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PREFACE

For & proper unr;ez'-standing of the developpents
which took place in the two periods of history into
which the subject matter of this paper tails,, the
Renaissance znd the Reformation, which-hsve their roots
much farther back than the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries, one must go back to the Middle Ages and even
earlier to acquaint himself with the events which sub-
merged the study of the classics and freedom of thought
and expressicn, through the period in which the Church
completely dominated society. Thus the &ndividual will
learn why there should ever have arisen the need for
the Renaissance, and later still, the Reformation. -But
Such i1s not the purpose of this papera

It has seemed advisable, nay, necessary, however,
'‘to devote at least a small portion of this study to
the Renaissance itselfs to define the term, trace the
beginnings of this movement, and follow the early scholars
and their pstrons as they pursued and fostered such
Studies. Without such a discussion it would be well-
nigh impossible in any way properly to follow and
evaluate the attitude and the reaction of the Roman Church
to the Renaissance.

After this introductory discussion the purpose will
be to show the influence of the Renaissance on the Roman
Church and the reazction of the Church to this movement,

e3pecially the feelings of the Papacy, which was in those




days the church.

This will be followed by a discussion of the
Renaissance in Germany, for the reaction of the Roman
Church z2nd the development of the New Learning are
inseparably united, considering both the leaders and
the nature of their work.

Fina'l_ly, this study brings us to the influence
of the'Renaissance, end with it the influence of
t?le reaction of the Roman Church to the Renaissance,
upon Martin Luther and the Lutheran Reformation.

The writer at this point would like to acknow-
ledge with gratitude the valusble assistance given by
Prof. Theo. Hoyer in the preparation of this thesis,
the helpful advice offéred by Prof. R. Caemerer, and
the lt‘.‘rping of the manuscript by his sister.




CHAPTER ONE
(Introductory)

The Renaissance in General

What was the Renaissance? Many and Varied have been
the answers to this questions Aluost every writer on the
Subject has a different view. 'Each man efter a more or less
thorough study of the field, formulates his own definition.
It might be well, therefore, for us to consider some of the
definitions given by the various authors.

"The term Renalssance," writes Lucas, "signifies the

culturel achievements 'of Europsan society between 1300
and 1600 whiéh mark the passage from the Middle Ages

to the modern world. These include such high accomplish-
ments as art, music, literatiire, and science, but alsé
far-reaching changes in the economic basis of life,

the struﬂ;ure of society, and the organizagion of
states.® ’

Lindsay says, "The movement célled the Renaissance
in 1ts widest extent may be described as the transition from
the medieval to the modern world. All our p.resent eoncep—
tions of 1ife and thought find their roots within this period."2)
He then proceeds to trace the developments during these
centuries by enumerating the various fields in which the
Renaissance played an important part: science, geography,
commerce, government, literature, art.

Of a somewhat different nature is Symonds! views

"It 1s the emancipation of reason in a race of men,
intollerant of contro}, ready to criticize canons of

Reformation, P. 3.

Lucas, The Renajssance sl e
2) Lind History eformation, Vol. I, P. 42.
3 efr. ,s agin'&say, ODe ﬁj%el’p- hR—bidye ;
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conduct, enthusiastic of antique liberty, freshly
awakened to the sense of beauty, and anxious above all
things to secure for themselves free Scope in spheres
outside the region of suthority. Men so vigomous and
independent felt the joy of exploration. There wes

no problem they feared to face, no formula they were

not eager to recast, according to their own conception. n4)

The word Renaissance has also varied in meaning from
¥ime to time. This Lucas points out when he days,

At the close of the fifteenth century and the opening
of the sixteenth century it meant the revival of
Latin and Greek letters. The Italians called this
movement the Rinascimento, or rebirth of classicel
languages and literature. The word also connoted
disszatisfaction with the culture of the Middle Ages,
and even an active hostility to it. It was believed
that Greek and Romen life was the source of all true
culture. Humanists thought that the Middle Ages were
an empty vaid’ a dreury waste which could profitably
be ignored."s

Hence, though writers of different times may differ
With regard to their interpmtation of the term Renaissance,
all a2re agreed thot it was a period of change, of going back
to the old, of rebuilding civilization upon the old and
almost forgotten foundations of antiquity.

Such is the widest definition of the word. mBut,®

in the words of Lindszy, "the Renazissance has generally a
more limited meaning, and one defined by the most
potent of the new forces which worked for the general
intellectual regeneration. It means the revival of -
learning and of art consequent on the discovery and
Study of the literary and artistic masterpieces of
antiquity. It is perhaps in this more limited sense
that the movement more directly prepared the way for
the Reformation and what followed, and deserves more
detailed examination. It was the discovery of a last
means of culture and the consequent awakening and 6)
diffusion of literary, artistic and critical spirit.m”

4) Symonds, Renaissance in Italy, P. 13.
3) Lucas, op. cit., P. 194«
Lindsay, op. cit., P. 46.
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In our present discussion we are chiefly interested °
in the revival of learning, or the study of the classics.
The reason is this. The return to the study of the form and
“chﬂiqug of the ancient masterpieces of sculpture and art
had 1ittle bearing on Luther and the Lutheran Reformation.
While 1t is true that Martin Luther was not untouched by
Or hostile to the anclent and contemporary works of art,
and did take issue with the iconoclasts under Muenzer and
Carlstadt, restraining the wreckless hands of the mobs
Elnflamed by their preaching, yet this has little to do with
the actuf:l Reformation. Luther was interested in music,
Painting, et cetraz, but the movement which found in him its
Vital energy was primarily one of letters, r-lot art, and
architecture. Therefore in our discussion of the Renaissance,
the reaction of the Homan Church thereto, and the influence
of this movement on the Reformation we shall restrict our—
Selves to the literary activities of the Renaissance often
called Humeni sn,

One should not get the impression that during the Middle
Ages, the centuries preceding the Reformution, the study of
the classics was cumpletely forgotten and that the writings
of the.ancient scholars were packed away in damp, _da:f'k,
unused rocms of monasteries to collect dust. This may be
and undoubtedly was true in many cases but, the classical
literature of the Greeks, and especizlly the Romans, during
the Middle Ages 11.1 the West was by no means so completely

unknown and unstudie?, as is commonly thought. Rulers like
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- Cherlemagne, Charles the Bald, Alfred the Great, and the
German Ottos fostered its study. Such scholars as Iriginia,
Gerbert, Bernard Sylvestcr, John of Salisbury, Roger Bacon,
and others whre comparatively well acquainted with it.
Moarish learning from Spain and intercourse with scholars
of the Byzantine Empire spread classical culture during the
12th ang 13th centureis, and the Hohenstaufen rulers were
1t eager and liberal patrons. In the 14th century the
founders of Itzlian national literature, Dante, Petrarch,
and Bocczceio, eagerly cultivated and encouraged classical
studi es.7)

An added incentive to the study of the elassics appear-
ed in the form of the returning Crusaders. #Through the
Crusades," writes Prof. Hoyer, "contact had been established
with Arebic culture, far in advance of Europs,. and with
Consta:ztinoyle s when the llterary treasurers of. the ancient
Wworld were still preserved. This led to a renewed study of
the old class ics.“s)

The Renaissance for quite natural reasons began in
Ttaly. Italy had a past literature with which to begin.
8he was the first country to free herself from the conditions
of Medieval 1life. In Italy'there was a distinct feeling of
nationality, a d.omewhat advanced civilization, a degree
of wealth, and 2 comparative freedom from continuously
changing political conditisns.g)

8 Roriny g e MR Sop TR 2T
9) efr. Lindsay, op. cit., Pa 47. :
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In hip work on the Henalssence end Reformation Hulme
Saye, "In Italy a1l the conditions necessary for the
Success of such a monement as the Renalssance were
pPreaent, Sho possessed freedom of thought. Scholase
tidlam had never been accepted as the sole and infallible
method of thoughte The Italien genius, unlike the Frenoh,
did not lenditoelf to the study of logic for its own
sakee It was concernsd with the concrete realities
of the world rather than with mental abstracticms,"100
The high point of enthusiasm for classical Studies
in Italy vas roached in the middle emd latter part of the
16th century, and mony outstending classical scholars arpearede
Though the writings of these men are no lomger read, the
service which these early flumpnists of Italy, foreruners
Ve might call them, rendered in reviving the interest in
ancient literature and philosophy was enough to give thelir :
8ge distinction. One important and enduring feature which
these men began was the science of literary and historical
eriticism, !’
Quite naturally as thess early scholars delved into
the Latin classics they became eware or were reminded of the
fact that Greecp, too, had a past literature upon vhich the Latén
1iterature had boen built. Hence these Just as avidly
turned to the study of the Gresk langusge. Ths difficulties
Which these men encountered wore manys The revival of the
study of Greek, which had been neglected for eight eenturies or
more, was due, not to an interest in the original text of
the New Testament, but an eagerness to become acquainted with
10) Hulme, The Renaisssnce, The Protestant Revolution, end
The Cstholle Reformation ont i 69_. Pe 73e
11) cfr. Schef'f, N1story of the Christien o Vy Po 579
3 m'.l‘ZLAI“I: i"‘.i T X A l.a LLURA.RX

. CONCOH 1A ¢ LAMINARY
; ST. LOUIS, MO.
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Homer, Pluto cnd other clessic Greek zuthors.  Even

Gregory the Grest had no knowledge of the language. The
establishing of chairs for its study wes recommendsd by

the council of Viemne, but this recommendation came to
nothing. fThe revivel of the study of this langusge was
followed by the discovery of Greeir manuseripts, the
Preparation of grammars and dictionaries, and the translation

12)

The revival of letters in Italy cannot be cunsidered

of the Greael: clussics.

without =t least mentioning the threec most outstanding

nen who géve it its first great tmpulse, Dante, Petrearch,
#nd Boccuccio. These men were deeply interested in the
elassics «nd were among the first to strongly urge

their study. Especizlly is this true of Petrarch (1304-74)
Who wias one of the first to express the new spirit of
Humanism, the position thet the secular concerns of

life were good und should not be regorded with ascetic
dentz1.t?)

How were these men, interested in the study of
ancient literature, to perform this Sex.-viee? Where weee
they to find meterial financial support that they could
devote 211 of their fime to this self-appointed task?
Lucas rzises this question and gives the following answer,

nllot among the nobility, for that class still

lived according to traditions created in the feudal

&ge. Preferring the chase and &én elaborate code of

12} cir-’ bi LN} P. 588 rt
cfro, IlucdS’ Opbe __uo’ P. 195.
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chivalry, it cared little for the development of

4 new culture. Not among churchmen, for they were
elther occupied in theological studies of the old
type or engrossed in practical details of monastic
or cpisccpal zdministration. The lay cluture of
thz.a‘ early Renzissznce made little appesl to the
renk and file of the clergy. Nor could Humanists
find posts at universities, for these instituticns
were, for the most part, governed by old conceptions
whicn zllowed little opportunity to cultivate
Hunanist learning. 4And the econocmic problems of
1ife precluded the lower znd middle classes of
townsmen froum praticipating in the new secular cul-
ture. The patrons of the Renaissance were, &s &
rule, townsmen who pad grown wealthy from trade and
industry. This is especially true of the aristo-
cratic pepolo gruasso of Florence, among whom were
the 8trozzi cnd the Medici. They had the leisure
necessary to cultivete new ideas, znd devoted thelr
energy snd wealth to this end. Renaissance culture,
therefore, wazs not only seculer but also aristocratic.
Possessing the grezter share of the world's capltzl,
this cless inevitably appropriated social and
political power. By becoming sponsors of the art,
letters, wnd learning of the guattrocento (15th
centur:;j » 1ts menmbers played a chief part, in the
formation of the new lzy civilization.m

The first center in which the new culture, therefore,

flourishea wus at Florence. There it took earliest root

_@nd brought forth its finest products. Learning zlso,

found a home at Florence. The taking of Constantinople
by the Turks drove many learncd menfto Itsly and at

_Florence, especially, these scholars found a refuge,

continued thelr studies, and began to teazch Greei: under
the patronagé of the Hedici,ls) who were among the most
distinguished patrons of the Renaissance. For over a
century the members of this family were intimately

14) Lucas, op. cit., P. 236. '
15) cfr. Becbohm, The Bra of the Protestant Revolution, P,67.
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@ssociated with the new culture and it can be said that the
history of this house was the hisi.;ory of the Benaissance.m)

One of the most outstanding members of this femily,
was Casimo de! Medici, and hie, together with Lorenzo,
have made their house famous. HMost of the works of art
of which the former approved, the world has agreed were
worthy of his support. It mey very well be that he
Treécelved his firast instruction in Greek from Chrysolore s
énd other cutstanding scholars and achieved a considerable
Proficiency in the use of both Latin and Greek. He
Was thpoughout nhis life associated with Humanists and
did much to encourage them.. The House of HMedicl also
did much to mare the new learning available to their fellow-
townsmen who hud difficulty in studying Latin.l® Znis
family is really outstending in its. patrznage of the
Renzissznce.

This, however, was not all that was necessary. The
Itzlien pumsnists were experiencing many difficulties in
their study of' the Greek language, from which much of their
netive Lztin culture had come. The greatest need which
confromted these men w:s someone to give them a thorough
instruction in the langusge of the Eastern empire. A
Solution was necessary -and the event which produced it
was the council of Ferarra-Florence, 1439 when Greeks and
ig; efr. Luczs, op.cit., P. 236 f.

c¢fr. Ibid., Pp.239-2,7- where tHe writer goes into
? great detail to bring this out.
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Italiens mot to discuss the possibility of hesling the
breach between the Ezstern end WiesterqChurches. What-

eéver the motives for such a reunion may huve been, it

- did intrcduce the Italian Humanists to men who were

Capuble of filling their one great need. Some of these

@en remeined in Italy, Chrysoloras had been there, and

With the full of Constantinople meny more came.ls)

Chrysoloras, already mentioned, was one of the most
oustanding men in the beginning of the Renaissance. Of

him 1t is szid, "The appearunce of Manuel Chrysoloras
(1350?—1415) was an cvent of the gieatest importuance
for the rovival of learning. This Byzantian Greek
boasted &« long line of ancestors extending bzck to
the time when Constentine settled on the Bosphorus.
Chryscloras was sent by the emperor of Comstantin-
ople to secure from the Latin west help against the
Turis. He arrived in Venice in 1393 and at once
found fuvor among the Hupanists. ' Theee years later
Polla gtrozzi and Niccolo Niccoll, prominent
Florentines who were deeply interested.in the-
clussics, zuthorized Szlutati to invite Chrysoloras
to come to Florence us teucher of the Greek classics,
end for four yezrs the youth and mature men of -
Florence enjoyed his tuition. To them Chryscloras
was a sort of apostle of that distant and glorious
world which through the Middle Ages had shown
with romentic splendor. His knowledge was supserior
to thzat of every Humanist in the West. He fixed his
auditors with zeal make themselves masters of

the new learning.m
Other such early scholars were Plethon and his pupil
Bessarion, who zlso came from the East. Bessarion was a

staunch follower of Plato, and later join¥ed the Roman

18) cofr. Kurtz, op.cit., P. 216.
19 Ilucas’ gno,mo-,ﬂpp: 211"'212.

e - i
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Church. In 1439 Pope Eugenius IV made him a cardinal,
thus enubling him to exert & wide influence both within
and without the church.

Through theze men together with the introduction
of the art of printing into Italy the ancient trsasures
of litersture were made available to most scholars.
These the Humenists of the succeeding decades employed
to the best advantoge. Thus the Renaissance which had
its begimming in Italy rested upon the work oli‘ the
Pionger Ita‘iiéns who fostered such study and especially
upon the Greoelr seholars who came there to teach the
classics. In the words of Kurtz, " Italy was the cradle of

20)

the Renaissznce, the Greeks who settled there, its Tfathers.m

20) Xurtz, op. cit., Pl 218.




CHAPTER TWO
The Rezction of the Roman Church
In order to learn how the Church regarded the
Renaissunce whem it began, one must consider the maite-up
of Medievul society. How did the people live, what
Was their utititude towards mew things, what was their
View of 1ife? pnd, on the other band, what was the
outlook of the Humunists, what wes their attitude? VWihat,
1f anything, did the rise of the towns and the develop-
Bent of the wniversities congribute? The views of these
two groups were quite opposed to ezch other. The Middle
Ages were very ascetic, life wes orientated chiefly
towerd the eternal. For generations the nobles had
shared this view; and even practical townsheople accepted
it without disagreeament. But this other-wordly attitudé
chunged papidly during the fourteenth century. Business,
the use of coineéd money, and the busy 1ife of the towns
Created u more secular conception. Hence at the close
of the Middle Ages there were two hostile points of view,
the ascetic, other wordly attitude, and the attifude of
the Humanists, which emphasized man's life in this world.l)
With two such hostile and opposing views, both
within the church, a clash was inevitable. The Renaissance
was bound to produce a crisis in religion. 0Of this Lueas, says,

"The church had been the spiritual guardian of she
of the pecple for more than thirty generations. It

1) cfr. Lucas, gp. cit., P. 193.

13-
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had disciplined them by mezns of excomuunication,

- interdict, and its penitential system. Its

“ .« cther-worldliness had taught them to minimize
the things of this 1ife. But the intense asceticism
inculeuted by the saints and monks could not be
maintained forever in the towns of Italy. The
growth of tewporzl activities during the last
centures of the Middle Ages, due to the d evelopment
of trade end industry, produced conceptions more
definitely workdly. BSecularization of life in
all its activities became the keynote of the age,
and the cult of classical letters inizi.ated by
Petrarch emphusized this transition.”

it first,then, there was out and out opposition
in the ehurch to the new Lezrning. The church vigomously
Opposed the Revivzl of letters and did its best to, main-
tain its absolute control over the thoughts and actions
of the pecple. It strove to maintain its dominent, rather,
its autoceratic position in those days, a position which
it had zchievad and held during the course of several
centuries. DvAubigne writes, "There existed at that time
open war between these diseiples of letters and the
scholastic divines. The latter behsld with alarm
Chic grent movements going on in the field of intelligence
énd took up the notion that immobility and ignorance
would bé the best safe.guards.of the clurch. It was
" Yo save Rome thut divines opposed the revival of
* letters, but by so doing they in reality contributed

to her ruin, and Rg‘ae herselfl unconsciously
cooperzted in it." )

Thus the church in hezd and members opposed quite
Viéoz-ously the study of th; c¢lassies. This seens to have
been the policy of the papucy for many centuries. It is
not, therefore, quite so strange, them, that when scholars
began to search out znd bﬁy themselves in the readinghnd

2} Ibid., P. 266.
3) D'Aubigne, History of the Gpeat Reformation, P. 93.
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translation of old manuscripts and the preparation
of grammars and lexicons for those who were not so
Proficient in the use of the Greek that they incurred
the wrathn of the Church.

Schaff briefly pictures for us this hatred and
opposition of the church through the centuries up until

the time of the Renzissence. "The ban, which has been
Pliced by the churéh upon the study of the classic
guthors of antiquity and ancient instruction,
palsiad polite research and reading for a thousand
yeurs. kyen before Jerome, whose mind had been
diseiplined in the study of the elassies, at last
pronounced then unfit for the eye of the Christian,
Tertullian's attitude wzs not favorable--Cassian
follovied Jerome; and ilcuin, the chief scholar of
the S9th century turned away from Virgil as a collec-
tion of lying fables. At the close of the 1Cth
century, o Pope reprimaended Arnulf of Orleans by
» Teminding him thet Peter was unacquainted with
Plato, Virgil and Terence, and that God had been
Plecsed to choose as his agents, not philosophers,
end rhetoricicns, but rustic and unlettered men.
In deference to such authorities the dutiful
. church-men turned from the closed pages of the
0ld. Romznd :nd Greeks. OUnly did a selected author v/
~ dike Terence have here and there in a convent a
clandestine though ezger rezader. In the 12th
century it seeued thit &« new era in literature
Wus impending, as if the old learning was about to
flourish sgain. The worké of Aristotle became more
fully known through the translations of the:Arazbs. Schools
were started in which classical authorfs were rsad.
Abzelard turned to Virgil as a prophet. The Roman
law was discovered and explained at Bologna and
other seats of learning. ... But phe hezd of
Western Christendom discerned in this movement a
grave menace to theology and religion, and was guick
to blight the new shoot with his curse, and in its
early statutes, £érced by the Pope, the University of
Paris excludegd the literature of Rome from its
chrriculum, ® -

4) Schaff, op. git., Pp 562, 563.
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This attitude, however, could not be maintained
forever. The Church, although it clsimed absolute
authority, could not completely dominate the inguiring
minds of men. People were seeking something which they
eoyld not find in the soppistries of the scholastics
nor in the self-denial and questionzble piety of the monks.
Hence the Renaissance had to break forth, and did breaic
forth in Italy as has already been noted. With the
Teénewed study of the Greek and Latin classics these
Writings became the teachers of the people. The Church
could no longer ignore or ban this new learning. Neither
was she at first ready to take it over completely. There-
fore she merely tolerated it.

How that the Humanists were tolerated by the Church
they could proceed without fear. They could openly study
the revived cldssieal writings of the ancients. Many
church-men joined them in this. At first these men
rema_:l.ned in hermony with the teachings of the Church.

There was nothing opposed to Christianity or the medieval
church in the early stages of this intellectual revival,
and very little of the new paganism which it afterwards |
developed. Many of the instincts of this Medieval |
Plety remained, only the objects were chanaed.S)

. Thus the early stage of the Renaissance, in which those
interested in the Revival of letters were forbkdden this

5) cfr. Lindsay, gp. git., P. 48.
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Pleasure, had passed, and shortly -thereafter followed
the discontinuation of the study of the classics merely
for their own sakes. The foundation had been laidj the
age of scholarship succeeded; and Italian students began
to interpret the ancient classical authors with a
mysticism all their own. They sought a means of reconciling
Christianity with ancient pagan philosophy,":&iscovred
i1t in Platonism. Platonic academies were founded, and
Cardinsl Bessarion, Marsigho Ficino, and Pica della
Wirandolz became the Christian Platonists of Italy.
Of course, in their enthusiasm, they went too far. They
took over the whole intellectual 1ife of & pegan age,
and adopted its ethical as well as its intellectual
percepticns, its basis of sensuous pleasures, and its
Joy in Sensuous living. Still their main purpose was
to show that Hellenism as well as Judaism was a pathway
to Christianity, and that the sibwyl like David was a
Witness for Chr:l.st.6)

During this time there arose also such men as
Lorenzo Vallia the founder of historical criticism.
In 1440 he published a "booklet®™ on the "Donation of
Constantine® in which he proved that this document, on
which the temporal power of the papacy restedy was 8

forgery. He also made comparisons between the Greek:

6) cfr. Ibid.
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Text and the vulgate and seriously questioned the
traditional origin of the ipostles' Creed. This is
only one exauple of which there were many. Thus the
Renaissance begun to undermine the Roman Church.',)

&gain the Revival of letters had produced a chrisis
in religicn and the church. Rome had been in no position
to cope with the Humanistic developments due to the
"Babylonisn Cuptivity" and the Papal Schism. While the
Sschism was in the process of being healed these problems
had arisen. The Ghurch was finally reunited under Martin
V and he with Eugenius IV his successor wes occupied
with the question of reform and. reestablishing the
Papacy in Italy. Hence neither of these two Popes
Was much interested in classical studies. Yet some
scholars did find service in the mg.s)

-W:Lth ‘the amcession of Nicholas V, the successor .
of Eugenius 1V, Bumanism ceme into 1ts own withip the
Roman Church.?) Nicholas saw that h&nan:l.sm would be less
disast¥rous to the Vaticen as an uncongenial inmate -
than as an irrepressible crj.t:!.c.m) He was the first
Bishop of Homefho fostered the Remaissance, and he him-
Self may be taken &s representing the sincerity,
the simplicity, and the lofty intellectual and artistic
alms of its earliest period. Born of an obscure family
belonging to Bazanza,u) a small town near Spezyla,

;} cfr. Qualben, A figtory of the Christian Church, P.198f.

cff. Lucas, op. ¢it., P.
cfr, on this section dealing with the Popes of the Renaissance,

9
Pastor, The Histo £ the P Vol - .
10; The ’ ] g ) e ?%e.s,l .osﬁis III-VIII

11) Bear he Reformation of the Sixteenth Cen P.14 :
T mE &r » as_%?e;ﬁrso ucas, Qp-clt.P.270



land cast on his own resources while yet a boy, ‘he had
Tisen by his talents and his character to the highest
position in the Church. He had been private tutor:, sec—
retary, librerian, and through 211 a genuine lover of
books. These were the only personal luxury he indulged
in, and perhaps no one in his day knew more about them.
He was the advisor of Lorenzo de!-Medici when he founded
his great library in San Meeco. He himself began the
Vatican Library. He had agents who hunted through the
monasteries of Eurppe, and he collected the literary
relics that had escaped detection in the sack of
Constantinople. Before his death his library in the
Vatican contained more than, 5000 Mss. He gathered
around him a group of 111ust1;ious scholars among whom
were Lawentius Valla and Poggio Braceilalini, Cardinzl
Bessarion and George of Trebizond. He directed and
inspired their work. VAlla's critical attacks on the
Donation of Constantine, and on the tradition that the
twelve had dictated the Apostles! Creed, did not chenge
his. opinion of the scholar. The iuportant Greek authors
were translated into Latin by his orders. Europe saw
theology, learning, and art giving each other mutual
support under the leadership of the head of the Church.

As has been mentioned, Nicholas V was a zealous

12)

collector of books and manuscripts. Thus he became the
12y cfr. Lindsay, op. cite, P. 48 f.




real founder of the Vatican Library. Scheff describes
Nicholas! eagerness for gathering these writings of the
ancients and the founding of the Library in the followings

"Nicholas caught the spirit of the Renalssznce in
Florence, where he served as private tutor. For
twenty years he acted as the secretary of Czrdinal
Neriolo Abergati, and travelled in France, Englani,
Burgundy, Germany and Northern Italy. On these
occasions he collected rare books, among which ware
Lactantius, Gregory of Nazianzus, Iranaeus, 12
Eplstles of Ignatius, and one Epistle of Polycarp.
Many manuseripts he copied with his own hand, and
he helped to zrrange the books Cosmio.collected.
His pontificcte was a golden era for architects and
authors. With the enormous sums which the year of
Jubilee, 1450, brought to Rome, he was able to
carry out his double passion for architecture and
literatire. In the bank of Medici alone, 100,000
florins were deposited to the account of the papacy.
Nicholzs gave worthy scholars employment as
transceripers, translators or secretaries, but he
made then_work night and day. He sent agents to all
arts of Italy end to other countries, even to
ussia and England, in search of rare books, and
had then copied on parchment and luxuriously bound and
- clasped with silver clasps. He thus collected the
works of Homer, Herodatus, Thucydides, Xemphon, Plzto,
Aristotle, Polybins, Diodorus, S#culus, Appean,
Philo Judaens, and the Greek Fathers, Eusebius,
Basil, Gregory of Hazianzus, Chrysostom, Cyril ani
Dionysius the Areopagite. He kindled a feverish
enthusiasm for the translation of Greek authors and
was deter:iined to enrich the West with versions of
all the surviving monuments of Hellenic literature.
Rome became a factory of translations from Greek
into Latin. HNicholas paid to Valla 500 Scudl for a
Latin version of Thucydides, and to Guarino 1,500
for his translation of Strabe. He presented to
Nicholas Perotti for his translation of Polybius
& purse of 500 new papal ducats,——a ducat being the
equivalent of 12 francs,- with the remark that
the sum was not equal to the author's merits. He
offered 5,000 ducats for the discovery of the Hebrew
Matthew and 10,000 gold gulden for a translation of
Homer, but in vain; for Marsuppini and Oratius only
furnished fragments of the Iliwd, znd Valla's
translation of the first 16 books was a paraphrase
in prose. He gave Mangtti, his secretary and
blographer, though absent from Rome, a salary of




-a-

600 ducats. No such liberal and enlightened
friend of books ever sat in the chair of St. Peter.
Nicholas also found an enduring monument in the
Vatican Library, which, with its later additions,
is the most valuable collection in the world of
rare manuscripts in Oriental, Greek, Latin, and
ecclesiastical literature. zmong its richest
breasures is the yatican manuscript of the Greek
New Testament. There had been older pontifical
libraries and collections of archives, first in
the Lateran, afterwards in the Vatican palace. But
Nicholas well deserves to be called the founder of
the Vatican Library. He bought for it about 5000
volumes of veluzble elassical and bibplical manus-
_eripts, an enormous collection for those days, —
-&nd he had besides a private libmary, consisting
chiefly of Latin classies. No other library of
that age reached 1,000 volumes.®"l3

Thus Nicholas made fome once again the capital of
the worid slso z=s fer zs lezrning was concerned. Nor was
the Eternal City during his pontificate the degenerated
Place it had been or wes to become under the succeeding
popes. RNaturally the Humenists were well satisfied _
during his rule snd achieved great things. Many were of
@ noble and pious character. His death was mourned by
the whole Humznist World.

Nicholas wes followed upon the throne of St. Peter
by Calixtus III. It is reported thet the Humanist, Cardinal
Bessarion was slmost elevated to that office but was f:lnal;l.y
Tejected because he was & Greeix who wore a beard and that
this Spaniard was-chosen instead, "whose chief recommendation
was his -age- of seventy—eight.‘"u) Alfonso Borgia (Calixtus III)
di;continued the policy of Nicholas V with regard to the
13) Schaff, op. c8t., P.‘""'sssvr.

cfr. The Cambridge Med History, Vol. VIII, The Close
o the Jiadte Tecs: Chantor 3, Po 773.
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New Learning. Many of the Humanists left Rome, but the
PoPe did give some attention to the rebuilding of Roman
Churches. Outside of, perhaps, his lack of a];prec:lat:l.on
of this culture, cne reason why Calixtus did not support .
Humanism was the Turkish war which he undertook with
great zeal. e spent in this conflict the money which
was left in the treasury, sold the vessels and Jewels

of the Church, and sold or gave away many of the manus-—
eripts of the Vatican Library a goodly number of which
were 1ost.15) Hence Calixtus III was not especially
favorable to or ¥avored by the Humanists.

Arneas 8ilvius Piccolomini was next to ascend to
the papel cheir and took the name Pius II. He had been
@ disciple of the classics for many years and had held
high positicns in the heirarchy. Hence he was a typical
Renaissance character. Because of his zeal for learning,
great things were expected of him by the scholars but
many were disappointed. The reason for this was that
Plus II possessed the taste and good sense to value
their flattery =t its true worth. He was a real patron,
but within limits. He gathered manuscripts, spent some
money on the embellishment of 8t. Peter's and the
Vatican and exieouraged a few scholars.lé)

Pius II seems to have been a prolifie writer. Some

15) cfr. v The Age of the Repalssance, P. 165.
16; oo Lﬁ‘gagfksi.'ﬁj., pot jihe s
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of his works were good, on & high level, and among the
best of his Gy, but others were on a very low moral
Plane. Schaff has this to say of him as an author,

"Nothing seecms to have escaped his eye. Every-

thing thut was humen had an interest for:ldm,

and his ddscription of cities, and men as in his

Frederick III and History of Bohemia, hold the

readert!s attention by their clever judgments and

their appreciction of characteristic and enter-
taining details. Pius' novels and odes breathe

& low moral ztmosphere, and his comedy, Chrisis,

in the style of Terence, deuls with women of ill-

repute and is eguzl to the most lascivious of the

Humenistic productions. His orations fill three

volumesl gnd over 500 of his letters are still

extant., ﬁ‘

Pius II was a great disappointment to the Humanists
but the next pope was even worse. During the rule of
Paul II they had & hard time of it. He did show favor
to a few scholirs but distrusted most of them because
of their biting sarcusm which he feared might be turned
a8gainst himself. As a measurc of ecomony he discontinued
the College of Abbreviators who drew up the papal documents
but this cuused him some difficulty for many of these
men were Humznists. Vhen they were thus brushed sside
by the pope they turned against-him. Among these was
Platina and Pomponio Leto of the Platonic academy =at
Rome. These men because of their strong anti-papal
feeling were thrown into prison, but were later released
and the academy wes suspended. By this time it had become

& center ol protest against the Christian religion.
18) Schaff, op. cit., P. 585.
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Btoicism was fuvored snong its 'scholars and pupkls.
During his pontificate printing was introduced into
Italy, in 1465, by 2 Germuns, Conrad Sweynheym and
Arnold Pannartz who set up thelr press at Sublaco, in
the Benedictine monastery of Santa Scholastica.l8) -
With the next pope Humanism again came into its
own at the papal court. Sixtus IV was a liberal patrm
of thc Renaissunce. Besides his zeal for the iaprovement
and beautification of Rome, he was an eager supporter
of the new learning. He reestuzblished the Roman
academy and Pouponio Leto becume under his rule one of
the most distinguished men of Rome. Plutina was
commissicned by him to write a History of the Popas.
He also revived the Vatican Library which Nicholzs V had
begun but which was disipated by his successors. He like
his predecessor zealously collected manuscripts, trans-
ferred the library to four new beautiful halls, endowed
it withapermenent fund, provided for copgists, and .
separated the booiks from the archives. Thus he proved
hinself a loysl rridd of the Busenists.’” .
Innocent VIII who succeeded 8ixtus IV was also
much interested in the Renzissance, especially in
architecture. He spent much money on architecture, and
bestowed considerable patronage on the new learninge= 20)
supporting and furthering the study of the classies.
Otherwise his importance in the History of Humanism is

18) efr. The Cambri%e Medieval History, Vol.VIII, Pp.
and Lucas, op. cit., P.275. /
19) efr. Luce &s, op. git., P. 277, Also Van Dyke, op. cit.,
P. 202.

20) cfr. Newnen, A Hepual of Church Historv,Vol. I.P.537.
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negliguble, us is also true of his successor, Alexander
VI, who was o "Monster of iniquity," a Borgiz who did
not even hesitute ot murder to achieve his ends.

After the short rule of pius III, only 23 days,
Julius II was enthroned in the papal chair. Lindsay

8ays of him, "Perhuaps Julius II conceived more definitely
than even Hicholas had done that one duty of the
hezd of the church was to assume the leadership of
the intellectual znd artistic movement which was
maicing wider the thought of Eurppe,--only his
restless energy never per:néﬂ:ed hin leisure to give
effcet to his conception.”

. Professor Kraus says it is literally true thzt under

Julius II &nd Leo X Rowe and the papacy were the home
of the Hezllaissmcze both in literuture and art. The
POpPes and cardinels surrounded themselves with poets -
and learned men to whom they threw open their libraries
and collecéicn:s.zz)

But in grandeur end magnificence the Renaissance
first reached its zenith after Leo X, Giovani de!
Medid, hzd been elevated to the throne of St. Petecr.

"Leo X," says Lucas, "had been brought up in the

lzp of Renalssance luxury. He is the best exaumple

of the refined taste in art, manners and social
intercourse developed among the élite of
quattrocento bourgeolsie society. His kindly
smile, well-modulated voice, and Ringly bearing

Ingratiated him with all men. Humanists greeted

his elevation with pleasure and were not disappointed

in him &8 patron. Literary megaflocked to Rome

and found favor at the Curiez.m™ 3

Leo X himself was & polished scholar of the classics

21 Linds-'.:.y . . 49-
22} cfr. gl_-n_g{ '85 _}E g Modern History Vol. II. P. 15.
23) Lucas, op. cit., P. 303. x
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heving been the pupil of Politian, and emcouraged the
study or Greck, collected manuscripts, and restored
librarics wnd schools in Italy. He was a corresﬁondent
of Ariosto, Mechiavelli, end Erusmus.z‘i')

Rome in general and the Curia in particular now
becawe the center of vigomous literary life. Every
type of uriting was atteapted, following the classical
models or striking out in the vernzcutar. Many out-
Standing schiclurs were invited to teach at Rome, =among
whom were also Greeis. Leo limself was a zealous collector
of booiks ang nznuseripts which were added to the papal
library, 25)

The Pope zlso took part in the éntertainment of his
day. The esrliest Ttalien comedies were presented
before him, and most of the dramas of his time were hmored
by his attendunce.?6) Besides being the center of literature
and zrt, artists, musiclens, actors and bufoons found
shelter with Leo who Joined in th-eir conversation, and
laughed &t their wit. He even competed with poets in
making verses off-hand. Musical instrumenta‘decorated
With gold and silver he procured in Germany. Alnost
like the orient:ls he allowed himself to be charmed
with Entertainments of all sorts.z") 9 5

This policy was com;;ietely reversed under Adrian

VI, the successor of Leo who was too busy with reform

24) cfr. Smith, Phili of the Christiap
Chureh Durlns the BiaoLe Aocer o 2is:

25 cfrt LuCé-s, ﬂ- J&I, Pl 303.

26) cifr. D'subigne, op. cit., P. 226.

27% cfr. Bchuaff, op. cit., Pp. 489-490
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to be ccncerned with the new learning. The people of
Rome did not #nderstand him and the Humsnists whom he
disappointed turned against him. Clement III followed
him., He was of the Mediei family, and hence a patron
of the classics. His chief hindrence was lack of
money, while the sacit of liome in 1527 geve him.no
assistance. This event scattered the stholars and
discontinued the papel patronage. With the accession
of Puul III the problem of restoring the Roman Church
came into the foreground. Thus with Clement III the
Renaiss:nce papacy came to an end.zs)

The papucy and the church had come & long way in
three centuries. From outright opposition to the classics
they hzd first come to tolerate their study and later
still to foster znd encourage such pursuits. The high
officicls of the church, the Curia, and the popes
themselves becuue deeply interested in the new learning
and somc¢ can bz numbered among the outstanding Humanists
of Ltary.

But what influence, if any, did this have on the
Church? How did the scholars and -Humenists, who were
&t the szme time the leaders of the church, regard ‘
religion? What was their attitude toward doctrine? A4s
in the attitude of the Church to the Bena:l.s;sanee so also
in the attitude of the Renai:'ssance to the Church there
was a certain _development. -A'l'. first this attitude was

28) cfr. Lucas, op. cit., Pp. 304. 305.
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Merely one of searching for historic fact, & seeking to
know what the ancients believed and taught on certain
.thin&’.s, & returning to forgotten culture, which arose
among the laity of the towns, and to which the Church
Tremained entirely oblivious. DfAubigne sketches this
when he writes, "To a credulous simplicity disposed to
believe everything, had succeeded & spirit of curicsity,
én intelligence iupatient to discover the foundation of
things.n?9) '

48 time went on énd the Renaissance could no longer
be ignored, it was taken over and fostered by the Papacy
to be plucecd under the control of the Church rather
than permit it to develop a hostile attitude over
against the followers of the pope, as was noted before.
It was no longer an offence against eccl(siastical
custom or good morals for a clergymun to occupZy
hinself with worl)dly learning ,3 0) and in due time
Rome becume the center of the new learning. With papal
Patronage the Humanists could and did delve deeply
into the writings of the ancients and did not return
without suﬁe of their pzgan phileosophy adhering to
then,

While, relati'\.rely speaking, Nicholas V was one of
the better of the Renaissznce Popes ( if one can speak
of degrees of good among theng s yet many of his Humanist
sécretaries were heathen. Not that they attacked the
29) D'Aubigne, op. cit., P. 65.

30) -cfr. Beard, op. eit., P. 38.
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truths of Christisnity or refused the rites of the Church,
but thut the ideals of the Mew Testament had little
influence over their thoughts, desires, or conversation,
and the classic authors did have a grezt desl. &t
was & rationalistic circle much more interested in the
relfation of humsn thought and feeling to the world
than in the relation of the soul to God, secretly given
to rreeu thought, and more or less openly to free living.
They respected the Church as a great institution of
Society; and without doubt they tried to retain such
@ measure of regard for religion in their heamts as
might be a comfort at death, without being too trouble-
sone while they were liv:lng.al) One who 1s usually
classed szmong such men is Valla, who attacked the
foundaztions of the pa'i)acy from the angle of historical
eriticism, yet found a position at the court and who is
Supposed to have suggested that marriage slu-:uld be abol-
ished,32) but Kurtz maintains that he retained mo small
reverence for Christ:l.anity.”) -

In the early stages of its rule over the Papacy,
then, the Reneissance had its influence but 1t was
not as open as later., With 8ixtus IV, Alexander VI,
and Leo X paganism had control of the head of the
Church. MSixtus IV taxed and théreby legalized houses

of prostitution for the imcrease of the revenues
of the Guria. The 6,800 public prostitues of Rome

Jl) cfr. Van Dgke - ey Pe 154
32) cfr. Lucas, i.%’?‘f‘tp;. 266. 272; perhaps also
Beard, op. cit., P. .39

33) cfr. Kurtz, op. git., P. 219.
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in 1490, if we accept Infessura's figures, were

an enormous number in proportion. to the population.
This Romen diaeist says that scarcely a priest was
to be found in Rome who did not keep a concubine
'for the glory of God and the Christian religion.'
The revels in the Vatican under Alexander VI and
the 1évity of the court of Leo X furnished a
spectacle which the most virtuous principles

could scarcely be expected to resist.”

Leo X has often been called a polished pagan.
Sarp:l‘.s' eplgram of him deserved to be quoted, %He
would have been a perfect Pope if he had combined with
his many fine quallities some kmowledge of the affairs
of religion znd a greater incentive to piety, for
neilther of which he manifested much concern. n35)

After his election Leo is reported by the Venetian ambassodor
to hzve said, "Let us enjoy the papacy since God has

given it to us," of which statement Smith says that it
exactly expressed his program.36 ) _

Off the influence and attitude of the Humanists in .
religion Kurtz has this rather long but very fine

statement. MPaganism penetrated even the highest ranks

. of the heirarchy. Leo X is credited with saying,
*How many fables of Christ have been used by us
and ours through all these centuries is very well
known.! It may not be literally authentic but
it sccurately expresses the spirit of the papal
court. Leo's private secretary, Cardinal Bembo
gave a mythological version of 6hristian1ty in
classical Latin. Christ he styled '"Minerva sprung
from the head of Jupiter,! the Holy Spirit *the
breath of the celestral zephyr,! and repentance
was with him a Deos superosque manesque placare.
Even during the Council of Florence Pletho had
expressed the opinion thet Christianity would socon

34) 8Schaff, op. ey Po 613,
35 Quoted by Van €y ODe ﬂgc’ P. 1940

36) These words are quoted by Smith, Preserved, in his
Age of the Reformation, P. 19, upon which he
€S

The
mak S statement.
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develop into & universal religion not far re-
moved from classical paganism; and when Pletho
died, Bessarion comforted his sons by saying that
the departed had ascended into the pure heavenly
Spheres, and had joined the Olympic Gods in
mystic Bacehus dances. In the halls of the
Medicl there flourished & new Platonic school,
which put Plato's philosophy above Christianity.
Alongside of it arose a new perepatitic school
whose representative, Peter Pompanazzo, who died
A. D, 1526, openly declared that from the philo-
Sophical point of view the immortality of the
Soul is more thzn doubtful. ... The highly
gifted Aretino, in his poetical prose writings
reached the utmost pitch of obscenity. He was
called the 'divine Aretino! and not only Charles
V and Frencis I honored him with presents and
pensions, but also Leo X, Clement VII, and even
Paul III showered him with esteem and favor. In
their published works the Italian Humanists generally
ignored, rather than contested) the church and
its doctrines and morality.n37.

To show how far the Roman Church had gone ih its
acceptance of the Renaissance philosophy of materialism
1t need only be mentioned that the Fifth Lateran
Council (1512-1517) considered it necessary tc; reaffirm
the doctrine of the immortality c;f the soul and charged
the professors at the universities to defend this teach-
ing zgainst the Humanists.3®) Kraus says "It was
groundless suspicion that overshot the merk when Martin
Luther accused Leo of disbelief in the immortality of
the soul,"39) but we heave it to any sane man to Jjudge
what purpose there was for such a resolution of the
councll if that very doctrine was not widely contested
among the members of the héirarchy. ;

37) Kurtz, op{ cit., P. 218 f.
38) cfr. Newman, ou. gif., P.540; also Schaff; op.cit.,P.610.
39) The Cambridge HModern History, Volume II, The Reformation

€ ¢ ] - x. i:rauS’ P- 19.
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Thus, the return to the classics not only did not :
benefit the Romen church but led it fabther amd farther
away from the truth. The worship of culture and art was
substitued for the adoration of Christ. The paganism
of the ancient Grecks and Romans, occassionally, but
not always, done over into Christian phraseology
became the religion of the heirarchy. So corrupt was
the church that Machiavelll wrote,"We Italians are/gfl
most irreligious and corrupt; we are so because the
representatives of the Church have shown the worst
exﬂﬂlplts'.“‘!'n) The achievements of the Renaissance were
outstanding, but this was the last movement of importance
in Europe in which Italy and the Popes took the lead.

If the sesthetic and intellectusl enthusiasm had joined
1tself to a stream of religious regeneration, Iltaly
might have kept in advance of other nations, but she
Produced no religious leaders. No Reformer arose to
lead her away from dead religious forms to spiritual
life, from ceremonies znd relics to the New Testament.4l)
It was left to a greater men who could avoid .the dis-
advangages and dangers ér the new learning an& yet devﬁte
1ts advantages and scholarship to the cause of Christ
and for the advancement of His kingdom, to perform this

most important worke.

40) Schaff - vy Po 668.
41. c:’r. ;s;-o-e PfJ?6Z-




CHAPZTER THREE

Spread of the lenaissance to Germany

What influence if any did the Renaissance and the
reaction of the Roman Church to this movement have on
Luther and the Lutheran Reformation? Before we @n
accurately gage this it will be necessary to follow
briefly the development of the Renaissance in G ermany,
become acquainted with some of its outstanding scholars,
and learn with what type of Humanism Luther came in
contact.

Humznism from Italy soon found its way into °
Germany shortly ufter the study of the classics had
been revived there because of the close political connection
between the two countries. Moreover, @erman merchants
from the large cities of the southern part of their
country carried on & busy trade with the cities ‘of Worthern
Italy, which were at the ends of the Mediterranean trade
routes and where they had their factories. As these
cities became wezlthy and their burghers had more leisure
the refinement from the south crept in and the new learn-
ing came with 1t. Another link with the Renaissance in
Italy was ths large group of German students who traveled
south to study at the Italian Universities and brought
back with them this revived culture and zeal for study
of the writings of the anc:l.ents.l)

1) crf. Luces, ops cit., P. 367
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It is hard to select any cne person as being respon-
8ible for the spread of Hymanism to the north, but if
Ssuch a selection should be made, -the lot would fall
upon Aenezs fiylvius (later Pope Pius II), who by his
residence =t the court of the German emperor, Frederick III,
and also at Basel,. as one of the secretaries of the
cowicil, became well-known beyond the slps long before he
bacame Pope. However, this should not be stressed. The
merchants, ytudents, and visits and campaigns of the
European rulers into Italy brought many in contact with
the new learning, as did also the continual flow of
pilgrins to and from the Eternal Git‘y.z)

Among the early Geraan Humunists were Peter Luder
and Conrad Celtes. Especailly neteworthy al®g is Conrad
Peutinger wno was an eager exponent of the new learning.
He had studied in Itely where he received his Doctor's
degree and then returned to Germsny. He was, however,

& practical man, as were many of the Northern Scholars,
and did not give his life over coupletely 'I;o the new
culture, but ccntinued to be an active man in the affairs
of city and country. Around him were gathered many
young Humznists, &s was quite customary. One of his
chief interests lay in theology, a trait which was quite
common among his fellow German Human:lsts.3)

As in Italy, the center of Humanism was in the cities.

2} cfr. gchaff, op. eit., P. 619 f.
3) cfr. Lucas, op. clt., P. 271.
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Here they gathered, not in the universities but in small
and intimzte groups. 4&nd as in Italy where popes and
cardinals patronized the scholars, so in Germeny the
Emperor and someof the leading princes gave their
Protection and support to the movement.“')

"Emperor Maximilian (1493-1519) was especially
slgnificant as a Humanist ruler. He was consciows
of the greutness of the luperisl dignity, a glory
which extended back to the days of the Roman Caesars.
He was & men of great personal charm, affable,
and able to appreciate the new art and literature,
and his restless activity captured the imagination
of the Gerumen people. His court became a center
of Humanist activity for HMaximilian Jowrned to
excess as z Humanist. Poets and enthusiasts
hurried to his court and received gifts from the
impecunious euperor, often being crowned by hinm.
Maximilian lovgsl to set the vogne of literary
appreciztion.”

Humanism did not find a home at the German Universities,
not because there was & lack of such institutions but
because during the fifteenth centurg all the universities
were under the influence of the church and the methpd
of study was prescribed by scholasticism. But graduelly
the new learning gained an entrance. Scholars of the
classics were invited to lecture or live as private
teachers in the university towns, and the students
studied the Latin classical authors.é) The chief
wniversity of the new learning was at Frfurt. It was
regarded as the home, or special nursery of Humanism.

In about 1460 the first representatives of classical
culture, Lulder and Publius appeared thep, and from that

4) cfr. Mockinnan, Ihe Opigins of the .Es_qmmsm.. P. 362.
5) Lucas, op. git., P. 369.
6) cfr. Lindsay, op. cit., Pp. 55. 63.
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date the school never lacked Humenist teachers. Thgee
also a Humanist circle gradually grew up among the students.'?)
In North end Horthwest Germany the Humanist culture
did not grow up chiefly among the wealthy burghers but
rather was buildé up upon the sbhools of the Brethern of
the common life. This mysticsl group through their fine
School system had laid an adequate foundatiocn upon which
the Renaissance could build. Although they were at first
"devoted to medievsl ideas of plety and morality, they
could not forever resist the influence of the new learning.
It was not long.before men versed in the Humanist learning
appesred among them and introduced their -teachings.s) ¥While,
as Beard points out, these Medieval Catholicf mystics’
should not be regaréd as precursors of Luther,9) yet the
Reformer had a high regard for them, Hyma quotes him as
Saying, PNHowhere have I found so cleam an explenation of
original sin as in the little treatis of Gerard Groote,
Blessed is the lan, where he speaks as a sénsible
theologian, and not as a rash ph:l.losopher.'lo)
Among the outstanding Humanists of germany must be
mentioned Wilibald Pirkheimer. His father had long been
an edmirer of Humanist thought, and it was due to him
that his son was sent to the universities of Padua and
Pavia. Wilibald was supposed to study Roman law, but
like so many other youths of his day, preferred the classical
languages and literature. His career in later life was

cfr. Kurtz, op. eit., P. 220

7
8 efr. Lucas ° ey Pa 372.
9) cfr. Beerd, _é"f. ﬁ.' P. 16.

10) Huma, The Cliristiap Benaissance, P- 309.
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much like thzat of Pettinger. He became a councilc;r of
the government of Nuremberg, was.sent on numerous
missions as aubzssador, and was intimate with Emperor
Maximilian. ge dearly loved Germany gnd eagerly read
its history, but never wearried of pouring over the
ancient classics and he wade translations of Greek
authors. He wrote on politics, literature, and_
history. He was also an able pamphleter and is supposed
to have penned a biting satire against Dr. John Eck,
. the opponent of Luther. His sisters slso were interested
in the new ideas of the dey. Charitas read the Latin
classics and even conversed in the polished Latin of
Cicero. 8he became abbess of a convent in Nuremberg and
Was one of the first German women to show what Humanism
could accomplish for womankind.u)
Another Germen Humenist, if he may be considered
_ Such, was Ulrich von Hutten. Though he is chiefly
remenbered for his nationalistic ideas, his part in the
Knights' war, and perhaps also for his interest and
8upport of Luther after the Le‘:l.pzig debate, not for his
theology, but because he opposed the papacy, yet he is
classed among the Germem:Scholars by Lindsay, who writes
of him, "He was & Humenist and a poet, but a man apart,
marked out from among his fellows, destined to live
in the memories of his nation when their names had
been forgotten. They might be better scholars,
able to write a finer Latinity, and pen trirfles
more elegently; but he was 2 man with a purpose.
His e::ra'b:l.c and by no means pure life, was enobled

11) efr. Lucas, op. git., P. 371.
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by his sincere, if limited and umpractical patriotism.
He wrought, schemed, fought, flattered, and apostro-
phiscd to create & united Germany under a reformed
€mperor. Whatever hindered this was attacked with
what weapons of sarcasm, invective, and scorn which
were at his command; and the one enemy was the
Papacy of the close of the fifteenth century and

&ll that it implied. It was the papacy that
drained Geruany of gold, that kept the Emperor in
thralldom, that set one portion of the land against
the other, that gave the separatist designs of the
princes tﬁeir promise of success. The Papicy

was his Carthage which must be destroyed.nl<

One of the outstanding German Scholars was
Reuchl#n, whc made a scientific study. of langusge as
a preparation for literature, sacred as well as classic.

Mackinnon says, "In Johann Reuchlin German Humanism
produced its first distinguished Hebraist, who
fought the battle on behalf of critical scholarship
agalnst the obscurantists of the schools. Though
& jurist by profession first as assessor at
Stuttgart and later as one of the judges of the
Suabian League, he had combined the study of Greek
as well as “atin with the usual subjects of the arts
course at Paris and Basle, and with Law at Orlezns,
to which he subsequently added that of Hebrew. He
perfected his knowledge of the classics during
Several visits to Italy, where he made the acquaint-
ance of Pleino and Hirandola, -and erelong signalised
his proficiency in elassical and Hebrew philology
by the publication of several works which gained him
an international reputation. His mastery of the
Hebrew mzde him acquaihted with the erros of .the
Vulgate translation of the 01d Testament, which,
though a layman, he did not hesitate to point out.
His great merit consists in his being. the pioneer
of the critical study of the original language of
the 01ld Testament, to a true knowledge of which he
contributed by his method aﬁ,mch as by his
erudition to open the way.®

It would be beyond the purpose of this pai:er to go
into his controversy with Pfefferkorn over the study of
the language and writing of the Jews, but the results should

12 Lindsa ODe ﬂh Pe. 760
13) Mackinnan, OFigins of the Reformation, P. 364
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be noted. Reuchlin's triumph over Pfefferkorn had a
momentous effect on German opinion and a strong impetus
was given to the study of Hebrew and Greeik, especially
With regard to their influence on theologfiy and Biblical
eriticism.14)
"The effect of this controversy," says Newman, "was
to arouse the evangelical humanists of Germany to
polemical zezl and to multiply the enemies of
blind intollerance and bigotry. Many of the young
men who were to play en important part in the
Protestant Revolutién, such as Vadian, Helanchthon,
Capito, and OEcolampadius, championed the cause

of Reuclilin and were thereby Efpared for the more
radical work of later years.® P

The greatest German Humanist, in fact, the great-
est RBumanist was Desiderius Erasmus. Reuchlin's fame
@8 & critical scholar was surpassed by that of Erasmus,
Who applied Bis critical method to the New Testament
writings. He wes a brilliant combination of the
eritical scholar and the Christian moralist and
Reformer.l6) 4

Of the man himself, we note that all the ethical
and intellectual conceptions which the age of the
revolt brought forth were united in him. He was the
first modern man of letters to 1:ely glmost entirely
upon the printing press for the spread of his ideas,
and he addressed his thoughts to all leading E_uropeans.

Few men have exerted so powerful an influence upon their

contempararies.17)

1) cfr. ZThe 5. Volume I,

ﬁsﬂ.ﬂéﬁﬂe b Modern
h gs Chapter XVI, Richard C.Jebb. P.573.
“'ﬂL%“., ol XS Peigan s

159 Newman gp.
16) cfr. Hackinnan, Origing of the Beformetion, P. 366

cfr. Lucas, gp. git., P. 386.




-40~

Among his many contributions to the new learning
there stands out zbove all othurs his critical editions
of the New Testament. He was filled with an intense
hatred for the monasteries and monastic system and never
failed to attack them vigomously when the occasion
offered itself. Especially is this evident in his work
the Praise of Folly, in which helooks to Humanism as
the reforming influence in the church, by which he
Wwould educate the people and thus produce in them the
desire for & practical reformation.

BIn this work he attacks w:l.th a bolidness astounding

in one who was by nature not remarkable for courage

or militant conviction, the formalism, superstition
and hypocrisy of the churchmen. The audacity of
the azttazciks shows the seriousness of the abuses
against which it was directed, and Erasmus must
have felt fairly sure both of his case and of

the sympathy and approvel of powerful partisans

in Cuurch and State hefore'ﬂ’mi.ng the risk of
the censure of the Church.

How did the Church and its leaders regard these
attacks upon themselves?w These men who vere eager
followers snd patrons of thg new learning did not object
to such satirizations of the vices of the church and
the tines. Erasmus. himself always, in his serious works,
was careful to have the protection of the Eecclesiastical
laaders.lg)

In all of this it bec.omes_l clear that there were
certain fundamental differences between the Italian
and the German Humanism, and between the attitudes of

18) Makkinnon, Qrigins ﬁ_ﬂ% Bﬁéﬂmm Ps 369.
19 eir. Lind;ay, Oh. Lit., F. 183.
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these two groups of scholars. The German scholars were
not blind imitators of the Italians. They received

an lmpetus from the men south of the Alps, but then
followed their own way.m)

In the first place the Renaissance learning north
of the Alps was not merely a study of the classics for
their own sakes, nor for interpréting them. The work
of the Germen scholars was always applied to religion.
If these scholars were less brilliant, they were more
exact in their scholarship. Their attention was mainly
centered in the Bible, and Greek and liebrew were studied
S0 that the 01d and New Testgmsnts might be more
correctly translated and interprete&.zl)

This was the point they gmphasized-back to the Bible,
the origiual source of Christianity, and to the Church
Fathers for their interpretation of fcripture. To
facilitate this return, study the elassics. But another,
perheps less characteristic feature of German Humanisn
was fheir opposition to the moral and intellectual deczy
of the clergy. This was driven home by the satire of
Erasmus, Hutten, and others, and was condemned by all
after the case of Reuchlin and Pfefferkorn. A good
Summary of the contribution made by the German Humanists
to ths Henaissance in Germany is given by !Brguson.

éfr. gschaff, op. cit., P. 618.
21; Ibid., P. 619. i
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"The Northern Humenists mede this most distinctive
contribution, however, in the field hitherto
monopolized by the scholastically trained clergy.
The 'Christian Humanists,? as they have frequently
been called, carried a fresh layman's attitude into
the closed and rather stuffy atmosphere of
theological study and religious thought.

WRezction ageinst the decadent scholasticism,
which to them represented medievel theology, the
Humanists looked back across the Middle Ages to
Christian antiquity, and sought in the Bible

and the works of the early Fathers the pure

Sources of Christian doctrine. These they studied
as they had been trained to skhdy classical texts,
in their ériginal tongue and from the most
authentic manuscripts using e&ll the equipment of
phildlégical and historiczl eriticism that generations
of classical scholarship had placed at their
disposal. Their insistence that Greek and Hebrew
were indispensable for the study of theology
offended the theologians who lacked the knowledge
of vither, while their discovery of numerous errors
in the accepted Latin text of the Vulgate arroused
the conservatives to inarticulate fury. Morever,
the Humenists ignored the allegorical interpretations
on which so much of scholastic dogma was founded, they
strove merely to understand the literal meaning of
the sacred texts and thereby to errive at the
intenticn of the apostolic writers. The positive
result of this rcvolutionary method was simple
evangelical piety which laid greater stress on the
moral and ethicel spirit of primitive Christianity
than on dogma or ceremonial practices. Without
wishing to bpeak with the universal Church, the
Christian Humanists evolved a program for reforming
it through enlightened education, using their
concept of the 'philosophy of Christ? as a touch-
8tone to distinguish between what was fundamental
to Christian teaching and the irrelevant accrefions
that had grown up about the medieval Church.m

This was the distinctive difference between Italian and
German Humabhism. The German scholars were deeply
interested in and concerned themselves with theology
and its originul sources.

22) Ferguson, The Renaissance, Pp. 120. 121.
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How did the Boman Church regard the German Humanism?
Did Rome proceszd to make its ptace with the Northern
Renaissence as it had done with the Italian Humanism?
There is hardly anything available that one can bring
to bear on this point. This much is certain, however,
that the lower clergy resented the writings of the Human-—
ists against them, while the higher- clergy, among whom
werc the liberal patrons of the New Learniﬁg did not
object to these satires.on the church and the church-
life of thc.' day, e:pec.tally when done by Erasmus.23)
Hence, from the study mudei:..iiiz cannot be .;hown thzt
the Church vwas hostile to the Northern Humanism, even
if it did not too much appreciate the return of these
Scholars to Christian ui;t:lquity and Biblical studies.
8o far no casé has been cited where the Curia rebuked
or took eny acticn against any of the German Scholars
especially not sgainst Erasuus despite his caustic

attacks on the Churchmen.

23) efr., Lindsay, gn. git., P. 183.
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CHAPTER PFPOUR
Influence on the Lutheran Reformation

What influence, if any, did Humanism have on the
Lutheran Reformation? How.did the Renaissance affect
Luther? What was the regard of the Humanists for
Luther, and what was Luther's opinion of the scholars
and Bhe new learning? What bearing did the reaction
of the Homen Church to the Renaissance have on Luther

and the movement to which he gave his name? To answer

these questions it will be necessary to develop Lutherts
contacts with Humenism and its representatives, and then

to determine if possible how he was influenced by this
movement in general.

Probably the first contact Luther had with the
interest in the classics was while he studied at the
University of Erfurt, where Humanism had become
established about 1480 and where ever since it had
made i1ts home. While at Erfurt he did not attend any
of the Humanist lectures. He did find time, however,
to read a good many Latin authors privately, and also

to learn some Greek. virgil and Plautus were among

‘his favorite authors as was also Ciceroj and he read

Livy, Terence, and Horace. He seems also to have read
Some selections from Propertius, Persius, Lucretius,

Tibullus, Silvius Italicus, Statius, and Claudian, but
he was never a member of the Humanistcircle for he was

too much in earnest about religious questions.l)
1) cfr. Lindsay, op. cit., P. 297.
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Lucas points out that Luther did hear Emser of
Ulm, a2 Humenist lecture at Erfurt in 1504, and that at
the time Luther wes at Erfurt no Humanist group existed
at that city in Luther's day. He continues, ®The circle

of poets at nearby Gotha, composed of Crotus :

Rubeznus, Eobanus Hessus, Mutianus, and others

appeared only after Luther entered the monastery.

Yet he zcquired an sbidjmg appreciation for classical

writers and years after persisted in quoting passages

from them. He did not become @ Humenist. His Latinity,
never chastened by a careful study of classical

models, alweys remained brusque. HNor did he ever

reach the point where he could fully appreciate

the Humanists! zeal for what in that day was called

poetry. HNevertheless the scholarly equipment of

Humanism which he began to aequire at this time was

to be of profound signifieanee later when he began

his Biblical studies.®?
While we may doubt some of Lucas® statements with regard to
Luther'!s ability in Latin, this much is certain that
Luther was not much interested in the new learning at
that time nor'was he an ardent follower or admirer of
the Humanists.

It is not necessary for us here to go into Lutherts
life in the monastery, nor his early struggles with his
conscience. But we are interestéd in his instruction
8iven at Wittenberg as to whether he later developed
a4 more Humenistic spirit. Nothing can be shown from
Luther's lectures that he had by that time become a
follower of the new learning. Undoubtedly he did make
use of the tools which the Humanists had prepared.
Humanist influence with which Luther had come in contact

ever since he was a student at Erfurt now bore fruit.
2) Lucas, op. Cite, P+ 426.
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He took a very simple view of the Bible. Only the
. Xteral meaning :l:n its historicel setting interested
Jin, ne cered nothing for allegories, far-fetched

moral interpretations, and worthless seeicing for
impossible ai:ag.ogical meanings. Grammatical studies:
now became especially important. His 1ectures'grea.f;1y
impressed his hearers, the students being especially
fond of their professor's original way in treating
Biblical texts, but none perhaps yet realized the
revolutionar} tendencies that were hidden in them.3)
Luther as professor was not a Humanist, now did he
ever become one. He made good use of the methods

of scholarship, the gremmars, Erasmus' New Testament,
and other works but he never beceme a lover of the
classics for their own sake; he never followed the
Scholars in their attempts to write in the style of
the classical zuthors.

How d@id the Humanists regard Luther? At first they
were indifferent, since he was practically umknown, but
after they saw that at the Leipzig Debate he was
.OPPOSing some of the things to which they were opposed,
they welcomed him as one of them. Besides his adherents
at the University, Luther also found eager allies among
the literary c]_.ass."’) The Humanists for many years had
made fun of many church officials because of their poor

3) ecfr. Ibid. P. 431.
4) Fisher, The Ref » P. 102,
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Latin, their lack of appreciation for the classics, and
their preference for the philosophy and sophistry of

. the scholastics over the study of Greek. They saw in

Luther one who was maiking common cause with them and
hailed him &s another Erasmus. Meny were much pleased
with hiwm, such as Crotus ,Rubéanus, Link, Scheurl,
Pirkileimer, &nd & book appeared Eccius Dedolatus, Ecik
Elaned Off, of a satirical nature, whose authorship
is contested.s)

Of Luther's early relaticns with the Humanists

Mackinnon writes, WA common band between him and the
Humznists was the polemic against the Scholastic
theologians. In this respect Luther and the
Humanists were firm allies. The motive of this
polenmic was, in his case, religious and theological
rather then intellectual or rational, and Erasmus
énd his followers might not be prepared to accept
his characteristic doctrine of justification,
based as i1t was on the denlal of the natural
povers of the will and of reason in the shhere
of religion, Even so, in drawing his theology
from the early sources of Christianity, he might
well appear to the Humanists as a true Erasmian.
They saw in him, in fact, a brilliant protagonist
of the enlightened Christianity for which Erasmus,
by his- criticsl labors was preparing the way. ¥or
this reason alone he was already exciting a
growing interest in humanist eircles. &is

- reputation was no longer confinged to those who
like Lang and Spalatin had bee& closely.gssocia%ed
with him as student and monk.® ; o1

At first, then, Luther was accepted by the Humanists .

a8 one of them because he was with them in 'I:.hé:l.i* 6ppos:l.éion

to Bcholastic:l.si_n. ;
However, this attitule-of the Humanists did not last

longs They soon chenged their position to indifference

5; cfr. Lucas. OPs cit. 2 P .m_-
6) Mackinnon, Luther and the Reformation, Vol. I, P.255.
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é@nd then opposition when they learned the true character
of Luther's work. Beard gives the following reason for

this, "For some students of classical antiquity, the
purely religious interests which prevailed at Witten-—
berg had little attraction: other and graver
scholars not only had no sympathy with Luther!s
characteristic doctrine, but thought the atmosphere
of the clder church more favorable to the intellectual
freedon which wes the breath of théir life.®

Those men who had welcomed the Reformation cast in their

_ lot with Rome because, while it contained many abuses

and superstitions which the Humanists hated, yet at
this time it was still fairly tolerant of the
scholr—.rs.s) And according to Pollerd the strict
doctrines of the Reformers did mot at all appeal to
the Humenists. Not that they were blind partisans of
the Papacy, for they had for a long time desired a
Reformation, but they did not appreciate Lutherts
methods, and looked to a council for reform. They did
not want revolution so they decided in favor of the
old church.g) '

It may not be out of place to consider a few of
the perscnal ractions of the great Humanist leaders
in this comnection. Reuchlin the g:-reat Hebrew scholar,
never seems to have been one of Luthers admirers.
While he did prevent Eck from burning 'Lﬁther's books
at Ingolstadt,’?) he left wnanswered a letter from
Luther in 1518, He turned away from Melanchthon

;} e s T g”i'm_gggé;m Ref = P. 434
‘ClYle 'reserve . .
9) ofr. The Cambridge !gﬁsmném,. VoL, IT. II.mPP- f%-z,;aé’.?

10 cfl'- Bchaff » e P- 30.
u; cfl‘- Kurtz, h:ﬂsuﬂ.’j 5- 222.
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 because of his adherence to Luther,lz) and published a
vindication of himself against charges of sympathy
with I.uthar.la)

Rubeamus wrote in 1531, "I admit that for some years I
was very favorable inclined to Luther's enterprise,
but when I saw that nothing was left untorn or
undefiled. ... I thought that the devil might bring
In greater evil in the gulse of something good,

using Scripture as ‘his shield. 8o I decided to
remain in the church in which I was baptized, reared
and taught. Even if some fault might be found in it,
yet in time it might hsve been improved, sconer

at any rate, thon in the new church which in a few
years has been torn by so many sects.™

And Pirkheimer said, "I do not deny that at the ;
beginning all Luther's acts did not seem to be vain,
since no good man could be pleased with all these
errors and impostures that had accunulated gradually
in Christianity. 8o, with others, I hoped that
some remedy might be applied to such great evils,
but I was cruelly deceived. For, before the former
errors had been extirpated, far more intolerable
ones crept in, Smpared to which the others seemed
child!s play.m
Now we come to Erasmus. This greatest of the Humanists
also broke with Luther and turned completely against him.
Vie have noted his ldeas of reform through education.
Erasmus was weak and vacllating with regard to the
Reformation of the Church.l®) Although he had contributed
much to scholapship through his editions of the New
Testament and the Church Fathers; he was much too fond
of a friendly literary life, and his conceptions of
the corruption of the church was much too superfieial,
80 that he sought reformetion by human culture rather

than by the divine power of the Gospel&lé)

My ofr. Naokl Reformation, Vol.III, P.225.
13) cfr. gwmal::w 3%3 - %‘393% VYol.III, 5
13) poth of thesd Stateudits are quoted by Preserved Smith

his work The :
15) ofr. Peter, EiEcol 3t i JRGMBRIL P the Aist

P. 30.-
16) cfr. Kurtz, DODe. m.’ P. 22%. ' 2
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J As to his direct conflict w:lth Luther much hzs been
written condemning these men, one favoring Luther,
one Erasmus. One says Luther was too dogmatic and thus
lost the valu.ble support of the Humanists for his
cause,17) while another accuses Erasmus of being a man
of halting opinicns, not n:l.l]..ing to come out boldly and
take a definite stand, always seeking & way to safe- ]
guard his l:lfe.ls) We .are forced to take the latter
Vliew, not only because we agree with Luther in his
Scriptural position, but also because it seems that
there was a wealmess in Epasmus! character.

But, be that as it may, the chief point in their
conflict was on the freedom of the will. Luther em-
phasized the corruption of human will and held that its
effor8y to do good, were valueless in the sight of God.
This idea that the human will was bound by sin and
wiped out by total depravity was shocking to Erasmus.
He felt, and so did most Humanists, that freedom was
necessary for men to lead Christian lives. Therefore
he wrote his De Libero Arbitrio in 1524 which Luther

answered in 1525 by his De Servo Arbitrioc. Thus the
breach was complete.19) Many, in fact, most Humanists

followed their leader in breaking off with the Reformation.
What was Luther's personal attitude toward the new
learning, the study of the classics? Any unbizsed

17) So Smith, Preserved, _&n cit., P. 107.
18) So Schaff, op. cit., Vol. VI, P. 402.
19) cfr. Lucas, op. _gu., P. 502, Mackinnon, Luther

and the Reformation, Vol. III, Pp. 224-273.
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Person will herdly agree with Kraus when he writes,

"Luther was not touched in the least degree by the
artistic developments of his time; brought up amid
the peasant life of Saxony and Thuringia he had no
conception of the whole world that lay between
Dante and Michelangelo, and could not see that the
eminence of the Papacy consisted at that time in
its leadership of Europe in the province of art.
But to 8.fny this now would be injustice to the
past.n?

Not even Erasmus brought such a charge against Luther.

Beard writes, "When Erasmus says, more then once, with
quite sufficient bitterness, that 'wherever
Lutheranism reigns, there good letters perish,!?
it is to be noticed thzt he excents Luther and
Helanchthon from this general censure. Luther
was all his life & zezlous promoter of education.
eee I do not think it is possible to quote from
his works or letters passages which tend to
the serious dispsragement of classical cultHf, _
and Melanchthon was distinctly & humanist.®

Krauth writes, "Luther wes a devoted student of
the iebrew and Greek. In 1505, after his entrancd®
into the cloister, Luther devoted himself, with
thet earnestness which merked all he did, to the
study of Hebrew and Greek. He had skillful
teachers in both languages. As professor and
Prezcher in Wittenberg, he coptinued both

studies with great ardour.%<Z

But while Luther lald great stress upon the study
of the languages and devoted much time to: them,23) he
never was a Humenist. He-was a theologian. Mackinnm

brin%s this out when he says of Luther, ®"He had no

aste for the cynicisu, the flippancy, the
naturalism of the laxer type of Humanist, or for
the speculative free thinking of Mutianus. The
monk snd the theologian outweighed in Luther the
Humanist. In spite of the tendency to break Ioose
from the scholastic bonds, he was too conservative
in theology to appreciate independent speculation
or lock at religion in the broad, human sense.
For him there were certain dogmatic ?sswnpt:l.ons
which he regarded as fundzmental."24) .

20) The Cembridze Modern History, Vol. I, The Reformation,
Chapter I, Kraus, P. 8. °

3, 38336. e . ‘p ) 8 ff-
22 Krautﬂ'gg Sd5ns Ps. 32

2nd its Theologv, P.90.
23) efr. Méc&lr’;mn Eﬁfﬂﬁ OleIIl. B «219 f.
2§ Mackinnon, Ln&xmxﬁgw I, Be 253.
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Though Luther made use of the tools which the Renaissance
Placed into his hands, he was not a follower of the new
learning. Ho, Luther wes not a Humenist.

Whet influence, then, did the Renaissance, and
the Catholic reaction to the Renaissance, have on the
Reformation? The Renaissance, among other things
helped to educate the laity. Amwhile the Roman Church
took over the new learning and sponsored it, yet nothing
Was done to educate the monis end common priests. One
thing only could have saved the Churéh; and this was to
Tise  higher than the laity. To keep on the same level
With them was not enough. But on the contrary the:Church
was a great deal behind the laity. It began to decline
Just when they began to arise. While the laity was
ascending in the scale of intelligence, ——- the priests
and monks were absorbed in worldly pursuits and worldly
interests.25) This of course would not have caused
the Reformation, but perhaps the advance in education
caused by the Renzissance turned the people from the
1lliterate priests to a better 'educated clergy.

4Another contributing influence closely comnected with
education was the lew morals of the clergy. The Roman
Church had taken over the classices and espoused their
Paganism. Quite naturally this did not raise the
moral standards of the clergy, which were low_ already,
and the people, iumproving in education, became more and
25) cfr. D'Aubigne, gp. clt., P. 65.
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more disgusted with the church for allowing this to
continuve, nay, grow worse. There was widespread entagonism
to the clergy, high and low, on account of their all
too prevalent worldliness and :I.mmorality.za) Vhile

the Renaissance did not cause this degenmeration in
morals among the leaders of the churchy, 2t did not
check this decline but assisted it. The Renaissance
gave liberty to the .:l'ndividual and so far its work

was wholesome, but it was liberty not bound by proper
restraints. It ren wild in an excess of indulgence, so
that Machiavelli could say, "Italy is the corruption
of the world.n27)

But the chief contribution which the Renaissance
made to the Reformation was its reemphasis upon
Scholarship. Not that study had altogether ceased
before the days of thz new learning but Humenism did
Supply the Reformation with many of the tools with
which it performed what it did, and the Roman Church,
by sponsoring this movement, did therefore, to its
own disadvantage, assist the Reformation. = Erasmus’
editions of the New Testament and the Church Fathers,
Reuchlin's Hebrew Gremmar and lexicon, all worked
together to assist the leaders of the Reformation in
their work. (lassical studies gave men who desired
& genuine reformation of the Church a rich,linguistic,

293 efr. Mackinnon, I £ Reformation, P. 420.
27) cfr. Schaff, gﬁ.‘iﬂ., P. 5 Lo
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Phllosophical, end scientific culture, without which,

.88 1t wes applied to research in church history and :
the intrepretatior; of scripture, both of which produced
@ Testoration of doctrine, the reforms of.the s:l.xteénth
eéntury could hardly have been carried out in a
Complete and satisfactory mammer. The most permanent
advantage won by the church and theology by the ;
revival of learning was by removing Holy Scrij:ture
from the darkness which had enshrouded it and by
81ving it again its proper place as the light of
the Churen, 28)

Mackinnon alsc points this out when he writes,

"Another factor opperating towards the Reformation
throughout the late medieval period maies itself
inereesingly felt in the new culture, which by
the beginning of the sixteenth centurey has become
& powerful intellectual movemént: It broadened
the outlook on life and fostered the tendency to
venture away from the old to a new order of things.
Though not necessarily izimical to the papacy of
the Church, i1t represents & reaction from the
thought, the mental temparament and outlook of the
Middle Ages, and its tendency is to undermine the
basis on which the medieval ecclesiastical system
restedl:. It set itself against the scholastic
theology and the scholastic method in education,
and substituted a culture inspired and moulded
by the study of classic literature. In their
reaction from the scholastic theology, Luther and

- his fellow-reformers were only carrying further
the anti-scholastic reaction.led by a Valla, a
Crotus Rubeanus, an Erasmus, and a Colet. This
Teaction, combined with personal religious experience,
inevitably led to a reveluation of Christianity
a& transformation of the Church--its creeds and insti—
tutions--based on the New Testament. It discavded
& one-sided theological and monastic view of life for
the largerhumanist conception; the free development

28) Cfl‘--KlJJ.‘tz, Op. _e_i_t_o’ P. 228. .
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of the individual, the free exercise of the reasan
for the medieval system of authority. It
evoked the critical spirit and threw the search-
light of criticism on institutions, systems,
doctrines. Most important of all, it gave a
pPotent impulse to the study of the Scriptures and
he early Christian writers in the original languages,
the historical origins of Christianity in contrast
to its later medieval developments. It applied
a test of historic eriticism to the papal claims
and the medieval dogmatic spirit. In some of its
votaries, indeed, it nurtured a license in thought
&nd life which threateded to submerge Christianity
itself as well as the Church under a wave of scep—
ticism. 1In others, happily, it was combined with
an earnest appreciation of the Gospel and with
a4 striving to reform the Church and the world in
accordance therewiths In not a few cases it
ultiwately furnished recruits for the cause of
evangelical reform.”

Thus while it cannot be said that the Renaissance
and the reaction of the Roman Church to the Renaissance
produced the Reformation, it did make worthwhize
ccntributions to. the movement. The Roman Church,by
sanetic;ning and fostering Humanism,in that way
contributed to .her own downfall, for the Refo:..'ma'tion
did maike use of the Renaissance products in the study

of languages.

29) Meckinnon, Origins of the Reformation, P. 4lhe




CORNRCLUSIORN

We have traced the Henmalssance, particularly its
interest in classical studies, from its beginning
through the time the Church opposed it, through the
days of ecclesiastical toleration, to the time it
was taken over by the Church, patronized by popes and
cardinals, and its influence felt thpoughout the
heirarchy. We have especially noted the reaction of
the various popes to this novement, some opposing it;
8S8one supporting it more strongly than others, scme
becouing out and out Humanists, until the time when
it hed worn itself out and was no longer & prime
concern of the Church.

Next we followed the Renzissance as it spread from
Italy to Germany. We noted its early beginnings there,
some of the early leaders, the outstanding Humanists,
and the different characters of the German Rensissance, :
namely that it concerned itself with classics and
originals primarily in the light of their influence
on Religion.. They were interested in a Biblical or
Christian Hymznism by which they were able to search
outy investigate, and study in as mush as this was
possible the originsls of Scripture and thus learn
the teachings of God's word not as the church had
interpreted them, but as they are in Seripture and
ad: the early Church Fathers had understood them.

-ﬁ-
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At that time Luther came upon the scené. Although
he had not been educated as a Humenist, after one or
two public appecrances he was welcomed by the scholars
because of his opposition to the evils of the church,
one of the things which they also were condemhing.
When they learned Luther's true purpose, however,
they left him slmost as quicicly as they had given
hin their supsort because they did not relish such out

.and out hoktility with the Church, and because their

Purpose was no.t to separate from the church but to
reform it from within. Many even turned agéinst him,
among them the greatest of their group, Erasmus.
. Luther, himself, never wes a Htman:l:st. He did have
many contacts with,it, joined the scholars in their
emphasis upon the study of the languages, and was
hinself = student of the classics. He was, however;
Primarily a theologian and hence devoted all of his
eénergy to the study of Scripture establishing its
teachings and holding to them despite everything.
He and the Reformation were greatly benefited by
Humanism but were not completely dependent upon it.
In this maenner the Roman Church, which had
fostered the Renaissance, influenced the Reformation
to its own disadventage. It had in this small way
Prepared the ground upon which the Lutheran Church .
was to arise, while Rome herself hsd discouraged,
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°Pposed, and erradicated every other attempt at
Reform. It was the Hand of God which §shaped the
Various events all of which led 'up to the greatest
Wovement of modern times, the Reformation, and
Who gave it 1ts leader in the person of Doctor -

Martin Luther.
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