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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
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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
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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.
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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*”“
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