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THE VATICAYW COUHCIL OF 1870.

The nireteenth century has been a century in which the Roman
Church made very marked progress'in its endeavor to restore that su-
Premacy to the Roman Curia vhich i1t enjoyed during the liddle Ages.
The blow which ILuther dealt to the papacy "was one from which the pa=-
pacy recovered but slowly. The Romanists instituted the counter-Re-
‘formation to cnuaftqraet the damaging effects which the rafomticn by
the I'riar of Yittenberg had produced within the ranks-of the Catholic |
church.Xspeclally during the 19th century do we sce the papal see mak- ,
ing; rapid strides in the restoration of its priatine power and glory. |
The progress which was wade during this century towards a return tdthe ,
o0ld lioman cececlesiastical monarchy was due very largely to the efforts
of an order which was established for that very purpose,viz.,th ;auits
; This order,founded in 1540,with Ignatius Loyola es its general,had as
its avowed purpose tﬁe spreading of the cause of the KHoman chair in
forel;n countries. In 1775 the Soclety of Jesus was dissolved by i’ope-
Olerment X1lV.I'isher says in his "History of Christian Doetrine",thai?i" the
cause of the order's breakdown and dissolution was 1ts 1nterrerenee‘.:ln
politica,its worldliness,and its thirst for power.(p. 537). After
the expiration of 41 years,the order was aglin restoreti by Pope Piuﬂ;:l
in 1814. The last charscteristic which risher mentions as having meﬁd
the order's breakdown in 1775,1s the same one which manifests 1tself
during the 19th century. Dr. Gribner remarks that the Jesults were al=
ways a restorative of the papacy.(Theolog. tuart.,V,106-116).is the ,
forged 1aador1an Decretals,the falsificationa o:l’.’ Gratian,the syatem
of Oregory Vll,and the establishment of the liendicant Orders alluri‘peda
immeasurably in the promotion of the papal power and in the ap;-gadin@ .,i

of this comviction during bhe Liddle Ages that the Roman bishop is

—




2.
8o did the Jesults of the 19th century render invaluable servics in '
the eause of the pope,so that the papacy agaln rsaeﬂed the zenith of
spiritual power and g_loz-y.
Rome ever looks for a complete restoration of 1ts might and p;v.r—
er. Although the 12th century marked the dissolutlion of the papal
states(1870),and thus put an end to 1'..he pope's hopes and ashiraticns

for a cor.:p-lete restoration of temporal power,stlll we see an ircrease

in the spiritual power which makes up for the diminmution in temporal

authority. As Dr. Graebner remarks 1ln the above-quoted article,the
prineciples snd aims of thé popes of the 19th century did not differ
from the aims of the medieval popes,but agreed 1n all respects,since
all popes tried to secure a firm hold on the consclences of the people
subject te their Jurisdiction. Our subjJect draws our attention sp:;ial-
1y to one pope in the 19th century under whom two of the most daring
doctrinos of the Catholliec Church were prormulgated. e refer to Piu?’ 1Xx :
who used the Jesultlc order to the greatest advantage;in the ﬁmsts
of the Ronian Hee. During the ent:l.re incurbency of Pope Plus lx,we see
the Jesuil:ic order used as the meanl of obtaining roeosn:l.t:l.on of ﬁgﬁl
indefectibility. In 1854 Pope Pius 1X elevated the doctrine of the
Immaculate coneeption of Lary,wvhich was a favorite doctrine of the*-'les—
wits,but which had been held until then merely as a theological as‘r"i‘on,
to the position of an official dogma of the Catholie Church,and that
without the ald of an ecumenical council. In 1870,with the aild of his
Jesult workers, Pope Pius 'wn.s able to have the ddctrine of the papal
1n.:t‘é.111b1111:.y made a dogma of the church and placed on a level with
other doctrines revealed to us by CGod in His Book.

This tendency to elevate the Roman Curia to such heights that

an ecurienical council would be entirely unnecessary for the daﬂ.it:l.on
of a doctrine, 1s ‘de"s:'l:gnitﬁd.. as Ultmontnniuma Ultrmontanism is '
the belief that the Roman Curia is superlor to the ecumenical ouns
in other words,it is the stand that the pope ;l.a,vnmﬁnior' ~+o EhaL =




3.
to the collective episcopate. It 1s absolutism in the church. The
Ultramontanists placed the concept of church above that of religion;
they spoke,thought,and wrote of the pope and the church as of inter-
changeable terms. Thoy claimed that the power of the keys lncluded
also temporal power and jurisdiction.(Schaff-Herzog Encyclopaedia).
This latter view includes also this that consclence should be diso-
beyed rm the clalm of a foreign authority,as well as the admission
that relipglious convictions can be forced upon a person by material

power. This,of course,ls but a reiteration of the claims of such an

early pope as Symmachus,who claimed that the pope,who 1s judge over
all,can himself be judged by no one,and the relteration of the claims
of Boniface V11l to spiritual and temnoral po-.ver' as embraced in his

famous ulls,In Coena Domini,Ausculta Fill,and Unam Sanctam,for Boni=-

face Y11l belleved that the pope recelved all rights and that he cher-
ishes them in the shrine of his breast.

The last ecumenical council which had heen held was the Councll
of Trent which was held during the years 1545-15635. Thrse full '&’lﬁies
had alrendy passed without the convocation of an ecumenical eouneiﬂnd,
consequently,the pope thought that his plan of convéking a council .
would meet with general approval. Of course,every previous ecurenical
council had been called for the purpose of condemning some form or»p';e‘.—
valent horesy and for publishing the true dbztrine,and as we shall"%’e.e,
the pope claimed that such a need for a positive statement and ;:g:;lar-
ation of doctr:l.nnl truth was present. 3Surh a maet:l.ng of church d gn.‘l.ta-
ries from all parts or the globe would also enable the Roman Curia to
dbtain first-hand information regarding the attitude of Roman Catholics
in various parts of the world towards Romc 1tself. '

That the pope had 1ong ‘been thinking of aonvoking a.n eoumen:lnal
councll is evidont from the fact that the first :I.nt:lmation of such &

move was glven already on Dac. 6, 1&54. '.l'ha pope on. thi,s ,hn.cnlon:‘:i

- e wlawa AP e a nm-ﬂ.ﬁnﬂinhT- e L‘i-“_ AT -:.‘mfoﬁﬁhﬂ-&’m '-:"";



pop=,hy virtue of his new power,would be able to declde himzelf. z"'i"wo

4,

them declaréd the idea was accoptabls,with the exception of Cardinal
Pentinil ,who sald that there wans no occaslon for a cou:-mi].. and that
the gquestion of the dogmatization of papal infallibility must havse -
beon the subject matter of the consultatlions 1s evident from th:%%;te-
ment of Cardinal Ugolini that the proclamation of papal infallibility
as an offiecianl doetrine of the Church,rsvéaled by Cod and necessary

for salvation,would make unnecessary the calling of ecumeniecal mile

in the future for the purpose of declding such questions,which the

dayas later,Tec.83,1864,on the anniversary of the dogmatizatlon of the
Immaculate Conception of lary,the pope issued an encyeclical to which
he attached his Syllabus,in which he condemned 80 errors s_md in which
he condemnod the possibility and desirability of reconciliation of‘%he

bapacy with modern clvillzation. Since the pope's auggegt:lon found
uch general approval among the Roman cardinals,the pope immediately
asked the Roman cardinals to ;tlake suggestions on the council and on
matters which might come up for the council's consideration. It 1:';1;-
teresting to note here that the pope 1ate:d1scla1med all 1ntent:l.ondand
personal interest in the promulgation of papal infallibility,and said
that the only purpose of the councll was to confirm the dootﬂnos'&iﬁ.oh
he had set forth in his Syllabus,il.e.,to recelve the Church's stampjor
aporoval and thus to have these doctrines elevated :to a p.ositl.o‘n of
officlal recognition by the Church. At first the pope asked only "'I:‘!.:'le"
Roman cardinals for sugsestions as to the purpose of the proposedﬁn—
ell,but later on he consulted also other bishops,at the same tinte-"‘:;’e’n-i‘
oising extreme caution to consult only those whom he knew to be favor- ., :
ably inoclined to the cleims of Ultramontanism. The bishops offersd
quite a variety of subjects which they thought might ocoupy tha‘g%'i':;r.:-
tion of the proposed council. In spite of the pope's denial 'bhn.tthe i
council was to elevate the papal :l.nfa.llibil:l.ty to & aogm of the fj".f' rch,
the Civilta Cattolica,a zpevi E
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8. .
statement that the counoll was to be convened for the purpose of:
l.confirming the Syllabus,2.of promulgating the infallibility,and
3.of dogmatizing the doctrine of the bodlly Assumption of iary. The
pope now felt gquito sure of his ground aml so he continued with the
preliminary plans of the councll,and appointed a Central 'Jommittae“‘f to
vhich were subject other committees on dogmatics,church discipline, -
religious orders,Oriental churches and r.:isions ,and on ecclesiastical
polity and ceremonies.

The reception of the proposed couné:l.l in the variou: European
countries was undoubtedly influenced not a little by the frank nndmen
statenient of the Civilta that infalllibility would certainly be one of
the matters to be treated by the assembled eplscopate. The liberal
Catholics immediately voiced their opposition to a council with such
a purposc in view. The main oppositlon was in Germany,where the cler-
gy wes too well acquainted with the fleld of Church History to be led
blindly into the doamatizat:l.on of infallibility,and in France,whers
the University of Parils had been, s:lnee the Liddle Ages,one ‘of théfi’!.m—

- @8t opponents of the Roman clalms to supreise secular and apﬂ.rit_ual gu-

thority,ard one of the tau_.ne‘heat advocates of the superiority of tf;a
entire episcopate. The leader of the liberal Catholics in Cermany was
D81linger,vho,with his party,said that the church was done with the
theooratic oivil forms of the Kiddle Ages,(the Augsburg Allgemeine
Zeltung,1869A.D.).The German eplscopate issued a pastoral trylng to
quiet current demonstrations of dissatisfaction,assuring the pecple ,
that the council would not try to formulate a doctrine which was not -
alresdy a part of the Roman Catholic d.epo'a:ltl of falth,bnt at the some ,' .
time it pave expression to its own fears and apprehensions over the ¢ Sk
council and the proposed proclamation of infallibility in a pr!.vn:l:a‘ =

letter to the pope. In Auatmg\the moynoemant of the cmmnil !!'l




6.
free-thinkers,which,however,was of 1little conseguence and was soon
disbanded. In general,it may be sald that the elvil governrientz of
Eu?;pe did not place any dﬁstacles in the path of the council,for the
governments were loath to interfers,although Prince Hohenlohe of Ba-
-vnria advised the German govermient to try .to bring pressure ;o bear
upon Rome. Butbt,mostly for political reasons,there was no action taken
upon hizs suggestion.

The bull ieterni Patris of June 20,1868 had anncunced that the
councll would be convened on Dec.8,1869,which was the annlveraary of
the dogmatlization of Fary's immaculate conception. The pope himself
was to deteormine the order of business,this being made possible by
the committees to which the pope had only such men appointed who wers

known to be favorably inelined towards the claims of the papacy. THe

pope Shought that an ecumenical council would be an.opportune time to
addreass all other Christians outside of the Roman Catholle Church and
s0 he issued another bull,Iam Vos Omnes,in which he admoniched and ex-
horted all Christians outeide of the Catholic Church to return to the
fold of the mother church on this occasion. It is needless to say
that his invitation was ignored by non-Catholles who resented theﬂ;ﬁpe's
implication and Rome's clalm that all of the baptized are in reality
nmenbera of the Koman Catholiec Church and,thereforg subjlect to 'bl:.le pope.
On Dec.2,1869 a pre-synodical assembly was held in which Pius
addressed the councll and in which the pr;sidants of the councll were
appointed by the pope. All of these were staunch adherents of tha'ﬂ%pe 3
and this insurod the pope's control over the council's proceedings.
The pope was to declde whether any propo;al would go before the coun-
¢ll. The sessions of the council were to be of two kinds:general con-
gregations and publla sesslons. The congregations were private ;they
weré presided over by the presidents elected,or rather,appointed,from
among the cardinals,and the%r decisions were only provisional. The

public sessions were presided over by the pope h.tn-bir. In the public




__ be elevated to the position of a dogma of the church.

7.
sessions there wns no debate permitted. The definitive voting toolk
place during these sessions of which there were only four during tha
entire session of the council. If a doctrine were accepted by the
public session 1t was to be promulpated 1mme¢1ataly ty the pope as a
dogma of the church,"sacro approbante conecilio". At bhiz preliminary
meebin; held Teec. 2, 1t was decided to refer matters on which there
was 'no unanimity to 4 committees,viz.,l.on things pertalning to the
faith,2.on diseipline,3.on the regular ordors,and 4. ;:n Oriantal l-':-‘-"i".‘:es.
Each one of these commlttees was composed of 24 members.

The f'ormnl opening of the councll took place on Dec. 8,1869,
the right transept of S5t. Peter's belng used for the sesslons of the
council. On this occasion the cardinals werec permlitted to kiss the
pope's hand;the patriarchs,archblshops,and blshops were permitted to

kiss hiz right knee,while tha abbots and heads of ordera,belng propor-

tionately lower in the scale of eccleslastical system, were permitted - 5
to show due resgect to His Holiness by perforving the same act upor '
the pope'!s pedal exbremity. In the appointment of th= committees“gn‘t?!.ch |
followed on this day,the popec agaln commlthed a tactical erz:or b#‘fﬁv-
ing only Italians appointed to such eo::‘mitt& ahd thus insuring ahso-
lute control on his part. The councll now prccéeded to the work at
hand and things proceeded gulte tranquilly until the 28th of December,
when the first real debate took place on the Schema de Flde ,\mencg{mmop :
Strossmayer of Diakova ralsed hic volce in objection,demanding that:a
reform be instituted awong the cnz-d:l..nals themselves. In this he was
supported by other members of the council who demanded,among other
things,that the papacy be made accesslble to others besides Italians,
that decentralization take place,t at a new rule be made on the celi-
bacy of priests,and that the breviary chould be revised,etc. It mwas

also at this u'tagp of the proceedings that a jp‘etit!.on,fad.gngg by 430 ' %
bishops,was presented to the councll,demanding that papal 4nfal’ 'ibiﬂ;ﬁﬂﬁ i
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Since any attempt to describe the pronoedinga of the Vatiean

Council would simply be inconcelvable without a section devoted tc
a ccnsideration of the doctrine of infallibility,we shall firat givs
the proceocdings of the counéll in ocutline and shall then turn our at-
tention to a separate consideration of the most iyportant result oﬁgihe
councll's efforts,the dootrine of papal infallibllity.

It was evident already during the first public session tha:hﬁhe

proclamation of papal infallibllity by acclamation would be an impos-
sibllity,although Kanning denies that 1t was th: intention of th‘hggiendsh
of the Suria to try to have the doctrine mccepted by acclamation,for i
he zpnys that acclamation is not definition.(l'anning,The Vatican Coun- !
ell.page 44.). “he second public session was appointed for Jan.6,1870.
On Feb. 2£,1870,a papal bull was made publicjiultiplices Inter! fﬁﬂﬁbh
.ehnngca the order of business ,restricting the bishops'! liberty con-
siderably by making long debates impossible. This rule was also in- f
troJuced thot a mere majority was all that was reqnirqd for dogmatiza-
tion,thus discarding the time=-horored rule which obtzined also at the
Council of "Tront,that moral unanimlty is absolutely necessary in de-
fining doectrines. Beside the usual form of voting by elther 'placet!
_or 'non placet!.a ebndi%ionnl form of voting,the 'placet iuxta modum! |

was now permitted in the congregations general,but not in the public .

sessions. The paplsts claimed that these changes were made only for
the sake of cxzpediting the council's business,but 1t was undoubtedly
done also to faclilitate the passing of the doctrine of pspal infalli-
bility after the papal party saw how great the qpposition'to'thm,dpn-
trine really was. All protests of ﬁba‘mihdrity‘ngniﬂst these changes
were simply overruled as the chairman now had the right of Qapriving
a speaker of his right to address the assembly upon presentation of
a petition signed by a minimum of ten bishops. This shows that the
Pope was now adopting & more sggresiive attituds. Although the pbif‘-' | .
himself never attouded the 'aangrquiinnon gannrulonﬁ fji*”“

TN =
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touch with tho council and was able to direct everything Lo his own
satisfoction. On Jjan. 21,the Schema Constitutlonls Dogmaticae de Ea=-
clesia Christl set forth the supresacy of the ££tis Chursh over the
State and the supremacy of the Roman bishop over the entire Church.
Cn llarch 6 an appendix was added to Chapter 1V of De Ecclesia which
conta:l:ned these startling words:"Romanum pontificem in rebus fideid"et
morum definiondis errarse non posse". Here the Curla manifestly gave
up all attompts at dissimilation and came out plainly with its posi-
ticn by attaching this appendix which was added,"cum pluriml episcopi
petierint".

In tho third public sesslion held on April 24,1870,the schems
'De Doctrina Gatho:l..iea' cccasioned much debate which finally eu:l:m:lnnted
in a tempestuous uproar and tumult produced by Bishop Strossma‘yef-'s
fearless and straightforward speech. The constitution was,however,a-
dopted unanimously by 667 ecclesiastics.

The papal party had now come out clearly with its pos:l.tiorr;or
the doctrine of infalliblility and there now ensued a period which was
marked by intense activity by both the majority and minority. The
pope himself,although hlizself nob taking active part in this papaf‘fro-
pagandao,ncverthelesa showed that he considered the stand _wh:lah a mem-
ber of the council took on the infallibility question a porsonﬂ?mﬁei‘f.

‘He considered opposition to the doctrine as personal antipathy nnd":n’-'

:'nity and was not slow in showing his feelings on the matter to those
concerned. There was especlially a great deal of literary gctiv:l.t:r‘in.
both camps. Among the most important writings were Cardinal Rnu'ﬁ#ar'n
Inhaservationes quaedam de infallibilitatis eccleslae subjecto!,Bilshop
Hefeld's !Causa Honoril papae' and Bishop Kettel'ar'u_!v:hmas,‘t‘iol-u- on.

liay 9,the schedule !Gt;na:ﬁi‘b&tﬂio' Dogmatica prima de ecolesia Christil!

E
g.
i
F

was referred to the synodical delegates. The vonstitution trntnﬁn&- S

,primny of the Church and: ounaiderad 1t in the phases of 1. .tt-m m&ﬂ-

tution in Peter,2.1ts suonulq«!.m.,.ﬁ-d.tn force and rensbn,nnn 4”!:11 Rm:iﬁ
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bishop's infallibility. It must be remembercd that whenever a schoma
wvae introduced,lt was never introduced in its entirety so "I:hat the de-
legates would be enabled to get a general survey of the doetrine,but

it was introduced plece-meal,with hardly enough time intervening - be
tween succossive preosentations to permit the cdelegates to g:l.ve‘s;nﬁ-?.ous
consideration to the ratter under discussion.i# Zach sectidn of a fcﬂfé‘m
was voted upon separately,after which the entire scherma was aﬂopted“n
a complete whole. On kay 13,the debate =n this constitution beain.

In all theore were 64 speeches dellvered on the flo'o:-‘ on this subject,

while a great many walved this right later on when they saw thefﬂ\’i:ili-

ty of protesting against the council's metions. The majority ell;fn‘fed

that tho doctrinc had always been a part of the church's deposit of
faith and that 1t had merely lacked recognition as a forral coctrine

s T T T p——

of the whole Church,and that the present time l;va.s the most opportune
time to make the promulgation of the doetrine,since its truth had "?&en
called into question by many.within the Catholic Church. The m-:lno. ty,
on the other hand,opposed the dogmatizatlon of papal infallibility
mainly on the grounds of expediency,saying that 1t would cause nmuch
disturbance in foreign countries and would practically repder impos=-
ible a defense and justification of the docotrine in the eyes of those
belonging to Protestant denominations.(Purcell of Cincinnatl). '.i.‘hu:;e '
were approximately 200 bishops in the minority. Theilr main weakness , !
lay in the fact that they were really one at heart with the majority
in regard to thelr l;erional opinions on the doctrine of mrgiﬁ'iﬁty, _
but opposed its elevation to an officlal doctrine of the churoh ’me : ely

on the grounds of expediency and opportuneness. This,of eourua,?é#ived

them of any real strength and precluded the possibllity of preunﬁa:g
a solid front ggalnst the majority in the efforts to prevent tha e:l.— 3'
evation of :I.nfnllihilitv to an offisial ﬁeaohing o:l" thh Church. Amh
bishop Lanning goes ao to:r ’s td any thht he uauno‘l: thlnk of five im
_ who opposed the doatr!.:fa 1tie1t ,although this '
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exaggeration on the part of a Roman Catholic convert.(ianning,The
Vatican Counecill,p.35.). It must be remembered that hiz; statement 1s
rade on the basis of the post-coneciliar submission of the rembers of
the m:i.n.ority to the pope.Simpson in his book"Roman Catholiec Opposiﬁt-'fon
to the Infallibility" quotes Hasenlever to the effect that this sub-

s BN ———

mission,vhich Cathclics were pleated to call 'sacrifice of reaaonf:;as
really a sacrifice of everything that a man values in his individual
rake-up,for it "paralyzes the innermost depths of personal existence",
(p.315). oOn Jun. s,the'genernl debate on the constitution was closed
with the cpening o® a special debate announceé for June 6. chapta;Iil
(De oclesla) was adopted on June 1l,only after a sharp debate had
taken place which compelled certaln revisions and restrictions to be
rade. The deb;te on the fourth chapter,(De Infallibilitate), began
on june 15. During the course of the debate on this matter,Cardinal

Guidi expressed himself on the subject in a manner highly objection-

able and displeasing to his papal highness,and for which Guidi was
summoncd into the presence of the pope to glve an nccqunt. Duriﬂg&ths .
course of the conversation,Guidi remarked that tradition would not i
permlt such a doctrine to be entered into the canons of the Church ;
as an official doctrine of the Church. To thlis Pope Pius 1X made the

well lmown and sharp remark,"I am tradition",thus arrogating unto him-
self tho same power and privileges which Louls X1V had,vhen hagggi:iﬁed,
"T am the statel" FHowever,in spite of all of the opposition on the

part of the minority,the fourth chapter was passed on July 135. Of

the 601 delegates present,;451 voted placet,B88 voéed non pjacet, and

62 voted placet iuxta modum. Besides this,there were 80 delegates
present in the city of Rome,who simply did not vote on the question.

So we see that the ;otal of the opposing minority amounted to approx-
imately 200 delegates,which is,indeed, an imposing enough minority =

Church's deposit of falth.




12,
things had come and so determined upon one more,final,desperate stand.
Accordingly n number of the minority-bishops appeared before Pius to
see whether he could not be influenced to changec the resolution. It
mist be remarked,however,that thelr petitions fell far short cf thelr
original- demands. In fact,as we can readlly sce from the fact that

Ketteler fell upon his knees before Pius and addressed him ad 'most

holy Father!, thelr entire behavior and attitude wae altogether out
of keeping with their previous actions. It seered as though the pope
might finally be inclined to condede just a little bit,alﬁhou&h he
postponed any @afinite answer until the followlng day. ™His answer
indeed,came like a thunderbolt out of the sky and siwply left the mi-
nority Glzconcerted,for instead of the expected concession,the pope
had had "this significant phrase appended to the section perbainlég

te the personal infallibility of the pope:'"and,therefore,the like de-
finitions by tho Roman pontiff ARE ABSOLUTE OR UNALTERABLE IX El=
SELVIE, A3 OF INTRINSIC FORCE, AWD HOT BY COMCESSIOR OF THE CHURCH".

( ex sese irrcforuablles esse,non autem ex consensu ecclesiae). This .

shows how irrevocably the pope was cormitted to the doctrine of infal-

1ibility. On July 16,in the 86th genersl congregotion,the entire con-
stitution was acceptéd and on the 18th of July,the entire constith-
tion was accepted 1n't§EEpdb11c session. Up to this time the delegnteg !
had been forbidden to leave the Holy Clity wlthout special permission E
from the pope. But now 56 of the minority bishops ,who thought 1ﬁ"5gL1d=
be futile to oppose the dogmatization of infallibility,wrote to the
pope on the evening preceding the 18th of July,and petitioned him for
special permission to leave the city,for they added,they were also ir--
revoesbly pledged to oppose the dootrine of infellibility,but at the
. same time,did not wish to offend his papal holiness by a public demon-
stration of thelr disagreement with the new doctrine. :Itais needless
to. say that the pope,who probably fenrudxJusf-~iﬁdhni-pﬁh11§.§gnqn—ri:fg*
etration,gave them this pernission cheerfully. As a result of the
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departure of 80 many delegates,we find only 535 present at the 4th i
public session,over which the pope himself presided. When the defin- E
itive voting took place,only two members of the councll dered to vots i
non placet,Blshops Ricclo of Cajazzo and Fitzgerald of Little Rock, E
Arkansas. It 1s interesting to note herse the description which the i
Catholic Encyclopacdia g:l.ves' of the final pronmulgation of the ‘3‘3&&1:1& EA
"Iuring the proceedings a thunderstorm broke over the Vatlwan,and

arid thunder and lightning the pope promulgated the new dogma likega
loses promulgating the law on it. Sinai”},(Cath. Enc. XV, 309.),al-

though,of* course,we can think of another reason tesides divine rgi::sﬂre,
which would account just as plausibly for this demonstration of the
elemecnte. The two bishops who had voted non plaeet,immer!!.atalrmq'i;t:c-
ed theii submission to the'Roly father'.The Catholic Encyclopaedia

sets lorth the submlisslion of Bishop ritzgerald in a dramatic manner,
Describing the bishop's action thus:™ the bishop of Iittle Rock sald
simply snd with true greatness, 'Holy Father,now I believe'".XV,307.

e shall touch upon the subject of the submlssion of the other bi 1eps
in a little greater detall later on. The attendance upcn the council
had dwindled down from tho greatest nurber ever present,767 fathers,

to a mere 1(?4 soon after the 18th of July. The bishops were greatly !
fatigued,since the heat in Rome wsas practically unbearsble for those
accustomed to a milder clime,and besldes,entire Europe was now iIn a
state of tuimdll over the impending break between France and Germany.
N¥or was the pope's posit:i.on an enviable one,for soon after the 18th

of July the Italian army entered the clty of Rome,the papal states : ,
were dissolved by the withdrawal of' the French army fvom Itallan soil,
and the city of Home was now proclaimed as the ecapital city of a uni- «
fied Italy. The most important of counolls since the Tridentine was 2
never officially adjourned,for the pope's bui:l__.,il’.bs‘tqi?an Tel muners, g
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Europe which made it imperative for the bishops to be present :I.ndt.'ﬁeir
respective dloceses. fle might have added also. this,that he had incur-
red a great expense by having 300 delegates stn:}ing with him. He might
soreover,have sald that the main purpose of bthe council hatZ been a-
chieved on the 1l&th of July with the clevation of infallibility to the
pPosition of an officail doctrine of the Rowen Csthollc Church.

EBef'ore we pass over to a eonidemﬁion of the doectrine itselrl,
we might mention briefly the accompl:shments of the council. Simpson
renark:i concerning the council and its results,that no comsarison be-
tween itz results and those of the pnst eouncils can be made. In [fact,
we have but to recall that the entire first three months were spent

withouy any appréclable progress having becn made and without the coun-

¢il having been able to point to one decree which would t_;Ave Juatified
such an expenilture of time. Of course, from the view-polnt of a i:nith-
ful Ultramontsiist, the time had ‘been redeemed well and hardly could
have been speﬁ‘a to better advantage,for was not the Infallitillty of

the Loman fSee now declared to the world to be a doctrine revealed by
God to his faithful ones,a doctrine, which,1f a man did not ae’lmo:'&&ize
it,would malke it 1n'1possi'ble for him to be a member of God's comrunion

of saints on earth? There was -a conspicuous lack of the reforms which
had been warmly a.d.vocated by many of the bishops. In fact,the entire
results of the council may very well be surmed up as havirg been:
1l.the establishrent of the universal episcopacy of the pope?a':‘:d
2. the definition of the pope's infallibility, >
which are chapters & and 4 of the constitution -De Ecclesia.
The exact wording of the importsnt infallidbility clause in the
4th chapter ,on the authority of the church is as follows:"The sacred

1

l

1

council thus approving,we teach and so define as a dogma divinely re- J
5

- vealed that the Roman pontiff,when-he speaks ex cathedra,i.e.,vhen 2
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on faith or morals toibe observed by the entire eeumenie'al church;
thereby using the divine aseistance to him vouchsafed by promise to
blesaed Poter;he timn brings to bear that potentlal infallibility
vherewith the divine Redeemer desired and willed that his Chureh be
instructed in such dei’inition of doetrine on faith or morals ,and,
therefore,the like definitions by the Roman pontlff are absolute or
unalterable in themeelves as by intrinsic force and not by concession
of the Chirei.. Now,therefore,if any were to presume(which may God
avert) to contradiet our definition;let hir be anathema."

It was this doctrine which the members of the majority,headed

by Archbishop Lanning and Bishops Senéztrey and Deschamps principally,
elaimod had reposed in the Church's deposit of falth ever since the
first conturies. Some delegates,who not only opposed the expediency
of the doectrine's elevation,but who opposed the doctrine itself most

bitterly wore:Rsuscher, Strossmayer, Hefele, Ketteler,Kenrick,snd

Dupanloup. It is generally conceded that the ablest the-ologinns and
the Yeenest :I.ntel:i.eots of the period were arrayed on the side of the
oppoglticn to the doctrine of infallibility. Among the most learned
opponents of the infallibllity doetrine must be mentloned DSllinger,
professor of Church History at the University of Kunich,who,although |
not invited to the council,nevertheleses wrote against 1t,showing that
the doctrine was simply untenable on historical grounds. i/hile the

majority attempted to show,that of necessity,the popes of the past

erred
centuries had neverashen speaking on matters of faith or morals,the

minority,on the other hand, adduced records,whose authority and au-
thenticity and reliability could not be questioned,to prove that the
popes in past times had committed many errors and that the R gishqd o

e dﬂ (i

the first five centuries nad not attempted to arrogate such 'pr:l.v:l-
Aélr%
simpson po:l.nf.a out in his book that the bopes of the first elavon ca!,lr‘é

ﬂn:

leges unto themnselves,as Pope Pius 1X was trying to secure for h:lms‘

tur:l.ga on t’*le ooonu.ton of j:hei:! necenion ‘to the papal oh
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the verdict of condemmation passed against Pope Honorius by the Sixth

POy v
Ecumenical Zouncil,and later agaln by the seventh and eighth ecumenicsl
counclls. It was necessary for the minority to appeal to history,for

the definition of paopal infallibility implied that all of the past/popes

_bad possessed this gift of infallibility,which papists claim was given
by Christ to Peter,the first pope,and transmitted to each succeeding
Pope 1n an unbroken line of succession. -

The paplats offer a series of HScripture passages in support of
thelr clain‘.s.tha'.; ths doctrine of infalllbility 1s contained in the
revealed Word of God. The most important of these pasage are:
1.1iat. 16,18("Thou art Peter and upon this rock T will bulld my chavch;
and the gates of hell shall not prevall apainst 1t"),2. Iuke 22,32

el
{"But I have prayed for thee that thy faith fail thee not:and when th‘ou.

art convertad,strengthen thy brethren"),and 3. John 21,15("He salth
unto him:Feced my lambs"). On the basis of these nassages Romcnilsts

claim that a speclal power and Jurlsdiction was ‘given to Peter over

the entire Church and that at the same time his supremacy over the

other apostles wrs established. ‘e need not go into detall with re-

G
gard to the pasaages adduced to prove Peter's supremacy over the Churah,

o

g

and through that,the Roman bishop's supremacy,for we know that our

FAPSEEERE IR ST et

. , 4 g
Sgvior gave the same power to all of his diselples which in !Mat. 16,18

‘1

|
f.

1s addressed to Feter(sol),as we can read in iiat. 28,19 and John

20,22.23("and when he ha¢ sdld this,he breathed on them,and salth
m

unto theafeceive YE the Holy Ghost;whose soever sins YE remlt,they :

are remitted untd them;and whose soever sins YE retain,ther ars re- >.
tained".) With regard to the second verse we simply ask,Is 1t less
probable that Christ prayed for Peter for the simple reason that he
Jmew very well that Peter,because of his tempestuous nature,was the i
one who needed 1t more than any one of the others? This e::p].ani:b'.l.on
takes on additlonal force when we notice that 1n the very next :‘uf'e'.:rwlilﬁf_:»"‘

i G e B SR R e e




____ 4. that the Roman bishop had no power of excommuication. As the

' 3.that the decrees published nseded no papal confirination,and

17.

following this statement of our Lord,(viz.,John 21,%4),Christ informs
Peter that he will deny his Lord three times hefore the crowing of
tho coek. 1In the light of this explanation the last passage becomes
very evlidently but o reconfirmation of Feter in his mpostolic offics.
The tree-fold question which Christ puts to Pster undoubtedly 1is to
impress Peter and us with the fact that Feter was fully restored to
his former position as Christ's apostle by this triple confeasion“:f‘lﬁoh
corresponded to the triple denlal of Christ in the courtyard of the
high oriest. ‘;

The infallibilists ,ﬁnthemore, say that history corroborates

thelr claim that the early church acknowledged and recognized a su-
bremacy on the part of the Roman blshops and that this supremacy was
actuall; exerclised by the blshop of Rome. ‘hereas,lt 1s an incontro-
vertible historical fact that during ‘the first three centurles there
was nob | the slightest slgn of an acknowledgment of the Roman bishop's
supreracy on the part of the other metropolitans. It 1s just as true
an historical fact that the blshops of Alexandria, Antioch,conatant:!;‘-
nople,and Jerusalem protested vigorously whenever the Homan biuhop*t;id_
attempt to appropriate some right or power which was not properly his.
This we can sce from the Sixth Canon of the Council of Nicaea (3525 n.l‘.?.)
which placed the Roman bishop on n level with the bishops of Alexaﬂ%;-:ln
and Antioch. As Janus points out,(Der Pabst u. das Kon:.tl,p.,‘lsrf.),

the following facts concerning the first centurlies simply cannot be
changed without a complete falsiflcation of h!.story,

l.that the emperors called the synods which were he:l.d.,

2.that the Roman bishop did not always preside,as e.g. at Nicaea 5’5,

and at Ephesus,439;and nioreover that the Roman blshop was not even

represented at the Second Ecumenical Council held at Constantinople,
38l A.D., |




.Homan "bichop to force his position upon the rest of the Church,in the
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of Janus very clearly shows (p. 96ff),shed history novhere rscords
the case of. a sect having been condemned,at gany time auring the ﬂ.rst
nix'eenturiea,for not havin; acknowledged the pope. The only conces=-
slon made by the bishops of the firat centurles in regard to the posi-
tion of the Roman bishop was that they were willing to concede him to
be a 'primis inter pares',thls being brought about purely by consider-
ations of such a nature as the location of the city of Rome,lts size
and importance in the commercial worli,the size of the congregation
and i1ts glorlous past in having been assoclated,in 1lfe and in death,
with the greatest apostles.

The advocates of papal infallibllity cln:l.m that this dnetr:lne 1s
clearly taught by the church fathers,who,they say,ascribe a higher .&-E'

nity and honor to the Roman bishop. Put we fall to find any proof of
this in the church fathers.'then the first real attempt was made by a

case of the Faster Controversy with Pope Victosthe attituds of the
entire church,including the church fathers Irenasus and Tertullian,

was that apostolic tradltion was preserved in all of the apoutolio
sees. Ayer has shown that Cyprian's tract on the "Unity of the Ghuroh“ 5
was shamzfully interpojated by friends of the Roman See,(Ayer,Source-
book for Ancient Church History,p.241), in their attempt to establish
Roman supremacy on the basis of the authorlty of the church fathera.
And so it is with Augustine,for what can be clearer than the following
worde of Augustine,quoted by Bishop Strossmayer at the Vatican Coun=-
ell,"What do these words mean, 'and upon this rock I will bulld my

church?' Upon this rock,namely, on the falth which sald:'Thou art

mn-it ;the Son of the living God'!."(Lehre u. Wehre,XXXV,151-16<).

So we see that the church fathers were far from ascribing a position -
of superiority to any particular church,for they guarded the powers
given by Christ to the Church very zealously,and maintained that the
supreme teaching suthority resided in the entire eplscopate. '




_ power were dependent upom him. He was also the first one to be able
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8ince the church fathers were onc in thelr denial that any single e-
Piscopate or individual was possossed of supreme teaching authority,
we can readily see that the argument from the chiirch fathers does not
hold. The councll of Trent seid :I:hat the Scriptures miazt be explained
sccording to the church fathers. The author of Janus points out,with
his characteristic keenness,the dilemma into which Romanlsts fall when

trying to prove Roman supremacy from the church fathers,for,says he,

there were no church fathers,in the strict senae of the term,aftser
604 L.D.,and since the church fathers of the first six centurieﬁ:nr;ob
be shoun to have upheld a supremacy of theRoman bishop,the argument

not only immediately becomes of ne value,but reacts like a boomerang
upon bthose who try to use this particular point to uphold such a su-
premacy.(Der Pabst u. das Konzil,p.99ff).Pope Agatho was the first

A
one to anwly the. words of ILuke 22,32-37,to the Roman see.(cireca saoﬁ’ T )

Froin this period we see the Roman blshop makling great strides towards
the goal of secular -and spiritual supremacy. The first systematit_:_ l
endeavor to prove Rome'!s superlority were the Pseudo-Isadorinn%;%:etala |
which appeared about 850 A.D.,although dsting back to about 500 A.D.,
whose purpose was to elevate the papacy above the temporal power ,

and to establish the supremacy of the Roman See within the Clrurch.

P VBRSNS R——

The first pope to use these decretals to full advantage was Ficholfs 1.
It 1s incredible that he was unaware of thelr spurious character,for
he was in pogesion of tho Roman archives and was well mcqualinted 3
v;ith the traditior of the Church. The next great pops was Grosor'y" ' fa § ,:
1075. Janus says that he also forged papal letters to prove his su-
periority, (§.99ff). Regardless of the manner in which he d:l‘c.l 1t,1t is
undeniable that he raised the papacy to an undreamed-of height by
successfully introducing his idea of an all-encompassing theocracy,
of a universal vassal-union. Gregory insisted that the pope was the

representative of God on earth and that a2l spiritual and temporal
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" for his emissaries were given access to any local congregation,thus

floeks. Popo Grogory V1l claimed that he was "really the lord and

20.
to depose monarchs. ] _

In adéition to the two :.systens mentioned as aiding papal power,
we miet also mention the Gratian Decretals of 1060 i.T.,whose conclu-
slon was:"that it is a duty to let also the unbearable be pleasing,.if
1% be imposes by Rome".(Janus,p.156). Besides these falsificntions,
there were other systems which rendered invaluable aid in increasing
papal prestige and power. Tie refer _'I:o the Crusades,which gave the
bope control over kings,and to the founding of the lendiecant Orders,
through whose efforts the ordinary clergy lost mayst of 1its power,and

by whose efforts the pope becare recognized as the universal pastor,
interfering with the control of 1ldcal clergy over their respective

posscasor of the whole worli".In the Unam Sanctam,l1302,Boniface V11l

claimed that the temporal power depends on the spiritual,that the pope

has both of these swords,and can,therefore,be judged by no man. In-
nocent 111 used the pleture of Peter walking upon the sea to prove |
that Peter's successors also have the right to walk upon the saa'iﬁieh, ;
he says,represents the masses. The height of papal power was really ;
reached under Innocent 11l,and we have but to think of the Fourth Lat-
eran Counclil,held in 1215,1;0 see that he had succeeded in bringing the |
papacy to that point where the council!s only function was to listen

to and to endorse ;for the;'sake of form,the decrees of the pope. In

other words,Innocent 111 had reached the peak of papal power,infalli-
bility.

Thus we see that the infallibility-doctrine was actually exer-

cised and put into forece long before it was declared to be an officlal
doctrine of the Church. But since,this was dependent in the greatest

measure upon the pe':-sonai aggressiveness of the pope,we fini that very
fow of h:l.s successors were able to uphold the papal 'h.onor against the J

Europeun monnroha a8 well as hs was able to.
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forces within the Church itself which had to be reckoned with. Ilsn
arose who donled that the pope is possessed of the supreme teaching
power,men like Larsiglio of Padum,Gerson,0Occam,and institutionz like
the University of Paris. Then thers cams a time in which the papacy
gank to the very nadir of dishonor,wlckedness,licentiousness ,ar.d" ?:ﬁ-id-
liness,times like the reign of pornocracy and the era of nepotis'iﬁ-:‘t‘-.imel
t;hn the very existence of the Church was endangered by a ser...ou:i"gé'eak
in the Church. iie refer to the Great Schism,1378 A.D.,during; which
the power of the papacy gradually decreased and becameo practicnllgﬁ;}il.
There came a time when the wishes of the 'Heoly Father' wors entirely
disregarded,when counclls were called without consulting the pope. The
Homan Church cannot change the fact that the most important counclls
of Baszcl and Constance had as thelr goal and result decrees which

aimed at reflforming the Roman See,establishing the superiority of the

entire cplacopate 1.0.,the superiority of a councll over the 'slingle
volce' in Rome. And as we have ment!.bnet-l in the introduction ,there""éﬂma
the Heformation at the hands of Lartin Luther,who showed,on the basis .
of Seripturec,that i1t 1s the duty of the ecclesiastical powers tofﬁ'i“é‘éeh
the Cospel,vhile the temporanl powers are to protect the lives and 1
property of.thelr subjects.

':JE have traced the development of papal infallibility. ihat
had gradually developed wlthin the enrl; Chrisitian Church because
of outward circumstances,viz,,the growing up of the Chrisitian Church
similtaneously with the Roman Empire,and what had been brought to a
definite use during the many centurles,by strong-willed popes,was now
declared to be an official dogma of the Rom"a:; Catholic Church by the
Vatican Councll of 1870.

There are,of courae,many difficulties conmected with the ‘#111-4‘

bility dogma,one of them being that all decrees of all past popes are
thereby made :I.rrever:l.ble . And here the proponents of 1n:l'a.111'b111t1‘
must exerolse every bit of their ingemuity in their 2 ers
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arguments advanced by such men as:Sgrossmayer,léllinger, Kenrick,
‘Fr ledrich,icton,and other men thoroughl;r acqualnted with papal history.
The case which gives the papksts the greatest amomnnt of trouble and
worry,and which they have not bucceeded in explaining even with a show

of satisfaction -to rcal students of history up to the present time,is,

as lanning calls it,"the monotonous controversy about Pope Honcrius",
(lanning, The A t. Coune.p.l6ff). Pope Honorius 1 wished %o bring a-

bout & reconciliation hetween :the eastern and westerh echurches and

B R N, =

in his eagerness to do so,he made & concesslon in favor of lonothelet-

ism,which "virtually denles the reality of the inearnation”.(Simpson,

R.C. Opp. to the Doot. of Ini.,p. 32).It was the question as to Eﬁﬁl‘:&er

; hhere wvore one or two willgin our Lord Jesus Christ. Honorius plainly %
seys,"we confess one will of our Lord Jesus Chrisk".(Simpson,p.3S). i
The Sixth Ieumenical Councill, 681 A.D.,pub an end to the Honothelete ﬂ
Controversy and condemned Honorius as a heretic,its action being later g

confimied by Pope Leo 1ll. Honorius was subsequently anathematized

by the Soventh and Eighth Ecumenical Councils. Even in the face of
elear and incontestibie evidence,lianning dares to make the statement
that the 'Honorius case also proves 1nfa111‘b11:lty',(?at. Counc. ,p. J.éd),

| but forgets this detall,to showr in what manner 1t cdoes so. lNanning
also apeak:z as though this were the only historlcal difficulty to be
solved,whereas we shnll show that ‘theilr number i1s legion. Various Tﬂ emptll

ﬂ

have beon made to prove that Honorlus is not to be accused of teaching

a heresy,arong which are:

1l.the argument that great discrepancies prevall among historians on

the ocnse of Honorius(Vat. Council,p.128) °
2.that Honorius was defining no doctrine whatever,and that he :m_ll not
spenking as pastor of the universal church, f
3.that as soon a8 a pope might be even slightly :I.noi:l.ned towards a:iror,
he immediately ceases to be pope,for God deposes h:lm. ok ;
'5;,.&; _Kanning devotes an entire chapter to the 'case of Eqnor,{unlmnG.s V. "




- 11kewhse condemned Pope Honorius as a heretic a.nd branded h!.’ﬂ wi;l:‘h‘
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that the cwrmlus of evidence for the infsllibllity of ths Romaﬁo%iff
outwyelghs all szuch doubts,for he says,that Honorius forbade the mak-
ing of any new definition,that his two eplstles are entirely orthosox,
and that hiz only fault was "in thc ommission of apostolie authority,
for which he v:vn.-:-. justly censured". Ilarning claims thet 1t i3 an
"injuatice to censure his language used before that condermation, just
as 1t might he Just to censure 1t after the condermation hac beosn
made”.(Vat. Council,p.244ff).In short,the arguments of iLanning amount
to this:that the couneil which condermed Honorius conderned hirm min-'
takenly,or 1t was in orror on the fnci;s of the case,or,that Honorius
was concerned for imprudence,or.lianning makes even this admlission,
that Tlonorius was conderned as a privste.theologlan. As to theeﬂ &Eu-
nents we woulu simply esk,what ecoulé be clearer than Honcrius' state-

ment adduced abovethat there l1s only one will in our Lord Jesus Christ .

surely,nothing could e plainer. The argument that 1t was merel; .an

imprudence on the part: of Honorius tu use such terminology is just

a8 :elovs, for Janus'! argurent as to the ex czthedra character of
Honorius'! utterance 1s just as forceful when applied to this argument
of tho papists. Janus says,"ihenkhen, 1s a decision given ex cathedr;
unless when the successor of St. Feter,bei;us concultéd by the entire
east,should suspress a deadly error and strengthen his brethrent"
(Der Patst u. das Konzil,p.39). Regardless of the :l:::rmmeral;le loop-
holes which Catholic theologlans have invented to escspe the charge
of falllbility in the case of Honorlus,history nevertheless,but glves
back its falthful record that Honorius was condermed as a heretic by =

three ecumenical councils. History also reminds of the fact that f“é:.iy
Roman pope up to the eleventh century,for the Romanists rmst have jié’st'f
sight of the condemmatory clause on Fope Honors.ua :I.n the pﬂpll oa:bh.! : :

an :I.nralll.ble anathema. As Engnrﬁ An:‘! ﬂo :I.ron:lu;l.:l.r :ln his ':Die

. Stinde der PEpste',"It ia and remalns a_ fact.thak
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and infallible popes have condemned the infallible Honorius as a
horetic." (P.48) p

One of the arguments which iianning advanced at ths time of the

Vatican Council for a guick dogmatization of the infallibility doct-

rine was that in these modern times,when the calling of an ecumenicel
council was such a cumbersome .taai:,the Church would be enabled to pass |
Judgments and to meet exigencles with greater efficlency. It 1is re-
markable that after such an argunent wss used that no pope hamlpt
te issne an infallible statement since 1870. The restrictions imposed
by the cunning Roman thcologians have protected the church against
the possibility of another such unfortunate incldent as the 'HMonorius
Casoe',for immediately after the prorogation of the council,the con-
eiliar secrotary,Fessler,lssued conditicns necessary for a doctrine
to be infallible. His conditions were containez in the infallibility
elanse itself,vis.,that the pope wmust express himself on a doctrine

perteining to faith or morals,and that the doctrine must be of such

a nature thai the entire Church must regard 1t as neees'a:!y for sal-

vatlon. Since that time Roman Catholic theologlans have gone on 'ad :
infinitum' in their application of what Newrann calls'the principle
of minimizing'! which,he adds,1s so'necessary for a wise and cautious
theology!. Enza;zning adds this phrase that 1t 1s not necessary to have
a series of texts to prove a doctrine's infallible charescoter,"since
it is manifest that the extent of Holy Revelation 1s greater th;:n that ‘
of Holy Seripture.” (Vat. Coun. p.241) Among the more recent condi-
tions given as favoring the infallibility of a dootriral expression ‘
are those given by Simpson,in addition to the two mentioned nbgv&fiz,i
1. with respect to 1ts form,the expression must be a dqmtii“ﬁ%mﬁ;gﬁcﬁh
2. 1t must be intended for every member of the Universal Church be-
causc 1t defines something essentlal to be belleved.
It is evident that all of these conditions are simply various ways

of repdering the original conditions as given in tho infallibility
u_____ 3 S R . s . == ,”_:_“_,mw:i_._, ,_’tf_;'-




clause itaelf. It is needless to say that no pops ,or any Roran

Catholic theologlar ,has ever undertaken the .stupendous task of de-
|  terming just how many ox cathedra uttersnces are contnined ir the

| Romen archives. There 1s no liet of infallible decraes issued for a
great deal.of caution must be exercised in declaring that all of the
necessary condlitions have been fulfilled by the dogmatization of a
particular doctrine. Among those decrees which have been sald to

have fulfilled all of the required conditions are:the Dogmatic Con-

stitutions of Constance against Wyelif and Bus;Leo the Tenth's con-

stitution Exsnrge,against Luther;one sentence in the Unam Sanctar;

the doectrine of the Immaculate Conception and the Doctrine of Infal-.
1ibility. TFrom the rarcsness of infallible decrees we see that a rmil- !

titi:de of conditions wust be fulfilled before a doctrine '1111 'be mar”‘.:ed

with the official infallibility stamp.
lanning saye that by'faith and morals',"the whole revelation

of faith',or,"the whole supematura]norder,with all that !s essential

to the canctification and salvation of man through Jesus Christ",is.

to be understood.

B i e L

{ilth regard to the condition that the entire Church must fda-
dressed if' an utterance is to be considored infallible,Jdanus asks,
"Why should the pope be less infallible when addressing only poﬂ'::lon‘
of the church than when addressing the whole church?" (p.430). : -

By the adoption of the doctrine of papal infallibility,the ;
Church committed itself irrevocably to the position of an ecclesias- |
tical monarchy,for it is interesting and significant to note "that
the .th:-e-e theories which assign infallibility to the church,to the

eplscopate,and to the pope are resbeotively democratic, aristooratic,
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then in detail,sirply quote a mosterly section from Blshop Dupan-
loup's Spe ech delivered ot the Vaticen Council,in which ths bilshop
shows t.hs.-. popes were nc more than human belngs,subject to nkt-f frail-
tles as we ars,and that some of them were inecredibly worse than many
a man of this world: "Fope Victor first approved of Eontaniam,anﬁhen
condenmed 1t. Harcellinus was an idolater; Liberius consented tﬁhe

condennation of Athanasius nn.l made a proressior- of Arisnism that he

might be recalled from exile and reltored to his see. Honorius ac-
hered to lIonothsletism. Gregory 1l calls any one antichrist wh;r- -t?‘l;es
the name of univers-~l bishop 'and ,contrariwise,Roniface 111 made

the parricide emperor Fhocas confer that title on him. 'V:I.rg:lliua
purchascd the papacj from Bellsarius, ‘Paschal 11 and Eugenius 11l
authorized duelling;Julius 11 and Pius 1V forbade it. Eugenlus 1Y
approved the council of Easel and the restitution of t‘né cup to the
church ol' Hohemia; Flus 1l revoked the concession. IHadrian 11 de-
elared civil marriages to be valid; Pius V1l conderned them. Sixtus
¥ published an cdition of the BEilble and ‘commended 1t to be read;
Pius V1l condemrned the reading of it. Clement V11l abollshed the or-
der of the Jesults permitted by Paul 111:Pius V1l reestablished it.

If,then,you proclair the infallibillity of the actual pope,you must
prove that which 1= impossible----that the popes never contradicted
eacix other. .
"Baronius must have blushed when he narrated the acts of the
Roman blshops. 8 peaking of John Xl,natural son of FPope Sergius and
larozia,he sald the Holy Church,l.e.,the Roman,had beon vilely tramp-
led on by such a monster. John :Xll,elected pope at the age'o'r 18, .

was not on'e whit better than his predecessor. I am silent of Alex-
ander,the father and lover of Iumcretia. I turn away from ngllrjg_‘;
who dez_:ied the immortality of the soul and was deposed by the counu:lflg
of Constance. This century is unfortunate,as for nearly 150 years,

. ~ : i " ! s Sy '3
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the popss had fzllen fron all v!.l#es of thelr predecessors and have
beconie apostates rather than apostles." (Theolog. Quart.,X111,84-85, )
It was tc such a doctrine,which disregarded absolutely the
testimony of' centuries of history,that the delogates- and the vhole

church were asked to submit. The surprising thing for us is that
in splte of sll of the opposition which was manlfested at Ron'.e:‘?_-:-n-f;st
the doetrine of infallibility,all of the minority celegates finally
subnltted to the decrse and éleelareti themselves to be obedient sons

,in:ml-flf’
of the Church. fome declarec thelr subnmission to the doctrine immedl-

Zee.
ately upon its promulgation,while Archblshop Kenrlck of St. I.ouis,lia.,
for instance,did ;raot send 1n his notice‘os submission until thg.s&rly

bart of 1872. S5lowly but gradually the rebelliyons sons of the church
saw that it would "6 useless to g ontinue in their refusal to submit
and so they inally ylelded to the pope’s incessant demands and de-
clared their willingness to submit. FHhen we think back to the stor-
ny seszions which took place at the counil,and when we think of the

s P S W ] S T

pope's attitude of p_r:rsonal antipathy towards all who opposed infal-
1ibility,and when we think of the ardor,: Zeal,and sincerity with
which sonic of the delegates fought against 1ts dogmatization,it%m
impossible to us that such men,contrary to the dictates of the:!.;:-
consclence and to what théy knew to be right,would in the end calm-
ly submit to the doctrine because they considered it to be thelr du-
ty as obedlent sons of the Church. Lord Acton,who did more than any
other man,except the 'b:l.al!op of Orleans,in exciting public fTeellng,
especially in Ge ™many and England,ageinst the Vatican counoil,dra\s_

up a severe and scathing denunciation of the weakness on the minori-
ty members and speaks cf the action of the nminority in this tor:, -

"They approved what they were called on to reform and :sol:l.yh.le'ugé
with their lips what their heart Imew to be accursed”.(Simpson,R.C.

Opposition tq the Doc. of Inf. p.33). He further says that "the
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covardly weakness on the one side and unscrupulous coerclon on the
other"(ibid. p.3351),secured the passing -of the decrese. That this
plan of coercion wes really the only plan open to the infallitilists

1s conceied by Acton when he says,"to admit that a minority coulﬁ“p;e-,
vent or nullify a dognatic action of the papacy,was to renounce in-
fallibility”.(ibid. p.3520). A8 we have mentioned already,the dele-
gate who was the last one to announce his submlssion was Archbishop
Renrick of St. Louls, 0. When Kenrick did finally esnnounce his sub-
miasion to the dogma,he was brought bto -task for hls action by Lord

.F.‘ Acton, o whom he thon replied that his submission"was one of pure o-

bedience and was not grounded on the removél of my motives of oppo-
gition Lo bthe decraees aa'refarred to in my s'peech and set forth in
ny namphlsts."(1bid. 302). On the question of ths retrac.tion of his
pamphlabs,for he had written some very telling arguments against

able
infallibility and had prepared a speech,which,however,he was not able

to deliver bhefore the council,he says emphatically,"This I shall not
do,no matter what the consequences may be." (ibid. p. 302).

41 of the delegates,then,finally announced their submission
to the new doctrine. But there were some men in ‘the ranks of the (
Cathollc Church who did not fear to brave the condequences of a con-
slstent refusal to subm:l.t,based-upon thelr persuasion by reliable
historli~al facts,vhich simply refused to be removed by the a:i;mple
process of a papal decree. Among those who were finally excommmuni-

. cated for their refusal to submit were Professors Langen and 'Reuch;
and Dr. Nasenlever. The latter illustrated the im:ossibility of a
reconcliliation of the new dogma with the principles of eplscopal
teaching-authority,by adducing the algebralc formula:if a plus.b
equals a,then b equals 0,thus showing that the new doctrine reduces
episcopal authority to a non-existent quantity. Put there na:ﬁ‘:"i;]..‘i‘
one man whom the verdict of excommunication &ffected more than 1{:‘— ...dl!
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the others,and that was Dr. D8llinger,who hai been one of the leaders
of the oppozaition to the doctrine. Wis friends tried %o persuadg
him to modify hia position,but not succeeding in this,they tried to
bring their influence tc bear upon the pope to deal kindly with the
old genbleman who had heen in the fold of the Church for such a long
time. DBllinger remained as firm as adamant in his determination to
adhere to the only bosition which he was convinced,on the basis of
his historical studies,was the right one. He answered his friends,
"48 a Christian,as a theologlan,as a historian,as a cltizen,I cannot
accept this doctrine”,and again,"Rest assured that I shall not dis-
honor my old age with a lie before God and man".(Simpson,n.320).

LEllinger accepbed his excommunication and refused to join the 0ld

Catholic Party which was formed by those who flatly refused l:c.: sub-
mit to the deetrine of infallibility.

The argunent that submission to the infallibility derree was
a "saerifice of intellect"shows what a firm hold the Foman Church
has upon its members. As_r.:on‘aalambert says,this sacrifice of reason,
1s also u sacrifice of justice,truth,and history.(Simpson,p.184). |
But 1t is,of course,very consistent Roman teaching,for the Romgn"fe&tho-
lic Church belleves that only the church has the right E":I.ni:e'l.'m:-ai:
Sseripture,and t!;al: ,in turn'when we speak of the Church, we mean the ,
pope“(:resu:l.t Oretser,Janus,p. 40). The pope then plays the part of
a court of final appeal. The Catholics adduced this very argurient
tos how the necessity of the doctrine of 1nfallibillity,for,they saild,
1s 1t not the natural order of things,even in civil arrﬁ:l.rs;,thatﬁgrja |

. ]
mst be a final authority whose word decldes the matter? On thias

argument Simpson has a very fine answer when he speaks of “the huge 4
abyss which separates infallibility as the Church understands it é;;'m
clvil sovereignty and final judicial appeal. The former not only de- .
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and exterior obedience without involving any :lnter!:or conviction or
belief;without preventing discussion,contradiction and reversal by
subsequent leglslation".(p. 152). It Is evident that on the basls
of Seripture the very firat premise of the Catholics in fallaclous
and this of course,makes every other premise and conclusion which
they may draw,a false onc. Sacrifice of reason 1s to be made not#‘l.:-o
the deerees of any human being,but only to the inerrant Word of God,
wﬁich itself tellas us that we are to bring "into captivitby every
thought to the cobedience of Christ". (2 Cor. 10,5).

By forsaking the anclent rule of St. Vincent of Lerins who ex~

horted,"Let us follow universality,antiquity,consent”,8 impson,p.26)

the Cathollic Churczh ushored upon i1tself a new era,in which i1t offici- '
ally admite this statement made by the Jesult professor Epemann-,q{hnt '»'J_!
the popc can impart light although blind,and even a wholly ignorant I
pope can gulbe well be Infallible,as God,we know,in old times led men !
on the right way by means of a mere aas"_.ﬂ('.l’.'heol. Guart. X111,65ff).
The Roman Church cntered upon an era of eccleslastical monarchisﬁ"nd i
has thereby tolken away the rights of the individual bishops,although

Uthe Vatican deocree indeed maintains the peradox that exclusive papal
authority enhances that o7 the bishops'.(Simpson,p.353). The Ron-tan :
Church has officlally discourage,Scripture-study,for now a papal de-

creo establishes a new doctrine beyond any possibllity or esven neces-
sity of an appeal to the Scriptures. The pope can set up a new doc- -' j
trine at will. Plus 1X sald in his Syllabus that it is a grievous =

error to say,"that divine Revelation is imperfsct and that,therefors,
subject to a continuous and indefinite progress. (Theol. '@nrt?.'r‘ﬂll, _
65-89). And yet we find tha-t very pope declaring,without fhe ald of -
a councll, that the doctrine of Eaz-y'rsj Immaculate Conception is a God- {:
revealed doctrine. We find him doing all in his power to have the id.n-::e
ores of infallibility passed. By the uogmuuum of m Ality,




the Roman .f:hurch has offioinlly shown 1tself to be in favor of the.
tactics of suppression which were used by the majority merbera urder
the direction of the pope,and opposed to liberty. For,although the
Catholice deny this charge most emphatically,it 1s evident to ,m‘;'er-
ions student of the council that repressive mecsures were adopted

and that the council was far from belng a-iree one. TWe l:ranslatGht'li-

Bovian—
rectly from La Liberté du Conclle et L!'Infail1ibilité,"or has a coun-

ell,which does not discuss,and is not permitted to discuss,the neces- 7,
sary liberty?" (Documenta ad 1llustrandun Coneilium,Vaticanum~-Fried-
rich,p.159). Nisppold says,“but in the application of the means whizh

N

Pius personally used for the intimlidation of opponents,nothing w‘a.s.

left unattempted,from friendly psrsuasion to angry threat and trutal

force" . (Papacy in the 19th Century,p.1563). And here we might refer
to such 2 recognized authority as Ranke,who,althouzh conceding that
' there is no authentiec proof that the pope called the council for the
purpose of' declaring the infallibllity doctrine nevertheless says,

Bt i

"but that it was his intention,is beyond doubt".Die Rémischen Pipste,
11I.195. )And then he adds this significant statement,"there was no
rom left for free speech".(Ibld.).

In conclusion we muat remark that with the iaauing of thed&v-;t:l-
can Council,tho Roman Catholic Church passed a:E_gly through one of
the greatest crises with which i1t had been confronted since the days
of the Augustinian monk. Not only did the Ultramontanist Part;.;‘e"aeh

1ts goal,the official recognition of the papal suprermacy in th:%h;ldﬁﬁﬁ
but it had done so without losing one of the delegates who had ‘at;lse'nq;_"_f:‘
the couneil. It is true that the 01d Catholie Church was formed by

those who were absolutely diasa.t:l.sﬂed with the conciliar :iuultsfglt_ -r
this was but a negligible number in comparison to the strong m:lnor:lty:i 4
‘The faot was that the Roman Church had finally come through ﬂ.otoz-iou '

in spite of the danger which had thﬂ&tbned to cause a uh:,,l.l,m ;_Ln-
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solute infallibility,which makes 1t iupossible for the pope to err

ranke of the Chmrch. From this perlod on there is very litfie .dan-
ger of a similar breach evor threatening ths Roman Church,for the
doetrine of infallibility makes absolutely superfluous the calling
of an ecumenical council at any time in the future,and we have also
secn what a hold the Cathollic chu'rnh has upon the consciences and
intellects,not only ol 'its lalty,but also of the clerg:r,by its claim

that resson mmst be saperificed in the interests of the Chureh. In-

stoad of the decentralization which the. delegates had demanded,the
Roman Curia simply enhanced the papal power by complete centr—.'i’f.'ie;tion
in f“orme. Truly,this is "Romanism gone mad"!(Dupanloup). Roman Catho-
lic theologians undoubtedly realized the great danger to which they
had exposed the Church,for upon sober conaideratlon,this new power
mist seem loglcally untenable also to them.

Bri.eﬂ:-s,bhtl:’the results of the Vatican Councll were:
1.The establishment of the universal episcopacy of the Homan bishop,
by means of which the pope can interfere in the affairs of an';‘pal;tic-
ular congregation,diocese,or bishopric under the Jurisdiction of the
Homen Catheolie Church. This 1s Chapter 111 of the Constitutio Dog-
matlea prima de Ececlesia. Christl.
2.The dogmatization of the doctrine of papal infallibility,by which 1
the decrees of all popes are derlared to be lrreversible,by virtue-

of a personnl,separate(scparate from the Church),independent,and ab- i

when he speaks as universal pastor to the entirs church on mtterafof
doctrine or morals,by which i1s understood the entire field of divine
Revelation,for God Immediately deposes a pope who might venture to |
speak ex cesthedraleven though all necessary condltions are fulfilled-), 4
and hence tho erring pope is ,in reality,pope no longer. This is i;-
ter 1V of the Constitutio Dogmatica prima de Ecclesia Christi. -
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