter PYro=-
Viaiﬁn;waa-aupo}itical migtake for it hit the interests of the

Protestant princes and producaed anew outbreak of war in which

—_ !




g

— y

98

e smperor was viotorieus but the war dragged on until the
pace of Testphalla was signed in 1648, (Contarini, Relazioni
dal congresso. di Munster, Venet, 1864.) In addition to the
f@rritoriak provisions of ‘this treaty it =g enacted thaﬁ
:;tholiﬂﬂaand.Pfoté&tants ghould live together in peace and on !
equal terme. They were each to have an equal number of members'\
on the imperlal tribunain In reiigious controvergies majority |
rule In the diet was no ronger to prevall but they were to ‘
settle the disvutes by peaceful sgreement. XA modus vivendi rew- j
garding the right to earry on propsgsnda wes found, The epis~
coral Jurisdietion in Ytemporal affairs 1In the secularimed terri—‘
tories ﬁa& abolished and as regards the secularized ececlesiap~ |
tical} oroperty, things were zllowed to remain as in 16<4, This
treaty, while anything but favorable to the church brought to
the exhaumted empire a rest frem bleodshed and contention,
igainat its provisions, Innocent X.protested but without any
practical affect since the papal bull of protest could not be
even published in the imperial} territory. ‘
Although the University of Paris condemned the new |
re}igious decotrines, and athough the French prelates held
synodsr which bfought about real reforms in the Church, the
Treneh kings, Franeis I.(¥1547) and Henry IY, (#1559) strongly
Supportad the Cerman Protemtanta vhile severely punishing the

adherents of the Reformation in their own kingdomsl? and
| (14)Tmite, D*Isrueli, Rudd, Great Events by Tamous Historiw.
ensg, Val, X, Pe 118, |
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ﬂharzes f1574) the new religion spread rapidily especially
snonget. the French nobility. 1In 1559, they composed the "Con-
ragaio Gallicana® and deoreed the penalty of death for the
sathotlese With the adhesion of the Bourbons znd Herry of
avarre, thej aoon beaame a rarty of great political importancef
petween whem and the CathoXiecs & horribly cruel civil war |
proke out In 156562, which. lasted fer thirty years and ended withj
tha Eaiect of Nanteaixﬁ ‘Thia Pdict guaranteed the Protestants
fuld religious liherty with the exception that they had still
to confarm to the religion of the state in such things as
matrimnniwl causes, the observances of feasts, etc, The poli-
tiea aardinal and minister of state, Richelieu took energetic
neaswur-es: against them, taking their principal seat, Rochelle,
conaequently, their power was greatly diminished as were their
numbers, for threugh fmar many conformed: to the Catholic re-~
ligion. Eoniﬁ,XIV,.C16¢3—¢7IEJArevoked the Zdict of Nantes and
those of them who were unwilling to embrace Catholicism had to
‘betake themselvese to the Low Countries.,l6

~ Though the‘Bmper@r Charles V.was held in high ner
sonal esteem in the Low Countries, nevertheless, during his
. reign the new doctrines had made great progress, Under his
. successor, Philip IX, (1566-98) the nobles led by William, |
Prince of Oranpe, I’Gbéﬁll&d.‘l? The disturbance was soon quelled.
(15YRobersonts Readings, Abridf., ch. XXlte
(16)8aint-3imon, Account of Revocation of Zdict of Nantes,

Roberson, op. ¢it., pe 38k.

| (¥7Yon SchilYer, Revelt &f the Netherlunds, CGreat Events,
— Vol., X, p. 83 1
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put broke out anew. In 1574 by the ®*Treaty of Gand® the vari- j
Ou,<praviﬁoea agresd to cust the Spanierds and in raat‘the
seven northern provinees by the Union of Utreet with William
as bead proalaimed themselves the Republic of Holland, Tillism
who, when invading the territory, had rroclaimed religious
freedom, in 1882 prehiblted the Catholie Cult and persecuted
its: adherents who numbered about one~fifth of the nopulation.
calvinism bBeeame the state religion and for a Iong time there
was no teleration for any other religion.

A2 we saw when treating of Wyeliff, there had already
been mp@¢a¢waﬁxoad.fn England. principles antsgonistic to the
organization and diseipline of the Catholie Church. The no—
bility had become infeated and the clergy having become wealthy
 had am a consequence faiYed in their zeal for souls. The State
hat¢ for a Yong time Lnterferéd in ecclesiastical affairs and
hena&;VWbén refused a dearee of divoree by Clement VII, Henry
YIIT, (1509~47) by a parliamentery *feat of Supremacy"l8, de~
‘clured‘himaelf the supreme head of the church in England. He
obliged his subjectm, both clergy and people, to recognize him
~ am such under oath and: treated their refusal to do so as high |
; treason. He thus breught the clergy under his despotie contrel,
' orderad the reading o¢f the bible in English and that the
f serviges should be oonducted in the same language., He did away.

with the. monasteriea great and small and appropriated their

(18) Robersonts Readinga, Abr., p. 306.
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) andSe (famquet, Henry VIII, and the English lfonasteries, VI.
24 gand., 1895.) Henry, however, could not be persuaded to
accept the Lutheran dostrines. "In England, however, as in-
jeed unfortunately in mowt kingdoms of Europe, arbitrary regal
government had at this time reached its height. The Tudor
uenry VIII.was perhaps more absolute than any sovereign on the
gnglish throne before or after him. He had no sympathy with
the feformatien and until his death it cannot be said to have
aven commenced in “ngliand. But he was led by circumstances
practically to substitute himself for the pepe er governor of
the Church, ! %thus the papal power in England even in matters
spiritual cmaaédhto‘funaticn; Under- hig nine year eld son and
suceessor, Edward VI, what was hitherte a schismatical church
devetoped into a reformed church with a new liturgy composed
under the diredtion of the Lutheran Crmmmer. For a brief
interval} under Yary, (1553-8) the papal supremacy in religious
~affairs wasa agaln recognized. Her successor Flizabeth was |
orowned sceording to the Catholic ritual but, though she swore
te preserve. that religien, nevertheless the papal supremacy was
- again rejected and the Thirty-nine Articles of belief were ap- ;
proved by parliament. ‘Sho'vigOrousry persecuted the catnolion.:i
who were almost wiped ou’t.“"‘!q‘l, Elizabeth, C. &.) ‘
| In Scotland the crown had for a long time conferred
the benefices with the result that they often fell into the

hands of umworthy priests. The nobility were poor and hence
(19¥ Church and State, Tayler Innes, v, 143, j

[ S—
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anxious: to partieipate In the menastic spoils which the Re—
formation seemed to offer. In 1557 the nobles united to form
+the Congregation of the Lord* (Monagraph of Bisghop Brown,
ronden, ¥896.) te uombuf-the CathoYic Church. John Knox, an
ardent Calvinist, stirred up the veople and u civid war broke |
oute The Earl of Rrran; regent for the young queen Mary Stuart
with the aid of France, defeated the adherents of the new re-
1igion whe were aided by England. In 1559 reYigious liberty
was granted te the Calvinists but they were not @bntent with
tnraaand en the death of the regent in 1560, the Scotish par-
1iament rejected the pepetw jurisdietion, at the same tinme ma.;
olaring confimcated al} acelesiaatical property. A vigerous
psreecution against the Catholic Church followed and in Y598 |
puritanism was declared the state religien. (Papa¥ Negot. withj
rary Stuart, Bd. in ¥90T.) |
In Yreland, on the other hand, though a large number
 acknowledged the king of Pnglend, and though the unrepresen~
_ tative pariiament of 1635 sccepted the religious emaftments
- of Henry VIII, which suppressed many monasteries and convents,

' the opposition of the people was too strong and they remained

f taithfulkto tbe‘papuay“ Under Rlizabeth, many of them suffered
death. fer their eonviections or had their property confiscated

f and their civil rights taken from them. Such repression, es-

. peaially since it eame from an English source, only infuriated

f th&>irish.wha rose in rebel¥ion in 1641 and though aided by
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;he pope and Spain were defeated. /nother attempt at rebeliion
in 1663 only resulted in the subjugation and depopulation of
the island under Cromwell. Under James II.and Charles II,.
there was a brief reaspite from persecution which was again
renewed: under Willlam of Orange and continued with brief in-
terval® antiY} the pasaing of the Catholic Emencipatien Bil)

of réas; (Meran, Cathelica of Ireland under the Penal Lawa,
rondon, I899.)

During this. same pariud‘tha Nordic kingdoms of Den—
nark, Norway and Sweden fell away completely from the Catholic
raligion and as a oconsequence frem the papa¥ jurisdictien, ‘

~white in eastern Furope, Poland, by the vilgilance of Xing ‘
| gigtamond ¥, (1543%-48) and the bisheps whe impeded the inxro—-j
duction of Iiterature propagating the new ideas, remained :
faithful to the pepe. Under Sigimund TT,(1548-72) all the sects
- made headway and in the *Pax Dissidentium®™ of Warsaw in 1573, 1
obtained freedom of woraﬁip. In Silesia, Behemia and Hungary |
fsuhjeéﬁ to the Grand Duke Ferdinand, the new ideas made progresQ
f for & time in spite of hiks afforta. Under Yaximilen II, (1564—{
‘76} they made gresater pregresg nt gained no solid feoting since
Rudelf IT.(1576-1633) and Ferdimand IT.(}619-1637) strongly
upheld the Cathelie religion. “whila the princes and nobles
- were the principal faators in prepagating the new religion in
| England, Germany and the Nerdie kingdoms, in Italy and Spain

the chamnel used to reach the people was the newly invented

R—
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printing“prﬂas‘ In these countries the state offered an ac-—
tige resistance so that those engaged in propagating the Re-
rormation bad to do so from outside. “Thether the governments
+ook this course from a reay desire to uphold the Catholic
raith er through poYitical expediency in order that their
kingdoiafmight not be divided into warring fuctions is not
eviéant; In any case, the results were the same,

In the prinocipal cities of Italy such as Turin,
Naptem, Florence, Ferrara and espeaially in Venice, there vere
mmereus followers of Luther with whom the Yaldesi of Piedmont |
end Calabria made common aause. They sought to difrusq the
writings of Luth@r and Melanthor, but the Ingquisition rendered
this Impossibdble. 'Bdaidas, the pope and the empegor were the |
sovereigna of the greater part of Italy so that ihe head§~of
the amal¥er states dared mot appose them. In addition, the
movement for reformation of the Church was procseding apace in |
znﬁjjniand other Ytalian oenters. (Biblioteea della Riforma.
- Italiana, Rema, 1883.) (Documentl Vatlicani contra I*Eresia
Luterana, Archivic della Socleta Romana di Storia Patria,
- Roma., 1887.%
' In Spain the reform movement within the Church was
| highty sueceasful. Tutherts works were vrohibited while those
" of the Rumaniste Iike Erasmus were eugerly read and for & time
 there seemed a tendency to bresk away from the old faith, but

-~ this was averted through the ecombined efforts of Paul IV.and
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of Phixip IT (1686-98).

‘xr we are to beliave such writers us Llorente (Hist.
critique de& Y*Inguisition d*Espagna, Paris, 1817) the tribunal
of the Incuisition was purely ecclesimstifal ana exercised tts
powerafin a moat oruel manner in the interests of the Church.
on the other hand, Lea, a Protestant (History of the Inguisi-
tion of Spain, New York, Y906) and Ranke in his “History of
tne Popesﬂarasinnlingd to believe that 1t was opurely civil.
1n reality 1t partook of the nature of both since the State
conferred on it eivi} jurisdiction and the Church the ecclesi-~
asticals It would saen that its eivil character was perhaps
nore predominant (Rodrige, History Veridera de la Inquisicion,
Hadrid, 18761‘ The Jews had by fiotitious conversions ad-
vanced. themselves to high poaitions of truat in the state and

" the Christiana in self-defence set up the Tnquisition to en—

sure. the asincerity of the converts. While it had the approval

1of Sixtus IV, it was nevertheless umed and abused when, and as

po¥itieal expediency required it o that this same pope had

' to set up a Grand Ingquisitor to superintend ite proceedure and !

jta«raaeime appeals from it, In 1820 it was suppressed by the

foivix power, PEven suah weighty autherities as Doliinger uceuse§

;it‘of having impeded the progress of science snd literature,

;though the faot remains that Spanish Yiterature had its golden

. age preeisely in the periled when the Inquisition was most

active, Be this a8 1t may, it certainly served the purpose
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of preventing the dissemination of the Reformation doctrines.

From thia brief review of European history during
this peried, we see that the papal authority is confined to
the south and west 1f‘w§ are to except Ireland in the north,
where it im 8tilY recognized but impeded in its exercise by
the PEnglismh masters of the country.
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CH4PTER XII

THE POST-REFORMATION PERIOD
: ok ook g

The gr@at atrides which the Reformers had made in
northern Burope made & reformation within the Church itself
ahsolutely necessary. The papacy had again risen from the
degradation into whieh it had fallen ana had become the center
of the‘appoéitian to the new doctrines giving the Church a
aoYid wity of direation in fhe eonflict. On the other hand,
the Ruforhers,rrom~want of this unifying force bhecame every

| day more and more divided and their efforts fel¥ short of the

~ alm propoasd, Puul,III;hmd.chaﬁcn the most learned and ex—

3 celrent men he could find for the work of referming and puri-

- fying the Chuxch®. Hn.oonvokid;tha Council of Trent for the

: same;purpése ahd not Yesa energetle in the same direction |
were Qulius ITT,{1550~6), Marcellus II.and Paul IV.(1555-9),
whe by niayélliance with Franee brought about an invasion of

' the papal astates by the Spaniards. The consequent hardships:

?whimh his sub jects had to endure made him hateful to them as

ithﬁy'oohﬂideradvnim the cause of their misfortunes. Pius IV,

i(lsss-vzy of sustere and saintly life, reformed the papal

' court and purified the éity of Rome from immoral practices {

. which had grown up in it. He entered inteo & treaty with Veniao?

! i

- againmst Turkey, causing John of Austria to be elected to the

aupreme command of the Chriatian forces, To him and his efforté
| (1¥ Pastor, Vol, IV.
‘ ‘ : ﬁ
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15 @ue the vietory of Lepsnto and through this victory the
preservation of the Coristial civilization in Europe. Gregory
;{111».(‘_1572—'8519 end Sixtus ¥, (1585-90) continued the work of
reform, The lamt especiall}y was an eble ruler who as soon as
elected introduced a Just and rigﬁroua.adminiatration into
the papal State which he purified from disorders and crimes
due. to bhrigands,

Aitndﬁgn the support of the Catholic states had been -
of immenae«aid.ﬁd thg popes. in the conflict with the reformers
and with the Turks, nevertheless such support was attended with,
‘dangar*tavthe Yiverty of the papacy itself, for such states
jofteﬁ pretended to have the right to veto the papal election
itself. (Sugmuller, Die Papstwahlbullen u. ¢, stastilche
Recht der ExcIvsion, Tub., 1893Y. Cimment VIII,(159<-1605)
found himsgelf in confliat with the Republiec of Venice which had;
- violated the Privilegium Pori and the ecclesiastical immunity,
prohibiting the olergy froy acguiring stable possessions or
buiding chuwrahes without the consent of the civil power. In
1!606 the pape placed Venice under interdiut. The Venetian
. clergy, the regulara exaapted, took no notice of the inter-

; dict which;would have been without avail if Francve had not
- interposed to make the Republie recede frem its positien. With
;Inn&aanx X.(1644-556) there is‘a stight reversion to the policy

i af the pope2 of the decadence since, though a man of exemplary
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privatQ 1ife, he alYowed himself to be influenced by his re-
1atives In matters of oivil and eeclesiastical government.
uynder Alexander VII.(1€655-67) the papacy was subjected to
oppressions at the hands of France.

The work of internal reform of the Church was greatly.

faci¥itated by the reealling of existing orders to their

‘primitdva disaipline and by the founding of new orders of which

the most important was that of the Jesuits, Of this order

Banke saya: *Huch a combination of s0lid knowledge ana un-

; tiring;z&ar,‘of gtudy and,efaquencn, of exterior richness and

" inaividusl mortification, of rapid and widespread diffusion,

" had not been witﬁesaad in the past nor have they yet been seen '

' in the wordé@&.* This new order formed the advanece guard of the

' Ghurch n her disputs with the prinees who had thrown off her

allggiance. In 1540: the Jesulta apread themselves throughout
the caﬂharic districte of Cermany and soen brought about a re- 3
form of Cathalie morals and.prmnwiémxﬁ (fonumenta Histewy Soc. .

- Jesu,, Madrid, 1894). Their labors were meconded by such

 princes: as Albert of Bavaria who in their respective territorie:

prohibited the €iffuaion of protestant literature and assisted
in the founding of elementary schools among their subjects.
The Austrian princes acted in common coneert in the sane dlrec—

tien, so that by 1643 the new religion hardly existed in aurepe

and Pohemia.
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As we have meen, Marsilius of Padua in his *Difensor
paﬂis# had maintained that all priests are equal and that no
one has authority over the others unless that authority has
been conceded to him by the emperor, who having given it, can

take it away. This germ of state abmolutism bore fruit in /)
thoge countries which followed the Reformation doctrines, In |
1554 England declared that the head of the state was also head |
of the Church and the same ideas prevailed in the other |
sroteatant countries for two oenturiascprecading the French
RevoIution. As we saw the Renaissance with its: devotion to
clagsia authora had done not a Yittle to prepagate the politi- |
cal ideas of Reme and Greece regarding the supremacy of the |
state, FEven in Catholkiec countries this tendency to regard

the atate as supreme even in spiritwal matters was quite. mani-
fest and Catholic sovereigna did not hesitate to claim and
exeroise despotic powers in aucﬁ matters, Every effort was
nade to rcatriai the authority of the pope end in sone countrie#
:ruferavaimed at founding natienal churches which should funo-
tion as governmental departments. This movement had its.
;origin‘in France but soon spread to Austria and Italy.

From the time of Philip the Fair (1285-1314) there
had exiszted in France a tendency to reeognize in the French
king- an authority in ohurch affairs much akin to that exercised
~hy the pope. Aa a consequence the French church often clalmed.

& certain independence frem papal authority and inasmuch as
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it was independent of the pope, it acknowledged itself subject
to the kinge Such claima were known as the "Callican Liberties"?.
Und.ér the absolute nonarchy of Louls XIV, (1643—
1715) there was grave danger of a schism for the king sought
ihe ald of the Frenéh clergy in limiting the authority of the
The cYlergy proved very plisnt. Bossuet in his %politics

20D @
prawn from the Yery Wordse of Holy Scripture%, thus speaks of

the royal power: |
wThe royal power is sbsolute. With “he aim of making
inis truth hateful and unsufferable, many writers have tried |
10 confound alsolute government with arhitré.ry government,
gut no two thing® could be more unlike, ag we shall show when
we come to speak of justice, ‘ | |
“’The prinee need render afeount of his acts to no
one I counsel thee to keer the king's commandnents, and that
in regard of the osth of God. Be not hasty to zo out of his
sipht: stand net en an evil thing for he doeth whatsoever
;leaseth hjfm..‘ where the word of a king is, there is power:
znd whe may ®ay unte him, What doest thou? Wheoso keepeth the
coumandment shall feel no evil +thingt'.? Without this shsolute ;
zutherity <the king cguid nelther do good nor repress evil., It ;
is necesssry that his nower be such that ne ane can hope to |

€scape h:l;ﬁx-, end 'finall:y, the anly protection of individuals

(2) mPoolesiamsticus, VIII, 2-5.
(3) Iobersonts Reazdings, Abridg., pe 376.
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cpainst the public authority should bve the'ir-innocence“*3
While this theory of an absolute state, limited as
it is by the Law of God, 1s not unreasonable, events in France
provd& that it Yeft iittle room for the exercise of the papal
powers The French clergy in Y68 in general assembly approved
the famous: *Clerl Galliecanl de Ecclesiastica Po testatet cone
taining the fellowing artie¥es: (Lrote et Deretz 3 Conecil,
recentiorun, Cellectiec Lacensgis, Frieburg, 1870, c. I and 7)
(ay The Chureh has ne auntherity in temporal affairs, and the
govereigns in such matters are abselutely independent of the
pope who can neither depose them, nor can he dispense their
subjects from their cath of fidelity. (b} A universal council
- has 1ts authority directly from Christ es the Council of Cen- t
stance has defined, is wuperior to the pene, for this council
' did not intend teo restrict ite definition to the peried of
' the western schism. (¢) The power of the pope is 1imited by
| the eanons. aseepted by the whole Church and the “¥egulas, mores j
at‘instituta a regno &t ecclesis Callieana receptat, (4) The
dogmatic definitions of the pope are only infallible after
g the church has adcept&d thenm,
| A royal decree ordered that they shculc be written
into the official recorde of varliament as in those of the

universities and that they should be taught in all schools;

the professors undertaking to do so under oath (Libertes de

(3) This footnote on preceding page.
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1'E51~ Gall, Paris, 15%6).

- In 1690 Pope Alexander condemned the articles, de-—
c1aring mall and voigd the acts of the clerical assembly of
1688« In 1693 the king was persuaded by Innocent XII,to re—
real them, but at the kingts death the parliament again approved
+nems Though their lepal force was short-lived, the ideas
underlying them persaigted and espeeiallirmapoleon. In the
vatican CounciY¥ they reoceiwed their death blow so far as
gaznokieSraré coneerned,

- Under the name of Febronius, Hontheim propagated
the game ideas regarding the relation of the Church to the
state in the Germanle Fupire, His hook "De Jtztu Fcclesiae
et Legitima potestate Pontifieis Romani Liber Singularis® ap—
peared. in Y763 and was immediately translated into French,
Itatian, Spenish and Portugese. His ideas are a modification
of the Gallican propositions relative to Church and State in

- go far that he attributes to the bishops instead of to the civil

authority the powers which he in commen with the Gallieans,

. denies to the pope. Aeccording to him, the pope is merely the
i executor of the decrees of the general councils and the de— ‘
| fender of the bishepa from unjust appressions. In the absende |
' of the tataYlty of the latter, he e¢an define doctrines of

faith and morals but the walidity of the popets definitions

' depends. en th&ir*&aaeptatian by‘the entire Church, While the

pope has the right to conveke councils and to preside in them,

[,
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sapal infallibiXity, papal Jurisdiction in the diocese of a
pishep to the detriment of that bishop, authority in things
temporal, the reservation of benefices, etc., aré 211 rights
usurped by the pepe and which the state can and sometimes

mgt ¥imit in thedir emercise, Though condemned, the doctrines
wére. put into practice by several princes. In Austria under
charle& VI, (1711-40) and under Narie Terese (1740-80Y the
galrican ldeas had got a firm footing. The Empereor, Joseph II,

(1780-90) sought to make the Church a department of government
vhich he might supervias and use Yike any other state departe—
ment. He subhjected papal and eplscopal decrees, alike, to the
royaY¥ *place&t®, abolished the reserved cases of consanguinity
within the realm and prohibited the asking of matrimonisl de—
‘pensations at Rome, He forbade religieus processions without
the permission of the civil authérity and gave the most minute
instruetiens for the celebration of the Liturgy. He abolished
ecolesiastical immunlty, took posmsesaion of all the churches
in the name of the state, substituted feur central seminaries
;farkthe:diqdeaan ones and in these of his own creation he had |
the Gallican doctrines: taught to the seminarists, Pius VI,
;went to Vienna in ¥872: to proteat, while similar protests |
 came»frquBa1gfum, whieh soon afterwards declared its inde-

‘pendence. (Die Regierung Jos. II in den Belg. Niederl., lleim,
|

!
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In Italy, especlally in Tuscany, the princes were
not very friendly to the Apostolic See in the XVIII.century
and they did. not hesitate to meddle in the affairs of the
churche. In Tuscany, which was dependent on Austria, laws
nosti¥e to the Ghurch wers promulgated under Francis IT,(173%—
67} and his suceesgor, Leopeld I.(1765-90). Through the efforts
of the hiahﬁp'of Pilstola, Seipioc Ricai, in a synod held in |
that oity the ciwil enactments were given a seeninsly canonical
sanetion, dbut eighty-five propositions approved by the synod
were later condemned by Piuas VI, in 1794, (Venturi, Il Ves-—
covar d1 Rical e la Corte Romana fino al sinido di Pistoia,
Firenza, }885_)
In §icily a peentiar state of affairs existed., 1In

1098, Urban II.had conferred on Robert, Duke of the Normans,

a svecies of papal legation. From that time on the Sicilian

- sovereigna were mccustomed te style themselves as papal legates

ana in virtue of this dignity, considered themselves as heads

~of the Church iIn Sielly. Only with the permission of the king

could the Pops send legates te 3icily, nor could the Sicilian

?biahnp&'taka part in a council outside the kingdom without
:the sovereignte permiassion, The king conferred ecclesiastical
;bene'ﬁaasp as he pleased, Hé delegated to a jucdge the power
~to mattle all ecclesiastical disputes in the kingdom, to annul

.the decreesm of the bisheps, to vieit and inspect religious
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nouses and to abaolve from aensures reserved to the vope.
rhe eplacopal authority was slmost suppressed wnile that of
the pope was very limited since his decrees were dependent on |
she good wik¥l of the king for their validity. The Sicilian
king was, henca,'a pope in his own territory and though the
sopes from the Ceuncil of Trent onwards were most active in
their protests, all their efforts to exercise an effective
Juri@diotion:in S1eily were fruitless until the Spaniards
took possesaion of the island in }748.

48 1s evident from the foregoing remarks, very criti-?
“egal was the positiaon of the popes in the XVIII.century. The
absolutigm of the civil powers was a eontinued menace to then.
Even the Catholic sovereigns: expected the pope to he their
ready servant in carrying out their absolutist dasigng in their;

own States as well as in their projects of conquest. The popes

sought hy means of concordats te regulate their exeessive and
arbitrary demands, but they had little secruple in violating
; ;thé‘terﬁa of the concordats when ocoasien required it. (Nussi,
Conwentiones de Rebus Ecclesiastieis, 1870)., Sometimes con- |
 cessiens were wrung from the popes which entailed great danger
for the Churoh, The consequence was that popes sgeeing them=—
selvea worsted in the politioal and &iplomatic arena, sought
;to-keep away from poritica and devoted their time and energies
to the spiritua) concerns of the Church. Clement XI found

himself in diffleulties with Frederiock of Brandenburg, who in

p W—
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1703 assumed the title of king and who deprived the Teutonic
order of the Puchy of Prussia. The seme pontiff in the Var
of the Spanish Suoaceasion (1701-14) was unfortunate in antag»-?
onizing both contendants and their supporters. Charles VI .
took the Duchy of Rome from Innocent XIII.(1721-4), Benedict
XIII,.was forced to recognize the right of presentati®n to
bishoprice en the part of the kingdom of Sardegna. Under
clement XII.(Y730-40) Spain and Naples broke off gll! relations
with Rome and ejected the papal nunaios from their territories
until a coneordat with Spail\established peace in 1737. Bene- ;
diet. XI¥ (1740-58Y% rioognizad the king of Pruasis, who had
usurped the property of thé Teutonic QOrder. ‘

| Mention has already been made of the active part

2 which the Jesuit order had taken in stemming the tide of the
Reformatian. They had been the most ardent defenders of the

. papaay and for this reason as well ag because of their defence

of the natives in the colonies of the Furopean poﬁers, they

~ had gained for- themselves the hatred of the despotic rulers

| of these countries, Hence, in the XVIIT.century all the ele-

? ments hostile‘to them and their ecause united to persecute

. them, Hosgtilities against them began in Portugal, and then

o
extanded to France and Spain, from whose colonies they were

. @riven in 1763. GYement XIII, (1768-G9) on whom pressure had

|
. baen brought to bear by the courta of Europe, had resisted,

;
! i
| ;
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put his suocessor Clement XIV. (1769-74) gave way and the order
was suppressed in 3774.4

(4) Brief of Sunpression, Bormann-Daniels, p. 124,

119 |
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CHAPTER XIII

THE FRENCH REVOLUTION TO THE PRESENT DAY
a0 ook 2 o o

From the time of Louis XIV.(1715) onwards, the French

’

court had become demnralimed; and in its train there followed

the demoralization of the nobility and the higher clergy, many
of whom had bean promoted to their high effice through the in-
riuence of relatives but without any inclinatien to discharge
the dirties of théir calling 2 It was the fusuion among the

nobles to deride averythina religious and even the lower clergy,

trained as they w ere in seminaries undar atate control, were ﬁ

‘not free from such an irraligious taint. The irreligious
‘literature from England and the rationalistic writings of the
@erman protestants had produced in the minds of the rank and

ifile the greatest contempt for authorlity and religien.

montesquien (£1755) in his book *Esprit des Loig®

had sdvocated the repubYiean form of government as preferable

,ito,that.of a corrupt menarchy. letaire, eduoated by an ir-
'freiigieun~though.priestly uncle, had imbibed naturalistic
ideas during his sojourn in England, He now sought by his

;&atiriaal wriﬁingaﬂto destroy Christianity and became, for his

efforts the idel of the corrupt Paris society.? Rosseau

¢1) The Ancient Recinme, Matthews, p. 1-30. ;

(3) Chureh and Clergy, Matthews, p. 41-5l. ’

(3) The rhifosophers, Cambridge jlodern History, Vol. VIII,‘
ps 1"’555
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(#1779} insplred by the same naturalistic ideas, propounded
his pqxitica1~doctfina of a social-democratic republic, The
state, according to him, had ite origin in a free contract he—
tween. men, by which each of the contractors renounced his in-
dividual right® in favor of the community of peorle who alone
posseas sovereignity and whe can therefore dispose of it at
w&lI.%(EOWall, The Eve of the French Revelutien, p. 274-721,)
In'a soclety whers such ideas hacd gained a firm foot-—
ing, there were already lurking the seeds of a revolution
which with unequalled violence sought te overthrew a political
 order rendered hateful by its absolutist excesses. The Ameri- ;
ean War of Independence (1775-383) had awakened in the op— |
pregssed French massaes the deasire of obtaining redress from
; their tyrannieal masters., aAs the corrupt nobility and clergy
| wérc!exmmpt from every tax, they were naturally the object of
the first outbursts of the popular hatred. In 1789 the depu—
- ties: of the whele kingdom had bheen called together tc find
means to meet the treasury deficit. Out of this assembly
emerged the "National Convention®* whiech by cenfiscating the
ecclesizstical possessions found the necessary finances to
& aveld the threatened bankrupiay'of the state. aAnimated by the
prevaiY¥ing ideas they went =till further end adopted a new
eonstitution which placed the civil power in the hands of the
' people. To the congtitution they added the *Civil Constitue

. tion of the Clergy™ which made the ecclesiastical organization |
J
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of the Church impossible and exterminated the religious orders.
rhe number of the dlccemes and parishes was greatly diminished,
the cathedral chaptera suppressed and the rone excluded Ifron
the appointment of bishops. The latter with the pastors had
+o swear fidelity to the TFtate and its laws, including the
«civil Constitution of the Clergy®* (Giobbie, La Chiesa e 1o
state In Franola durante la Reveluzione, Roma, 1905), The
great majerity of the French clergy rejected the oath and Pius
VI suspended those whe conformad to the civil law. The ex—
cesses ol the revelutionaries made the French reonle desire a
‘rea$0ratian of order and paved the way for Napaleon Bonaparte,
‘whe as First Consul in 1799, by establishing a military die-
tatorship, put an end to the reign of terror and re-established
the Catholic Religion in Frence.

One good effect of the French Revolution was the
Jahandonment of civil smovereignity en the part of the state
in religious matters. Though the Treaty of Augsburg recog-
,’gniﬂad‘the sCenfesgion of Augsburg¥® stil) reYigious telerance
;existed;in very few places, By the Treaty of Westphalila it
fwaa agreed that the dissidents might'worahip privately as they
Apleaaed‘< Frederick II, without giving }egal sanction to
CatheXiclsm, had proclaimed a general edict of tolerance.
}JbEQPhII.in.Austria»did Tikewise (Art. XVI of Austrian Const.)

80 that political tolerance soon hecame general in the Euro-
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pgan,atataa ag in the American colony of !=r.;laznd., Russisa
was the Yazt to aceept it in X908,

By the concordat of Y802, peace was reestablished
natween the papacy and France (Theiner, Hist. des deuxX concor-
dats en 1201, Mala,yﬁaris, 1889). By virtue of it the Catholic
religlon was recognized as that of the great majority of the
French people and the Church was guaranteed freédom of worahip
and organization. The Firat Consul was to nominate the
bﬁ#hup&; the pepe to confirm them (Arts. 4,5). The bishops
had to awear fidelity to the state before taking possession
of their sees (Art, 7). The churches were restored +to worship‘
- with the exception of those already alienated whose possessors é
} were not to be disturbed. The state on the other hand, was |
 to support the clergy. Napoleon made the concordat a law of
_ the state, but in doing so he attached seventy~seven “Organic
i.Articlas" which would have made the Church absolutely depen-

- dent an the state. Pius VII, who had made concessions to the
; extent of dimpleasing many French Catholics rejected the
froréanic;ﬁrtiore&* and immedimtely Napoleon annexed the papal
atates, taking the pope a prisoner to France., On the fall of
- Napoleon (1815) the Church regained peace. (Rinieri, Naroleon
. and Pluas VIII, 1804~-13).

Fronm 1792 the rewvalutienary French troops had

{ gradually succeeaded in conquering Italy, and in the wake of
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their conques’ followed the dissemination oi revolutionary
jdeate. As & result, there were formed in Italy a number of
indevenden® republies on the model of that in France. In 1798
even the papal states constituted themselves into the “Roman
Repubic*. In the firet decade of the YIX century Piedmond,
gavoy with the Roman Republic were annexed by France while

+the Cisalpine Republie with Venice became ihe nuclsus of the
Kingdom of Italy. The remsining states were rurccslied out

anmong- apeleents relatives so that the French completely doni-

- . | . ﬁw;
nated Italy. Wherever they were, cespolled the Church Iittle

leas under Napeleon than under the revelutionary regime. Na—

pnbeon?reaétahlished thechuroh in Forthern Itesly by & concor- {

‘dat with the pape, but as In France the “Organi@ Articles*

were ad&@d; making the Church the servant of the State. Cﬁemmij

Fri, Le Origink del Risorgimente Italisna, Milune, ¥906.)

The Congress of Vienna (1S814-EY &t which the ahle diplomat,

Cardinal Censalvi represented the pope, set up new boundaries

%o the Italian states and reinsteated the lawful sovereigns in

i
)
i
!
i

their‘étataa. Through the exertions of the latter the traces
of the revelutionary ideas were wiped out but, nevertheless,
@allican ideas still animated these sovereigns in their deal-—
ings with the Church. (Rinieri, Il Congresse ¢i Vienna e la
Santa Sede, Rema, ¥904,)

Fron the time of Danta there were those, who conscious




of common origin and Maving a commen lunguuce in “he Florentine
¢ialeot, natienalized by Dante, sought {to analganate the vari—
oug Ttalian statem in one politieal unit. The more srdent
spirite of the peried of which we speak had organized them=—
selves in secret societles {(Bianahi N., Docuu. Diplematici
sul¥a Quidstione Roumana, Turine, 1861) whose watchword was
synity, Liberty and the Independence of Italy*. Austria and
the papal =tates steod in the way. Ag the secret societies
were known to be hostile to the Church, the popes were very
suﬁpﬁcieua~of all movements apdnscred by their adherents for
bringing about the union of Italy whether within = federal
constitution or otherwise. StitY, the new Kingdem of Italy ‘
managed to take Lombardy from Austriz in 3869, Venice 1ln 1866, |
‘Napies was captured for united Italy in ¥860 and Rome and the
Papal States were annswed in 1870, so that Rome became the
oapital of the new kingdome
| Ke wag to he expected, the popes were not content

with Yosing the temporal possessions of the Holy See. The Law

of Guerantees had na-intarnatidnal ganction and hence the

movereignity of the pape is left dependent on the will of the

Italisn people who ¢an take mway what they conceded. (Seaduto,

Garentigie Pentifice e Relaz. fra State e Chiesa, Romz, 1881). |

thndm, arogse the "Roman Questien™ which since 1871 has been

i .
. felt by all Italians, whether libersel or clerical, to he =




to be & souree of wealnesm to the nation. How the Italian
;deal of an intagrél peninsule can he reconciled with papal
territorial independence, is a problem thet is occupying the
attentien of Mussalini and his government. In the meantime,
though the pope has never recognized ithe Baw of Guarantees
snd as & protést against the ocoﬁpation of Rome 81ill remains
a voluntary prisemer in the Vatican, yet in strange contrast
with the past Yiberal governmentz of Italy, the present govern—
ment, even in the most delicate situations, has consistently
meintained the most cerdial relations with the Church and has
actively aa-dperated in the prometion of meny meagures for the
gpiritual and morsl advancement of the Italian natiaon.

In Germany the Church suffered little less than
‘Franee and Italy during the paridd when Napoleon was in power,
‘The‘praperty of thalchurch was seculardzed and many dioceses
were suppressed. fQE;WSeaqlarizatione, Roma, 1906). The State
gought te predominate in ecclesisstical affairs so ithat the
‘bisbopa\were greatlly hampered in the supersisien of their
diccemes, (Goyan, L*Allemagne Religieuse, Lo Gathol., Paris,
¥o05, 1-4)s Still the secularization of the ecclesiastical

|property had some benefiecial results. The bishops, deprived

lof their temporal estates were free to devote their attention

L
/te. the spiritual interests of their diocese.

I

While the territories hitherto subject to the bishops

as theirs passed into the hands of secular rulers, these, often
: |
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protaﬁtantﬁ; not infrequently acted towwurds their new Catholic |
gubjectes according to protestent principles. lot a few of

them accepted the doctrine of an absolute union of Church emi
gtate and hence, believed that the education of the young was

an affair wholly within the province of the state. Even
catho¥ic princes, infected by ideas of Josephinism, differed
1ittle from their protestant neighhors in this regurd so that

in Germany the princes were accustomed to regard theuselves

as S0 many popes in their own territories. They claimed (a)

- the *jus reformandi®™ or right of defining on what conditions

the Church might exist in their deominiens. (h) The *jus
cawendi* or the right to take measures to Yimit the'axarcise

of ecolesiastlical authority and, hence, the *jus supreunae
vigi¥antise® or the right to watch over the internal end ex- |
éterhal Iife of the Church, te regulate the freedom of communi- |
‘cation with the pape, the helding of synods, processions, es—
{tabbishment of religicus houses, etc. The "jus cavendin
Itkewise embraced the ®jus placati regii* by the exercise of
fwhich all papal and episcopal decrees and documents had to

‘have the royal approval bafore being published in the kingdom.
Besides, the sovereign claimed an aetive participation in the
appeintments to eccleslastliocal offices., IMe claimed that the

eivil courte were, moreover, superior to the ecclesiastical

'in the case of appeal and that all ececlesiastical nroperty
i
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was ultimately vested in the State.?

48 a consequence of these theories, many dicceses
had been suppressed and many cathedral chapters abolished =o
tnat.genefal disgorder due chiefly to the prolonged vacancies
of diocceses, prevai¥ed. Some Catholics, habituated to the ex—
‘iating'r&gime;,daairad the creation of nutional churches inde—

pendent of all outside interference and in this desire they

were supported by their civil rulers. From 1817 there appeared

‘a growing tendeney to draw closer to Rome and many of the
‘prinnasfehtqred into coneordats with the papacy by which their
jralationa:with‘it were regulated, In consequence of the new
atate of things, 1t was rendered possible for the pope teo fill

?thé vaagant sees and thus faatore'qrderfin the dioceses,
1 , owing to a variety of circumstances, new life was

1 _

\indeed infused into the German Church in the seeend decade of

itha XIX.century. The irnsults of the Lutherans celebrating
i
the Feast aof Luther in ¥817, the founding of varieus Catholic

|
| ,
periedicals, as well as the result of the Disturbances of

[ ! “a

Cologne (1837-40) al} contributed to. awaken the Catholics to
“ '

la determined defensa of their rights and as x copsequencs,

‘the government was forced to considerably modify its attitude

,towarﬂs»tba chureh.’

| The activity of the meoret societies in spreading

Tiveral and revolutionary ideas was especially noticeable in

i
\
i
|
i

Prugsia and Baden, districts most hostile to the Chureh. 1In
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the Conference of Wurtzburg (1848) the German bishops drew
up: & common programme coungelling submission to authority and
at the same time demanding for the Church “full liberty and
independence®* in the exercise of its mission. They demanded
al#o that the coneordats, where they existed, should be
‘sﬁricthy observed. They claimed the right to teach in their
own schoels as also the right to erect seminaries and control
vthaﬁ. By its Constitution (1848-8Q) Prussia renounced all
claims as regards the contrel of the Church (Arts. 15; 16)
end granted full liberty of téaching (Art. 34). Hannover,
Nessau and Hagssla-Kassel were ineorporated with Prussia in
1886 and consequently abode by the existing constitution. The |
2peace thus obtained lazted until ra?r” when the Grand Chancellorﬁ
of the Empire, Bismark, sought by his famous Xulturkampft to |
Egain make the Church dependent on the State. By ¥887 its
provisions-were congiderably mitigated as to allow the Church
iﬁlorable Fiberty, though up to the end of the Great European
War it was hampered by the civil authorities.® In the revolu-
tien which then toek place the Lutheran Church was disestablished
@nd the new Constitution makes no distinction but allows full
freedom to all religious bodies.
o o

(4) Nusei, Conventiones de Rebus Eccles, 1870, p. 624 4t seq

(5 g RuSKOVdny, l.onum . Cath.,pro Independentia Potestatis

: Eocles. ab Imperie Civili, Vol. II.
| (6) Ruskovany, lonum, Cath., Vol. IV, pe. 884

NOTE: Footnotes 4 and B omitted from preceding page.
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}’ In Austria the Constitution of 1849 recognized the
indapéndenoe‘OI the Chureh in ecclesiastical matters. (Art. 2-—
gremer-Afuranredey. The state reserved the right of vigilance
over publie insiruction but religious instruction was entrusted
to the church which could open schoels if it desired. By
the concordat of 1885 the Church was forced to renounce part
of its indapendence, From }¥866 the liberals scug;ut to restrict
jthia Yiberty stil}l further and in Y874 a modified form of the

german KuXturkanft was put inte execution. The same hap

=

pendéd
in Hungary, where from the year 1897 there has been noticeable
& tendency in a oertain seation tovseparate themselves from
;Romag

| Switzerland was erected into a republic in 1798 and
;soon afterwards the Ohurch had to suffer the confiseation of
;her'property. From ¥830 the radicals and protestants who were
;inpower'opprassad it by foree. In 1834 the deputies in the
Conference of Baden agreed on fourteen articles which completely

7

i
‘guhjected the Church to the state.” Qwing ‘o the persistent

'infractiens of their liberty, the Cathelie eantons formed in
!ﬁ847 the "‘i’:imclerbunc‘z'*'-e for mutual defense, They were defeated
ﬁin &‘war»which they undertook in defense of their religious
:figbtm. The Federal Constitution of 1848 excluded the Jesuits

‘and Yike teaching orders from the country. Up to tae present

day religion does net figure in the curriculun of the Swiss

¢7) Raskovany, Monum, Cath., Vol. III, P. 251.
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As we have seen, the Church in France was in a miser—
sble conditien after the fall of Napoleon in 1815. Chsrles X
‘of the unpapdlar House &f Bourben, sought to restore it but
‘made the fatal mistake of coupling with its restoration the
;aetting up agalin of the eld and uhpopular regime. The revolu~
?tian of 1848 had not the anticatho¥ic character ef its prede~

cessor. From 1870 the radicals eame into powexr and have sought

by antagenistic legislation to uproot Catheliclsm in France.
EcBrEZZQIari G. La Francia dalla Ristoraziens alle Feruazione
\della Terza Republica, Nilano, 1908.) In ¥903 the religious

jorders were excluded from the slementary scheels and moset of

itbe raligious. were axiled, In r?@&m Church and State were
‘ ‘

‘declared separated and authorized the formatien of Associations

%ofrcult& These were condemned by Pius x;CAcma 8, 8edis, n. 9,
ﬁay but have sinee been approvad under s somewhat modified form
Mby the Holy See, The faot that the clergy and the expelled
[

'

religious behaved ag patriotically during the Greati War has
Eheen.a faotor in bringing ahout better relatiens hetween
{churcn and State Qin Ffancé}. The founding of the association
i@fvﬁkﬁntian Franoshas been somewhat of an obstacle in tuis re-
‘gard;( This assoclation has for its ainm the restoration of the

|
monarchy and is henece hostile to the Republice. Composed mostly
I
L

|

of Cathelics, the assoclation sought to use the Church to




further‘its own designs, In addition, i® seught to influence
ecclesiastical aprointuents by having its adherents prowmo ted
4o the epimecopal wees, Naking itself obnoxious to both Church
;and State 1t has been condemned by the present Pope. (See
ArticYe in November issue of the *Nineteenth Century" as also
'the reply of H. E. Card, Bourne in English “Universe®,)

- In the Low Countries the Constitution of 1815 was
}v:ery hostile to the Church o that the bishops vere obliged
éto'refuao.the‘aaﬁh of allegianca to it and hence were regzrded
:aa‘rebals.' The *Organic Articles®™ were extended to this
;country in 1816; the higher institutions of learning had ex—
}olusiﬁaly protestant professors; religious orders were for—
Abidden to take novices; priests were obliged to undertazke
imilitary training and those who refused the oath of allegiance
;w&re depogsed end impriaoned.
f In ¥825 the Catholic &chaols and seminaries were
:GIO&Qdiand their property confiseated, In ¥830: took place the
;févnrutian which resulted in the separation of Belgium from
gﬂallandw In the former country the Censtitution of 1831 pro-
claimed liverty of worship, of teaching and of association.
Rﬁlatlons with Rome have always baen friendly with the excep-—
|tien of the period 1878-34, in whlch neutral schools were
.intreduced but not frequented and diplomatic relations with

3R0me temporarily broken off. In Holland the Constitutien of

|
|
|
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;$848 proelalmed religious Yiberty and from 1889 Qutholic schools
;nad legel recognitidn. From 1905 they were given the protec—
‘tien of the government whioch, however, reserves ihe ripght of
fsiate vigirance.

| ‘When.Josaph.Napakean agcended the Spanish throne in

fﬁaaeg he immedistely éat,abaut'peraecuting the Church. ke

[
I

‘suppressed religious houses and #ought to lmpose the Gmllicmn

idoctrinesvmn the olergy many of whom he exiled. Ferdinand VII,
in 1814, repealed‘theée neasures but, nevertheless, acted
fdéapotiealry towards the Church. Persecutien and tolerztion

|alternated emch other in the peried which follewed. In 1845

!
[
f

8palin breke off relations with the pope and‘practically ull
jecolesiaatical property was confiscated. In 1851 was concluded ;

; ,
‘& coneordat by which the Cathelic Church hecame the state

lchurch and ita clergy were to be maintained by the nation. i

!

;With brief intervals of hostility, the relatiens between Church
@&nd State in Spaln have been and are consiatently good.s

ﬁ The conditien of the Church in portugal was much the
1 . ' ‘
- ;aame &3 that in Spain. The state sought to iInterfere in eacle—

siastical affairs especially under Maria da Gloria (1834-53)

t

when the regal "placet™ wam rigorousty applied. In 1910, the

ming abdicated and in 191Y the law separating Church and State
was passed.

; (8¥ Roscovany, lonum, Cath., Voel. XIII, p. 164.
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%it would be wgri nigh impossible to trace the reiatiors be—
|

In the American coloniea of the latter +uo e AT

tween Church and State since the severzl statez T +irr

LT e

i T
ﬁmotﬂd, talerated or persecuted the Church, accordir (v 4re

LI -
i . ' ‘

ipelitical party that held the reina of governic«ii., (. Lne
iwhoele, there was and is a tendency to state despotisu wore or

tlesu(re&trained by the conaordats entered into with ho..e.

| In the British Isles and in the Various de.endencies
|within the British Empire, the Church has been legally toleream
?tedisinse 1829. Great Britain maintaing & representative at
wthe papal court and the only disabil}ity thet remsins ror tuese
professing the Cathelic falth im the fact that the king must
beIang to the established church. However, it would seem that
’!ths Anglican church wi¥l soon be disestablished in which case
tthis would automatically disappear.

Q In the United 8tates the gtate remasins neutral in
the patter of religion, allowing Catholics the fullest freedon
hin this regard, though there is a tendency :ror it.:s state to

yintarfare:in the matter of edueation,
!
I

/4n the exercise of their religien. With the revolution of

In Russia the state religlon until 1914 was the

'Orthedax and thogse in communion with Reme were often hampered

JthB-&, all Christians alike have heen oppressed by the Soviet

”Government and things silll remain very unsatisfactory.




o | |
135

l To sum up, then, we have seen the Church merely
;taleruted when nat persecuted during the first three hundred
‘yeara of her existence, Nevertheless, it was able to adapt
itself to the conditions of the times, and progpered. It was
Sable to convert the harbarians who overthrew the great enmpire
1Which had oppresmed it. During the Middle Ages it remained
icxosely assoclated to the state directing and elevating it,
}réﬁtraining the despotism of rulers and serving as the bond

;of unien in the great Christian commenwealth,

*

been ost and varicus sects, intelerant of sach otherts ex-

Lastiy comesg the period when religiaus unity h=zs

'jidtenca, spring in*o tife., Impaired in her influence, the
Church has ®till a unique function in the State whether it

[ ‘
'in withstanding those dootrines disruptive of state and indi-

|
|

to the solution of social problems by her authoritative teach-

vidual morality alike, or in the contribution which she uzkes

iing which impels respect and acceptance on the part of the
1

reasonable citizen, not because he recognizes the binding

|

:

'autho”ity of her teaching, but because the intrinsic reason-—

;ahleneas of mocial dootrines zppeals to his sense of jJustice.
|

!
|




136

BIPLIOCGRAPHY I |

Ne Bot Critiesal notaaAragafding many of
the sources quoted In this thesis will
be found in Robinsonts YReadings in

Furopean HisToTy¥® GINN & COey < VOl
 Aeklokk

Adams;,G.‘ﬁ;, CiviYization During the Middle Ages, (New York,
Saribner, 1894,)

Adame, G. B., The Crowth of the French Nation. (New York,
Macmillan, 189%.)

Kdeney, Lord, The Greek and Eastern Church, Londen, Longman,
1904,

Aseton, Lord, Hi%torical Essays =nd 9tudies, Longon, Longman,
19208,

'
!

‘Acton, Lord Lecturss on Modern History, London, Longman, 1900.

Arzog, Manual of Universal Church History, 3 Vol., Fifth in- ‘
press., Cincinnatis (Clarke & Co., 1899.)

iAmmianu&»Maroellinna, History of Rome.

\ ‘
- Andrews, The Historileal Development of Modern Europe. (Putnam
‘ & son, 19004)

anti-Nisene Fathers. 10 Vol.
LAntonelli, e, La Dominazione Pontificia nel Patrimonio nepli
| ultinmi, 20 anni del reriode avigonese. Roua,

\ ‘ 1508,

' Armetrong, History of Charles V.; 2 Vol.,(New York, Macmillan,
o 190<..).

5Armstrong} The French Tars of Religion. (Xacmillan) ;

»Belzani The Popes and the Pohenstaufens. (Translated from
the Italian.) _

‘Baird; The Rise of the Huguenots in France. & Vol. (New York,
Seribner, 1883.)




157

' Beds, Yen, an:esiastical History. (Ciles,)

Beet The Esrlv Romen Eplsconate.

‘Belloc, He, The French Revolutio_, (Burna and Oaztes, London,
| 1918.)

'Belloo, H., Danton. (tongmun & Co., Londen, 19%g.)

}Bellao; Hes Robesbierre‘ (Longman & cn;,-Londnnt 19<1.)

Peatten, Wrans. S., A Partial Bibliography of Church History.

| (4llyn & Bacon, 1906.)

\

Batten and Knuffmun, The Modern World. (Allyn & Becon, 1916.)

Bingham, Selections from the Tetters and Dispatches of
Yapoleon I. 3 Vol. (lmemillan, 1884.)

‘Bismark, The Man and the Statesman. 2 Vol. (¥aemillan; 1883.)

3Boéley; The Church in France. (Constable, TLondon.)

1Bright Maris_Theresga, (Macmillan, London, 1897.)

,Bryoe, The Holy Roman Impire. (New York, IMacmillan, 1904.)
I
' Bryace, lModern Democracies. (0xford, Clarendon Press, 1902.)

Bruaeak, History of the Catholic Church, & Vol. (Benziger.)

‘Burke, U. R., History of Spain from *the Harliest Times to the
Death of Terdinand the Catholic, (Duffy & Jon,
Dublin, 1880.)

i

Bury, The History of the Later Roman Empire. (A. D. 395-800%
‘ (Mew York, l'acmillan, 1889.)

Bury; Catherine IT. (Macmillan, 1884.)

‘Gadmanr S Pey Chfistianity and the State. (racmillan.)

Cesareseo, Countess, The Liberation of Italy, (1815-70).
! (New York, Seribner, 1894.)

|
Cesaresco, Countess, Cavour. (New York, Scribner, 1898,)




N |

148

icaa&are,‘ggst Deys. of Papal Rome (1850-70). Anticlerical .

‘Caloott, Church and State in Mexico.

GaMbridge,'yodern Historve. (New York, Macmillan,)

cameniah Ce 3., Carlo Borromeo e la Contrareforua in Valtel-
Iina. (Coira, 1891.)

Garlyle, The French Revolution. Ed, by J. H. Rose, &5 Vol
(New York, llacmillan.)

iCavendiab. Cardimal Tolgey (lMorleyts Univ. Library).

caeconi studii Storiel sui Conciiii di Firenze, TFir. 1869,

churcn, Re Way The Beginning of the Miudle Ages. (London,
Macmillan, 1896.)

church;'R. ¥., St. Anselm, (London, Msemillan, 1895.)

Cipolli, Ve, La Cancelleris e la Diplematice Pontificia de
Siricio a Celestine III, Torino, 1900.

cobbet Tey Hlstory of the Protastant Reformation in Encglang
and Jreland. (Herder.)

jcruwford, Switzerland To-day. (Sanas and Co.)

creighton—Vandell, History of the Papacy from the Great Schisn
to_the Sack of Rome (1378-15<7). 5 Vol
(London, lLongmants, 1899,)

¢rivilucelo, A., Le Chisse Cattoliche ed i Tonzobzrdi in Ttalia.

' Darras, Church History, 4 Vol. (Ot'Shea, lNeu York, 1888.)

bavis, ¥, ™, C., Charlemagne, 1900, (MNew York, Putnam,)

iDtAlton, E. A., History of Ireland, 6 Vol. (Herder, 1906,)

Delarc 3t. Grepgoire VIT, et la Reforme de 1'Ecxlise au XTI
Siecle., (raris, 188%.)

‘Denifile, La Desolatien des Ezlises, lonasteres et Hopitaux
en_France, 1899.




B |

Denzinger Wneh&ridxon Symbolorum et Dafinitionum auae de

rebus Fldel el Yorum & Conciliis Cecumanieis et
Tummig Toniificibus Smanaverunt, .urzburg. (Tustet,
1894.4)

D111, 8., Roman Society from Nero to lMarcus furelius. (London,

Sangas & CO.‘ 1880&)

- DilY, S., Roman Society in the TLast Century of the T, Empire,
(London, Sends & Co., 1884.)

Dellinger, Fables Respectins the Popaes in the Middle Ages.

‘Washbourne, London, 1869.)

 Prane, lfother Theodosia, Knights of St, John., (flerder, 1899.)

Edmonds, Columba, The Farly Scottish church. {Tenziger, 1910.)

LY

Einhard, Life of Charlemagne. (Trans. by Glaister (London,
Fell, 18774y

Emerton, E., Introduction to the Middle Ages. (Boaton, Ginn &
Co., 1888,.) ‘

Fmerton, E., Medlaevsl Rurone. (Boston, Ginn & Co., 1894.)

' Busebius, Churah Higtory (Tfénsi by e: ¢iffert).

iFerretti, Ae, Canogsa~3tudfl e Ricerchi, Torine, 1887.

fFinke, Acta Concilii Constantiensie, Torino, 1896.

Fletcher. Cs Rey Custavus Adolphus and the Strugcle of Protes—
fant Existence, 1890. (Nlew York, butnam, 1901)

Fbakes~anokson, An IntroduqQtion to the Study of ﬂhrﬂstﬁanity

A. D. 590-1814.

5Fournier; Napoleon I. (Holt and Co., 1903.)

;
i

qurnier lLes. 0§ficialites au loyen-ape, (Faris, Holt & Co.,
1890,

FProissartl, Chronicles. (Tondon, Dent & Sons, 1906,)

nyTfe; History of Modern Eurepe. (Holt and Co., 1896,)




- .

| 140

- Gelton, Church and State in France (1300-1907)——snticlerical.

' gardiner, 3. R., Thirty Vearts Yar. (London, Longman,)

. Gardiner, James, The Enclish Church in the XVI GCentury.
| , (London, Hamilton and Co0., 1051.)

 Gardiner, Jemes, The Tollards and the Reformation (London,
| Longman, 1900,)

- Gardiner, Percy, The Crowth of Christianity. (London, Longman,
15964

\

|

. Gamquet, Card., Henry VITT and the English llonasteries. < VOl.
I (London, Hodges, 1895.)
|

' Gasquet, Card., Yonastic Life Before the Reformation. (London,
Houges, 1900,)

' gasquet, Card,, The Eve of the Reformation. (NBw York, Putnan
’ ’ 1901 ' ’

Gayet, La Grand Jchisme drOceident, & .Vol. Y896,

Gee and Hardy, Documents. of English Chuych Historv, (Macmillan;
‘ 1894;) ;

| ,
4Gerard' what was the Gunpowder rlot? (Cath, Truth Soc., London)
\

Gibbonts Decline and Fall of the Reman Empire. (Fenelon,
g Collier & sSon, [lew York,)

fGindley, Higtory ef the Thirty Yearts W@g. & Vol. (New York,
i ~ Putnam, 1884.)

:Glu&aan, Les Rapports du Pouvoir 9pirit. et du Temp. au loyen—
Age, Paris, 1890.

| ‘ o
‘Goldast, Menarchis Romani Fmperii, Frankfoert, 1688.

fereen, Je Pey, A History of the English People. 4 Vol. (New
York, .'essels, 190xa.)

Craenwood A., The FEmpire and the Papacy in the I"iddle Ages.
! (HOIt & CO., I\TQW' VOLK 18900-/

%Gragorvinus, Fe, History of the Clty of Rome in the IMiddle Ages.

i




|
141

iGrisar*, H; 9. J., Storie 4% Roma (Tradott. in Ital. di lercati)

1Gri‘awr, Hy 8. J., History of Rome and the Popes in the :"iadle
| Ages. (394-690). (Herder.)

Gress, Chas., Sources of nglish Wistory. (Sands * Co., 1930.)

Guizat, Collection des Wemoires relatifs a lt'"istoire de
Irance. (41 Vol., Paris, 18%5.)

Gugganbarger3 Ai, Cenerual History of the Catholic Church. 3

‘ Yol. (Herder,)

|

Guziotl, France (Nations of the Torld Ser.) (New York, Collier
‘ & COap 191%.4)

y@wwtkin; He Mo, Early Church History to A, D, $13. |

'Haller, Papathumund Kirkenreforme, wier Kapitel zur Geschichte
des Augchenden “"1ttelalters, Berlin, 1903. ,

| Herrisen, Frederic, The Meaning of Hiatouy‘ (Vew York, IMacmillan
1900.)

?Hauaar; Period of the Reformatien. (New York, Carter, 1885.)

'Hayes, C. A., Political and Social History of Modern Furope.

| a« Jole (Bell & Co., London, 19218.)

i‘Tiaﬂrze:n c. H;, Europe Since 18315, (Holt & Co., New York, 1896.)

Hnnuerson, E. F., Zistorical Docvuments, (London, Bell and Go.;A
1892.)

thdarann, Germany in the I’iddle Ages,. (New Vorl, Iolt and
‘ Coa, 1900.)

iEbfgenrothsr; Card,, Allemeine ¥irchengeschichte, 1884,

Hergenrother, Card., Tne Catholic Church in the Christian
| State. (Inge. Trans. out of nrint.)

jHinachius Decretals Pseudo-Isidoriang, 1863.

IHinacniua, Das Xirchenrecht der Katoliken und Protestanten in
Deuchland. 7 Vol. (1869-1397)

|
!




142

Fuillard-Brﬂoholles, Historiu Diplomatics Frederiei II. 6 Vol.!
1861 .

Innes, A. Taylor, Chupeh and State. (Clark, Edinburgh, 1914.)

?Ingram; History of Slavery and Saffdom, 12956, (Sands & Co.,
London, 19<0.)

Jaffe, Bibliotheca Rerum Germanicorum.

Close of the ''iddle /Ages (1500-1618.)
(Tondon, Paul, 1896-1903.)

|

1

|

|

}Jmnasen, Jos., 8. J., History of the German Feople at the
:

|

1

Jones ., R,, The Spiritusl Reformation in the XVI and XVII
Cenfuries.

Joyca, P., Short History of Irelsnd to 1608. (Duffy & Co.,
publin, 1904.)

Kendsll, Source Book of English History. (Wew York, Macmillan,F

¥och, Sanatio5 Pragmatica Germanorum, Illuatrats, irgent, 1789.

(Trans. irom the French hy Ve Daye) (Herder,.)
murth, La France Chretienpe dans 1tHlstoire, Faris, 1896. i

Kurth, Clovig, Paris, 1901.

Langen, Geschiehte der Romischen Kirche. 4 Vol,. Bonn, 1881~
1893,

1
1
\
|
|
|
|
2
1Knrtn, Godefreoid, The Church at the Turning Point of History.
|
i
1
{
|
|
\

Loz, H. Cey A History of the Inquisition in the l7iddle Ages.
(llew York, Herper, 1838.)

1ea, Tha TFormulary of the Papal Penitentiary in the XITI Cen-
tury, 1992. CNew York, Harper, 1389Y.)

' Lecannet, E,, L*Eglise de France sous la Troisleme Republigue,
Vol

Tecky, The History of Turopean lorals from jusustug to Charle-
magne. (Loncon, Longnan, 1877.)

5
I
1
1
\
i
|
?
\
l

L




:

143

'Lee, The Church under Queen Elizabeth. (Bondom, 1830, Snith
& Eiders)

‘Leger, L., Uistory of Augtria-fungary from the Earliest Times
to 1889 (Hillvs Trans, from the French). (London,
Rivingtons, 1889.)

CLilyy, W. S, Lhe YNeuw France. (Herder, 1913,)

'Lilly, W, 8., Idols Fori. (Herder, 191L.)

 Lingsrdts, History of fngland, (Grant, Edinboro, 1902.)

inowallxlﬁ. Je, Ihe Eve of the Revolution. (Houghton-iuff.in,
L 1892,

‘M&chiav&lli, History of Florence, (Bohn Library.)

Maoy sand Gannaway, Comparative Free Governuent., (New York,
Macaillan, 19004) .

Maguire, Pontificate of Piug IX. (New York, Sadlier & Co.,
o 1860@) )

;Maitland, 8. M., The Dark Azes. (Rivingtonts, Londomn, 1890.)

Mallet, The Franch Revolution. (Scribmer, fe@%,}

! . .
| Mann, Lives of the Popes. (Burns and Qates, London, 190G.)

fmann, Nicholas Breakspear, Hadrisn IV. (Herder, 1914.)

'Msnning, ‘Cerd., Works. (London, Burnsg and Cates, I894.)

| |

| Motthews., Select lNediaevel Decurents., (New York, Longaants,
! ERER)

| KeCaffery, History of the Catholic Church from the Renzigsmnce
' ta the Revolutions 2 Vol. (Herder, 1906.)

MeCsIfery, History of the Catholde Church in the XIX Century.
! (Herderts, 1¢10.)

}

'BeCarthy, Justin, History of our Qwn Times. (New York,

1 Scribner, 1902.)

NoCa®thy, Justin, Higtory of England in the XIX Century. (New
‘ Yorlc, Seribner, 1397.)




MoDonagh, M., Ihe Life of Daniel QtConnell. (Duffy & Co.,
Dublin, 1914,)

Membert, A History of Charles the Great. (New York, Appletan, | y
13884)-

MorfilY, Poland. (Putnam, New York, 1893.) < ‘
Morley, Rosseau. 2 Vol. (lMacuillan, 1891.)

¥un de, Cotra le Separation. 1906. |

Muratori, Annall di Italia dal Principle- del Ers Volpgare sipe !
21ll' Anno 1750, Menaco, 176l1.

- Oman, The Byzantine Empire. (New Yorlk, Putnam, 1803,) ;

OtConner, St. Ignatius Loyala. %

|
1
;Paator, Le, A History of the Popes from the Close of the ‘
| piddle dpes. 12 Vol. (Londen, Reegan, Faul & ‘
4 French, 18%8.)

1 ‘

| perikins, J. B., France under Louis X. 2 Vel. (Boston,
| Houghton, 1897.Y

Perkine, J. B., France under Richldeu and lamerin. (New York,
Putnam, 1886.)

| Phillips, Extinetion of the Anolent Hierarchy. (Herder, 1905.)

Plvuano, 8., State e Chiesa dm Berangario I, éd.srduino (885=— {
1015). (Torinao, 19034) |

! Proetz, Lanual of Church History. (Houghtan-fuffin.)

| plunmer, The Continental Reformatiom.

|
|
i?ollard, Henry VITI. (London, Joyant, 1902.)

| Pellen, Papal Negotiations with lary. (Bdinbore, 1900, Clark
j & Co.)

|

1

| Patthast, Wegweiser durch die Geschichiswerke des Europailgchen
€

|

|

divielaliers bis 1500. & Vel. (Berlin, 1675.)

|
, Remsay, The Church in the Roman Euwpire hefors A. D, 170, Lo
! (London, 1875.) a

[
!




' Ranke, L.,von,, History of the popes durinc the Las® Four Cene—
buries. T

|
i
|
\
r

jRiguat, Life of St, Patrick. (Herder.)

|Robinson, Resdings in RBurapean Historv. 2 Vol. (Ginn & Co.)

' Rbliingon, Development of Wodern Burope, < Vole (Ginn & Co0.)
|

'Rose, J. Ha, nge 3f Napoleonég‘ 2°Vole. (New York, lLacmillan,
: 1901

Rose, J. H., Revolutionary and Navoleonic Fra, (Camnbridga
Tress, 1884.)

Sabatier, Paul, Disestablishment in Frence. (Fisher-Unwin,
| 151049

Schapire, jodern and Contemporanecus History. (Houghton-
Miffen,) .

chardive, De Jurisdictione Imperii, Basik, 1556,

edgewlick, H. D., Ignatius Loyola.

S

S

Seely, J. R., Mapoleon JI. (Little, Brown and Co., 1900.)
]

i

|

l

l

I

|

|

i

|

|

% aigmbos, C., A political History of Zurope since 1814. (Holt
i & Goa, 1900.)

1
1
|
i
|
|
|
}
|
b
|
¥

hahan, Bishop, The Beginnings of Christianity. (Herder.)

8
Shahan, Bishop, The lliddle spes. (Benziger.)
8

Youne, W, Me, The Life of Napoleen Bonuparte. 4 Vol. (New
York, Century Co., 1901.)

| 8loane, Y. M., The French Revolution and Religious Reformation
(1789-1901). (Yew York, Scribner, 1901.)

Stang, Bishop, Martin Luther (Pustelt). 1906.
g

‘Yephens, W. R., Hildebrand snd His Times. (London, Longuan,
1898.)

Stephens, K. M., Histoery of the French Revolution. & Vol,
(London, Rivingtonts, 1592.)




l l
146

| $tilinman, The Union of Ttaly (18165-1895%. (Cambridge, Univ.
Press, 189%.)

 Stone, J. M., The Church in Eurepean History. (ilsrder, 1820.)

Stone, J. ¥., TheReign of liary I. (Herder, I901.)

 Btolkes, ;rgland and the Keltic Church. (Gill and Son, Dublin,
1807.)

- Symands, J& A., The Renaissance in Jtaly. 7 Vel. (New Yorlk,
Scribner.)

Symonds, J. A., The Catholic Reamction. 2 Val. (New York,
Saribners,)

Taine, The French Revolution. 3 Vol. (New York, Holt & Co.,
- 1385.)

, Tardiff, Histoire des Sources du Droit Ganonigue, 1887.

%Taylor, Life of Owen Roe Q'Neill (Fisher-Unwin). 1906.

‘Thayer, We Re; The Dawn of Ttalisn Indep ndence, (Boston,
. Houghion, 189%.)

- Valois, Lz France et La Grand Schisme dtQecident, Paris 1896.
; & Vol.

%Villari, P., 11 Comune dl Roma nel Medioc Evo.

iVilIari, P., The Barbarian Invasion of Italy. =2 Vel.

Van der Hardt, Magnum Qecumenicum Censtantiensis Concilium.
: .6 Vol

Walsh, J. J., The Thirtaeenth the Greatest of Centuries.
| (wath. Swamer Sche Press.)

Waterwworth, J., Canons and Deerees of the Council or Trent.
‘ (Washbourne, London, 1890.)

Watterich, Pontificum Romanorum Vitae ab Aequslibus Conserip-—
tane. < Vol

Wells, . Ge, Qutlines of listory (with Bellocts Re joinder).




147

Willivald, Life of 8t, Bonafage (Trans. by Robinzon)}. (Harwvard
University Press.)

Wendell, The France of To—#ay. (New York, Seribner, 1935.}

Worldts Greatest Events by Pamous Historisng. &2 Val.
(Natienal Alumni.} -

Workman, H. B., Persecution of the Early Chureh, (Londen,
Longman, 1908.)

Workman, H. B., Ihe Dawn of the Reformatien.

Wwyle, The Council of Censtance te the Death of Jehn Huss.
(Tongman, London, ¥200.,%




o
@

[ & ]

DOCUMENTARY SCOURCES, (Additional)

. Acta Apostolloue Sedis, Commentarium Officiale, -oma, 1909, s.s.

Analecta Bellandlana, ed, de Smed-van Hooff-de Backer,Taris-—
| Brux. 1882.

" Archivio cdelle Societs Rom. di gtoria Patrie, Roma 1877 ss.
Archivie Storice Ituliano, Firenze, 1842 as.
CBullitinoe delltIstituto 3torico Italiano, Houa 1821 s3.

Bullarium, Mzgnum Romanum a Lecne lisgne usque ad Benedictiun
‘ XI1I. (Ed. Barbarini-Speccia-Sacreti, Romae 1831.)

- Bullaril Romani Continuatio.
Hefele~Knopfler, Konziliengeschiecte, Zed, Frieburg 1873 ss.

Actm et Decrata 8. Gonciliorum Recentierum Cellectio, Lacenses,
! Fr‘ ib [ Y 1870-‘

Corpus Seriptoruwn Ececleslae Latinorum, ed. Vindouonze, 1866 ss.

' Fonti per la Storis dtItalia, Pubblicati dullrIstitute Sterieo
Ital, (Rouma, 1882, ss8.,)

|

!

| Regesta Pentificum Romanoruwm ab Condita Ecclesiz ad a, 1198 :
| eds II. Curantibus Xaltenbrunner-Bwalclorefeld,Lipsce

' Le Liber pantificalis, Texte, Introduction et Coummentaire
; L. Duchesne. (Paris, 1886.)

sar

Py

CMenumenta Germanliae Historiea, Bdit. Periz-~dWaltz, Dummler,
1 Barliin, 1826.

' Misselsnea di Storils Italiana, ed. per cura dellea Reputatione
di Storis patria. Torino, 1863, ss.

YMigne, Patrologime Cursus Cempletus, Patrologia Latina ab Aeve
\ Apostolico usque ad Innocentiwa III, Feris, 1854.
' Studii e Documenti di Storis e 4i Diritto, Prato, 1850.

e ok b s 996 3¢ e o e O o e ke ok A of: o K

FINIS
% Wk |




REFEREEGS'! REPORTS

— e — - — oy o m— o —— -

It is the practice of the Graduate School to
have theses read by three referees. If the first
two votes are favorable, the third reading is some-
times omitted. The Graduate Council regularly re-
commends for the degree all students who have a
mg jority of favorable votes.

Students are frequently required %o rewrite
portions of their theses because of the referees'
criticisms. This will explain why references %o
pages are sometimes inaccurate and why shortcomings
concerning which comment is made in the reports are
found not to exist.

—




o e

"HISTORICAL ASPECT OF THE RELATIONS BETVEEN CHURCH AND STATHM,

by James P. llontague

This thesis displays an extended study of the sources and
a careful selection of material. The author proves that he is
familiar with his subject and where interpretation of events
is required, manifests good judgement and. sound philosophy.

The perlod of time covered necessitates a rather scant
treatment of some important questions and the entire omission
of others. TFor example, we believe that the Constitution of
the United States will forever be a document of prime impor- |
tance in any adequate discussion of the question of Church |
and State, and the historical value of the controversary on
this topic carried on by the greaet Bellarmine can scarcely
be overlooked.

It is our opinion that this thesis should be accepted.

G. P, TWalsh, S.7.
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I have carefully read the essay submitted and I bvelieve it
should be accepted,

I would not like to recommend the article for »Hublication,

i
|
i
i

1

however, because the author quotes opponents of the Church, likﬂ
Bryce, Gibbon, and others, throughout, without commenting on thé
errors contained in the cuotations. Indeed, there is not enougt|
arcsumentation for the position of the JThurch whenever the

Churcih's "mistekes™ have been rather baldly stated. lorcover,

there are several typogravhical (at least) errors of spelling

and grammar, whioch give the impression of csreless vork. On

page 4% the author states that the "outcome justifies the means!

On page 135 he szys "religious uni'y has been lost™; since the

unity of the Church is one of its four marks, talis ousihit to be
gualified., The author cells Tollirnger "a welghty esutiority”
without comment. The esgsay is full of cuotations and anpears to

be a compilation rather than an original wori.

Sincarelyr,

William J. Murvhy, S5.J.
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