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INTRODUCTION

B

Any event in history that is linked in either a
small or large way o the Roformation demands investiga-
tion. In exemining the causes and the background of the
Protestant uprising in the fifteenth and sixteenth cen=
turios, historians usually make mention of the Defensor
Pacis written by liarsilius of Padua in 1624, Some mako
mach of its Others ignore it. Yet the Defensor Pacls,
directed as it is against Popo John XXII, remains the most
daring and the most indopendent ccclesiasticepolitical work
of the entire medleval period. VWhether this document in
any way influences the Roformation this thesis will endea=
vor to shows

The Defensor moves in two areas, tho political
and the religlouss Theorefore its influence on posterity
lies in both the political and the oeccleslastical realm. 4
This treatise; since 1% confines 1tself to ths influence
of the Paduan on tho Reformatlon, must then concern ltself
chiefly with the religlous iuplications, Of course; one
does not exclude the other;,; and one must be examined in
the 1light of the other, Yet the political ideals of larsle
1ius will not be consldered chiefly as political theory, but
only in their relation to the Reformatlon itself,

To determine the degree of Influence this work of

i



Mprailius of Padua has on the Reformation one must de-i:ei.'—
mine the influence it has on people of the Reformation e’u.
Certain questlons az-ise. Vhom doea larsilius 1nﬂ.uence?
- Does he influence diraotly the great reformer, Hartﬂ.n Luther,
or is his influence . fe:l.t on:l.;sr anong. the pra-raformers? His=-
tory proves that; the aunoaas of the Proteatant upri ss.ng standa
: anﬁ falls with Hartin I-uther Intherans are very paz-ticu].ar
abou.i; the reasons whioh compelled Iuther to breal v-!.th the
church of Romes They ipai.at that the success of Iather 1s
due to the fact that ho recognized a fundmmental evil in the
Church thet no one bafo.-:'e ‘him gaw clearly. J-'hsrarore, this
-$hesis will examine in .'.-.epnz'atu chapters the. influenca of
FHareiliue of Padua on tha pre=-reformers end his influence on
the great Reformer himself,

To arrive at such conclusions, close examination of

the Dofensor Pacis itself is necessary: It must, first of

ell, bo exenined in the light of the times., Then, what ths
Dofensor says must be set forth. Only then can its influence
on the Reformetion be mads clear.

TFor the purposes of ithis thesls it ls .of little concern
whether the Defensor Pacis 1s the work of Marsilius and his

collegsgue at the Unlversity of Paris, John of Jandun. The
problom of. its g.t__:.‘thorship 1s not likely to be settled. It
was debated already by contemporaries., The bulls of John
XXII directed against the emperor were also directed against
Harsilius and Jandun, These bulls make reference to a

s
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Mgertain book" of the two men.® There 1s 1ittle doubt
 that the book here referred to was the Defensor Pacls or
that the pepel writer believed it was the joint work of
the two Parisian soholars. : Bub this is not v'aluable-:’-'?p_roof
of loint authorship. - i - £

" ‘Some writers, notably Marian Toole_y,glm't_re_ ond.‘.eaﬁozfe'd
. %0 plece out cart.al.n aectiona} of tho book and asslgn 'bhem,
according to thelr character, to the respective writersg

Jandun, an abstract phllosopher, and HMarsilius, a political
phampleteer. Some treat Jandun as a copylst, so'me regard
him as the t:!ansl_atpr, and others pig;ture him as méili.ua'
confidential adviser. The Op:l.nioh of Emerton seems more

logical,. 4 E

If any one worked with Harsilius it must have been
in a very subordinate capacity. & men of Jandun's
undoubted quality could hardly have taken an im=
portant part in the worit without hav%ng far more
dlstinoct tracea of hls actlvity . . »

Whatever the truth in regerd to suthorship, 1% has no
direct bearing on the question of thls thesis: What is the

influsnce of tha. Defensor Pacls of Harai:l.i_us of\ Egdua on
the Reformation? '

Igphvaim Emerton, "The Defensor Pacls of Marsiglio
of Padua," Horvard Thoologloal Studles (Cambridges: Harvard
Universlity Preas, 4920), eIII, S

2pavian ;I. Tooley, "Tho Authorship of the Defensor

Pacis," Royal Historical Scciety Transactions (Fourth
Seria;; X n' Igmj. 5 7 ] L ] £
aEmer.-'..'on, Ope Clie, Pe 18
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CHAPTER I
THE BACKGROUND OF THE DEFENSOR PACLIS

The Dofengor Pacis is sald to Do ahead of ita timoe

that IMorsilius wrote in the Defensor Pacis exceefod any-
thing that any had dared to say beforo., Prodecessors had
merely triod o limit and stako the boundaries of papal
sovereignty in France, DNow liarsilius denied pepacy itself,
Eo dostroys the very foundation of papacy by insisting it
is neither a divine institution nor Scriptural. In this,

it is sald, he had no predocetsaor.l

So Hapsilius occuples
¢ unique position among writers of the iliddle iAges. He 1s

unigue also among the procurscrs of the Reformation.

— 1t TR TR il

o b

T

1

lieny suthors agreoe that Harallius is unique, IHis work
is called = more advanced polity which 1% needed centuries
for men o understazm.“z His position is called "an en=

|l3

tirely new method and way of looking at the Chriatian truth.

1 johann Haller, "Zur lobensgeschichte dos Harailius
von Padua,” Zeltschrift Fuer Klrchengeschichte (Gotha:
Isopold Klots vVeriag, 4949), ALVILL, 90

'?'Reg;inal& lane Poolo, I3lustrations of the Histo
of liodieval Thought (Iondon: ULlliama end Horgate, T%E),
Pe 200e

Spugustus leander, Gonoral History of the Christian
Reliﬁ' on and Church, transiated Dy Joseph Lorrey (bostons
ughton, hifriin end Co., The Riverside Press, Cambridge,
m'f 1)’ p. 25.
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Anothor ventures that liarsiliuve wes “far in advance of what

TR

his own age would attempt."d'

[ i

Vihat is tho age in which llarsilius lived? Thse thir-

mn

b ol i 8 1

toenth century has often been called the "greatest of Chrige

tian conturies® by its own admirers, IL was a century thai &

had sealed tho papal triwuaph, I"Z‘Dl';l Innocent III to Boniface

VIII the papacy had been able to win one victory after ane

othor over its seculayr opponents, 1t had defeated national

governments and temporal intorests, In 1250 Frederick IX,

a vicious opporent of papal interests dled defoated and

discrodited, “he election of Rudolph of Hapsburg in 1273

seemed to confirm once and for all the reign of the papacye
But suddenly the papal power comos o an ends Vhen |

Franco was called by the papacy to serve its scause in Itely,

the action back-fired as far as Rome was concerned. In

France thers arcse an increasing senso of French natlionality

and & willingnese to vorlk hard for it, Uhen the papal chair

was moved from Home to Avignon, by Clesment V, it was occupied

by Frenchmen, These, of courss, were subject o inmediate

prossurd of French politlcal interests for several generations,

The Bebylonian Captlvity, 1306 to 1876, groatly weakened the

papacy because 1t mado it subservient tc 8tate intorests,

45, W, Previte-Ofton end Z. N, Brooke, editors, "The
Close of the iiddle Ages," The Cambri ledieval History
(Now Yorks The MHaocmillan Co., 1 3 " .
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It is sald that ths final collapes of the medieval pepacy
cae wAbh the £all of Boniface VIIT in 1803.°

A brief survey of dales and evenis clarifies ths pice
turoe In 1293 ths bull Sacrosancime loclesias, i=zsued by
Boniface VIII, cleimed for the pops a plenitudc potestatis
over all persons in Christendom, I& was an absolute and
wnlinmited assertion of sovereignty. In 1562, through the
bull Unam Sancbem, the pope further defonded this claii.
in thoe ssmo yeay, however, ZPhilip IV and all of France re=
pudiated the pope's claims. In 1303 the University of Paris
assoclated itself with Philip's attiinde.® In 1205 ths
triumph of the French monsrchy resulted in the transfer of
thes papal seab to Avignon. In 1310 no one cars toc aid the
nopo when the French government inslsted upon Ltrylng thoe
deed Pops Boniface for his iniquitous life, and as a resulb
the new French pope had to meko concessions, So whon Haye
gilivs enters i.:he historicul picturs ths heighit of papal
power is at an end.

The imsediato pollilcal background of Harsllius of
Padua bogins al'tor the death of Henry ViI. Hemry's death
wvas followed by a divided election in Germany, Frederick

5Emer'aon, Ope Slte; Pe Co

83, W. Allon, “iarsilio of Padua and liediacval Secu=
lavism,” The Social and Political ideas of Som Great

I&edi.aev 2l Thinkews, OULLOU DY Fe J. Us Hoornshaw {low Iorks
Henvy 104 end Coe, 1923), pD. 167-192,




4
of Austris, o Hapsburg candidate, evenly divided the
olectoral voie with an antl-Hapsburg candidate, Ludwlg of
Bavaria. lNelthor would ssorifica. The declsion wac to be
made by war., Aftor a struggle of elght years, Frederlck
was defeonted in 1322 and Ludwig was acknowledgedlby the
Gormon princos.

In this struggle the papacy inberfored., Ymerton
sayos

Conflictas of this sori had always efforded to anbl-

tious popes the most welcoms opportunities for asssri-

ing thelr clalm as srblters of the political fortunes
of the Empire, and Pope Jojm XXII was not the man to
let tho chance escaps him,e
Pope Jdohn XXXXL was a Frenchman, and accepting ths papal
rosidenco in France, hes threw his entlre support on ths
aide of Austrls, using all ths encient papal weapons.
Lvary effort was made to show that the imperlial power was
valid only as it was confirmed by papal sanction.

The imperial forces denled this and strongly sssertsd
the principle of imporiasl indepondence, golng so far as to
claim the righta of control over the papacy itself. 4
now cmphasis is pleced on tho question of Church and State,.
Barsiliuse comes to the eld of Ludwig of Bavaris. 1t was a
time vhen a work like the Defenscor Pagis would prove riosé

valuable to tho King, for il brought proof that papacy as

it was, & secular power, stood in conflict with the Geaching

?Emnrton, Ope Silt., DPPe 13=14.
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of Christ and the apostles.a Tho book may not have been
intended for publication, but 6111;7 for Indwiz, to whom it

was addre e

Iudwig, in his atruggle with the papacy for supremmcy,
needed every possible weapon., A hundred years sarliisr the
pepel instltubion had teken on a “now loaso of Life,"+0
through the support of a tromendously popular rellgious
enthusiosn oxpressing 1Usoll in the ¥ondicant Order, espe=
eially in ths Order of St. Francis. Ths thems of "evane
zelical poverity" was foumd in that wing of the linorites
Imown as the “Spiritual Franciscans" or the “Fraticelli®,
The standaxd of unworldliness which should have charasterized
tho papacy itsolf was not to bo found, The Fraticelli were
disillusioned by the worldliness of Avignon with ite come
promising system of taxation end benefices., Stronuoualy
the Fraticelli objescted to the papal order, and just as

atrenuously the pope replled with a decrse of heresy. Now

ths Fratlocelll nesded esvory possible socurity against phye=

sicel persecution by the papal ar'm.ll Uhatever could be

done to expose the exbravagant worldliness of the papacy was

SHelier, op. gib., pe 188.
101-‘»mari:on; Spe Site, Pe lbe
11ipid., pe 150




(] :
e contribubion toward clearing up the entirs guestion of
the relatlon of the clerical to the civil powers. So theo

-
Featlicolll now linc up wiith Ludwlg as common enemieg of vV

the Avignon papacy.

Theough the alliance of the Franciscans with Ludwig,
Harsilius ia brought inte tho picture. Ilarsilius was not
o Franciscan, but at the Unlversiiy of Paris he came into

contaoct with Franciscan sctivitye Though it cannot be pro-

ved, ierasllius mey have como into contact with the Nominalist

q 2
Franeisoan, Villliem Oooaue ™

Harsgilius was not the only writer of his age. Ths

shruggle between ccclesliastlical and tomporal pover vas strilke

ingly set forith by two other writers of that pericd. To
understand the importance of what larsilius wrote one mast
bring him into relationship with his not %oo distant pre-
decessors, Aduines and Dante. Aquinas died throe ysars bo-
Lore Marsiliuns was born end Dante died three years before
the appearence of The Defensor Pacl.g,

To understand whet Dante and Aquinas stand for is to
goo the valuwo of larsilius more clearly. Aquinas sposis
for the strong papal power that within a few years after him

was gone forever. DYante is a “note of transition. wld  pow

121h1de, DPe 15=16e
13%bid., Do Le

T e T T 8 |



(4
Marsiliua comes as tho horald of a new world, & now sociel
order, an entirely different thinker,

Tho groatost work of Aquinas is the "Summa Thoologiae,®
in which he reflects the papal=bound thought of his day.
Romo inslsted that Church ond State were ons in essence.

Yot asg tho sun is brighter than the moon, so the apiritual
pover was in the Tinel onalysis superlor to tho 1.:¢>t21p£a:|.1£t1.1‘5
So Aguinss also inoclated.e The cause of the long conflict
botwecn Chwech and State, ho wrote, was in the confusion of
their respective powers. In his thinkling, thlis confusion
diseppoars, JAbove 2ll human law, Aquines saw the divine law
which éirccted men both individually and sccially throughe
out life Gto eternity. Ho saw papal inlailibility siz-hune
dred yecars before its formel declarastion in the bull Pastor
hetornus, If vhat Aquinas belleved could cver be realized, .
an absolute theocracy would rosult .1'5 Dvory indepencdent
activity would poerishe Fo:-i:unai;al:f, history brought chame
piona of natiornal interesi to oppose these ambitious church
leaderse.

The second of tho predecessors of KHarsilius, Dante, is
gquite unlike Adquinas, Dante, born in IFlorence, the state in

'I‘aa].y which more than all otherivaliantly defended the prine

1411)1(1., De Se
1B6Ibid., DPe e
PRITZLATF MEIMCRIAL I

CONCORLA STMIRAAY
83 Iouis, o,

¥




8
oiple of' demooracy, was a Guelf by birth, &s the stz'u.t:;gla
betweon Church and State became mors pronowncod, Danto
switchod %o the Ghibellino party, that group which looked
5o the Empzi.ro as the gusrantor of 1ts claima, #A% Pirss
a supporier of the papel claim, Dante could not sbomach theo

tranafer of tha papacy Lo France. 1t was a blow to his

Italian patriotiam,
With this background Danta gives to the world his

.philosophy in his De lionaxrchis. Not disallowing the papacy;

he insisted that ihe primacy of Romo was only part of the
divine representabtion in the Christian commumity, OCoordi= v
nato with it is the Bupire. The Empire does not derive its
goveroignty by virtue of any ﬂght agonforred on it by earth=
1y approval, but independently acocording Lo its vory natv.z'e.ls
Of courss, the monawchy belongs by right to Rome, since the
Romens, from Aecneas down, were Lhs noblesh poople. et the
thesis of Dante is clears the inmporial power is independent
of a1l hwian control, It is & divine right powor, In his
conclusion, Dante sees a Lwo=Ifold leadership, a spiritual

and a tomporal, lias govermment 1s not a thoocracy., Teme
poral. and spiritual adninistration ars to be harmonized
Uihrough the roalization by the temporal ruler of his divine

origin and commissicn, nl7

16yvigs, pp. 10=-1le
171pid,, pe 13




o .

After Dante and Aquinas, larsilius comes onto the
stage. lNot too mch 18 Imown of Marailius'! life., He was
born in Padua aboubt 1870, the son of a university notary.

As a young man ho lef't Padua for Parls, seoking an educa=-
tion. ls was definletly the Rector of thes University of
Paris in the yoar 1312, Hs atudied both medioclne, soldiery,
and possibly Roman lew. One or two documents from the Univer=
sity of Paris hear hias name « 15 Leaving Paris in 1324, he
becams allied with Imdwig, remaining with him as long as '
his caroey is traceable., Mo aupplieé_. Ingwig with the amme ”
nition nocessary to fight the papaecy in France, Hs went to -
Rome o see a King of tho Romans orownad emperor of Rome,
not by the pops, but. by those who claimed to be the dele-
gatas of the people.19 Raturning to Germeny in 1328, he
disappeared from sight. That he dled shortly thereafter,
that he was reconcilsd to Pops John XXII and made Archbi-
shop of Iilan, that the emperor later disciplined him =

all aro guosses, <The Cathollc church inslists he was neithor
a religious nor a legitimate Avrchbishop of iilan,2? Hig -

1870id., Do 194

19"i-larsilius of Pedua," The Encyclopaedia Britannica
(Fourtoonth edition; lew Yorlk: ﬁm;m%opae%{a britennica,
Inee, 1937), De 9736

20r0uis Salembier, "Harsilius of Padus,” The Catholic
Eneyelopedia (Mew Yorks Robert Appleton end Co., 1910),
HhgiilLYe




10
dsath i3 usually assignsd to 1348,

It is apparent that thoe character of liarsiliuvs is
chiefly ono of wavering betweon scisnce or medicins and
politics. FPolitics won out. In the final anelysis it
wes politics that led him to theology, as the Defonzor

Paclas showa,

The Defensor Pacig is formally eddrossed to Ludvig.

There ls little indication that 1% was writien on express

conmisolon of the emperor, Jin the dedication of it, Marsi-

liug says thet he ja moved as a loyal o « «

e o o« Son of the city of Antonor (Padua), to commit
thoze opinions to writing, by love of truth tolling,
by zealous devotlon to his fatherland and his fellcw
cliizons, by plty for the opprossed and a desire Lo
gave then and to recall oppressors from the orror of
thoir ways, and o rouse those who permli such things
when they ought and can provent them, espoclally ome
peror as the servant of God  » « alftor long, close,
and Giligent examinetion, in the hops thereby to be
of assistence to you (tho emperor) in your eofforts to
suppress tha‘,g;i evila and in other ways to sorve the
publlic good,.

With this dedication ifarsilius produces & document

whose influence was felt throughout the ceanburlies ahead.

Elrmorton, op. Gil., DPpe 2l-282,




CHAPTER IZ

HARSILIUS ANIICIPATES Til SPLRIT OF THE REFORMATION
IN HIS DOCTRINE OF STATE i

The Dsfensor rPacls 1s divided into two books. Tho

£ipat book is devotoed to a discussion of the Stato princle

ple, vwhile the second is concerned with a discussion of tho
-origin and dovelopmont of the Church, <“he entire bLook is
'a fiory tlrads against tho papacy and papal interests,
ilargilius had learned to hate the papacy as the mortal
foe of the peacsful Stabe order in his oun iltalien homo,.

Lg his elder contemporary Pante, Marsilius opposed the papacy
for patriotic reasons, particularly, lItalian patriotism,.
Having obsorved life Iln the papal court, he also saw it as

& Ghibelline. As a rvesvlb there arcse o flaming irpassionatew
ness and on angry bitternsss vhich he made no effort to hide.
He hated papacy a3 the enemy of his country.

As a result, llarsilius insists on the sovereignty of v
tho State. In fact, he has a tendency to emphasize the
sovereignty of tho “tate at the expsnse of individual li'bez-ty.l
Yot his omphasis on individual libsrty is surprising at the
beginning of the fotﬁ*tacnth century. Jn inslsting upon both
the authority of the State and the right of the individual,

1James Haclkinnon, The Origing of ho Reformation (Hew
Yorls ongmans, Green & Cey. » De 66
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Narsilius, in a way, anticipates the spirit of tho Refor-
mation,

Vihat Harsilius saya about the State has enormous poli-
tical implicatlions even for today. One historian inaists
that it is surprising to find "amid all the tyranny and deos-
potism, boih clerical and lay, 'averyulwre prevniling, a man

laying down the very principles on which tho American govern-
mont is founded."Z

*he Defonsgor Pacls docs not dresm of election by thoe

-

people, as vie know 1% todeye. liarsiliug goos only so i’ar in

his revoluiionary ideal. lle seems to accept tho existing

govormuent as auvthorfitative, bui ho does insist that governe |
ment offlcials, no mwatber how they got the job, are responsi=
blo to the people, and ithc people can depose the gove:mmentos
Great as this polltical implication appears, the vital
point, as far as the Reformation is concerncd, ls the insis-

genco of ilavsilius upon the rights of the people., Uver and :

-
v

over agein he cmphasizes that the basic power is in the peo-
ples ¥his Rome had strenuoualy doniede

it i‘.lie pover lies in the paople, the peoplo.must be
defined, Illarsiliug declares that tho source of all law is

to bo found, not in any divine right of rulers, not in any

201inton Locke, "FThe Age of the Great Vestern Schism,"
Ton Epochs of Clmrch Hlstory (Wew Yorks Charles Scribner's
Sons, 1910), » e

SPersonal notes takon in Dr. Theo. Hoyer's Cmrch History
Iscturas,
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-guperior clasa of aociety, but, in tho whole body of citi-
zens, The people are Ghe entire Lody of citizons.

We declare that according to the Truth (Cospel) end
to the opinion of Aristotle, the ILawgiver, that is,
the primaxy, essentlal and efficient source of law,
is the Peopieo, that is the wholo body of clitizona or
a majority of thom, acting of their own firse choice
oponly declared in a goneral eassembly of the cltizens
and proscribing something 1o be dou® or not done in
rogard to civil affairs under penalty of temporal
punishment, I say a majority, taking asccount of the
wholsa nurber of persons in the communlty over which
the law is %o be exercised, 1% malms no difference
vhother the whole body of clblzens or its majority
acte of itsolf lmuediatoly or whether it entrusts
the matter to one or moro persons to act for it.
such person or persons are not and cammot bo the Iuove
giver in the striol sense, but only for a apecific
purpose and at a givoﬁ time and on the authority of

the primary lavgivore

The keynobte of larslilius' entire argwment restz upon
hipg dofinition of law. £y lm.v he means “tho whole body of
opirion as to what is right and expsdient in sivil affalrs

and vhat is oppoasd to this opinion,%®

Only people in ths
socular realm have this authorlity to maloe and apply laws,
Therefore, the Church should be restricted to a spiritual
function. The romsdy for all the confusion in ths exerclse
of the lawemaking pover is o be found in drawing, as sharp-
1y as poosible, the division botween Church and State.

| In defining the lewe-making process, ilarsilius illuse
tratos who is meent by the poople.

The truth of a proposition is more accurately judged

Yemerton, ops clbe, De 24
Blbié.. Pe 234

V.
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and lts usefulness %o the commmnity more carefully

telon into account when tho whole body of citizens

epply thelr intelllgence and their feeling to it.

Por tho greator number (major plurelitas) can detech

o fault in z proposed law better n any pert of

them, as every corporate whole is groabter in maas

and in value {(mole gtgua virtute) than any one of

358 separato partse

Throughout the book Marsilius usss the term para
valentior, which is Granslated "majority.” This phrass has
been the subjest of much dispute. . Soms conbtend lMarsilius
ned in mind tho “"more competent" or the "mors responsibie.®
Emerton, who has mads an exhauabtivo study of the Defensor
Pacls, making en examinsblion of darsilius' use of the term,
asserts that Harsilius was a champion of the modern -idsa of
majority rulce Ho says: "I feel no hesitation in regarding
Hapsilius aas a theoretical advocato of majordty govermmm:.“v

Morsllius seldon mentions the wniversitas civium withe

out adding “er its pars valentior."” He enlarges at groas
length on the lwporitence of glving to all citlzmens soms
ghare in the govermment, Evon the hwnblest can do his part.
Hovhere doos he doscribe any highsr group as having betier
qualificatlions fox citlzenship.a

APter assorbing that the basic power of the State is in
the people, Marsilius gives the people somebthing to doe Tho

€1bide, De 25
“Ibid., pe 26e
Sibide, Pe 5.
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people are to be the law-makers. The entire citizonship
shouvld chooss, in assembly, wisze men who ars thern entrusit=
ed with the framing of bills (regulss).

thsn theze bills have becn Guly drawn up and carefully
reviegad by these axperts, they ero Lo beo submitied

to the citizens in convention for amendment or o=
joction. Then, alfter everyoue hag been heard who has
enything reasonable to say aboub them, agein men are
tc be choson or tho Iormer experta arc to bo conlirme
ed, who are repmgantatlves of the authority of the
body of citlzens,

ifter the people approve the bills they becoms "laws",
bub not belore.

Mopgllive drevs the orlgin of tl'w pover of the people

fwon Aristotle's Politlcse Tho State is o complets come A |

munity exiating for the good of thoe pecple. It hed its ori= [

gin in the union of men and woman., From thls union came the ‘

femily, fron onoc family came many famillies. Then came one

tovn and then meny Lowns., In the feamily and the towns cere

tain laws and customs developed. +inally, thers came ths

relationship betwesen towns. Somoone was needed Lo look affer

theme As & resuli, princes wers put ab the head timough

eloctlon, A&AlL tho authoriiy that the princes had they roceive

ed from Lths people-lo .
Now the 3tate has @ rosponsible relationship to the

pooplee Yarsiliuve uses the 1llusitration of an animal to

gIbiﬂ... P. 27-

L0yames Sullivan, "Harsiglio of Padua and ¥illlsm of Ockem,®
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define a properly conztitubted Stete, By the whole body of
clbizens as the soul (anlma), thore is, or showld be, creabed
o pert comparable to the hearte In this is to be fixed 2
certain power with an acbive Iforce or avthority to eatablish
other paris oi;‘_'bhe States ow this part is ths govermmant

(principatus)e Its function is to edminister justics, izsus

commends, and carry out just sud expedient civil administrae=

i;'.‘.on.ll

Marasiliue was not sn advocate of a purely dewmocratic
form of government. After analysing the various kinds of
rule, he decides that a demoeracy is & corruption of & re=
public, Hs favors a limited-monarchy which rests upon the ¥
consent of ths peoplos 1t is depsndent upon the will of the
pacples In agll his later treatment of the matter, Marsilius
aosumes this Llimitedemonerchy. s =

Ths monarch has a g:i:.-oat responsiblility. In his cxecu=
tive position, ths ruler should have great liberiy of action,
but never should he forget that whatever he does is dona by
him as tho agent of the soverelign people.ls Ho mat govern
gocording to laws. Still, he must inbterpret or moderate the
laws in a spe-c:l.fia case where it msy bo necessary in equliby.

And heo may have an avmy Lo enforce the law of the people.

u‘ﬂmerton, Ope CiL., Pe €8¢
B1hides P 296
wibid.’ Pe 2%.
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dpralilius inslstas that the State is supreme. To him

the State is the supreme instiitubtion of the world, L& has

two dubles, ons Vo care for man's woll-belng in this v:orld; ot
the other o cavre for his wollebeing in ths next. To psrform
tho latter duby, the State constitutos the olass of prissts “
in the sams mennor® in which it constliules the othe:.'- classss,
such &3 bulldors. A3 it scan rogulate obher classes, so it

can detormine the number of priecsts end preseribs tho laws

for the organization of tha pz-'.'t.e.*.ii;h.tz.t)t:‘u:"é This emphasis on

tho stabe leads many to donounce the Defensor Pacise o

wrliter says; "The Defensor Pacls is domocrabic in thsory,

in practice it is imperialiatice The Church is not made

independent, bul a subject and satelliie to the clivil f.-‘:i*.s.i:e.“:"5

From all that Harsilius says this observatlion seena
groundless, lila whole scheme rests upon the basic idea of
tho soveraignty of the people, This poop'.!.a is ths ulilmate
E:&v:g.-;ivér. it is representad by the ruler, who is ths Chrlse
tian princo, The porsonnel, both of the oivil and the sccleo=
siactical communities, is the samee "Thors is no such thing
a8 a church within tho communilby; the chureh the commmilby

in its religlous aspache"to

su113van, OB glbe, Pe 423,

151? We Bussell, Rail iouﬂ % 5.11 the
Hiddle Agos (Iaomion. Rover cott, ) p.

1%@1“‘3011. _DR; Giﬁ.' De ?3.
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i1t is not quite true to say that Harsiliuns proposed
to troat tho Church merely as a branch of the State. This
would imply as many churches as there are states. darsilius
favored more than one single governmeni:.lv lle indicates tThat
nature points rather toward multipliclity than Lowvard unity.
The empiro is o unii of diffeoront states. In 1324 a national
church would have sounded strange oven to larsiliius, o say
nothing of a church for every independent city.

What larsilivse says about the State iz a « «

.« o0 root=and=branch attaclk upon the ecclesiastical

Batie. Lvt o weoiiine uiky lavan rooameciaTe e

poses end to vosolve speclael quositions, the church roe

quires igme organization distinct from the clvil come
uani Gy e

in the second part of his book he poinits out that the poople .
ero rosponsible for this organization,

30 tho daring voico of liarsilivs anticipates the Spiris
of tho Reformation in his dootrine of the State. Heo deres
to say vhat no one elso would: the basic power is in the peoe
plee %@ is a thinker and politician who, from the soil of
prevelling suthorities, refutes the prevailing doctrinos,
and tries to destroy the instibtutions founded upon them.
QGpon Aristotle and the ¥ible tho medieval doctrine of Church
and Steto claiuned to bo founded, and Harsilius undertoolk from

171bid., pe 0.

Waeonge M. Sabine, A History of Politdcal Theory (Now
York: Honwy Holt and Gn'.,'l@' Yo DPe 299
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Aristotle end the Bible to prove the contrary.":?

19“&1101" OpPe g__t_.’ Pe 190,




CHAPTER I1I

MARSILIUS ANTICIPATES T SPIRIT OF TH: REFOREATION
I HIS DOCTRLINE OF THE CHURCH

The main part of tho Defensor ?aois is the sgecond.
Hero tho theologian speaks, Uhile the first part is found=

o

ed upon Arisctotlo, the Bible is the source of the second. v
All the litorature guoled is Biblical. Ambrosius, Augustine,
and Bernard of Clairvaux ars swumioned to the witness atanﬂ.'“/

That Msrolliue says aboub the Church exceeds anything theb

eny had darsed %o say befora. iéargilius dares to dony papacy
.ii;aalf. Ho deatroys the Tfoundation of its very existence,
lig insgists it :.i.s not a divine institubtion; nor is it Scrip-
turale.

The second part of the Dofensor Pacis is not in con=

Vv
trast to the purpose of the entire book, The purpose is

peace, Harailius looks out and sees how all the disorder
and conflict in tho government is due to the vast worldly
pover of the clergy. <Yhis, he insists, mast be abolished.

The attack on the papacy is violent, Haysilius spares
no bldv:a.

Vhat else is thero (at Avignon) than a clamour of
lawyers, the onrush of qulbbling benefice hunters,

and tho onset on the juast? There the right of the
innocent is so greatly condangered or so long deferred,
if they are unable to buy 15, that at length, draine-
ad snd fatiguwed by innumerable labours, they are com=
pelled Go abandon their just and pitiable sulits, Ior
there human lawvas thunder forth, but divine teaching
is silent or rarely makes itself heard., There, dis-
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cusglon and doclsions for the invasion of Christian

countries, and tho gobtilng and seising of them by
arms and violence from those to whom their protec-

tion .1_'18-5 been lawfully commnitted. '.l'herani mii‘iger
solicitude nor comnsel for ths wimning of souls.
larallius anbicipates opposlition from the bishops., He
sounds a note of Luther'a eppeal to the German princes as
the only defendsrs of the peopls’s cause. "iay & merciful
God restraln their fury end protect the faithful, princes,
and people, whose peace is menaced by them,"? Hore opposi=-
tion will como Irom false teachers who will threaten follov=
ers of Harsiliuve with cternsl pmﬁamaent.a _Others will |
opposg, who, dessplte their Imowledgs of the tyuth, will
Tattack 1t with the noisy yelpings of presumpbuous envy,

sinply bocause it is sald by some one other than i:lfncmumlm.m.“4

In hig fierce attack upon the papacy, Harsillus again
insists upon the right of the individual in the Church, The

Church, he says, Ls the whole body of believors who call upon

the name of Chrlst, and includes all parts of this body in
whatever place thoy may be, Such-was the primary use of the
tori among the apostlss and the sarly church, end, therefore,
all the faithful followers of Christ, priests or not, are

ll-iacld.mmn, Ope ClGe, Pe Sde

BEmex‘ton' BPe 2!-2.. Pe S2e
Sibid.
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fomrolmon."® The Gharch refers to all believers in Christ,
prieasts, prelates, or not. ;

(ne individual is Just as spiritunal as the next. There
is no essential differonce between clergy and laity. "iho
would say that a clergyman's crimes, should he commit thefd
or murder, vere to he regerded as spiritual B.G'l:ﬂ?“s These
ero ovidently to be punished like anyone elso's, possibly
with greater strictneas, bocaunse "the culprits have not the
gauie oxcuse of 1gnoranca."? Tho clergy, in those cases,
and in all other clvil relations, are simply members of
soclety.

e

7

in the Defenasor FPacls, liarsiliuas publishes the first

questioning of the Jjure divino authority of the pope. IHe
sposks of tho Donation of Constantine, After rehearsing
briefly the cstablishment of the priestly order through tho
ordination of the Apostles, all of them equally, he shovia
that this divine ordination was sufficient down to the time
of Constantine, After that a claim "seems to have heen
derived from a certain grant which some say was made by
Constontine to Sylvester."® It is intorosting that move
than a cenbtury before the complete exposure of the fraudu=-

S1pid., p. 33,

8Poole, Ops Gibe, De 271e
7rpid,

SEmerton, ope oit., Pe Sle




199§ LA

23

lent Donation of Constantine by Iorenzo Valla, larsilius
casta a shade of doubt upon that unlversally accepted
docuent

S8ince the Church had, in recont times, been shifbad
from the hlstorical basis of ths Donetion of Constantine
to the dogmalic basis of the Potrine succession, iarsiliua
rejoota veohomently the Potrine argument, In thia rejection
he 9xcols.

¥over, in the holtost controversies of tho Reformaticn
period was thils line of attack followed more comploto=
1y or more convinolngly. MNever, with all the resources
oy modern scholarship has anything essential becn add-
ed to the chaln of ovidence vhich has showun tho wealke
ness of the Petrine.olaim as the basis of papal su=-
premacy, Jliarsilius is tho ploneer in the use of a
strictly historical method in examining the foundations
of the imposing structurs of the medlaeval chursh,

A single reference from the Defensor Paels will suffice
to show how Lforcefully larsilius attacks the Petrine suce
cession. it will also show how close is the thought cf liare
silius to that of the reformers.

Poter had, thersfore, no power and still loss any co=
ercive jurlsdiction from God over the other apoatles,
neithor the power of inducting them into the sacer=
dotal office, nor of sotting them apart, nor of send-
ing them out on their worl of preaching, excepting that
we may fairly admit a certain precedonce over the others
on account of age or service (officio) or perhaps from
circunstances (gocundwn tewpus] or tho oholce of the
apostles, who properly revere. him - although no one
can prove such a cholce from Sceripture, +he proof that
vhat we are saying is true is, that we find in Scrip=
ture that St. feter assumod no peculiar authorlty foxr
himsell over the other apostles, but on the contrary

gibid. Pe &4
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maintained an equallty with them, For the wholo

body (% of the Apostles was of higher
anthority n wnat of Peter alone or of any other
Apostle. Furthormorc, since it is written that Peter
was electod bishop at Antioch by the multituda of the
falthiul, not noeding the confirmation of the other
Apostles, and that the rest of tho Apostles presided
over other regions without the knowlodge of Peter or . .
any institution o»r confirmation by him (since they ra
woro sufiiciontly consecrated by Christ), we ought

in tho same way to hold that the successors of these

Apogotles anded. no confirmatlon from the successors
of Paetor. 0

Hnrsiliuas continues the attack, point by point, defye
ing tho papeal Interasta, Ho Ghinks it is strangs that people

overlook the fact that the Roman bishops are the successors

rather of Paul than of Peter, since it can be proved by Scrip- v

turo that Paul was in lome for two years. "But, as to Peter,
I say that it cennot be proved by Scripture that he was ble-
shop of Rome or, what is more, that he was ever at Homo."ll
While Marslilius insists that there is no Scriptural proof
for it, he doos not dony that Peter could have been, at one
time, bishop of Rome. Hui he contends that, were it true,
it is likcly that Peter followed Peul as biashop.

The intonse feeling with whilch lLiarsllius attacks Rome
is ovidenced in his attack on the entire claim of plenitude
of povwer. IHeo traces the history of this claim, disclosing
how the clalm to the power of absolutlion was used for gain,

how facts and restrictions wero lmposed, and how people caue

1011]5.&., De 44
WIbide, De 450
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%o believe they were bound by whatever their priests might
toll them, lot content with all this power, he says, the
papacy reached out after the ubmost limlt of secular power
bo the oxteni that ths pope "prevents ths election and ine
anguration of the Prines of the Romans with every kind of
malicious ihterference . o oMoe

Iin this discussion hls fundamental principlse again
appsaras the right of tThe whole people to share in the ade
ministration of all sffeira which concern thelr welfarc.
His essentiel assertlon is hemmered home over and over: the
basis of all power lies in the pecople, In the State it is
the citigen. In the Church 1% is the bellever., The effoct
of the plenitude of power is to destroy all the powor of
the poople in Church and Statce.

To remody this situation Marsilius has a constructive
toaching.

For these reascns it is advisable that a General

Council should be summoned by all princes and peoples

e ¢« o« Ihig coucil should absolutely forbid the use

of this term plenitudo potestatis by the Romen bishop
or any other porson Whonmsoever, t the people may
not be led astray through long continued hoaring of
false things. The Homan bishop should be deprived

of all pover of conferring eccleaiastical office a 3
of distributing the temporalities or beneficss . « »

ilarsilius regards the plenitudo potestatis as the root
of ail the trouble. GCertainly luther did not agree, The

2D .
*?Ibid., pe 6l

135pid., pe 696
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counoil, which Marsilius desired to root out this trouble,
shouid not Le an assembly of clergymen, but a truly re-
prosentacive body, built upon lines of territorial and class
- Again, he 1nsis-1;s on

the rights of the peoples The vehemence of Harsilius' are

representation, inciuding laymen,

guunents can well be understood since ths Defensor Pacls was

written in 1324, two years after Louis of Bavaria had meine
Gained the wverdlct of the sleoctoral college against the
Hapsburg candidate supported by John XXIX,

™his demand for a council is certainly a polint whj:ch
pro-Reformation history cannot overloolk. For it is from - b=
this time on that the demand begins for a council radically
different from those of tho mediaeval period. As Hargiliug?
doctrine of the pacf:la a8 the source of law penetrated more
deeply in the thinking of men, “the feeling that this same
principle mst be extended tc the church as well grew more
intense, uwntll it cviminated in an irresistible demonstra-
tions"1B :

The council is to be above the pope. If it were not, Vi
ell the govermments of the world and ell people would be
subject to tho pops. With great vehemsnoe, iarsilius re-
oells the decree of Bonlface the kighth, "We prooclaim, do-
clare and cstablish, that henceforth it is a necessary artle

1é1nia,, pe 74.
151bid., pe Hle
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t_:ls of falth that every human creaturc is subject to the
Roman pontirr.“ls

The conclusion is jnevitable. The temporal power must |~
be supreme., ALl clorgymen zmst be subject to the civil rnle,
%o the Iswgiver, and to the p-eople, acting either directly -
in assombly or through a ruler chosen by their own froe ac=
%lon, Nsither Chuiech nor State should interfere with one
another. <f a single headship of the Church is nscessary
for operation, it is to bhe fouwnd in the approval by thoe pece
pla, This single hoad should be the bishop vho excels all
obhers iu purity of life and in sacred lsarning. IHs shonld
be from that chureh which most abounds in men of the higlte
oat charactor and most brilliant in sacrod learning. Uf
asourse, other things being squal, it is the church of Rome.
which comos nearost this ldeal si:andard.r? Yet this single
head is responaible to the people through ths General Coun=
Glilae

The Conciliar movement of Marsllius proved futile ab
the time, "yebt its practical failurs does not msan it didn's
have any lmportancs o « « The ildoas which it championsd by
no meang shared ln lis collapae.“m Emorton insists that

the Defensor Pacis is to the Conciliar Period what Lubher'a

3011id., Do 53e
L7Tbids, De 59

Bin olirnon, Ope cilie, Pe 268,
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Minsty-five Theses were to the Protestant Reformationet?

Harsiliue analyzes the Church exhaustively., o cone
demns the ebuses of the papacye The clergy la given a
1imited function in life., "Ths function of the clorgy is
to lmow and %each those things vhich according to Scripture,
it is noccessary to belleve, to do, or to avoid; in order %o
obtain eternal selvation and escape woe."go

in this blanket exposure of the papacy, lersilius ane

ticipates the spirit of tho Heformation. In fact, he is

modern. “If we overlook his doctrine of the suprsmacy of
the State over tho Church, his viewa correspond closely with

those held in Protestant Christendom todaye™ -

o now look more closely abt hls influence on the rs=-

© TormsrSe

19E1narhon, ope Clle, De The

E',OSaﬂ.:ine, Ope 8itie, Pe 293
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CHAPTER IV
BARSILIUS IRFLUENCLS PRE-REFORMERS

The writing of larsilius did not lie dormant, The
ideoas set forth in the Defensor Pacls entered subtly into
the doctrine of his successors,

That Marsilius influenced the Reformers fow psople
question., Upon tho extent of his influence fow writers

agree., L1t is sald that the influence of Marsilius is
ligloarly tracoable in the thought of the leaders of the

Protestant Ravolu‘hion.""l

llackinnon insiste that llarsilius
®anticipates in a romarkable deémo the critical-historical
opivit of tho Reformation and the Ronascence.™™ ot only
does ilnckinnon soo tho Paduen's influence on the Reformation
in liarsilius' plan for freoedom of belief, but he asseris
that iarsilivs goes beyond oven tho late reformers, in ’.hia
appeel from ccolesiastical tradition to the Now Testament,
in his spiritual apprehension of the Church, in his concep-
tion of the sovereignty of the people, and in the vindica=

cation of its right in the Church as well as State.” Qualben

ledward Maslin Hulme, The Renaissance, The Protestant
Rovolution and the Cathollc Reformation In Continental Burops e
W York: D. Apploton-tentury CO., 101D), De 22.
Ziaclcinnon, Ope Clbe, Pe 63.

SIbid., De .650
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lists the Defensor Pacis under the chapter on "Reformatory

liovemonts."® Dunning contends it "agcords with the full
splrit of tho Reformation and the Hevolution."S

lost historians, in agreeing that Marsilius influences
the Reformation, also define areas of his influence. Iis
influsnce is seen in England in the great ideas of head-
ehdp of the King arising in the days of Hemry VIII.® It

(-

18 observed in the Valdenses.® It is reported that the
brilliant arguments vihich were made in the reform councils
owed tholir might to the study the speakers hed made of the
Dofensor .8

The Oatholic Church cmphasizos the influence of larsi-
13us on the Roformation. arsilius is called the "most
powarful agent of disintegration bstween St. Thomas and
Luther. " e area of his influence is defineds

%rars P, Qualben, A Histiory of the Christian Church
(lew Yorks Thomes INolson and Sons, 4940), Pe 191

S, - -

lillliam Archibald Dunning, A liistory of Political
Theories (Wow York: The Macmilian Cos, Js Pe 2856

6goorge Park Figher, History of the Christien Church
(Now York: Charles Scribner's sSons, 1928), De SOLe

7plbort Hemyy Nevmen, A ilanuel of Church History,"

Ancient and ledieval Church liistory to A. D. 1517 (Phlla-
msmmmmﬁmaheém 01), I, 584

BIQOIIO. op. QlGep Pe SO

9pnilip Hughes, A Iistory of tho Guwoh (Bow Yorks
Shﬂed and ‘wal'd, 1947). 7] e :
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His influence is evident now, in the last years of
the fourteenth century in Frence, in jomn i*yeliff,
and in the horesics that fron thia time begin to
dominote Bohemia, Ve find no less a person than
Gergon recommending the book, and it undoubtedly
played a part at the Goneral Council of Constance,

i1t was more and more copled in the fifteenth century
and moro eageorly read as the breakdown of Christendonm
drovw noaror. 7The first printed editlon appeared in
1617, tho year of Iumbthor's flrat appearance as an
imnovator, and the publication of an English translae-
tion, 1636, was one of the earllest moves of Thomas
Cromwell., then busy with tho publicist strategy that
aeaompanied the c:i%ation of the Church of England es
ve Inow it today.

Tho preface of Oromwell's trenslation saya: "Thou shalt
fynde in it the Imege of these our tymes most perfestly and
clerlye oxprossed and sob out, Lt

Cathollec historians call liarsilius tho forerunner of
Luthor end Calvin. Dollinger says: "In the Defenaor the
Calvinistic syatem vias, in rospect Go church power and con=
atitution, alx;aaay narkod out."® Pastor says:s "If Calvin
depondod upon any of his predecossors for his principles or
church government, it ves upcn the Ioen writer of the four-
toonth contury.":o

While tho opinion of Harsilius had a pover %o carry
ovor into coming generations, particularly from VWycliffe to

Iuthor, it is hard Go trace., Its influonce is seon indirect=-

10pid., pe 153,
1:!.%.
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ly. Vory rarely is it seen in opsn acknouledgement of
indobtedness.*? It is found offener in similarities of
argument that are wmilsbakable and in the unsparing eritie-
clom of orthodox opponenis, & is probable that tho ine
flucnca is hard to trmoo bocause later writers would bs
ganbious aboul using the name of o thrice-condsumsed heratic
to support their own opinions,

In sxamining ths influence of Harsilius on tho Refor=
meys, one mist observe the relationship of Hersilius and
Occam, Some claim that Occam's Influsnce on larsilius
acoounis for all the Paduanta d.oci;rim.la Othera disagreo.
The confusion of thinking on this point is oxpressed by
Sullivan, who hinszelf, seos originality of thought in MHarsie
lius. He sites threse historlans vio glve different opiniona,.
Poolec says: "Occam may justly be clalmed as the precursor of
ths CGeyman roformers of the sixbteenth century, but Harsilius
exercised no dirsct influcnce on the movement of thought.®
Pliozler saya they are “necarly equal in prominenca &s precurs
sors of the Reformation,” Silbernagil "donies that Occam is
a procursor of the Reformeblion in the sams senac as Marsillus,

who, in his Dofensor Pacis,takos the sams grounds as Inther."+8

ldpmerton, ope Cite, PDe 1-Re
lﬁFisheri ope cibte, pe 27L, and, Poole, Op. git., p. 264,
165, mes Swllivan, “iaveiglio of Padua end ¥illiam of

Ockam," IX, American listorical Review, II, lNo. 4, (July,
i8a7), 593,




Clement VX declared that Occam had drawn all his political
neresies £yom Marsiliused?

There is no evidence of actual ccllaboration beiween
the two. Ferhepe the safest conclusion is that each in=
fluencod the other in his own way; Occam, & philosopher
interestod in general principles of thought, lHarsilius,
gn oubright political theorist. That lMaersilius did influence
the Roformers seems clear from the superabundence of ovie
dencoe

Tho clearost cese for the influence of Harsilius on &
Roformey 4 Tfound in Wycliffe. The papal bull of 1377,
which condeimed Wycliffo as a herotic and forbads the preach=
ing of Wycllflite doctrine in the Universlty of (xford, trace
ed his opinion to Marsilius, “of ma memoz-y.":"8 it came
to be onc of tho stocic charges made against overy leader of
reforim that he was reopeabing ths heoresles of liyoliffe and
through him those of linraillius.

The pro-reformers wero not imitators of liorsiliuse In
facht, they operated in a differont field, ' Vhile both Viy=
gliffe and Hus show tho influonce of Marsilius in thelr
doctirinal apparatus, they dovote- thomselves ezcluslively to
: purely theological and occlesiastiocal quoabi.ona.lg liarsiliua

175cheff, ope cilie, De 193e

185ahine, ope Oltie, De 3lde

19Dunn5.ng, Ope Site; De 260

(Mibii bt ol
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did not enter into tho merits of distinotly theological
doctrine, “nor see the deep comnestion between ths dogua
of transubstantietion and sacramoental penance and papsl
tyramny as tho English weformsy (Wycliffe) did."2° Cer-
tainly l-iar-sdiliua did not proclaim the biblical doctrins of
justification by falth in the crucified Saviour. What bhears
tho impresa of larsilius in Vyoliffe is his exaltation of
the socular over the eccleslastical authoritye.

Ona of Wyocliffo's most elaborato tresatises involved.
tho whole problem of “"Dominium". Ho was concerned with
£ixing the condition of tho escleasiastical order, Ths big
guestion was: Supposing o pope"lis not among the slect, vhab
then? Surely he can have no dominium. In explaining who
datermines the fact of the pope?s warighbsousness, lHycliffe
falls back on an argwient of the Defensor Pacis, the evidence
of porsonal conducte If ths pops pﬂ'end.s ths cormon senss
of Chri shan:lora; then tho beliocvers as a whole may diselpline
ime Perhaps the argvment of the Defensor Pacis.may nsre be
regarded as en introductlon to Wiyoliffe'a Dominimn.el

VWiyoliffe's argument herg, freed from its almost iwe

ponetable tangle of scholastlc involubtion, Tollows

very nearly the linss of karsllius® thought., He doss
not, so far as I lknow, refer to him by name, but ths

rosonblence is wimlstakable and the conclusion is
irresistible that Wycliffe had befors him the text of

2010cke, Ope Cite, De 784
211%161‘30!1, On. Gito. I-;. 9.
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the Defensor Facl 8,-23

If the influenco of liarsiliuve is folt by Viyclific,
cbviously it must be folt by Hus, For in his political

thsory as woll as his dootrinal mebtter Mus borrowed largo= :
1y from Vyoliffo. &o tho Defensor Pacis spreads Lo Bohomia,
and its iz:{luenca is carricd forward a goncrvation. ius
"strengthons again in leniral Lurops the dogmas which has been
propounded by arallinge® o -
Tha impact of the Defensor Pacis is also traced to Gore
cone <he wmoving splrii of tho Council of Pisa, 14089, Gorason
insisted that a General Council wss suporlor to the pops
and thab & genuline reformatlon was necessary in ths head
axnd membeﬁs of the Church, His writings present the theory
of & limited-monarchy. <otk ths conciliar theory and the
Liniged-monerchy thoory =2eem idenbical with the theorics of
Hargllius. Unly Gerson is lcss radical. The conclusion is
that Gorsonls theory "embodies meny features of the doctrine
of Hersilius.""% :
So from Wycliffe to Luther ths views of karsilius seem

tc aévanco, larsilius had not spoken in vain,

281p5a, _
83punning, ope clbe, Pe 265
241bid., De 266e




CHAPTER ¥
UARSIIXUS AMD) LUTHER

While it is i;ma:arthai'; the Defenspr Pacls exerted a
atrong influenco on tho pre=Roformors, the quostion of its
iufluence on lLuther is anothor stowy. Iubther is the Rofore
mere Vith him comes tho Reformation. So the influence thab

the Dofensor Pecls had on the Ieformation is ceriainly con-

tingent upon its influence upon Imthor., If the writing of
the Paduen bocams paws of Inthor's thinidng, then the rela-

tion of the Dsfongor Pacis o the Reformation is great ine

deed. Thon the si:atﬁre of Harsiilus would be all the groate
oX,

Iin the Catholic Chmrch thero is no quostlion about the
influence of liarsilius upon Iuther, Alresady at the Liepsig
debate Lok tried to save himself by embarrassing and dis-
crediting Luther. Ile contended that Imther, in denying tho
Jure divino ripght of the pope, was defending the darmable
errors of larsiliuns of Padua, Wycliffe, and Hus, all of vhich
had becn condemned by the Churche, ILuther did declare thab
some of lms' positions were not heretical, for they could
be proved true by Serlpturo. But he does not mention illarsie
llus,

Imthey was accused by & contemporary, Albort riglio,
(Hicrarchiae Assertio, 16538) of having taken
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a large number of his errors from the Defensor i’acia.l To=

day the Catholics inszist that ITuther would have recognized
his theovies in "these hereticel assortions" that were so
a:i.sas’«:roua.a But vhether Imthexr actuelly was influenced by
the Defensor Pacis, or whethor he even heard of the document, ,
ig not established by arbitrary assertions.

If an historical chain is o beo linked botweon linraie
Lius and Iamther, the causa is not helped by Iuthor, Apparente
iy Iumther did not recognize lHarsilivs. To date no one soems
%o have found any refovence Lo largilius in the writings of
the Reformore Vinlle Iuther often rofers to meny pro-Rsfor=
mers, he does not mentlon the Faduan, %“he Encyclopedie Brie

tamnica, howevor, takes for granted thot the Dofensor Pacis

was “imown by Wycliffe and Iuther,™ but offers no evidenco

for this contention., OF course, 1i is ono thing to say thai

Iuther lmew tho Dofensor Facig and en entirely dliferont thing .
%o say that he was influenced by it. ;io one can deony thabt ‘Z:ha;'
Defensor Pagis was in Iuther's library, and to this date no

one can prove it.

A chain from Farsilius to luther may be drawm through

l.]'ames Sullivan, “liarsiglio of Padua .and. Willlam of
Oclau," 1I, American listorical Roview, iI, No. 4, (July,
189‘7). 601.

2Sa:.lembi.e::', Ope Cite, Pe 720,

SThe Encyclopaodic Dritemmica, pe 974
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Occom, Occan'!s philosoply oxerted a strong influence upon

Martin Inthor.? Marsilius and Ucoam, as before mentioned,
uvndoubtedly exchanged idessS. Or, thes chain may, in like
manner, be dravn through Gerson, for Luthaer himseclf mone
tioned Gorson.® Bub certainly this indirsct influence of
Maprslliue on Luther through Occam or UGsryrson can have, ab
bost, little value for argumente.

Luther's "Iettor to the Christian Nobility", it is
asserted, is derived from sources in addition to Scripturo.

He ovidently drew on soms of the Fathers, the decree
of the Counclil of Nicsea, the papal Decretals, end the
Cenon ILaw, the decraes of the reforming Councils of
the fifteenth century, cspecially that of Zasle, He
doss seem Lo havs dravn directly from the works of the
early fourteenth century publiecista, John of Paris,
John of Jandun, Harsizlio of Padus, and QOcoam, the de-
Tondors of the indepondence of the State against the
papal claim, and the right of thg secular pover Lo
take steps to refowm the Church,

Lui Mockinnon gualifies thias

This independence and this right they based cocn the
doctrine of the sovereiznty of the people, and with
this doctrine Iuther does not secm toc have been famie
liare At all events, 1f ho was, 1t doocs not scem %o
have appealed to him. Ho develops no political philo=
sophy and vindicates the claim he makes for i:hq State
on roligious rather than on political grounds.

4.1\131ben’ 9-2. cit.’ De 192. g

Bu0n the Gouneils and tho Churches," Vorks of Hartin
iubther, transisted by Ce He Jacobs (FPhiladelpiias Ae de
2] s
dsckinnon, Iuthér and thoe Reformation (lew Yorlks
Tongman, Green and Co., Ltde, Lo

Tivide
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I iz more probable that Iather was in debt to the lecaders
of tho conciliar party in the fifteen contury. Ilackinnon
scems %o stand alone in actuelly linking Luther %o the Paduon iz
in a particuler writing,
Une thing is cortain; there is an apparont sinllarity
of’ expression end argument between Iuther and liarsillua,
This similarity can bo found, though its value is quostion=-
able, even in short exprossiors. "Even the laity are churchmon e
(viri eccloaslastici)?, says lmrsilius.® This suggoats Inther's
phrese "the prlesthood of the Christian man.® But this does
not meon that Luthor was dependont on liarsilius,
Tho likenoss of tho two can be found in the language of
their fearloss opposition to tho papacy znd lta appalling
cvils, 4n discussing the arrogance of the pope, Harsilius
uses "as strong langusge as Iuther later did in denuncilation
of tho papal claims and the ovil consequences for the nation
and espoelally the empire of the papal regilno .
iiarsiliuvs veminds one of Luther as he devotes scveral
chopters to apostolic poverty, letiing himself go in bitter
accusation of the folly and wickedness of the clergy. Ie
cxposes theo papal systcme
For not all their acts ave spiritunl or oughi %o be
80 called, Kany of thew are civil acts subject to

contention, carngl, and temporal., For pricsts can
borrow, make trusts, buy, soll, strike, ill, rob, fore

ESabim, ORe cibe s De 300,

9nclinnon, The Origing of the Reformation, Pe GBe
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nicato, raps, botray, bear false witnoss, slander,

fall into herosy, or commit other orimes, just as

thoy ara commiited by laymen. Vherofore ve wmay _
proporly aslt them whothor any one of sound mind can 10
call such actions when comuiited by them gpiritualig.

This ia_nguaga of liersiliuns recalls Iuther as he dege
cribes Romo. "“Zhero is buying, selling, bartering, trading,
trafficking, lying, decsiving, robbing, stealing, luxury,
hnarlotyy, lmavery, za:iul every sort of contempt of God.“ll

Like luther, larsilius condenms 2ll the evils in the v’

Chniesh,

What do you find thoxrs but a swarm of simoniacs from
every quarter? What but the clamor of pottifoggers,
the insults of calummy, the abuse of honorable mant
There justice to the innocent falls to the ground or
is so long dolayed = unless they can buy it for a
price = that finally, worn out with endless struggle,
thoy are compelleod: to give up oven juat and deserving
cloims, For thers mane-riade laws are loudly proclaimed;
the Llews of God aro silent oy arc rarely heard. Thsere
are hetched consplracics and plots for invading the
territories of Christian peoples and snatching them
from their lawiul guardiens, But for thg wimning of
souls thoye is neithei care nor counsol.

Thore is also & resemblance to Imther in the method of
Harsiliua?! arguents, Doth have similar emphasis on the use
of iicriptuz-e. Repeatedly Marsilius quotes such passagos as
%y lingdom is not of this werld," John 1733563 and "Ronder
unto Caesar the things which are Caesar's, and to God the
things 'ri'.l‘lich are God's," Matthow 22:21, Othor passages,

_ 10gorton, ope Cite, De 5.
liyorks of Martin luther, V, 95.

mmﬁrton. _.020 _G_l:b_.. 606e
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such ag John 6315, John 19311, Luke 12314, ho opposcs 4O
texts falsoly interproted to the advantage of the heirarchy,
such as latthow 16319, Lulo £2:38, Jolm S1316-17.0

In dispubing Rome's demand for obediocnce, liarsilius cone
gidors tho question of vhich wribtings the Christian man must
abpoluitely accept a8 a condition of salvation. lo insists
upon tho accepiance of Seripture, which can never lack in
truthe .In proving his poinb, HMarsilius quotes Augustines

8%. Auvgustine, thoreiore, understood by canonical

wrlitings only those vhich ere containcd in the Biblo

and not the docretals or docrecs of tho Roman pontif?s

or of the colloge of his priests vhom thoy call Tocardi=

nais?! nor any other human ordinanceg vhatsoever cone

corning human actions or contentions and dovisged by

hwmen ingonuity. For 'canon' meens rule or standard,

o standard because it ls somebhing cortain, something

that is peoculiar to‘awiol;v saripture alono as compared

with other wiritingse. 4

Wnile liarsilius' assertlon of the authority of Scripture
is neither as drametic, as forcoful, or as cleer as that of
Luther (et tho Diet of liorms, for examplo) yet he does con- .
tond ior the Sola Scriptura princlple.

liaveilius also insists upon the intorpretation of Scrj.p-\
ture by the individuele. It ls To be interpreted according
%o the principle of common sense. \there no mystical meaning
is involvad the literal sense ol language ia o bo acceptod.
Vhere a mystical interpretation 1s necossary, ho will accept

the more probably opinion of holy men. [Those who advance

1350nars, op. gite, De 76e.

Idyerton, ope oibe, Pe 5le
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opinions of their own are not %o be honmored. “fioss which
aro discordant with Soripture I will roverontly reject, but
never without tho support of deripture upon t?hicl_l % shall
alvays z-czl.'l.y.“:"5 love ia a proclamabtion of tho prineiple of
biblical aubhority vhich is stressed by tho groat leaders of
the Refowmaatlon. _

liarsilive also vesombles Luthow, though minutely, in _
hds emphasis on the grace of‘ (lod.. Mis emphasis on grscs is =
not nearly so forsoful, nor so fundamontel, as it was with
Luther, darsilius is a political theoristy Luthor, z devoted
servant of Gode ¥ob darsilius, in attacking the authority of
the Church, does speaik of the grace of Gode lis shows that
the real process of absclublon depends, not upon any act of
the prisst, bub only upolr the grace of God freely glven o
the individual soule For proof ilarsiliuvs quotes Fotor Lon-
bard and Hichard of St. Vistor, sumaing up his conclusion
from thoir opinlons.

Feom which it is evidont that as rogards the merit of

the penitent, the Roman bishop has no more pover than

any other pricat to absolve Ifrom gullt or penaliy.

God alone absolvos the truly penitent sinner withous

any aatiga of the priest elither preceding or acooie

panyinge -
Chreist is the only judge.

Corteinly it can be sald that lNarsllius anticlpates

Imthere Vhon Harsilius atbacks the temporal power, some of

183bid., pe 70e
1911p1d,, De 57
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his statements are c\:lmont.identical with those of Imtheres .-
Inther says exactly vhat #arsiliuns says when the Reformer
weltess "1t is not proper for the pope %o exelt himsell
obove tho tomporal aubthorities, save only in spiritual
offices such as proaching and absolving,®™! Imther's "om

#he Oouncils and tho Chrchss® raminds ono of larsiliuse

:!.1- their fearless opposition te the papacy, in thelr euphasis
on the grace of CGod, in their inslstenco upon Soripture aa
ths only nowms, Marailius end Iuthor display o striling simi-
loritye

And yet they are so diflerent. In approach, in purpose,
and in result a wvast r,.z]i‘ apuenrs. Onra locks ab liarailius,
then at Imthor, and he kno'm ‘-"}W ths lattox' is the great Re=
formere I% Lo not the politlcal situation that melkes Iuthor
the horald of a new age, nor tho socisl condltions, ‘i:ho.ug;‘h
both have their effect.s 1t is a tobal difference of thought
that distinguishos Iather from the Paducn, For“thai reason
it is difficuli Bo msee any direct influence cf Harsllius of | Va
Padua on Martin Iuthor. Tne.Defensor absorbod in the
thinking of the fifbeenth ard sixteoonth conturies, may have
influenced Luthor as any other pari of the general thought

pattern of the age of revolit, but a dirvect influence seoms

17%4n open Ietter to the Christlen i'lobility " Works of
jartin Luther, translated by C. i, Jacobs (Pha.ladolﬁlia.
""" e de lodman Co., 19.:1), IX, 109,
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improbeble. Imther, in thought and cheracter, is indapen=
dont, unlike any men beforo him. Luther is the only man for
the Reformation. ¥The personalities of Wycliffe and ius are
not 1lko Luther . « « "they lack ths strength %o become strong
mon who ovormester thelir age. Occam and larsiglic do nof
foueh hin in this respect.t+o

i Imther felt the influvence of Harallius it was certaine
2y nob in tho approsch to the whole problem, Marsilius hated
pepacy as tho enemy of his country, He atbtacksd Rome for
patniotic rcasons, parilcularly ltaliesn patri.oi;iam.lg Bs
studied thoology in crder to have g weapon sgainst Pops Jolm
.‘-::’.II.BO Hp wos a OGhibelline, flaming and bitter, Ths polie
tical viewpoint of Iarsilius motlvetes even the slosing words

of the Defensor Pacia.

Vhen this (what the book teachss) ig understood, held
fast, and strictly observed, ths roalum and every or-
derly eivic commniby will be preserved in pesceful,
tranquil condltion, in which the mombe:'s of socleiy
will obtain what they nesd for their life in the world,
and without which they will inevitably los&thnsa things
and be ill prepared for ctsrnal salvation,

Tather's approech is entirely different, He had o nsw
faith that gave meaning and purpose and drive to hls work,

As Pay as Harsilius wes concernad the basic trouble with Rome

iBjigclinnon, Iuther and tho Leformation, II, 335.

1911&116{!.‘, _Q‘D.. 011;.. De 190.
80rmia,,
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was the dootrine of plenisudo notesi;atis.az Remove thab
evil axd ths trouble is remedled, hs thought. Iuthor, on
tha other hand, racognized ths fundaental evil in the
Chuwpah, the false doctirines which led people astray and en=
dengersd thoir souls. He atiacked the papacy from a thsoe-
logical approacih _

o geeat reformers primarily dld not broal: with the

Cathollc clhuroh becauso i% was corrupt in 1life and

prasiico, bul rathor begause the church steadily ro-

fused o baso its docirine and its mllgiougslifa G-

tirely on the principles of Holy Scripburs,

Tho differonce ln approach betwecr Iuther and Harsilius
is appareni in thelr vse of the word Church, “arailivs says

the Church doss not consist of tho clergy, but is the uwniver-

gitas fideliuvie AlLlL true haliovara arg nembers of the Church

and gre thas ccolssiastics, This langusge reminds one of
Iuther, but larsilius does not mean what Iuther meant. Hare
siliusg always plroos the cmphasis on the ‘l'.a:'\ie Christian os
& member of the logiclative bo@y of the *!!‘.uu:c-ch.g‘gl For Imther
the omphaszis is on tho apiritual prisesthocd.

Hot only does tuther have an entirvely different approach,
bus alse his purpose 4iffers f'rom that of Marsiliuse If the
Defensor Pacis in any way influences Iuthor, 1t is rot im

gomnsotion with his purposce Maprsilius wishss to proserve

- R8enerton, op. Sibe, Dpe. G6=67,
25 uslben, ope git., pe 216,

24p)11en, op. cibs., De 185,




49
the goul. In stabing his purpose larsilius says:

We hops =0 to 1ift the woll that 1% may henceforth

readily be banished from all civil commanities, ond

when this ia accomplizhed that ralers and people of
good will moy live in peacs, the suprome desirc of

all mon_in this world and tho loftiest gzoal of hwmen

action, 35
The Church disturbs the pesco, and kerasilivs attacks the
disturbing eleoment., Iuthor's purpose, ubterly differeni, is
to brealkk the power of error and 30 restore o men the pure
Gospel of Chrisit. ZIuthor's purpose is in no way derived from
the influence of Harsilius. .

Boeause luther and Harsilius are entirely different in
spia:.‘l.'i: they are alsc difforent in results. One rosulb both
cen claime, ZEoth were condemmed viciously by the papacye Gn
April 9, 1329, Popo Joln XXII cited Harsilius to a council
of faithful to ansver for his erioneous dogma.as Under the
date of Uctobar 23, 1387, John issued two now bulls. %he
bull Quls Tuxta Doctrinam condomned Louis as a hoerstic for
his patronage of the Frauoiscan and also of hhz;silius. In

&7

theo samp bull ths Defensor Paclis was oondemd. Haygilins

and John of Jandun were denouncod o8 "sons of perdition, the
sons of Belinl, shose pestiferous individuals, beasts from
tho abyas." 20

“9pmerton, ope Gibe, De 28
BGSuuiv:_z.n; ODe Oibie, De ED4e
“¥ighos, ope Cite, De 130e

“Sg0hnff, ope Gibe, De T2
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The second bull was directed against iMarsilius in par-
tiocular, saylng thet a synod of cardinals, of thg_oj.oglana,
and of profossors of law had declded to uondom(‘i}ve horee-
tloal articles of “arsilius: le Christ paid tr:lb-u‘ta money
to Caesar, not voluntarily, but because lie was forced by
ncceasity. 2. Poeter hed no more authority than the other
apostlos, OChrist created no head of the Church. 3. All tom=
poralities of the Charch are subject to the omperor. <he
cumperor can institute, depose, ani punish the pope. 4, All
priosts, regardless of rank, arc by institution of Christ of
equal authoritys 5e¢ %he Church mey not punish any man with
tomporal punislment unloss tho cmperor pea::'mi.t'.es..29

On lMay 20, 1328, I'ranciscus of Venice, ono of Harsllius!?!
students at Feris was éxnm:‘n.nad bofore the court of Inquisi-
tion at Avighon, o find out if he or others had alded liar=
gllius in hio work.°? Clement VI carried on extensive examina=
tlion of tho Dofensor Facls with the result that more than' 250
herotical articles wore oxtractod from ite"> In 1576, when'
a Fronch translation of the work appearad in Paris, 1% created
a profound sensation. Juring a lengthy inquost, from Septom=
ber to Decembor, ell tho loarned men in the oity were made to
swear before a notary that they were ignorant of tho transia-

zgﬁulnvgn. 9p. clte, Do 594

30rpia, :

Slypia, 597 ,
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1:5.1::11.3B Tho Defensor Pacis vias put on ths firsi Index
Libromui Prohibitorum.9® To this day, Marsilius and Jondun,

.called "frivolous end lying men", “blasphemors", are branded

as heretica by Romo,

Those declarations are condemmed s being contrery to

the Holy Soriptures, dangerous to the Cathollic falth,

herotical, end erronoous, and their authors, larsilius

and Jandun ag belng undoubtedly heretlcs amd even

horeslarchs . &

lihile both karsilius and Luther are vohewently denounce
ed by Romo, it la apparent that both wore not equally successe
fules “orsilius was e theorist, appealing to averyone, the
maoses as woll as the intellectuals, This, too, indicatsa
thet the influence of liarsilius was not felt atrongly by
Luthor, Harsilius had ideas that were to bsar fruit in tho
Refomuation, but they were too radical for their age. Ba-

38 s was

sidos, "something was lacking in iarsilins himself,
2 cool thinker rather than a person who could translate theory
into action. As a result ho could not croate a dynamic loa=
devrship, So 1t may be that larsilius vanishes from coniom-

uorary notice almost ap completely as il he had never writien.

32Honry Charles lea, A History of the Inquisition of
tho liddle Ages (How ¥orﬁquma7%1ﬂm:',ﬂmrﬁr 140,
S33ullivan, op. cibe, Pe 602, '

s%alemb:ler, Op. 01"3.. Pe 720,

3BWi11iston Wallor, A History of the Christian Church
(¥ow Yorks: Charics SoribnerTs Sons, 191B), De 294
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0f Hevsilius, the theorlst, it is writbtens

Thoreofore, {because he was a thoorist in his thinke
ing and striving) his life was wreclked and its ine
fluence upon posterity vory modests It has often
boen ‘said that he wan ahoad of his time by centuries.
Could that have been the casae, if. with his postulate
he hed stood on tho ground of reality? In this abe-
stract, theorstic characier, in thls unconcern aboub
all tho political roallibles of hia Gime, we met rocoge
nize the reason for tho fact that the appearance of
one of the fresst end most gourageous Spirits remaine
od only an episode without resulis. Two hundwrod yeoars
later that which he thought and strove for became a
reality, e common good, and reconstructed lifse Dur-
ing his life 1t was but a scientific vision, a droam,
so far as practlical life was concerned, even though

a droam thaf showed the truth end would at some. time
cons Eraoe '

If snyone would want to'oppose the papacy successiully,
ho must roalize it iz a religlous powere Thom hs st oquip
himself with religious powerss This Marsilius lacks, spesie
ing as he does in ths namo of solence and pollticss Tho e
povsy of the pepal error could be broken only when the Irge
1igious power of a new faith stood opposede

Sc¢ Jiarsilius represents or.-a- of the earliest and most
violeni outbreaks of protests against the _papacy = and one
thet did not end at the stake. Fhe Dofensor Pacis kept
opposition to the papacy alive and thms in a measuro pro=
parad and paved the way for the cvepthvow of papacy through
the Reoformatione

363ohann Heller, "Zur Lebensgeschichite des larsilius
von Padus,” Zeitschrift Fuor Ib.rchengeschichta, .translated
by Reve August F., Bermthal (QoGhasz ﬁopoﬁ KTotz Verlag,
1929), XIVIII, 196e
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