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which earned for him among his contemporaries the credit of
establishing its observance.! He who, as the legate Rolang
had nearly paid, under the avenging sword of Otho of Witj
telsbach, the forfeit of his life for his rude boldnegs at the
1mperial court, was little likely to abate one jot of the claims
which the church asserted on the obedience of layman apg
clerk; and he recognized too fully the potency of the canopg
of Lateran and Rheims not to insist upon their observance,
The very necessity under which he found himself, however,
of repeating those canons shows how utterly neglected they
had been, and how successfully the clergy had thus far re.
sisted their reception and acknowledgment. Thus when, in
1163, he held the council of Tours, he was obliged to content
himself with a canon which allowed three warnings to those
who publicly kept concubines, and it was only after neglect
of these warnings that they were threatened with deprivation
of functions and benefice;? and when, in 1172, his legates
presided over the council of Avranches, which absolved
Henry II. for the murder of A’Becket, the Norman clergy
were emphatically reminded that those who married in holy
orders must put away their wives, and this in terms which
indicate that the rule had not been previously obeyed.® Yet
notwithstanding this formal declaration, only a few years
later we find the Archbishop of Rheims applying to him for
counsel in the case of a deacon who had committed matri-
mony, to which Alexander of course replied that the mar-
riage was no marriage, and that the offending ecclesiastic
must be separated from the woman, and undergo due
penance.” The persistence of the pope, and the necessity of
his urgency, are farther shown by sundry epistles to various
English bishops, in which the rule is enunciated as absolute
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.nd unvarying ' and he takes occasion to stigmatize such
marriages with the most degrading epithet, when he oTa-
ciously pardons those concerned, and permits their restitn-
tion after a long course of penitence, on their giving evidence
of a reformed life.?

Yet even Alexander was forced to abate somewhat of his
stern determination, 1n consideration of the incorrigible per-
versity of the time, though he seems not to have remarked
that he abandoned the principle by admitting exceptions,
and that the reasons assigned in such individual cases might,
with equal cogency, be applied to the total withdrawal of the
rule. When the Calabrian bishops informed him that clerks
in holy orders throughout their dioceses committed matri-
mony, he ordered that priests and deacons should be irrevo-
cably separated from their wives; but, in the case of sub-
deacons of doubtful morals, he instructed the prelates that
they should tacitly connive at the irregularity, lest in place
of one woman, many should be abused, and a greater evil be
incurred, in the endeavor to avoid a less® This worldly
wisdom also dictated his orders to the Bishop of Kxeter, in
whose diocese subdeacons were in the habit of openly mar-
rying. He directs an examination into the lives and charac-
ters of the offenders; those whose regular habits and staid
morality afford fair expectation of their chastity in celibacy,
are to be forcibly separated from their wives; while those
whose disorderly character renders probable their general
licentiousness if condemned to a single life, are not to be
disturhed——taking care, however, that they do not minister
at the altar, or receive ecclesiastical benefices.*

' Post Comcil. Lateran. P. xvii. |lare poteris cum suis mulieribus re-
. 2, 6. manere, quia tolerandum est malom
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tales fuerint, quod timendum sit ne| carried with it no preferment.—Ibid.
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Alexander adopted the principle that a simple vow of chas.
tity did not prevent marriage or render it null, but that a
formal vow, or the reception of orders, created a dissolutio
of marriage, or a total inability to enter into it:! byt Celes.
tin II1. carried the principle still farther, and decreed that a
simple vow, while it did not dissolve an existing connection,
was sufficient to prevent a future one.?

Alexander did not confine himself to this portion of the
question, but with ceaseless activity labored to enforce the
observance of celibacy in general, and to repress the immo.
rality which disgraced the church throughout Christendom
—immorality which led Alain de 1'Isle, the “ Universal
Doctor,” to characterize the ecclesiastics of his time as
being old men in their inefficiency and young men in their
unbridled passions.? Alexander’s efforts were particularly
directed to put an end to the practice of hereditary priest-
hood, and 1ts constant consequence, hereditary benefices. If
I have made little allusion to this subject during the century
under consideration, it i1s not that the church had relaxed
her exertions to place some limit on this apparently incurable
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gisorder, or that the passive resistance to her efforts had
been less successful than we have seen it on previous oceca-
qons. The perpetual injunctions of Alexander show at once
the universality of the vice, and the determination of the
Pontiff to eradicate it. At the same time it became a fre-
quent, and no doubt a profitable portion of the duties of the
papal chancery, to grant special dispensations when those who
held such preferment, or who desired to retain their wives,
nderwent the dangers and expense of a journey to Rome,
and were rewarded for their confidence in the benignity of
the Holy Father by a rescript to their bishops, commanding
their reinstatement 1n the benefices from which they had
been ejected.) The power to grant such dispensations was
shrewdly reserved as the exclusive privilege of the papal
court:? and a high churchman of the period assures us that
there was no difficulty in obtaining them.? It need not,
therefore, surprise us that Alexander’s successor, Lucius 111,
found the hereditary transmission of the priestly office claimed
as an absolute right.*

This conflicting legislation, at times enforced, and at times
dispensed with by the supreme power, led to innumerable
complications and endless perplexity in private life. In-
deed, a large portion of the canons are founded on responses
given by the popes to settle cases of peculiar difficulty arising
from ignorance or neglect of the discipline enjoined, and
many of these reveal extreme hardship inflicted on those who
could be convicted of no intentional guilt. Perhaps the most
noteworthy instance of the troubles caused by the new regu-
lations was that of Bossaert d’Avesnes, which resulted in a
d@perate war to determine the possession of the rich pro-
vinces of Flanders and Hainault. As it illustrates the doubts

Gtirald. Cambrens. Gemm. Eccles.
Dist. 11. cap. V.

¢ Consuetudinem introductam quod
filii eorum qui vestras ecclesias tenue-
runt. . . . patribus . . . consecutl,
sub reprehensibili collusione volunt

: IIP%SL Coneil. Lateran. P. xIx.
T ta 3,4, 5,6, 7,9, 10. — Can. 10,
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bere, ete.—Lucii. PP. [II, Epist. 88.
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which still environed these particular points, and the con.
flicting decisions to which they were hable, even from g,
infallibility of successive popes, 1t may be worth briefly
sketching here.

When Baldwin of Flanders, Emperor of C{ms;ta.lznzinopl.3
died in 1206, his eldest daughter Jane succeeded to his berri.
tories of Flanders and Hainault, while his second child,
Margaret, was placed under the guardianship of Bossaert
d’Avesnes. Bossaert was a relative of her mother, Mary of
Champagne, and though he held the comparatively insignif.
cant position of chantre of Tournay, he was yet a man of great
repute and influence. With the assent and approbation of the
estates of Flanders, Margaret and Bossaert were married, the
issue of the union being three sons. W hether the fact of his
having received the subdiaconate was publicly known or not
is somewhat doubtful; but he seems at length to have been
awakened to a sense of his uncertain position, when he went to
Rome for the purpose of obtaining a dispensation and legiti-
mating his children. Innocent III. not only refused the
application, but commanded him to restore Margaret to her
relatives and to do penance by a pilgrimage to the Holy
Land. Disregarding these injunctions, he lived openly with
his wife after his return and was excommunicated 1 conse-
quence. At length Margaret left him and married Guillaume
de Dampierre, while Bossaert was assassinated during a second
visit to Rome, where he was seeking reconciliation to the
church. When at last, in 1244, the Countess Jane closed her
long and weary career by assuming the veil at Marquetté,
without leaving heirs, the children of Margaret by both marrt
ages claimed the succession, and Margaret favored the youngeh
asserting, without scruple, that her elder sens were illegitl
mate. The difficult question was referred to St. Louis for
arbitration, and in 1247 the good king assigned Flanders 10
Gui de Dampierre and Hainault to Jean d’Avesnes, thus T?ﬂﬂg'
nizing both marriages as legitimate. This, of course, satisfied
neither party. Innocent IV. was appealed to, and 10 1248 he
sent commissioners to investigate the kmotty affair. Theﬁ
reported that the marriage of Bossaert had been contract®
in the face of all Flanders, and that the d’Avesnes were legit
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mate, which judgment was confirmed by Innocent hi i

1952. Thus fortified, Jean d’Avesnes zesisted thehlplfz;gség
partition, and a bloody civil war arose. The victory of
Vacheren placed the Dampierre in the hands of theiryhalf
brothers, and promised to be decisive, until Margaret called
. Charles de Valois, bribing him with the offer of Hainault
to complete the disinheriting of her first-born. The war con-
tinued until Louis, returning from the East in 1255, compelled
the combatants to lay down their arms, and to alj)ide by his

arbitration.'

Yet even the resolute spirit of Alexander III., dismayed at
the arduous nature of the struggle, or appalled at the ineradi-
cable vices which defied even papal authority, at times shrank
from the.contest and was ready to abandon the principle. If
We may believe Giraldus Cambrensis, who, as a contemporary
fntimately connected with the highest ecclesiastical authorities
m-England, was not likely to be mistaken, and whose long
sojourn at the court of Innocent 11I. would have afforded him
ample opportunities of correcting a misstatement, Alexander
had once resolved to introduce the discipline of the Greek
cl_lur.ch in Western Europe, permitting single marriages with
virging. To this he had obtained the assent of his whole court
except his chancellor Albert, who was afterwards pope unde;‘
the name of Gregory VIII. The resistance of this dignitary
was so powerful as to cause the abandonment of the project.®
Alexander, indeed, was not alone in this conviction. Giraldus

1 Ty
4 D’Oundegherst, Annales de Flandre,
H_ap._ cur,—Baluz. et Mansi T. 1.—
C];rmil}lplnm. Lib. 1. ¢. 88.—Grandes
roniques, T. IV, pp. 339-42.

2
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80olesi us, consensu quoque totius
‘Firginiﬁ de desponsandis wunicis et
sl Sicui more Gracorum statuere-
quod idu de Alexandro tertio dicitur,
qum in Statuere propter pericula,
illins Et::'_-‘-'ﬂl_dﬂntah ecclesia ex voti
pm“ldub}ssmne cognoverat tanta,
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animo decreverat; tota ecclesia Ro-
mana in hoc consentiente prater
abbatem cancellarium, qui vir erat
singulari quadam austeritate notabilis,
qui et postmodum tamen tertius ab
Alexandro est papa creatus et Greg-
orius quartus vocatus. Ob cujus
dissensum solius tam utile tanti patris
tamque discreti propositum, peccatis
exigentibus, non fuit effectui manci-
patum. — Girald. Cambrens. Gemm.

Eccles. Div. 1. cap. vi.
The “Gemma’” was the favorite

work of its author, who relates with
pride the approbation specially be-
stowed upon it by Innocent I11.



- 338 GENERAL LEGISLATION,

himself was fully convinced that such a change woy)g ®
most useful to the church, though as archdeacon of St David's
he had displayed his zeal for the enforcement of the cangy },
measures too energetic for the degeneracy of the age, ang
though he occupies, in his “Gemma Kcelesiastica,” twenty.qps
chapters with an exhortation to his clergy to abandon#their
evil courses.! Men of high character did not hesitate to tg}e
even stronger ground against the rule. The celebrated Peter
Comestor, whose orthodoxy 1s unquestioned, taught publicly
in his lectures that the devil had neverinflicted so severe a blow
on the church as in procuring the adoption of celibacy.?
These were but individual opinions. The policy of the
church remained unaltered, and Alexander’s successors emu-
lated his example in endeavoring to enforce the canons.
Clement III. took advantage of the profound impression
which the capture of Jerusalem by Saladin (Oect. 1187) pro-
duced on all Europe, when the fall of the Latin kingdom was
attributed to the sins of Christendom. He preached a general
reformation. Abstinence from meat on Wednesdays and Satur-
days for five years, and various other kinds of mortification
were enjoined on all to propitiate a justly offended Deity, but
the clergy were the objects of special reproof. Their extreme
laxity of morals, their neglect of the dress of their order,
their worldly ambition and pursuits, drinking, gambling, and
flocking to tournaments, and the unclerical deportment which
left ittle difference between them and the laity, were some of
the accusations brought against them. To their incontinence,
however, was chiefly attributed the wrath of God, besides
the measureless scandals to which their conduct exposed the
church, and they were commanded to remove all suspected

- — P

" Yet so hopeless was this well-

| * noctibus prinsquam corpus Christl
intentioned attempt, that Giraldus is
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willing to let off his recalcitrant clergy
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communion. “Qui igitur in immun-
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dos exhibeat, ut vel tribus diebus et

vas custodiat.”’—Ibid. cap. vil:
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Dei circumvenit, sicut in vol

emissione.—Ibid. cap. Vi.
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females from their houses within forty days, under pain of
suspension from their functions and revenues.! That these
rebukes were not the mere angry declamation of an ascetic is
shown by the declaration of Celestine III., a few years later,
that throughout Germany the custom still prevailed of fathers
substituting in their benefices their sons, born during priest-
hood, so that frequently parent and offspring ministered
together 1n the same church ;? and the extent of the demorali-
gzation is evident when we find the sons of priests and deacons
alluded to as a class ineligible to knighthood in a constitution
of Frederic Barbarossa in 11872

Yet, with all his ardor, Clement admitted that celibacy was
only a local rule of discipline, and that there was nothing
really incompatible between marriage and the holy functions
of the altar. The time had not yet come when the counecil
of Trent could erect the inviolable continence of the priest-
hood into an article of faith, and Clement was willing to
allow that priests of the Greek church, under his jurisdiction,
could legitimately be married and could celebrate mass while
their families were growing up around them.*

Innocent I1I., who, by the fortunate conjunction of the time
in which he flourished with his own matchless force of cha-
racter, enjoyed perhaps the culmination of papal power and
prerogative, at length brought to the struggle an influence
and a determination which could scarcely fail to prove de-
cIsive on any question capable of a favorable solution. By

' De incontinentia vero clericorum,
unde ira Dei contra nos maxime pro-
Vocatur, et scandala gravissima inter
cleram et populum excitantur, apos-
tolica auctoritate firmissime pracipi-
'S, ut omnes suspectas personas de

1192, Odo, Bishop of Toul, deplored the
wickedness of monks who left their

monasteries and openly married. All
such he excommunicated, with their

' wives and families.—Statut. Synod.

Odon. Tullens. cap. vi. (Hartzheim,

domo et procuratione sua, infra quad- Biid 456).
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340 GENERAL LEGISLATION,

his decretals and his legates he labored assiduous] Y to enforee
obedience to the canons, and when, in 1215, he SUmmoneq
the whole Christian world to meet in the fourth counej of
Lateran, that august assembly of about thirteen hundreg
prelates, acting under his impulsion, and reﬂecting his tri.
umph over John of England and Otho of Germany, spoke
with an authority which no former body since that of Niemg
had possessed. Its canons on the subject before us were
simple, perhaps less violent in their tone than those of former
synods, but they breathed the air of consecious strength, and
there was no man that dared to openly gainsay them. A more
rigid observance of the rules was enjoined, and any one
officiating while suspended for contravention was punishable
with perpetual degradation and deprivation of his emoluments.
Yet the rule was admitted to be merely a local ordinance
peculiar to the Latin church, for, in the effort made by the
council to heal the schism with Constantinople, the right of
the East to permit the marriage of its priests was acknow-
ledged by a clause visiting with severe penalties those who
by custom were allowed to marry, and who, notwithstanding
this license, still permitted themselves illicit indulgences. The
disgraceful traffic by which in some places prelates regularly
sold permissions to sin was denounced 1n the strongest terms,
as a vice equal in degree to that which it encouraged; and
the common custom of fathers obtaining preferment 1n their

own churches for their illegitimate offspring was reprobated
as 1t deserved.'

! Ne vero facilitas veni@ incenti- | maxime obtentu pecuni vel alterits
vum tribuat delinquendi: statuimus, | commodi temporalis, pari subjaceant
ut qui deprehensi fuerint inconti- | ultioni. ‘ol
nentiz vitio laborare, prout magis aut Qui autem secundum regionis KU~
minus peccaverint, puniantur secun- | morem non abdicarunt copulam Gm:;:
d}lm canonicas sanctiones, quas effica- | jugalem, si lapsi fuerint, graviu® pu:;s-
cius et districtius preecipimus obser- | antur, cum legitimo matnmuuw?n
varl, ut quos divinus timor a malo | sint uti.—Concil. Lateranens. IV.can.
non revocat, temporalis saltem poena | 14. in
a peccato cohibeat. Ad abolendam pessiman, o te-

Si quis igitur hac de causa sus-|plerisque inolevit ecclesis, cﬂrrﬂgni-
pensus, divina celebrare presump- | lam, firmiter prohibemus, 1€ ca[fanici
serit, non solum, ecclesiasticis bene- | corum filii, maxime spurl o ui-
ficiis spolietur, verum etiam pro hac | fiant in scularibus ecclesiis, X gi ;
duplici culpa, perpetuo deponatur. bus instituti sunt patres etc-—

_Prelati vero qui tales preesumpse- | can. 31.
rint in suis iniquitatibus sustinere,
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There is nothing novel in these canons, nor can they in
strictness be sald to constitute an epoch in the history of
sacerdotal celibacy. They enunciate no new principles, they
threaten no new punishments, yet are they noteworthy as
marking the settled policy of the church at a period when it
had acquired that plenitude of power and vigor of organiza-
tion which insured at least an outward show of obedience to
its commands. The successive labors of so long a series of
pontifts, during more than a century and a half, carrying
with them the cumulative authority of Rome, had gradually
broken down resistance, and the Lateran canons were the
definitive expression of 1ts discipline on this subject. Ac-
cordingly, though we shall see how little was accomplished
in securing the purity of the priesthood, which was the
ostensible object of the rule, yet hereafter there are to be
found few traces of marriage in holy orders. That was recog-
nized as inadmissible, except in those countries which lay on
the frontiers of Christendom, and even in them it was virtually
extirpated long ere the close of the century.



XXI.
RESULTS.

THE unrelaxing efforts of two centuries had at length
achieved an inevitable triumph. One by one the different
churches of Latin Christendom yielded to the fiat of the
successor of St. Peter, and their ecclesiastics were foreced to
forego the privilege of assuming the most sacred of earthly
ties with the sanction of heaven and the approbation of man.
Sacerdotalism vindicated its claim to exclusive obedience:
the church successfully asserted its right to command the
entire life of its members, and to sunder all the bonds that
might allure them to render a divided allegiance. In theory,
at least, all who professed a religious life or assumed the
sacred ministry were given up wholly to the awful service
which they had undertaken: no selfishly personal aspirations
could divert their energies from the aggrandizement of their
class, nor were the temporal possessions of the establishment
to be exposed to the minute but all-pervading dilapidation of
the wife and family.

If these were the objects of the movement inaugurated by
Damiani and Hildebrand, and followed up with such unre:
lenting vigor by Calixtus and Alexander and Innocent, the
history of the medieval church attests how fully they were
attained. Tt is somewhat instructive, indeed, to observe that
in the rise of the papal power to its culmination under Inno-
cent III. it was precisely the pontiffs most conspicuous f.br
their enforcement of the rule of celibacy who were likewise
most prominent in their assertion of the supremacy, tempoml
and spiritual, of the head of the Roman church. Whether 0!
not they recognized and acknowledged the connection, the¥
labored as though the end in view was clearly appreclatei
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and their triumphs on the one field were sure to be followed
by corresponding successes on the other.

Vet in all this the ostensible object was always represented
to be the purity of the church and of its ministers. The
other advantages were either systematically ignored or but
casually alluded to. If the results which were thus kept in
the background were attained, what was the effect with regard
to those which were held out as the sole and sufficient reason
for reforming the great body of the church, and resuscitating
the all but forgotten law which opened an impassable gulf
between the ecclesiastic and the layman?

One warning voice, indeed, was raised, in a quarter where
it would have at least commanded respectful attention, had
not the church appeared to imagine itself superior to the
ordinary laws of cause and effect. While Innocent II. was
laboring to enforce his new doctrine that ordination and
religious vows were destructive of marriage, St. Bernard, the
ascetic reformer of monachism and the foremost ecclesiastic
of his day, was thundering against the revival of Manicheism.
The heresies of the Albigenses respecting marriage were to
be combated, and, in performing this duty, he pointed out
with startling vigor the evils to the church and to mankind
of the attempt to enforce a purity incompatible with human
nature. Deprive the church of honorable marriage, he ex-
claimed, and you fill her with concubinage, incest, and all
manner of nameless vice and uncleanness.! It was still an
age of faith; and while earnest men like St. Bernard could
readily anticipate the evils attendant upon the asceticism of
heretics, they could yet persuade themselves, as the Council
of Trent subsequently expressed it, that God would not deny
the gift of chastity to those who rightly sought it in the
bosom of the true church. Thus, despite the divine warning,
they were resolved deliberately to tempt the Lord, and 1t
remains for us to see what was the success of the attempt. -

' Tollede ecclesia honorabile connu- | concubitoribus et omni denique genere
lum et torum immaculatum : nonne | immundorum ?—Beyllaﬂl Serm. Ixvi.
:Bplt?s fam concubinariis, incestuosis, | in Cantic. § 3.—This series 18 under-
“Winifluis, mollibus, wmasculornm | stood to have been written in 1130.
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It is somewhat significant that when, in France, the rule
of celibacy was. completely restored, strict churchmen shoulq
have found it necessary to revive the hideously suggestive
restriction which denied to the priest the society of hig
mother or of his sister. Even in the profoundest barbarisy
of the tenth century, or the unbridled license of the eleyent],.
even when Damiani descanted upon the disorders of hig coui
temporaries with all the cynicism of the most exalted ascetje.
ism, horrors such as these are not alluded to. It is reserved
for the advancement of the thirteenth century and the ep.
forcement of celibacy to show us how outraged human nature
may revenge itself and protest against the shackles imposed
by blind and unreasoning bigotry. In 1208, Guala, Cardinal
of St. Martin, Innocent’s legate 1n France, rssued an order
in which he not only repeated the threadbare prohibitions
respecting focariee and concubines, but commanded that even
mothers and other relatives should not be allowed to reside
with men in holy orders, the devil being the convenient per-
sonage on whom, as usual, was thrown the responsibility of
the scandals which were known to occur under such circum-
stances.! That this decree was not allowed to pass into speedy
oblivion is shown by a reference to it as still well known and
in force a century later, in the statutes of the church of Tré-
guler.? And that the necessity for it was not evanescent may
be assumed from its repetition in the regulations of the see
of Nismes, the date of which is uncertain, but probably
attributable to the close of the fourteenth century.® At the
same time, we have evidence that Cardinal Guala’s efforts
were productive of little effect. Four years later, in 1212, we
find Innocent formally authorizing the prelates of France t0
mercifully pardon those who had been excommunicated under
Guala’s rules, with the suggestive proviso that the power thus

J er-

' Moneantur quogue ne matres vel | years earlier, makes the same asuﬂﬂp
uxores, aliasque conjunctas personas | tion (Gemma. Eccles. Dist. I
secum habeant: cum quibus etsi nihil | xv.).

g2Vl criminis feedus naturale existi- ns, O 32
mari permitiat,tamen frequenter, sug-  Bku, Eﬂﬂlas'd T{f“{’fﬁm.
gerente diabolo, cum talibus noscitur (Martene et Duran ;

: ; it.
fuisse facinns perpetratum.—Constit. 3 Statut. Eccles. Nemausens. Ti

Ga.lltnia cap. 1. (Harduin. T. VL. P. 1. | vi1, ¢. 5 (Ibid. 1V. 1044).
P-1975).—Giraldus Cambrensis, a few
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conferred was not to be used for the purpose of extorting
aphallowed gains.! Still more significant is.the fact that in
the same year Innocent dispatched another legate, Cardinal
Robert, duly commissioned to renew the endless task of puri-
fying the Gallican church. Guala’s efforts would seem to
have already passed into oblivion, for in a council which
Cardinal Robert held in Paris he gravely promulgated a
canon forbidding the priesthood from keeping their concu-
bines so openly as to give rise to scandal, and threatening
the recaleitrant with excommunication if they should persist
in retaining their 1mproper consorts for forty days after
receiving notice.’

The clergy of France were not exceptional, and, unfor-
tunately, there ¢an be no denial of the fact that notorious and
undisguised illicit unions, or still more debasing secret licen-
tiousness, was a universal and pervading vice of the church
throughout Christendom. Its traces amid all the ecclesiastical
legislation of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth centuries
are too broad and deep to be called into question, and if no
evidence remained except the constant and unavailing efforts
to repress it, that alone would be sufficient. National and
local synods, pastoral epistles, statutes of churches, all the
records of ecclesiastical discipline are full of it. Now de-
ploring and now threatening, exhausting ingenuity in devising
new regulations and more effective punishments, the prelates
of those ages found themselves involved in a task as endless
and as bootless as that of the Danaide. Occasionally, indeed,
it is lost sight of momentarily, when the exactions and usurpa-
tions of the laity, or the gradual extension of secular juris-
diction monopolized the attention of those who were bound
to defend the privileges of their class; but, with these rare
exceptions, it may be asserted as a general truth that scarcely
@ synod met, or a body of laws was drawn up to govern some
local church, in which the subject did not receive a prominent
Position and careful consideration. It would be wearisome
and unprofitable to recapitulate here the details of this fruit-

" Innocent. PP, III. R ' . | isi 1318, S5,
A W S = Iibo Yy, Concil. Parisiens. ann. 1=13,
Epist. 113, i g 4 (Harduin. T. VL P. 1. p. 2001).
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less iteration. Without by any means exhausting the almogt
limitless materials for investigation, I have collected a fopp;
dable mass of references upon the subject, but an examinatiop
of them shows so little of novelty and so constant a recurrence
to the starting point, that-no new principles can be evolyeq
from them, and their only interest lies in their universality,
and in demonstrating how resultless was the unceasing effort
to remove the uneffaceable plague-spot.!

Nor is it only from these sources that are to be collected
the evidences of the open and avowed shame of the church,
The Neapolitan code, promulgated about 1231 by the en.
lightened Frederic II., absolutely interfered to give a quasi
legitimacy to the children of ecclesiastics, and removed, to a
certain extent, their disability of inheritance. The imperial
officials were ordered to assign appropriate shares in parental
property to such children, notwithstanding their illegitimacy,
conditioned on the payment of an annual tax to the imperial
court; and parents were not allowed to alienate their pro-
perty to the prejudice of such children, any more than

! One reference, perhaps, may be

licee matris corpus in ostentum duo-
allowed, from its comprehensiveness.

citur et contemptum.’” The sincerity

When, in 1259, Alexander IV. sought
to check the licentiousness which
shamelessly paraded the concubines
of the clergy before the faces of the
people, he did not hesitate to attribute
to the dissolute ecclesiastics all the
evils under which the church was
groaning. “ Per tales maxime nomen
Dei Domini blasphematur in terris:
per tales derogatur sacramentis fidei
orthodox#, cum vasa Domini pollutis
eorum manibus profanantur: per tales
ergo perdit religionem Catholicam de-
“votio reverentiz Christian : pertales
decipitur populus in divinis, et eccle-
siastica substantia dissipatur. Hine
detrahitur verbo Dei, dum immundis
labiis talium nunciatur: hinc heretici
mussitant et insultant: hine tyranni
s@viunt: hine perfidi persequuntur:
hine grassantur audacius in Christi
patrimonio sacrilegi exactores, a qui-
bus, proh pudor! ob hujusmodi carnes
putridas, quas disciplinalis mucro non
resecat, sicut decet, sincerum Catho-

of his conviction was manifestqd by
his ordering the prelates of Christen-
dom to prosecute all such offences
with the utmost severity under the
canons, and, as the only way to render
this effectual, he forbade all appeals
to Rome in such cases, thus surrel
dering the power which had cost hlia
predecessors so many struggles 10 ;Gf.i
tain. — Chron. Augustens. ani. 1
(Freher. et Struv. [. 536-7). :

This Bull cansed considerable stq‘;
Many prelates were stimulated byﬂ:_
to reform their flocks, and large 1t o
bers of ecclesiastics were expelled frﬂﬂ_
the church. A contemporary rhym :
ster, Adam de la Halle (better kﬂtl;:ls
perhaps as Le Bossu d’Arras),
alludes to its effects :-—

encosa
Ehzg?izigil?bp:np;clers desposad-=—

—Romme a bien le tiarchﬁ partie
3 amntls.
Des clers fais sers et Moy en

(Michel, Théat. Fran. atl
Age, p. 23.)
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cases of the offspring of lawful wedlock.! The numbers and
influence of the class thus protected must indeed have been
great to induce such interference in their favor.

The direct encouragement thus given to these illicit con-
nections, by providing for the children sprung from them,
contravened one of the principal modes by which the church
endeavored to suppress them. The ‘innumerable canons
igsued during this period, forbidding and pronouncing null
and void all testamentary provisions in favor of concubines
and descendants, prove not only how much stress was laid
upon it as an efficient means of repression, but also how little
endeavor was made by the guilty parties to conceal their sin.
As all testaments came within the sphere of ecclesiastical
jurisdiction, 1t would seem that there should have been no
difficulty 1n enforcing regulations of this kind, yet their con-
stant repetition proves either that those who were intrusted
with their execution were habitually remiss, or else that the
popular feelings were in favor of the unfortunates, and inter-
fered with the efficacy of the laws.

A single instance, out of many that might be cited, will
llustrate this. In 1225 the Cardinal-legate Conrad held, at
Mainz, a national council of the German empire, of which
one of the canons declared that, in order to abolish the cus-
tom of ecclesiastics leaving to their concubines and children
the fruits of their benefices, not only should such legacies be
void, but those guilty of the attempt should lie unburied,
and all who endeavored to enforce such testaments should be
anathematized.? The terrible rigor of these provisions
shows how deep seated was the evil aimed at; nor were they
uncalled for when we see a will, executed in 1218 by no

: : Eﬂns_tit. Sicular. Lib. ur Tit. 25, c.
—"Quia filii clericorum in paternis et

maternis bonis vel rebus, pro legitimo

dafgctu natalium, jus successionis

ROM hahore o ea qua per successiu-
nls ere non possunt, jure locatio-

I 4 Nostra clementia recognoscant.’’
15 possible that Frederick’s legis-

:ztﬁm Mmay have attracted attention
ch '€ Irregularities of the Neapolitan
urch, for in 1230

dresseq

an encyclical letter to the |

Gregory IX. ad- |

prelates of that kingdom * prasertim

super cohabitatione mulierum ;7" and

two years later he deemed it neces-

sary to repeat his admnonitions.—
' Raynaldi Annal. ann. 1230, No. 20.

2 Concil. Mogunt. ann. 1225, e. d.
This council was assembled to check

' the prevalent vices of concubinage

and simony, and its elaborate provi-
sions show how fruitless previous

efforts had been.
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less a personage than Gotfrid, Archdeacon of Wurzburg, iy
which he leaves legacies to the children whom he confegseg
to have been born in sin, and of whom he expects hig rela.
tives to take charge.! Had any earnest attempt been magde
to enforce the canons of the Legate, they would have heep
amply sufficient to eradicate the evil; yet their utter ineff.
ciency is demonstrated by the council of Fritzlar in 1246
and that of Cologne in 1260. The former of these was helg
by the Archbishop of Mainz; 1t has no canons directed
against concubinage, which was as public as ever, but it
deplores the dilapidation of the temporalities of the church
by the testamentary provisions of priests in favor of their
guilty partners and children, and 1t repeats, with additional
emphasis, the regulations of 1225." The latter renews the
complaint that priests not only continue their evil courses
throughout life, but are not ashamed, on their death-beds, to
leave to their children the patrimony of Christ; and another
provision is equally significant in forbidding priests to be
present at the marriages of their children, or that such mar-
riages should be solemnized with pomp and ostentation?
The following year another council, held at Mainz, repeated
the prohibition as to the diversion of church property to the
consorts and natural children of priests;* while that regard:
ing the solemnization of their children’s marriages was re-
newed by the synod of Olmutz in 1342.°

! Puernlis etiam quos in peccato

tired of attempting the impossible.
generavi, ne ad illicita cozantur ope-

In 1284 the Council of Passau,in a

ra, lego maiori XX. marcas, etc.—

(Guadeni Cod. Diplom. II. 36.) Not a

few testaments of this kind are pre-
served.

? Concil. Fritzlar. ann. 1246, can.
xi. (Hartzheim, IIL. 574).

; Concil. Coloniens. ann. 1260,
C. 1.

* Concil. Mogunt. ann. 1261, can.
xxvil. xxxix. (Hartzheim, III. 604,
607). The latter canon is very pro-
lix and earnest, and inveighs strongly
against the “cnllaginm,” or payment
exacted by archdeacons and deans
for permitting irregunlarities. The an-

thorities apparently grew gradually

series of long and elaborate canons,
contented itself with a vague thfelﬂt
of prosecuting priests who Publ.w.f
kept concubines, and with prnhlbil:
ing them from ﬂstentﬂ.thuslj'. ;HE
brating the marriage of their chil rgx-
—Concil. Patav. ann. 1234, can. 1%
xxxi. (Ibid. pp. 675, 679).

5 Synod. Olomucens. anu. 134121;
cap. viii. (Hartzheim, IV. 333)-1 o
1416 the synod of Breslau dep 't:’tall
that the old canons were furgi; .
and despised, and that priests e
not ashamed to bequeath tO e
bastards accumulations of prﬂf s

which would form fit portion
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We have already seen ecclesiastical authority for the
assertion that in the Spanish Peninsula the children sprung
from such illicit connections rivalled in numbers the offspring
of the laity. That they were numerous elsewhere may be
presumed when we see Innocent IV., in 1248, forced to grant
to the province of Livonia the privilege of havingthem eligi-
ble to holy orders, except when born ¢f parents involved in
monastic vows,' for necessity alone could gxcuse so flagrant
a departure from the canons enunciated during the preceding
two centuries. A similar conclusion is deducible from the
fact that in the municipal code in force throughout Northern
Gesmany during the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries,
they were deemed of sufficient importance to be entitled to a
separate place 1n the classification of wehr-gilds, or blood-
moneys; while the aim of the lawgiver to stigmatize them is
manifested by his placing them below the peasant, deeming
them only superior to the juggler;* and that this was not a
provision of transient force is clear from the commentary
upon 1t 1n a body of law dating from the end of the four-
teenth century.® Nor is the evidence less convincing which
may be drawn from the use of the old German word pfaffen-
kind, or priest’s son, which became generally used as equiva-
lent to bastard.* It would not, indeed, be difficult to under-
stand the numbers of this class of the population if ecclesias-
tics in general followed the example of Henry III., Bishop of
Liége, whose natural children amounted to no less than
sixty-five.5

3 Richstich Landrecht, Lib. 1. e. 25.

¢ Michelet, Origines des Loix, p. 68.
This popular phrase gives point to

lofty nobles.—Synod. Wratislav. ann.
1416, § 1 (Hartzheim, V. 153).

How thoroughly it was deemed a
matter of course for the children of

eccleaiastips to marry well, and have
gno!d duwrl‘es, is to be seen in Chau-
Cer’s description of the wife of “ dei-

nous Simekiu,” the proud miller of

Trompington—

A Wif he hadde, comen of noble kin .
i‘:}fiil;rﬂﬂn 0f the toun hire father was.
g ire he yaf ful many a panne of bras,
F that Simkin shuld in his blood allie.
€ Was yfostered in a non nerie, ete.

—The Reves Tale.
' Baluz. et Mansi I, 211.

. Specul., Saxon. Lib. nr. art. 45.

the story told by Henri Estienne of
a German ambassador to Rome, to
whom, on his farewell audience, the
pope gave a message to his master,
commencing, “Tell our well-beloved
son”—The honest Teuton could not
contain himself at what he took to be
a flagrant insult, and he interrupted
the diplomatic courtesies with an
angry exclamation that his _nublﬂ
master was not the son of a priest.—
Apol. pour Herodote Liv. 1. chap. 1.

5 This admirable prelate, after en-
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As time wore on, and the clergy, despite the Innumergh),
admonitions and threats which were everywhere showered
upon them, persisted in retaining their female Companiong
they appear, in some places, to have gradually assumeg thé
privilege as a matter of right; and, what is even more .
markable, they seem to have had a certain measure of SuCCess
in the assumption. Phe pious Charles the Lame of Napleg
whose close alliapce with Rome rendered him eager in everyj
thing that would gratify the head of the church, about the
year 1300 imposed a heavy fine on the concubines of priests
if they persisted in their sin for a year after excommunica-
tion. This law, like so many similar ones, soon fell into
desuetude, but in 1317, under his son Robert the Good, the
justiciary of the Principato Citra undertook to put it into
execution. In the diocese of Marsico the clergy openly re-
sisted these proceedings, boldly laid their complaints before
the king, and were so energetic that Robert was obliged to
issue an ordinance directing the discontinuance of all pro-
cesses before the lay tribunals, and granting that the concu-
bines should be left to the care of the ecclesiastical courts
alone. These women thus, by reason of their sinful courses,
came to be invested with a quasi-ecclesiastical character, and
to enjoy the dearly prized immunities attached to that position,
at a time when the church was vigorously striving to uphold
and extend the privileges which the civil lawyers were sys-
tematically laboring to undermine. Nor was the pretension
thus advanced suffered to lapse. Towards the close of the

joying the episcopate for twenty-seven | ping himself up in the Franclac;ﬂ
years, was at length deposed in 1274 habit on his death-bed. For ages : 3
by Gregory X., at the council of robe of the monk had thus 355“"3;:
Lyons, in consequence of the com- | the fears of the dying sinner, but lt ':
plaints of his flock * super deflora- | merits of St. Francis gave P 1'ﬂl
tione virginum ac aliis factis enormi- | virtue to this claim upon his EE?thd
bus.”—Mag. Chron. Belgic. protection, for every year .hE G Etu
The excesses of the lower orders of  purgatory, and carried with humrq
the clergy are scarcely to be wondered  heaven the souls of lis Fﬂlluzi;
at when we consider the prevalent So easy a purchase of salvation, e
superstitions which deemed them al- | ever, was equally dangerous 1;0 re-
most irresponsible to God or man. | welfare of the faithful and to L12 or-
In the early part of the fifteenth cen- | venues of the church, and o 5115 as
tury there was a wide-spread belief  stition was promptly “ﬂndemgsncil-
that even a layman insured his eter- a most pernicious error. — heim,
nal salvation, no matter what crimes Hammaburg. ann. 1400 (Hart?
e might have committed, by wrap- VI. 2).
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same century, Carlo Malatesta of Rimini applied to Ancarono,
a celebrated do:st_or of canon and civil law (“juris canoniei
speculum et civilis anchora”), to know whether he could im-
pose penalties on -the concubines of priests, and the learned
jurist replied decidedly in the negative: while other legal
authorities have not hesitated to state that such women are
fully entitled to immunity from secular jurisdiction, as belong-
ing to the families of clerks—de Jamilia clericorum.! "W hen
a premium was thus offered for sin, and the mistresses of
priests——]ila:e the maitresses-en-titre of the Bourbons—acquired
a certain honorable position among their fellows from the
mere fact of their ministering to the unhallowed lusts of
their pastors, 1t 1s not to be wondered at if such connections
multiplied and flourished, and if the humble laity came to
regard them as an established institution.

Robert of Naples was not the only potentate who found
an organized resistance to his well-meant endeavors to restore
discipline. When, in 1410, the stout William, Bishop-elect
of Paderborn, had triumphed with fire and sword over his
powerful foes, the Archbishop of Cologne and the Count of
Cleves, he turned his energies to the reformation of the disso-
lute morals of his monks. They positively refused to submit
to the ejection of their women from the monasteries, and he
at length found the task too impracticable even for his warlike
temper. For seven long years the quarrel lasted, legal pro-
ceedings being varied by attempts at poison on the one side,
and reckless devastations by the episcopal troops on the other,
until the prelate, worn out by the stubbornness of his flock,

Was obliged to give way.?

' Giannone, Apologia cap. XIv. . —Conecil. Colon. ann. 1307, ¢. xvii
2 Gobeli o . | (Hartzheim, IV. 113.) That this had
Obelinee Person® Cosmodrom. | Little effect is proved by a repetition

na:ai:;. vl..?._92_, 93.—How utterly mo- | o o) "4} eats of punishment, three
G x dlf’mplmﬂ was neglected o | years later (Concil. Colon. ann. 1310,
frmany is s'hnwu by the fact that a o. ix.: Hartzheim, IV. 122). In 1347,
al;;ﬂ.ry ERI‘]IEF, in 13071 a Cﬂl]ﬂ{:il ﬂf| J{]llll ’vﬂu Ar(_!kﬂ], Bib‘llﬂp 'Df UtIEﬂht,
e gne found 1t1ilecessary todenounce | was obliged to prohibis men from hav-
Eadureguency with which nuns were | ing access to the nunneries of his dio-
ﬂpencﬂ , left tl_leu- convents, lived m; cese, in order to put an end to the
ratnr:n&i il profligacy, q.nd then | _ . 1dals which were apparently fre-
e €d unblushingly to their estab- quent (Hartzheim, V. 350). In1350,
o ents, where they seem to have the Emperor Charles IV. felt called
i received as a matter of course.
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Equal success waited on the resistance of the Swigg ]
when, in 1230, the civil authorities of Zurich Sacrile{,ioirl
ordered them to dismiss their women. They resolu?el 3
plied that they were flesh and blood, unequal to the tﬂskmi
living like angels, and unable to attend to the kitehep &;d
other household duties. The townsmen entered intg 5 leagne
against them, and succeeded 1n driving away some of th,
sacerdotal consorts, when the Bishop of Constance and pj
chapter, allowing perhaps the pride of the churchman
oet the better of ascetic zeal, interfered with-a threat of ex.
communication on all who should presume to intervene ip
a matter which related specially to the church. He absolyed
the leaguers from the oaths with which they were mutually
bound, and thus restored security to the priestly households,
About the same time Gregory IX. appointed a certain Boni.
face to the see of Lausanne. On his installation, the new
bishop commenced with ardor to enforce the canons, but the
clergy conspired against his life, and were so nearly successful
that he incontinently fled, and never ventured to return.

If the irregular though permanent connections which
everywhere prevailed had been the only result of the proht
bition of marriage, there might perhaps have been hittle
practical evil flowing from 1t, except to the church itsell
and to its guilty members. W hen the desires of man, how:
ever, are once tempted to seek through unlawful means the
relief denied to them by artificial rules, it is not easy to set
bounds to the unbridled passions which, irritated by the
fruitless effort at repression, are no longer restrained by a la¥
which has been broken or a conscience which has lost lt\‘;
power. The records of the Middle Ages are accordingly ful

il

rtions of
upon to address an earnest remon- | obliged to refute the ass&l‘iﬁadin

strance to the Archbishop of Mainz | those monks and nuns who ﬂlﬂllnwed
concerning the unclerical habits of | their defence that .custﬂl:flents an
his canons and clergy who spent the | them to leave their cﬂﬂsi q1legenh
revenues of the church in jousts and | contract marriage : Btiamnasteriisu!
tourneys, and, who, in dress, arms, | quod de ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁtll'dlﬂﬂ_mﬂ contraber
and mode of life, were not to be dis- | deserere et matrimonium

tinguished from laymen (Ibid. IV. pussiut."-—-—(lbid' Iv.
958). How little was effected by
these efforts is manifest when, in 1360, | ,
William, Archbishop of Cologne, was HERFS,
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of the evidences that indiscriminate license of the worst kind
prevailed through?ut every rank of the hierarchy. The sub.
ject is too repulsive to be presented in all its loathsome
details, but one or two allusions may be permitted as com-
pleting the picture of the moral condition of the medieval

church.

The abuse of the awful authority given by the altar and
the confessional was a subject of sorrowful and indignant
denunciation 1n*too many synods for a reasonable doubt to be
entertained of 1its frequency or of the corruption which it
spread throughout innumerable parishes.! The almost entire
impunity with which these and similar scandals were perpe-
trated led to an undisguised and cynical profligacy which the
severer churchmen themselves admitted to exercise a most
deleterious influence on the morals of the laity, who thus
found in their spiritual guides the exemplars of evil.? Chau-
cer, with his wide range of observation and shrewd native
sense, was not likely to let a matter so important escape him,
and in the admirable practical sermon which forms his “ Per-
sone’s Tale,” he records the conviction which every pure-
minded man felt with regard to the demoralizing tendency
of the sacerdotal licentiousness of the time.! Thomas of

! Graviore autem sunt animadver- | University of Oxford prepared a series
sione plectendi, qui proprias filias spi- | of articles for the reformation of the
rituales, quas baptizaverint vel semel | church. The 38th of the series is di-
a:d confessionem admiserint, violave- | rected against priestly immorality,
rint.—Constit. Synod. Gilb. Epise. | and declares “ Quia carnalis vita et
Circestrens. ann. 1289. (Wilkins, | labrica sacerdotum universam hodie
IL 169.) Similar allusions are un- | scandalizat ecclesiam, et eorum pub:
furtunately too frequent, and, as we |lica fornicatio penitus impunita, nisi
Shall see hereafter, are to be found | forte levi et latente pena pecuniaria
until a comparatively recent period. | perniciosis cwteris trahitur in exem-

* In his bull of 1259, Alexander IV,
963 mot hesitate to state that the
People, instead of being reformed, are
:Eﬁiﬂlutﬁly corrupted by their pastors
| Prout testatur nimia de plerisque
regionibus clamans Christiani populi
Wl'l'll.ptela, que cum deberet ex sacer-
lﬂtﬂ:lla antidoti curari medelis, inva-
?‘“"‘ Proh dolor! ex malorum conta-
E;‘ir“ fl“"«'{d procedit a clero.” The
1414 Continued undiminished. In
» &t the request of Henry V., the

23

plum, sanctum igitur videtur ad ex-
purgationem ecclesi® quod sacerdos,
cujuscumque ordinis extitent, si
publicus fornicator existat, a celebra-
tione missarum abstineat, per tempus
limitatum in jure, et pceenas in pub-
lico subeat corporales.”™ (W_ilking,ll[.
364-5.) Itis not easy to imagine a
more humiliating confession.

3 Swiche preestes be the somes of
Hely . . . hem thinketh that they be

free and have no juge, no more than
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Cantinpré, indeed, one of the early lights of the Domjy;
can order, is authority for a legend which represents the
devil as thanking the prelates of the church for conducting
almost all Christendom to hell.! The popular feeling op the
subject perhaps receives its fittest expression in a satire g
the mendicant friars, written by a Franciscan novice who he.

came disgusted with the order and turned Wickliffite.

The

exaggerated purity and mortification of the early followers
of the blessed St. Francis had long since yielded to the temp.
tations which attended on the magnificent success of the order:
and the asceticism, which had been powerful enough to cause
visions of the holy Stigmata, degenerated into sloth and crime
which took advantage of the opportunities afforded by the

privilege to hear confessions.”

hath a free boll, that taketh which
cow that him liketh in the toun. So
faren they by women ; for right as on
free boll is ynough for all a toun, right
gso is a wicked preest corruption
ynough for all a parish, or for all a
countree.

The demoralization caused by the
clergy, in fact, was an inexhaustible
subject of indignation or mockery with
the poets and popular writers. Thus,
in the earliest French pastoral, “ Li
Gieus de Robin et de Marion,” written
in the latter half of the thirteenth
century, occurs the following dia-
logue :(—

WARNIERS. Segneur je sui trop counrechiés.

Grios. Comment?

WARNIERS. Mehalés est agute,

M’amie, et s’a esté dechute ;

Car on dist que ch'est de no prestre.
En non Dien! Warnier, bien puet

estre ;

Car ele i aloit trop souvent.

WarNIErRs. Hé, las! jon avoie en couvent

De 1i temprement espouser.

Tu te pues bien trop dolouser,

Biaus trés dous amis ; ne te caille,

Car ja ne meteras maaille,

Que bien sai, 4 ’enfant warder.

(Michel, Théatre Francais au Moyen
Age, p. 129.)

! According to Thomas of Cantinpré,
this occurrence took place at Paris, in
a synod held in 1248, and Satan ex-
plained his candor by saying that he

was compelled to it by God.—(Hartz-
heim, IX. 663.)

RoGAus.

Gulos.

2 T cannot quote the grosser accusa-
tions, which are unfitted to the ideas
of modern decency, but the spirit in
which the friars were regarded is suf-
ficiently indicated by the following
verses—

For when the gode man is fro hame
And the frere comes to oure dame,

He spares, nauther for synne ne shame,
That he ne dos his will.

* * * * *

Ich man that here shal lede his life

That has a faire doghter or a wyfe

Be war that no frer ham shryfe
Nauther loude ne still.

(Monumenta Franciscana, pp- 602-
4.)

This testimony concerning the

Franciscans is not confined to heretics
and laymen. About the close of the
fourteenth century, a council of Magtlﬂ;
burg took occasion to reprove them ﬂ[
the dissolute and unclerical mode v
life of which they offered a cnn&]ﬁ;llf:y
ous example. It appears “tlmt~thas”
dignified with the name of Iflﬂ' ils
the female companions whﬂ,lﬂ P;E 3
tive ages, were known as agﬂpmm::g
and who had latterly acguued 3 e
the secular clergy the title of i’
rim”—* et in domibus suis {reque

soli cum mulieribus Qquas y
Martas (ut eorum verbis utan_llll') 1::‘
bitare mon verentur.
deburg. ann, 1403, Rubr.

(Hartzheim, V. 717.)
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When such was the moral condition of the priesthood, and
such were the influences which they cast upon the fiocks
intrusted to their guidance, it is not to be wondered at if those
who deplored so disgraceful a state of things, and whose re-
spect for the canons precluded them from recommending the
natural and appropriate remedy of marriage, should regard
an organized system of concubinage as a safeguard. Eow.
ever deplorable such an alternative might be in itself, it was
surely preferable to the mischief which the unquenched and
ungoverned passions of a pastor might inflict upon his parish;
and the instances of this were too numerous and too ,g::,:r'l.a.ri:lzlg1I
to admit of much hesitation in electing between the two
evils. Even Gerson, the leader of mystic ascetics, who re-
corded his unbounded admiration for the purity of celibacy
in his “ Dialogus Natura et Sophie de Castitate Clericorum,”
saw and appreciated its practical evils, and had no seruple 1n
recommending concubinage as a preventive, which, though
scandalous in itself, might serve to prevent greater scandals.’
It therefore requires no great stretch of credulity to believe
the assertion of Sleidan that, in some of the Swiss Cantons, 1t
‘was the custom to oblige a new pastor, on entering upon his
functions, to select a concubine, as a necessary protection to
the virtue of his female parishioners, and to the peace of the
families intrusted to his spiritual direction.? Indeed, we have
already seen, on the authority of the council of Palencia 1n
1322, that such a practice was not uncommon in Spaln.

' Vel inexperti forte erant hi doc- In 1398, Cardinal Peter d’Ailly,

:ﬂl'es quam generale et quam radica-
ﬂl;:litﬁi: hoc malum, et quod deteriora
anﬂmmm:en uxores aut filias parochi-
aliis ruE ahqmumtmnes horrendz in
Tﬂbuspst;,rﬂ?irmt apud mu;tas patrias,
e ntibus ut stant, s1 quarentur
il macensuras arceri. Scandalum
il Bmlg‘.num est apud parochianos
fone dﬂtﬁqncuh}nam Ingressus, sed
oy erius si erga parochianas
v servaverit castitatem.—De

itﬂ' pl it Ani
" - m - . . "
<y S 1. | @. Lect. 1v. Corol

* De Statu. Relj : :
Allﬂlug. cap. 1 f;‘g- Lib. 1. (Giannone

Bishop of Cambrai, speaks of the
manner in which his clergy lived with
their concubines, as man and wife, and
brought up their children without con-
cealment in their houses—‘‘tenentes
secum in suis domibus suas concu-
binas, et mulieres publice suspectas,
in scandalum plurimorum cohabitant
simul copulati, eisdem domo, mensa, et
lecto, residendo, acsi essent vir et nxor
matrimonialiter conjuncti: proles
super terram gradientes ex hujusmodi
suis concubinis susceptas una cum
eisdem in suis domibus publice secum
habendo et tenendo.”’— (Hartzheim,

VI. 709.)
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Even supposing that this fearful immorality Were not gtty;
butable to the immutable laws of nature revenging themselve;,
for their attempted violation, 1t could readily be explaineq },
the example set by the central head. Scarcely had the effortg
of Nicholas and Gregory put an end to sacerdotal marriage i
Rome when the morals of the Roman clergy became 4 dis-
grace to Christendom. How little the results of the refopy,
corresponded with the hopes of the zealous puritans who had
brought it about may be gathered from the martyrdom of g
certain Arnolfo, who, under the pontificate of Honorigs IT,
preached vehemently against the scandals and immorality of
the ecclesiastics of the apostolic city. They succeeded ip
making way with him, notwithstanding the protection of
Honorius, and the veneration of the nobles and people who
regarded him as a prophet.! When such was the condition
of clerical virtue, we can scarcely wonder that sufficient suf:
frages were given 1n 1130 by the sacred college to Cardinal
Pier-Leone to afford him a plausible claim to the papacy,
although he was notoriously stained with the foulest crimes.
Apparently his children by his sister Tropea, and his carry-
ing about with him a concubine when travelling in the capa-
city of papal legate, had not proved a bar to his elevation in
the church nor to his employment in the most conspicuous
and important affairs.?

What were the influences of the papal court in the nex!
century may be gathered from the speech which Cardinal
Hugo made to the Lyonese, on the occasion of the departure
of Innocent IV. in 1251 from their city, after a residence of
eight years—* Friends, since our arrival here, we have done
much for your city. When we came, we found here three of
four brothels. We leave behind us but one. We must OV
however, that it extends without interruption from the east
ern to the western gate”—the crude cynicism of which greatly
disconcerted the Lyonese ladies present.? Robert Grossetesté,

. ti-
! Platina sub Honor. II. hue venimus, tria vel quatl:;LFer:::ess
? Pagi, Critica IV. 464. bula invenimus. Sed nun® o, .y,

e : unum solum relinguimus. b Oried-
3 Amici magnam fecimus postquam ipsum durat ﬂﬂnunuatumdﬂﬂcgidﬁﬂ'
' hanc urbem venimus, utilitatem et | tali porta civitatis usque a% -

eleemosynam. Quando enim primo | talum.—Matt. Paris ann. 1251,
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Bishop of Lincoln, therefore only reflected the popular con-
vietion when, on his deathbed in 1253, inveighing against the

corruption of the papal court, he applied to it the lines—

Ejus avaritiz totus non sufficit orbis,
Ejus luxuriz meretrix non sufficit omnis.!

A hundred years later saw the popes again in France. For
forty years they had bestowed on Avignon all the benefits,
moral and spiritual, arising from the presence of the Vice-
gerent of Christ, when Petrarch recorded, for the benefit of
friends whom he feared to compromise by naming, the im-
pressions produced by his long residence there in the house-
hold of a leading dignitary of the church. ILanguage seems
too weak to express his abhorrence of that third Babylon, that
Hell upon Earth, which could furnish no Noah, no Deucalion
to survive the deluge that alone could cleanse its filth—and
yet he intimates that fear compels him to restrain the full ex-
pression of his feelings. Chastity was a reproach and licen-
tlousness a virtue. The aged prelates surpassed their younger
brethren in wickedness as in years, apparently considering
that age conferred upon them the license to do that from
which even youthful libertines shrank ; while the vilest crimes
were the pastimes of pontifical ease.? Juvenal and Brantome
can suggest nothing more shameless or more foul.

' Matt. Paris Hist. Angl. ann. 1253. | libertas eximia, et quo pollutior eo
—The same author preserves a le- |clarior vita, quo plus scelerum eo
gend that when Innocent IV. heard | plus glorize, bonum nomen ceeno vilius,
of the death of Grosseteste, he order- | atque ultima mercinm fama est. ... .
ed a letter to be prepared command- | Taceo utriusque pestis artifices, et con-
ing Henry I11. to dig up and cast out | cursantes pontificum thalamis proxo-
the remains of the bishop. The fol- | n®tas . . . Quis, oro, enim non iras-
lowing night, however, Grosseteste catur et rideat, illos senes pueros
dppeared in his episcopal robes and | coma candida, togis amplissimis,
With his crozier inflicted a severe cas- | adeoque lascivientibus animis ut nihil
tigation on the vengeful pope, who | illuc falsius videatur quam qund' ait
thereupon abandoned his unchristian | Maro * Frigidus in Venerem senior.’

Purpose.—Ibid. ann. 1254. Tam calidi tamque prmcipitesti?_ Ve;
. ' e nerem senes sunt, tanta eos mtatis e
o Portions of Petrarch’s deseriptions | ., 4y et virium !capit oblivio, siec in

unfit for transcription ; the follow- libidines inardescunt, sic in omne

n hu . . . . . .
& however, will give a sufficient idea | o nt dedecus, quasi omnis eorum

ﬂf hia . . » Yy W » W . =
Impressions. “ Veritas ibi de- gloria non in cruce Christi sit, sed in

m . e iy 4 ‘
Pllﬂt?it:;iist! :{?ﬁtumnf_.m i rugtmftas, commessationibus et ebrieta:tlhus,_ et
Peccandj S R o g qua has sequuntur in cubilibus, 1m-

licentia magnanimitas et
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The Great Schism perhaps could ;
improve the morals of the papal court. Ye _
universal, to close that weary quarrel, agre

of the competitors as its head,

as the visible representative of God upon v'__-
worthy embodiment of humanity than Balths 147
as John XXTII,, is alone, of the three compet H'..
WVhen the great cou
in 1415 adopted the awful expedient of trying
and deposing a pope, the catalogue of crimes— Lr'
adultery, defilement, homicide, and athelsu
fathers formally accused him, *111(1 which he w
defending himself,! gives a fearful insight into f
y Spawn such a monster b
him to the highest place 1n the hler&rchy,
for the veneration of Christendom.

The latter half of the fifteenth century“&

in the list of popes.

which could not onl

supreme pontiff without the

frailty around him, the unblushing acknowled

RESULTS.

surely it m

l.
i
visible eviden¢

pudiecitiis :

facere quae juvenes non auderent .

xVi. )

In his vir. Eclogue Petrarch de-
scribes the cardinals individually.
Their portraits, though metaphorically
drawn, correspond with the general
character of the above extracts. See
also the Lib. sine Titulo Epist. vil.
Viiic 1%,

1 Quod dominus Johannes papa cum
uxore fratris sui et cum sanctis moni-
alibusg incestum, cum virginibus stu-
prum, et cum conjugatis adulterium
et alia incontinentie crimina, propter
que ira Dei descendit in filios diffi-
dentiee commisit. . . . Item quod

et sit homo peccator, notorie crimi-
nosus de homicidio, veneficio, et aliis |
gravibus criminibus quibus irretitus |

dicitur graviter diffamatus, dissipator | ces, virgines publlﬁ

ecclesiee et d1la,p1da,tor 'Byzynu Diar. Bell. H

bonorum
eorundem, notorius simoniacus, per- |

. . . atque hoc unum se- | tinax hzreticus et‘
nectutis ultimee lucrum putant, ea | notorie scandaliz -,;-:
tus Johannes Papa 2
Mitto stupra, raptus, incestus, adul- seplus coram divers ‘r
teria qui jam pontificalis lasciviee ludi | honestis et probis w
sunt, ete.” (Lib. sine Titulo, Epist. | diabolo snadente, d

‘multitudes assembl ;'

dictus dominus Johannes papa fuit 5we: find, after an

L'* .
\

matizavit et adstruxit
non esse, neque aliam
—Concil. Constantiens

Even supposmg
special charges to Ef'
factured for the purpe
the desirable political
ting rid of the object
yet the profound +'.f-
vileness, evinced by ¥
such accusations, mﬁ
damaging. .

The good fathers oft 2;
selves were apparent 1y
mortifying the flesh, f‘-

numbers of cardmal
'and nobles, ¢ ltem, HSI
cene, Jneulatores, 51 =~ 1
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§ commentary on the tone of clerical morality.

¥ of Innocent VILL in increasing the population

be g favorite topic with the wits of the day ;' but

S vhich declared that filth, gluttony, avarice, and

Lied in his tomb? did not anticipate the immediate

S of the worst of those vices in the person of his

Bexander VI. If the crimes of Borgia were foul,

and historical importance have rendered them

B%n that I may be spared more than a passing

8 carcer which has made his name synonymous
can degrade man %0 a level at once with the
|| e ‘bI'UILt'&‘j.3

8 as Alexander can hardly be deemed exceptional,
goh as brilliant talents and native force of cha-
fenable them to excel thelr contemporaries in guilt
on. They were the natural product of a system
Bur centuries had bent the unremitting energies of
$0 securing temporal power and wealth, with ex-
M the duties and liabilities of the citizen. Such
Puits of the successful theocracy of Hildebrand,
Tusting irresponsible authority to fallible hu-
g6 to regard ecclesiastical agorandizement as a full
for all and every crime. That the infection had
i to the ultimate fibres of the establishment can
elieved.

6 has been to consider the subject of ascetic celi-
jon simply of ecclesiastical history, and yet I
Seonclude this section without a hasty glance at
$On society at large. That influence, as far as the

08 @Bquum est debere Qui- | between him and his daughter Lu-
cretia were a favorite topic—

azarii Eni C Ergo te semper cupiet Lucretia Sextus?
4 g aram. Lib. I') 8 fatum diri nominis! hie pater est?

I8, avaritia, atque ignavia (Sannazar. Epigr. Lib. 11.)

aaustam restituit patriam.

2Nt quo fegeris tumulo. Humana jura, nec minus ceelestia,
ulli Epier : [psosque sustulit Deos:
o pigram. Lib. W') Ut silicet liceret (heu scelus) patri
a8 was m : _Natée sinum permingere,
ad 147 dGEt B e Nec execrandis abstinere nuptiis
8 xander cordi- Timore sublato simul.
Hever weary of assail- (Ibid.)

Ness, The relations |
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secular clergy were 1its instruments, was ev
almost unmixed evil. The parish priest, if h
was thereby deprived of the wholesome comy
human affections and sympathies, and was ren
cient for good in consgoling the sorrows and a,1d
gles of his flock. If, on the other hand, he wag
or if he had found too late that the burden he }
was too heavy for hig strength, the denial of th
stitution of marriage was the.source of immeas
ruption to those 1ntrusted to his charge, who 1
him not only as a spiritual director, but as a sup
who could absolve them from sin, and whose partr
guilt was 1n 1tself almost an absolutlon That su
condition of innumerable parishes throughout Fus
1s unfortunately no reason to doubt. The i
may perhaps explain to some extent the anomaly‘-_
tical grossness of the Middle Ages, combined with £
retical ascetic purity which washeld out as the duty
Christian who desired to be acceptable to his Orea
curlous contrasts and confusion of the standard of n N
arising from this striving against nature, are well illa
by a tract of the thirteenth century Whlch has been re
published. “ ;

This 1s a homily against marriage addressed t0
nuns, which exhausts all the arguments that the i mge u
the writer could suggest. On the one hand he appeals;
pride which could be so well gmtlﬁed by the exalted st
virginity ; he pictures the superior bliss vouchsafed in B
to those who were stained by no eart hly contamman -‘1*.:':-_
fidently promising them a higher rank and more f
muning with the Father than would be bestowed o
marrled and the widowed ; he rapturously dwells upo
inward peace, the holy ecstasy which are the portlon 0
who, wedded to Christ, keep pure their mystic marriageé:
and h1s ascetic fervor exhaubts itself in depicting the sp
delights of a life of religious seclusion. Mingled 1nextrics
with these exalted visions of beatific mysticism, he pre
in startling contrasts the retribution awaiting the sin of
tiousness and the evils inseparable from a life of dome
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INFLUENCE OF MONACHISM.

B With a orude nastiness that is almost inc
® minutely describes all the discomforts and su
i and mental, attendant upon wifehood and maternity,
> into every detail and gloating over every revolting
tance that his prurient imagination can suggest. The
' of Shakspeare, the plain speaking of Chaucer, Boc-
A nd the medieval trouveéres show us what our ances-
and what they were 1s easily explained when such
ey of mysticism and grossness could be poured into the
Brs of innocent young girls by their spiritual director.!

Oneelv-
ering,

sonsidering, however, the influence of the regular clergy,
nastic orders, we find a more complex array of motives
ssults. The earlier foundations of the West, as we have
0 a great extent neutralized the inherent selfishness of
thism by the regulations which preseribed a due pro-
Bn of labor to be mingled with prayer. The duty which

swes to the world was to some extent recognized as not

ili Meidenhad. (Barly English
Society, 1866.) The author at
frenches closely on Manicheism.
e that he revives, with some
tion, the ancient computation of
Jative merits of the various con-
8 of life—*For wedlock has its
hirtyfold in heaven, widowhood
old; maidenhood with a hun-

ld overpasses both” (p. 22);
hile he thus faintly disavows
itention to revile marriage, he
and again alludes to it as wick-
d impure per se. “ Well were 1t
jém, were they on the day of
bridal borne to be buried. . . .
i askest why God created such
B'tﬂ be, I answer thee: God
8 it never such ; but Adam and
rned it to be such by their sin,
iarred our nature” (p ).

iginity he asserts to be the high-
tiribute of humanity, and in hea-
Virgins are the equals of angels
#08 superiors of saints.—* Maid-
00 1S a grace granted thee from
®ll. .. 'Tis a virtue above all
88, and to Christ the most accept-
of all” (p. 10). “To sing that
L8ong and that heavenly music

b

which no saints may sing, but maid-
ens only in heaven. ... But the
maiden’s song is altogether unlike
these, being common to them with
angels. Music beyond all music in
heaven. In their circle is God him-
self: and his dear mother, the pre-
cious maiden, is hidden in that blessed
company of gleaming maidens, nor
may any but they dance and sing”
(pp. 18-20).

As for matrimony and maternity,
nothing can redeem them in the eyes
of the ascetic.—‘“All other sins are
nothing but sins, but this is a sin and
besides denaturalizes thee and dis-
honoreth thy body. It soileth thy
soul and maketh it guilty before God,
and moreover defileth thy flesh. . . .
Now what joy hath the mother? She
hath from the misshapen child sad care
and shame, both, and for the thriving
one fear, till she lose it for good,
though it would never have been in
being for the love of God, nor for the
hope of heaven, nor for the dread of
hell” (p. 34).—But I dare not fol-
low him in his more nauseous flights

of imagination.
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incompatible with the duty which he owes to ¥
civilization has had few more efficient mstruzr
self-denying work of the earnest men who, E:,
Adalbert, Sowed the seeds of Christianity and g
the frontler Jands of Christendom. When dls
these men inculcated could be enforced, the be
chism far outwe1ghed its evils. All the pea,c
agriculture to music, owed to the Benedictines ¢ :
tion or their advancement and 1t would be ¢
mate exactly the influence for good which re
institutions to which the thoughtful and studloua
retire from a turbulent and barbarous world. j_
tions, however, from their own inherent defec.
them the germs of corruption. The claims to g
sanctity, Whl(}]_l secured for them the prwﬂeges
were inevitably used as means for the aecumula.t |
wrung from the fears or superstition of the 31
wealth came the abandonment of labor; and id
luxury were the prolific parents of hcense ’_5}'.;;.;_5-
men were not wanting to combat the irrepressible ey
Chrodegang to St. Vincent de Paul, the history of
is full of illustrious names of those who devoted ¢
to the mission of reforming abuses and restoring the
the perfect monk, dead to the seductions of the
living only to do the work which he deems mosta
to God. Many of these mistakenly assumed that ex
mortification was the only gateway to salvation, and
cure for the frightful immorality which pervade
monastic establishments. Others, with a truer insig _’ :-
living principles of Christianity, sought to turn ¢
siasm of their disciples to account in works of _5"_.
mercy and charity, at a period when no other orga
existed for the succor of the helpless and I‘l’llSBl‘&b].
Yet when we reflect how large a proportlon of '
and intellect of Europe was absorbed in the 1
1t will be seen that the system was a most @
imperfect one, which gave but a slender return
nitude of the means which it involved. Still, it Was

system existing, and possibly the only one u
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‘ rude a structure of society, individualized to a
Ehich destroyed all sense of public responsibility,
wluded all idea of a state created for the well-being
omponen’o parts. Thus, the monastery became
Nter of the wayfarer, and the dispenser of alms to
y. It was the principal school of the poor and
b and while the Universities of Oxford and Paris
;otiﬁg their energies to unprofitable dialectics and
stle disputations of Aristotelian logic, in thousands
oy libraries quiet monks were multiplying priceless
-Pts, and preserving to.after ages the treasures of the
When fanciful asceticism did not forbid the healing
sick, monks labored fearlessly in hospitals and pest-
land distributed among the many the benefactions
fhey had wrung from the late repentance of the few.
S wore on, even the religious teaching of the public
Blmost exclusively into their hands, and to the fol-
of Dominic and Francis of Assisi the people owed
Sioht as they could obtain into the promises of the
S Tf the enthusiasm which prompted labors so stre-
lid not shrink from lighting the fires of persecution,
¢ remember that religious zeal, accompanied by irre-
Jle power, has one invariable history.

lé thus, in various ways, the ascetic spirit led to insti-
Which promoted the progress of civilization, in others
sarily had a directly opposite tendency. Nothing
ites more strongly to the advance of knowledge and
ire than the striving for material comfort and indi-
advancement in worldly well-being. TLuxury and
Bl thus have their uses in stimulating the inquiring
gentive faculties of man, in rendering the forces of
ubservient to our use, and in softening the rugged
88 which are incompatible with the regular adminis-
Of law. Kvery instinct of human nature has 1its
Lpurpose in life, and the perfect man is to be found
oportionate cultivation of each element of his cha-
06 In the exaggerated development of those faculties
{6 deemed primarily good, nor in the entire repres-
Bh0se which are evil only when their prominence
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destroys the balance of the whole. The ascetic selected for
eradication one group of human aspirations, which wag g,
most useful under proper discipline, and not perhaps the
worst even in its ordinary excess. Only those who haye
studied the varied aspects of medieval society can rightly
estimate the enormous influence which the church possesseci,
in those ages of faith, to mould the average habits of thought
in any desired direction. It can readily be seen that if the
tireless preaching of the vanity of human things and the
beatitude of mortification occasionally produced such extrs.
vagances as those of the flagellants, the spirit which now and
then burst forth in such eruption must have been an element
of no little power in the forces which governed society a
large, and must have exercised a most depressing influence
in restraining the general advance of civilization. Not only
did it thus more or less weich down the efforts of almost
every man, but the ardent minds that would otherwise have
been leaders in the race of progress were the ones most
likely, under the pervading spirit of the age, to be the fore.
most 1n maceration and self-denial; while those who would
not yield to the seduction were either silenced or wasted
their wisdom on a generation which believed too much to
believe in them. When idleness was holy, earnest workers
had little chance.

It required the unbelief of the fifteenth century to give
free rein to the rising commercial energies and the craving
for material improvement that paved the way for the over
throw of ascetic sacerdotalism. The fearful corruptions of
the church, which indirectly caused and accompanied that
awakening of the human mind, will be alluded to hereafter
when we come to consider the movements leading to the
great Protestant Reformation. At present we must turl
aside for a moment to consider one or two external develop-
ments of the religious activity of the Middle Ages.




XXTII.
THE MILITARY ORDERS.

Tue Military Orders were the natural expression of the
singular admixture of religious and warlike enthusiasm, re-
acting on each other, which produced and was fostered by
the Crusades. When bishops considered that they rendered
a service acceptable to God in leading vast hosts to slaughter
the Paynim, 1t was an easy transition for soldiers to turn
monks, and to consecrate their swords to the bloody work of
avenging their Redeemer.

When the Hospitallers—Knights of St. John of Jerusalem,
of Rhodes, or of Malta—first emerged from their humble posi-
tion of ministering to the afflictions of their fellow-pilgrims,
and commenced to assume a military organization under
Raymond du Puy, about the year 1120, their statutes required
the three ordinary monastic vows of poverty, obedience, and
chastity.! In fact, they were at first Benedictines; but when
they became numerous enough to form a separate body, they
adopted the rule of St. Augustine.

When the rule for the Templars—‘ Regula pauperum
commilitonum sancte civitatis”’—was adopted in 1128, at the
council of Troyes, it contained no special injunction to ad-
minister a vow of celibacy, but the context shows that such
a condition was understood as a matter of course.? Some

" Videlicet castitatem, obedientiam
+ Alque vivere sine proprio.—Sta-
‘0L, Ord. 8. Johan. Hierosol. Tit. 1. § 1

(Linig Cod. Ital. Diplom. T. IIL. p.
]!43;.

* Thus Cap. Lv.: “Hoce enim injus-
‘m consideramus ut cum fratribus
' Castitatem prowittentibus fratres
Whsmodi in una eademque domo
::Inunt.” Cap. vvi. and nxxi., by
@ lalter of which even the kiss of a

mother was denied them, render evi-
dent the extreme asceticism which was
proposed by the founders of the order.
(Havduin. T VL. P.1w pp. 1142, 1146.)

At a subsequent period we learn
that the Templar’s oath of initiation
promised ‘ obedientiam, castitatem,
vivere sine proprio, et succurrere terre
sanctz pro posse suo.”’—See the pro-
ceedings against them in 1309, in Wil-

kins, 11. 331 et seq.
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little difficulty was ewdent‘,ly experienced at ﬁ
the nature of the case, novices had to be traj
who must frequently have been bound by f&
whose education had not been such as to fit ¢
restraints of their new life. It is probable a.lsg!,_
petual nature of the obligations assumed was n o
enforced upon the fierce members of the broth -
1188, Lucius III, in confirming the privileges E{ |
speelally com m:mds that no one Who enters it sha
to return to the world.? 4
The history of these two orders is too well | ﬁ
quire it to be traced minutely here. If with thr
their reputation and wealth, the austere asceticish
early days was lost, and 1f 11,1};:11rv and viee to@
of religious euthusmqm and soldierly devotlon ’
they but obeyed the universal law which in huma
tions is so apt to render corruption the consequence
perity. One conclusion may be drawn, howev‘ f
proceedings by which the powerful order of the T
extinguished at the commencement of the fourteen’ﬁ
Notwithstanding the open and scandalous licentio
the order, it is a little singular that the interming ﬁ'
of accusation agﬂmat the members contain no a,llu
chastity, while crimes most fantastic, practices most
and charges most frivolous are heaped upon them 1 r
confusion.? Asthe object of these who conducted t
tion was to excite a popular abhorrence that Would
purposed spoliation, it is evident that the simple 1nE
vows of chastity was regarded as so venial a fault and s
a matter of course that its proof could 1n mno Wa,y”
end of rousing indignation against the accused. =
It 1s somewhat remarkable that the same century
the foundation of the orders of the Hospital and
witnessed one which, although bound by the rule H |
oustine, and subjected to the ordinary vows of ¢
- property in common, and inability to return to the W

r

I Post factam in vestra militia pro- | lam habere, praecipimus fe
fessionem et habitum religionis as- | Rymer, Feedera, I. 99.
sumptum revertendi ad s@culum nul- _9 __Ray

P ¢ Wilkins, II. 331-2.—Ea&

Condamnation des Templi ‘
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o its members the option of selecting either marriage
y. This was the Spanish Order of

St. James of the
What we have seen of the want of respect paid

'_Panish church to asceticism may lessen surprise at
hding of an order based upon such regulations, yet
bl to understand how so great a violation of estab-
winciples could be sanctioned by Alexander I1I., who
ed the order in 1175, or by Innocent LLL. and Hono-
[, who formally approved their privileges.? Perhaps
ilitary vassals of the pope, to whom they were bound
licit obedience as their head, were too important a
pPOWer and influence to be lightly rejected. IPer-
lso, Honorius III. may have quieted his conscience
B confirming their charters in 1228, he commanded
ir principal care and watchfulness should be devoted
jo that those who were married preserved conjugal
tand that those who elected a single life maintained
sle chastity.

gxample was one of evil impOrt in the Peninsula.
fthe universal license of the fifteenth century, when
vows became a mockery, and the profligacy of those
ok them exposed all such observances to contempt,
s IV. released the ancient and renowned Order of
¥a from the obligation of celibacy, for reasons which
iave led him to extend the privilege of marriage to
ole church, had the purity of ecclesiastics been truly
¢t of the rule. He recounts with sorrow the disor-
wes of the knights, and, quoting the text which SAys
I8 better to marry than to burn, he grants the privilege
jage because he deems it preferable to live with a wite
th & mistress? How could he avoid applying his own
48 to the church in general !

Bdri III. Epist. Append. m1. | apud Deum et homines reprehendi
arduin, VI. P. 1. p. 1557). | possent, et cum secundum Apostoli
B Annal. ann. 1910. No. 6 sententiam meliug esset nubere quam
54 - a.nn'. 149 G:No.é?; uri, visum est nobis utilius cum uxore

.. vivere quam cum meretrice (Raynaldi
88imus ut illius ordinis pro- | Annal. ann. 1441, No. 20).—The Order
of Calatrava was under the strictest
of the rules, the Cistercian. (Giusti-
niani Ordini Militari s. v.)

-ﬂhtineret castitatis votum
DaHius praterea multos in-
YEre, et ea agere quee merito
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Similar arguments were employed to extend ¢!
Jege to the Orders of Avis and of Jesus Christ
The former was founded in 1147 by Alphongo
Cistercian rule, and chastity was one of its
gations;' the latter was the continuation of L
Temple, which, preserved 1n Portugal by the.
King Dionysius, assumed in the fourteenth centu
of Jesus. DBoth institutions became incurably
preceptories were dens of avowed and scandalous
and their promiscuous amours filled the kingdor
and dissension. When at length, in 1496, SKus
applied to Alexander VI. to grant the privileg‘,j
in hopes of reforming the orders, 1t 18 interesting
how instinctively the minds of men turned to
efficient remedy for the immorality which all umni
buting to the hopeless attempt to enforce a purity
in the existing condition of society. Alexander
the request, and bestowed on the orders the right'o
on the same conditions as those enjoined on thes
St. James of the Sword.?

There was another Portuguese order of a somew
ent character. Twenty years after founding the K
Avis, Alphonso I., in 1167, to commemorate
victory over the Moors at Santarem, instituted the
Qt. Michael. The knights were allowed t0
widowed, they were obliged to embrace celibacy
Abbot of Aleobaca, who was the superior of

empowered to excommunicate them for irreguliar

q° '1.:_'-;: ,_

e =
-

.-.

! Quibus munus sit religionem de-
fendere in bello, charitatem exercere
in pace, castitatem servare in toro.—
Reg. Ord. Mil. Avisii a B. Joanne Ci-
rita edita (Migne’s Patrologia, T. 188,

p. 1669).

2 Alexander’s Bull declares that
¢ Milites dictarum militiarum pro ma-
jori parte, continentiee et castitatis
voto, qui in eorum professione emit-

tunt, contempto, concubinas etiam |

plures, et in eorum ac praeceptoriarum
et prioratum dictarum militiaram pro-
priis domibus et locis, non sine magno
religionis opprobrio, publice tenere et

eis cohabitare, et etiam a
aliis mulieribus conjugatis
non verentur: ex quo ab eo
norum incolis et habitatorli
odio habentur, dissension
citise oriuntur, diversa SCé
tidie concitantur ete.”—Xk
nal. ann. 1496, No. 83, * 5
Raynaldus quotes a pas
Osorius to the effect that &
lowered the character of
diverted them from the ob,
institution, opened the &
worthy members, and dissi
property. 8
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el them to give up their mistresses. They were

e bound to perform the same religious exercises as

ers of the Cistercians. The Order 1s interesting as

'a curious link between the secular, religious, and

> elements of the period.!

10 3,11 this, the knights of St. John adhered to their

statutes, and endeavored from time to time to reform
:'_-;g gacy which seemed inseparable from the institution.

"’i. ascetic Antonio Fluviano, who held the grand
jip from 1421 to 1437, promulgated a reﬂulatlon that
gullty of public concubinage should receive three
8 with severe penalties for contumacy,® it suggests a
.é'f-; of morals by no means creditable to the brethren.

entury later, the stern Villiers de I'Isle-Adam was
b declare that any one openly acknowledging an 1lle-
3 child should be forever after incapacitated for office,

bor dignity.> 'What the knights were soon afterwards

m alous pages of Brantome sufficiently attest.

\larian or Teutonic Order, perhaps the most wealthy
verful of all, was founded in 1190, and adopted the
.the Templars as regards 1ts rellglous government,
it of the Hospitallers to regulate its duties of charity
1ta,11ty Transferred from the Holy Land to North-
fw ermany, it bore a prominent part in Christianizing
ons, and what it won by the sword it retained
on of in its own right. With wealth came indolence
i} y, and its history offers nothing of special interest
til, in 1525, the grand master Albert of Brandenburg
er to Luthemmsm with many of his knights, founded
tary dukedom of Prussia, and married—of which
eafter. Those of the order who adhered to Catholi-
t&med the organization on the rich possessions
€ piety of ages had bestowed upon them, through-
ny, until this worn-out relic of the past dlsappeared
vulsmns of the Napoleonic wars.

' Patrologia, T. 188, p. 1674.
- # Statut. Ord. S. Johan. Hierosol. Tit. xv. § 50.
0% Ibid. Tit. xvim. § 51.



XXIIL
THE HERESIES.

A1LUSION has already been made to the i 1
Manicheism into Western Europe through ¥
Lombardy. Notwithstanding its stern and 11111'
pression wherever it was dlsoovered durmg thq
twelfth centuries, 1ts votaries multlphed in secre
orders of the clergy, their oppression of the pe’e
quarrels with the nobles over their temporals
made them many enemies among the laity ; and" T
of the Manichean belief, its freedom from aspi
temporal aggrandizement, and its denunciations of
rality and grasping avidity of the priesthood, foul
appreciative audience and made ready conver ts
the close of the twelfth century the South of T
discovered to be filled with heretics, in whom
Cathari, Paterins, Albigenses, &c., Goncea,led the n
appeﬂatlon of Mamcheanq

It is not our province to trace out Iin deta.ll
vicissitudes of Dominic’s Inquisition and Simon dé
crusades. . It is sufficient for our purpose t0 i
identity of the Albigensian helief with that ofl
sect which we have seen to exercise so powerful an
in moulding and encouraging the asceticism uf
church. The Dualistic principle was fully recogn:
necessity was regarded as justifying the use of m
of eggs and cheese, or in fact of anything which™h 3
in animal propagation. Marriage was an abomln 1t
mortal sin, which could not be intensified by &

other excesses.! “

-' )
‘fi'
E

',!'a
! Communis opinio Catharorum est | punietur quis gravius s
quod matrimonium carnale fuit sem- |ter adulterium vel ir *.‘—

per mortale peccatum, et quod non [ propter legitimum con,
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heir oWI authorities

o merely carried out
i fearlessly follown’lg

_-31011.
#ween a Catholic and

can only elude their
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tholic polemics, 1n controverting the exaggerated
of these heretics, had a narrow and difficult path to

had so exalted the praises of

rlty that it was not easy to meet the arguments of

e somewhat
to their logi-

the same plm(zlp
out the premises

There 1s extant a curious tract, being a dla-

a Paterin, 1n whlch the latter

® has the worst of the‘disputation, yet he presses his
hard with the texts which were customarily cited
Sthodox advocates of clerical celibacy—* qui habent
§int tanquam non habentes,”
ﬁlios propter me non est me dignus e

‘““qui non reliquerit
and the
force by giving to them meta-
erent from those which of old

e planatlons very diff

Swife on ordination.?

tassumed 1n the canons requiring the separation of

ibborn resistance of the Albigenses to the enormous
ught against them, shows the unconquerable vitality
tisacerdotal spirit which was then so widely diffused

g et Durand. V. 1761).

Dier describes himself as a
revious to his conversion,
imary of the creed of 111:3
ciates may be regarded as
'* main, thﬂugh perhaps

elghtened in repulgsive- |
'.l'

gerard, of Cambrai, con-
-"1}! his refutation of the
g ichean% in 1025—*¢ De |
¥esponsuros quodam dis-
rnaﬂuln nostrl sermonis |
9 oportet, ne quasi inter
.nauflagmm incurrentes,
lemus in alterutrum, scili-
sihdiscrete a conjugiis ex-
BOmnes indiscrete ad con-
nendﬂ "—Concil. Atre-
1025, cap. x. (Hartzheim, |

erna.rd in his fiery de- |
t the Manmhean errors, |
Hon advertant quallter
a tlm laxat habenas qm

" e0s propter hoc aliquis [nuptias damnat” (In Cantica Serm.
retur —Summa F. Reni- |lxvi. § 3), he did not pause to reflect

' how severe a sentence he was passing
011 the saints of the fifth century who,
'as we have seen, would only admit
marriage to be a paldond,ble offence.

2 Disputat. inter Cathol. et Paterin.
| ¢. 1. (’\«Iﬂltellept[)umnd V.1712-13).

It is somewhat singular that Ma-
| nicheism should have been attributed
'to a sect of heretics in Bosnia who
styled themselves Christians, and who
were brought back to the fold in 1203
' by a legate of Innocent III. It would
'appear that, so far from entertaining
| Manichean doctrines, neglect of eccle-
' siastical celibacy was dutuqlly one of
their erroneous practices, for in their
pledge of reformation they promise
that separation of man and witfe shall
thenceforth be enforced ‘‘ mneque de
| caetero recipiemus aliquem vel ali-
quam conjugatam, nisi mutuo con-
sensu, continentia promissa, ambo
pal iter convertantur.”—Batthyani, II.
293.
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throughout Southern Europe. In g differentf‘?
already manifested itself during the first half of:
century, when Plerre de Bruys infected all
France with the heresy called, after him, the Pety
This was an uncompromising revolt against the: 7 he
of Roman Christianity. It not only abrogated
and promulgated heretical notions respecting the
but it abolished the visible symbols and ceremon
formed so large a portion of the sacerdotal fabric—
crucifixes, chanting, fasting, gifts and o erings f‘
and even the mass. But little is known I'especting:_
brusians, except what can be derived from the
their errors by Peter the Venerable. He says ; --
cifically respecting their views upon ascetic celibacy
may assume that this was one of the doctrinal ands
corruptions which they assailed, from a passage i
describing their excesses, he complains of the
of flesh on Passion Sunday, the cruel flagellation of
the imprisonment of monks, and their being forced tc
by threats and torments.! The controversial talents's
the Venerable were not the only means brought to ¢
pression of this formidable heresy. De Bruys was"
at the stake in 1146, and, though his disciple
tained the contest for awhile, persecution finally trium
In Britanny, about the same period, there existed ¢
scure sect concerning whom little is known, except the
were probably a branch of the Petrobrusians. L
were nearly the same, and the slender traces left of
show that their doctrine was a protest against the
-

' Die ipso passionis Dominicz pub- | all France and the neighbor
lice carnes comestz, sacerdotes flagel- gions. Its sectaries denied
lati, monachi incarcerati et ad ducen- | cacy of baptism, the Eucha
das uxores terroribus sunt ac tor-|the imposition of hands; rejec
mentis compulsi.—S. Petri Venerab. | only all oaths and vows, but n
contra Petrobrusian. itself, and denied that the Hol

In 1144, the church of Liége ad- | could be gained except th-_'-.f
dressed to Lucius II. a letter con- agency of good works. e
cerning a heresy recently discovered | tics, however, had not in the
In that city, which is probably a |spirit of martyrdom, and §
branch of the Petrobrusian. It is recanted on being discovergd'
described as originating near Monté- | ad Lucium Papam, Epist. *
limart in Dauphiné, and pervading log. T. 179, p. 957). :

i
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o sacerdotalism of the period. The papal legate,
A rchbishop of Rouen, sought to convert them by an
o denunciation of thelr tenets, among which he enu-
Prom1scu0us licentiousness and dlsregard of clerical
> Daniel, he gravely assures them, symbolizes vir-
Noah continence; and Job, marriage. Then, quot-
gelicl x1v. 13-20, wherein Jehovah threatemng the
yith destruction, says, “Though these three men, Noah,
~and Job, were in it, they should deliver but thelr
1115 through their rlghteousnesq " he proceeds trium-
7 to the conclusion that recantation alone can save his
rles from the fate which their errors have deserved.!
ected in some way with these movements of insubor-
fon, was probably the career of the singular heresiarch,
. PEitoile. During one of the epidemics of maceration
Bnaticism which form such curious episodes in medieval
y, fion, born of a noble Breton family, abandoned him-
o the savage life of a hermit in the wilderness. Drawn
181011 to attend divine service, his excited mysticism
ght the words which ended the recitation of the collect,
pewm qui venturus est judicare vivos et mortuos;” and
,_sembla,nee of “eum” with his own name 1nsp1red him
) the revelation that he was the Son of God. Men’s
ds were ready for any extravagance, and Fon soon had
iiples who adored him as a deity incarnate. Nothing can
wilder than the tales which are related of him by eye-
nesses—the aureole of glory which surrounded him, the

"tless wealth which was at the disposal of his followers,

IR
14

_':3"3 ergo qui per istos tres temporaries, both as a theologian and
ignantur, per Danielem virgines, | as a statesman. It was he who, in
Noe cﬂutmentes et per Job con- 1139, at the council of Wmchestel,
ges, pro sua Jubtltlﬂ. salvantur. | saved King Stephen from excommu-
teri hominum qui de aliquo isto- | nication by the English bishops.
A trium ordine nullatenus sunt, | (Willelmi Malmesb. Hist. Novell.
ab eis apostatando recidunt, mala | Lib. 1. § 26.) For a somewhat simi-
inentia atque promerita non eva- | lar specimen of fanciful theology, the
--—Hngon. Rnthnmag. contra | reader may consult the exposition of
Brét. Lib. rr. cap. vi. This is by |the esoteric meaning of the plagues
B&H:: an unusual specimen of |of Egypt by St. Martin of Leon, a
mconaequentml character of me- | writer of the twelfth century. ey
a.l polemics. Archbishop Hugh | Martin. Legionens. Serm. XV.

5 a man of mark among his con-
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T

the rich but unsubstantial banquets Whleh
bidding by invisible hands, the superhum
movements when eluding theee who were a..;
ture. Ion declared war upon the churehes
lized the wealth of the people while neglectl
which they had been enriched; and he pllla,g
treasures, which he dlstrlbuted lavishly to th
the Devﬂ abandoned his protégé. Kon, wher
come, was easily taken and carried before e _
the Council of Rouen, in 1148. There he bold d '
his mission and his power. Hxhibiting a fork
he carried, he declared that when he held it W
upwards, Ged ruled heaven and hell, and her
earth; but that when he reversed 1ts peeltlen,
at eemmend two-thirds of the universe, and
remaining third to God. He was
insane, but even this would not have saved hi a
captor, the Archbishop of Rheims, represented
had been pledged to him on his surrender H,
fore, delivered to Suger, Abbot of St. Denis, te b
ed, and he soon ra,fter*&mrde died. Hven thle
the faith of his disciples. Many of them,
fanaticism, preferred the stake to recantation, 'ﬁ
of them were thus put to death before the sect et
tinguished.!

W hen, about the middle of the twelfth century, h
death of a companion so impressed Peter Waldo o
that he distributed his fortune among the poor, =“'_-:;i'
himself to preaching the supereminent merits of
nothing was further from his thoughts than the ft |
a new hereey Ardent disciples gathered arounds
seminating his views, which spread with rap1d1ty,
intention was to establish a society within the chu
they applied, between 1181 and 1185, to Lucius m.,._.
4

l Guillielm. Neubrig. (Harduin.|tinuat. Gemblac. ann. TI&t
Coneil. T. 'VI. P. 1. p. 1308).— | dem’ Continmats Prﬁmoﬂ
Ottonis Frising. de Gest. Frid. L. Lib. 1. | 1148.—Roberti de Monte *}*;Tf.
cap. liv. lv.—BSigeberti Chron. Con-!|1148. |




RS ACERDOTALISM—THE WALDENSES. 375
ation. TLucius, however, took exception to
efoot, to their neglect of the tonsure, and to
taining the society of women. They were stubborn,
ondemned them as heretics.! The enthusiasm which
might have turned to so much account, as it sub-
Iy did that of the Franciscans and Dominicans, was
verted to unorthodox channels, and speedily arrayed
@pposition. The beginning of revolt is shown 1n
lo Leyczon, written probably but a few years after
lich declares that all the popes, cardinals, bishops, and
ogether cannot obtain pardon for a single mortal sin;
ading directly to the conclusion that no intercessor

avail between God and man—

u hOI‘iZ
ing bar

Tuit 1i papa que foron de Silvestre entro en aquest,
" it tuit 1i cardinal et tuit li vesque e tuit 1i aba,

. Tuit aquisti ensemp non han tan de potesta,

Que ilh poissan perdonar un sol pecca mortal.
Solament Dio perdona, que autre non ho po far.?

ffhey did not even yet consider themselves as sepa-
fom the church, for they consented to submit their
® doctrines to the chances of a disputation, presided
¥ an orthodox priest. Of course, the decision went
Sthem, and a portion of the “Poor men of Lyons”
ied to the result. The remainder, however, main-
their faith as rigidly as ever. From Bernard de Font-
who records this disputation, and from Alain de I'Isle,
# contemporary, who wrote in confutation of their
we have a minute account of their peculiarities of
heir principal heresy was a strict adherence to the
pandine doctrine that neither reverence nor obedience
8 to priests in mortal sin, whose ministrations to the

b -

4d. Urspergens. ann. 1212.-—, 2 Quoted by Schmidt, Histoire des

Ogue probrosum in eis vide-

m via, et plerumque si-
:-_?‘“t in una domo, ut de eis
p quod quandoque simul in

W the new sectaries.

HOA viri et mulieres simul |

Cathares, II. 288.—Schmidt, I think,
proves satisfactorily that the Nobla

J!f_JI:u:'is,t;i.':l.ns were doubtless |

Leyczon dates from near the end of
'the twelfth century, and also that the
‘antiquity claimed for their church by

iceubabant.” The follies of I. the Vaudois, as descended from the

' Leonists, through Claudius of Turin,
| has no foundation in fact, though ad-

! mitted by many modern writers.
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living and whose prayers for the dead were equally to he
despised. In the existing condition of sacerdotal morals, this
necessarily destroyed all reverence for the church at large, and
Bernard and Alain had no hesitation in proving it to be mog
dangerously heterodox. Their recurrence to Scripture, more.
over, as the sole foundation of Christian belief, with the elaim
of private interpretation, was necessarily destructive to all the
forms of sacerdotalism, and led them to entertain many other
heretical tenets. They admitted no distinetion betweey
clergy and laity. Every member of the sect, male or female,
was a priest, entitled to preach and to hear confessions. Pur.
gatory was denied, and the power of absolution derided,
Lying and swearing were mortal sins, and homicide was not
excusable under any circumstances.'

Such doctrines could only result 1n open revolt against
sacerdotalism in general, and it shortly came. The Wal
densian exaltation of poverty was grateful to the nobles, who
were eager to grasp the possessions of the church; its con-
demnation of the pride and immorality of the clergy secured
for its sectaries the goodwill of the people, who everywhere
suffered from the oppression and vices of their pastors
Under such protection the sect multiplied with incredible
rapidity, not only throughout France, but in Italy and Ger
many. Enveloped, with the Albigenses, in merciless perse
cution, they endured with fortitude the extremity of martyr
dom. The Germans and Italians sought refuge in the
recesses of the Alpine valleys, while some feeble remnanis
managed to maintain an obscure existence in Provencs
Their tacit revolt, however, could not be forgotten or o
given, and at intervals they were exposed to pitiless attemps
at extermination. These are well known, and the names of
Cabriéres and Merindol have acquired a sinister notoriety
which renders further allusion to the Waldenses unnecessary:
except to mention that in 1538 they formally merged then
selves with the German reformers by an agreement Of'“'?““h
the 8th and 9th articles declare that marriage 1s permlsslblew

' Bernardi Fontis Calidi Lib. contra Waldenses.—Alani de Iusull
Hweret. Lib. 1.

g contr
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without exception of position, to all who have not received
the gift of continence.!

The antisacerdotal spirit, however, did not develop itself
Jltogether in opposition to the church. Devout and earnest
nen there were, who recognized the evil resulting from the
oVergrown power and wealth of the ecclesiastical establish-
ment, without shaking off their reverence for its doctrine
and its visible head, and the authorities saw in these men the
effective means of combating the enemy. In thus availing
themselves of one branch of the reformers to destroy the
other and more radical portion, the chiefs of the hierarchy
were adopting an expedient effective for the present, yet
franght with danger for the future. The Franciscans and
Dominicans were useful beyond expectation. They restored
to the church much of the popular veneration which had
become almost hopelessly alienated from it, and their wonder-
fully rapid extension throughout Europe shows how univer-
sally the people had felt the want of a religion which should
fitly represent the humility, the poverty, the charity of
Christ. Yet when Innocent III. hesitated long to sanction
the mendicant orders, he by no means showed the want of
sagacity which has been so generally asserted by superficial
historians: rather, like Lucius IIL. with the Waldenses, his
far-seeing eye took in the possible dangers of that fierce
ascetic enthusiasm which might at any moment break the
bonds of earthly obedience, when its exalted convictions
should declare that obedience to man was revolt against God.

Before the century was out, the result was apparent.
When St. Francis erected poverty into an object of adora-
ton, attaching to it an importance as insane as that attributed
@ virginity by the early ascetics, he at once placed himself
I opposition to the whole system of the church establish-
ment, though his exquisite humility and exhaustless charity
might disguise the dangerous tendency of his doctrines.?

!i:iprl“*l“ﬂ"- Dictionnaire des Héré- | of St. Francis, when prﬂm_ulgataq in
 &rt. Vaudois. the fifth century by the Timotheists,

] tized as heretical.—v.

Orthodoxy of another. The views
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As his order grew in numbers and wealth with unexampleq
rapidity, it necessarily declined from the superhuman heighs
of self-abnegation of which its founder was the mode] ;! :nd
this falling off naturally produced dissatisfaction among
those impracticable spirits who still regarded St. Franeis g
their exemplar as well as their patron. The breach gradually
widened, until at length two parties were formed in the
order. The ascetics finally separated themselves from theip
corrupted brethren, and under the name of Begghards in
Germany, Frérots in France, and Fraticelli in Southerp
Europe, assumed the position of being the only true church.
Their excommunication at the council of Vienne, in 1311, iy
no wise disconcerted them. The long-forgotten doctrines of
Arnold of Brescia were revived and intensified. Poverty
was an absolute necessity to true Christianity; the holding
of property was a heresy, and the Roman church was conse.
quently heretic. Rome, indeed, was openly denounced s
the modern Babylon.

While thus carrying out to its necessary consequences the
sanctification of poverty, which was the essence of Franeis-
camsm, they were equally logical with regard to the doetrines
of ascetic purity which had been so earnestly enforced by the
church. Their admiration of virginity thus trenched elosely
on Manicheism, and in combating their errors the church
was scarcely able to avoid condemmning both the vow of
poverty and that of celibacy, which were the corner-stones
of the monastic theory? Active persecution, of course,

! Already, in 1261, the council of 1306, in denouncing the m_endmam?!t
Mainz can hardly find words severe  of the Begghards, quotes Gen. IIL 1¥:
enongh to express its condemnation ' “In sudore vultus tui vesceris pane
of the mendicant friars who wandered tno,”” and proceeds: “ Qﬂﬂfl ad fnrlﬂr
around, sellingindulgences and squan- | et sui compotes moraliter intelligity
dering their unhallowed gains in the ~esse dictnm : et tales in ocio r;;:tm:
vilest excesses. — Concil. Mogunt. | vendicantes, eleemosynas rﬂl‘*““u_
ann. 1261, can. xlviii. (Hartzheim, qué infirmis et debilibus fuerant P.h-
III. 612.)—One of these lights of the peribus ministrand@.”” And ill; L
order publicly preached, in the horse- jecting to their views nf calil :nt
market of Strasburg, the doctrine that | * Ajunt etiam: Nisi muller‘ﬂ"ﬂdn_
4 nun who sarrendered her virtue to 'tatem in matrimonio deperd:tat}lnm
& monk was less guilty than if she leat et dolendo deploret, salvars e
had an amour with a layman. (Ibid. potest: quasi matrimoninm sit p= 4
615.) tum, cum tamen ipsum ante goe

m:
: to a sanctorum s&7
? Thus, a coaneil held at Cologne in :;';!L'; l{;‘fl‘;rﬂi:n?nﬂtit atam: que ¥iP
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sroused equally active resistance. The Fraticelli espoused
e cause of the Kimperor Louis of Bavaria, in his long and
disastrous quarrel with John XXITI,, whom they did not
hesitate to excommunicate. HExterminated after a prolonged
and desperate struggle, their memory was blackened with
the slanders disseminated by a priesthood incapable of emu-
lating their ascetic virtues; and principal among these slan-
ders was the accusation which we find repeated on all
secasions when an adversary is to be rendered odious—that
of promiscuous and brutal licentiousness. No authentic
facts, however, can be found to substantiate it.!

The Fraticelll form a connecting link in the generations
of heresy. Their errors, as taught by one of their most noted
leaders, Walter Lolhard, who was burned at Cologne in 1322,
had a tinge of the Manicheism of the Albigenses, for Satan
was to them an object of compassion and veneration.? Their
prevalence in Bohemia prepared the ground for Huss, and left
deep traces in the popular mind which were not eradicated in
the eighteenth century; while their proselytes in England
served to swell the party of Wickliffe, and eventually gave to
it their name, though their peculiar doctrines bore little re-
semblance to his.® Antisacerdotalism, however, was the com-
mon tie, and in this Luther, Zwingli, and Knox were the
legitimate successors of Doleino and Michael di Cesena.

¢'nitas in foetum sobolis compensatur, |
perquam humana natura stabilitate
perdurat,” which contrasts strangely
With the teachings quoted above from
“Hali Meidenhad.” Great stress,
Woreover, is laid npon the indissolu-
Wlity of the marriage vow, and the
Wickedness of separating husband
Wil wife. “Quomodo spiritu Dei
‘gantur qui contra spiritum Dei
;!““L prohibentis viraom ab uxore,
__; fonverso sine causa dimitti?”
» oneil, Coloniens. ann. 1306, cap. i.
“ (Hartzheim, IV. 100-101). The
m fathers of the council were dis-
'ty blll}d to the antagonism of
m“? teachings to the received doc-
*% and practices of the church.

I "
tru‘A collection of documents illus-
‘W% the history of this singular

;:1 powerful sect will be found in
W8 aud Mansi, II1, 206 et seq.

How persistent and profound was
the conviction which created the

‘heresy is shown by its prolonged

existence. Even as late as 1421
Martin V. found it mnecessary <o
issne a Bull denouncing it (Raynaldi
Annal. ann. 1421, No. 4); and in
Germany the council of Wurzburg
in 1446 revived the old denunciations
against the Begghards and Beguines
(Hartzheim, V. 336).

2 Their customary salutation and
password was an invocation of the
fallen angel—‘Salutet te injuriam
passus.”’—“ May the wronged one
preserve thee!” — Trithem. Chron.

Hirsaug. ann. 1315.

3 Trithem. loc. cit.—Raynaldi An-
nal. ann. 1318, No. 44.—Hartzheim,
Conecil. German. IV. 630,
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In the ineradicable corruption of the church, every effy,
to purify it could only lead to a heresy. Kxcept on the dej;.
cate point of Transubstantiation, Wickliffe proposed no g
trinal innovation, but he keenly felt and energetically sought
to repress the disorders which had brought the church jpg,
disrepute. His scheme swept away bishop, cardinal, and pope,
the priesthood being the culminating point in his system qf
ecclesiastical polity. The temporalities which weighed doyy
the spiritual aspirations of the church were to be abandoned,
and with them the train of abuses by which the worldly
ambition of churchmen was sustained—indulgences, simony,
image-worship, the power of excommunication, and the thes.
sand other arts by which the authority to bind and to loose
had been converted into broad acres or current coin of the
realm. In all this he was to a great extent a disciple of the
Fraticelli, but his more practical mind escaped their leading
error, and he denounced as an intolerable abuse the beggary
of the mendicant friars. Indeed, the monastic orders in gene-
ral were the objects of his special aversion, as having ne
justification in the precepts of Christ! It is remarkable,
however, that with all his tendency to regard the Scriptures
as his =ole authority, and notwithstanding the boldness with
which he disregarded tradition, he adhered to celibacy with
the fervor of a Jerome or a Hildebrand. The sternness
of his mind made little allowance for human weakness, and,
in his zeal for a purified church, he urged the necessity of
chastity with a simple earnéstness that had long become obso-
lete? All this was unreasonable enough in a perverse and

! Inter omnia monstra quz unquam
intraverunt ecclesiam, monstram ho-
rum fratrum est seductivius, infunda-
bilins, et a veritate ac a charitate
distantins. — Univ. Oxon. Litt. de
Error. Wicklif. Art. 103. (Wilkins,
111 344.)

¥ For the gretnes of the synne in
preztis, ouer the synne in other men
15 schewid be many resouns; and for
it is mikil grenowsare than simple

fornicaconn bi thwex an onlepy man |

and an onlepi womman, and it is gret-
tar than spouse brokun of seculer men
bodily, and neuer the lese both thwo

are dedly synne. And that it be more
semith bi this; for ai the heiar degre,
'the sarrar is the falle, but prest
heiar degre than bodili _mntrimﬂ
and thus the prest in doing f'omhid
coun doth sacrile and breakith -
wow : for bi the vertu of his degr®

made the vow of chastite.~—Apola
' for Lollard Doctrines, p. 38 (Camdes
' Soc. Ed.).

The strictness of the asce
tribnted to him is even more
ingly manifested in one of the b
condemned by the -
1396, Art. 7, viz., that t

tiolsm &
stril-
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«tiff-necked generation, but his unpardonable error was his
~evival of the doctrine of Gregory VII. regarding the minis-
(rations of unfaithful priests, which he carried out resolutely
. its logical consequences. According to him, a wicked
priest could not perform his sacred functions, and forfeited
hoth his spiritualities and temporalities, of which laymen
were justified in depriving him. Nay more, priest and bishop
were no longer priest or bishop if they lived in mortal sin,
and his definition of mortal sin was such as to render it scarce
possible for any one to escape.' |

It is easier to start a movement than to restrain 1it. Wickliffe
might deny the authority of tradition, and yet preserve his re-
spect for the tradition of celibacy, but his followers could not
observe the distinction. They could see, if he could not, that
the structure of sacerdotalism, to the overthrow of which he
Jevoted himself, could not be destroyed without abrogating
the rule which separated the priest from his fellow-men, and
which severed all other ties in binding him to the church. In
1304, only ten years after Wickliffe's death, the Lollards, by
that time a powerful party, with strong revolutionary tend-
sncies, presented to Parliament a petition for the thorough
reformation of the chureh, containing twelve conclusions indi-
sating the points on which they desired change. Of these,
the third denounced the rule of celibacy as the cause of the
worst disorders, and argued the necessity of its abrogation;
while the eleventh attacked the vows of nuns as even more

wjurious, and demanded permission for their marriage with

warry from any other motive than | against Wickliffe in 1382, among the
that of Laving offspring are not truly  articles presented as extracted from
marrded—non vere matrimonialiter his writings were—
“pulantur.—( Wilkins, 1II. 229.) Art. 4. Quod si episcopus vel sa-
‘Bi D g cerdos existat in peccato mortali, non
poss oy, domm} te'mpurales ordinat, consecrat nec baptizat.
W“?t legitime ac meritorie auferre | = 4.4 16 Quod nullus est dominus
q*;nﬂ;tunm b _ecnlesm dﬂl"q“ﬂ“?e' civilis, nullus est episcopus, nullus
clus, Magist. Johan. Wyecliff. ] dum est in peccato mor-
Al vi.  (Wilkins. IIL 123 est preelatus dum pe
et poont iking, III. 123.) | tali.—(Wilkins, IIL. 157.)
viri “t regibus auferre temporalia a| = pro, «yerbum otiosum™ and ®ira
e iaaticls ipsis abutsntibus libet levis” were denounced
h:;lumtﬂ' st essimyeiid %?aﬁﬁﬁsl;urgl sins according to the
Conrtens Proceedings conducted by | fjyiveraity of Oxford.—Litt, fls Srat,
¥y Archbishop of Canterbury, | oy 210, 211. (Wilkins, 111 347.)
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but scanty show of respect.! This became the received do.
trine of the sect, for in a declaration made in 1400 by Arup.
del, Archbishop of Canterbury, concerning the Lollard here.
sies, we find enumerated the belief that those in holy orders
could take to themselves wives without sin, and that monks
and nuns were at liberty to abandon their profession, apg
marry at pleasure.’

The fierce persecutions of Henry V., to repress what he
richtly considered as a formidable source of civil rebellion as
well as heresy, succeeded in depriving the sect of politiea]
power; yet its religious doctrines still continued to exis
among the people, and even sometimes obtained public ex.
pression.’ They unquestionably tended strongly to shake
the popular reverence for Rome, and had no little influence
in eventually paving the way for the revolt of the sixteenth

century.

' Tertia conclusio est quod lex con-
tinentiz injuncta sacerdotio, quz in
prejudiciom muliernm prius fuit or-
dinata, induocit sodomiam in totam
sanctam ecclesiam. ... Corollarium
istins est, private religiones et incep-
tores sive origo istius peccati essent
maxime dignz adnullari. ... Unde-
cima conclusio, quod votum conti-
nentiz factum in nostra ecclesia per
mulieres, quia sunt fragiles et imper-
fect® in natura, est cansa inductionis
maximoram horribilium peccatorum
possibilium humans naturz, &e. ...
Corollarinm est gquod viduz et tales
gne accipinnt mantellum et annulum
delicate paste vellemus quod essent
desponsate, quia nescimus eas excu-
sare a privatis peccatis.—Conclusi-
ones Lollardorum. (Wilkins, IIL
221-3.)

! Item, asserere quod presbyteri et
constitutl in sacris jure divino nubere
possnuut sine periculo et pececato. . ..
[tem, asserere quod licitum est et
etiam meritorinm religiosis personis
utrinsque sexus, et in quacumque
religione approbata eorum libero
arbitrio egredi religionem, et redire ad
seculum, et ducere uxores, et e con-
verso. (Wilkins, III. 248.)

3 In 1426, ten years after the execu.
tion of Lord Cobham, a Francisess
named Thomas Richmond ws
brought before the council of York fu
publicly preaching the high Wieklif
ite doctrine “ Sacerdos in peccato mor
tali lapsus, non est sacerdos. Iltem
quod ecclesia nolente vel non pnnients
fornicarios, licitum est smcularbas
eosdem peena carceris castigare, et &l
hoc astringuntur vinculo charitatis.”
(Wilkins, III. 488.) This practies!
application of the Hildebrandine
principle did not suit the church o
the fifteenth century. It was pe
nounced heretical, and Friar Thoms
was forced to recant.

Equally offensive to the memors of
Gregory was the decision of the Sor
bonne in 1486, condemning as her
cal the propositions of the purts
Bishop of Meaux—** 3. Un pretre for-
nicateur ne doit pas dire Dominus ™

) L . us
! biscum mni ‘reciter l'office en aue

lien sacré. Ce qui est faux et suspect
d’heresie.” —'* 4. Les sacremens adu®
nistrez ou 1'office dit par un tel |

ne valent pas mieux gue les “”:a*
chiens. Proposition fausse et -“uqu
dans la premiere partie, here Ties
scandaleuse et offensant les ;‘;"' -
pieuses dans la seconde. €T
Hist. Eccles. Liv. cxvi. No. 3%
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John Huss was rather a reformer than a heresiarch. Ad.
mirer though he was clyf Wickliffe, even to the point of wish-
ing to risk damnation with him, he avoided the doctrinal
errors of the Englishman on the subject of the Eucharist.
Yet his predestinarian views were unorthodox, and he fully
shared Wicklhiffe’'s Gregorian ideas as to the effect of mortal
sin in divesting the priesthood of all claim to sacredness or
respect. No one could be the vicar of Christ or of Peter
anless he were an humble imitator of the virtues of him
whom he claimed to represent; and a pope who was given to
avarice was only the representative of Judas Iscariot.? This
right of private judgment threatened results too formidable
to the whole structure of sacerdotalism, and his condemna-
uon was 1nevitable. Stilly like Wickliffe, he was a devout
believer 1n ascetic purity. His denunciations of the wealth
aud disorders of the clergy raised so great an excitement
throughout Bohemia, that King Wenceslas was forced to issue
a decree depriving immoral ecclesiastics of their revenues.
The partisans of Huss took a lively interest in the enforce-
went of this law, and brought the unhappy ecclesiastics
before the tribunals with a pertinacity which amounted to
the persecution of an inquisition.?

Unlike the Lollards, the Hussites maintained the strictness
of their founder’s views on the subject of celibacy. If the
Sercer Taborites cruelly revenged their wrongs upon the
religious orders, it was to punish the minions of Rome, and
“0t 1o manifest their contempt for asceticism; and, at the
“ime time, even the milder Calixtins treated all lapses from
elerical virtue among themselves with a severity which proved

' When, after the fearful disaster of) 2 Artic. Damnat. J{_mnniﬂ H__nsz, No.
Tsass, the Council of Bile, in 1432, wviii. x. xi. xii. Xxli. xxil. XXX,
“Wimenced the conferences which re- | (Concil. Constantiens. Sess. xv.)

:‘:‘lﬁi M the nominal reconciliation | Pluquet, Dict. des Hérésies, s. v.
Wu:ihfl \issites, the fathers of the Huss.-—Syn;)d. Olomucens. ann. 1413,
‘4 wWere much scandalized at cans 1. “ asserentes etiam .. .quod

"% the Bohemian deputies reve- - :
fen s Wielkls z na clericorum male viventium pos-
Uy quote Wickliffe as the Evange- g

Beal Do sunt rapere et eos spoliare sine pena
hh‘dtl;:; .:tur' ll“ﬁfﬂct’ Fater- Paym, e}:ﬂnmnlllunicatiunis . + « Ex eadem
ey nto por o carried his doc- | L q:00 ot haretica pravitate dicunt

Bd was n?:”m“}ia‘ W RO Ny alii, quod sacerdos in mortali existens
(Hartzhe {; _n_“ pue, disputanis. peccato, non possit conficere corpus
m, V. 7624.) Christi.”’ (Hartzheim, V. 39,40.)

e T
"
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their sincerity and earnestness, and which had long heep ,
stranger to the administration of the church.* Traces of the
teachings of the Fraticelli, moreover, are to be found iy the
doctrines which dissever_ed temporal from spiritual POwer
and denied to the clergy all ownership or dominion Gt’e;
landed possessions.”

The Hussite movement thus was a protest against some
the forms of sacerdotalism, but was too limited in its objees
to require more than this passing allusion at our hands, ey
had its domination not been confined to so narrow a territory
and so short an epoch as to deprive 1t of all lasting influence
on the purification of the church. Against the wishes of the
papacy, at the council of Bile, the church assented to 3
reconciliation, and attempted an internal reformation, which
postponed for a century the inevitable revolution.

Wickliffe and Huss were not the only inheritors of the auti
sacerdotal spirit of the Fraticelli. About the close of the
fourteenth century there arose in Thuringia a heresiarch
named Conrad Schmidt, whose teachings swept away the forms
and observances which had so thickly incrusted the simpie
doctrines of Christianity. The sacrifice of the mass, image
worship, fasting, feasts, purgatory, confession, and absolution,
all fell before the fearless logic of the reformer, and his dis
ciples fondly treasured him in memory as a second incarnation
of Enoch. For forty years the sect flourished in secret, but &
length it was discovered in Meissen, where 1ts members W
known as Brethren of the Cross, and where 1t was exteri
nated in 1414 by the fagots of Sangerhausen. The hces

! Conciliab. Pragens. ann. 1420,|to the subject of celibacy. |
ean, xii. xiii.—At this time the Huss- | 760-73.) -
itee had full sway in Bohemia; the| This did not, however, Sa' 1. »
council was held by Conrad, Arch-|from the customary accusation®
bishop of Prague, who had adopted immorality. Thus, in 1431, 1 :}'l:!i'l
their faith, and its canons were in- | Archbishop of Mainz, in SUnve ;h;'ﬁ
tended for the internal regulation of | council to take action ﬂ_F““f:"‘ﬂlm,
their own church. (Hartzheim, V. |says of the sect “ exterminavit t-io -
198.) In the long conferences, ex- | et omnem celibatum ﬂ“mm‘:f;d In-
tending from 1431 to 1438, which  phando ﬂtupravit."—-ﬁudﬂni |
resnlted in their reunion with the | plom. IV. 185. o

Catholic charch, there is no allusion| Conciliab. Pragens. ani

can. viii.
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tious doctrines attributed to them by the monkish chronicler
how that sacerdotal celibacy was one of the observances
which they repudiated.’ Similar in its tendency, and almost
identical 1n details, was the heresy which, in 1411, was con-
1emned in Flanders by Pierre d’Ailly, Archbishop of Cambrai.
(iiles Cantor, a layman, and a Carmelite known as William
of Hilderniss gathered around them followers who assumed
the title of Men of Intelligence. Like Conrad Schmidt, they
rejected the empty formalism which had to so great an extent
asurped the place of religion, but there was little of the
emper of martyrs about them, and a public renunciation of
their errors at Brussels speedily deprived them of all im-
portance.’

\While thus trampling out these successive heresies, the
church was blind to the lesson taught by their perpetual re-
currence. The minds of men were gradually learning to
estimate at its true value the claim of the hierarchy to vene-
ration, and at the same time the vices of the establishment
were yearly becoming more odious, and its oppression more
onerous. The explosion might be delayed by attempts at
partial reformation, but it was inevitable.

' The spirit of the sectaries of |the dead ““nihil prosint defunctis, sed
Schmidt is shown by one of their doc- | sint solatia vivorum et repleant mar-
trines—* Propter sacerdotum mnequi- | supia clericorum.”—Gobelin. Person.
Uam, licentiavit Deus et abjecit sacer- | Cosmodrom. Etat. vi. cap. xciil.

dotium evangelicum,” and by their| .
wgument for abolishing masses for | 1, Raynaldi Annal. anu. 1411, No.
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THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY.

Tuaar the church was sorely in want of purification peg
hardly, I apprehend, be insisted on. Yet the great counej
of Constance, one of whose leading objects was its reforms
tion, shrank timidly from the tremendous task, though it g
dared to depose a pope, and had no scruples in immolati
the unfortunate Huss. KExhausted, we may charitably be.
lieve, by these efforts, 1t could not, in all its three years ¢f
existence, find leisure for correcting the morals of its delip.
quent counstituency, and in its canon ‘ De Vita et Honestat
Clericorum” 1t could only regulate the dress of ecclesiasties
the unclerical cut of whose sleeves was especially distasteful
to the reverend fathers.!

Perhaps the council recognized that reformation was be
yond its power, unless it was prepared to remodel the entir
structure of the church. That a reformation was required ¥
could not but know. One of its leading members, Nicholas
de Clemangis, had publicly declared in writing that the cor
ruption of the clergy was so universal that those who fulfilled
their vows were the object of the most degrading and disgust:
ing suspicions, so little faith was there in the possible purity
of any ecclesiastic. He also records the extension of a custom
to which I have already alluded, when he states that in a m&
jority of parishes the people insisted on their pastors keeping
concubines, and that even this was a precaution insufficien’
for the peace and honor of their families.?

Perhaps the council flattered itself that, in providing for
the infamous John XXIII. a successor of unimpeachablﬁ
character and high ability, the work which it had neglected

' Concil. Constant. Sess. xuur, risque parochiis non ‘llltor bfid“
presbyterum tolerare nisi conet -t
habeat, quo vel sic suis sit cﬂﬂ!“w
uxoribus, qué nec sic qu:}:f:: o
unaque sunt extra peric : ‘
gaaglamangis de Prasul. Simoni
(Bayle, Dict. Hist. 8. V. Hall.)

* Taceo de fornicationibus et adulte-
riis, a quibus qui alieni sunt probro
emteris ac ludibrio esse solent, spado-
nesque aut sodomite appellantar:
denique laici ngque adeo persuasum
Labent nullos ceelibes esse, ut in ple-
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would be performed. Martin V., in fact, did attempt it. In
1492 Cardinal Branda, of Piacenza, his legate, when sent to
Germany to preach a crusade against the Hussites, was honored
with the title of Reformer General, and full powers were
given to him to effect this portion of his mission. The letters-
patent of the pope bear ample testimony to the fearful de-
pravity of the Teutonic church,! while the constitution which
Branda promulgated declares that in a portion of the priest-
wood there was scarcely left a trace of decency or morality.?
According to this document, concubinage, simony, neglect of
wered functions, gambling, drinking, fighting, buffoonery, and
kindred pursuits, were the prevalent vices of the ministers of
Christ : but the punishments which he enacted for their sup-
pres.sion—repetitions of those which we have seen proclaimed
so many times before—were powerless to overcome the evils
which had become part and parcel of the church itself.

While the Armagnacs and Burgundians were rivalling the
English in carrying desolation into every corner of France,
it could not be expected that the peaceful virtues could
flourish, or sempiternal corruption be reformed. Accord-
ingly, it need not surprise us to see Hardouin, Bishop of

Angers, despondingly admit, in 1428, that licentiousness had

! For instance, as regards the religi-
sns houses—* In nonnullis quoque mo-
Basteriis . . . norma disciplinz respu-
iar, enltus divinus negligitur, per-
soe  guogue hujusmodi, vite ac
Worum  honestate prostrata, lubrici-
WL, incontinentie, et aliis variis car-
Balls concupiscenti voluptatibus et
Yiells non sine gravi divin® majesta-
U8 offensa tabescentes, vitam ducunt
dissolutam.”—Martin. V. ad Brandam

§ Hi. L. . .
il mg_)l udewig, Relig. Msctorum

* Usque adeo nonnullorum clerico-
"4 corraptela excrevit, ut morum
Sque honestatis vestigia apud eos
:‘:ﬂ:’ admodum remanserint.—Con-

. brandm § 1. (Op. oit. XI 385.)
mnltmnd“m“ of affairs was not the

of any abandonment of the
:"“ﬂm&t to enforce the canons. Local
l Were meeting every year, and
Wareely one of them failed to call

attention to the subject, devising fresh
penalties to effect the impossible. The
result is shown in the lament of the
council of Cologne in 1423—* Quia
tamen, succrescente malitia temporis
moderni, labes hujusmodi criminis in
ecclesia Dei in tantum inolevit, quod
scandala plurima in populo sunt ex-
orta, et verisimiliter exoriri poterunt
in futurum, et ex fide dignorum rela-
tione percepimus quod quidam eccle-
siarum prelati et alii, etiam capitula
. tales in suis iniquitatibus susti-
nuerunt et sustinent.”” So far, how-
ever, were the decrees of the council
from being effective, that the Arch-
bishop was obliged to modify them
and to declare that they should only
be enforced against those ecclesiastics
who were notoriously guilty, and who
kept their concubines publiely.—
Concil. Coloniens. ann. 1423, can. i.
viii. (Hartzheim, V. 217, 220.)
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become so habitual among his clergy that it was no longe
reputed to be a sin; that concubinage was public and undis
guised, and that the patrimony of Christ was wasted in gy,
porting the guilty partners of the priesthood. That gambling
swearing, drunkenness, and all manner of uneclerical {_‘,()Hdu;
should accompany these disorders, 1s too probable to requiy
the concurrent testimony which the worthy bishop affords ye:

Such was the state of sacerdotal morals when the grey
council of Bile attracted to itself the hopes of Christendoy
as the sole instrument by which the purification of the

church c¢duld be e

ected—a purification which was felt to e

‘the only safeguard against a revolutionary uprising of the
indignant laity.? The good fathers evidently recognized the

! Adeo carnis vitium inolevit, et

ideo factnm est, quod peccatum quasi
non reputatur. . . . et in inhonesta-
rom hujusmodi mulierum sustenta-
tionem stipendia ecclesiastica, et
Christi patrimonium et pauperum
expendere mon verentur.—Harduini
Andegav. Epist. Statut. Pref. (Mar-
tene et Durand. 1V. 523-4).

? See the curious letter addressed
to Pope Eugenius in Dec. 1431 by his
legate, Cardinal Ceasarini, refusing to
obev the Bull dissolving the council:
“ Ineitavit me huc venire deformitas
et dissolutio cleri Alemani®, ex qua
laici supra modum irritantur adversus
statum ecclesiasticum. Propter quod
valde timendum est, nisi se emendent,
ne laici, more Hussitarum, in totum
clerum irruant, ut publice dicunt.
Et quidem hujusmodi deformatio
magnam audaciam przbet Bobemis,
multnmque colorat errores eorum
qui precipue invehunt contra turpi-
tudinem cleri. Qua de re, etiam si
hic non fuisset generale concilium
institutom, neceszarinm fuisset facere
unum provinciale, ratione legationis
per Germaniam pro clero reformando;
quia revera timendom est, nisi iste
clerus se corrigat, quod etiam, extincta
hwresi Bohemise, susciterentur alia
. « «» Celebrata tot sunt diebus nos-
tris coneilia, ex quibus nulla sequuta
est reformatio., Expectabant gentes
ut ex hoe sequeretur aliquis fructus.
Sed s hoc dissolvatur, dicetur quod

nos irridemus Deum et homines, &
cum jam nulla spes supererit de nos
tra correctione, irrnent merito laiei i
nos more Hussitarum : et certa fams
publica de hoc est. Animi homingm
pregnantes sunt: jam incipiant eve
mere venenum, quUO NOS perimant:
putabunt se sacrificinm prastare De
gui clericos aut trucidabunt ant spe
liabunt, quoniam reputabuntur i
in profundum malornm veniase.m
odiosi Deo et mundo, et cnm modies
punc ad eos sit devotio, tunc omsi
peribit. Erat istud concilinm quesd-
dam retinaculum swcularium;
cum viderint spem omnem deficsr
laxabunt habenas publice perseques
domnos.”” As a proof of his assertions
the legate refers to various local tros-
bles, which he regards as 8y 10 ploms
of a wide-spread revolt on the pom
of breaking out. Magdeburg had e
pelled her archbishop -and ﬂ!ul};ﬂt;
was preparing wagons with whie

fight after the Bohemian fashion,

said to have sent for &

was even
Hussite to command her l‘tom'-
' Passau had revolted againg

bishop, and was even then II{:
close siege to his citadel. Bﬂr e
was engaged in a violent mdtll'
her bishop and chapter. Thﬂ!"ﬂ g~
were regarded as the centres ol
midable secret confederacies he
were even said to be negotiating

the Hussitaa.—mnm Eﬂ;:“.d b
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511 magnitude of the danger, and addressed themselves reso-
lately to the removal of its cause. All who were guilty of
public concubinage were ordered to dismiss their consorts
within sixty days after the promulgation of the canon, under
pain of deprivatian of revenue for three months. Persistent
pontumacy or repetition of the offence was visited with suspen-
sion from functions and stipend until satisfactory evidence
Jould be afforded of repentance and amendment. Bishops
who neglected to enforce the law were to be held as sharing
the gnilt which they allowed to pass unpunished; and those
prelates who were above the jurisdiction of local tribunals
or synods were to be remanded to Rome for trial. The coun-
¢il deplored the extensive prevalence of the “cullagium,” by
«hich those to whom was intrusted the administration of the
¢hurch did not hesitate to enjoy a filthy gain by selling
lisenses to sin. A curse was pronounced on all involved in
euch transactions:; they were to share the penalties of the
guilt which they encouraged, and were, in addition, to pay a
fine of double the amount of their iniquitous receipts.’
Honest, well-meant legislation this; yet the fathers of the
souncil eould hardly deceive themselves with the expecta-
tion that it would prove effectual. If legislation dould ac-
complish the desired result, there had already been enough
of it since the days of Siricius. The compilations of canon-
law were full of admirable regulations, by which generation
afler generation had endeavored to attain the same object by
svery imaginable modification of inquisition and penalty.
Ingennity had been exhausted in devising laws which were
only promulgated to be despised and forgotten. Something
more was wanting, and that something could not be had
without overturning the elaborate structure s0 skilfully and
lt_lnjriuuﬂ] y built up by the craft, the enthusiasm, and the reli-
£ion of ten centuries.
| How utterly impotent, in fact, were the efforts of the coun-
e, is evident when, within five years after the adoption of
‘e Basilian canons, Doctor Kokkius, in a sermon preached
before the council of Freysingen, could scarcly find words

—____________———-——'-

! Concil. Basiliens. Sess. xx. (Jan. 22, 1433).
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strong enough to denounce the evil courses of the cley

o ,ATEY
a class:! and when, within fifteen years, we find Nicholas v
declaring that the clergy enjoyed such immunity that thel
scarcely regarded incontinence as a sin—a declaration gy
tained by the regulations promulgated for the restraint of the
officials of his own court, which 1mply the previous opep gy
undisguised defiance of the canons.?

Even in this attempt of Nicholas, however, is to be g
one of the causes which perpetuated the corruption of the
church. He orders that all who thereafter persist in keeping
concubines in defiance of the regulations shall be Incapable
of receiving benefices without special letters of indulgenc
from the Holy See? Shrouded-under a thin veil of for
mality, this in substance indicates the degrading source of
revenue which was so energetically condemned in inferior
officials. The pressing and insatiable pecuniary needs of the
papal court, indeed, rendered it impotent as a reformer, how.
ever honest the wearer of the tiara might himself be i
desiring to rescue the church from its infamy. Reckles
expenditure and universal venality were insuperable obsta
cles to any comprehensive and effective measures of reforms
tion. Every one was preoccupied either in devising o
in resisting extortion. The local synods were engaged &
quarrelling over the subsidies demanded by Rome, while the
chronicles of the period are filled with complaints of th
indulgences sold year after year to raise money for vanow
purposes. Sometimes the objects alleged are indignant’y
declared to be purely supposititious; at other times intims
tions are thrown out that the collections were diverted to &

! Quoniam nostri temporis clerici | tnm.—Lib. m. Tit. 1. €. 3, in B
sunt, hen, affectu crudeles, affatu | timo.
mendaces, gestu incompositi, victu . » et mN
loxuariosi, aﬁtu impii, af Eub' vacuo | ,. * Quicunque al_n cﬂnf::j !::’
gapctitatis nomine sancti nominis hﬂm? _h:ujuamndl, . reesument*
derogant discipline (Hartzheim, V. | Prohibitionem tenere T ' w g
266). The council contented itself lflhﬂb'l“ SURBUADSILE & ia officia b¥
with repeating the canons of Bile tinenda, et in dicta Curmia o "o

' jusmodi exercenda, nec illor

* Quod plerique, propter illius im- | paces efficiantur, pisi inhn*bilil‘l
punitatem, sibi blandiuntur minime | suam antea per dicte sedl
verendum, imo quasi non fore pecca- | obtinuerint aboleri.—Ubi SUI
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private gai_n of the popes and of their creatures! The
gpinion which the church in general entertained of the papal
sourt is manifested with sufficient distinctness in a letter
trom Ernest, Archbishop of Magdeburg, to his ambassador at
Rome. The prelate states that he has deposited five hun-
ired florins in Fugger's bank at Augsburg, for which he
desires to procure certain bulls, one to enable him to sell
indulgences, the other to compel the chapter of Magdeburg
to allow him to dispose of the salt-works of Halle, in defiance
of the vested rights of his church—thus taking for granted a
eynicism of venality which it would be difficult to parallel in
the secular affairs of the most corrupt of courts.?

The aspirations of Christendom had culminated in the
gouncil of Bdle 1n the most potential form known to the
church universal, and such were the results while the influ-
ences of the council were yet recent, and while the antago-
mistic papacy was under the control of men sincerely desirous
to promote the best interests of the church, such as Nicholas
V. and Pius II. We can feel no wonder, therefore, if the
darkness continued to grow thicker and deeper under the rule
of such pontiffs as Innocent VIIIL. and Alexander VI. Savo-
narola found an inexhaustible subject of declamation in the
fearful vices of the ecclesiastics of his times, whom he de-
seribes as ruffiani e mezzani® In the assembly of the Trois
Etats of France, held at Tours in 1484, the orator of the
Estates, Jean de Rély, afterwards Bishop of Angers, in his
official address to Charles VIII., declared it to be notorious
that the religious orders had lost all devotion, discipline, and
obedience to their rule, while the canons (and he was himself

Quand je pense A tout cela, la vie
que ménent les prétres, je ne puis
retenir mes larmes.” And again, “Ma
peggio ancora. Quello che sta la notte
con la concubina, quell’ altro con il
arzone, @ poi la mattina va a dire

' Comp. Doeringii Chron. passim.
Diringk was minister, or head of the
powerinl Francisean order in Saxony,

and tharefore may be considered an
WRexceptionable witness.

i . :
‘lbﬁLnrlmlg Eallg. Msotorum, &L gnasan, pensa tu come la va. Che

vuoi tu fare di quella messa M—Jé-

" “8i vous saviez tout ce que je | rome Savonarole d’aprés les Docu-

':"' des choses dégotitantes! des
taeses horribles! vous en frémiriez !

ments Originaux, par F. T. Perrens,
pp. 71-72. Paris, 1856.
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a canon of Paris) had sunk far below the laity 1n their morg),
to the great scandal of the church.’ ’

In England, the facts developed by the examination whig,
Tnnocent VIIT. in 1489 authorized Morton, Archbishop of
Canterbury, to make into the condition of the religigyg
houses, present a state of affairs quite as bad. Innocey
deseribes them, in his bull to the archbishop, as wholly falley
from their original discipline, and this 1s fully confirmed by
the results of the visitation. The old and wealthy abbey
of St. Albans, for instance, was little more than a den of pros.
titutes, with whom the monks lived openly and avowedly. In
two priories under its jurisdiction, the nuns had been turned
out, and their places filled with courtezans, to whom the

monks of St. Albans publicly resorted, indulging in all man-

ner of shameless and riotous living, the details of which can
well be spared? These irregularities were emulated by the
secular ecclesiastics. Among the records of the reign of
Henry VII. is a memorial from the ogentlemen and farmers
of Carnarvonshire, complaining that the seduction of their
wives and daughters was pursued systematically by the clergy”

Spain was equally infected. When Cardinal Ximenes, in
1496, was elevated to the primatial see of Toledo, he under-
took to reform the clergy of his diocese. A Franciscan him:
self, the members of his own order gave him especial trouble.
After exhausting every expedient of opposition, rather than
submit to the rule of their institution, more than one thou-
sand monks left the country, and, according to some authori-

! Chascan scet qu’il n’y a plus lard, a celebrated Franciscan prel_ﬂh"
reigle, dévocion ne discipline religi- | of the period. “«Sunt ne ibi mulftfﬂ
ense, qui est chose fort préjudiciable | et sacerdotes qui dicunt quod mulieres
au bien du roy et du royaume. .. comedentes venenum at‘? expeller-
quant on voit les lais meilleurs que dum materiam de matrice S04 Lo
les gens d’églize, gqui doivent estre la feetus veniat ad partum, antequi®
forme, I'exemple et le mirouer des an- anima rationalis introdunoeatur, non
tres, et quant on ne trouve point an  peccant mortaliter?”’—Ap. H. Emﬂl:i':
chief le sens, le régime et 1a conduite = Apol. pour Herodote Liv. 1. chap- ¥
q:mi se trouvent en la plante.du Pié,| 2 wWilkins, III. 630-33. Quod dicts
c’est grant scandale ! —Masselin, Jour-|{, o L st, persmpe looa e

nal des Etats de Tours, pp. 197-99. : : 1a. monislio®
What were the teachings and the in- otingm AgN8 B ey ﬂb“minig effusi-

inis et se
fluence on the people of such a priest- StUpXO A% SRIEL L
hood may be guessed from a rzmark one profanare non verentur.

»3.
in one of the sermons of Olivier Mail-| ' 3 Froude’s History of England, I*
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sies, actually emigrated to Barbary, to escape the severity of
(hristian discipline. The general of the order was appealed
to, and came from Rome to protect his persecuted flock, but
Yimenes was unyielding, and, with the assistance of (Queen
[sabella, he forced the intruder to retire. Then Alexander
v1. endeavored to interfere and to mitigate the sufferings of
ihose who were condemned to live according to their vows,'
but again the royal influence was exerted : the pope withdrew
his opposition, and even conferred additional powers upon the
anflinching reformer.!

These were no special instances of peculiar depravity in
he monastic orders. A bull of Alexander VI, issued in
1496 for the purpose of reforming the Benedictines, describes
ihe inhabitants of many establishments of both sexes in that
sncient and honored institution as indulging in the most
shameless profligacy ; and marriage itself was apparently not
anfrequently practised.? Savonarola did not hesitate to de-
olare that nuns in their convents became worse than harlots.?
Even the strictest of all the orders—the Cistercian—yielded
to the prevailing laxity. A general chapter, held in 1516,
denounces the intolerable abuse indulged in by some abbots
who threw off all obedience to the rule, and dared to keep
women under pretence of requiring their domestic services.*
To fully appreciate the force of this indication, it is requisite
10 bear in mind the stringency of the regulations which for-
bade the foot of woman to pollute the sacred retirement of

the Cistercian monasteries.®

' Prescott, Ferd. and Isab. P. 1.
chap. 5.

* Rursus in certis monasteriis dioti
ordinis, ipsm moniales apertis claus-
Wi dndifferenter omnes homines etiam
fuspectos intromittunt, ac extra mon-
Msteria in curiis, castris et plateis va-
saites, plara scandala committunt . .

Wiliter religiosi qui in sacris ordini-

fonstituti non sunt, relicto habito
Mgulari, matrimonium contrahere di-
:::‘:::n .+ .« Prmtarea omnes et sin-
S &n'gynqllns et moniales regulam
taelte l;‘tl hujusmodi expresse vel
o professos, qui habitum monas-
¥ine dizpensatione legitima re-

‘liquerunt aut matrimonia contraxe-

runt, ad monasteria, si illa exiverunt,
redire et habitum monasticum ac
velum nigrum reassumere dicta anc-
toritate compellatis.—App. ad Chron.

Cassinens. Ed. Dubreul, pp. 902-3. -

The words italicized would seem to
indicate that monks and nuns occa-
sionally married without even quit-
ting their monasteries.

3 Perrens, Jérome Savonarole, P.
84.

t Statut. Ord. Cisterc, ann. 1516
(Martene et Darand. IV. 1636-7).

5 Thus, in 1193, the general chapter
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What was the condition of morals in Germany may he iy,
ferred from some proceedings of the chapter of Brunswiclk in
1476. The canons intimate that the commission of scandgls
and crimes has reached a point at which there is danger of
their losing the inestimable privilege of exemption from epis.
copal jurisdiction. They therefore declare that for the future
the canons, vicars, and officiating clergy ought not to keep
their mistresses and concubines publicly in their houses or
live with them within the bounds of the church, and those

of the order promulgated the rule—

“ 8 contigerit mulieres abbatiam or-
dinis nostri ex consensu intrare, ipse
abbas a patre abbate deponatur abs-
gne retractatione. Et quicumque sine
conscientia abbatis introduxerit, de
domo ejiciatur, non reversurus, nisi
per generale capitulum.” — (Capit.
General. Cisterc. ann. 1193, cap. 6—
apud Martene et Durand. IV. 1276.)
The strictness with which this was
enforced is illustrated by the proceed-
ings in 1205 against the abbot of the
celebrated house of Pontigny, because
he had allowed the Queen of France
and her train to be present at a ser-
mon in the chapel and a procession in
the cloizsters, and to spend two nights
in the infirmary. He adduoced in his
defence a special rescript of the pope
and a permission from the head of the
order in favor of the queen, but these
were pronounced insufficient, and sen-
tence was passed that he merited in-
gtant deposition “quia tam enorme
factum sustinuit, in totius ordinis in-
juriam,” but that in consequence of
the powerfal intercession of the Arch-
bishop of Rheims and other bishops,
he was allowed to escape with lighter
punishment.—(Hist. Monast. Ponti-
niac.—Martene e Durand. III. 1245.)

This rule, indeed, was almost uni-
versal in the ancient monasteries.
The great house of St. Martin of Touars
preserved it inviolate until the incur-
gions of the Northmen rendered it an
asvium for the inhabitants of the sur-
rounding territory. (Leonis PP. VII.
Epist. vi.) In that of Sithieu, from
the time of its foundation early in the
seventh century, it was preserved
without infraction for more than three

centuries. Even the license of ths
Carlovingian revolution did not canse
its inobservance ; and when, amid the
disorders of the tenth century, the
Counts of Flanders became lay abhots
of the convent, and discipline was
almost forgotten, the mediation of twe
bishops was required to obtain per
mission, about the year 940, for Adela,
Countess of Flanders, prostrated with
mortal sickness, to be carried in and
laid before the altar, where she miraco-
lously recovered.—(De Mirac. S. Ber
tin. Lib. 1. ¢. 12.—Chron. S. Bertis.
c. 23, 24.) |

So when Boniface founded the ab-
bey of Fulda, he prohibited the eu-
trance of women in any of the build-
ings, even including the church. The
rule was preserved uninfringsd
through all the license of the tenth
and eleventh centuries, and when, %
1132, the Emperor Lothair ocame 1
Fulda to celebrate Pentecost, his
empress was not allowed 1o witness
the ceremonies. So when Freders
Barbarossa, in 1135, spent his Easter
there, he was not permitted 10 enter
the town, because his wife was with
him. In 1398 Boniface I\ at the
request of the Abbot John Merlaw, r!;
laxed the rule and parmitted “wh
to attend at the services of the char
—shortly after which it was destroye
by li - ing for the M

y lightning, as a warnibg T
ture.— ( Paullini Chron. Badesle e
% viii.)—At the Grande Cha.rtrt" -
founded by St. Bruno towards lh"'m
of the eleventh century, "“m““I odi
not even allowed to enter ol ‘hﬁ“;ﬂ_
of the community.—Chart. 5 e, P
Gratianopolit. (Patrolog. T
1571.)
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who persist in doing so after three warnings shall be suspended
from their prebends until they render due satisfaction! In
this curious glimpse into the domestic life of the cathedral
slose, it is evident that the worthy canons were moved by no
sense of their guilt, but only by a wholesome dread of giving
(o their bishop an excuse for procuring the forfeiture of their
Jearly prized right of self-judgment.

The Hungarian church, by a canon dating as far back as
13582, had finally adopted a pecuniary mulect as the most effi-
eacions mode of correcting offenders. The fine was five
narks of eurrent coin, and by granting one-half to the in-
tformer or archdeacon, and the other to the archiepiscopal
chamber, it was reasonably hoped that the rule might be
enforced. The guardians were not faithful, however, for two
synods of Gran, one n 1450 and the other in 1480, reiterate
the complaint, not only that the archdeacons and other offi-
sials kept the whole fine to themselves, but also, what was
even worse, that they permitted the criminals to persevere
in sin, in order to make money by allowing them to go
unpunished.? The morals of the regular clergy were no
better, for a Diet held by Vladislas I1. in 1498 complained of
the manner in which abbots and other monastic dignitaries
enriched themselves from the revenues of their offices, and
then, returning to the world, publicly took wives, to the dis-
grace of their order.? .

In Pomerania the evil had at length partially cured itself,
for the female companions of the clergy seem to have been
regarded as wives in all but the blessing of the church.
Benedict, Bishop of Camin, in 1492, held a synod in which
he quaintly but vehemently objurgates his ecclesiastics for
this wickedness; declares that no man can part such couples
Joined by the devil; alludes to their offspring as beasts creep-
ing over the earth, and has his spleen peculiarly stirred by

| Publice cohabitare cum fornicariis | 2 Synod. Strigonens. anm. 1382,
on concubinis publicis in curiis ca-| 1450, 1480 (Batthyani, IIL. 275, 481,
nonicornm seu vieariorum ac etiam toto | 557).—* Bt quod deterius est, erimi-
districtn ecolesie nostra, ac ipsas in | nosos 1In suis excessibus permanere
domibus ipsornm detinere mon de- permittentes, ut eos liberius emun-
beant, neg aliquis eorum debeat.— gant, et nulla sequatur correctio.

Statut. Recles. in Brannschwei
S g : i s Synod. Reg. ann. 1498, c. 16.
T (Mayer, Thes. Jur. Eccles. 1.124.) | (g B ool g 551). :
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the cloths of Leyden and costly ornaments with which the
fair sinners were bedecked, to the scandal of honest womey
His indignation was wasted on a hardened generation, for ki
successor, Bishop Martin, on his accession to the see in 1499
found the custom still unchecked. The new bishop pmmpt]j:
summoned a synod at Sitten 1n 1500, where he reiterated the
complaints of Benedict, adding that the priests convert the
patrimony of Christ 1nto marriage portions for their children,
and procure the transmission of benefices from father to s0m,
as though glorying in the perpetuation of their shame?
What peculiarly exasperated the good prelate was that the
place of honor was accorded as a matter of course to the
priests and their consorts at all the merry-makings and fes.
tivities of their parishioners, which shows how fully these
unions were recognized as legitimate, and, apparently, for
prudential reasons, encouraged by the people.

Similar customs, or worse, doubtless prevailed in Sleswick,
for when Eggard was consecrated bishop in 1494, he signal-
1zed the commencement of his episcopate by forbidding his
clergy to keep such female companions. The result was that
before the year expired he was forced to abandon his see,
and five years later he died, a miserable exile in Rome.?

' Wie Hist. Epise. Camin. ¢. 41.— | Christi acquisitam, in dotem filioram
These irregunlarities were not of recent | et filiarnm, ex tam damnabili coita
introduction. The canon referred to | procreatorum, exponunt. Et quod
18 copied almost literally from a sy- | deterius est, inquisitis ingeniis, in
nod held nearly forty years before by | eorum beneficiis faciunt successores,
Bishop Henning. In fact, from the | volentes =ternum de inquitatibqu
description given by the latter of the | eorum gloriari. De oppido ad oppi-
drinking, gambling, trading and li- | dum pariter in curribus ad solenmi-
centiousness of the ecclesiastics of | tates nuptiarum et convivia laicorum
Camin, there was little of the clerical vadunt, eminentiorem locum U
character about them.—Synod. Ca-|eorum Delila usurpandu."—-s."“"d'
win. ann. 1454 (Hartzheim, V. 930). | Sedinens. e¢. 5.

¢ Wix Hist. Episc. Camin. c. 42 0. TR A, 1497'it;:§
. - bl W) * . s s S.Eﬂ,

“Mulieres de incontinentia suspectas Synoa. g Ermelﬂnd Exp?:m taking

palam et publice in domibus eorum | 2° EDRDARHNIG S A5 -

. . : to fairs
tenent et habent, non quasi famulas s cnmpanﬁmﬂ_ pllb;,luf:ly to put &
sed tanquam uxores legitimas vene- SN0 OIARE SN a_rmg.i, nﬂ‘ar; to secret
rantur, in mensa una comedunt et ?t“p ¥ S8 praﬂ]:ml?_, 1t‘ the fine im-
bibunt, vestimentis pretiosis et cle- A DrAmere e 5, —Synod.
nodiis ultra modum ad instar nobi- | P0%€d e Dok mdmﬂtg;ﬂ“; ;::iz.
fiom honestarum dominarum exor- ‘.VHarmlan_s. ;m;.ﬁa bt
Nant, et ut semen eoram in nationi- (Hartsheim, . )

bus pravis et adulteriniz crescat,| ? Boissen Chron. Slesvicen
Ompem substantiam, de patrimonio | 1494.

g, 805
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That the clergy, as a, body, had become a stench in the
aostrils of the people is evident from the immense applause
which greeted all attacks upon them. In 1476 a rustic pro-
phet arose in the hamlet of Niklaushausen, in the diocese of
Wurzburg, who was a fit precursor of Muncer and John of
Leyden. John of Niklaushausen was a swineherd, who pro-
fessed himself inspired by the Virgin Mary. From the
Rhine-lands to Misnia, and from Saxony to Bavaria, immense
multitudes flocked to hear him, so that at times he preached
to crowds of twenty and thirty thousand men. His doe-
trines were revolutionary, for he denounced oppression both
secular and clerical; but he was particularly severe upon the
vices of the ecclesiastical body. A special revelation of the
Virgin had informed him that God could no longer endure
them, and that the world could not, without a speedy reforma-
tion, be saved from the divine wrath consequent upon them.!
The unfortunate man was seized by the Bishop of Wurz-
burg; the fanatical zeal of his unarmed followers was easily
subdued, and he expiated at the stake his revolt against the
powers that were.

Such being the state of ecclesiastical morality throughout
Europe, there can be little wonder if reflecting men sought
occasionally to reform it in the only rational manner—not
by an endless iteration of canons, obsolete as soon as pub-
ished, or by ingeniously varied penalties, easily evaded or
compounded—Dbut by restoring to the minister of Christ the
right to indulge legitimately the affections which bigotry
might pervert, but could never eradicate. Even as early as
the close of the thirteenth century, the high authority of
Bishop William Durand had acknowledged the inefficacy of
penal legislation, and had suggested the discipline of the
Ureek church as affording a remedy worthy of considera-

ou?! As the depravity of the church increased, and as the

" Amnuntia populo fideli meo, et | —Trithem. Chron. Hirsaug. ann.
* quod Filius meus avaritiam, su- | 1476.
Perblam et luxuriam clericornm et ? Quum pene in omnibus conciliis

Mrdmnm ampliug sustinere nEﬂ. ot a plerisquﬂ Romanis pnntiﬂﬂihﬂs

li TR - " = 2
xiu: n: W:;t' SHAe TERE WR GEEN- super cohibenda et puunienda cle-
endaverint, totus mundus | ricorum incontinentia, et eorum ho-

P corum scelera periclitabitur. nestate servanda multa hactenus
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minds of men gradually awoke from the slumber of the darj
ages, and shook oft the blind reverence for tradition, the sug.
gestion presented itself with renewed force. When t}e
council of Bile was earnestly engaged in the endeavor g
restore forgotten discipline, the lKmperor Sigismund laid
before it a formula of reformation which embraced the reste.
ration of marriage to the clergy. His orator drew a fearfu)
picture of the evils caused by the rule of celibacy—evils
acknowledged by every one in the assembly—and urged that
as it had produced more injury than benefit, the wiser course
would be to follow the example of the Greek church! A
majority of the coufcil assented to the principle, but shrank
from the bold step of adopting it. Eugenius IV. had just
been forced to acknowledge the legitimacy of the body as an
ecumenic council; the strife with the papacy might again
break forth at any moment, and 1t was not politic to venture
on innovations too audacious. The conservatives, therefore,
skilfully eluded the question by postponing 1t to a more
favorable time, and the postponement was fatal.

One of the most celebrated members of the council, Cardi-
sl Nicholas Tudeschi, surnamed Panormitanus, whose pre:
eminence as an expounder of the canon law won for him the
titles of “Canonistarum Princeps” and *Lucerna Juris,” de-
clared that the celibacy of the clergy was not essential 10
ordination or enjoined by divine law; and he records i
unhesitating opinion that the question should be left to the
option of the individual—those who had resolution to pre
serve their purity being the most worthy, while those who

had not would be spared the

guilt which disgraced them.”

emanaverint constituta; et nullate-
pnus ipsorum reformari quiverit cor-
rectio morum: . . . videretur pensan-
dum an expediret et posset provideri
quod in ecclesia Occidentali, quantum
ad votnm continentize, servaretur
consuetudo ecclesie Orientalis, quan-
tam ad promovendos, potisgsime quum
tempore Apostolornm consuetudo ec-
¢lesi®@ Orientalis servaretur.—Durand.
de Modo General. Coneil. P. 1. rubr.
44 (Calixtas, p. 537).—Durand was
the author of several works of wide
repute, which were among the first

books on which the early printen
tried their art. His Speculnm Jud¥
ciale earned for him the well-kno¥d
distinctive title of Speculator.

| Zaccaria, Nuova Ginsti!irmbﬁ
121-2.—Milman, Latin Christ:

xur. chap. 12.

2 De Thou, Hist. Univ. Lib, Xxx¥
Not having the works of Tudmt:“’
refer to, I give his remarks 854 :
by Villadiego (Fuero Juzgo, P
No. 85) from Gloss. in cA}"

cleric. conjug.—* Quod debere!
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3y Kneas Sylvius, who as Pius IT. filled the pontifical throne
from 1458 to 1464, and who knew by experience how easy it
was to yvield to the temptations of the flesh, is reported to
have said that marriage had been denied to priests for good
and sufficient reasons, but that still stronger ones now re-
quired its restoration.! And we have already seen that
Eugenius IV., in 1441, and Alexander V1., in 1496, granted
permission of marriage to several military orders, as the only
mode of removing the scandalous license prevailing among
them.

This question of the power of the pope to dispense with
the necessity of celibacy seems to have attracted some atten-
tion about this period. In 1505, Geoffroy Boussard, after-
wards Chancellor of the University of Paris, published a
tract discussing 1t and leaning to the affirmative, without
venturing to decide the point absolutely. Cardinal Caietano
afterwards treated the subject, and concluded that such power
was inherent 1n the papal prerogative.?

When the advantages and the necessity of celibacy thus
were doubted by the highest authorities in the church, it is
uo wonder if those who were disposed to question the tradi-
tions of the past were Jed to reject it altogether. In 1479
John Burckhardt, of Oberwesel, graduate of Tubingen, and
Doctor of Theology, in his capacity of preacher at Worms,
openly disseminated doctrines which differed in the main but
httle from those of Wickliffe and Huss. He denied the
suthority of popes, councils, and the fathers of the church to
regulate matters either of faith or discipline. The Seripture
Was the only standard, and no one had a right to interpret it
‘or his brethren. The received observances of religion, pray-

va flﬁl'rﬂ sicut bonus medicus, ut si
'“ina, experientia docente, potius
‘! quam prodit, eam tollat; sic
*Fum voluntati relingueretur, ita ut
Woerdos qui abstinere noluisset, pos-

:;t WXorem ducere, cum quotidie illi-
10 ecoity waculentyur.”
| .
erdotibus magna ratione sub-
:‘z Puptas, majori restituendas
f—~Platina in Vit. Pii 11.

? Grégoire, Mariage des Prétres en
France, p. 50. Boussard had no hesi-
tation in admitting that sacerdotal
marriage was permitted until the pon-
tificate of Siricius. The time had not
yet arrived when the attacks of the
Reformers drove the defenders of celi-

bacy to prove for it an apostolic erigin.
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ers, fasts, indulgences, were all swept awa
llberty of conscience proclaimed to all. Of c¢
celibacy shared the same fate, as a Superst i
contrived by papal ingenuity in Opp{)s]_t]_
~simplicity.! Thus his intrepid logic far outs
of his predecessors, and Luther afterwards a
obligations which he owed to the fearless rea 1S .
of Oberwegel Yet he had not the spirit of n
the Inquisition speedily forced him to & -E,,
was of little avail, for he soon after perlsh
the dungeon in which he had been thrust.2 ==
Still more remarkable as an indication of thé
of independence was an event which in July, 14
the stagnation of the centre of theologlca.l o
Sorbonne. A certain Jean Laillier, priest and
theology, asplrllw to the doctorate prepare
“Sorbonique,” in which he broaehed various
savoring strongly of extreme Lollardism.- Ef
supremacy of the pope, and indeed reduced the:
the level of simple priesthood; he rejected ¢o g
lution, and indulgences ; he refused to acknowle dg
rity of tradition and legends, and insisted m
enjoined by the church had no clmm to observ&n
was not likely to escape so audacious an inguirers
ingly, among his postulates were three, dec]arlng
clandestinely married reqmred no pemtence n
ern clergy committed no sin in marrying, HOES
priests of the Western church, 1f they were &ri |
example ; and that celibacy orlglmted in 1073, 1
tals of Gregory VII., whose power to 111troduce
more than questloned The Sorbonne, as mlg
pated, refused the doctorate to so rank a heretlc, k:
had the boldness not only to preach his doctrl

! .'

I Quam [sc. continentiam] dixit|quod neque Chrlstus |
esse superstitiosam et a Romanis | continentiam prmﬂape 1 :-
pontificibus contra Evangelium exco- | Chron. Hirsaug. aiii
gitatam, et ideo sacerdotibus minime | o o ..20i1 Hist. Rel'-,
necessariam, sed eorum arbitrii, s1|,; . a4
velint continere vel non, propterea
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L to appeal to the Parlement for the purpose of
hls admission to the Sorbonne. The Parlement
§ the matter to the Bishop of Paris and to the Inqui-
Laillier’s audacity failed him, and he agreed to recant.
imitted the unpardonable fa,ult of being a half century
Iy
orruption of the church establishment thus had
| a point which the dawning enlightenment of the age
ot much longer endure. The power which had been
3 to it, when it was the only representative of culture
goress, had been devoted to selfish purposes, and had
the instrument of unmitigated oppression in all the
of daily life. The immunity which had been neces-
Dits existence through centuries of anarchy had be-
he shield of unimaginable vices. The wealth, so freely
id upon it by the Ml e Christendom, was wasted
rilest excesses. All efforts at reformation from within
led; all attempts at reformation from without had been
fully crushed and sternly punished. Intoxicated with
es of domination, the mutter ed thunders of growing
¢ discontent were unheeded and its claims to spiritual
_;:5-:1 authority were asserted with increasing vehe-
wwhile its corruptions were daily displayed before the
With more careless cynicism. There appeared to be
te on thte part of the great body of the clergy to make
retence of the virtue and piety on which were based
laims for reverence, while the laity were daily growing
ferent, were rising in intelligence, and were becoming
iclined to question where ";heir fathers had been con-
P believe. Such a complication could have but one

T T ESSCEEE RS T TER

' Fleury, Hist. Eccles. Liv. cxvi. No. 30-38.
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THE opening of the sixteenth century witn
nous breaking down of the landmarks of
revival of letters, which was fast render
privilege of all men in place of the Speclal
legal and clerical pr ofessions; the dlscovery Gf
debtloyed reverence for prlmeval tradition,
men’s minds to the idea that startling novelt
truths; the invention of printing, which
reach of all inquirers who had a tincture w
sacred writings for investigation and interpré'
ropean wars, commencing with the Neapolital
Charles VIII., which brought the nations mt@n
with each other and carrled the seeds of culture
and unbelief, from Italy to the farthest Th
causes, with others less notable, had been sﬂen,
ally wearing out the remnants of that pious anc
ing veneration which for ages had lain like &
human mind. |

In this bustling movement of politics and con
and arms, science and letters, religion could
escape the spirit of universal inquiry. Evensk
had advanced far enough to justify exammatmn
points and dogmas, there was a general reac
the shortcomings of sacerdotalism, in the &dmm:ﬁ
sacred trust, with a freedom of criticism which €@
fail to destroy the respect for claims of 1I'refrag b.
John of England and the Emperor Otho mlgh._:_?_.
vidual spite, in the intoxication of anticipated &

J."
‘.i.
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* defying the sacerdotal power. Philippe-le-Bel, a
& advance of his age, might reduce the papacy to
subjection by means of rare instruments such as
& de Nogaret. Philippe de Valois, with the aid of
Qawyers, might essay to limit the extent of ecclesi-
Srisdiction. Wickliffe, and Huss, and Savonarola
teo the standard of opposition to papal usurpation—
-rwere sporadic Instances of rebellion, resulting either
, gselfish ambition of rulers or the fanatical enthusiasm
iduals, unsupported by the concurrent opinion of the
f the people, and their permanent results were rather
han direct. At the period to which we have arrived,
tthe disposition to criticize the abuses of the eccle-
System, to note 1ts shortcomings, and to apply reme-
Sures was general, and savored little of the respect
Vinfallible church had for so many centuries incul-
Bne of the first of Christian duties. Its past services
gotten in present wWrongs. Its pretensions had, at
Penabled it to be the protector of the feeble, and the
gnce of the helpless; but that time had passed.
pstitutions had replaced anarchy throughout Kurope,
fll-pervading authority would no longer have been 1n
pen if exercised for the common benefit. When 1t
orious, however, that the powers and immunities
by the church were everywhere employed for the
ds, their anachronism became t00 palpable, and their
on was only a question of time.

of the coming storm were not wanting. In 1510
‘of complaints against the abuses of Rome was
fpresented to the emperor. The German churches,
gérted, were confided by the successors of St. Peter
e of those who were better fitted to be ostlers
tors of men, and the pope was significantly told
Should act more tenderly and kindly to his chil-
Peutonic race, lest there might arise a persecution
8 priesthood, or a general defection from the Holy

Bthe manner of the Hussites.! The emperor was

e T ————

o

'-?5' regimina minus dig-| qui ad mulos magis quam homines
‘Widelicet) committuntur, | pascendos et regendos essent idonei.
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warned, in his efforts to obtain the desn-ed

the censures and enmity of the pope, in
that only the political effects of exco
dreaded, and that its spiritual thunders had
He was further cautioned against the prela
the mendicant friars in particular, in a man ,ﬁf;_._
little reverence was left for them in the p
how thoroughly the whole ecclesiastical sy
a burden and reproach, a thing of the past, a
society, and no longer an 111teg1‘al part of |

and the great motive power of Ohl"istendom;f.!f

It was evident that the age was rapldly
church, and that the latter, to maintain i w
position, must conform to the necessities of
lightenment. On previous occasions it had @
with marvellous tact and readiness, a,da,pted
gencles of the situation in the 1011g series
"W]chh had ended by placing it supreme over 4
centuries of almost uninterrupted prosperity h
The corruption which attends upon wealth-_;
wealth a mnecessity, and that wealth could
perpetuating and increasing the abuses Whi@ﬁ:f
murmurs of discontent in those nations not f@?ﬂ"
to be defended by Concordats or ngmatlc a
church had lost its suppleness, and was immova *‘
such as was demanded, while possibly increasings
over the souls of men, would have deprived if of

—Gravamina German. Nationis, No. | been uttered, but
VII. tone from thls.
Mitius ergo summus pontifex, velut | ! Provideat etianm Ca
pius pater, filiorum suorum amator, 111@ fratres mendlc&
ac fidelis et prudens pastor, cum filiis | | preedicent, qui bedl
suis Germanica nationis agat, ne pro- | ter deferunt, timente
pediem vel in universos Christi sacer- | legla sua, utinam E’I
dotes persequutio suboriatur, vel in- innixa; quamﬂaj -----
star Bohemorum plerique ab ecclesia | dudum habulssent
deficiant Romana.—Remed. contra | avaritiam tantosqua
Gravamina. (Freher. et Struv. IIL. |candi. .. Tuneat
17-8.) omnes pralatos ecclesls
In the previous century some re- | pr zﬂepomtos, qui ex,] al

monstrances against grievances had | avisare papam. —a
sar. Majest. (Ibld-;
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reform meant poverty. The sumpter-mule
]d, wrung from the humble pittance of the
lian peasant, under pretext of prosecuting the war
Be infidel, would no longer cross the Alps to stimu-
bt treasure the mighty genius of Michael Angelo,
Seinating tenderness of Raffaele; to provide princely
: for the bastards of a pope, or to pay mercenaries
b to win them cities and lordships; to fill the ante-
bof a cardinal with parasites, and to deck his mistresses
$silks and jewels of Ind; to feed needy men of let-
Sourrilous poets; to soothe the itching palms of the

to enable all Rome to live on the tribute so cun-

Sacted of the barbarian.’ The wretched ending of
Beil of Bale rendered any internal reformation im-

Ehich did not derive 1its initiative and ingpiration
me, as was shown by the failure of the council of
i Rome, it would have required the energy of Hail-
:-.the «tern self-reliance of Innocent, the unworldly
8 of Celestin combined, to even essay & reform which
destruction so complete to all the interests accu-
'__y sacerdotalism around the Eternal City. Leo X.
her Hildebrand, nor Innocent, nor Celestin. With
ptuous nature, elegant culture, and easy temper, 1t 18
or that he failed to read aright the signs of the times,
the did not even recognize the necessity which should
ipon him a task so utterly beyond hig powers. The
neil of Tateran had no practiml result. Blindly he
on; money must be had at any cost, until the salva-
igering of Tetzel, little if any worse than that of his
8ors, could no longer bear the critical spirit of the
Meutonic insubordination at length found a mouth-

Monk of Wittenberg.

rses;
go

F instance, the mode in
annates of the see of Mainz
3 from 10,000 floring to

Xation on the peasantry
@t an insurrection against

the clergy was threatened: “Verum
etiam incitantur ad rebellionem, et
quaerendam utcunque libertatem, et

d this latter sum was ex-  ubi possunt inter se susurrant de

1 times in one generation, |

ssevitia in clerum.”—Remed. contra
Gravam. (Freher. et Struv. IL 678.)



