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Outline
for
LAURENTIUS VALLA AND THE
DONATION OF CONSTANTINE

Introduction

Laurentius Valla 1s introduced by the opinions of the
various historians. The reasons for the interest in this
man and his work are stated as the aims of the investigation.

I. The times of Valla were full of many difficulties, problems
and changes.

A. The condition of the church 1s very bad.

1, The church is et war with itself. A conflict
of aims of churchman and people is known.
Reform is widely urged.The church is criticlzed.

£, The church is at war with the nations,who
have become tired of papal dictation.

3. Inspite of these difficulties the church
is still powerful.

Be The time of Valla was also the age in which man
discovers himself. This 1s known as the humanistic
movement ,

l. Humanism deflned means that man takes an
interest in human letters and temporal affairs,

2. The movement arose after the tremendous
changes brought into the society of the world
through the Crusades.

3. Its contributions were many; it broadened
man's interests and deepened his critical
insights,

I1. Laurentius is a man of his time. A brief bilography of Valla
is presented.

A. The eerly years cof his life were spent in Rome.

1, He received a fine training from the best
teachers of his day.

2. He already begins to form his critical at-
titudes.

B. His life at Pavia, as an inStructor at the university
is filled with gquarrels and literary writings. Here
his critical attitudes bring some fruit.

C. His life with King Alfonso at Naples is particularly
fruitful.
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l., He gets into trouble with the monks and
priests
£, He gets into conflict with the papacy
itself and writes his Donation of Constantine.
3. His quarrel on the Apostles creed excites
the Jjealouey of the monks and he is called
before.the Inquisitorial court.
Valla finally gets into the good greces of the
Pope and serves the papacy in Rome until his death.
Valla hed a great influence and mede marvelcus

contributions.

l. He laid the foundation for scientific study
of eloquence.
2. He created the principles for the science of

criticism.

3. He may be called one of the founders of N.T.
criticism.

4., He was a tremendcus influence on Erasmus and
Luther.

III. It is necessary to investigate the backgrounds of the
Donation of Congtentine if one is btest able to evaluate
Valla's treatise.

Ao

Be

C.
De.

Ee

The legends and superstitions of the time of Con-.
stantine were brought together in the Sylvester-
Constantine legend.
l, There were many superstitions of divine aid
known at that time... 2 strange mixture..truth and
. .fiction.
£, There ere many different accounts of Con-
stantine's conversion
3. Gradually names of church-man appeared with
these legends.. so that the Emperor's con-
version was sttached with the Bishop of Rome.
This became the Sylvester-Constantine legend.
The donation of Constantine was taken from the
Sylvester-Donstantine legend.
l. Spurioue acccunts were said to have been
existent in many false works.
2., The denation was probably touched up by
some monk and placed in one of the collections
of canon law,
3, It took some time before the legends were
accepted to all.
4, Various opinions concerning its rise and
its ineclusicn in the Pseudo-Isidean decretals.
The Donation was used by many people of the Kiddle
Ages.
The document is believed to have become an ib-
strument of papal pewer, rather than originally
written for that purpose.
The eriticism of the work was only mild at fipst.
It becomes much stronger by the l4th century.
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1., The more important criticisms prior to
Valla were those of Marsilius of Padua,
and Nicholas of Cusa.

2, There were some less important criticisms
of the donation made af ter Valla too.

IV. The Discourse of Valla on the Donation of Constantine
is one of his most significant works,

Ae. His treatment of the donation is a marveldus
produet of original research.

l. He shows that the Donation of Constantine
is false from external considerations.

2. He shows that the work does not agree
internally.

3. His method of word study is & very im~
portant contribution.

B. His treatment is sharp, keen and humorous and
filled with many examples of Seripture and
literature.

C. The main point of the treatise is that the
temperal power of the pope is bad and that
it should be abandoned and that the donation
is a forgerye.

l. Valle contended for the separation of
church and state,

2, He also believed that man had a right
to rebel against tyranny and slavery.

Concluding HRemarks.

The life and works of Laurentius Valla are worth
studying. We see a powerful man at work, gifted in every
way. It is true he has many bad qualities, but his good
qualities have been used to make lasting contributions to
an uncritical age.



INTRODUC TION

In the passing parade of history, one can see
the ceaseless march of personalities, both great and sm=zll
-- great men whose dominant energies have socared above the
common lot of mankind and who by their stupendous power
and gifts have turned the tide of human thought and action.
Such men as Alexander The Great, Hohammed, Luther and Napo-
leon have left their mark upon the lives of their fellowmen
and have influenced and changed the history of succeeding
generations. As one looks upon their achievements, one
feels quite in agreement with Carlyle's much decried theses
that history is largely affected by the influence of great
personalities upon iheir contemporaries.

But history also records the achievements of lesser
men.... men who are significant because they too have made
specific discoveries and thereby have contributed to the
overall general advance of mankind. The work of such
lesser men are indicative of certain general trends of
human action each of which when viewed in the perspective
of history, marks a progressive advance in the history of
the world ... man gradually heading for some epochal change.
Such changes do not come overnight, but develop in the
hearts and minds of every spirit in each generation until
they have coalesced in more or less set patterns. They ac-

cunulate power and strength and soon by sheer momentum swep
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away the older institutions or ideas and bring to the fore
their own new ones. Thus a change is effected in human
history.

Laurentius Valla was such a lesser character. His
influence upon history was considerably less than that made
by the great beacon lights of history. Yet he was a part
of a trend that led and paved the way for greater events.

He received the pralse and censure of great men of his own
time and later days. Both Luther and Erasmus thought very
highly of Valla. Luther, though with an imperfect under-
standing of the man, calls him " ein gelehrter trefflicher
Mann." i Erasmus wrote of Valla as a man,of great ability;z.
"Valla, a man ﬁho with so much energy,zeal and labor,
refuted the stupidities of the barbarians, saved half-
buried letters from extinction, restored Italy to her
ancient splendor of eloquence, and forced even the
learned to express themselves henceforth with more
circumspection.”
Later historians have said good things about him. Hulme
calls him, "one of the greatest historians of the entire
- Hyma says that Valla is sometimes called "the in-
carnation of the spirit of humanism."4' Coleman, a man who
has written an interesting study of Valla and his treatise
The Donation of Constantine, says that he was "the.greatist

5.
of professiocnal Italian humanists." Schaf{ speaks of him

l. Dr. Kartin Luthers Saemmtliche Schriften, (St.Louis Ed.),
Vol.16, para.205l.

2, Christopher B. Coleman, The Treatise of Iorenzo Valldon
the Donation of Constantine, p. 3.

3. Edward Maslin Hulme, The Renaisgagce the Protestant
Revolution and the Catholic Reformation, p.l<9.

4. Albert Hyma, The Youth of Erasmus, p.44.

5. -Ol. cit.. p.l.
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as a "born critic" and as "one of the earliest pioneers of
6.
the right of private judgment." But not all speak well of

him. Cardinal Bellarmin thigks of Valla as "einen Vorlacufer
der lutherischen Ketzerei.” Consistent with that Catholie

expression, we find that Laurentius Valla earned the dis-
tinction of having his name placed on the Catholic Index of
Venice of 1554, s so that all of his works are banned from
the Cathollc eye. Valla musit have done something to esarn
both such praise and blame by men of history. However,all
men of mark receive honor and glory as well as blame and
ridicule. Each critic in turn describes the man from his
particular point of view... 'tendenz history,' .. which
sometimes makes it difficult to arrive at a clear picture
of an individual's real person and character. The material
on Valla which is at our disposal is limited, far too
limited to discover that clear picture of the man we would
like to have. Generally, historians refer to Laurentius
Valla, or Lorenzo Valla, or Jjust plain Laurentius with a
line or two and then dismiss his real significance. Quite
evidently there is more to the man Veslla, than a mere sen-
tence of praise or condemnation. He must have done some-
thing to earn for himseif the title as Lhe greatest critic

of his age, as a forerunner of the Lutheran ‘heresy', as

the first scientific critical historian. He was nct just

6. pavid S. Schaff, History of the Christian Churqh, Vol. 5.
p.595.
7. H.C.G.Paulus, Aufklaerende Beitraege zu Dogmen-Kirchen

und Rel ons Geschichte, p.3195.
8. George H. Putnam, The Censorship of the Church of Rome,
Vol.I, p.160.
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an ordinary person, if he received the praise of a Luther

and en Erasmus. This readily becomes apparent, even inspite
of the limited character of this study, when we look into

the writings of his contenporaries and into his own writings
and there find revealed a picture of his fame. The treatise
of Valla on the Donation of Constantine is perhaps his great-
est single acnievement and it gives one a better understand-
ing of his greai courage, of his marvelous ability and of his
personality and character. The presentation of these impress-

ions is the subject matier of this investigation.



PART I.

THE TIMES OF
LAURENTIUS VALLA

In the discovery of the man Laurentius Valla, one
must picture him as a product of his time, as a man who was
what he was, because he lived when he lived.

It was during Valla's time that man was gradually
lifting himself from the darkness of the medieval night.lMan was
learning how to discard the age-old medieval cowl and to peer
into the beauty of the world beyond. The church was the dom=-
inant institution of that day and it controlled the lives and
minds of the people. Wlen were born into the church, they did
not just Jjoin a church. From the cradle to the grave, the
church regulated the lives of men. Even after death, the in-
fluence of the church continued.

Yet the church had become arrogant, proud, boastful;
its leadership was corrupt, its life was spiritually nil, and
its morale was very low. The church needed reform. It needed
a change. Many men urged the reform of the church. Charges
against the immorality of the clergy, the ignorance of the
priests, the greediness of the bishops, and the political
intrigues of wily cardinals were made again and again. The
Babylonian Captivity of the Church (1305-1376) and the Great
Schism (1378-1417), the former in which the papacy became a
tool of France, and the latter in which several popes em-

barrassed each other by claiming the divine supremacy, tre-
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mendously weakened the prestige of the papacy. The at-
tackers were directed not only for reform but also against
the papacy itself. The reform councils, Pisa, (1409), Con~-
stance, (1414-1418), and Basel (1431-1449), all urged re-
form and legislated against the papacy, but to no avail.

It was an evil age for the papacy. There were‘nany
who were discontented with the position of the church. len
started to write against the papacy. Dante, who by no means
loved the unchurchly condition of the papacy, protested in
his De lonarchia, that the Pope and the State should be sep-
arated, for the Pope, he contended, had only spiritual power,
and the State received its authority directly ffom God, not
from the Pope. Marsilius of Padua, believed that the papacy
is the spiritual power confirmed by the church and that the
council is superior to the Fope. He promoted the idea of-
the sovereignty of the people and applied it to the church.g.
William Occem ( 1280-1349), said the Pope was unnecessary,
and that he was not infallible, because the Bible alone is
infallible and the only source and norm of human conduct.
Occam also taught that the state is independent of the
church which is really subordinate to the state. Wyclif be-
lieved the spiritual power of the Pope in terms of service,
which he kept only as he renders service. These opinions
spread, but actually did little more than effect a prepara-

tion for what was to come. The papal machinery was still

too strong. Suppression by excommunication and interdict

9. Cf.Ephraim Emerton,"The Defensor Pacls of Marsiglio of
Padua,a Critical study,"Harvard Theological Studies VIII.
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were still formidable weapons, But nevertheless, it is sig-
nificant that the papacy itself was more and more on the de-
fensive.

In every land the voices crying for reform increased.
Gerson of the University of Paris, Henry of Langenstein, The=-
odore of Niem, Nicholas of Cusa, Meister Eckhart and John
Tauler of Germany, Girolamo Savoe;ola of Italy, Wyeclif of
England, Hus of Bohemia, Gerhard Groot's Brethren of Common
life in the Netherlands, all of them urged reform. This is
indicativé of the unrest, the ferment, the struggle through
which the Church was passing. Truly,the Church was warring
within itself. No longer was the essential medieval unity

so apparent. The papecy was losing its hold in the affairs

of men.

If the church was at war with itself, it is rea-
sonable that its hold on the nations was also weakened. This
nistory also bears out.

It was a time in which nationalism was gradually
developing among the peoples. len were becoming more and
more conscious of their national aspirations. At this
time too England was an enemy of Rome. The English peoples
had long waged war with the papacy by her antl-papal legis-
lation; the Statutes of VWinchester, the Constitutions of
Clarendon, the Acts of Provisors, Praemunire were directed
against the Roman scourge. The pope countered with the ex-

10, ¢f. Lars P, Qualben, A History of the Christian Church,
PP. 186-2Q2,

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRAR?
CONCORDIA SEMINARY
ST, LOUIS, MO,
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communication and interdict decrees, when he felt his power
and prestige threatened and he soon won his way. But it was
not always so. Boniface VIII interfered in the war between
France and England demanding that the respective kings,Philip
the Fair of France and Edward I of England, refrain from tax-
ing the clergy for their military purposes. His bull Clericis
Laicos was ignored by these kings. The French king prohibit-
ed the flow of money from France into the papal coffers.Later
he seized and imprisoned Boniface in the presence of the long
dreaded interdict. Now for seventy years, the papacy shame-
fully was compelled to serve French interests. This time no
king went to Canossa, rather the process was reversed and
the Pope now humiliatingly made that journey.

In Bohemia,likewise, we find that anti-Catholics
were welcomed. Nationalistic fervor against the infiltrat-
ing Germans who had high positions in the Chwurch. The Huss=
ite movement was marching also against the papacy. Albi-
genses, Waldensians and others were also welcomed. Huss was
the leader of the Bohemian nationalist movement which now
waged a bitter war against the papacy. But he was defeated;
here the papacy won an early victory and was destined to
fight many more, because Huss' l1deas and thoughts, already
brought from England spread far and wide. Thus the pope was
at war with the nations.

All this is indicative of the political, economic,
and religious unrest of the time in which Valla lived. Clearly

some great change was soon to be effected in the affairs of men.
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Some great reform was desperately needed for an ailing church.
Something new was on the way. It is interesting to note the
spirit and the difficulties of achleving e reform of the church

as we find it advocated at the Council of Constance: It is given

in the form of a recipe:

"Recipe for the stomach of St. Peter and total healing
of the same, issued at the council of Constance, Take
twenty~four eardinals, one hundred archbishops and pre-
latea, the same number from each nation, and as many
curials,as you can get. Immerse in Rhine water and
keep submerged there for three days. It will be good
for St. Peter's stomach and for the cure of all his
diseases,”

Evenibo great difficulties were in the way, the reform move-
ment would reach its goal after the time of Valla.

Turning aside from the problems of the church in the
time of Valla, we enter another spirited movement of the day.
This is the beginning of secularization or the discovery of

man, or better known as the humanist movement. Humanism is

defined as ccnsisting,

"in a new and vital perception of the dignity of man as
a rational belng apart from theological determinations,
and in the further perception that classic literature
alone displayed human nature in the plenitude of in-
tellectual and moral freedom. It was partly a reaction
against eccleslastical despotism, partly an altempt to
find the peint of unity for all that had been thought
and done by man, within the mind restored to conscious-
ness of its own sovereign faculty."

L

Hyma expressed it somewhat differently,

"The humanists stressed what contemporaries called humanitas,
or humanity -- something neglected and even despised by

11, Louis R. Loomis,"Nationality at the Council of Constance,"

The American Historical Review,XLIV (April, 1939) p.527.
12, John Addington Symonds, Renalssance in Italy,Vol.I.,p.362.
13, _020 c_’-lo. pollo




the medieval ecribzs, The humanists taught that man has
a perfect right to enjoy himself in this world, that
human nature is not fundamentelly bad and that human
beings have great innate power, for which reason they
need not to be self-depreclating. They exal ted human
nature, but were less interested in pure theolcgy."

Thus humenism embcdied an interest in the things of thies world,

in literature and art, and in the expression of what is within
man,

This interest of man in human achievement did not
suddenly appear on the pages of hisiory. It developed only
gradually. After the Crusades, men returned from their ad-
venture refreshed by their contact with new ideas. lian had
seen another culture and it impressed him deeply. These
crusaders thus brought with them influences which gave shape
to the new ideas of man. Interest in the idea of medieval
unity began to wane, while a feeling of emancipaiicn waxed
strcnger and stronger. Man felt that there was something
good in whet these other peoples had, something thet his
own civilization missed, and he did all he could to en-
courage the spread of new ideas. Thus the results of the
Crusades were menifold and tremendous as far as the cul-
tural advance of mankind was concerned. New wealth from
the vast evonomic trad? and the rise of town alded the
process tremendously. e

with 4t all there was thus a movement away from

medievel ideals., Christian merchants haped to compete with

l4. See Henri Pirenne, Economic and Social History of Medieval
Europe, €sp. pp.s0-33,75, and 154.
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the merchents of Jewish and Moslem extraction. They found
this competition very keen. Their religious restrictions,
and the domination of the church hampered them. The church
was interested only in the things of the other world. Trade
and luxury, were they not a part of this world? There was
a conflict here. Merchant classes thus were clamoring for
freedom from the domination of the church., They wanted a
philosophy which would give them a new lease on life. This
philosophy of life they too found in their new contacts, In-
terest in the ancient writers of Greece developed. Here they
thought they would see the means of expressing their entire.
human personality. The ancients were not entirely forgotten
by the medieval peoples. Hany classic quotations were found
in the writings of the scholastics. These excerpts were in-
teresting and soon were investigated in the original sources.
Search for libraries and manuscripts soon occupied the ancient
students., Libraries and manuscripts written in Greek and
Hebrew, of course,had to be understood. So they learned these
languages., With all this came new ideas. The Italian humanist
movement was thus inaugurated. So the interest in man came
into Dbeing. g

There are three stages in the history of scholarship
during the Renaissance. Symonds -aya:16.

"The first is the age of passionate desire: Petrarch
poring over a Homer he could not understand, and Boe-
caccico in his maturity learning Greek in order that

15, E.C.Schwiebert, Reformation Lectures, pp.79ff.
16. Op . cit,, pp.lz, 3,14,

4
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he might drink from the well head of poetic inspiration,
are heroes of this period. They inspired the Italians
with a thirst for antique culture. Next comes the age

of acquisition and of libraries. Nicholas V. who founded
the Vatican library in 1453. Cosmo De'liedici, who began
the Medicean Collection a little earlier and Poggio Brao-
ciolind, who ransacked all the cities and convents of
Europe for Manuscripts together with the teachers of
Greek who in the first half of the fifteenth century es-
caped from Constantinople with precious freights of
classic literature, are heroes of this second period.It
was an age of accumulatlon. of uncritical and indiscrim-
inate enthusiasm." ... Criticism was to follow... "Then
came the third age of scholarship -—— the age of the
eritics, phil gors and printers. What had been collected
by Poggio and Aurispa had now to be explained by Ficiano,
Polizano, and Eraspus." — "The third age reached its
climax in Eresmus: by this time the Italian learning has
spread to northern nations, Intellectual liberty had
now made a beginning."

The results of the humanist interests were tremendous.
Man's interests broadened. Travel, art and literature were ap-
preciated and enjoyed. In the arts the classical ideals were
lauded and pralised. Reason of man was lifted up. Man looked
at himself and found that his judgment could evaluate good and
great things without the supervision of the church. The in-
tellectual narrowed interests of the Middle Ages were thus
cast aside.

wWith the advent of many books and manuscripts came
the study of Greek. This was of great importance, particularly
when we think of Valla's position as a critic. The study of
Greek implied the birth of eriticism. Men could compare what
the scholaastics had sald about the Greek writers. They could
think beyond the scholastic art of ancient gquotation and in-
vestigate the meanings of the ancients themselves. All the

writings of the ancients, known to the Medieval mind now came
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under the scrutiny of the Greek Scholars. The germs of & new
age of sclence, were suggested by this research. That was the
beginning of the art of eriticism.

But humanisn could not rid the church of its apparent
evils, In fact humaniam became Just as wicked as the papacy
itself. Han's reason was carried logically along the lines of
freedom until it passed the bounds of common morality. It
becamo recklessly immoral, The students of ancient lore and
literature familiarized themselves with the pagans, corrupt
and unchristian as they were. They followed the classic ideal.
So they too imbibed too deeply of the spirit of the classie
age, taking not only their style and their philosophy, but
elso their libertine morality. The church did not particularly
disapprove of their immoral writings, unless they became so
indecent, as e.g. Hermaphroditus by Beccadelll against which
there was only a mild reaction. However, generally speaking
the church smiled upon these immoral productions, happy that
its own so-called orthodoxy was not tainted by any serious
doctrinal disputations. Even the papacy itself became so
very characteristically humanistic. It was Julius II, who
said, "If we are not ourselves pious, why should we prevent
others from being so?" Leo X characteristic motto seems to
be rooted in the enjoyment of this life, he sald, '%:t us
enjoy the Papacy now that God has given it to us."

Humanism was therefore not a reliable reforming agency.

17. Symonds, Op, c¢it., p.338.
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Nor did the church have a beneficial effect in its fellowship
with humanisa upon its morality. The church used the humanists
as secretaries, authors of its state papers and in many other
duties. As a result of this fellowship neither was the church
cleansed of its evils nor was it brought to a knowledge of iis
sins by the flagrant examples of debased scholars. The church
thus cared little for its morality, it was interestsd only
in its ability.

So humanism interested in the things of this worild,
brought men from the darkness of the middle ages to the lamp
of learning and then into the laxity of immorality. It brought
many new meanuscripts to light, It furthered the study of ancient
languages, led to the development of printing, after which its
researches and art could be spread over the face ef the earth.
But it did not change the moral condition. It did pave the way
for reform by producing men like Valla, whose gifts and dis-

coveries were known and used by the Great Reformer.
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PART 1II.
A BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH
OF LAURENTIUS VALLA

Laurentius Valla was born in 1406 in Piacenza,Italy,
where his father was a lawyer. In Rome Valla received the
very best instruction that was known in that day. Great
humanists as Leonardo Bruni tutored him in Latin, while Gio~-
vanni Aurispa and Rinucei initiated him into Greek. Valla
was nursed by the very highest and great literary minds and
scholars of his day. He tried to get a position as a papal
secretary but did not succeed and so left Rome. It is said
that Valla mocked the Cardinals with fierce invectives which
contributed no little to his failure of securing the position.
While yet in Rome Valla wrote a comparison between Cicero and
Quintilian ( Vergleiche zwischen Cicero und Quintilianus).
This already showed the whole spirit of Valles. As =
severe critic he attacks Cicero &s a stylist and writer.

On the other hand, he extols the stule and talents of Quin-
tilian, whom he deeply admired. A;ialways Valla brings many

exemples to prove his contentions., The work causednc little

18. The material for the life of Valla was very difficult to
find., The best biography, according to Coleman is that of G.
Mancini, an Italian work, published in Florence in 1891. There
is no satisfactory account in English, Other biographies are:
Je Vahlen, Vienna, 1864, Berlin 1870; J. Clausen, Copenhagen,
1861; M. von Wolff, Leipsic 1893; L.V.Schwahn, Berlin,1896.
C.C.Zampt in Zeitschrift fuer Geschichtswissenshaft,Iv,397ff;
A. Gaspary, Geshichte der italienischen Litteratur,Vol.II,
Strasburg, 1888; and Georg Voigt, Die Wiederbelebung des
classischen Altertums, Vol. I, Berlin, 1893, pp.460-480. This
Tast account forms the basis of the material of tne life of
Valla, as used in this thesis.




- 16 =
gtir in Rome. His good friend Beccadelll tried to smooth
over his almost blasphemous contention against Cicero by
peinting ocut that it was a ‘prelude to a greater work,' and
that its purpose was te practice and awaken certain people
and that Valls really esteemed Cicero very highly after z2ll.
llany attacks were launched against Valla because of this
work., Already et this time Poggio guarreled with him.

But Vaella did not stop with his war on Cicero,even-
tho all Rome might go against him. He continued with his
criticisms. Priscianus, he said, knew no grammar, Aristotle
no dialectic and that Pindarus Thebanus was better than
Vergil. Boethius, the father of scholastics and Jerome also
were not spared in his attacks. Even Christ was criticigzed.
He thought little of the eloquence of the ancients and no-
thing at all of the newer spirits of his time. Today we
might call Valla a "debunker." ;

During his professorship with the University of
Pavia(1431) he produced his second great work, De Voluptate.
He reworked this two years later and renamed it De Vero Bono.

19.
This work consists of three books. Hyma describes the work

as follows:

“the first half of the first book contains a speech by

a stolc philosopher; the second half of the first book
and the whole of the second book present the views of

an epicurean philosopher; and the third book gives the
opinions of a Christian philosopher. Each in turn de-
fends his own ideals, but when the third speaker has
finished, the other two congratulate him, and it appears
as if he has won. Nevertheless, Valla does not repudiate

19. -920 cit.. pp.41—420
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the scandalous suggesilons of the eplourean philosopher.
So the question has often been raised: How could a man
like Valla present systems of thought which were dia-
metrically opposed to each other, and yet were approved
by him? The answer lies no doubt in the pesculliar com-
bination of the formal acceptance of the Roman Catholie
creed and the views of pagan philosoghers. Italy had
8o long been Christian that even the most flippant
scholars on this peninsula scercely dreamed of reject-
ing the doctrines of their church. Valla was irreligious
mosat of the time, but e thousand years of hkabit on the
part of his ancestors had left an indelible impress on
his miand which would occaslonally ezsert its rights.
Hence it became possible for him and his friends to ad-
mire doctrines which were the opposite of those taught
by their own church."

While he was at Pavia, Valla alsc attacked the
formal discipline of philosophy and logic. He wrote a
work celled Dialectic Disputations. Although he does not

attack Aristotle diredtly in this work, he nevertheless
does ridicule the modern philosophers of his time, who
considered Aristotle the last word on philosophy. He tries
to show that the great dislecticians did not undersiand
language and that they were sophists who were most unclear
in their thinking and writing. He tries to show how simple
philosophy becomes,if only the rules of rhetoric are properly
agpiied. This work was not a positive contribution to philo-zo.
sophy, but rather aided in the destruction of Scholasticism.
One of the greatest works of Valla was his De
Elegantia Linguae Latinae. Valla began his work on this
masterpiece in 1435 and in 1444 Aurispa had 1t published.

This was a mistake on the part of Aurispa, for the work

20. The Catholie Encyclopedia,V,0.2857.
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caused a disturbance in Roman literary circles. Valla was
in the midst of many controversies which certainly did not
help him in his attempt to redeem himself in the eyes of the
Pope Eugenius IV. But nevertheless it was a great work. Valla
attempted to give elogquence & new scientific foundation. He
laments that no one for centuries was able to write Latin. At
his time, Valla contended, only bﬁrbaric Latin was known and
written., This was a great insult for the literary figures of
that day and naturally would arouse their anger against Valla,
In many ways he thought highly of the old grammarians as
Ponatus, Servius, Priscianus, but he still believed that he
knew more than they did. 1In his opinion writers as Paplas,
Isidorus, Hugutio were worthless and made their students
even worse. Inspite of its poor recognition by the writers
of his day, it was nevertheless an excellent attempt to
deal with gremmar in a scientific spirit, which made him
also superior to men like Poggio who were merely literary
Latldyite

We have a remarkable insight into his critical
ability and his character in the words of his attack
again;t the legal minds at the university of Pavia. He

said:

" mong the Jjurists at the present time there is not

a single one who is not contemptible and ludicrous.

They have been so poorly trained in every field of
knowledge ..... particularly in rhetoric, that I

am sorry for civil law because of these commentators.

It would have been much better if it hadnever been
written, since it is being interpreted by these beasts.”

21. M. Creighton, A History of the Papacy, -+ IIXI. p.170,
22 , Hyma, op. cit., p.4l.
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The lawyers were very angry at this outburst — so angry
that they could have torn him apart in the streets. Valla
also boasted that he had read the writings of the law and
that he was acquainted with its peculiarities too. Valla's

tactics were sharp and to the point and it is not at all
surprising that he had so many enemies,

It was at this time, too,that according to his
enemies, he had forged a will and was ordered to publie
penance by the Bishop. But this is just a story spread by
his enemies and it 1s not known whether it actually happened
or not.zs.

In view of his many verbal outbursts, Valla did
not last long at Pavia. So he left the unhealthy atmosphere
of the university and wandered about in Milan, GenGA, Ferrara
and Mantua, without a real home.

Jomewhat later however,he found a home at the court
of Alfonso, king of Naples, who gave him employment. This
court at Naples was noted for its immorgifties and frivolities
from which Valla was not entirely free. But his associations
and work with the king were particularly fruitful from a
literary point of view. It gave Valla an opportunity to
study and write. His duties were simple. As a learned man
and a scholar he read and wrote for the king. He discussed
his readings and its problems with the king. ile thus had
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 Erﬁyclofedia, XV, ps257.
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political significence. Alfonso had an imperfect title to
his throne. He had claimed the crown of Naples in 1435, on
the death of Giovanna II, since he was the supposed adopted
heir. The pope Eugenius IV cleimed it as a papal fief through
his'. Cardinal Vitelleschi?s Alfonso was captured by the
Genoese Fleet, who were watching their interests off the is-
land of Ponza., Filippo liaria Viscounti held Alfonso prisoner
for a while in Milan. It was then that Alfonso allied himself
with Filippo and thus gdi control of Naples. The Pope,headed
the league with Florence, Venice and Genoa, which had re-
volted from Milan and continue& to fight against Alfonso.ze.
In his fight with the Pope, Alfonso supported the Council of
Basle which opposed FEugenius and set up Felix V. The Pope
claimed Jjurisdicticn over and above the claims of Alfonso.
Valla became deeply interested in the question of the Dona=-
tion of Constantine in which the Pope received lands and
power from Constantine the Great. He thought deeply about
this question. His attention was arrested when he viewed
the many intrigues of the Papacy and the frightful condition
of Italy. The work of Nicholas of Cusa brought to him an

even greater certainty that the claims of Rome were false.

S0 he wrote his famous De falso credita et ementita Constan-

tini Donatione Declamatioc in the year 1440, six years after

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

25, Valla mentions Vitelleschil in his treatise on the Donation
of Constantine, as a " monster of depravity." p.l63.

26. Christopher B. Coleman,"Constantine the Great and Christianity,"
Columbia University Studies in History,Economics and Public
an, VOI. IX. no.l-. P 194.




e 3l =
This pamphlet proclaimed war to the death between the Pope
and Valla, The treatise excited a real storm and for a short
while, he had to flee. He went to Barcelona where he stayed
for a short time, until he was sure again of Alfonso's pro-
tection, His writing on the Donation takes on political
significance. It was propaganda par excellence... propaganda
eventhofﬁaa the truth. It was meant as an attack on the
temporal claims of the papacy. From now on Valla was in real
trouble.

: As before he criticized the lawyers, so he now
at{acka theologians with relentless fury. He got into a
quarrel with the Bishop of Urgel and ahoweﬁ that the letter
of Christ to Abgar from Edesse, announced to the world by

the historian Lusebius, was a curious interpolation. He

then wrote his De liberp arbitrio in which he says that

the foreknowledge of God is not incompatible with free will,
and maintains that our intellect is unable to comprehend
this truth. His teaching was in direct oppgsition to the
doectrine of Boethius which the church held. )

His next attacks were directed against the
monastic orders and the clergy in his De Professicne

Religiosorum (1442), This work weas written in dialogue and

follows this situation; Valla meets 2 number of learned
brethren and friends on the market-place., Here, near the
church they discuss the knowledge of a consplracy against

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

27. Catholic Encyclopedia, xv,p.2s8.
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that the eclergy probadly has iits part in the conspiraey
since it alweye meddles in politics. The monk angered,
defends the clergy. Vhen asked why they have sg maay
privileges, the monk ennounces that they come from Ged.
£ lively diecuzsign ensuss. Valla iz asked to defend the
8.
laity. He asays,
"You clericals act from compulsion, we from free will,
You keep the fear of God, we the love of God. You
would never have taken the wvows if it had not been
out of fear of damnation., That is the reason why the
worst people, who despair of finding another occupation,
come to you. One may truly neme monasteries asylums
in which outcasts seek shelter, such as bankrupts,slaves,
criminals, wretches =— in short, all those who have
nothing to lose and much to gain .... However, I shall
attack you no further lest it seem as if I were hostile
to you. I will rather admit that the monks have much
in their favor. It is they who in a certain sense
support the Church; they preacdh to the people, they
give alms; they sponsor the holy ceremonies of the
Church; and they endeavor to write edifying and il-
luninating books."

Valla had many enemies as a result of his critical
attitude. For a long while he was left alone by the monks
and clergy. However, after Eugenius IV was successful in
returning to Rome in 1443, when he made an agreement with
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 Bitonto preached in Naples.
At this time Valla got into a dispute with this learned
brother concerning the authenticity of the Apostles' Creed.
Valla visited the services of this preacher and learned that

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

28. I{yma, 2:,-1. Oit., ppo42-430
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themselves., Valla then later went to visit him, in an
effort to learn the real proof of this teaching. The dis-
pute which resulted was a big one. Valla mocked the great
Bonaventura, the patron salnt of the order to which Antonio
belonged and he likened hnim to a gladlator. Antonio conspired
with his fellow monks how to punish Valla., Every day they
preached against Valla, hoping to arouse the sympathies of

a mob. Alfonso finally stopped this. 3But Valla was still
unsatisfied. He wanted to debate the issue. He invited
important officlals io the debate. However the King feared
a disturbance and so wished ihe date of the debate changed.
Valla already consldered this a sign of victory and wrote

a distichon proclaiming himself as the victor. His enemies
became very angry how. They wanted nim condemned as a here-
tic. So they organized ihemselves wilh the ald of the Bish-
op of Fozzuoli of the Franciscan order., They demanded that
Valla appear before them. This order was obtalned thraugh
tiie vicar of the arcanblshop, lho-hlmselt was absent. So
under the pretense that a debate was Lo be hLeld he appeared
before these monks. His adversaries nad already gathered
statements from nis theses for the debate which they in-
tended as a proof that he denied the decrees of the church
and the fathers. However their findings were most pecullar.
They intentionally left out the most pertinent writing of
Valla, his treatise on the Donation of Constantine. This
document wiiich denies the temporal power of the Pope, might

have been the most powerful evidence that they could bring
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against Valla., But this they avolded. Furthermore, their
statements against Valla were most faultily divided. They
placed philosophical and grammatical questions under a
theological heading. They accused him of condemning the
authorities on grammar ahd philosophy. As a whole their
accusations sihhowed tneir ignorance as well as betraying
their jealousy of Valla's talentas. When Valla came to the
disputation, he was surprised to find an inquisitorial
court, He was asked how he felt concerning ithe origin of
the Apositles' creed. Valla answered that the Synod of
Nicea, not the Apostles gave the creed its birth. Tae
inquisitors told him that such an opinion was heretical.
He was asked to admit his mistake. Valla then mildly
confessed that he believed as the church believed on the
guesgtion. When they attacked his dialectics, ne answered
with biting sarcasm, that the hliother cuurch knew notining
of argumentation, but that even here he felt as the Nother
Churcihs As he pondered upon the arrogance of the court,
he thought of his protection by King Alfonso and he be-
haved accordingly. He soon left the court, as a declared
heretic, bui found refuge in the King's words. Alfonso
saw immediately that jealousy was al the bottom oi the
trial of Valla and he severely rebuked them and forbade
any abusive action against his secretary. Balla the
grammarlian, had defeated the theologians and another tradi-
tion was broken.

Valla now set to work on the New Testament. He
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used his learned philological background in an effort to
correct the Vulgate of its many mistakes, which he did by
comparison with the Greek New Testament. Again this was
a slanderous action against Jerome, the official translation
of the church. liuch of his New Testament research is em-
bodied in his Annotations on the New Testament. So Valla
used his critical attitude to good advantage.

Valla was not always antagonistic, There came a
time when he wanted to visit his friends in Rome, but the
hate and fear of 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 his church in the future., He
also asked the Pope for special protection to visit Rome.
We do not actually know if he received that protection, but
at any rate he did go to Rome. Again his enemies the monks
plotted against him. They c¢ould not forgive him for his
brilliant victory over them at Naples., They brought their
accusations to the Pope, saying that Valla had written
against Eugenius to the council of Basle in behalf of king
Alfonso. Valla did not wait very long and escaped before
the inquisition could get its mighty machine rolling. From
Ostia, his place of hiding he wrote his Apologia ad Eugenio
1V, in which he accused himself of many faults and he pro-
mised amendment. But Valla did not succeed in gaining Eugene's
favor. He remained in disgrace until the rFope's death in 1447.

Valla fought many verbal battles with Pogglo, Bec-



cadelli, George Trapezuntius, and meny others. After his

wAS BLISH kD

As P
On the Elegance of the Latin Language in 1444, Valla was
particularly attacked. Pogglo was one of his foremost op-

ponents, This learned man never seemed to find names
hard enough which he might fling at Valla. All this did
Valla much harm when he attempted to mollify papal anger.
One occasion of his contest with Pogglo resulted when
Pogglio himself discovered a copy of his own epistles an-
notated by a Spanish nobleman who s a pupil of Laurentius
Valla. Foggio's Latin was not spared in the marginal lines
penned by the young student. Pogglo in all his fiery anger
concluded that the Master Valla and not the pupil had dic-
tated thenm, andzg? discharged his usual furious invective
against Valla. He warred with Beccadelli at the court
of Alfonso, because his monograph on the three philosophies
in De verc bono was unsatisfactory to Beccadelli., He
fought with Trapezuntios because he preferred Quintilian
and Trapezuntics liked Cicero better. In his debates and
arguments Valla never gave in, but contended for what he
thought was right,

Valla‘'s papal disfavor soon disappeared. Nicholas
V called the scholar to Rome in 1447. Certainly so great a
writer and critic could not be discarded, so the Fope at
first gave him a position as a scriptor and later on the
high honor of Apostolic Secretary. Callistus III also

29. Symonds, op. git., p. 439.
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honored him with the presentation of a canonry in St. John's
lateran, which he held for several years. For Pope Nicholas
Valla busied himself by translating Thucydides and did it so
well that the humanist Pope gave him five hundred ducats and
begged him to translate Herodotus too. Valla began the task
but he did not finish it, 1In 1450 he opened a school of e~
loquence in Rome, Just why Valla should have received all
these favors has never been actually explained according to
the Catholic Historian, Pastor. 5

During his stay in Rome, he seems to have tainted
his character again and again. He lived in the home of his
brother-in-law and here had a curious love-affair. His re-
latives accused him as being too qold to arouse the love of
women, and so was unfit for married life. Valla decided that
he would prove his ability. He seduced a servant of his
brother-in—law,_und became the father of three caildren 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 as these were spread far and
wide by his enemies. -

Pastor writes much about the lascivious character

of L. Valla. He belleves that his treatise De vero bono

has an epicurean pleasure theme. Valla, in his estimation,
was a man who believed that the individual may lawfully
indulge in all his immoral appetites. Adultery is the nat-

30. Ludwig Pastor, History of the Popes, Vol., II., p.333.
3l.Hyma, op. cit., p.44.
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ural order. Indeed all women ought to be common. Flato's
community is in accord with nature. Adultery and unchastity
are to be considered only when danger attends them otherwise
all sensual pleasure is good. "Continence is a erime against
'king; nature."™ Thus Pastor's opinion of Valla is none too
high.ue.

Valla's career was a turbulent one, We can see that
he was a born critic, a pioneer of the right of judgment. We
can see him as a man who thought little of morality. Anyone
who considers, "™ the virtue of virginity as a violence to
nature's law,"s?:. certainly does not belong in the group
of the morally clean. Nor does his controversy with Poggio
show any quality of virtuous regard of man, Nor was Valla's
character placed in a stronger light, when we notice him
beg for presents and places in terms of flattery. L These
factors do not picture Valla in a favorable light. Nor can
ﬁe go to the other extreme and say that Valla tried to
purify Caristianity, for his opinions and adverseness to
Christianity certainly appear far from the point of puri-
fying the Church. w But Valla's character must not be
evaluated because of these evil qualities, but rather in-
spite of them, All these traits of immorality, begging

for presents, flatterous compliments, fiery invective,

32. QQC1to’ VOIOI.. pp.ls"l?.
33. Symonds, op. eit., p. 447.
34 . &haff, _22. cit!’ p0610.
35. Hyma, Sp. CIEQ. p.44-
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legalistic fervor for pure Latinity, and sharp critical
attitudes were part of his humenistic development. It was
a8 part too of the spirit of that time. Certainly there were
qualities that were far more worthwhile in the Man Valla. His
tremendous courage, his depth of thought, his great ability,
his political sharpness, and his rebellious attitude toward
evil are traits which rate high in our estimation, One dare
not forget his great thirst for truth., It is this desire for
the iruth that led him to original sources, that made him
take nothing for granted. It was this drive in his person-
ality that directed him tc many new discoveries,all of which
were unpopular in his day, but which he anncunced to all the
world with great courage. Such factors of his personality
make one conscious of his real position.

liancini a recent blographer of Valla and the
36 .
greatest authority on his life's work writes,

"It was his misfortune to clash with Poggio who per-
secuted him without rest or surcease even beyond his
grave, He thus had against him Pogglo's followers,
and ell who wroie in sympathy with the Curia. What
availled it that he cultivated Christian principles
and served the truth? A father of modern eritiecism,
he exercised the thorny office, not for the sake of
bending it to his personal interests, but to elevate
humenity. In the process he did not always observe
the right measure in his own defense; he answered
with insult where he might have silenced the ad~
versary by compelling force and sharpness of de-
monstration, Hence, brillisnt emdodiment of the
Italian intellect though he was, he did not find

the recognition that was his due, in his own time;
though now there is justly conceded him a place
among the great ones whose achievements have richly
furthered human culture."

36, New Schaff-Herzog hncyeloLdia of Religious Knowledge,
VOIQXIT p.1370
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Valla made definite contributions to scholarship.
He did much to aid the formation of the =zclence of W.T,.
eriticism. Through his humanist appreoach he learned that
Seripture must be interpreted by the laws of grammer and
language. The proposition that St. Paul appeared to St.
Thomas Aquinas and complimented him by saying that no one
understocod his Eplstles so well, was cynically countered
with a question, why did Paul not show Thomas his pany mis-
takes? Valla was not in sympathy with Catholic legends and
disproved many of them. His criticisms of Augustine and the
Vulgate are based on his own private investigations. His

Annotations on the N.T. though not of great religious sig-

nificance recognizes the supreme importance of abandoning
erroneous rendering of translations and of discovering what
the Apostles and Evangelists actually wrote and taught. So
while he remained a humanist, be remained 1ntelléctua11y
honest., Valla‘'s work in the New Testament may give him the
honor of being one of the founders of textual crxticism.57.
Valla is important also because he influenced other
great men, Ve are told that no one humanist seems to have
made a&s great an impression upon the mind of Eraamus as
Valla, VWihenever he spoke highly of him, Erasmus thought
particularly of his scholarly techniques and skills which
he admired so much. o It actually seems that with Erasmus'

printing of Valla's Remarks on the New Testament in 1505

the actual biblical studies of this scholar begins. Somewhat

37. Frederic W, Farrar, History of Interpretation,pp.312-314.
38, Hyma, op.cit., p. 41.
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later Frasmus wrote and published Annotations on the New

Testament and elso his Paraphrases on the Whole llew Testament

except Revelaticn. These publications were very popular and
were also widely used and seems to have supplanted the scho-
lasticism of previcus ages by betier theological study. Thus
Erasmus in historiceal criticiam as epplied to 3eripture,

followed the methed of Leurentius Valla., Erasmus, it has
39.
been said, "laid the egg" and "™ Luther iatched 1t." This

work of Valla and Erasmus was of stupendous importance for

Luthert®s later work as the Reformer. All this work did have
I 400

& tremendous bearing on the Reformation. Reinhcld Sesberg
conments tihe following concerning this issue,

"In dle theologische Bewegung griffen endlich dis Re=-
naissance~ideen auch direkt ein, nachdem sie schon seit
langem durch dle veraenderte Lebensstimmung indirekt auch
das theclogische Denken beeinfluszt hatten ...... Die
Bewegung hat zunaechst den geistigen Horizont und das
historische Interesse erweitert und die Grundlagen der
historiscnen Kritik geschaffen. Man denke an die Nach-
weise des Laurentius Valla bezueglich der Uebersetzungs~-
fehler der Vulgata, der Unechtiheit der 3chriften des
Areopagliten,der nichtapostolischen Entstehung des Apos-
tolikums, der Faelschung der Donatio Constantini, wm
zu verstehen, wie tief dies alles in die Theologie elin-
griff. Hiermit verband sich der Rusckgang 2zu den Quel-
len des Urchristentums. Die alleinige Autoritaei der
Bibel hatten die praktischen Reformer sowle die nomina-
listischen Scholastiker im Prinzip klar herveorgehoben.
Der Humanismus nahm diese Tendenz auf und foerderte
ihre Durchfuehrung durch die Belebung der Sprach-
studien. Von hier aus konnte dann dle Xritik der iilsz-
braeuche und des Aberglaubens in der Kirche schaerfer
und klarer werden als bei den Nominalisten und Bibli-
zisten des 14, Jahrhunderts.”

41.
Jamee Mackinnon makes a similjar observatlion, he says,

" Tn their reaction from the scholastic theology, Luther

39. Milton s, Terry, Biblical Hermeneutics,pp.46-47,
40. Lehrbuch der Dogmengeschichte, Dritter Band, pp.636-637.

41, The Origins of the Reformation,p.414.




and his fellow-reformers were only continuing and
carrying further the anti-scholastic reaction led by

a Valla, a Crotus Rublianus, an Erasmus, and a Colet,
This reaction, combined with personsl religious ez~
perience, inevitably led to a re-evaluation of Christi-
anity, a transformation of the Church-—— its creed and
institutions — based on the liew Testament. It dis-
carded a one-sided theological and monastic view of
life for the larger humanist conception, the free
development of the individual, the free exercise of
the reason for the mediaeval system of nuthorih{.lt
evoked the critical spirit and threw the searchlight
of eriticism on institutions, systems, doctrines,
Vost important of all, it gave atgotent impulse to
the study of the Sriptures and the early Christian
writers in the original languages, the storical
origins of Christianity in contrast to its later
mediaevael developments. It applied the test of
historie eriticism to the papal claims and the
mediaeval dogmatic spirit.”®

That Luther was influenced by the work of Valla
ve can find in his own writings, lie thought very highly of
Valla's ability and of his achlevements, There are parti-
cularly two writings of Valla thet ~especially interested
Luther and evoked a positive response. These works are

De libero Arbitrio and the Donation of Constantine.

On the Frecdom of tike will Luther said,

"Laurentius Valla ist der beste Wal, den ich mein

Lebtage gesehen oder erfahren habe: De libero Arbitrio

bene disputat, quaerit eimpliclitatem in pletate, et

in literis simul, Erasmus eam tantum in literis

quaerit, pietatem ridet.”

liowever more important is Luther's relation with

Valla's treatise on the Yonation of Constantine. It was
through the works of Ulrich von Hutten that Luther received
the copy of Valla's work. Hutten had found a copy of the

Valla exposure at the house of Cochlaeus and resolved to

42, Luther's Saemmtliche Schriften, Vol. 22, para.39.




print the document. In the early part of the year 1519, this
work probably ceme off the press, tho the public did not re-
ceive it until the beginning of the year 1520. In the Leipsic
Debate Luther was led to do some reflective thinking on the
idea of the church. 4It was then that the edition of Hutten
3.
came into his hands. It 18 most interesting to note Luther's
comment about this pamphlet which 1s found in a letter to
his friend Spalatin, The le tter is dated February 24,1520.
44,
It reads,
"I have at hand Lorenzo Valla‘'s proof (edited by Hutten)
that the Donation of Constantine is a forgery. Good
heavens ! what darkness and wickedness is at Rome ! You
wonder at the Jjudgment of God that such unauthentie,
crass, impudent lies not only lived but prevailed for
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 of faith. I am
in such a passion that I scarcely doubt that the
Pope is the Antichrist expected by the world, so closely
do their acts, lives, sayings, and laws agree. But
more of this when I see you. If you have not seen
the book, I shall take care that you read it,"
This work must have had a tremendous effect upon Luther
at least if we can Jjudge from his first impression of the
work. Through the Treatise of Valla, Luther came to re-
cognize that the grants of Constantine were legends, lies
perhaps deliberate lies at that. These strong impressions
he again registers in his"Open Letter to the Christian
Nobility," in 1520, He says that the Romanists have built
three walls about themselves so that no one can reform them
and this has been the cause of the terrible corruption of

Christianity. One these walls was, " When pressed by the

43. Hajo Holborn, Ulrich Von Hutten and the German
Reformation, pp.8l and 142,
44, Preserved Smith,Life and letters of Martin Luther,p.73.
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temporal power they have made decrees and said that the

temporal power has no Jurisdiction over them, but on the
45.
other hand the spiritual power is above the temporal power."
46.
Again a little later on in the same work Luther says,

"It is also ridiculous and childish that the pope,
with such perveried and deluded reasoning, boasts

in his decretal Pastoralis, that he is rightful heir
to the Empire, in case of a vacancy. 7he has glven him
this right? Did Christ, when He said, 'The princes of
the Gentiles are lords, but ye shall not be szo? Did
St. Peter will 1t to him? It vexes me that we must
read and learn such shameless, gross,crazy lies in
the danon law, and must even hold them for Christian
doctrine, when they are devilish lies, Of the sanme
sort is also that unheard of lie about the ‘Donation
of Constantine.,' It must have been some special
plague of 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 that
I should think any drunken peasant could lie more
adroitly and skilfully.”

Thus the discovery of Valla's treatise of the forgery was
highly interesting to Luther., It made him think very
well of a man, " the like of whom," Luther thought, "neither
Italy nor the whole Church had produced in many oenturies.“47.
Valla's document influenced Luther as late as 1537,when he
saw fit to tlranslate the Donation of Constaztine and teo
comment on the significance of the forgery. =

But Luther alsoc learned much from the critical
approaches of Valla. Luther's back to the Scripture idea

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

45, A.J.Holman,Works of Martin Luther, Vel.II.p.65.

460 Ibido. Ppo 09- 10.

47, Luther's Saemmtliche Schrif ten, Vol.l5,para.l1350-1351,
48. Ibld.' Vol.lﬁ. pal‘l.2045-2065.
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textual study and the like, Thie Valla gave to Lrasmus,

who edited the lew Testament and so paved the way for

Luther to prepare e greet GCerman trenslation of the Bible,
Luther alsc must give credit to Valla for his

discovery of many historical facts as well as the historical

method., Luther, however dcecesz give him credit for these great

achievements. Of course, it may be sald that Luther d4id not

fully krnow the cheracter of this man, and therefore could

not velidly Jjudge Vella's real worti., If he had known what

Valla actuelly siocd for, perhaps then his opinion would

have been much different. However Luther evaluztes Valla

on the basis of his contributicons, which stand up despite

hie lax cheracter, and therefore is justified in a true

and correci evaluation of Valla's great abllity and re-

merkeble contributions.
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PART II1
A HISTORY OF THE
DONATION OF CONSTANTINE

The major work of Valla under our consideration

is his De Falso Credita et Ementita Constantini Donatione
Declamzatiog, or The Discourse of forenzo Valls on the For-
gery of the Alleged Donation of Constentine. However,before

we consider this treatise, it 1s necessary to investigate

briefly the development and rise of the Donation document.
The study of the background of the gift of Con-
stantine 1s an interesting chapter in the history of the
church, It takes us back to the early legends of divine
ald ecirculated at the time of the Great Emperor. We find
many versions of his conversion to Christianity in that
myth loving age. These legends play an important part
in the develcpment of the famous grant of Constantine.4g.
As we look back upon that remote age, we find
that Constantine even as a pagan was considered the re-
cipient of divine help of the heathen gods. In 310 Fu-
menius speaks of a close tie between Constantine and
Apollo. In 313 ancother orator mentions that Constantine
has access to the supreme divine wisdom, while other mortal s

are left to lesser gods. In 321 Nezarius of Rome says that

49. The major portion of the material in the history of the
Donation in this thesis is taken from Coleman,"Constantine The

Great and Christianity," of the Columbia University Studies in
History EFconomics and Public Law. Coleman's sources are wery
good, the best to be found and they contain the latest research
on the subject.




- 3=
heavenly warriors march for Constantine in his war with
Vaxentins. Of course celestial armies always were fighting
for Constantine, except that now for the first time they
are visible tc others.... at least such is the opinion of
the writers. There 1ls little doubt that men at this time
thought thet Castor and Pollux took part in the visible
battles of olde. A similar event occurred in Constantine's
campalgn against Liciniuwas. Now even a Christian writer,
Fusebius, "father of church history, speaks of divine aid
to Constantine. He writes that Constantine's men were
seen merching through cities at mid-day though not one
soldicr was present. He says thal this appecrance was
visible tihrough the zgency of a divine and superior power,
This Euseblan account was at leest 15 years later than
Nezarius®, Ve can net prove a cecnnection between these
twe, but we must say only that it is probable, that each
gave voice to the stories that were then currently popular,
llost grest events when told to cthers were associated with
some god or God, engels or demons. This was the cese when
repeated by Christiens or by pagans. Up tc the year 321
pagans extolled Constantine's victories te pagan gods. Be-
ginning with 312, Constantine began the use of Christlien
Symbols. llow efter 321, the Greaet Emperor became more and
more Christian in ideas and policy. liow it was the Christ-
fian God who vicioricusly fought for him. DBefore a battle

Constantine, as the ancient liomans would ask their pagan
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gods for omena, now petilioned the Christian God Zor victory.
After his prayer he would rush out of the battlefield taber-
nagle and command a speedy charge --- tLhat was a Constantine
batsle strategy. Thie marka lhe beglaning of Chrlstian legend
in tue life of Constantine.

There vwere alao nany legends of his miraculoua con-
version current at that Llme. Tae sarliest comes from Euse-
bius sho eulogizes Consiantine a great deal and makes nany
references to his continued supernatural revelstions. To one
of these revelalions Eusebius ascribes Constanilinet's conver-
sion. The lovers of pagen gods also azcribed the circunm=-
gtances of Constantine's firsl revelation to ils coanversien.
This gave pagan panegyrlisls their lasi chance to poriray
their gods as Conatantline's hnelpers, it gave the Christians
there first opportunity to piciure their God as tie cause
of the emperor's viciory. it was a narvelous setting for
his miraculous conversion. ELusebius says Luai lonstantine
saw Haxentius® tyrannical Roman rule and wanied ¢ over-
throw it, bui he saw ilaxentius® superiorily as to the power
of his army end his great magical enchantments,and at the
same time he remembered his Father®s successtful caupalgns
and aise his fervent prayeras for victory, uherefcors he de-
cided to honor his Father®s God. It was about ncon of that
day that Constantine saw a c¢ross with an insoripiion "Con-
quer by this.” His whole earmy saw this sight. In & dreem
he underatooé what was mecont. lie was te make model of the

sign and use it against higs enemies. So the next morning
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ha sommanded his crafismen Lo consbruct & sign of gold and
precious sicnes. Shoritly after Constantine decided to read
‘e inspired writingas. rPriests of Cod now Lecame his ad-
viesers. Thig seccounit of Euseblus in his Jifg of Congtantine
is a 1egand, in his Qhurch History ZEusebius wakes no meo-
tion of any converslion of Constantine. This latter work was
written by Fuseviue earllier then bis Lifs of Constaasine,
that 1s nearer ke Lime of Conatantine's campalgn sgainat
axentiuge. loreover there is no other account found in con-
temporary iliterature. There are many stories of ihe use of
the Chricilan monogrun, but ilhiere is no evidemnwe supporting
the claiw %hat i{ origiceted fros a mirasculeus visicn., Thus
the heasvenly vision is nowhere else mentioned execept by Eu-
sebius and he records it under circumetances Lhat moke it
highly improbable, speaking al least 24 yeurs afier lhe
event, Then tooc he writes about i% ia anociber section of
the Homam Ympire, as the Emperor told it to hkim. Even then
e was not very familiar wilh Lhe Zmperor, aaving seen aim
rereiy. 30 it is probable then thal he kpew litile adout
tiae wheole story. It ig also to be noied thaat he does nob
mention it in aa oraiion of preise io thne Zmperor Rimseil.
The accouat of EZusevius was continuslly wsed by the later
writers with some modification and remained popular aptii
Sylvester's legend came to prominence. Even after that it
again regained its popularity when the Sylvestrian legend

waeg discredited.
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There 1s another legend of the conversion of the
Emperor Constantine which attributes the change in his 1ife
to the influence of his mother Helena.

lany legends of Constantine's leprosy are also ex-
tant., These stories arose in the 5th and 6th century by men
who knew nothing of the historical facts of the case. The
oldest known account was found in a Syriac writing of James
of Sarug in Mesopotamia (452-521A.D.), a Monophysitic Bishop.
This account states that Constantine from his birth was af-
flicted with an incurable leprosy on his forehead and lips.
He sought for a cure and found none. Once he sent for the
Chaldeans of Babylon who advised that he bathe in the blood
of infants. The babies were collected, but the mothers and
a chief of slaves desired to avoid the slaughter of innocent
babes and so suggested that he be cured by baptism. An angel
appeared and gave power to the suggestion. Constantine then
went to a priest for baptism. First the Emperor was anointed
with 0il, a cleansing agent so that he would not pollute the
water. The leprosy fell from him. Then he went into the
water with the priest, but a flame burning above the water,
kept him from stepping further. The Emperor removed his
crown and the baptism continued. After his baptism he also
celebrated the Lord‘'s Supper. This account was probably
not original with James of Sarug, since it was found in one
of his homilies, but it must have been current in his time.

The Armenian version is also an important one, It
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was found in the history of Armenia under the neme of loses
of Chorene, and it dates around the 7th and 8th century. It
tells how Constantine, while a Caesar, turned defeat into =2
victory by placing & cross on his banners as he was advised
in & dream. Later through the advice of his wife Haximina,
he persecuted the Christians and as & punishment was smitten
a leper. It wes incurable. Priests asked him to bathe in
infent's blood, but from such an execution Constantine is
supposed to heve shuddered in horror. A dream tcld him to
be baptized by Sylvester, the Bishop of Rome which would
algse free him of his leprosy. Constantine is sald to have
done this and so was healed,

The difference hetween the legend by James of Sarug
and loses of Chorene is that the former only mentions Con-
stantine while the latter elso includes the name of the
priest Sylvester, the Bishop of Rome, who 1s supposed toc have
baptized him. This may be explained by the legendary com=-
pletion of detalls as the story develops from tongue to
tongue. The final date of the writing of llosea of Chorene's
history mekes it pogsible that the details to which he re-
ferred may have come from the Vita Sylvestri, or that they
came from Armenia and Syria and that through loses of
Chorene came into the Vita Sylvestri. But why was the bap-
tism located at Rome and the priest called Sylvester? It
was the purpose of the legend to place its origin at Rome

itself., Eusebius of Hicomedia, the man who actually did
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baptize Constantine, performed the rite at New Rome. In
the West this would mean Rome. Now there was a Fusebius
who was bishop at Rome during Constantine's time. So what
waes done was %o merely substitute the Roman Eusebius for
the Nicomedian Euseblus and all things were believed to
have been correct. But then it was realized that the bish-
opric of Eusebius came too early for Constantine, so they
used the neme of a successor of Eusebius, Sylvester,and so
his name then appeared in the legend. .(A legend of the
finding of the eross,in which Constantine is said to have
been insiructed and baptized by EFuseblus of Rome, is given
as a proof of the changing of the name from Eusebius to
Sylvester.) However, this document does not contzin a re-
cord of the Roman bgptism in its earliest form. The bap=-
tistry in the Lateran Church of Rome, which Constantine
erected 1s used to prove the Sylvestrian part of the legend,
but the identification of the place of the act came too
late. It would be absurd to identify the event of his
baptism in a bullding which was erected in gratitude for
a cure supposedly received in that baptism. Generally,
the identification of Constantine's baptism at Rome with
Sylvester as the presiding priest can best be explained
on the'coneideration that Rome was the ancient famous
capital of the world at that time and Sylvester was its
bishop. This legend was incorporated in the Vita Sylvestri.

50. The dates for the popes at the time of Constantine the
great are, Eusebius 310; Miltiades 311-314; Sylvester I
314~-335; See the List of Popes in Francis X,Seppelt,and
Clement Loeffler,A sShort History of the Popes,p.553.
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These eerly legends then developed into the Syl-
vester-Constantine legend, In its development we must make
& point of distinction between the legend itself and the
variant details of the different versions. The barest forms
and outlines of the legend prebably did not originate at
Rome, but were formed on the ocutskirts of the empire among
people who were familiar only with great names and events
of Roman nistory. It grew only very slowly in populerity.
The econfusion and scarcity of topographical references,
and the stress it lays upon the visgit and advice of a
certain Timotheus, show a foreign , possibly an eastern
sowrce, perhaps of Syriac and Armenlan origin. The earli-
est references to the legend to the books contalining it,
come to light in the time of Pope Symmachus (498-514).
Coleman says, "There is no record in writers, historiens,
poets, official documents, liturgies, or inscriptions of
any local Roman tradition connected with the legend until
the eighth century.” Even in Rome it was taken up very
slowly and then only when it was well known and aceepted
in other places. This too speaks against a Roman source
of the legend. Furthermore there 1s no trace of the
legend in extant documents or inseriptions up to the 1l0th
century. Howesver the legend of Constantine as a leper
and his cure was known in Rome already by the end of the
S5th century or even earlier. The legend and a book con-

taining it appeared in the forged documents of the Pope. ’

51. Op.citi, p.l1l65
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Symmachus® time. The false "Decretum Celasii P. de recipi-

9ndis et non recipliendis librls,’ says the Actg of Sylvester

ere read by many in Rome and in other plsces. It does not
condemn the practice of reading the Acts of Sylvester, The

false " Constitutiwn Silvestri briefly mentions the lepreosy

end the cure., Ancther false decunent the CGesta Iiberii alsoextant

eround the early part of the 6th cent. refers to an old

work wiich speaks of Censtantine's leprosy and the cure by
Sylvester, These references show that a2 book containlng the
Sylvester-Conastantine legend was extant, but ns author's mame
was asscelated with it, for its veraciiy seems Lo have been
guesticned and 1t alsc at the same time neesded apology.

It 1s very preobatle that towards the end of the
6Lth century some paplst lover touched up the legend,hoping
to use 1t for the primacy of the Roman docirine, Little is
made of 1t though at this time. At Gregory's( the Great)
tine we find 2 version with added detalls in a texi by
Mombritius, Here it is made to appear as having been itaken
from a collection of twenty books of the Actis by Eusebius
of Caesarea. This book of acts of mariyrs and bishops of
the principal sees contains the name of Sylvestier's mother,
his speech against the Jewish rabbis and a representation
of Constantine emphasizing the primacy of Rome. This

version spread in the East prebably before the 6th century,

where the Vite Sylvestri now became. popular and displaced

the originel Eastern form of the legend of Conatantine's

conversion.
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A curious passage in the letters of Gregory the Great
shows a certain Eulogius, patriarch of Constantinople who: a&sked
the pope of the West for a copy of the collection of the Acts
of martyrs and bishops written by Eusebius. Gregory seems to
have answered that he did not know whether they were collected
or not and that he had not been able to find in his archives
at Rome anything except a few scattered Acts in one manuscript
volume, However, as soon as he would find the copy, he would
sent it. This is interpreted that the Vita Sylvestri was
worked - over in the interest of the primacy of the bishop
of Rome and validated by a preface claiming Eusebian author-
ship. Eulogius had found it and read it. He put Rome on
the spot when he wrote for the colledtion of these Acts of
Eusebius in which the Vita Sylvestri claimed to have been

found, and which was written in its preface. So Gregory
in answer begs for more time. After the time of Gregory

the Vita Sylvestri was worthily appraised in a Roman

pilgrim book composed under Pope Honorius (625-638). Then

the Liber Pontificalis put Sylvester's life in its collection
mentioning his flight and Constantine's baptism by him and
his cure from leprosy. This legend did not remain completely
unchanged. Not long af terward a modified version appeared.

This was the famous ’‘Constitutum Constantini, which has the

Donation of Constantine.

For a long while the documents of both East and
West tried to show thet the baptism of Constantine occurred

at Nicomedia in opposition to the Roman claim. Some like
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Igidore (636, Freegar(658), Frehvlf (840}, Herman the Laue
of Reichenau(cea.l050) end Merienus Scotuz (1050) held o
the older version. But soon the ylvester legend held the
field and in the lddle Ages it was seldom disputed. It
fernished en argument gt the €nd Council of Rices for the
nse of inmagens. lNodern times found Baroniuns including 4t
in his 2nneals. The story wasz also inecluded in the ten
plctures in the oretory of 3t. Sylvester next to the
Cuattre Incoronati Romae, which problebly dates from the
13th century, when they were restored. So its resl pop~-
ularity was known bLefcre Lhe time that historical fact
could disprove it.

Te the churchman of the 1iddle fAges it was un-
thinkable that an unbsptized Constantine should preside
at Nices. Then teo Constentine®s baptism by an Arisn Fu-
sebius of licomedie alss seemed improbeble because that
was conesidered s relapce te pagenism, Constentine also
could not have postponed bheptism until his death-bed.
There was still more evidernce for the Romen baptiss of
Constentine te be found in the baptistry which bore his
neme ard which wes in Rome., The Romen view a2lsc contained
the necessary miraculous clement.... necessery so that it
wourld be widely accepted.

After sccaepting the Romsn legend they very saslly
dlispcsed of the histerical Nicomedian baptima. The Gesgta
Liberii smoothed over the hard points by placing enother
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emperor of the same name in the document. Ekkehard(1100)
believed both asccounts, harmonizing them by supposing that
Constantine after his Roman baptism fell into Arianism and
g0 the rite was repeated by Eusebius of Nicomedie. From all
points of view the lMedieval mind was satisfied. Even today
it is a part of the Roman breviary read on Sylvester's day
the last day of the year. This was the general development
of the legends, facts and fic tions that culminated in the
rise of the Sylvester-Constantine legend, from which the

Donation of Constantine was taken and constructed.

The Donation document expanded the Vita gylvestri
picturing Constantine's expression of piety and thankful=-
ness for the cure effected in him. It contains three thou-
sand words, reputed and written in Constantine's name and
with imperial subseription., It has the usual divisions of
a medieval legal charter:" the invocation of the Trinity'
"title of the emperor," "address' "greeting," a long "proem,"”
in the confessional form and a long "narration" of the em—--
poror's leprosy and its cure as based on the Vita Sylvestri.
Then follows the "disposition"™ saying thet Sylvester and
his successors are to have extended power over the other
sees, Antioch, Constantinople, Alexandria, Jerusalem, and
the whole universal church because they are vicars of the
Son of God. Constantine says that he built the Lateran
Church and the baptistry and "makes it head and summit of
all the churches.” He built churches of St. Peter and St.

Paul and gave them endowments in Judaea, Greece, Asia,
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Thrace, Africa, Italy and other places to supply them with
oil. He gives Sylvester, the Pope of the Roman world, the
Lateran palace, his own diadem or crown, frigium, collar,
purple robe, scarlet tunic and all imperial insignia, scep-
tre, seals and other things. The Roman clergy is to re-
ceive privileges of Roman nobility, the right to use white
coverings for their horses and other distinctive trappings
and the Pope sole priestly honors. Again he gives his
crowh to the Pope, but since this crown would fit his
priestly garb, he says he will honor him by acting as the
Pope's squire and leading his horse, He again gives the
Pope his palace and the city of Rome, and ™"all the pro-
vinces, places and states of Italy and the Western regions,”
(i.e. Lombardy, Venetia, and Istria): Then too he removed
the seat of the empire to Byzantium, because where the
Pope is in authority there should not be two rulers. Then
comes the "sanction" confirming the gift forever and
threatening the opposition of the Saints Peter and Paul
now and hereafter to all who scoff at the gift., Finally
the "corrobvoration,"” ... signature: , benediction and a
date which is given in an imaginary and impossible consul-
ship.

This was the Donation of Constantine. It became
better known through the Pseudo-Isidorean Decretals which
were collected about 847-852. Some of it was included
in the medieval collecdtions of canon law, Anselm's Deus-

dedit's and Gratian's Decretum or €oncordia discordantium
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canonum. The question as to its origin is a highly per-
plexing one. So far historical research has no unanimity
as to the place and exact time of the forgery. The dif-
ference of time given for the forgery's composition is
about 100 years from 750-850. Both Italy and France are
given as possible places for its origin. It is known
that the accounts of the Constantine legend and the im-
perial concession were current in Rome before the 8th
century. Bishop Hadrian (772-795)knew of it since he en-
dorsed its use. It is also sald that the Frankish Klng
2.
Pippin saw the document, Doellinger gives his opinion,.
"Das Dokument war wohl bestimmt, dem Frankenkoenige
Pipin gezeigt zu werden, und ist also nicht vor dem
Jahre 754 verfertigt worden. Constantin berichtet
naemlich darin, dasz er, um den Papst zu ehren,
Reitknechtsdienste bel ihm verrichtet und sein
Pferd eine Strecke weit gefuehrt habe. Dle bewog
denn Pipin, dlese den Franken so ganz fremde Huldig-
ung dem Paepste zu erwelsen, und dieser sagte dem
Koenig gleich von Anbeginn an, dasz es nicht eine
Schenkung, sondern einen Restitution sei, welche
er von ihm und seinen Franken erwarte."
Doellinger also believes that a Roman cleric wrote the
document about this time.
The earliest manuseript is the Codex Pariseliensis
Lat. 2778 found in a Collectio Sancti Dionysii of the mon-
asteryof St. Denis in France. This goes back to the last
years of the 8th century perhaps even later, but it ante-
dates the Pseundo-Isidorean collection by a generation or

more. All other early manuscripts including the Pseudo-

52. J. Doellinger, Das Papsthum, p.28.
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Isidorean decretals were found in France. The French
writers were the first to refer to the Donation, and this
fact has led many to believe that it was first compos;d in
France, however, the language definitely shows a Roman
source as general circumstances seem to point to Rome..

Paul Scheffer-Boichorst, a great critical historian
has made an exhaustive study of the linguistic peculiarities
of the document, Other briefer studies on the language of the
donation document have been made by Brunner and Doellinger.
The point is fairly well established that the language of
the forgery seems to be simllar in ideas, style and voca-
bulary,of Stephen II (752-757) and Paul I (757-767). There-
fore the date of the forgery is placed at that time,believ-
ing that it was meant to glorify Sylvester to whom Paul
also dedicated a monastery in 761. This interpretation
also places it at Rome. Beyond this it is almost impos-
sible at this time to place the source and prigin at any
degree of certainty. All is speculation based on many
appealing facts.

At any rate this Donation of Constantine was in-
corporated in the collection ascribed to St. Isidore of
Seville. It is believed to have been made in the period
from 847-852 in the ecclesiastical province of Rheims
France. The first part of this spurious collection con-
sists of false decretales of the popes up to Melchiades
(311-314) and the so-called Apostolic Canons, in its second

part we find the genun e decrees of a number of councils
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from Nicea to Teledo 683. Among them we find the Dona-
tion of Constantine. The third part consists of spurious
decrees of the Popes from Sylvester to Gregory II. -8

The purpose of the ccllection must be considered
remotely from the Papacy. It was e productiocn of the cor-
rupt conditions of the church in France in the ninth
century. Civil wer had produced unstable conditions under
which the clergy received many injustices from the powers
cf state. The imperial synods tried tc improve these con-
ditions by an appeal toc encient canons, ' A syncd or counecil
was held. They found no rellief in the secular legislations.
So from this reform party the mystericus dccument is said :
to have arisen in hope thet the resort to fiction might
produce pressure on the arrogant ncbility end help their
cause, There 1s slszo an opinion which maintains that the
chief concern of the work is to msintain the rights of
the bishops in particular, i Thus the Donation of
Conetantine finally reached its place in the cocllection
of Iesidor.

The Donation was soon considered authoritative.
Ado of Vienne, Hincmar of Rheims quote it and consider
it authentie, Canon law collections such as Anselm of
Lucca, Cardinal Deus~dedit, Ivo of Chartre, Hugo of Fleury
gave it due consideration., Eventho Gratian omitted it,

someone nevertheless placed it under "palea™ and so that

53. Seppelt and Loeffler, op.cit., pp.87-88.

54, lbyd B. Holsapple, Constantine the Great, pp.379-380.
(Holsapple is Roman Catholic as noted by the reviewer of
the book in Church History (XII) Sept.1943.)
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this work gave it an authoritative position tarough the
centuries,

We also know that many popes made use of the
material of the Donation, The following Popes used the
work, Leo IX, Urban II, Eugenius III, Innocent III, Gregory
IX, Innocent IV, Nicholas III, Boniface VIII, and John
XXII. Geegory yir however dld not apparently use it, though
his representative Peter Damiani 4id., It was possibly used
by popes in extiracting oaths from other emperors that they
would glve their rights to the pepal asee. It might also
have influenced Hadrian IV. The majority of the writers
lawyers, historisns, and theclogians of the Middle Ages
accepted the writéng as authentiec. Those that regretted
its origin or those that denied it to be wvalid or who
wanted no broadening of pepal power did not gquestion its
genuineness, Dante never llked thes idea of papal power
but he never denied that the donation had taken place.

Roman theologiesns had extraordinary powers of harmoni-
zation, An inconsistency was once discovered when it was
noted that papel power had come directly fromAGod and not
rom man, So they found an answer that Constantine merely
returned what other emperors had usurped.

The Greeks also accepted it., They were not ad-
verse to the elevation of a Roman bishop. They felt that
since their bishop at Constantinople had received powers
equal with the Roman bishop -- at the 2nd Ecumenical Council,
they had nothing tc loose and so were in favor of it. Metthew
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Blagtares (¢a,l3%5) and Theodlore Balsamen (¢a.ll63) placed
it in thelr collections. It was elso used by other Greeks.

But there were many who did not like its impli-
catlons and spoke and wrote about its evil. However, we
ghall bring thesc early criticisms of the document in a-
nother secticon of this theais,

The Ponation of Constantine widely and uncritic-
ally eecepted, bad & pecullar lmportance attached to 1ts
rise. It had an important position in the Middle Ages. E.
K. Hedgkin wrote, "The story of the Donation fully told
wolild almest be the history of the Middle Ages." 55. In-
nocent III, Gregory IX, Boaiface III constantly appealed
to its gupport se that they could rule the world. "For
three centuries after thls,  the cancnists taks the Dona-
tion as a basis of alry edifices.” Gk e - g g <
importance is overemphasized, The donatlion did influence
in the formation of politico-eccleslastical theories, but
many men were able by argument %o take out the strength
of‘the donation, Some said it was invalid because Con-
stantine was a heretic, baptlzed or rebaptized in the
Arian faith, Others sald that it was invalld because ths
enplire cannot be separated without the people's consent.
others limited its authority to Constantine's own realm,

It was said that the Donation shows power derived from

men, and not from God, Then too Gregory VII made no use

of it at all.

55. Coleman, op.cit.,p.180.
S56. Ibid.
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The real power of the papacy grew out of ag-
gressive ambitlion and met success only with the power that
its promoters could enforce. Claims in these forged docu-
ments helped to be sure, but they did not found such in-
stitutions, The claims when realized were embodied in canon
S57.

law and political theory. We are told,

"that in the ninth, just as in the fifth century, men be-

lisved firmly ‘natl tne Lwo authorities were separate and

independent, each sacred and supreme in its own sphere...

that the ecclesiastic cwed alleglance to the king in

secular matters, and that the king owed allegiance to

the churgh in spiritual watters. But alsc, secondly,

that the practical experience of the ninth century

mede it clear that it was very difficult to distiaguish

the two spheres by any hard and fast line., Still, we

think that the writers of the ninth century held io

the theory of a dual authority in society: we think

Lhat they would have repudizted any sther conception.”
On the Donation of Constantine, this same suthority states
thet 1t 4id not have anything to do with the relation of
church end state inthe zinith century and only at a later
time did il arrive at that meaning, which might be taken
froz the words of the donatlen, bubt which far rather aug-
gest a different circumstance, namely of the hope of re-
verting to Byzantine rule in Italy. The Bishops of Rome
came to be the actual representaiives of tiie Roman ress
gublica in Italy in the eighth century. This may have
been part of tradiiion of that time and from this ira-
dition the document nay have taken fora in tho mind of
the 2uthor. In cther words the opinion that 1s here

given is that the decument i3 not a resnlt of unregsonable

57. R.W. and A.J. Cariyle, A History of liedieval Political
Theory in the Weghk, Vol.I. p.287,
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greed at the time of 1ts origin, for the "leadership

of the Roman res publica in the West was forced upon them
rather than deliberately sought." It is also thought that
it was natural that the papacy should desire %o maintain
and even extend their authority. "It was then generally
thought that the purpose of the Donation was to assist

the Bishops of Rome in establishing a claim to the re-
S8.
version of the Byzantine authority in Itely,"” At

ancther place in his work Carlyle states, that "what=
ever ambiguities there may be as to the original purpose
of the Donation, one thing is very clear, and that is, that

no writer in the ninth century suggests that it means that
59.
the Pope has temporal authority over the Empire in the iest,.®

Harnack ventures his opinion on the question of

the place of the Dognation of Constantine,

"Historical research does not support those who say
that the dignity of the papacy was only acquired in
the widdle Ages by violent usurpations, bold plunder-
ings and forged deeds. Such have nolt been wanting,
indeed, but they never have been determinative nor
decisive. The tree was of such sturdy and purpose=-
ful growth that we can say that even without forged
deeds, bold usurpation etec. its development would
scarcely have been different. Here, as usual, the
actual development of internal control and power
over others came first and then followed theories,
legal maxims, occasionally also forgeries, in order
to give existing power a biblical and historical
foundation. These theories then, later redounded
to the advantage of the existing power, but they
did not found that power.”

So the chief significance of the Donation aside

§8. Ibid., pp.266-289.
59. 1bid., P«374.
60. Coleman, op. cit., p.183.
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from its origin and influence to help the desires of the
papecy, lies in illustirating the contrast between the
church of the 8th - 9th century and the church of the 4th
and Sth century. Christians created an emperor who did
pious things for God efter his miraculous conversion. Leter
on this was not good enough for them, there must be supremacy
for lands and a crown for the ecclesiastical organization.
By the &th century this was a papal aspiration., There was a
tendency in that age of wedding the spiritual power to
worldly advantages, rights and honors and this wes expressel
in the forgery.

During the iddle Ages the European peoples passed
through an uncritical age. They accepted the donation. They
possessed in Jerome's liistoris Tripartitia sufficient
material to refute the legend. But they were not searching
for the truth. They were in the habit of harmonizing in-
consistencies rather than eritically appraising materialas,
In the 12th ecentury sharp bold eriticism did not shake the
peoplet's trust in the document, Criticism of it came egain
in the 14th century, but it too did little for the de-
struction of the document.

In the 12th century Otto III the iHoly Foman Fm=-
peror believed the donation was spuriocus. In the papal
reign of Paschal II (1104-1105) the donation was used as
an authority by the Roman nobles under the papacy to selze

a certain castle. The opponents Sabine Benedictines said
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that the docunent gave only spiritual power, Lut no tem=
poral power and that if the grant had been made, popes
would not seek land for bulldings or confirmation of the
emperor's name as they always did. Some fifty years later
Wetzel of Amold's (Brescia)party conaidered the Donation a
fraud, They contended thet Constantine was already a
Christian when he met Sylvester. The Historias Tripartita
and an apocryphal document found in Bhe Pseudo-Isidorean
Decretals and in Cratian were gquoted in evidence. The
apocryphal document sald that Sylvester's predeceasor,
l1iltiades refers to Constantine's great benefactions to
the church. Wetzel hoped for help against the Fope from
Emperor Frederic I but none was forthcoming.

Gottfried of Damberby in his Pantheon, dedicated
to Urban III ( 1186) considers it a form of a debate be-
tween & papist who upholds the Donation, saying God would
permit no mistake on such an important point and an im-
perialist,who speaks of the continuance of imperial rale
and division of the empire among the sons of Canstantine.
Somewhat later Leopold of Bebenburg made the same point
as this hypothetical Ghibélline, neither made any progress.
S0 the Ghibellines of Germany did not like the document
and ite implications either. Walter ven der Vogelwelde
(8 IB0% Arehe SRS B

"Xing Constantine, he gave so much -- as I will tell

you == to see Rome, spear, cross, and crown.," Then
an angel cried,"Alas ! Alas ! Alas ! Christendom before

61, Holsapple, op. cit., p.374.
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stood crowned with righteousness. Now is poison
fallen on her, and her honey turned to gall --Woe
to the world henceforth ¥
Dante has already been mentioned as not in favor |
of the idea of temporal power of the papacy, yet he did
not amounce his refusal of the donation's authentic character.
He wrote,
"Ah Constantine, to how much 1ll gave birth
Not thy conversion, but that dower
Which the first rich father took from thee."
7 (Infernoxix 115~118 .. Carlyle)
Again, he refers to Constantine as one
"With good intention that bore evil fruit,
To give place to the pastor made himself a Greek."
(Paradise xx 56,57, (Wicksteed)
Arioste gives us a different conception,
"He passed a heap of flowers that erst distilled
Sweet savors, and now noisome odors shed;
The gift ( if it may lawfully be said) :
Which Constantine to good Sylvester mae.”
(Orlando Furioso xxxiv,80 Trans., by W.8.Rose)
Another outstanding criticism of the Donation
62,
prior to the 15th century was that of Marsilius of Padua.
He was not so sure about the document. He mentions St.
Bernard 's opinion that pompous popes follow after Constantine.
This attitude was quite common at this time. But nothing
came of the criticism until later.
The greatest of all the critical appraisals of the
Donation before Valla's contribution became known was the
work of Nicholas of Cusa (1401-1461). During the Babylon-

ian Captivity of the papacy, the era of the reforming

62, See Emerton, op. cit.
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councils while the papacy was under attack, an attempt
was made to curdb the financial and political ambitions
of the papacy. Reformers tried to bring order into the
papal chaos. So they went to the Council of Constance
with ideas of not only ending the schism, but alsc of re-
organizing the relations of church and state., It was then
that men looked into the historical patterns and backe
grounds of the papacy. Schism was fixed at Constance, but
the realization of reform was postponed. So the Council of
Basle 1431 tried again. Again the contention for reform
particularly the system of conciliar govermment instead of
papal absolutism was considered. Eugenius IV dissolved
this council and papal absolutism held sway. Nicholas
of Cusa was a leader in this council. In 1433 he wrote
his De Concordantia Catholica, which contained the ideal
of the reforming party, a united church reformed in soul
and body, in priesthood and laity, by the action of a
Council which should administer the duties of Christian-
ity on earth. He, as many others left Basle disillusioned
and discouraged. Later he became most efficient in helping
the Pope Eugenius. In his work, De Concordantia Catholica,
he examined the Donation of Constantine. This was used
by the council as a text-book., It was presented at one of
its sessions., Cusa's treatise is a fine treatment. Valla's
work, however is much longer and more rhetorical and better

known, but Valla no doubt had Cusa's work as a guide for his

treatise.
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Cusa believed that there was no refersnce to the
document in earlier writings., Histories tell us of Con-
stantine's baptism and his gifts but they mention nothing
of his transfer of temporal power. The BEmperor had power
to do this, as Pippin, and Charlemagne. The Emperor had
the power and used it. Cusa mentlions passages from papal
letters showing imperial jurisdiction was long in Italy after
the supposed Grant. He compares critically the Roman bap-
tism with Jerome's statements and with Ristoricali fact,

He shows the Donation was not in original canon law of
Gretian, but added under the “palea."” He concludes that
the Donation is a doubtful argument for the papacy's con=-
trol.

Critical appraisals of the Donation were also
made after Valla. PBaronlus (1538-1607) criticized it too.
He tried to show that eventho it is a forgery it was not
the fault of a Catholic, but strangely enought atitributes
its origin to the Greeks ... (His lack of the commend of
the Greek language brought him much c¢riticism by the
learned of his day and later) The ergument of Baronius
was mighty weak, eventho a few manuscripts were actually
found in Greece. Other criticisms were made by Sir Reginald
Peacocke, Ammeas Silvius Piccélomini ( Pope Pius II) and
Father Jerome Paul and others. Some writings were made on
this subject in the 17th and 18th centuries, but generally.

the Catholic writers tried to find some scape goat as the

forger,while Protestant writers attribute it to the knavery

of some papalist.
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PART 1IV.
THE DISCOURSE OF VALLA
O THE DONATION OF CONSTANTINE

As we have before indicated Valla's treatise
on the Donation Ar Constantine is the greatest of all the
critical asppraisals. In his work he passionately and ora-
toricallyfzg:ﬁforgery as a ¢rime against European civili-
zation. As a humanist Valla possessed most of the merits
and few of the faults of Renalissance scholarship. He was
equipped as a real literary soldier of fortune. He was
recklessly charging to the attack of any who might be a
competitor or a dangerous rival. ¥ An attack upon the
purity of one's Latinity and Valla was always making them,
was sure to provoke an invective in which the honor of one's
mother, one's character and his private conduct were as-
salled with accusations as scandalous as they were unroundedéf.
Valla had a genuine ceritical insight and loved scientific
truth. That is one of the reasons he was so admired by
Erasmus. Sc we see him criticizing sharply, keenly and
without regard for what people might think of him or his
opinion. He did not hide the truth nor was he afraid of it.
Sometimes his writings break not only with medieval, but
even with Christian morals. There are many such instances

where he placed the scandalous opinion in the mouth of

another individual, for he, as & true scholer concealed

63. Coleman, op. c¢it., p. 191
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his own personal conviction. He brands the papacy as the
cause of disunion in Italy and dignifies the modern state.
The work of Valla was not completely original. He was a
friend end admirer of Cusa and no doubt took much from him.
But the criticism of the language, and vocabulery of the
Denation which is much of the entire treatise, probably
results from Valla's own literary studies,

Valla's method was particularly from three points
of view, first, from the external critical position, second,
from inherent improbability and third as an attack on the
medieval language. We find him a ready wit, a sharp anta-
gonist and as one who understands much of Holy Seripture.

In his introduction to the work?4.Vhlla admits
that he has been widely attacked and he now wonders what
will happen when they learn of his newesat attack,.. this
time aimed at the very papacy itself. He does indeed ex~
pect to be punished for his rash judgment, He might be
punished in a spiritual way, by excommunication and curses,
or perhaps even bodily through priestly violence, perhaps
even by death., But nonetheless, he does not propose to
evade the truth just because it might bring him trouble.
For he has a particular purpose of writing, namely, to
free men from error and to compel the papacy to bring
good instead of bad fruit.

His thesis is that the docugent is forged either

through ignorance or by the sheer determination and avari-

64, This thesis used for its study, Coleman's parallel trans-
lation,The Treatise of Lorenzo Valla on the Donation of
Constant ine.
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cious ambition of an ummoral priesthocod. Then: he lists
the vericus points that he wishes to streass,

His first issuve is that the donation was unknown
%o both Constantine and to Sylvester. He asks kings and
princes to teke the position of Constantine, would they,
as a proud emperor, give away the prized possessions of their
realm? The usual course of kingly policy is to increase their
realm rather than deerecase 1t. He takes the example of Alex~-
ander the Great who sirove to conquer all lands. Even maay
crimes have been committed that empires might be increasesd.
In other words en emperor, a king secks to inerease his dom-
inions with a firm resclve and determination to preserve
whet he possesses zlways with & hope of increasing its ex-
tent. No king wants tc loose any part of his kingdom, even
by forve let alone give it away by partition. So it would
seem entirely improbeble thet en emperor of Constantinet's
high position would give the pope such an extent of land as
a gift.

Then he comes back with a possible reply.... as
tho someone were bringing up & new argument... that Con-
stantine did this because he was a Christian and becauss
he was grateful «for his cure of leprosy. This toc 1s
improbable in Valla's opinion, for sovereignty does not
change for Christians or for infidels, nor would the king
give away half his empire, because he was cured of a

disease, such a thing has never been done before.
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Nor could Constantine have done so. For his people
would have objected. They would have remonstrated that they
still wanted to worship the gods. They would have reminded
Constantine of the coming of barbarian foes, and that the
weakening of the empire by partition would not have helped
them in this fight. They would have impressed Constantine
that even if he did not consider his contemporaries, he
ought also think of the generations that followed. So Valla
contended that Constantine's subjects would have objected
to this gift to the pope.

Now he turns to Sylvester. Valla mentions that
there 1s no extant document of the Pope's acceptance, If
he would have accepted it then Constantine would have to
show the new ruler to the people, and there would have
been receptions, parades and displays, but there was no
such exhibition at all, at least, Valla reminds us the
record is not to be found., History likewise completely
overlooks this so-called Sylvestrian reign. None of the
historians mention it or even refer to it, It is true
history records that a partition was made at the time of
Jovian, successor to Julian, a son of the brother of Con-
stantine... a thing never before occuring in the history
of the empire. Is it not reasonable to assume that he
would have mentioned the first sharing of an empire with

a Pope? It would seem that such news would have been most

important for historical print.
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At thls point of his criticism Valla speaks directly
to Eugenius IV the jope of his own day, He laments the fact
that Fugenius extracts confessions of kings, and threatens
the princes, cnly on such a false claim as the Donation.

Then he continues on the main thread of the narrative
again and says that if the Pope actually became ruler and re-
ceived the grant from Constantine, he would certainly have com-
memorat ed the event by dedicating coins or inscriptions to the
occaslon., However, no coins, no inscriptions, no memorials can
be found. Se Valla suggests that the reason is that the Pope
never redeived a grant and thus had no cause for such dedication.

Now he comes forth with a new proof, namely that Con-
stantine was a Christian even before the pontificate of the
Pope Sylvester. For this proof he quotes a letter(Spurious) of
liltiades, the predecessor of Sylvester, in which it 1is said
that Constantine who was a Christian gave the church many
privileges and even some lands.Thus sarcastically Valla says
that the Donation even ante-dates Sylvester., These are some
of the external considerations of the document that Valla
attacks, There are more to follow.

Then Valla selects the very gift itself as a basis of
further criticism. He laments the stupldity of a dishonest
writer who tried to play Gratian and add sections to his work,
hoping to convince the people that Gratian has a record of the
gift, He points to the fact that the reminder of the Decretum
does not agree with the interpolation, and then he makes a

pun on the supposed author's name, "palea,"” the meaning of
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which was unknown, but which Valla proposes to call straw,

as compared to the real grain of the Decretum. Valla thus
cannot accept such a false claim that it was a part of the
famous decrees of Gratian. Again he mentions that the girt
is not recorded or mentioned by James of Voragine in his Acts

of the Seintg, for he, Valla assumes, does not consider it

a writing fit to be found in the Acts of Sylvester. But then
the writing is not even mentioned in these Acts of Sylvester
as is claimed. Again Valla satirizes the lidea that they ac-
cept a gift as true without knowing what it is, or where it
is recorded, or who the author might be, He thinks it is a
shameful thing that such credulity is accepted on the part of
the people.

But great facts are recorded indelibly, as we can
le arn fromH history. Judas Maccabeus' alliance with Rome
was engraved on brass, Moses tables of the Decalogue was
carved on stone, Jubal's teachings were inscribed on brick
and stone. This was all done to preserve the great facts
from destruction. Yet the donation, which should be con-
sidered a very important fact, was never kept, never pre-
served for posterity. Probably for good reason too, since
it never took place.

Then Valla launches into an attack of a quotation
from the Life of the Pope Sylvester, which states that the
rulers of Caesar honored the Roman Church within the first
days of the supposed grant of Constantine. This quotation

uses the word satraps. The word satiraps was never used in
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the council of the Romans. The philogist Valla speaks quite
excitedly about it,ss.

"What ! How do you want to have satraps in here? Numskull,

blockhead ! Do Caesars speak thus: are Roman decrees

usually drafted thus; Whoever heard of satraps being

mentioned in the councils of the Romans.™
Again Valla suggests that the document is a forgery. But he
goes on to attack the guotation as inappropriaste, It is said
to have arisen in the Life of Sylvester. it speaks of the
gifts by the rulers after the first few days of the grant,
yet in the very Life of Sylvester, Vella observes, 1t is
sald thet the people were not willing to accept the Roman
religion and that Constantine had tc bribe the poor people
so that they would be baptized. The implication to Velle
is plain again. It shows that the gift was a misersable
fabrication, The forger, made 2 terrible mistake, when he
speeks of Constantinople as & patriarchate even before it
was in existence, even befcore it was planned. Valla re-—
marks in the words of an old proverb, "liars need goocd
memories," o

Valle'sexperience as a grammarian and a ghil&%ist

makes him recognize many inconsistencies and inaccurecies
of speech. He dislikes the idea that the Roman people were
called "subject peoples," becsuse the Romans were at that
time an imperisl ruling nation and the idea of subject
peoples was most insulting. He also hates the imitation

of ekegant language that the writer of the Donatlion docu~-

65. Ib;do. Pe 85.
66. Ibido. P. 9?
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ment intends to show and he says,
*Come back to life for a little while, Firmianus Lactantius,
Stop thls ass who brays so loudly and outrageousiy. So de-
lighted is he with the sound of swelling words, that he
repeats the same terms and relterates what he has just said."
"I will not espeak here of the barbarism in (the forger's
language when he says ‘'chief over the priests' instead of
eitlef of the priests; when he puts in the same aentence
'extiterit'and ‘existat' ( confusing meanings, moods, and
tenses).
There are many such mistakes that Valla notes and criticizes,
Geograpinical repiresentation were considered very faunlty and
inexact in the document by Valla. It simply does not seem
probable thai Constantiine would have so described his empire
in that manner. The writer used words 1Incorrectly and fool~-
ishly, e.g. "diadem l.e.crown" ... as tho no one xnew it to
be a crown and then he adds gold, though he did not know that
a diadem was made of cloth and not of preclous stones and gold.
Then he calls %the shoulder band a strap., This is the band
that encircles the emperor's neck. The word stiap is usually
applied to the band of a harness or a whip, If it i1s a gold
band, 1t usually refers to a harness band which is put on
the neck of a horse, or as Valla remerks, "so you wish to
put a strep around the Caesar's neck or Sylvester's, you
change a man, an Emperor,a supreme pontiff, into a horse
or an ass.,” ) Words like "mantle""scarlet tunic" are also
misused. Finally the writer of the document stops and adds
“2all imperial germents” %o which Valla suggests " that he

might not betray himself as a liar by ccntinuing longer on
69.
the separate garments.”

67. Ibid., p. 89 and 93. 68. Ibid., p.l07. 69. Ibid., p.log,
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He scorns the lack of harmony, Jjumping from germents
to ranks of the imperial cavalry, then on to a conference of
‘sceptres"... using the plural, which to Valla's mind is
wrong since there is but one sceptre, then the writer quickly
changes again to 'standards.' All thie i1s not in keeping
with the quality of language expeocted of an imperial writer.
It 1s not at all in keeping with the dignity and grace of the
egperor.

But there are many other inconsistencés. Peter and
Paul are called dlessed in the donation, while Sylvester is
most blessed, Constantine's mandate 1s called sacred, though
Just before he was a pagan. A large gift was bestowed upon
the Pope, when the world was impoverished. The document
mentions that something -a§ given before, and then it states
that they first began to honor the pope with this donation.
The writer of the donation refers to churches dedicated to
Peter and Paul. That too indicated an inaccurate knowledge
of the conditions of the time, when actually Christians had
to meet in seduded places and not in churches and temples,
Then the clergy seems to have been made consuls and patri-
cians. The term pagrician was applied in times previous to
Constantine. One was a patrician and not made one, That the
clergy should have been made consuls too seems improbable,
Then, too, Valla said there were only two consuls, It
alsc seemed inconsistent and illogical to Valla, that Con-

statnine who was supposedly recently baptized would have,



= 70 -
or even could have given the Pope authority to make priests
Just as though he did not or could not have done so before.
Inconsistencies mount up continnally before the critical
eye of Valla. Everything 1s attacked. e also attack=s the
statement that the donation implied authority over "all the
provinces, places and cities of Italy or of the Western
regions," saying, that no grant would or could give away
all netions in a single word, and all this coming from &
man who understood sc little about all the detalls of im-
perial regalia and officlial terms. To Valla it seems as if
the man did not know what these regions were and so wrote
in confused language.

The author of the donation calls the crown, the
tiara, a symbol of the Lbdrd's resurrection, making Con-
atantine, an imitation of Caesar‘'s power and a symbol of
the spiritual. Valla thought that these two spheres of
influence were most widely apart. It seems as tho this
statement alone shows his position in regard to church
and state. To him the mixing of church and state , or
the union of state under the church as proposed by the
donation was a wicked and deliberate scheme. He does not
sympathize with it at all,

Valla does not like the statement in reference to
the founding of the city of Byzentia. The word for city
used by the writer really means state. Then no reason is

given for the selection of the zite of the city. Then too
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the reference that Constantine mskes %o himself as a royal
personage was never done by the emperor himself. He also
thinka that the statement is absurd that Constentine would
move to Byzantia because he as & secnlar ruler would have
no right to remain in Rome with a ruling spiritual power.
David, Solomon must heve been stupld indeed because they
raled in Jerusalem with the chief priests, and Constantine
on the other hand was even wiser than these great believers
and then only after three days after his conversion. These
statements too do not elevate the document to the point of
authenticity.

When the document refers to its decrees as sacred,
and that they should remain unto the end of the world,¥Vsalla
asgerts that this 1is inconsistent with whet has been saild
before, when the King was considered an earthly character
and now all of a sudden he becomes sacred. Furthermore,
that the decrees should remain for all time, is, according
to Valla assuming too much authority, for no one has the
right to dictate such longevity of decretal power. The
threat that the document voiges against those who might
break the decree of Constantine, likewise, meets the re-
proach of Valla. He believes that if the decree is sacred,
if it is of God, then it will not perish and there is no
need to fear destruction,but if it is not then it is likely
to perish, and then only is an oath necessary to guerantee
its permanent validity. Valla believes that the decree is

not sacred and not of God and therefore there is = place
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place of fear of its destruction in the mind of the writer.
70.

Valla becomes a bit garcastic in this cocmmection,
"This terrible threat is the usual one, not of a seeular
ruler, but of the early priests and flamens, and now a
days, of ecclesiastics. And s@o this is not the utterance
of Constantine, but of some fool of a priest, who stuffed
and pudgy lknew nelther what %o say nor how to szy it, and
gorged with eating and heated with wine, belched out
these wordy senlences which convey nothing to ansther,
but turn against the author himself.”

Nor does Valla like the 1ldea that the page referring
to the document was placed on the body of st. Peter. His body
was not in the temple at that time, but if anyone should ahap-
pen to look there and not find it ( and no one would find it)
then it could be sgaid that it rotted away. That to Valla is
far from historical accuracy and z poor proof for the docu-
mentg authenticity.

He also considers the date of the document as én-
tirely impossible. The consul had a2 fourth consulship. A
men who wes reputed to heve had leprosy, would not, 1t
occurs %o Vella, continue that long in office. Foreover
the word given for the dote is one that is usually attached
to letters and net tc documents,

Velle's criticismes then hinge on the olishness
thatpe popes believe tales and legends as this, and that
they do it merely to further their own ambitlions. This
they heve done many times as 1s apparent in the many examples
which Valle again and a2galn gives. He also voices his in-

eredulity of the Sylvester legends. One of the storles told

70, Ibid., pp.l32~133.
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described = gigantic serpent which had killed many people
et Nome wiih its breesth and which was appessed only by falr
maidens. Fut the Pope Sylwvester was supposed to have taken
care of the digposal of this monster. Valle comments that
serpentes ki1ll with their bitee, not with their breathe. This
story he bellieved, the rope copied from Deniel, an account
which all men had considered apoeryphal, o truth needs the
support of fiction and legend to, prove itself., Valla very
nicely strenthens this ohservation in his statement, =
"True Christienity deces not need the patronage of false-
hoond: it 13 maintalned satlisfactorily by itself, and by
its own light end truth, without those lying and deceit-
ful fables, wnnitiga%ted insulis to God, teo Christ and to
the Holy Spirit."
Because of its legendary character, Valla thought that the
account of the Life of Sylvester ought not teo be accepted,
Valla then proposes that the emperoréj themselves
deny tihe donation. The trouble is the emperor has no power
to de¢ thie, He gives his allegiance to the Pope and must
affirm the donetion on his asccession to the throne. In
cther words the emperor is weaker than the Pope and re-
ceived from him the power apd must do what the Pope wishes
him to do. Valla does not blame the emperor for they ara
truly the cruel victims of an unholy situation. But he
does decry the power of a spiritual ruler which took away
the power from the hands of the people. So Valla wauld
contend that even if the Donation were walid, it wonld still

not mean that the Pope could assume such powers of slavery.

e S

71. Ibid., p.l47.



- 74 -

Thus Valla believes that mankind has a right to revolt against
papal tyranny, and he speaks against the right of subjugating
peoples. Then he discusses the four reasons for war, avenging
a wrong and defending friends, that is, he considers it a just
cause, second, fear that disaster follows if other increase in
power, .... this Valla considers less honorable, third, for the
sake of gaining booty and last as a desire to gain glory. The
last two Valla considers as dishonorable., So in view of this
Valla thinks the people have a right to avenge the wrong created
by what Constantine 1s supposed to have done through his gift,
The oldest people should have the right to rule. No Pope has
a right to use the donation in subjugating people that were
once free. People who were free should never be compelled
to revert to an old estate of life formerly endured. And this
the document attempts to do. This is not the right assumption
eventho the document itself is not a fofgery... tho Valla will
not admit that, loveover,K the very idea that the Pope demands
that the Emperor confirm the donation weakens the very c¢laim
that they say they have by prescription, If the title is
clear, age will not weaken the preseription claim. If it is
a valid claim they do not even need prescription. Again the
suggestion is given that the whole document is an absurd
concoc tion.

Again he reminds the reader that the popes have
always resorted to fraud and craft for their own purposes.
They have held sway by force and war, because the people

have tried to rebel again and again. So the main object of
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the Pope 1s to keep liberty from the people.

If the people came to the Pope of their own free will
as 1s contended in the document, then they can also leave when-
ever they will. Rome has no right to govern against the will
of the people. Papel tyranny, heavier taxes, impoverishment of
the land, despoiling and outraging their matrons and maidens,
drenching the c¢ity in blood, all are symbols of bad govern-
ment and this alone gives the people the right to rebel if
they will.

Valla in e¢losing then remarks that the pope should
change his ways, and not incite the princes against him, but
in hope that the Pope would change and so he threatens that
if he does not change his tactics he would write another
treatise. -

This in brief is the treatment of Laurentius Valla
of the Donation. Ve note that Valla was an accurate historian
testing the individual statement, as to its correctness and
accuracy. He 1B interested in original sources, =

"O avarice, ever: blind and i1ll-advised ! Let us suppose
that you may be able to adduce even genuine documents for
the assent of Sylvester, not tampered with, authentiec:
even so, were the grants actually made which are found
in such documents? Where is any taking posseasion, any
delivery? For if Constantine gave a charter only, he
did not want to befriend Sylvester, but to mock him..."
Valla recognizes that the thesis of the writer of the Donatio
is full of absurd contradictions, improper evaluation and
understanding of the time. Externally he proves the document

to be false, by showing the grant to be improbable. But

72, Ibid. » p.63.
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particularly interesting is his internal approach. He has
learnt his grammar well, he understood the technique of the
proper cholce of words, he knew how %o speak precisely and
accurately. As a philologist he studied words and in his
criticism he utilizged that skill to good advantage. That
was an lmportant contribution. It meant the beginning of
internal comparison of any writing. In the case of the don-
ation, a document which was supposed to have been written
by an imperial authority, a man of learning, Valla discerns
its internal inconsistency. A man who describes some state
transaction certainly would seem to be familiar with the
proper words used to explain official state business. But
this the writer of the document did not do. This Valla saw.
Valla was not the first who ever made a literary or histori-
call criticism. For it has been said that this science was
inaugurated wheh. a certain Salutato who died in 1406 dis-
covered that Seneca was not the guthor of the tragedies as-
cribed to him.7a.But Valla: was the first to use such an
exacting thorough® technique of word study, attempting at
the same time to get at the original sources and to show
that a work is not inkeeping with external considerations.
This is an igportant contribution.

As we read Valla's discourse we also see his
vitriolie, abusive and sardonic speech. He is a sharp de-

bater. He does not hesitate to attach desultory and

ridiculous epithets to the supposed author of the Donation.

73, Schaff, op. cit., p.579.
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Read some of them, "this crazy man"(homo vesanus) 34.
O you scoundrel, thou villain " (O scelerate atque malefice ) o
"0 you scoundrel®™ ( O furecifer) s "this sycophant™ (heoe
sycophanta)77. "this most abandoned scoundrel: so full of

insanity are all the words he vomits forth," (hune perditissimum
78.
nebulonem., Ita omnie verba plena insaniae evomit.) "an
79.
exXceedingly stupid men," (stultissimum hominem) "this

two-legged ass,"(hic bipes asellus) There are many more
like these throughout the work.

Valla also attempts some hugorous remarks. In as-
suming that Sylvester took over the kingdom which Constantine
gave him, Valla asks what wars he fought, what governors he
appointed, how did he carry on his government, and the
answer that he himself supplies 1s that we don't know of
these circumstances. Then Vella answers " So U think all
this was done in the night time, and no one saw it at all t " 5l
Another, " And that the story may be filled in in every
respect, horses are given the clergy, -- lest they sit on
asses' colts in that asinine way of Christ's." ot

83?&11a even calls on Jesus to declare the forgery

false,
"0 holy Jesus ! will you not answer him from a

74. Coleman, op. cilth., pp.8&-83.
75, Ibid.,pp. 84-85,

76. Ibil.. PP« 96-97T.

77. 1bid., pp.l104-10S.

78. :E X} pp-l‘z-123

79. Ibid 2 pp.122-123

el. b o3 pp.64"65.

8z. Tsido. p.115.

83. Tm.. p.103.
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whirlwind? will you not aent the thunder? Will you
not hurl gvenging lightnings st such greal biasphemy?
Will you endurse such wickedneas in ysur honaseheld?
Can you heusr ihis, see thls, let it go on so long
znd overleook it? Bal yon are longsuffaring and full
of compassion. Yel I fsar lest thiz your longsuffering
may rather be wrath and condomnation, such as it was
egainst those of whom you said,%So I gave then up
unto their heert's lust: and they walked in thelr
own counsels, " and elsewhere, 'Zven as they did not
like me in their kuswledge, I geve them over toc a
reprobute mind, to do those things which ars not
convenient, ' ( Rom.1,28,)

Valla likes to guote the Seriptures throuvgh-out his
work. The Bible is quoted at least forty-two times and the
Apoerypha at least three times, besides numerous allusions
to seripiural literature. Tae majority of these passages
are guoted in opposition tuo some apparent evil in the chursh,
showing that the church is not really doing 1ts duty. One
passage 1 Cor. 6,2~5 Valla used in a distorted sense. He
wished %0 show that the passage teaches that churzh leaders
are not to be judges, while Paul hopes to tranamit the
point that even the huablest Christians are %o be con-
sidered as able judges in polints of dispute.

Valla also makes use of numerous illustrations
as well as examplen from literature. There are references
to the classics Vergil, Livy, Terrentius Varro, Eusebius and
others. This toc makes the work very interesting, as well as
convey the wide range of Valla's knowledge.

The main point of tie entire treatise is that the
temporal power of the pope is bad and that it should be
abandoned because the Bonation of Constantine is a forgery.

Vallia seems to have contended to a separation of the temporal
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significance of the papacy from its true spiritual power. He
seens tec have wented a separation of Church and State, He
says, in answver that the lLord's resurrection is represented
by the tiara end thet it 1s an imitation of Caesar's power...
"two things which differ most widely from each other.” r
Jt 18 here that he becomes most bitter against the suthor
of the document, Valla believed that the great difficulties
of Italy, in the throes of civil war, impoverished and tyr-
amized wvas in its miserable condition because of the papacy.
Valla was working for the king Alfonso, who he had been
victimized by the encroaching policies of a land and crown
greedy Pope. He saw what wes meant by this increasing power.
He did not like it. It is here that he tries to see a way
out of the difficulties of the church conitrel., lle thinks
that the people have a solemn right to rebel if their govern-
ment dces not aserve them. If the pope, mixing his dutles
as e spiritual head, end as a temporal ruler can't take
cere of both, then let the people take away from him their
own responsibilities and rule themselves. There is no
eonflict hetween the two, that is there does not have to
be 2 conflict. The many wars and disturbances of the past
have shown the wicked design that the Donation has advanced.
The domination of peoples, the suppression of liberty
dertainly did not seem to him to be the cause of justice, at
least not when a graft infested clergy, an immoral lot of

priests were the dominating power.

84. Ibido. p' 1230
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But thronughout the work Valla attacks only the
temporal power. He wants the church and the state separate.
He does not attack the spiritual power of the papacy. The
idea of the pope was probably considered a spiritual neces-
sary, In faect ha probably was not so much interested in the
spiritual side, humanist that he was, He wanted %o be free
of the papal ahackies. He himaelf felt the clutches of the
inquisition, he too was persecuted by the church, he had
to fear punishment. All thig was wrong in hls eyes. No
one had the right to stifle the thought of a man, or an
action in his own personal life. This was a privilege
of every human being in any government. The papacy wanted
men ho live according to its own rigid system. They held
men in their grasp, gave and took away emplras, and
2laiming authority %o do so. This was not in keeping
with Valla's thesis. He did not agree with the theory bve-
hind the statement of Gregory, "the church 1s the sun and
the state the moon, the moon receives its light 8nly from
the sun, so the state has its power from the church," Valla
shows clearly that such an opinion 1s entirély false.

But he did want the papacy to contlinue its power
in its spiritual estate, This is indicated in his closing
wordsg, " if only I may see the time when the Pope is vicar
of Christ alone, and not of Caesar also !'85. In his
closing remarks Valla seems to tone down considerable as

though he felt he was going to achieve something by his work.

85, Ibid,., p.183.
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CONCLUDING REMARKS
That is the work of Laurentius Valla. It gives

ugs an introduction into the techniques of historical
eriticism, the weighing of good and evil and teaches us

at the same time much of the type of thinking that went

on in his day. Ve learn too of what. was implied in the
various institutions of that time, by the many examples
and illustrations that he gives. We too understand with
greater clarity what benefits are derived from word
studies., We are reminded again of the facts of critical
analysls of ancient writings. This is very much worthwhile.

Laurentius Vella, ceritic, libertine, rebel,
innovator, propagandist, scholar is a most appealing
character. A man who did so much to break the bonds of
scholasticism, 6ne who discredited so many legends and who
sounded for the truth by a return to the original sources,
One who gave all futuré ages benefits of his scholarship,

a man who to all intents and purposes did most to elevate
better Scriptural study through methods of eritical inguiry
for the selection of a better text, ... all these qualities
are marks of an interesting personage.

Valla is interesting tod for his tremendous courage
and his sharp rebelliousness against intolerance and prejudice.
He stood for the truth and also taught men how to find that
truth. His courage to stand before all the forces of his age
to renounce what they stood for are evidences of his greatness,
To me the study of his achievements and scholarship has : been

most worthwhile.
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