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cauaed a disturbance 1n Roman literary olrolea. Valla waa 

1n tbe midst. ot many controversies wb1cb certainly did no\ 

belp b1m in bis attempt to redeem bimaelt in the eyes ot \be 

Pope Eugenius IV. But neTertheleaa it waa a great work. Valle 

attempted to giTe eloquence a new acientitio foundation. He 

laments that no one tor oentur1ea waa able to write Latin. A\ 

his time, Valla contended, only barbaric Latin was known and 

written. Thia was a great lnault tor the literary tigurea �~� 

that day and naturally would arouse their anger against Val-la:. 

In many ways he t.bo1.1ght highly ot the old grammarians ea 

Bonatus, Servius, Priacianua, but. he still believed tbat be 

knew more than they did. In his opinion writ.era aa Paplaa, 

Iaidorus, Hugutio were worthleaa and made their atudenta 

even worse. Inspite ot its poor recognition by the writ.era 

ot bis day,, it was nevertheless an excellent attempt t.o 

deal •1th grammar in a scientitic spirit, which made him 

alao superior to men like Poggio who were merely literary 
21. 

Lat1n1sta. 

We bave a remarkable insight int.obis critical 

ability and bis character in tbe words ot bis attack 

against the legal minds at the un1Ters1ty of PaT1a. He 
22. 

said:. 

•Among the jurists at the present time there 1a not 
a single one who la not contemptible and ludicrous. 
'Ibey have been so poorly trained ln eTery field of 
knowledge ••••• particularly ln rbetorto, that I 
am sorry tor civil law because of these commentators. 
It would baTe been much better it 1 t badneTer been 
written, alnce it la being interpreted by \bes• beaata.• 

21. M. Crelgbton, A Hiatory of the Papaoy, 
22 • Hyma, .2.2.• .!!.!!•, p.41. 

· • III. p .l '70. 
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The lawyers were very angry at thia outburst -- ao angry 

that they could have torn blm apart 1n \be streeta. Valla 

alao boasted tbat be bad read the wrltinga ot the law and 

tbat be was acquainted with its peculiaritiea too. Valla'• 

tactics were sharp and to the point and it 1• not at all 

surprising that he had ao many enemies. 

It was at tllia time, too, tbat according to bis 

enemie s. be bad torged a will and was ordered to public 

penance by the Bishop. But this 1s Just a story spread by 

hie enemies and it is not known whether it actually happened 
23. 

or not. 

In view ot hie many verbal outbursts. Valla did 

not last long at Pavla. So be left the unhealthy atmosphere 
0 ot the university and wandered about in Milan, Genua, Ferrara 

and Mantua, without a real home. 

3:>mewbat later however., he found a home at the court 

ot Altonso, king ot Naples. who gave him employment. Tbia 

court at Naples was noted tor its immoralities and frivolities 
24. 

from which Valla ~as not entirely tree. But his aaaociationa 

and ~ork with the king were particularly truittul from a 

literary point ot view. It gave Valla an opportunity to 

study and write. His duties were simple. Aa a learned man 

and a scholar he read and wrote tor the king. He discussed 

his readings and its problems with the king. He thus bad 

an opportunity to develop his thought and talents. 

During his stay with Alfonso, Valla's work assumed 

23. Symonds, op. cit., P• 447. 
24. The Catholic Encyclopedia. xv p~ 257 - - ' ~ . 
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poli tloal sienitic ance. A,lf onao bad an imperf act t.i tle t.o 

ble throne. He bad clai·med t.he cro1m. ot Naplee in 1435, on 

the deatb or Giovanna II, since be waa the supposed adopted 

heir. Tbe pope Eugenius IT claimed it ae a papal tiet thr.oug h 
25 

his '· Cardinal Vi telleachl. Altonso waa captured b7 the 

Genoese Fleet, who were watching their interests ott the is­

land of Ponza. Filippo Maria Viacountl held Alfonso prisoner 

for a while in Milan. It was then that Alfonso allied him•eU 

with Filippo and thus got control of Naples. The Pope,beaded 

the league with Florence, Venice and Genoa, which bad re-
26. 

volted from Milan and continue• to fight against AUonao. 

In bis fight with the Pope, Alfonso supported the Council of 

Baele which opposed Eugenius and set up Felix v. The Pope 

claimed Jurisdiction over and above the claims of Alfonso. 

Valla became deeply interested ln the question of the Dona­

tion of Constantine in which the ~ ope received lands and 

power from Constantine the Great. He thought deeply about 

this question. His attention was arrested when he 'Yiewed 

the many intrigues of the Papacy and tbe tr1ghttul condition 

of Italy. The work of Niobolas of cuaa brought to him an 

even greater certainty that the claims of Rome were false. 

So he wrote his famous De !also credita et ementita Constan­

tini Donatione Declamat1o in the year 1440, six years after 

the Roman rebellions in which the Pope had to flee.( 1434 ) 

25. Valla mentions Vitelleschl in his treatise on the Donation 
ot Constantine, as a" monster ot depravity.• p.163. 

26. Christopher B. Coleman,•constantine the Orea\ and Christianity,a 
Columbia University studies in H1atory1 Econom1ce and Public 
Law, vol. LX. no.i., p.194. -

JI 
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Tb1s pamphlet proclaimed war to tbe death bet9een t.be Pope 

and Valla. Tbe treatise excited a real storm and tor a ahor~ 

while, he bad to t lee. He went to Barcelona where i1e at.ayed 

tor a short time, until he was sure again ot Altonao•a pro­

tection. His writing on the Donation takes on political 

significance. It wae propaganda par excellence ••• propaganda 
l -

e vent ho~ was the truth. It was meant aa an attack on tbe 

te~poral c~aims of the papacy. From now on Valla was in real 

trouble. 

As before he criticized the lawyers, so be now 

atl acks theologians with relentless fury. He got into a 

quarrel with the Bishop or Urgel· and showed that the letter 

of Christ to Abgar trom Edeaaa, announced to the world by 

the hi s torian Euseb1us, was a curious interpolation. He 

then wrote his De libero arbitrio in which he says that 

the foreknowledge of God is not incompatible with tree will, 

and maintains that our intellect 1s unable to comprehend 

thi s truth. His teaching was in direct opposition to the 
27. 

doctrine of Boethius which the church held. 

His ne.xt attacks were d i rected against the 

monastic orders and t he clergy 1n his De Protessione 

Rel1g1oeorum (1442). Thia work was written in dialogue and 

follows this situation; Valla meets a number of learned 

brethren and friends on th~ market-place. Here, near t h e 

church they discuss t he knowledge ot a consp iracy against. 

the king . A monk joins in the conYersation. Someone remarks 

27. Catholic Encyclopedia, x v , p . 2 ~8 . 
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that t~e clergy probably has its ~art 1n the consplrac7 

a1 ace 1 t alwe.ye u:eddles in pol1 tics. 'lbe monk angored, 

defends t he clergy. Uhen asked why they have so ma!q 

privileges, t,he ruoilk announces that they come trom God. 

A lively discussion ensues. Valla ls asked to detend the 
28. 

laity. He says, 

"You clerica ls act from compulsion, we from free will. 
You keep the tear ot God,•• the lo~• ot God. You 
would never have taken tbe vows it it had not been 
out ot tear ot damnation. That is the reason why \he 
'~oret people, wb.o despair ot tird1ng another occupation, 
come to you. One may truly name monasteries aayluma 
in which outca s ts seek s helter, such as ba.nltrupts, alavea, 
crimJ.nala, wretches - in short., all those who have 
nothing to lose and much to gain •••• Howe~er, I shall 
attack you no further lea\ it seem as it I were hostile 
to you. I will rather adm1 t tbat. the monks h.eve much 
in their tavor. It is they who in a certain sense 
support the Church; they preach to the people, they 
give alms; they sponsor the holy ceremonies ot the 
Church; and they ondeavor to wr1 te edifying and il­
luminating books." 

Valla bad many enemies as a result ot his critical 

attitude. Fo~ a long while he waa lett alone by the monks 

and clergy. However, after Eusenius IV was successful in 

returning to Rome in 1443, when he made ar. agreement witb 

Alfonso, the enemies of Valla, particularly the Monks, re­

ceived new courage and hoped that they might soon catch 

their enemy. 

In 1444 Fra Antonio da B1tonto preached in Naples. 

At this time Valla got into a dispute with this learned 

brothe~ concerning the authenticity of the Apostles• Creed. 

Valla visited the services of this preacher and learned that 

be taught that the Apostles' Creed was produced by the Apostles 

28 . Hyma, ,22. • .<:.!...!:•, pp .42-43. 
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tll•selves. Valla t.hen later wen~ to visit. bim 1 in an 

ettort to learn the real proof ot thia teaching. The dis­

pute which resulted was a big one. Valla mocked the great 

Bonavent1.1ra, tne patron saint. of the order to which Antonio 

belonged and he likened him to a gl4d1ator. Antonio conspired 

with his fellow monks bow to p&lllisb Valla. Every day they 

preached against Valla, hoping to arouse tbe sympathies ot 

a mob. Alfonso finally stopped this. But Valla was still 

unsa t1st1ed. He wanted t.o debate the issue. He invited 

1raportont. officials to tne debate. However ~he King teared 

a diaturbanoe and so wished tile date ot the debate changed. 

Valla already oonsidered this .a sign ot victory and wrote 

a d1at1ohon proclaiming himself as t-lle victor. His enem1ea 

became very a.ng1•y now. They want.ed him condemned aa a here­

tic. so tb.ey organized themselves wi ·t.h t.lle aid o! t.lle B1sll­

op of Pozzuoli 01' the F'ranciaoan order. Tlley dams.Med t.hat. 

Valla appear betore them. Thia order waa obtained thrG1..gb 

Ule vicar of tae aronbisUop, who hlna,elt was absent.. So 

under the pretense that a debate was to be ueld,h~ _appea red 

before these monks. H1s ·ad1ersar1es nad already gathered 

s"tataments t'rom his ·t.heses tor the debate which they in­

tended aa a proof that he denied the .decrees or the church 

and the fathers. However their findings were most. peculiar. 

Tbey intentionally left. out the most pertinent. wr j. ting of 

Valla, n1 s treat.1 ae on t.he Donation of Constant.ine. Tuia 

docwnen\ which denies t.be temporal power of ~he Pope, might, 

have been t,ne moat. power!' ul evidence t.ha.t t.bey o ollld bring 
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against Valla. But thia they avoided. Fur~herruore, their 

statements against Valla wore most taultily divided. They 

placed ph1loso~h1cal and grammatical questions under a 

theological heading. They ace used llim of condemning t.he 

autnor1t1es on grammar and philosophy. Aa a whole tneir 

accusations allowed t.beir ignorance aa well as bet.raying 

their Jealousy of Valla'• talen\a. Wben Valla came \o \he 

disputation, be waa surprised to find an 1nqu1e1torial 

court. He was asked how he felt concerning the origin of 

the Apostles• creed. Valla answered tnat the Synod ot 

N1cea. not the Apostles gave the creed 11'a birth. 'l'kle 

inquisitors told him tbat sucb an opinion was heretical. 

He was asked to admit hie mistake. Valla then mildly 

confessed that he believed as the cnurcb believed on the 

question. ~ hen they attacked bis dialec~lca, he answered 

with biting sarcasm, that the Mother ouurch knew not.bing 

of argwnentation, but that even here he felt as the Mother 

Church. As he pondered aip:m the arrogance of the court, 

ue tnougnt of b1s protection by King Alfonso and he be­

haved accordingly. He soon left the court, as a dec:1-u-ed 

heretic. but fowtd refuge int.he king•a worda. Alfonso 

saw immediately that jealoai•y was at the bottom of the 

trial of Valla &.nd be aeverely rebuked ~hem and forbade 

any abaisive action against his secretary. 8alla the 

grammarian. bad defeated the t,heologiana and another tradi­

t.ion was broken. 

Valla now set to work on the New Testament. He 
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used hie learned philological background ln an ettort \o 

correct the Vulgate ot its many mietakea, which be did by 

comparison w1tb the Greek New Testament. Again tbia waa 

a slanderous action against Jerome, the official translation 

of the church. Much of bia Kew Testament researob la em­

bodied in his Annotations on the New Testament. so Valla 

used his critical attitude to good advantage. 

Valla waa not always antagoniatic. There came a 

time when he wanted to visit h1a friends in Rome, but the 

bate am fear ot enemies prevented him. So he asked the Pope 

Eugenius IV if he would pardon him, because his invective 

was performed for the sake of art, he also added that he 

would be of great service to bis ohurcb in the future. He 

also asked the Pope for special protection to visit Rome. 

We do not actually know it be received that protection, but 

at any rate he did so to Rome. Again his enemies the monks 

plotted against him. They could not forgive him for hie 

brilliant victory over them at Naples. They brought their 

accusations to the Pope, saying that Valla had written 

against Eugeniua to the council of Baale 1n behalf of king 

Alfonso. Valla did not wait very long and escaped before 

the inquisition could get its mighty machine rolling. From 

Ost1a, hi• place of biding he wrote hie Apolosia ad Eugenio 

IV. in which he accused himself of many faults and he pro­

mised amendment. But Valla did not succeed in gaining Eugene•a 

favor. He remained 1n disgrace until the Pope's death in 1447. 

~Valla fought many Terbal battles with Poggio, Bee-
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cadelli, George Trapesunt.iua, and many otbera. After hl• 
wAS f,J t,ll SIi ;. O 

On the Elegance ot t.be Latln Language A1n 1444, Valla waa 

particularly attacked. Pogslo waa one of hie toremoat op­

ponents. This learned man neTer seemed t.o find name• 

hard enough which he might fling at Valla. All this d14 

Valla much hann when be attempted to mollify papal anger. 

One occasion ot bis conteat · witb Poggio resulted when 

Poggio himself discovered a copy of bis own ep1 stlea an­

notated by a Spanish nobleman who•• a pupil ot La.urent.1 ua 

Valla. Pogg1o 1 s Latin was not spared in the marginal lines 

penned by the young student. Poggio in all his fiery anger 

concluded that the Master Valla and not the pupil bad dic­

tated them, and be discharg ed his usual turious invec\iTe 
29. 

against Valla. He warred with Becoadelli at. tbe oou.rt 

ot Alfonso, because his monograph on the three philosophies 

in De vero bono was unaat1atactory to Beooadell1. He 

fought with Trapezuntioa because be preferred Ql11nt111an 

and ·rrapezuntioa liked Cicero better. In his debates and 

arguments Valla never gave in, but cont.ended tor what he 

thought was right. 

Valla's papal disfavor soon disappeared. Nicholas 

v called the scholar to Rome in 1447. Ceria1nly so great a 

writer and critic could not. be discarded, so the Pope at 

first gave bim a position as a scr1ptor and later on the 

high honor ot Apostolic Secretary. Calllst.ua III also 

29. Symonds, .22.• .2.U•, P• 439. 
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honored bim with the presentation ot a canonry in st. Jobn•a 

lateran, which he held tor aeYeral years. For Pope Nichola• 

Valla busied himself by translating 'Ibuoydldea and. did it ao 

well that the humanist Pbpe gave him fiYe hunclred ducats and 

begged him to translate Herodotua too. Valla began the \&Ilk 

but he did not f1n1ah it. In 1450 be opened a acbool ot e­

loquence in Rome. Juat wby Valla ahould baYa reoeiYed all 

these tavora baa neyer been actually explained according to 
30. 

the Catholic Historian, Pastor. 

During his stay in Rome, be aeema to have tainted 

his character again and again. He 11Yed 1n the home ot bis 

brother-in-law and here had a curious love-attair. His re­

latives accused him as being too cold to arouse the loYe ot 

women, and ao was unfit for married lite. Valla decided that 

be would prove hie ability. He seduced a servant ot bis 

brother-in-law, and became the father of tb.ree children in 

two years. Then his friends urged him to marry, and he re­

fused saying he had planned to enter the holy orders and 

become a priest.. Stories such aa these were spread tar and 
31. 

wide by bis enemies. 

Pastor writes much about the laac1v1oua character 

or L. Valla. He believes that hie treatiee De vero bono 

bas an epicurean pleasure theme. Valla, in hia estimation, 

waa a man who believed that the individual may lawfully 

indulge in all bia immoral appeti~ea. Adultery 1a the nat-

30. Ludwig Pastor, History ot the Popes, Vol. II., p.333. 
31.Hyma, op. cit., p.44. 
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ural order. Indeed all women ought to be common. Plato•e 

community 1a 1n aooord witb nat11re. Adultery and unchastity 

are to be considered only when danger attends them otbenriae 

all sensual pleasure la good. •continence 1a a erime against 

'king' nature." Tbue Paator•a opinion of Valla is none too ~­high. 

Valla•a career waa a turbulent one. We can aee that 

be was a born critic, a pioneer of the right ot Judgment. we 

can see him aa a aan who thought little ot morality. Anyone 

who considers,• the virtue of Tirginity as a Tiolence \o 
33. 

nature's law." ••• certainly does not belong in tbe group 

or the morally clean. Nor does hia controversy with Poggio 

show any quality ot virtuous regard ot man. Nor was Valla•a 

character placed in a stronger light, when we notice him 
34. 

beg tor presents and places in terms of flattery. These 

factors do not picture Valla in a favorable light. Nor can 

we go to the other extreme and say that Valla tried to 

purify Chr1st1a n1ty, tor his opinions and adverseness to 

Chri s tianity certainly appear tar from the point of puri-
35. 

tying the Church. But Valla's character must not be 

eval.uated because ot these evil qualities, but rather in­

spite of them. All these traits of immorality, begging 

tor presents, flatteroua compliments, fiery invective, 

32 • .22•~•, Vol.I., p9.15-17. 
33. Symonds, ~· cit., P• 447. 
34 • SC hat t, .2.£ • C 1 t. • , p • 610. 
35. Hyma, ..2£• C 1 t., p.44. 
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legalistic fervor tor pure Lat.init.7, and sbarp cr1\1cal 

attitudes were par\ of h1a hwnaniat1c deTelopment. It waa 

a part too oZ the spirit ot that time. Certainly there were 

qualities that were tar more worthwhile 1n tbe Man Valla. Hie 

tremendous courage, llis depth ot tbougbt, his great. ab111 ty, 

his political aharpneaa, and bis rebellioga attitude toward 

evil are traits whiob rate bigb 1n our estimation. One dare 

not forget bis great tbirat tor trath. I\ ls this desire for 

the t ruth that led him to original sources, that made bim 

take nothing for granted. It was thia drive in bis person­

ality that directed him to many new diacoveriea,all ot which 

were unpopular 1n bis day, but whloh be announced to all \be 

world with great courage. ~ob tact.ors ot bis peraonalU,y 

make one conscioua ot. bis real position. 

Mancini a recent biographer of Valla and t.be 
:,& • 

greatest authority on his lite•a work writes, 

art was his misfortune to clash with Poggio who per­
secuted him without rest or surcease even beyond his 
grave. He thus had against him Poggio•s tollowera, 
and all who wrote 1n sympathy with the Curia. What 
availed it that be cult1vat.ed Christian pr1nc1ple9 
and served the truth? A father ot modern cr1t1c1sm, 
he exercised the thorny oftice, not tor t.be sake ot 
bending 1t to his personal interests. but to elevate 
hwnanity. In the proceaa be did not always obserTe 
the right measure 1n lll s o-.Yll defense; i.le answered 
with insult where he m1gbt have silenced tbe ad­
versary by oompelling torce and aharpness ot de­
monstration. Hence, brilliant embodiment ot t.he 
Italian intellect though he was. he did not t1nd 
the recognition that was his due, in his own time; 
thougb now there is justly conceded him a place 
&mong the great ones whoae achieTements haYe richly 
furthered human culture." 

36. New SChatf-Herzos Encyclopedia ot Religious Knowledge, 
vol. XII , p.13?. 
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Valla- made det1n1t.e oontri ·out.ione t.o acholarah1p. 

He did muoh t.o aid t.be formation ot the 2oience ot ~.T. 

or1t1o1sm. Through his bumaniat. approach be learned tba, 

sor 1pt urs m uat be . interpreted by the laws of grammar and 

langt1age. The propos1t.1on that. st. Paul appeared t.o st. 

Thomas Aquinas and compllment.ed b1m by aay1ng that. no one 

understood .his Epistles so well, waa cynically oount.ered 

with a ·quest1on, wby did Paul not. show Tbomaa his many mis­

takes? Valla was not in sympathy oith Catholic legends and 

disproved many ot tnem. Ria cr1t1c1sma of Augu.stine and t.he 

Vulgate are baaed on hie own pr1va~e 1nvee\1gatlone. His 

Annotations on tbe N.T. tbo&igb not ot great. religious sig­

nificance recognizes the supreme importane-e of abandoning 

erroneous rend.ering .~f translations and of discovering what. 

the Apostles and Evangelists actually wrote and taught.. So 

while he remaiu•d a hlllllani st., be remained 1ntellec tually 

honest.. Valla's work in the New Testament may sive bim the 
37. 

honor of being one of the toWlders of textual criticism. 

Valla is important. also because he inf lu.enced ot.ber 

great men. rre are told inat no one bwnanist. seems to have 

made as great an impression upon the mind or Erasmus as 

Valla. Whenever he spoke bighly ot him, Erasmus thought. 

particularly of his scholarly teohn1ques and skills wb1ob 
38. 

he admired so mu.ch. I\ actually seems that with Erasmus• 

printing of Valla •s Remarks on tne New ·restament in 1505 

the actual biblical studies of tbis scholar begins. Somewhat. 

37. Frederic w. Farrar, History ot Int.erpretation,pp.312-314. 
38. Hyma, op.cit., p. 41. 
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later Erasmus wrote and publ i shed Annoiat1ons on the Nev 

Testament and also his Paraphrases on t.ba riuolo Hew Test.amen\ 

except Bevelation. These publ1cai1ons were very popular and 

were also widely used and seems to have supplan~ed the aoho­

last 1c1am of previous ages by bet.ter theological st.ady. Tbua 

Eras~ ua in historice.l cr1t1c1BI! es applied to Scr1ptw-e, 

:C ollowed the tt1ethod of Laurenti us Valla. Eraaiuia, it. h&a 
39. 

been said, "laid the ess" and" Luther uat~ned 1t." Thia 

worlc of valla and Eraam11s was of st.1.1pendoua importance for 

Luther's later work as the Reformer. Xll this ~ork did baTe 
40. 

a tremendous bearing on the Reformation. Reinhold Seaberg 

comaienta tile followin g c oncernlng thla issue, 

• In d1e theolog1 ache Bewegu.ng gritten endlicl:1 dia Re­
naissance-1 deen auch d1rekt ein, nacildem eie achon seit. 
lar~em durch die veraenderte Lebensstimm~'<'lg indirekt auch 
das tneclogiscbe Dcnken beeint'luszt batten •••••• Die 
Bewes~ns l:lat zunaecnst den geist.igen Horizon·t. und daa 
h1stor1acbe Intereaae erweitert und die GrWldlagen der 
historisch&n Y.ritik gesohatfen. Man denke an die Nacn­
we1se des Laurentiua Valla bezuegl1ch der Ueberaetzunga­
febler der Vulgata, der Unecbtheit der SChrift.en des 
Areppag1ten,der nichtapostolisohen Ents~ebung des Ap,oa­
tolikwna, der Faelschu.'lg der Donatio Constantini, mn 
zu veratehen, wie tier dies allee in die Theologie e1n­
gr1tt. fliermit verband sicb der Rueckgar..g zu den Quel­
len des Urcb.risteatwna. ·n1e alleinige Autor1taet 4er 
B1 bel hat.ten dle prakti aollen Retormer aowie die no:nina­
list.1 scben SCholastiker 1m Pr1na1p klar bervorgeboben. 
Der Hu.-nanismus nabm diese Tendenz aut wid foerderte 
ibre Durcbfuehru.ng durch die BelebQD8 der Spracb­
st.udien. Von llier aus konnte dann die Kr1t1k der Uiaz­
braeuone und des Aberglaubens 1n der K1rcbe achaerrer 
und klarer werden ala bei den Nom1nal1sten und Bibli­
zisten des 14. Jah.rbunderts.• 

41. 
Jamea Mackinnon makes a s1m11Jar observation, he says, 

a In their reaction from the acholaatio theology, Luther 

39. Milton a. Terry. Biblical Hermeneutlcs.pp.'6-47. 
40. Lehrbuch der Dogmengeach1obte, Dri\ier Band,pp.636-637. 
41. Tbe Origins ot tbe Retormat.1on,p.414 • 
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and his fellow-reformer• were only cont.lnlling and 
carrying furtber tbe ant1-acholaat1a reaction led by 
a Valla• a Crot.1111 Rublanu. an Eraarnue. and a Colet. 
Thie reaction. cornb1ned with personal rellgloua ..­
perlence. inevitably led to a re-e~aluat.lon of Chrlet1-
an1ty, a transtorrnation or tbe Church-- lta creed and 
inst,1 tutlona - baaed on t.he ?le• Teat.amen\. It. dis­
carded a one-sided t.neolosloal and monaaUc v1 ew of 
life tor tbe larger hwnanlat. concept.ion. t.be tree 
development of the individual, t.be tree exercise of 
the reason for ~be mediaeval ayat.em ot aut.borlt.y.It, 
evoked the critical aplrlt and threw the eearchl1gbt 
of cr1t.1c1am on lnat.ltutlona. ayatema. dootr1nea. 
'oat. l mporia.nt. ot all, lt. gave a po\ent. lmpulae t.o -
the study ot tne 9:rlpturee and the early Cbrlatian 
gr1ters in the orig inal' languages, the historical 
orig ins of Chr1 otian1ty 1n oon\r~at to it.a later 
med iaeval developments. It app lied the teat ot 
hi s toric cri t.icioo t.o t he papal claims and t.be 
mediaeval dogmatic spirit.a 

i hat Lutber was 1ntluonced by the •~rk ot Valla 

\J e can fi nd in his own nr1t.1nga. He t nougbt. very bigbly of 

Vallo'o ability and of hie acbievemont.a. Tbere are parti­

c ul a rly t \'1IO ur1t.1nas of Valla tbat . especially interested 

Lut her and evoked a pos1ti ve response. These aorks are 

De l i bero A[b1 t r1o and the Donation of Constantine. 
42. 

On the Freedom of the r1lll Luther said, 

" Laurentius Valla 1st der beot.e ·.ia1, den ich meln 
Lebt.aee geseben oder ortabren babe: De libero Arbit.rio 
bene dleputat., quaer1t •1mplicita tem in p letate, et. 
in llt.erle a1mLll, Eraemus eam tantum in 11ter1s 
q uaerit. p1et-atem ridet.." 

Ho~ever more important is Luther's rel ation with 

Valla 's t rea tise on the Donation~ Constantine. It. wae 

t hr ough the oorks of Ulr1cb von Hut.ten tba t Lutber received 

t ho copy ot Vella's vork. nutien bad found a copy of the 

Valla exposure at t he house of Coc.lllaeua and resolved to 

42. Lu~her•a Sfemo tlicbe Schrlften. Vol. 22, pora.39. 
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print the document. In the early par\ ot the year 1519.thia 

work probably ceme ott the preaa, tbo the public did not. re­

ceiYe it unt.11 the beginning ot tbe year 1520. In the Leipsic 

Debate Luther waa led to do some retlecti•• thinking on the 

idea ot the church. It waa then that the edition ot Hut.ten 
45. 

came into bis hands. It 1• moat int.~reat1ng to note Lut.her•a 

comment about this pamphlet. wil1oh la found in' a le\t.er to 

his friend Spalatln. The le tt.er 1a dated February 24, 1520. 
44. 

It. reads, 

"I have at band Lorenzo Valla•a proof (edited by Hut.ten) 
that the Donation of Constantine is a forgery. Good 
heavens ! what darkness and wickedness is at Home ! You 
wonder at the Judgment of God that such unauthentic, 
crass,. impudent lies not only 11 Yed but prevailed tor 
so many centuries, that they were incorporated in the 
Canon Law, and (that no degree of horror might be 
wanting) that they became as articles ot faith. I am 
in such a passion that I scarcely doubt that t.he 
Pope is the Antichrist expected by the world, so closely 
do their acts, lives, sayings, and laws agree. But 
more ot this when I see you. It you have not seen 
the book, I shall take care that. you read it." 

This work must have had a tremendous eftect upon Luther 

at least if we can Judge from his first impression ot the 

work. Through tbe Treatise or Valla, Luther came to re­

cognize that the grants ot Constantine were legends, lies 

perhaps deliberate lies at that. These strong 1mpresa1ons 

he again registers in bia•open Letter to the Christian 

Nobility," in 1520. He says tnat the Romanists haYe built 

three walls about themselves so that no one can reform them 

and this has been the cause of the terrible corruption ot 

Christianity. One these walls waa, " ~hen pressed by the 

43. HaJo Hol born, Ulrich Von Hutten and the German 
Reformation, pp.81 and 142. 

44. PreserYed Smith,Life and letters of Mertin Luther,p.75. 
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t,emporal power they have made decree• and ea1d tba t. t.he 

temporal power has no Jurisdiction over them, but on the 
45. 

other hand the spiritwil power is above tbe t.emporal power.• 
4.6. 

Again a little later on 1n t.he aame work Luther aaya, 

"It ia also ridiculous and childish that the pope, 
~1th ouch perverted and deluded reasoning, boasts 
in hie decretal Paatoralla, that. be 1• rightful heir 
to the Empire, in case :,f a vacancy. tJhc haa given him 
this right? Did Christ, wben He aa1d, 'The princes of 
the Gontlleu are lords, but ye shall not be ao? Did 
st. Peter will it to hlm? It vexes me that W9 must 
read a nd learn auoh shameless, gross,crazy lies 1n 
the danon law, and must even hold them tor Christian 
doctrine, when they are de.v111sh lies. or the same 
sort ia also that unheard ot lie about the •Donation 
of Constantino.• It must have been some special 
plague ot God that so many people of understanding 
have let themselves to be talked into accepting such 
lies as these, which are so manifest and clumsy tbat 
I should think any d~Llnken peasant could lie more 
adroitly and skilfully.• 

Thus the discovery of Valla's trea\1se of the forgery was 

highly interesting to Luther. It made him think very 

well of a man, "tbe like ot whom," Luther thought,"neitber 
47. 

Italy nor the whole Church had produced in many centuries.• 

Valla's docl.l'llent influenced Luther as late as 1537,wben he 

saw tit to translate the Donation of Constantine and to 
48. 

comment on the significance of the forgery. 

But Luther also learned much from the critical 

approaches ot Valla. Luther's back to the scripture lde~ 

is a part of the discovery of the text, by means ot criticism, 

45. A.J.Holman,Works of Martin L~ther, Vol.!I.p.65. 
46. Ibid., pp.109-llO. 
47. Luther's saemmtliche Schriften. Vol.15,para.1350-1351. 
48. Ibid., Vol.16, para.2045-2068. 
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