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I. Introduction

The Council of Tront is the most important asserbly in
the history of the Iatin church.l To exaggerate the importance
of this Council is impossiblos On the action of that assembly
vas to depend vhether Europe was to have one religion or many,
whethsr the creed which for so many centuries had shaped the
charactors of menkind was to continue to speak as ths united
Judgment of allfwlse and good men, or whother Christendom was
%0 8plit into factions which would rend ‘and tear each other in
every seguent of the globe, 'till the very {alth for wihlch they
wore apilling their own and other's blood was to fade away out
of thelr hands, Tfade away from the most absolute of certainties
lato a disputed opinion. 2

There are several reasons which mark this Council as a
great landmark in the history of Roman Catholicism.Besides
formilating a Cathollc system of dootrine it introduced whole-
some disciplinary reforms -- and gave a distinct Increase in
papal povier.s Chiefly under Jesult influence the Councll took
the stand that papal confirmat:l.on. was necessary for the vall-
dation of its decress. Thus the Council of Trent pointed sémight
to the Vatican Council of 1870, when papal infallibility was _
formally prescribed as a dogma of the chun‘:h.a But the real
significance of the Council of Trent is that it dates the Church
of Rome. Its far reaching issues have often been missed, some=

times through lack of his torical perspective, and sometimes

l. Concordia Cyclopedia, sub: The Council of Trent.
2, Froude, James Anthony: Lectures on the Council of Trent, P.272.

3. Concordia Cyclopedia, op. cite.
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because of tho very multiplicity of the dstalls of the pro-
ceeti:ln@ and decrees. In some respects it did for the Chmrch
of Rome what the revocation of the Edict of Wantes did for
France. It involved a permanent Ampoverishment and loss of

" light end truth. It was a kind of moral and intellectual

sulcide, Since then Rome has been bound hand and foot with
the graveclothes of medievalism and prilestism; and whatever
is new has in anticlpation been condemmed as untrue. The doors
and windows of ‘the great cathedral ;Jere then closed, so that
with all its magnificance the light and air might no longer
find their way in even fitfully as before.?

The G.ounoil of Trent truely marked the beginning of the
Roman Catholic sect, for it marked "off the domain of traditional
catholicism as holy ground and prt;nounced an anathema upon the
wild steppes of heresy. It took stock of the vast acowmlation
of doctrinal Roman Catholic heritage and stamped it with the
seal of final suthorityes" These resolutions (namely the decrees
on doetrine) repudiated practically all points of the Gospel =
teaphing especially that the justification of the poor sinner

by grace alone was impossible, and definitely established the

status of the Ghurch headed by the Pope of Rome as a sect, 5

The Gouncil of '.l'rent -- decided to close the door of the Roman
church fimly against all forms of Protestantism.s
The causes and intrigues of an ecclesiastical convo=

cetion, which, desired snd procurred for various ends and with

4, Iuir, William, The Arrested Rafomation, ps 226,
5. Cocncoxrdia Cyclopedia, op. olt,

6+ Gualben, Lars P., A History of the Christian Church,
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vaﬂ@ means, and for eighteen years now assembled and then
adjcurned = but always for various purposes, attained to a
form and a cumpletion dlametrically opposed Lo tho designs
of those who hod furthered 1%, and thus becaae a lesson to
us to be resigned to the divine will, and not to roly too
mach on hmmen prudence. ror this Council, designed and proe
curred by pious men for a reunion of the (hurch then cormen=
¢ing to Lo divided, so firmly fixzed the schism and rendered
0 parties so obstinate, that now they are irreconcilable;
and although princes depended on it for e reformation of
acclesiaatical matters, 1t caused the worat defomatio‘n that
the world has soen sinco the sounding of the Chris tian name "7
And so it shall be the design of this paper to show
how the Council of Trent, through its formation of doctrins
and politiezl menipulations closed the door to the Reforzation

and dateé the Roman Church,.

7o Sarpl, ira Paola, History of the Reformation.



II. The Condition of the Church.

In every great event or period in history the prepara=-
tion for that crisls must be traced to some previous event or
period. The one is necessary for the production of the others
It has been said that the Reformation is the hinge on which
allfnodern history turns. The Reformation is generally thought
of as a change in doctrine, and so it eventually was. But the
movement was at first not against the doot»ines of the Church,
but ageinst . immorality and tyremny alone.l And it is this
tyrenny and frmorelity which f£inally led to the Council of
Trent. Ve mst get a view of the condition of the Church of
that day to reelly understand the complete picture., :

The wealth, luxury, and ostentatiaus atyle of living of
the clergzy called for roform, lien were convinced that a refore
mation was wanted when they saw the rulers of the Church indul=
ging in all those vices uﬁioh often follow in the train of-
wealth and rank, adopting an 'ostenta.t':loua style of living,
1ssulng from thelr feudal castles on the gally caparisoned
palfrey, or exhibiting the sgme marks of grandeur as the highe
est and mightiest of potentates.? A Letter from an earnest
.catholic written to Cardinal Savelll, describe.s the enormnie-
ties of the Vetican., Says that writer: "The benefices and
offices which ought to be given to persons of merit are offered
for public sale to.the highest bidder. lien go with gold to the
palace to buy the mysteries of falth, Everything cen be had for
money -dignities, honours, marriages, dissolutlons of mrriages,

1. Froude, Op. cit.

2. Pennington, A.R., The counten-ﬂefomati_.on in Europe, Pe3e
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divorces ~things which our fathers never heard of and vhich
Christian custom forbids. Crimes gréaaez; than Seythian, acts
of treachory worse than Carthaginian, are cormitted without
disguise in the Vatlcan 1tself, under the oyes of the Pope.
There are rapes, murders, incests, debaucheries, cruelties
exceeding those of the INeroces and Caligulas. llone are spared,
not even the highest. Licentlousness, past description, is
paraded in contempt of God and man. Sons and daughters are
polluted. Harlots and procuresses are gathered together in
the mansion of St, Peter, On All Salnt's Day fifty women of
the towm were invited to dinner. Gold is gathe_red in from all
quarters, Indulgences are sold in all: churches of Christendom
to provide a portion for the Pope's faunghter Lucretia. The
cardinels of the better sort, if such there be, are silent,
or effect not to sees They bought their rank vith money. They
preserve it with criminal compliance, and continue to speak
snootly of the Pope and praise and flatter." Thousands of
such danning letters and documents are to be found. Petrarch,
in "The liysteries” becomes eloguent on the subject: "All that
they say of Assyrian and Egyptian Babylon, of the four laby=
rinths, of the Asernian and Tartarean lakes, 1s nothing in

. comparison to this hell, Allkhat 1s vile and exscrable is

assembled in this place. Godl ‘1s the only means of escaping
from this labyrinth....Here reign the successors of poor
fishermen vho have forgotten their origin. They march covered
wlth gold and purple, proud of the spoils of princes and of
people. Instead of those little boats in which they gained
their 1living on the Iake of Gennesaret,,they inhabit superb
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palaces.e.«To tho most simple repasts have succeeded the most
sumptlous feasts; and vhore the apostles went on foot, covered
only with sandals, are now fo be seen insolent satraps, mounted
on horses ornamented with gold, and champing golden bits,"

It was supposed thét supernatural povier was bestowed'
on the clergy at ordination. "Noli tangere Christos meos™
(touch not my Christ, or my anointed) was taken to mean that
no lay hand could be lald on the cler.g;r. Hence they were !.m-
mmne from clvil jurisdiction. They vere subject only to spir-
itunl tribunals, £rom which, for an easy term, they could
obtain ebsolution. Thus the clergy were emboldened to plunge
without scrupple and remorse into the practlse of every vice
and pérpotrat:_l.on of every crime, While malefactors among the
. lalty were brought before the ordinary tribumal, and suffered
the condign punisiment which they had fully meritod, clerical
offenders dared to stand before the altar and to perform the
most sacred rites of thelr religlon, even after they had been
builty of the greatest enormities.®

But if the clergy were exempted from lay Jjurisdiction,
the laity were not exempt from the jurisdiction of the clergys
‘The law of the lend might deal with coumon rights and obliga=-
tions definable by statute or precedent. The clergy, as the
spiritual futhsrs of the people, were the guardians of morality.
They had courts of their own, conducted on their own principles,
before which clorgy and laity alike were bound to appear. They
had their own canons with vhich crown and parliament could not

:I.ntérfere. They enforced their sentences with censures, fines,

3. Pennington, ope Clt.; PPeSe4s
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imprisonments, and in the last resort with excommmications
vhich carried oivil penalties, and deprived a man of his rights
as a oltizen; and all these penalties had come to be convertable
to money pamnta.‘ : .

But the '?5raatest reason for protest was the ayate:.n of
the Papacy itself - "it was the cause for its own breakdown.” 8
Ve cannot fix the exact time when the Papal empire over mankind
began to be shaken, We have the same difficulty in sottling
when old age creeping on e man robs him of his strength. 6 mhese
symptoms grow from before the time of Boniface VIII, through
the "Babylonian Gaptivlty and the "Great SOh:.sm," down to
the time of the Reformation. Trying to be ruler of both State
and Church, and falling in both, gave rise to nationallsm
vorses t‘he Papacy. The Pope could not expect to hold the lives
of the world in his hand, and rule them, maintaining the mora.."..
and spiritual standards he had set himself, This was not only

felt by the laity, but first of all by the clergy. Cardinal

Gasper Contarini writes to Paul III as follows:%The law of
Christ 1s a law of freedom, and forbids a servitude so abject
that the Iutherans were entirely justified in comparing 1t
with the Bebylonian Captivity. But furthermore, can that be ‘
called a govermment of which the rule 1s the will of one man,

.by nature prone to evil, and liasble to the influence of cap=

rices and affections innumerable? No; all true dominion is
a dominion of reason, whose aim 1s to lead al].lvlhom it governs
%o the proposed end = happiness. The authority of the pape

4, Froude, op. cit., p.1ll.

6« Ponnington, Ope ¢ite, Dubs
6. Ibid.
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is equally with others a dominion of reason, God has conremti
this rule on 8t. Peter and his successors, that they might lead
the flocks confided to their core into everlasting blessedness.
A pope should kmow that those over whom ho exerclses thls rule
are freoc men; not according to his own ploasure mst he command,
or forbid, or dispense, but in obed!.enea to the rule of reason,
of God's commands, and to the law of love, referring everything
to God, and doing all in consideration of the common good only.” 7

Thus, to say nothing of the monasterlies, "which were the
frultful parent of all those vices which disgrace human nature,
and reduce man to the level of the brute creation,” 8 and the
many means created by the Papacy for filling 1ts coffers, the
condition of the mn&icant cle:égy, and many other abuses of the
Hilerarchy, we see the cause of the cry for a ‘reform council.
It 1s necessary to understand this condition of the church,
for agelnst it the first ory of the r_etomra was raised.
Erasmus, Savanorola; Huss, Wyellff, Gerson, ILuther, and many
otheors hod raised their vo:l_ce *irst against the system of the
vapacy and its moral condition. It 1s essentlally this con-
dition of the Church, and not its doctrine vhich led to the
Council of Trent. And it is so important to keep in mind this
condition, for in trying desperately to keep it in tho back=
ground, the Papacy maneuvered its political dealings and doc=-
trinel reforms vhich closed the door to the Reformation, making
wion impossible.

7. Ranke, Leopold von, A History of the Popes, Vol. 1, p.102.
8. Ponnington, op. cit.’ Pede
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ITI. Historical Background

All through the 15th and earlier part of the 16th cen-
turles everyone looked to a general council to pfovlde a solu=-
tion for ecclesiastical difficulties.® Martin Iuthor provided
the occaalon for the calling of a generael councll when he .
appealed to a general councll on the 28th of Hovember, 1518‘.8
¥e had gresat courage in appealing to such an as_sembly, for
Plus II, with his bulla "Execrabilis" in 1460 and his reply
to the Unlversity of CGologno three years later, had set aside
the theory of the supremacy of a general council over the
authority of the pope.-5 Papal pollcy since then was 150 avold
the councils and the free discussion they developsd. But now
Enperor Charles V, of the Holy Roman Empire, urged such an _
2ssembly as the means of settling the Reformation controversy
and reuniting the church. The Pope, l;aul I1I, had to listen to
the insistance of the Emperor.® And then, too, the pope
desired to remove doubts concerning some doctrines, and a
goneral council alone could do. this. Fow it remained for the
pope to choose a-time for the council which would nake circume
stances favoursble to his 1deas.®

Starting in 1522 the German dlets jolned the Emperor
in the appeal for a general council.® The Diet of Nuremberg,
1523, domanded s free "Christian council™ on German soll. The
following ye=r the same diet demanded & German national council
to temporarily settle the (iispute and then also demanded a

1. The &Encyclopedia Britannica, sub "Trent, Council of.”
2, The Cathollc Cyolopedia, sub "Trent, Council of."

Se The Hew Schaff-Hexyon %pmgedia of Religious Knowledge,
8 s Goun ofe ,

4, Ibid.
Se Ranke' ODe clt,, Vol. 1y DPe 136,
6. The Cathollc Cyclopedia, ope cit.
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goeneral council for the final settlement. But ﬁecausa of the
nationalistic spirit of the times, timse requests of the
Huremborg Diet were rejected both by Rome eand by the Emperor.
Hothing further wes done in the years following 1524 because ;
of & dispute which arose betwesn Charlocs V and Clement VII. |
Roue took the next step. At the Diet of Speyer, 1529,
the papal ambassacor, Plco della lirsndola, declared that:
1) the Fope was ready to assist the Gormans against the Turk;
2) he urged peace among Christian rulers; 3) he would convoke
a genoral council to moet the next summer, But when the Emperor
and the lope met at Bologna in 1530, the latter said that he
would cull a general council =but only 1f necessarye. The fact
that tho Emperor wanted a councll and thet he was now joined
in this requecst by the Roman Catholic princes of Germany,
particularly the dukes of Bavaria, seems to have been ignored
by the Holy Father. The opinion of the cardinal legate to the
Diet of Augsburg, 1530, 1s indicative of the general trend of
thought et the Vatican. Lorenze Campegglo held that the Prot-
ostants had no right to demand e general council and forefully
re jected the proposal of granting ona-el
Charles V, in & conciliating mood, now continucd to
agitaete for a genoral council, but under the condltion that
the Protestents restore earlier condltions until the council
had decided. The Roman Catholic princes agreed with the Bnperor
in this prop;asal and edded that the council bo held in Germanye.
After a discussion in the college of cardinels, in which op:lniog

7. Tho Catholiec Cyclopedia, op. cit.
8. Ibld.
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differed, the pope told Charles that he would convoke a geneyal -

council with his consent = provided th_at the Protestaq'ts return
to the obedience of the Church. The Holy Father proposed Rome
for the slte. Clement VII did not actually want a council at
this time, as tho Emperor correctly suspected, and realized
and expected that his proposals would not be accepted by the
Protestant prineea.9 |

In the years 1531 and'153_8 two attenpts were again made
to convoke a general.council. Things had gone so far that
legates with briefs were sent to Germany, France, and England,
but Francis I, Henry VIII, and the Protestant princes all re- .
Jected the condltions proposed by the pope. This was the last
attempt made at calling a general councll under Clement m.n

The next pope, Paul III (1554-1549) had recelved his
cardinalis mitro beczuse of "an adultrous intrigue of his
sister Julia Orsini with Pope Alexander VI. atl Paul III was
not interestéd in reform &t all =all he wanted was a condenm=

12 mmctos arnouncing a general .

natflon of the Protestants.
council were sent to France, Spain, and the German king, Fer-
dinand. An Italian city was proposed as the site for the
asserbly, which suggestion was rejected by the Protestants at
smalcald in December 1535, Finally after a visit of Charles V
with the pope, an agreement was reached. On June 2, 1636, Paul
III published the bulla calling all patriarchs, arch_bishnrs.

bishops, and abbots to assemble at lMantua on lay 23, 1537, for

9, The Catholic Encyclopedia, op. cit.
10, Ibid.

11. The Encyclopedia Britannica, opa Cite
12. Ibld.
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a general council. In J’uly of 1536 a coumission for reforus

- vas eppointed which drew up a report as a basis for the cor-

rection of the abuses in eccleslastical life. But the Duke of
antus raiscd objectlons which made 1t impossible to hold a
geneyral council at HHantua., The councll was temporarily poste
poned until November 1. Then on account of the Turkish war,
it vas prorog;uac‘l until sy 1, 1538, vhen 1t was to open at

13

Vicenza. At the appointed time only six bishops assembled

2t Vicenze. Francls and the pope met at liice and postponed the
council to reassewible at the popets disuretiona14
In 1541 the'pope learned that the Emperor, tired of

Rone's ‘'postponing pol'icy, " was considering calling a general
council himsolf and so made definite moves to asserble & council,
0n lMay 22, 1542, the pope convoked a general- council to meet at -
Trent on Ilovembor l.. Trent was chosen as the sito bscauss of
the Emperor's Insistance on a German clty as the place of cone
vocation, Francls I o.pposed this proposal ocnergetically, and
even prohibited the convocatlon bulla from being published in

15

his lkingdom, The Cowncil did not opon until the 22nd of

liovember and then a majority c.>f representatives was lacking

because of renowed hostilitlos botween Charles V and Franels I. 10
On the 19th of- Hovember, 1544, Charles V concluded a

peace with France'at crep'y.’w low the way was again clear for

the convocation of the council. Soon afterwards, the pope 1in

bulla "Laetere Hierusalem," convoked the general ‘council for

13. The Catholic Encyclopedia, op. cbt. )

14, Furitz, Professor, Chw ch History, Vol.%2, P«417

15. The Catholic Gyclopedia, gg. cfﬁ.lsl :

16, von Ranke, Leopold, Ops Clts, P s

17, Iindsay, 'i'homag m.:' A ﬁisto v o;' tho Roformation, Vol.l,pe385.
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March 15, 1545, at Trent.*® Cardinals Glovanni del iionte,
liarcello Cervini, and Reginald Pole were appointed as papal )
logotes to preside. Ho one expected this council to really
open on the set date, 2nd no one was dissappointed. By Hay
only tventy bishops had arrived at Trent, and the papal :
logates delayed the inauguration, The opening of the council
_was postponed until Decembor 13th, 1545,1°
llow the time wes ripe for the pope to really have a
general council. ¥e noted before that during all the years
betwueen 1518 and 1545 the pope was waiting for a time when
circumstonces were in his favor, so that he could procure a
condemmation of the rrotestant heresy. The pope now thought
that the "psychological momont™ had come, for "the old loiterer,
Time, did at length bring the wished=-for moment. For vhen could
onec occur more propitious than when the BEuperor vas at variance
wuith both the chiefs of the rrotestant perty, and preparing to
nake war on them? Since ho would require the aid of the pops
the could not venture now to assert those claims which he was
bolicved to intend to bring to the council. By the war he
would be kopt entirely occupied; the power of the frotestants
made it impossible to foresee the oxtent of embarressments in °
which he might become involved; he would thus be in no conditlion
to presas too earnestly for those reforms with which he had so
long threatensd the papal throns. The pope had, besides,another
method of baffling his purposes: the Emperor demanded that the
cotneil should bogin with the subject, of reform, but the papal

18, The Catholic Cyclopedia, op, clt.
19, The Encyclopedia Britannica, ope clts
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legates carrled a rssolutidn that the question of reforms and
the questions of tho Church should be treated together; in
effect, howevei-, the dlscussion of the dognas was the ﬂ.rsi.;
enterod om," 20

And so on the 13th of December, 1545, the eighteenth or

: ni.neteeni;h ocumenical Roman Catholic council opened in the

cholr of the Cathedral of Trent after Cordinal de lonte had
colobrated the lass of the Toly Ghost. (The Couhcil tales its
name from tho city of Trent, which is located in the southern

and Itallan sectlon of the Tyrol, seventy=three miles north=-

west of Wn:l.ce.?l Present at the councllts opening sesslion

wez've the following: The throo presiding legates, Cardinal
lladruzze, Bilshop of Trent, four archblshops, twenty-one bishops,
five gonerals of orders, logates of Ferdinand, King of Germmny,
forty-tuo theologlans, and nine canoniats. The Tridentine

Council lastod from its opening day until the fourth of Dooember,
1565 «=with interruptions, of course! In all there were twenty- '
five seaslons, wh'ieh can be divided_. into throe periods under
three popes. Tho first ten sittings wero under Paul IIT and
lasted from 1545 to 1547,' the next six under Jullus III in
1551 and 1552, and the last nine under Fius IV in 1562 and 1563,

In 1546 the Smalceldic war started which changed the

situation not a little. The Emperor was nowat the height of

his p.ower, and the poi:e feared that Charles might ;I.nsist on

the roforms of tho Ohurch which hy had so long advooated.ZS

fhe pope acted immediately. He recalled his troops from the

Smperor?!s army and sent a message to Francls I urging hin to
20. von Rm{e’ ODe c’-to, pp.lsﬁ.ls"d-
21. The New Schaff-Herszog Encyclopedia of Religlous Enowledge,

s 0l1t.
22. MOS’; OPs cito. Ps 415.

25, Fisher, George Park, The Reformatiom,. Psléd.

22
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ald the Emporor'!s oponent, the Elector of Saxony, John F'z-ed:-:l.c_'.a4

On the pretext of the plague, the pope ordered, at the eighth
sesslon of Illarch 11, 1547, that the Council should resume at
Bologno, and immediately there was a division of mnkg. Thes e
vho favored the pope left for Bologna, and those who favored
the Emperor remained behind at Trent. This sulted the popels
plans very well, On the 17th of September, 1547, Paul III
indefinitely prorogued the council at l?.c::l.c:gma:-.25 The age-old
Roman policy of walting = waiting untll Time brought favorable
conditions. -

It was not until May 11,1551, that the pope was compelled
by necessity to reopen the councilqk The pope was Julius IIX
(1550~1555), whom we have known up to this time as Cardinal-
logate de iionte. 26 Things really seemed tr_) be going fine
for a while i_n these sossions of 1551 and 1552. In the latter
yoar Helanchthon and John Bronz left for Trent. lelanchthon
prepared an ironical statement known as the "Confessio Saxonica,"
but got no further than Nuremberg.27 But now politics and the
war interferred cgain. The Elector laurice of Saxony obtained

" a suaden victory over the Emperor and appeared with his vic-

torious ermy in the Ty:-ol.zs After the Council's sixteenth

session on April 28, 1552, it was prorogued for two years after
all Protestants had been t:t:om:ummﬁul.z9
The next pope, Paul IV (1555-1550) was a fanatic. A

General Council under him was inconcelvable, He burned

. 24, Fiaﬁer, Ceorge Park, oOpe ¢lt., Deléd4.

25, Kurts,’ Profeasor, ODe. clt. ps+41Bs

26. Tbids
27, The New Schaff-Hergog Encyclopedia, ope. clt.

28, Ibld. :

29, FRurtz, Frofessor, ope. clt., Pe418.
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heretlcal books; opposed the Peace of Augsburg; released
subjects from oi)edience to heretlcal princes and urged ortho-
dox rulers to take their lands. Even the Catholics hated
Lthis Holy I-,‘ui;her.m

By contrast, the next pope, Pius IV (1560-1565), was
mild and quiet. He recalled the Council for the last time
on Jenuary 18th, 1662, and the sesait;ns continued until the
final adjourmmont on December 4th, 1563. The decrees were
signed by 265 members, two-thirdas of whom w-ere Italians,
The attendance of the twenty-five sessions varied greatly,
but it nover reached the 318 of the first ecumenical council
of lMicea., liost of the important decrees were passed with only
sixby prelates present. Germany was never represented by more
than eight representatives. At times liberal evangelical
gsentiments were uttered in favor of the supreme authority
of Seriptures and justification by faith, but no coneession
vhatever was made. Nothing 1s more indicative of Rome's
attitude toward the Great Reformer than the sentence which
closed tho Tridentine Council, directed 2t all Frotestants =
. "Anathema to all heretics, anathemsa, anathema."” 3L

30.The Cuncordia Cyclopedia, Op. clte .
Sl.The New Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia, ope. cite



IVe The Door St1ll Open.

. To attempt to show that the Council of Trent closed
the door to the Reformation, making for all time the gap
between Catholicism and Protestantism irreparable, would
indeed be superfluous, if it could be proven that that door
stlll stood open. Vas reconciliatlon between the t\jo varties
8till possiblej Ranke asks himself that questlon and is re=
luctant to give a dofinite answer. He asks:"But had not these
{namely the abuses and doctrines) already gone too far] I\as
not the breach too widely extended? Had not the dissentient
Opinlons struck root too deeply? These questions I should be
reluctant to decide." 1 Yot he go:as on to quote the following:
"There was also another Venitian, }Marino Glustiniano, who left
Germany shortly before this Diet (namely Ratisbon, 1541), and
vho would seem to have examined .the aspect of things with great
care, To him the reconciliatiocn appears very possible (Bibl.
Corsini in Homeo, nO. 481)., But he declares that certain conw-
cessions are indispensable. The following he particularizes: =
The pope must no longer claim to be the viceregent of Christ
in temporal as well as spiritual things. He must depose the
profligate and ignorant blshops and priesta,., appointin'g men

of blameless lives, and capable of gulding and instructing the
pecple, in their places; the sale of m sses, the plurality of

benefices, and the abuse of compositions rmust no longer be :
suffered; a violation of the rule as regards fasting must be
visited by very light punishment at the most." If in addition

l. von Ranke, Vol. 1, Pe 105e
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to these things the marriage of priests be permitted, and the
conmunion in both kinds be allowed, Guistaniano bells ves that
the Germans would at once abjure thelr dissent, would yleld

. obedience to the pope in spiritusl affairs, resign their oppo-

sition to the mass, submit to aurloular confession, and even
allow the neoessi}:y of good works as the frults of faith -in :
80 far, that is, as they were consequences of faith. The oxis=-
ting Giscord having arisen becausq of abuses, there seemsd no
doubt that by the abolition of these it may be done away ﬂth.g
With Gulstaniano we believe that the possibllity was
there, and that it could have been much more easily arranged
than even he admitse For this conclusion there are a number of
roasons. First of all, although it was eventually the formu-
lation of doctrine at the Oouncll which made the schism un=-
breachable, doctrine was not the original wound, and the sore
could have been healed without touching upon it. "The doctri:nal
questions which were to camse such irreconcilable divisions
were still in their infancy. The reform demanded was a refomm
of morals and disecipline, a. dethronement of an unrightecus
twe.ngy, and o return to justice. In defect of a council, a
national synod might be an éltemative 3 but the whole Catholic lay
world, even Spain itsolf, was crying for the same reforms which
\;rere del.nanded by Germany. Let a free cm:u;m:!.:l7 meet, in a free
place, frecly composed of all the orders. The corruption of
Rome would be 'ended, and all would be well., Austria and Bavaria,
vhere the Edict of Worms had been partially exscuted, united

in the same entm‘by.."’

2. von Ranke, Ops Clte., P.10Bs
3. Froude, The Councll of Trent, Pe«65e
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There was no desire to break away from Rome. Even ILuther
vas & long time in realizing that that would be his last re-
coursce The people, so long under the shadow of the Church,

80 long having been engrained with the thought that in the
Church, and only in the Church, was there salvation, no matter
how corrupt that institution may be, wanted only reform. They
Imew not vhere to turn, were they to leave this shadow."The
strength of Romonism lay where 1t still lies, in the craving

of Human naturs for authoritative coertainty about religion and
our own souls., Doath, when our short lives are over, lies
before ua all as an inevitsble fact =death and the consclousness
of the many sins we have conmitted. To make existance tolerable,
sone fixzed belioef seens necessary as to the meaning of life and
as to our condition hereafter. Such a bellef, Romanism, wvith
alits faults, professed to give, and if the e.mthorﬂ.ty of Rome
was overthrown, there seemed nothing héfore any one but blank
darkness.” 4

The laity, vhen they.claimed to be represented on the .
council vhich they were demanding, had no thought of a refore
matlon of doetrine. The Church insisted that they were no
judges of such high matters. Some of them were willing to

. believe ite All, with a few fanatic exceptions, would have

thought it a crime to disturb the peace of Europe-on questions
of speculative belief. Their complaint was of definite material
wrongs, for wvhich they demanded redress. An overwheluing
majority would have.been content to leave the mysterles of

4. Froude, Ope Cites; D55
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falth untouched and unchallenged, if the clergy would have

consented to enforce thoir own canons. ILmther himself sald -

that if the pope had withdrawn his indulgences he wculd have

gone no further.S '
Iutheryend a numbor of men who held strongly to, and

understood the Biblical convictions underlying his actions,

would never have been aat:lsfi.ad with a purely moral reform

of the Church. Thoy understood that the doctrinal differences

would have to be straightened out so that satisfactory reform-

atory results might be-obtalned. "When t>eating of the commence-

ments of Protestantism, we noted that in 1520 Inther replied

to the ceusures of the Fope. Leo X by appealing to a future

General Council, The samv appesl was urged in 1530 by the

_I.utheran-‘prinees in Germany in thelr Confesslon of Falth pro=

sented to the Diet of Augsburg; and these same vprinces contin-

ued until 1540 to dencunce the Roman Pontiff for what they

alleged to be eithor fezr or supine negligence in not con-

vol:ing the seem:lrﬁ.y desired assembly vhich might put an end

to the woes of Christendomes But when, in 1542, the Papal Bull

for the convoeztion of the Council was issued,,the ex-Augustinian

used both voice and pen to propogate a distrust, in the minds

of his Followers, to overything that the Council might effect."®

This is sald accusingly against Tuther, blaming him 1n part

for what wo are wont to lay at the feet of the fathors of

Trents But it only shows the great foresight, and the true

Imoulodge vhich Iuthor had of the ways and wiles of the Roman

5. Frouds, ops6it., D96,

6. Parsons, Studies in Church History, Vole IXI.
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Pontiff. Luthor certainly wented a Council - but a true ecu-
menical council, not one under the influence and the leader-
ship, and ruled by the majority of the Popo. He knew Rome too
well to boliove that any good could come of thise. Iuther felt
and inoev, . before the Councll ever assembled, that there would
be no union of Christondom coming from it. He Pelt assﬁrad;
before the conclave gathored, that the endsof the Protestants
vwere alraady defeated. But even éo, had the council ettacked
reform, including the arrogant claims of the pope, the bulk 4
of the Protestants would have been willing to assemble with
thome Having eliminated the outward defects of the Church, and
having woaolkoned the papal authority, progress could have been
made in reformation of doctrines At least the door would have
been loft open, instead of being solidly closed as actually :
resulied.

This feeling of a need for reform was found in the Roman
Court itgelf. Adrian admitted that the trouble came fram the
root of the s'ya'tem,. and that the polson had gone so deep that
he would have to move slowly in nis cure. “If Hadrian had been
supported by the Cardinals and by the king of France and the
Buperor, and had he beon spared a few years longer, he would
have introudced such reforms in clerical and monastic 1ife and
in papal and episcopal administration as would greatly have
lossenaed the force of the lutheran criticism and might have

! ! . \ N
¢ffectively checked the success of the irotestant Ravolul:ion.v

" Mhis desire of Adrian, the Pontiff during these pre-council

7. Nowmah, A Manuel of Church History, ps 555.




yoars who, I beliove, really wanted reform, was wide felt in
Catholic circles. We will touch on this in detail e little later.
The fact of 1mportance.& here, 1s that the desire for reform was
the big reason for the' falling awny of the majority from Catll.
leism and their al:la’nce to the Reformation, "It was not Iuther?'s
doctrine vhich had captivated tho hearts of the CGerman people.
Ule was the hero of the hour solely because he stood for
national opposition t0 Rome.” 8

“vhen the sixtoenth century opened over Vestern Europe,
there was as 1ittle notion that there could be two separate
relipgions, as that there could be two suns, or two multiplica=
tion tables. The Turks were infldelss The Greck Church was far
off and no one thought about it. The faith of Western Christen=
dom was the fnith of the Catholic Church, of which the pope was
primate. Unbelief in i1ts doctrines was iHreason to God and to
men, The fesling attaching to heresy survives in the word mis-
creant ~misbelievor. The storm which had risen had no connec-
tion with doctrine. It had beon merely 2 boiling over of ine-
dimation against the tyranny of the ecclesiastical administra=-
tion, the impurity of the lives of the clergy, and thelr
cynical disregerd of the nractical duties prescribed by the
creed which they taught. The disease had spread through all
rankts, At the Court of Rome the corruption was at its worst. a® |

The origin of the whole Reformatlion movement was a

> ™)

natural atteript on the part of man, with the progress of en-
lightemment, to emancipate himself from the clerical tutelage ,
under which he had labored for centuries, and to remedy the

abuses vhich were an inovitable outcome of the exclusive

8, Caumbridge Liodorn Hisbo?[, Vol.l, p.14%7
9. Frouds, OPe ClUe; Pel=Ue




privile;ées and authority of the Church. These abuses were
traced directly or indirectly to the exemption of theChurch
and 1ts possessions from secular control, and to the dominlon
hich 1t oxercised over the laity; and the revolt sgainst this
Dosltion of immnity and priviledge was one of the most per-

i nanently and universally successful movements of modern history.
It tmshl:he begimning quite independsnt of dogma, and it has
pervaded Catholic as well as Protestant countries. The State
a2ll over ths world has completely depossd the Church from the
position it held in the iiddle Ages; and the oxistenco of
Churches, vhother Catholic or Protestant; in the various
politicel aystems, 1s due not to their own intrinsic esuthority,
but to the fact that they are tolerated or encouraged by the
State,10 -

This was roughly apeaking, the main issue of the Refor-
mesion; it was practically universal, while the dogmetic ques
tions wers swbsidiary and toolk different forms iIn different |
loonlities., It was on tnis principle that the German nation
vias almost unanimous in its opposition to Reme. The vhole
nation, wrote a canon at Worms, was of one 1'1_‘1116. with regard
to clerical immorality, from Emperor dowvn through all classes
to the last man.Hine-tenth of Germany, declared the papal Hunclo,
ceried: Tiong live Tuther,® and the other tenth shouted:"Death
to the Church." Dulte George of Saxony was calling for a council
to reform the abuses, and Gattinara, Charles'! shrewdest advisor,

eehoéd the recommendation. Even Jean Glapion, the Emperor's

1C, Cambridge Hodern History, ODes Cit.,P.148.
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confessor, was believed to bo not averse from an accormodation
from Tuther, provided he would withdraw the "Babylonish
Captivity,n L%

The Catholic Church had always been willing to let a
man believe what he wanted, as long as the authority and supreme
acy of the Hierarchy was not endangered. Luther's grave sin
was not that he attacked doctrine,,but that he had attacked
the very foundatlion of the papal throne. A complete set of
Getholic .doctrine had never yet been authorifatively set forth.
Spealting of the dootors of theology of the day, lMurdock tells
us:'"fnese doctors disputed among themselves with sufficient
freedom on various points of doctrine, and even upon those
which were considered essential to salvation., For a great many
points of doctrine had not yet been dei:emined by the authority
of the Church, or, as the phrase was, by the Holy Sece; and the
pontiffs were not accustomed, unless there was some speclal
reason, to make enactments that would restrain liberty of
opinion on subjects not connected elther with the soverelignty
of the Holy See or the privileges and emoluments of the clergy.
Hoence many persons of great eminance might be named _who safely
advenced the same opinions and not without applause, before
Iuther's day, which were afterwards charged upon him as a crime.
And dvubtless Imther might have enjoyed the sa:né. liberty with
thom, if he had not attacked the system of Romen finance, ti:e
woalth of the bilshops, the supremecy of the poﬁtirﬁs,,and the

reputation of the Dominican orders” a2

11. Cambridge Modern History, op.clt, p«l48.

12, Iurdock, Hosheim's Ecclesiastlcel History, PelS.
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Therein lie the erux of the entirse matter. Had the-
Reformatlion only besn a matter of changing doctrine, the history
of the iiddle Ages would have been rmch changed, for then 1t
would not have secn 'bho' great division in the Church, the
Counter-Refommetion, and the religlous wars. It would have
been no groat burden on the conscience of the Roman See to
reconcile Inmtherts doctrine and that of the Catholic Church,
for that ecclesiastical body had for many years harbored the
very doctrines which Luther taught - the Roman Church had in
the past reconciled many contrary doctrines and had talren thep
all in her stride. Sinco the Capture of Rome, the Holy See had
fallen into contempt. A nert Imperlal secretary said the Ger-
mans nlght have any religlon they pleased, if they would only
sond money enough to the Sacred Colegell® In fact, the Catholic
Church had no system of doctrine at this time with vhich to
reconcile that of the Reformationl Tho clergy were in the
me. jority of cases too i1lliterate to understand or meddle with
doctrine - the popes of the Renalssance wore indifferent .to it.
There had been many before ILuther who held to his doctrine, to
the Seriptural doctrine, fc;r instance, on justification by
faith alone. In 3t. Bernard wa read:"Therc is need that you
must first beliove that you cannot have forglveness of sin
except by the grace of Gods next, that there after you can
not have or do any good work, unless God grants 1t to you;
lastly, that you can not earn aterqal 1ife with your works,
though 1t is not glven you without merit." And in the Apology

13 TFrouds, ODs -0.1.15., p.89o




412

s

7.

to the Augsburg Confession we ‘read: "Anthony, Bernard,Dominicus,
Frenclscus, and other Holy Fathers selected a certain kind of
life either for the sake of study (of more readily reading the

Tloly Scriptures) or other useful exercises. In the msan time

they believed that by faith they were accounted righteous for

Chrlst's sake, and that God was gracious to thom, not on account
of thess ezercise of their owns" And these men were canoniged

seints in the Holy Catholic Churchi Ve shall also see,that
during the doctrinal discussions of the Council @f) itself that

again and egaln Catholic bishops and divines rose with doctrinal
declarations that were entirely Scriptural and in keeping wilth
Imther's teachings. But untll the supremacy of the Roman See
had been attacired thpy had been completely ummolestied. In other
vords, tne split in the Church was due ontirely to lack of

moral reform, Had the pontiffs not been s0 successful in de=

i laying reforming action in order to save their own necks, recon-

ciliation between, at least the vast majority of the Protestats
and their mother Church, would have been very possible.
Secondly we notice that in both the Protestant and :
Catholic camps there was the honest desire for reconcillation.
In 1537, at the Diet of Schmalcald the Protestants drew
up the articles wﬁioh the council (when it would meet) must
troat. The first part states briefly fuur uncontested positions
on the Trinity and the Person of Christ; the sccend part deals
with the office and worlk of Christ, or our redemption, and
marked the polnts of difference between the two confessions;
the third part treats of those points which the councll may
further discuss. Whon the articles had becn subsoribed by the
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theologlians, lMelanchthon added under his name:"As 'to the pope,
I hold that if he will not oppress the Gospel, for the sake of
peace and the unlty of those Christians who are or ney be under
him, his suporiority over blshops jure humano might be allowed
by us." 4 Wiglanchthion and his frlends, who had drawn the
Augsburg Confossion, were willing to revise the points which
hod been most objected to." 15  after Tuther's death the ten-
dency of ilelanchthon to yield largely for the sake of peace
bocane more evident. s

In referring to the Augsburg Confesslion Hurdock says:
Troe modes of getting rld of these troutlesome contentions
remained. Tne was to allow those who would not obey the mandates
of the pontiff, to enjoy thelr own sentiments on religlon, and
to worshlip God as they saw fit, without allowing the publlec
tranquillity to be thoreby destroyeds Another was to compel
then by force of arms, to cense from dlssenting from the Roman
Church, and make them return to the spurned friendship of the
Romen prelate. A third was to attempt an honorable and equitable
compromnise, by each party relinquishing'; some portion of what 1t
uonsid:erod as it3 Just oleims, The first method was accordant
with renson snd justice, and would meet the wishes of the wise
and good; but it was totally repugnant to the arrogant claims -‘*-
-of the pontiff, and to the ignorance of the age, which abhorred
all liberty of opinion concerning religion. The second accorded
wvith the customs and views of the age,  and with the .violent
e counsels of the Roman Court,,but it was gbhorrent to the pru=

dence, the moderation, and the equity of the Emperor and all

Y
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| - good men. The third, therefore, was adopted, and met the appro=
bation of all who were solicitous for the good of the Empire;
nor did the soverelign pontiff himself seem to be wholly averse
from 1t." 16

The fact that the Ediect of Vorms was not immedlately

carriod out against Luther was not so mch due to the fact
' that the princes were Iuthoran in doctrine, but because they .
f sew 1t their duty to protect ILuther egeinst the papacy and to
| preserve peace. ile find throughout the negotiations in the
following yours, that these princes, often referred to as
staunch Imthorans, were just as interested, if not more, in
: opposing the supremacy of Rome and preserving peace as they
A , woroc in the principles of Iuthers For that reason they were
U willing to malre concessions. This comes out egain and again,
At tho Diot of luremburg in 1532 they heid that the adminis-
tration of the Church was so corrupt, that it could only be
"‘ remedied by a council; a council, not of bishops only, and
“‘r“‘ "> called by the popo, but one in which the laity would have a
voice, and which must be called by the Emeror. Such a council
there must be, and it st be called within a year. If the pope
agroed, the Diet would undertake that Luther and the preachors

should bo silent until the counclil had sat and given its de=-

cislons, 17

The Emperor was always ready for conciliation, He had
chlefly at heart the rounion of western Christianity as a means
of strengthening the imperial power againat Turikish 1nm:|.on..
and putting an end to the rulnous internal strife caused by

16, IMardock, op. clt,, D+55.
170 Fl‘Oude, Op-. °1t.’ p. 70'



. the Protestant Rovolt. He had become convinced that Protestan-'
= tism had become too £irmly rooted o be foroibly extirpated.
Any attempt at coercive measures would, he was sure, lead to a
clvil war. As stated ebove, this was one of the chiof reasons,
also, for the backing Imther had from many German princes.
Stalwart Catholic though Charles was, he fully recognized
the terrible corruption of the ecclesiasticel administration,
the reclity of the grievances that had long been accunulating,
and the absolute necessity of such reforms as would lead to
tho cunelliation of all vho had not become hopelessly estranged
from the Churchsl® In the Augsburg interim, 1548, he granted
)"ahe cup to the leity and marriage to the pries;;, but held by

2 i the "'ridontine doctrina of justilication. It represented the

e ———

pope as siuwply tha highest bishop, in vhom the unity of the-

- Church is visibly set forth, The right of interpreting Scrip=-
ture was given exclusively to the Church. The Sacraments were
enumerated as seven, and the doctrine of transubstantiation
emphatically maintained. The duty of fostering and seeking the
intercession of the liother of God and the saiants, observing
all catﬁolic cercnonies of worship, processions, festivals,
etc., was strictly insisted upon. The Emperor was satisfled,

and so too, some of the Frotestant princes! Iaurice gave at

least half assent, which the “mperor accepted as approvale.ees

Tandgrave Philip, whose power was forever broken,gave 1n.19
The Lei?zig Interim, 1549, treated Romlsh customs and

eceremonies almost as things of indifference, passed over.many

less essential doctrinal differences and gave to fundamental

18. Tewman, ops Clt., P.357.
19, Kursz, Ope Clt., D294,
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differences such a a-etting as might be appllied equally to pure

ovangelical doctrine es to that of the Augsburg Interimes The
evangolical doctrine of justification was essentially there,
but 1t was not decildely and unambiguously expresscd: ands till
less were Romish orrors sharply and ummistakably repudiated.
Good works were said to be necessary, but not in the same sense
that one could win salvation by means of them, On Church and
Tierarchy, the positions of the Augsburg InSerim were simply °
rostated. Tho seven sacraments were aclmowledged, though in
another then the Roman sense. In the ilass the Latin language
vag again introduced, Images of saints were'allowed, but not
for worshipl,so too, the festivals of lary and of Corpus
Christl, but without processions, etc.20’ |
Hed the pope been unafraid to call a free general council,
vhich would discuss reform, and attempt to do away with the most
q { obvious abuses in the Church, peace and unity would agsin have
! peigned. The French Ambassador to Rome told the pope that after
all, a council, such as above mentioned, was his best chance.
The Protestants would submit to it, he said, if it was called
in a free country and fairly composed. The pope, paz;lﬁ.s.pa, would
have done better for himself if he had consented. llo one wlshed
for a schism; tho tempors of men had not yet been hardened by
persecutions and warse. If the pope had couplicd with a universal
dewand, end allowed a free council to meet, with the iaity

— represented on it, and had submitted himsolf to its decisions,
‘he might still have been left with an honourable supromacye

Staies whore the majority were Catholic could have kept thelr

20. K‘urs, OPe Cite, Pe295.




liass; the bhurch could have beon reformed; varieties of ritual
and doctrine could have been comprehénded under ambiguous
formlaries; oven the League of Smalcald might hove been satlse
fied, and the spiritual constitution of Christendom might have
rem.indd 6111‘;\7&:-&1:; un'brol-:on.al :

_A fow historlans, ospecially those who zre inclined to
lean toward favoring Catholiclam, state that after the Diet of
Ratisbon,1541, 2ll reconcéiliation between the two portlies was
Impossible, for there the Protestants shown forth with all
thoir stubbormness. Ict us consider that historical Dist for
a moront and see whether this is truc.

After the founding of the Smalecald Ieague the pope
attepted two methods of raising opposition to thils party.

One was to convinee the Emperor to form a counter-league of
Catholic princese The other was to joln wlth Francis and take
Henry VIII to tasl, for in England, 1t was supposed, lay the
seat of all the insurrectlon agailnst the rapacy. Charles,how-
ever, felt that should he take arms against England, the
Protostants of Germany would immediately side with Henry.
Also, should he form a counter-leaguo against the Smalcaldic
i"aague, he would be throwing Germany into a civil wvar, and
thet a roligicus one, the most horrible kind of a clvil war.
And so he thought he must try once more %o see what could be
accomplished by a Diete "It was still to be compromise, only
compromise,” 22 Froude sums up the results of this conference

in a different light than does either Newman, vho states that

21, Froude, Opeclt., P93«
22, Ibide, Pel25«
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this Diet "between Catholics and Protestants demonstrated
afresh the irreconcilable differences between the two parties, 33
or Hulme, vwho concludes that after the Diet of Ratisbon, that

"1f religious unity was ever to be regained force would have

n24 Iet us see what actually happensd at this

to be employed.
Diet, It was presided over by the Chancellor. Three chempions
were selected from eilther side,,and before them were laid
twenty-four disputed articles. Concerning these they were to
devise some common form of expression, which would admit of an
elastic interpretation. All went well until they came to the
BEucharist. The Rornb.ns held to their accepted view and the
Protestants claimed that the efficacy did not depend on the
consecration by a prieat, and that 1t did not survive the
cercuonye. "The distinction was subtle and serious, but night
not have becen insurmountable, for it turned on the nature of
substance when detaéhed from its z_:enai‘ble gualities; and vhat
substence was or is, when so detached, or whether 1t was or
is anything at all, no one lmew and one lknows néw;“ 25 ghen
we remember that the Church had no clearly defined and inscoribed

|\ doetrines, that tradition was by many more respected than Sacred

Writ, vhich was unlnown even to many clergy, and that meta=
physics vas certainly beyond the scope of those who could
scarcely read and write,.then this conclusion seems highly
plausible, The other snag came when they discussed the powver

of the keys, and here the objection was not so much a doctrinal
one, 2s a moral ones=objection to the lives of the Roman clergy,

and here even Pallavicino admits that the Protestants had a point.

35. lowman, OPs OliGes; DPesllle
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Complete ggreement could not be arrived at, but progress
had been made. The Emperor was well pleased, and prouiised that
a complete and immedlate reform in clerical manners and dis-
cipline was in the making., And at this we hear the first real
objection at the Diet, and that from the Roma_n bishops. There
had been no objection from these while the doctrinal discussions
had been in progress, but once reform was mentioned, and their
manner of livelihood threatened, then they lmmediately proe
tested all that h=d been dones The bishops realigzed that in
reform they would be the first to fall before the ax. To resort
to doctrinal dispute was thelr only recourse, and this they did.
But they were in a minority over against the lay representa=-
tives at the Diet. These were satlsfled with vhat had been'dom._
Even Conterini, the papal ambassador rebulted the bishops for
their opposition and admonished them to change their ways before
such reform measures were rforced on them. Froude swuns up the
entire Diot with these words: "The future Western Christenddm
now turned on wh;th.er the long talked of councll could or could

not be immediately held.” 2 He fimmly belleves that such a

' couneil, properly conducted, could have yet reconciled the two

partles. - 1 ¢
The Diet of Speyer, meeting after that of Ratisbon, left
eveon a rore hopeful fesling in those who participated. "All
Germany, Protestant and Cetholic, was umited and enthuslastic.
The theolc;gical exasperations had lost their edge. The Buperor's
action at Ratisbon had convincéd the most susplcious that now = -

they had nothing to fear. They at least had no alarm that he

264 Froude, Ops clt., P.131.
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was playing with their confidence about tho councile Trent had
satisfled the majority as a place of meeting. It was within the
German border, and Charles had kept his promise, and in the
general improved humour ceven the pope was more gently thought
of. Cardinal iloroni had been sent as legate this time to attend
to the Diet. Conciliation was the order of the day. The cardinal
sald that if Trent was not satlisfactory, the pope would agree
to Cambray. The larger part of the dlet preferred to do as the
Emperor wished. They would not add to his troubles by fresh
contradictlions. Satisfied that a real honest effort was now
to be made to ra:.'.‘om the Church and settle peaceably the ques=
tions dividing them, they were willing to mset the Emperor
half way.® 27

How let us turn our attention to the Catholic camp and
see how matters in relation to reconciliation stood there. The
necessity of reform and of a spir!.tual_ragsnet-ation of Catholl=-
eism had been aclmowledged again and sgaln in the opeing of
the sixteenth century by men of high position in the “nurch.
Time after time it was admitted in the Sacred College, and at
each conclave the entire body of Cardinals pledged themselves
to reform, Comissions were appointed but nothing mmuch came
of them. "Ultimately two great partles evolved themselves
among the Catholic reformers; the one desired conclliatlon and
dlscovery of a cormon ground on which the old and the new ideas
migzht be harmonized; the other, while sharing with the former
party thelr indignation at the moral corruption of the Church,
yot parted company with it with regard to reform of doctrine.
27. Froude, Op. c?.t.,- PelS7.




The former party wished for a real Catholic reformation; the
latter succeeded in educing o movement which started with so
groat a promise to little more than a counter-reformstion. e

The desire for reform within the Roman Church first
found a nucleus in the "Oratory of Divine ILove,” Which had
been founded by some distinguished men of Rome for thelr
rmatual edification; "they met for the worshlp of God, for
preaching, and the practice of spiritual exercises, at the
Church of St. Silvestro and Dorothea, in the Trastevere, near
the plece where the apostle Peter 1s believed to have dwelt,
and vhere he presided over the first assomblies of the Chrise:
tians."29 They numbered from f£ifty to sixty members, among
whom vwas to be found the leadling thinkers, the most learned
and upright preletes and laymen of that daye. There was a commnion
of felling among these mon from the beginning, but from this
sprang the wldestopposites vhich subsequent church'history was
to produce. Nere was Contarini, "the gealous reformer, who
stood for compromise and conciliation with the Protestants, w30 ;
end Caraffa, "who also mﬁted reform, although he was more a
»ealot and had become imbued with the Spanish idea of reform
through internal disc!.pline."s" Other membors of note were
Sadoleto, Geaetano de Thiene, Ghiberti, and Giuliano Bathi.
| This group was by no means opposed to the doctrines of the
Protestants. They were motivated first by a desire for a
closor alliance between Christianity and humanlism. But not

only this. Augustine had always been a force in the medieval

28, Cambridge Hodern History, ope cit., D.639.
29, von Ranke, vol. 1l; Op«Clte, Pe93s

30, Tievman, op. cite., P« 354.

31, Ibid,
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Church, and the Augustinian clements in its theology were ever
and agein asserting themselves and claiming supremacy. The
attraction of Augustine felt so strongly by Iuther was not
felt only by him, Tho end of the fifteenth and the beginning
of the sixteenth centuries were marked by & renewed study of
St. Augustine in many qm.rters,. and by the consequent revival

of Pauline 1rleas of Justification ‘.ln different forms. As Regl-
nold Pole said 1:1 one of his letiers , Eém,i;ml t'mich the
Church had kept ‘so long half concealed was again brought to .
light. This trend of thought found exprossion in the writings
of Thomas de Vio, Cardinal Cajotan, and for some time was looked
on with favour in the highest quarters.of the Church, That
sccion of the "Oratory of Divine Love® vhich wished to spiri-
tualize theology and deepen the 'has.es of the Christian 1life
found ample support in the accepted theology of the day..g
These men werc come together to dlscuss means of

purifying the Church, but they accomplished very little

along these lines, nothing more than keepling the falth
alive in the church. However, the effect of their doctrinal
belliefs were wider felt. About the year 1540, a little book,
"On the Benefits bestowed by Christ,” was put 1nto clrcula-
tion; ittreated, as a report of the inquisition expresses 1t,

"in an insidious menner of justification, undervalued works

and merits, ascribing 211 to faith; and as this was the very

point at vhich so many preolates and monks were stumbling,

book had been circulated to a great extent." 33 we find also,
thot various laypeople took an interesting part in the activities

32, Caribridge Hodern History, Vol. 2,p.64l. .
SDe Rﬂnl’e. vol, I, p.96.
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of the "Oratory.” Of theso, Vittoris Colonna was probobly the
most cutstanding, and ranking with hor wore the Dulte of Palllano
and his wife Tulia Gonzaga. Thelr opinions made active progress
among the middle classes. "The report of the ing:isition would
sovm G0 emgreraie, when 41t roclons 3,000 schonlumastors as
attached to thomy but adnitiing tho mumber to bo smallor, how
desp an effoct wmst hove been produced on the minds of youth,
and of the pooplo.to%

Yanleo hnd veon the home from which cone many of the
thinors of the typo found In the "Oratory.” After the sack
of Romo In 1527 its mambors woro scotiered; but within a short
tIme nuny of them mot agnin in Venico, where they found now
moerulise Chibortl had bacomo bishop of Veroma in 1524 and his
hougshold beoane a new conbor for the roformming movemenbte At :
Tadua Noginald role apont many years and though he waa only
a lajyman, the manner of his life anz.l:gand:wt: of his houashold
vwere not unworthy to bs compared with Ghibertl, The Unilvorality
of Fadua nwibared among 1ts toachers somo of the nost eninent
echolars of the day, and it was ono of tho centers of tho
Henalssanco. Modena also was one of the strongholds of the
Gatholic rolormers; Clovanni liorons, who aftorwards with
diffleuity oseapod the charge of herosy, was its bishop.
Sadoleto, Cortese, and cther leaders of the movoment for
rofom wors elther Nodeness or had haen connected with iHodonne
30 the movament had found o more widespread ficld than the
amall commmity uhich it originell was, They were not reformers

of doctrine, and they wore not interosted In preaching thoir

Sds Ranko,Ope Clte; PeiTe
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ldeas to the lower classos. Yot as von Ranke points out, "these
new (?) doctrines had a large nwmber of adherents in Italy."

Under Adrlan VI, as stated before in this paper, nothing
much was accomplished. His reign, nevertholess will ever remain
memorable from his confession that the source of the polson
which was corrupting the whole Church was in the papal court,
nay, even in thoe pontiffs themselves.

To Clemont VII the one remedy for the evils of the Church
vas a nlghtmarey namely a reform by a froe ccumenical council.
The cry grew in intensity and sprang up from many quarters
during the vacillating reign of Clements Not only from Lamthen
but from Catholics by a far groater majority. Luther's appeal
for a froe council was echoed in the Diets. Grievances vwere
continually coming before the imperial Diets until they smounted
to several hundreds. Xany of them came from Catholic princes.
There vias the wildespread feeling of the need of a thorough
reforuation of the administrative and financlal methods of
the hiorarchy and of the livos of the clergy and monks, not
only among those who were openly attached to Iuther,.but among
those who clung to the old falth as well.3d

. The General Councils had ominous memories for the papacy
since the days of Pisa, Basel, and Constance; and Clement no
doubt felt that the government of the “hurch duringhis pontifie
cate would not si:mid the ordeal of public examination. General
Councils woerc &pt to get out of hand, and no one could forsee

whore they would ultimately end. Clement succeedod in putting

S5, lNiewngn, Ope Cit., DP«555.
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off the evil day. And well he might have been afraid. "The
recdiness with vhich the Catholilc prelates and princes ignored
the orders of tho supreme pontiff furnishes the most striking
evidence of the depressed condition of the vapel authority at
this time. The papacy had deservedly lost the t_:onfid.enee of
1ts conatltuency by reason of its corrupt administration, the
dovotion of the popes to porsonal interasts, and the utterly
ungcrupulous diplsemany of the- Romen curda,” 5

VWith Paul II o new era begen, and at last the pa-ty of
Catholic reformers found thelr opportunity. Cne of the first
acts of the now pope was to confer a Cardinal's hat on Gaspar
Contarini; and scon after, Caraffa, Sadoleto, and Poloc, received
the sacred purp}‘e. The leaders among the Catholic reformers were
surmoned to Ré.;a. Tith them on the Comission for rofomm sat
Ghibertl, Aleander, Fregoso, Cortese, and Badia. In 1537

they presented their report, the well lmown Ccnciliun delectorum

cardinalium et aliorum praslatorum de cmendanda ecclesia. The

! great principle to which they tumi again and again is that

laws ought not %o be disucnsed with save for grave saus9, and
that even then no money should be tezken for dispensation, To
the aystem of money payments they trace the great evils of the
Roman Court. Everything could be obtained fo'::- money, however
hurtful it might be for the general welfare of the Churdh. The
voport does not confine itself to the evils of the fountalnhead.
The whole church waa@ﬂ‘ected wlth corruptions Unilit persons
were habibtually ordained and admitted to benefices. ronsions

and charges were imposed upon the revenues of the benefices

36, lNewman, oOp. Cclte., P+35G¢



vhich made 1t impossible for the holder to lead an honest
life. Bxpectatives and reservations hod a demoralizing effect.
Residence was goenerally neglected by the bishops and tl» clergy.
Exemptions from the authority of the Ordinary cnsbled leaders
of scandalous lives to persist in thelr wickedness, The
regular clergy were not better thar_n the seculars. Scandals
were freguent in the religlous Houses; and the privileges of
tho orders enabled unfit persons to hear confessions. The
Cardinals vore as had as the blshops with regerd to residencs,
and accwmlated offices in thelr persons. Indulgonces were
excossive in mmber, and superstitious practices were too
ofto.n oncouraged. Much ovil had followed from the granting of
marrisge dilspensetions; and absolubtion for the sin of simony
could be obtainod for a songses In Rome itself the services
wers slovenly conducted ané. the whole prissthocd vas sordid.
Loose women were openly received even in the houses of Car-
dinals. Unbelief grew apace,.and unnccessary dispensations on
triviel -points disturbed the falth of the vulgar, It was the
Guty of the liother and Nistress of ell the churcnes to lead
the way 1n the amending of those evils.57 This aldhas a
very familier ring, for wes it not the exact form of grievances
which had ceused the Protestents to raise thelr voice? Here

a Cowiission on roform, come together at- the request of the

pope, found the condition of the Church which caused the split :

to be exnctly what the opposition had clalmed. Both sides saw

eye to oye in this mattor. Roconclliation seemed but a matter

of timel

57. Cambridge liodern History, op. clle, Pe64Se
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Because attempts to sssemble a general council failed,
Charlos fell back on national conferences, in which endeavors.l_
were mr‘ie-‘is‘.- £ind soms ground for common agreomsnt which would
Serve as a a-tm't‘.l.ng point should a eouneil be called. e have
wide roferonce to these whon speakirig_-or the npossibilitles of
raconciliation on the side of the Protestants, vhen we n;antioned.
that it was in pursuit of this policy that tho famous Colloquy
of Rabtlsbon took place in 1541, after tho preliminary meetings
et Hogenau and Worms. The discussions which took place are
again of interest at this point as showing the extent of the
raconstruction of the Church system to which the most 1liberal
Catholic reformors were prepared to consent. Agreement was
arrived at on the fundamental article of Original Sin, Free Will,
and Justificatlion, With regard to the last a neural formla was
arrived at midvay between the Imtheran doctrine and that formu=-
lated later at Trent. Justification wes two-fold, and depended
both on "inhorent™ and "imputed" rightewvusness. It was attained
by faith, but that faith wust be living and active. The marriage
of priests nmight be permitted but not encouraged, as also com=
mmnion in both irinds, On the ganerﬁl doctrine of the Sacra=
ments, and espoclally on the deetrine of the Bucharist, agree-
mont was found more difficult,.

The conciliating party of the Roman Church had tried
their best, Now new influences began to turn the tide in favor
of the othor party of reformers within the Church - those who
\ﬂsl.md to reform by diseipline, and by destroying the heretic,
The Tnquisition wes the most potent weapon in the hands qf‘ thy
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papacy. The Jesults were begimning to reonder yesoman service -
Tfor the pontiff, also, Paul III definitely did ngt wvant the
council to meet. After his first proposed councll (lantua)
was set asids, various negotiations for resforing peace and
harmony wers held between the Emuperor and the Protesiants:
but without any determined and solid benefit, bocause the
pontiff, by his legates and others, generally disconcerted

o8 The refoméd and tolerant Cotholicism,

all their meansures.
vhich secemed about to provail in the early years of his relgn,
found itsclf only partially supported, if not abandoned, and
others were allowed to frustrate its efforts. Contarini, on

hils return to Italy, after the Colloguy at Ratisbon, was re-
wvardod with the governmont of Bologna, but his influence was

gonce is doath occurod soon after, on August 24, 1542, and howas
spared the further dlsallusiomment which the Counell would have
inevitebly brought him, }le was one of the nobiest figures in

an age of great men, and the blessing of the psacemzker was

his. Ghiberti survived him 1ittle more than a year, dylng on
Dacembor 30, 15435, The loss of Contarini and Chibertl @as an.
irroparable blow to the party of conciliation. Sadolesto, Pole,
and I'orons survived; but none of them had the i'o'r;ce of character
to fight a losing fight; and Pole and Yoronl ended their days

in trying to vindicate thelr orthodoxy, the one by playlng the
part of a persccutor in England, the other by winding up the
Council in the papal interest. Everything now depended on the

Council, and theore was nothing to do but to awalt oventsso0

58. .’:‘Eurfioek, OP. citoa pcﬁO‘
39 Gambrid{;e ilodern Hist'ory, ODe cite; p.ssfh




Ve The Door Is Closad.,

Though the Colloquy of Ratisbon had falled to achieve
any pormanent results, yot the Emperor Charles V did not des=
palir of reconciliation. Tho breach in ¥estern Christianlty had
beon formed because of the moral condition of the Church. In
the beginning of the Protestant Reformation doctrine 2 d
boen a minor matter in the minds of the leaders, and it held
such a place st21l in the thinking of the masses. There were
parties on both sides whose great desire was & reconciliation
at the exrenae of any doctrine. The Emperor and others still
felt convinced that this could be brought about. They were
In the midst of things, they had thelr hand on the pulse of
the doy, and they felt that there was still & chance =the door
vas still open for the Frotestants to reoturn, even.on many of
thelr ovm conditions, to the folds of the Mother Church. The
varying circumstances of the political situation from time to
time affsctod the Emperor's attitude towards the Iutheorans, but
he hod a gonuine dosire al]/along for a thorough reformation of
the abuses of the Church by a general council, from which the
Roman Court itself was not to be exempts Paul IIX on the other
hand had 1littls dosire for the councll, at vhich 1t was clear
after the avents of Ratisben, that the papal prerogative was
to bo severoly handled. If Paul had been a great man and had
followed the Buperor!s advice for a council which should con=
sider only reform in the Church, ﬁe might have made himse:!.f
another St. Gregory., But far were any such aspirations from

the prosent occupant of the Holy Sees If the council was once
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launched seriously upon reform, he well lknew what would followe
The Church might be regenerated, and Cztholic unity prcserved;
but the splondour of the papacy, the pride, tho woalth, the
vorld-wide dominion, would be at an ond forevor. A gomuine
seraching inquiry into tho dlsorders of the “hurch could have
no other rosults, All that Imther had sald wquld be pﬁed true.
The German Diet would send their representatives. Tho Catholic .
Gemions would go with the rest. The Romans would bs overwhelmed.l
From the very beglnning ILuther and hls followers had
demanded a council, Since 1522 the German Diets jolned in the
demend, and Charles V soconded "1t as a means of restoring unity
o the empire. But the popes wantsd no council; sinco & .
Counclil of Constance, 1414-1418, and the Council of Basol, 1l435l-
1449, uhich had threatened the soveroignty of the pope,; it was
the vapel policy to avold couno!.:'ls and the free dlscussions
which they developeds The Eupcror'!s father confessor, Cardinsdl
Garcia do Loatsa, wrote him that, though a council was no doubt
tho surost wvay of sradicating heresy in Germany, yot to his
knowledge pope and cardinals were consigning a council to the
devil. And the Emperor's secrotary, Granvella, stated:"The pope
fears a council life fire.” Above all, the pope wanted no coun=
eil in vhich Charles V would have & controlling hand bocause
Charles wanted reconclliation, and therefore was not averse to
comprouise, whersas the pope demsnded unconditional surronder
to Home. But Charles was powerful; It would not do to flsunt
his desires. Grievances by the hundreds were coming before the

Diots; the demand for reform was universal. Time and agein,

1. Froud@, Op. Oit.’ .p.- 164.
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when in the course of that three-cornered strugszle between

. . France, the Emporor, and the pope, the last-named had fallen
into the Enmperor's hands, he had promised, as a condltion of
the peace treaty, to call a council; but the promise was

promptly forgotten when the Emperor had turned his baclk.2

Paul at first tried rather desparately to avold the
coumell, Learning that practically everybody was opposed to
a couneil in Ttaly, he promptly called one _f::_ thexe. First
at Mantua .In 1537 and then at Vieensza, in 1538, but not a
single bishop appeared. "It ;vas all a method of stalling off
the Emperor and keeping him from attacking the:problem at a
dlet.” 2 It was impossible, however, for him to resist the
derands of the Emperor altogether: and after an interview
J?Gttveen them 2t Tuceca, Paul at length again agre.ed to summon
2 councll, and Trent was selected as the place. This would
satizfy the German demand that it should meet on German ter=
ritory, yet it was in eersy access to the Itallan bishops and
was not so far distant as to be beyond the pope's control, Thus
the pope actually won round one before the Council opened. He
vias cortain of a m:jority of Italien bishops, vho were in the
: moin, pawvns to he moved to his liking,

In August, 1542, Parisioc, Morone, and Pole, the legates
appointod to open the counecil, started for Trent; and the
council was duly opened on Hovermber l. There were, however,
only a few Italian praiatas present; and, as no more arrived,
by & Bull of July 6, 1543, the pope again adjourned the Council,
The war betweon Charles end Francis I agein made the Council

2. Ev.iuth. Synod. Conf., 1938, "Unlon quamenta in the Churd,"
Prof. Theo, Hoyere
Se Ibid.
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. impossible, and at the Diet of Speyer it was agreed that all
procecdings against the Luthorans should be staysd until a
free and general council could be held in Germany. The Luthe
erans were privately assured that an endeavor should be made
to frame a scheme of comprohension, and that tho pope should
not 'be allowed to stand in the way.4

The proceedings at Speyer alarmed the pops. He wrote
& voery strong letter to the Emperor, telling him that the sin
of Eli would be his if ho did not stop the Diet from inter-
forring with spiritual matters. Toleration, he sald, was pere
nicious, and any attompt to.regulaute the affairs of the Church
in a national assembly largely composed of laymen -that was
absolutoly unheard of. "Sooner than allow religion in Germary
to be ordered by a lay diet, he would abdicate and glve St.
retor back his keysi" ® He was trying to awaken in the
Zmperor the old fear that had so often been a vsry succesaful -
weapon of the papacy in the past. But not with Charles. The
pope realized that 1t was necessary for him to take actlve
steps if the control of the situation was not to pass out of
his honds. Unless ‘something was done, Charles might be driven
to follow the example of Henry VIII, and the entlre German
Church might fall away from the Roman See. The Council must
| be held to satisfy Charles, but it must be conducted with
‘quite other objects than those contemplated by him. So Paul
l1ssued a Bull for the opening of the Council on December 11,
1545.

4, Cambridge iiodern History, op. cit., p.66l.
5. Froude, op. cit., p.160,
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This move gave the pope the jump on Charles. The Gere
mans wore still not decided as to what to do about the councile
The Proteztants, and even many of the Roman Bishops in Germany
refused to attend the council vhich was so close to the
gulding hand of the pontiff, and so evidently under his con=
trol. They wero deoply distrustful of thelr Father in Rome.®
So Charles advised that considerations of doctrine should at
least be postponed until it was seen what the Germens would
finally resolve upon. He recommended the pope to take up
morals in earnest. The fathers would be in a better condition
to deal with spiritual mysterles when their hands were c:l.eaner,"

But this the pope did not intend to do. The formmlation
of doctrine must be the chief business. The old traditional
doctrine of the Church must be laid down afresh so as tq make
ell conciliation of the Protestants impossible.® He thought
that his best reans of escape was to appeal to the dread of
heresy, and to stand forth as the uncompromising champion of
the orthoflox faith. For that reason de Monte was directed to
open the council on horesy, to take up the Articles of the
Augshurg Confession, and to do the work so gulckly that no
voice might be raised about hearing the opposition., Having
obtainod this he wished to absolle the Council, The reform
of abuses might be entrusted to him 2s the judge in eccleslas-
tical matters. So we can understand the instructions which
were given to the legates:"As to reform, it 13 not necessary
to discuss it before doctrine, nor indeed, at the same time

with thom, because it is quite a seccondary end of the Council.”

8. Newman, op. cit., p«.356.
7« Froude, ope. cit., D.160.

8. Cambridge Hodern History, op. cite, Pe¢662
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Also, the instructions were %o make all decrees run in the -
name of the Holy see and the 1egates.9

The pove was to run into some stiff opposition, French
and Corman ropresentatives wers in favour of mal:ing reasonable
coneceaslons to the Protestents. Several prelates, following
ovt the demands of their Emperor, ventured to urge that the
Council shoﬁld leave doctrine alone. This had been the strong
advije of lendoza, vho sat in the Council in the Emperor's
name, He had dared in a sermon in the Cathedral to tell the
fathers to weep for their sins. They well lmew that there was
occaslon for lt, Things wore looking serious for the popes
"All his schomes, all his hopes would be defeated if the
comnell were to £ling itself into reform; end if doctrinal
qua2gtions were to be suspended til1ll the German heretics ceould
be nrescent to help in discussing them, fatal consecquences would
follow. Te wrote passionately thet in ell councils the rule
had been to take doctrine first. A sound faith was more im-
portent than mopallty; and that it was not a £1t time to
weaken the defendor's arms by ﬁroclaiming their faults to
the world when the enemy was beating ot their gates. The bishops
might talk sbout sins and immoralities. Paul said he saw what |
they meants They were aiming at him and at the Court of Romes
They must ba brought to their sense. Inforiors were not to

Juage their superiors. Popes were to be venerated, no ecoused.
It was easy to t2lk sbout refcorm; men were willing surgeons

upon their neighbors! 1imbs.® 10

B b o b bedbi o hadilim

9« Penningtcn, ope. cite, D%
10. Froude, op. ¢it., p. 169f.




He had also to address himself to the princes, those
of tho Emperor, for hore, too, he found a den of powerful
enemles opposing his schomes concerning the council, fis big
grief was the ayproaching Spaniards., These pralates came' from
@ country vhose Church did not lmow the immoralities rampant
in the Church'at large, and they were for reforming the entire
Body %o moct the qualificatlions of their own dear Spain. Thelr
firm conviction wes that hercsy sprang from the lmmorsl con=-
ditions of tho Church. The uay to rid the Church of herasy,
therezore, was not to attack herotilcal doetrine, ,but to reform
the Church. "A few faithful volces echoed Paul's phrases:"
'Bollsf was the foundation of Christlan 11f£e...good conduct
could grow only out of a right creed...errors of opinion were
mors dangercus than sin.! Bubt it was evident that a good many
&ld actually belicve that ti:e Church was in a bad way and needed
mending, and this party, when the Spanish bishops arrived,
would be Irresistible. The pope had ordercd (the legate) to
Shelve reform. It could not be shelved." 11

Do lionte was =t laat obliged to agres that doctrine
end reform of moral and discipline should proceed in alternate
sesslons. He had to trust to his own ingenuity to keep the
situation from tecoming dangercus. But this dexterity was not
anough. With the help of a majority of Itallan bishops, faith-
ful to the Moly See, und eapecilally later, when the Jesulta
came into tho picture, he had a strong force on his side as

far as swinging his doctrines wes concerned. There was also a

1l. Froude. 0D, cit.’ 90171. :
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consolation., Doctrine nad still the first place, and with good
managemont, the Articles of the Augsburg Coafession might still
be condemnod before a synod could meet in Germany, Or German
deputles arrive at Trent. "In order to glve himself more time,
Paul started diplomatic and political intrigue rolling. While
ho urged the Fathers o oppose the Germens in the Council, he
oncouraged the ilorthern Germans to resist the Emperor¢“12

We need, therefore, not be surprised to find that with
& little dexterity, the decrees were pnssaﬁ'by the Counecil,
W:{l_f_-g_f_l_f_r_l_t_i _when the Court of Roue insisted upon them, Paul III
had made & noble effort to kesp reform altogether from the
Councii. 1In this he had feiled. Bub only as a matter of form.
The reiorn sessions under him beceme more or less a farce.
It was in ordor Lo satisfy the Euperor that the arrangement
had been made that there should be alternate discussions,
Tor if the Emporor cuuld be at:i.sﬂéd the remainder of the
oppositlon to Paul would be negligible. So "they now made some
show to propitiate him (Charleaf..Thoy'proposed a decree 8s
to the residences of bishops. They allowed the cardinals who
held several bishoprics to choose in six months which of them
they would leep. This Bull, however, designed to deceive the
Emperor and the people, remeined a dead letter. Under various
pretexts the curdinals continued to procure & large number of
rich benefices. This decrce was brought rorward at least three
times, and while it was making slow progress the doctrines

made I'ap:l.d. progresss ul3

12, Pemnington, Op. Cit., P«106.
13. Ibide.
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Despite the demands of the Buperor, the wishes of the
Spaniards, tho goneral desire for roform, and ths resolution
that doctrine and roform: be discussed alternatoly, thec pope
vigs successful in pushing through dectrinal decrees which
should male it impossible for tho Gorasns to appear at the -
Council, He was suceessful in this for threo reascns montionsd
befors: the wuajority of Thallan prelates, tho Jesnits, and the
fact thet he was able 4o keep Charles busy at home. Ho lesa
eredit should be given to the able mauagement of nis logates.
In losking ut the major doctrinal decrses of the Council we
shall sce that 1.;1'19 resolutions arrived at ware not' the mere
formulation of the universal belisf of the Church at that time,
they were not the rosult of sincere theological study to deter—
mine the truth - but the motivation behind every doctrine .was
to rommlase it so, that the Protestants vould be heretlcsl

"In certain essontlal respects the Council and not the
Reforwztion was the watershed between the old and.the new,
the divlding lins betwocn the pagen clericalism and the New
Testament evangolicalism, It professed only to formulate what
had always beon held, but it changsd in formulating; umaking
the Irrogular null and void; and with sinister instinct and

ingenuity causing the worse part to appeer the wholee Till

‘then there had been the possibility that some conmmon ground

might be found for all vho wished to reform, some basls on
waich the unity of Yestern Christendom mlght be preserved,
and in which loyalty to the essentials of the Gospel aight
be cé:nhinod with fpeedom in their detailed application., But

Rome then ade explict cholce of obscurantism mﬁoad of
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11ght; and has found no place for repentance since. It is
true that she sct hersclf to remove certaln abuses, and
thereby reassured scume who wero waivering in their allegiance.
She likewlse perfected her organizatim, regimenting her
pPriesthood so that no new revolutionary movoment need be
feared. The burden of her doctrinal definitiona, hovever,

was that she deliberately - separated hersclf from the friends
of the Evangel, not a few of whom had hitherto found it im=

possible to maintain a precarious existance within her borders.
As Reformation Gencalogies .s‘how, it was not the reformers who
Separated themselves from .cat::oltcism even as 1t had exi?ted
in the later iilddle ages. It was Rome who was schismatic, and
she separated hersolf forma;liy from theé unity of the Church
at Trent: that Couneil which cursed so much which not a few
had fain hoped it might blessil®
. The first doctrinal propositions selected to be placed
before the Council show the trend to be taken throughoutsThey
were not set forth as propositions to be discussed In ordo:l.'.
that the Catholie doctrine might be arrived at, but they were
set before the Council as doctrines of Iuther which the Gouncll
wvas asked to anathematize. The first four were as followss
"fThet Holy Scriptures contalned all things necessary
for salvation, and that it was impious to place
apostolic tradition on e level with Scripture."

"Thet certain bool's accepted as canonicel %n the
Vulgate were apocryphal and not canonicale

"That the Scriptures must be studied in the original
languages, ,and thatZ there were errors in the Vulgata'

" 14, Muir, op. cs.i:., Pe226s
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fhat the meaning of Scripture is plain, and that 1t

can be understood without commentary with the help

of Christ's Spirit,"

It was not to bo expocted that these propositions were
accepted without argument. Some wished, like the Emperor, to
stop argwients on doctrine altogether. Others, ¥ike Erasmms,
de;?recated precise definitions. A\cameli.te friar sald that
no doubt the Church was complete before any book of the Hew
Testament vwas written. The apcstles themselves had taught by
vord of mouth end mmeh of what they had said was mown only
by tradition. Tradition, therefors, had always been held in
respoct. But the fathors of tl';e Church generally in their
writings had appealed to Scripture rather than tradition, and
1t might be wise to follow their example. On the whole he
thought the  first proposition might be left alone. To condemn
1t would ma¥e divisions and raise new qnestiom.ls HWacchilantl,
Bishop of Chioggla, maintained that Scripture was the sole
rule of faith.l® Othors proposed to distingulsh between apos-
tolic traditions and tradition in general. But in the end ths
oppoaition was altogether too weak to withstand the papal 4
power and hls hold over the Italian bishops. In the Fourth
Sesslon of the Counell, in the Deeree Concerning the Cgnonical
Seriptures, we find the following resolution concerning tra=-
dition:"... and seolng clearly that this truth and discipline
are containod in the =ritten books, and the unwritten tra-
ditions, vhich,recoived by the ipostles by the mouth of Christ
Himself, or from the Apostles themselves, the Holy Ghost dlec-

tating, have come down even unto us, transmitted as it were

15. Froude, opes cit., ps 125.
16, Canbridge lodern History,op. olte, D662,
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from hand to hand; (the Synod) following the examples of the
ori;hodox fathers, receives and venerates, with an equal affec-
tion and plety, and reverence, all the books, both of the 0ld
and of the Hew Testament = seeing that one God 1s the author
of both - as also tho sald traditions, as woll as those apper-
taining to faith as to morals, as having been dictated either

- by Christ?s own word of mouth, or by tho Holy Ghost, and pre-

-8erved In the Catholic Church by a continucus successione L7
In forumlating this doctrine, placing tradition on the
same hevel as the Inspirfed Scriptures, the Catholic Church
departed from the beost of what she had formerly taught. Cer=
taiply there is evidence that Tradition hald a place in the
doctrines (unformmlated though they wers) of the Church prior
to the Council of Trent, but the significant thing is that
what was only a part of what had been held,,and the 1§st’
vorthy part, was made the wholel "‘&‘he_n the reformers made
thelr appeal to the Bible there was no ncvelty in tﬁeir doing
80, and their opponents, far from challenging that appeal,
made 1t themselvesll® "ppaditions, whether relating to falth
or to morals, dictated either orally by Christ or by lis Holy
Spirlit, and preserved in continuous succession within the
Catholic Church"” were to be received "with an equal feoling
of pi;:ty and reverence'" as the books of the Holy Scriptures.
Hot only was this an entirely novel position as far as the early
Church was concerned, but at the Council 1tself a speaker wes
free to pronounce it an ungodly thing to pay equal rospact. to
Tradition and the Scripture, The final decision of the Council,

17, Canons and Decraes of the Council of Trent,Vaterworth, Je,
trans., p.18.
18. Mulr, op. cit., p.228.
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however, in making binding on all what had nevor befars been
an article of faith, provided the nogns for warding off any
attacls based on the Bible alone - which boiled down to this,
that plecing tradition next-to Scerigturs was the best means

of excluding the Tuthorsns and other Protestants from ever

'finding o moans of reconcilistion with the Catholic Church.

The door wus beginning to close.

The sawe sinister ingenlous for choosing the worse
bart appoars in connection with tho. exaltatlion of the Vulgate
as the authoritative teoxzt of Scripturs. "This 5ymode...ordains
and declares, that the sald old and vulgate editions, which,
by the longthenod usage of so many yearé. has been approved ‘
of in the Church, be, in public lectures, disputations, sermons,
and oxpositions, held as authentic; end that no one is to dare,
or presume to reject it under any pretext whatever. 719  ugmig
¥as no% only new, but in.violent opposition to the best usages
of the iodleval Church.” 20 It cast aside) seys Lindsay,"
worse than useless the whole scholarship of the _Renaisaamou
both within and outside of the Nedleval Church, and on the
pretense of consecrating a text of Holy Scripturs, reduced it
to the state of a mumsy, 1ifeless and unfrultful.” The Council
deliberately made itself the slave of the letter; and sing many
Of 1ts menbers had shared in the Fumenist revival, this de-
cision was very keenly debated. It wes a deliberate and charace
toristic attempt to shut out the light = and with the light the
Reformation. The position of the Vulgate in the Church had

19; Canons and Decrees of the Council of Trent, Op. cit-.pon
m. !-ﬁtil', 0'9. cit.’ p.229n
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never besn defined. It had been declared to be of authority,
but, after the oriticisms of Erasmus, no one Imew of how much
euthority. It could no longer be said to bs free from orrors,
Jot. if private individuals were allowed to translate it for
thenselvos no authority wouldpe left. "It wos observed that
the 'iil‘i'i_“-w.cy' of Rome rested on the singls text,!Thou art Peter,'=
a different construction might be given to the words, and what
was %o happen then? Anothor important objection was raised.
. How were the inquisitors to deal with heresy? If they were to
refer to the original, they would have to loarn Greck and
Hebrow = an Intolerable addition to thelir labours. The longer
the fethers considered the less ‘they could seo thelr way, and
they concluded neturally that the Vulgete mnmst stand as it was."2l
The canon of Seripture being made coextensive with the
Vulgate, and the errors thorein disallowed, three of Lﬁther'a
four propositions vere disposed of. There remained the fourth,
on the meaning of Serlpture. A The same tendoncy to make the
worse pert tho whole comes out furt;her in connoction with the
groving ﬁnwillingness of the sccleslastical authoritios to
allow the people to read the Bible fo:-' i:herqselves. For Luther
hed s=id thet the Blble was so plain and clear that anyons of
ordinary ini:elligancl;a could read andunderstand it. It helps
to show how roal tho possibilities of a universal reformation

had been that the division on this point In the Councll was

acute; but, as usual, obscurentism prevailed. "The Nedleval
Church had nsver cncouraged a Jmowledge of the vermacular Scrip=
tures, but the praetise had not been uniform; and cven in Spain

21, Froude, ops cit.; pP«l77e




' thore had been vernecular trenslations., The Gorman bishops

demanded vhethor the children were not to be taught the Lord's
Prayor in a language they could understand. But in the end the
interprotation, and by. inference, the astudy of the Bible by
brivate porscins was prohiblited. 082 "The blshops %eneraily

wers under the opinion that tho resding of the Scriptures was

Waho prineiplt cause of horesye. All heretlcs quoted Scripture

and nothing could be more dangerous than for private persons
to try to form their own opinlons out of 1.1'.."’38 This of course
vas vuhat the pope was aiming at. Lot the doctrinss be vhat they
uay, as long as thoy could be used against anyone ralsing his
voice against the Church and the primacy of Rome and brard
him as a herctic. There were of course, volces raised against
this closing the Bible to the people .but it wes soon over=ruled,
Tather's propositions were duly condeimed. The Vulgate
Vidg canecnized, tradition and' Church authority were declared
©o rank with Seripture sas the rule of falth, and the vulgar
woro forbldden to think that they could understand Scripture
for themsolves. "The euphatic anathema of one at least of
fmther's positions was accomplished, and Paul saw everything
was going as he wished. n24
The outside world was not pleased. The uasses as well
as many clergymon had felt that the Gouncll had been called
to setitle difforences. But insteud of thet They were continu=
ally, decree by deoree, making the breach wider and more ir=

repavable. The Imperor was anything but satisfied. "Two score:

22 Iir, op. cit.,, D.232.
23, Froude, op. Cilt., DP«178,
24, Ibid., p.179.
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of Itallan bishops, without a single man of learning among
thom, taling upon themselves to regulate the creed of all
Christendom was, he sald, an extraordinary spectacle, The
theoleglans whom they had with them he understood to be
below medioccrity, fl'heir canonists might know 19-71; but knew
nothing of divinity., The Council as it stood did not repre=
sent the thousandth part of the Christian world, yet it had
canonized the Vulgate. It had wmled what was Scripture and
vhat was not, It had declared tradition equal to Serioture,
but had not explained the nature of tradition, nor the limits
vithin which it was confined.” 29

But the pope cared little who was satisfied and who
was not as long as things were going his waye. The niore doc=
trinos which could be forced through without the presence of
the TLutheran representatives, and without the authority of
the Roman See being molested,the better the future looked to
him, He saw that Charles! position as a plous Catholic was
every day growing more difficult and he pressed his advan=
tage. Since the resources of moderation were not as yot ex=
haused, the legates were instructed to proceed with the doc-
trine of original sin, "Original sin would intorest the
fathers, divert their attention from the papal court, and
more than anything else exaspcrate Protestant s:eml:!.m.venesa.'86
A wrench was thrown into the works by the arrival of the long
dreaded Spaniards., Reform was demanded. lNendosa again raised
his voice in their support. They claimed that original sin was

a touehy gquestion and that war was c¢lose enough in Germany now

25, Froude, op« ¢its, p.180.
26. Ibid.’ Pe 181.-
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without stirring up the opposing factions by breaching a dise
cusslon on vhat was ceonsidered the koy-stone to heresy. "But

“the pope had given the note and the Itellan biszfps assented

in chorus. They would rather see the Council disolved, they

¢}

ald, than that 6riginal sin should be left an open guestion.

2

18 Itelion bishops did not want to discuss doctrine and reform
alternately. 5t311 less did they 1ike to be dlctated to by the
Brporor and the Castillan new~comers. They hated. Trent. Thoy,
1ike tho pope, wantsd to hurry through the doctrinal business
and got bac!: to thelr soft skics and vineyards,” 27

The legnte was not sure how fur the Spaniards would go,
nelther was he surc how uuch in earnost the IZmporor was when
he threatened to take tho Council in hand if they continued
to Ignore his demands for roform, He felt that he had hetter
B0 tbsy. Go sho promnise was agein made that the alternate
::es:;..-':.ns of reform and doctrine should continus ss had besn
blanncd,. fowever, since original sin had alrcady been atarted
on, it should be continuod until some definitlon was roeached

The pope could well be thankful many times for the dexterous

.8ulding of the faithful deo lfonte.

As soon as the guesticn of originzl sin wvas ontored
upon the old dilspute betwsen the Fransiscans and Dominicans
as to vhether or nct the Virgin liary was to be included in
tho:ge who have inherited corruption from the Fell of man.
This waged back and forth, lary was £inally excluded. in
objectlion was ralsed that no definition was necessary on this

doctrine. The Imbherans maintained thet original sin remained

2. Froulds, CP. Clt., 9.181.
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after baptism but was not imputed, Catholics said that it did
not remain at all. what, was asked, was the difference? This
gives a very good idea as to the theologlcal abllity of those
Presgnt. However, it was brought out that the Lutherans taught
that original sin romained after baptism, That was a heresy,
since it camo from the Imtherens, and therefore had to be con-
dermed. And so it was: YIf any one desires, that, by the grace
of our Lord Jesus Christ, which is conferred in baptlsm, the
gullt of originel sin is remitted; or even asserts that the
‘whole of that which has the trus and proper nature of sin is
_ ot taken away; bub saya:thut_it is only rased, or not ime
puted, let him be anathema,?28

The victory was celebrated by a aoleun ifass, a special
prayer, and the invocation of the Splrit. The legate was 80
elated over the way things were gping; that he decided to
suving imnediately into the matter of justification. At the
objections of the Spanish Ambassador, the legate exglained
that original sin and justification were really all the same
doctrine, at lezst so clmely connected that they might as well
finish with it before going into the matter of reforms So then
it was the ola stor&. There was to be nothing but doctrine
after all, Years might pass before all these questions could
be disposed of, for they all were closely connecteds Tne
Promised reforms were still to be shirkedsZ®

But the opposition was not ﬁo be so0 egsily beatens They
would have reform and the legate finally had to glve in.

28, Waterworth, op. olt., DP.235.
29. Froude, op. cit,, p.187.




Residence was brought up and this led from one thing to another,
until the Council was f£inally attacking the "jure divino® of
the pope. De lonte again saved the day by locding tho discuse
slon beck to the favorite argument of the Fransiscans and
thelr doctrine concerning lery and original sin. Once more
having conirol of things in hand the legate made some con=
_Ceaslons and concllieted the fathers by agreeing that scme
general supervision of the religlous houses might be allowed
them, subject to the pope's final authority. The blshops having
alred their feolings and sbuses and having rocelved some satis-
faction forgot about the questlon of the "jure divino” of the
' POpe, and thoy felt even more rellsved ﬁheﬂb.several deorees
ere passod concerning preachinge

How thet things seemed to be going bétter and that some
attompta at roform had alreaéy'been made, the Zmperor was more
saticfled ond folt that with e clear conscience he could again
urée the German dlet to send its aeputiés to the Council. The
logate now had a chance also to get back to doctrines« ™To have
the Iumtheran theology condenmed throughout before the Imtherans
themselves could come to argue it was the key of his poaition.'so
And so he immediately launched the discussion into the citadel
of Inther's position: justification by falths " The Emperor
endeavored to defer the dlscussion on this speculative point;
but the pope was determined to obtaln definitions which would
made the bre:zch with the rrotestants lrreparable., The legate
requested (June 2,1546) that more Italian bishops might be
sent t0 the Counell to cope with the opposition; and the con=

30e Frouda, Opes Cite;Del95e



sideration of the nature of justificetion was entered iupon. A
Weapoliten, Thomas de San Foliclo, bishop of Ia Cava, end &
few theologians, msintained the doetrine of Justification .
alone by faith, but their views could obtain no hearing.ese
The discussion then confinod itself to the medlating view
vhich Conterini had advocated in his Tractatus de Justifica~-
tione, Pighius, Pflug, and Gropper had maintained a similar
position in Germany; and i1t had the adherents of some of the
ablest Catholic intellects, both north and south of the Alps.
Seripando, the General of the Augustiniens, was the chief
chanpion in the Council on.this view. Serpiando in many re=
spocts reserbled Sadolsto., The best elements of Humanism and
Chrigtianity wore united in him; mj.tion he took up
on ‘i:_?ii'éwdogtrine was in harmony with the traditions of the
Augnstinian Ordor. He distinguished between the "inherent™
and the "lmputed™ prighteousness; and the "inherent" only jus-
tified because of the "imputed;™ the one was needed to com=
blete the other. In the imputed righteousness of Christ alonme,
however,  lay our f£inal hopes The inherent righteousness, the
righteousness of works, was by itself of no availeee” Such a .
view made reconciliation with the Protestants not impossibles
vhlle that of Iaynez brought all hopes of an agreement to an
end, "ol

The discusslon raged furiously back and forth, There
wvere thirty-three Canvns passed on this matiter, vhich was

£inally decided by the brilliant and persuading Jesult Laynex,

3l. Cambridge Hodern History, op. cit., P.667s
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the papal theologlan at the Council. Fle seemed to handle the
fathors as though they woro putty in his hands and arrived

at conclusions which the pope wanted. Some of these thirty=
three canons frollows

Canon xvili - If any one salth that the commandments of God
are, even for one that i1s Justified and const:!.tuted in grace,
Impogsible to keep; let him be anathema.

Oanon xxlv - If any one saith, that the justice received is

not preserved and slso increased before God through good works;
but that the said works are merely the frults and signs of
Justification obtained, but not a czuse of the increase thereof;
lot him be anathema,

Canon xxlx - If any one saith, that he, who has fallen after
baptism, is not alle by the grace of God to rise again; or,

that he indeed i1s able to recover the justice which he has
lost, but by faith alone without the sacrament of Penance,
contrary to the Holy Roman end universal Church -instructed

by Christ and ¥is Apostles =hath hitherto professed, observed
and taught; let him be anathema,

Canon xxxii - If any one saith, that the good works of one

that is justiffed sre in such a manner the gifts of God, as
that they are not also the good merits of him that is justified;
or that the seid justified, by the good works vwhich he perfom
t"lOuth the grace of God and the merit of Jesus Christ, whose
1iving member he is, does not truly merit increase of grace,
eternal 1ife, and the attainment of that etornal life, -if so
be, however, that he depart in grace - and also an increase

in glory; let him be anathema.sz
52, Vaterworth, ope. clt., pP.47ff,
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The decroes concerning justification are usually re-
garded as a mastor-piece of dextoritys; but this very dexterity
Proves that more than codification took place. The Reformation
doctrine of justification by fnith alone had to be rejected.

Yot justico had to bs done %o the followers of Aquinas, uwho
wore not unfriondly to a moderate presentation of that doctrine.
A place had also %o bo found for the doctrine of merit from
£00d works., The result is that what seems to be given with

one hand is talen away wlth the other; and while much is sald :
with vhich Evangelicals can agrse, roon 1s left for a.systm
Of righitsousness by works. Instead of making justification :
consist In aon act of God performed for the seke of Christ on
the exercise of faith, the decrees make it consist in an act
of God porformed for the sske of what has been done in man to
Occasion i, The all-sufficieney of Christ as Savior 1is 2?
Scured, and men are led to seek acceptance with God through
;.;;.11uivation of dispositions, the doing of good works, And
the obcervsnce of rites, Hors and there concessicns are made
to the Augustinisnism which hed had a surprising hold on thelr
best minds, but £he decrce 1s snti-Evangelleal throughout, and
this is the moasure of vhat was effected under cover of _defip-
ition..." it wos the heretical and not the orthodox tendencles
which P;:'evaileﬁ_; Pelagius and not Augustine, Abelard and not
Bornerd."®® As Iindsey puts 1t:"Tt ls suffiolent to say that
that the theologians of Trent do not scem to have the faintest
ldea cf what the Reformation meant by faith, end never appear

to see that thero is such a thing as religious experi nce."

JQ'E v_{m...&m&# M&‘at‘i:-'ﬂ-o%fﬁﬁﬂvvﬂqm
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SS. Mulr, op. cit.; P«23le.




: 66.

Even in rogard to the doctrine of Transubstgntiation
and the lass, which lay at the root of moat of the aberrations
and corruptions of the later ledieval Church, the Council of
Tront wes far from swming up or including all that had been
generally held. Hore also there had beon more than one stream
of tendency, and tho pagan strean w:s chosen as that which
@lone should flow in the days to come. On.ths whole subject
Of tho sacraments the Council was faced with great difficul-
ties owing to oppositlon betueen the carlier and mors evan=
gelical Thomists and tho later Scolist and Nominalistic theologys
and these were surmounted by dexterous ambliguity, by statements
at varlance with the facts cf history, and by glving the real
victory %o the Josuits. The propositions ultimately adopted,
Uith many anethemas on all who @id not accept theum, were only
arrived ai by majority votes, and amid a ¢onflict of the most
irreconcilable opinions.5! Hothing, I belleve, shows more
plainly, that all doctrinal decrees were zdopted with the
Specilfic view of closing the door to the Reformation, than
the heated, lengthy debatea which every dootrine brought forth,
and ths absolutoly opposing views walch were aired.'certainly
1% wzs not a ceononlzing of what tho Church had alwvays held. If
it was, the fathers presont at thls Councll had no idea as to
what they had been teaching and believing all thelr livesl

Charles V again made things a 1llttle difficult for the
pPope by talting things in hand in CGermany. Once more having
freed.-himself from nis duties as Emperor he could again turn
his attentlon tc the Council, He demanded that the doctrines

34, Muir, op. cit.,'p.zsl.
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passed be disregarded until the Protestants arriveds .M; the
Same time the Spanish bishops brought forth some reuarkable
articles called the "censurac," designed to diminish the
euthority of the pope, To avold these being carried out, under
the pretense of a plague, the pope had the Council removed to
Bologna, "whore it was immediately under his controle">0

But he did not live long enough to find vhother or not
he would be able to control things there. He died in Hovember,
1549 Pennington gives us a fitting eulogy on Paul ITI: "If
it be a merit to have defeated by his crafty policy the honest
designs of an emperor anxicus to purify the Church, and to have
nade absolutely impossible a union between Roman Cathollcs and
Frotestants, Paul IXI deserves a high place among those spiri=
tual heroes whom his Church embalus with hor preises because
they have advanced her best intereats, and have glven her a
high place in the annals of the world.">°

Thus came the end of round one of the Council of Trente
The remaining sessions were definltely anti-climax. Bofore
leaving Bologna a decree was passed that all decrees so far
decided would stund. Iet the Protestants come, with these
doctrines formmlated they had no chances I belisve at this-

- Gime there was only one man left in Europe wiio really belleved

that the Couneil still had the possibllity of accomplishing
unity in Viestern Christianity, and that was the Emperor, Charles
Ve He belleva] this possible 1f the Protestants had a voice in
the proceedings, and to this end he worked in tho second round

of sessions,

oS. Fonnlngton, op. cit., P«106,
36¢ Ibid.




5

68« |

The conclave which elected the next pope, Julius III,
had good intontlons. They honostly wanted to eloct the best
han avalleble for the job. But thero wasn't much f£rom whieh :
%o choss. They considered that Jullus would at least not be
n objectlonal pops. But he proved unoqual to the task before

i i

him. Fls one groat desire was to enjoy life - and that in e

qulet casy-going woye Cne way to obtain such a peacoful exls-
tonce was to be at poace wlth the Emperor, and so he made this
his first objective. Complylng with the Emperor!s demands, he
rosssemblod the Councll of Trent.®! The second thing demandsd
by the Lmperor vas that all the princes, Tutheran as well as
Catholic, be prosent at this assenbly. The German princes were
not as trusting as their Saperor, and they demanded a safe-
¢onduct. So Julius again agreed and & safe-conducs for both
splritual and secular parties was drawm up. Hovever willingy
Julius scemed to bey to comply to the wishes of the Emperor,
hs was still o pope, and vhen the safe-ccnduct arrived, it
Vias found to bec with a loop-hole which could susily have ale
loved the pops to disrogerd the whole thing. And so it had to
be amended, FMinally it appeared in a form which would allow
the Germans to abtiend with safety. Houwever, there was still
no word avout allowlng the Frotestants a vots, no word about
Tevocation of the dogratic decrees already passcd, and with
these still standing, the ILutheran attendance was nothing but
irony.%® puring the delay afforded by the amending of the
sara-eonduci':, the fathers in Trent had becen busy pilling up

O%7. Froude, Op. cite, P«250.
98, Pennington, op. clt., p.108,
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doctrinal decrese upon decree 1n rapld progress, rajecting
doctrine after doctrino held .b'g Tuther, The Euperor made loud
protest but was ignored. He hed oven loat what control was once
his over the German blshops In attendance.

And g0 we s¢e that oven though 1t had ssemed for a short
time that the Tuthorons would be able to change the stand of
the Councll after the death of Paul ITI, yot what showed on
the surface was only a subterfuge for the omlnous progress
2gainst the "heretles." Now thas they had no more chance,
what had the pope to lose in lotiing them alr thalr griefs
at the Council. It was toco late, he fols, for them to do any
harm,

Theroiore, whon the Imthorans finally did arrive, the
legate gave thom pormlsslon to plead their cause befors the
Councll, They mado a doep improssion on many present. They
spoke without hasﬂitat‘lan or fear, with a boldness and ortho=
doxy which would have mede Iuthor's heart glove. Thoy denounced
all .the decreos of the Council, Thoy minced no words in telle
ing the fathers thut they, and not the Tutherans, were the
heretics, Their bold language horrified the legate and his
adherents and the Intherans were allowed no concessionse. The
Pope also, demandod that they should not again be allowed on
the f£loor. Tho Council was domanded to renounce them snd that
as horetic and schismatic thoy be allowed no seat in the Council
or even a right for further speach, "He (the 1983*;9) was not
satisfled with words. Hotwithstanding the loud ecuplaints of -
the Frotestants he directed the Council not to pay the least

attention to their devices,.and to hurry on thelr resoluticns.
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In fact, the pope, the Gurla, anc thelr partisons were deter=
mined not to allow them to change one lota of any dacres of
the Councii, Tho hope of Charles V that he should solve the

religicus quesiicn in a Council under the influence of Rome

“he lcuneil had thus, as far as the Frotestants were
Gcncernad, proved o failure and a ferce. The genersl feeling.
¥ag thet the Council,should be disolved. The presence of the
Pratestants could no longer be oxpected. The Catholics wished
tho dissolutlon of the Council. The Geraans wore dissatisfied .
boceuse of the Ttallan dominstion. The Emperor reluctantly
Clrccted its cessation on larch 5,1552, but it was prolonged
because the roprosentatives of the pope and the Enperor did
not like to take, upon themsolves the suspsnsion of the Council.
atorical svonts setiled the mitter for them. The arzmy of
Saxo, of ¥esse, and of the larguis of Brandenburg was coming -
south to chesc the Zmperor from Germsnye. They were coming too
close to Trenmt for comfort, and so in April, 1852, the' pope
directed the suspension of the Council, The bishops fled for
their lives. Lut bufore leaving they passed a hurrled vote
thet all those docreos already sanctioned, and those which
waited the pope's approval, should be held valid forever. Thus
the fate of tho Protestants was sealed. They were heretics in
the sight of the Church. Every vestige of reunlion was gones
The Council which mot ten years later was a new asscrbly, and
thers was no protense of desiring peace uith the Frotestants

or any sort of reconciliatione.

39, Pormington, op. cit., p.109,
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“In the eariier sosslon of the Council itsclf there was
room for opinicns for which there was no roon whon it closed

Even as regards such fundamental matters as the canon of Scrip=

' ture, the relation of Seripbure and tradition, the docctrine of

orlginal sin, the nature of the abomemens, the meaning and

effoct of jusiificoticn, the theory of The sacraments and the

elalms of the cuiscopzie, views were froely advocated by those

“hose orthodoxy was not in questlon which were enathema whenm
the Couneil was at an ends lothing 1nﬁeed is wmore remarkable
then the way in which the dlvines of unquestioned loyalty as
Well as conspilcucus ability gave expreasion to opinions closely
&llled to those of the relormaers. Evary subject awalloncd contro-
verys; and what was ultimeboly docreed mot only restated old
pPropositions, but rfommlatsed new ones, and shut many o door
wWnlch had at least bLeon ajar, Even iIf it had becn the case,as
it was nob, that tho f£inal decisions were in harmony with vhat
had alweys been the doetrine of the Church, it remains that
differonce of opinicn were no longer tolerated. Frescom was
destroyed in the name of unity and logic. The voice of contro=
versy wes husghed, so that the Church of Home, instead of per=
petuating the unbroken Christendom of the West prior to the
Reformetion becnme a sect, the thing che professos so heertily
to abhore™0 In short = the Councli of Trent "closed the door

a
to the Heoforuatione” 1l

40, iuir; op. citey, De 260,
4l. fmalben, op. ¢lib., P.342.
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