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CHAPTER XXIV
THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY

NEITHER the assaults of heretics nor the constant efforts -:;
at partial reform attempted by individual prelates had thus
far proved of any avail. As time wore on, the Church
sank deeper into the mire of corruption, and its struggles
to extricate itself grew feebler and more hopeless. We
have seen that, early in the fifteenth century, Gerson
advised an organised system of concubinage as preferable
to the indiscriminate licentiousness which was everywhere
prevalent. Even more suggestive are the declarations of
Nicholas de Clamenges, Rector of the University of Paris
and Secretary of the anti-pope Benedict XIII. He does
not hesitate to say that the vices of the clergy were so
universal that those who adhered to the rule of chastity
were the objects of the most degrading and disgusting
suspicions, so little faith was there in the possible purity
of any ecclesiastic. He also records the extension of a
custom to which I have already alluded when he states
that in a majority of parishes the people insisted on their
pastors keeping concubines, and that even this was a pre-
caution insufficient for the peace and honour of their
families.! Elsewhere he describes the mass of the clergy
as wholly abandoned to worldly ambition and vices, op-
pressing and despoiling those subjected to them, and

1 Taceo de fornicationibus et adulteriis, a quibus qui alieni sunt probro csteris
ac ludibrio esse solent, spadonesque aut sodomitss appellantur; denique laici usque

' adeo persuasum habent nullos ccelibes esse, ut in plerisque parochiis non aliter velint

presbyterum tolerare nisi concubinam habeat,quo vel sic suis sit consultum uxoribus,

que nec sic quidem usque-quaque sunt extra periculum.—Nic. de Clamengis de
Preesul. S8imoniac (Opp. Lug. Bat. 1618, p. 165).

VOL. II. A



2 SACERDOTAL CELIBACY

spending their ill-gotten gains in the vilest excesses, while
they ridiculed unsptrmgly such few pious souls as endea-
voured to live aocordmg to the light of the gospel.! Another
tract which :passes under his name declares that in most
of the drqces& the parish priests openly kept concubines,
which they were permitted to do on payment of a tax to
_their bishops. Nunneries were brothels, and to take the

_ :veil was simply another mode of becoming a public pros-
titute. Cardinal Peter d’Ailly declares that he does not

dare to describe the immorality of the nunneries.* In a
similar indignant mood Gerson stigmatises the nunneries
of his time as houses of prostitution, the monasteries as
centres of trade and amusement, the cathedral churches as
dens of ravishers and robbers, and the priesthood at large
as habitual concubinarians.* That he felt these evils to be
inseparable from the condition of the Church is evident
when, in an argument to prove the necessity of celibacy,
he is driven to the assertion that it is better to tolerate
incontinent priests than to have no priests at all® He
argues that the clergy are worthy of as many sentences of
damnation as they seduce souls to perdition by their cor-
rupt example, and he asks, when he who destroys himself
by his own sins is to be condemned, whether he who draws
with him numerous others is not still more worthy of per-
dition.* Theodoric a Niem represents the bishops of
Scandinavia as carrying with them their concubines on
their pastoral visitations, and as inflicting penalties on such
of the parish priests as they found living without similar
companions, while these women habitually took precedence

1 Nio. de Olamengiis Disput. super Mater. Concil. General.

2 Nic. de Clamengiis de Ruina Eoclesie cap. xxii., xxxvi.—Conf. Theobaldi Con-
quest. (Von der Hardt T. I. P. VI. XIX, p. 909.)

3 P. de Alliaco Canones Reformat. cap. iv. (Von der Hardt T. I. P. V1. p. 425.)

4 Gersoni Declarat. defect. viror. ecclesiast. lxv., Ixvi.

s Dicimus quod de duobus malis minus est incontinentes tolerare sacerdotes quam
nullos habere.—Gersoni Dial. Sophise et Naturse Act. 1v,

¢ Ejusd. S8ermo de Vita Clericorum.




THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY 8

in church of the wives of the neighbouring gentry—and he
adds that the clergy of the south of Europe were no better.!
Theodoric Vrie, alearned and pious Churchman of Saxony,
is equally unsparing in his denunciations of the Teutonic
clergy*—and, indeed, the testimony of the writers of the
period is so unanimous that their descriptions of clerical
vices cannot be regarded as the mere rhetorical declamation
of disappointed reformers.

It was evident that the efforts of local synods were
fruitless to eradicate evils so general and so deeply rooted,
while the necessity for some reform became every day
more apparent. Though Lollardry had been crushed in
England under the stern hand of Henry V., yet it was
reappearing in Bohemia in a form even more threatening.
The Council of Pisa had not succeeded in healing the Great
Schism, and there arose a general demand for an (Ecumenic
Council in which the Church Universal should assemble for
the purpose of purifying itself, of eradicating heresy, and
of settling definitely the pretensions of the three claimants
to the papacy. John XXIII. yielded to the pressure, and
the call for the Council of Constance went forth in his name
and in that of the Emperor Sigismund.

So powerful a body had never before been gathered
together in Europe. It claimed to be the supreme repre-
sentative of the Church, and though it acknowledged
John XXIII. as the lawful successor of St. Peter, it had
no scruples in arraigning, trying, condemning, and deposing
him—an awful expression of its supremacy, without
precedent in the past and without imitation in succeeding

. As regards heresy, it did the best it could, according
to the lights of its age, by burning John Huss and Jerome
of Prague. Its functions as a reformer, however, required
for their exercise more nerve than even the condemnation

1 Theod. a Niem Nemoris Unionis Tract. V. cap. XxxXv.
2 Theod. Vrie Hist. Concil. Constant. Lib. I11., 111. (Von. der Hardt T. I.).
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of a pope. Many members were thoroughly penetrated
with the conviction that reform was of instant necessity,
and such men as Gerson, Peter d’Ailly of Cambrai, and
Nicholas de Clamenges were prepared to shrink from none
of the means requisite for so hallowed an end. In the
existing corruption, however, of the body from which
representatives were drawn, such men could scarcely form
a controlling majority. After the council had been in
session for nearly two years, the reformers began to despair
of effecting anything, and Clamenges did not hesitate to
assert that nothing was to be expected from men who
would regard reform as the greatest calamity that could
befall themselves ;' while another of the members of the
council declared that every one wanted such a reform as
should allow him to retain his own particular form of
iniquity.* These estimates, indeed, of the character of the
majority of the good fathers of Constance are borne out by
the contemporary accounts of the multitudes who flocked
to it to ply their trades among the assembled dignitaries of
the Church, showing that they were by no means all devoted
to mortifying the flesh.®

The feelings of those who sincerely desired reform, as
they saw the prospect rapidly fading before their eyes,
may be estimated by a sermon of a sturdy Gascon abbot,
Bernhardus Baptisatus, preached before the council in
August 1417, about three months before the conservatives
succeeded in carrying their point by electing Martin V.
He denounces the members of the council as Pharisees,
falsely pretending to be devout in order to elude the
punishment due to their crimes. The masses and pro-

1 Nic. de Clamengiis, Disput. sup. Mat. Conc. General. This work was written
in 1416, after the council had been in session for nearly two years.

3 Theobaldi Conquestio (Von der Hardt T. L. P. xix. p. 904).

3 Item, fistulatores, tubicensw, joculatores, 516 ; item, meretrices, virgines pub-
lice, 718.—Laur. Byzynii Diar. Bell. Hussit. A Catholic contemporary, however,
reduces the number of courtesans to 450 and that of jugglers and minstrels to 320
(Joann. Fistenportii Chron. ann. 1415.—Hahn. Oollect. Monument. 1. 401).
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cessions, which were the main business of the assemblage,
he declares to be valueless in the eyes of God, for most
of those who so busily took part in them were involved
solely in worldly cares, laughing, cheating, sleeping, or de-
moralising the rest with their ungodly conversation. The
Holy Spirit did not hold the acts of the council acceptable,
nor dwell with its unrighteous members.! Such a convo-
cation could have but one result.

It is easy therefore to understand the influences that
were brought to bear to defeat the expectations of the
reformers : how the subject could be postponed until after
the questions connected with the papacy and with heresy
were disposed of ; and how, after the election of Martin V.,
those who shrank from all reform could assume that it
might safely be entrusted to the hands of a pontiff so able,
so energetic, and so virtuous. In all this they were
successful. The council closed its weary sessions,
22 April, 1418, and during its three years and a half
of labour it had only found leisure to regulate the dress
of ecclesiastics, the unclerical cut of whose sleeves was
especially distasteful to the representative body of Chris-
tendom.*

Still, the reformers had made a stubborn fight, and had
procured the appointment of a commission to consider all
reformatory propositions and prepare a general scheme for
the adoption of the council. This body laboured as dili-
gently as though its deliberations were to be crowned with
practical results, and various projects of reform proposed
by it have been preserved. In one of these the severest
measures of repression were suggested to put an end to the
scandal of concubinage which was openly practised in the
majority of dioceses. Under this scheme, while all the
canonical punishments heretofore decreed were maintained

1 Bernhardi Baptisati Sermo (Von der Hardt T. I. P. xvIII. pp. 884-5).
2 Conofl. Constant. S8ess. XLIII. can. de Vita et Honestate Clericorum.
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infull vigour, deprivation was pronounced against all holders
of ecclesiastical preferment, from bishops down, who
should not within one month eject their guilty partners ;
their positions were declared vacant épso jure, and their
successors were to be immediately appointed. Those who
did not held benefices were similarly to be declared in-
eligible to preferment. It appears that scandals had arisen
in many places from the Hildebrandine and Wickliffite
heresy, whereby parishioners declined the ministrations of
those who were living in open and notorious sin; and to
avoid these, while the commission declined to pass an
opinion on the propriety of such action, it advised that such
private judgment should not be exercised.! In another
elaborate system of reform, which bears the marks of
mature deliberation, the attempt was made to eradicate
the long-standing abuse of admitting to preferment the
illegitimate children of ecclesiastics, and it was declared
that papal dispensations should no longer be recognised
except in cases of peculiar fitness or high rank.*? The same
code of discipline struck a significant blow at the inviola-
bility of the monastic profession when it endeavoured to
check the prevailing and deplorable licentiousness of the
nunneries by decreeing that no woman should be admitted
to the vows beneath the age of twenty, and that all vows
taken at a younger age should be null and void.* These
projects are interesting merely as indicating the direction
in which the reforming portion of the Church desired to
move, and as showing that even they did not propose to
remove the celibacy which was the chief cause of the evils
they so sincerely deplored.

Martin V. had assumed the responsibility of reforming
the Church, and he did, in fact, attempt it after some

1 De Ecclesim Reformat. Protocoll. cap. xxxiil. (Von der Hardt T. I. P. x.

pp. 685-6.)
3 Roformatorii Constant. Decretal. Lib. 1. Tit. v. (Ibid. p. 879).
3 Ibid. Lib. 11, Tit. x. cap. 20 (p. 722.)
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fashion, though he apparently took to heart Dante’s
axiom—

Lunga promessa, con 'attender corto

Ti fard trionfar nel’ alto seggio.

In 1422 Cardinal Branda of Piacenza, his legate, when
sent to Germany to preach a crusade against the Hussites,
was honoured with the title of Reformer General, and full
powers were given to him to effect this part of his mission.
The letters-patent of the Pope bear ample testimony to the
depravity of the Teutonic Church,' while the constitution
which Branda promulgated declares that in a portion of the
priesthood there was scarcely left a trace of decency or
morality. According to this document, concubinage,
simony, neglect of sacred functions, gambling, drinking,
fighting, buffoonery, and kindred pursuits, were the preva-
lent vices of the ministers of Christ ; but the punishments
which he enacted for their suppression—repetitions of those
which we have seen proclaimed so many times before—
were powerless to overcome the evils, which had become
part and parcel of the Church itself.* This condition of
affairs was not the result of any abandonment of the
attempt to enforce the canons. Local synods were meeting
every year, and scarcely one of them failed to call attention
to the subject, devising fresh penalties to effect the im-
possible. The result is shown in the lament of the Council
of Cologne in 1428.*

1 For instance, as regards the religious houses—*In nonnullis quoque monas-
teriis . . . norma discipline respuitur, cultus divinus negligitur, personm quoque
hujusmodi, vite ac morum honestate prostrata, lubricitati, incontinentis, et aliis
variis carnalis concupiscentis voluptatibus et viciis non sine gravi divine majestatis
offensa tabescentes, vitam ducunt dissolutam.”—Martin V. ad Brandam § iii. (Lude-
wig Relig. Msctorum XI. 409.)

3 Usque adeo nonnullorum olericorum ocorruptela excrevit, ut morum atque
honestatis vestigia apud eos pauca admodum remanserint.—Constit. Brands § 1 (Op.
cit. XI. 385

t.' “Quia Lmen, succrescente malitia temporis moderni, labes hujusmodi oriminis
in ecclesia Dei in tantum inolevit, qnod scandala plurima in populo sunt exorta, et

verisimiliter exoriri poterunt in futurum, et ex fide dignorum relatione percepimus
quod quidam ecclesiarum prelati et alii, etiam capitula . . . tales in suis iniquita-
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What was the condition of clerical morals in Italy soon
after this may be learned from a single instance. When
Ambrose was made General of the austere order of
Camaldoli he set vigorously to work to reform the laxity
which had almost ruined it. One of his abbots was noted
for abounding licentiousness; not content with ordinary
amours, he was wont to visit the nunneries in his district
to indulge in promiscuous intercourse with the virgins
dedicated to God. Yet Ambrose in taking him to task
did not venture to punish him for his misdeeds, but
promised him full pardon for the past and to take him
into favour, if he would only abstain for the future—a
task which ought to be easy, as he was now old, and
should be content with having long lived evilly, and be
ready to dedicate his few remaining years to the service
of God.'! When a reformer, who enjoyed the special
friendship and protection of Eugenius IV., was forced
to be so moderate with such a criminal, it is easy to
imagine what was the tone of morality in the Church at
large.

While the Armagnacs and Burgundians were rivalling
the English in carrying desolation into every corner of
France, it could not be expected that the peaceful virtues
could flourish, or sempiternal corruption be reformed.
Accordingly, it need not surprise us to see Hardouin,
Bishop of Angers, despondingly admit, in 1428, that
licentiousness had become so habitual among his clergy
that it was no longer reputed to be a sin ; that concubinage
was public and undisguised, and that the patrimony of
tibus sustinuerunt et sustinent.” 8o far, however, were the decrees of the council
from being effective, that the Archbishop was obliged to modify them and to declare
that they should only be enforced against those ecclesiastics who were notoriously
guilty, and who kept their concubines publicly.—Concil. Coloniens. ann. 1423 can. i,
viii. (Hartsheim V. 217, 220).

1 Ambrosii Camaldulensis Lib. v. Epist. xii. (Martene Ampliss. Collect. IIL

119-21). This was not the only case of abbots whose scandalous lives were treated
with equal forbearance. S8ee Epistt. xiii., xiv.
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Christ was wasted in supporting the guilty partners of the
priesthood. That gambling, swearing, drunkenness, and
all manner of unclerical conduct should accompany these
disorders, is too probable to require the concurrent testi-
mony which the worthy bishop affords us.! Alain Chartier,
Archdeacon of Paris and Secretary to Charles VI. and
Charles VII., confirms this in a more general way, when
he attributes to enforced celibacy and the temporal endow-
ments of the Church the vices and crimes which rendered
the clergy so odious and contemptible to the laity that he
looks forward to the speedy advent of Antichrist to wipe
out the whole system in universal ruin.* Apparently its
corruption was too deep-seated to hope for any milder
means of reformation. To this we may at least partially
attribute the utter loss of respect for sacred things which
rendered the churches and their pastors a special mark for
pillage and persecution during the dreary civil wars of the
period.?

In England, which had enjoyed comparative immunity
from civil strife, matters were quite as bad. At the
request of Henry V., in 1414, the University of Oxford
prepared a series of articles for the reformation of the
Church, whose shortcomings were vehemently attacked by
the Lollards. It is not easy to imagine a more humiliating
confession than is contained in the 88th article, directed
against priestly immorality. The carnal and undisguised
profligacy of ecclesiastics is declared to be a scandal to the
Church, and its impurity to be a dangerous temptation to
others. It is therefore recommended that all public forni-
cators be suspended for a limited time from the ministry of
the altar, and that some corporal chastisement be inflicted
on them, in place of the trifling pecuniary mulct, which,

1 Harduini Andegav. Epist. Statut. Pref. (Martene Thesaur. IV. 528-4.)

8 Alan. Charter. Lib. de Exilio (Joban. Marise Lib. de Schismat. et Ooncil.).
3 Nic. de Clamengiis de Lapeu et Reparat. Justitis (Ed. 1519, pp. 18-14).
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levied in secret, had no effect in deterring them from their
evil courses.

This was the outcome of the great general council, on
which such hopes had been built by Christendom, but the
good fathers of Constance, conscious of their shortcomings
in the matter of reform, had adopted the canon Frequens,
ordering the assembly of another general council in five
years, to be followed by successors every seven years there-
after. One was accordingly convoked at Siena in 1428,
to be summarily dissolved in 1424 by the presiding papal
legate, when the demand for effective measures of reform
in the head and members of the Church grew too unman-
nerly to be further evaded. The next general council was
due in 1481, but Pope Martin took no steps for its assem-
bling until at the end of 1480 it was made plain to him
that Europe was determined to find, with him or without
him, some means of attempting a purification felt to be
necessary as a safeguard against a revolutionary uprising
of the laity.? Yet scarcely had the fathers fairly gathered
in the Council of Basle, when Eugenius 1V., who had mean-
while succeeded to the chair of St. Peter, sent orders for
its dissolution to his legate, Cardinal Giuliano Cesarini.

The legate, who had better opportunity than his master
of estimating the temper of Christendom, refused obedience,
and his letter explaining the reasons of his contumacy
affords a curious picture of the internal condition of the
Church and of the relations existing between it and the
laity. The extreme corruption of ecclesiastical morals
had been the principal object of convoking the council, and
had given rise to a feeling of fierce hostility towards the
Church. To this was attributable the success which had
attended the Hussite movement, and unless the people

1 Wilkins II1. 364-5.

3 Jo. de Ragusio Init. et Prosec. Con. Basil. (Monumentt. Con. Gen. 8mc. XV.

T. I.).—Conoil. Senensis (Harduin. VIII.1025-6).—Ad. Concil. Basil. (Harduir. VIII.
1108-10).—Raynald. Annal. ann, 1426, n. 8, 4.
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could have reason to anticipate amendment, there was
ample cause to fear a general imitation of the Hussites.
So many provincial synods were daily held without result
that confidence was no longer felt in the ordinary ecclesi-
astical machinery ; the state of the public mind grew con-
stantly more threatening as fresh scandals were wrought
by the clergy, and the hopes entertained of the council
were the only restraint which prevented the breaking out
of a widespread revolt. As a proof of his assertions, the
legate refers to various local troubles. Magdeburg had
expelled her archbishop and clergy, was preparing waggons
with which to fight after the Bohemian fashion, and was
said to have sent for a Hussite to command her forces.
Passau had revolted against her bishop, and was even then
laying close siege to his citadel. Bamberg was engaged in
aviolent quarrel with her bishop and chapter. These cities
were regarded as the centres of formidable secret con-
federacies, and were believed to be negotiating with the
Hussites.! The good fathers evidently recognised the full
magnitude of the danger. The results of the inaction of
the Council of Constance were full of pregnant warnings.
The reformers could no longer be brought to trust the
papacy, and those who might secretly deprecate reform
were fully alive to the threatening aspect of affairs. They
therefore addressed themselves resolutely to the removal
of the cause. All who were guilty of public concubinage
were ordered to dismiss their consorts within sixty days
after the promulgation of the canon, under pain of depriv-
ation of revenue for three months. Persistent contumacy
or repetition of the offence was visited with suspension
from functions and stipend until satisfactory evidence
should be afforded of repentance and amendment. Bishops
who neglected to enforce the law were to be held as

1 XEnew Sylvii Comment. de Gest. Conc. Basil. ad calcem (Opp. Basil. 1651, pp.
66-70). —C. Sigismundi Imp. Avisam. ann, 1433 (Goldast 111, 427 sqq.).
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sharing the guilt which they allowed to pass unpunished ;
and those prelates who were above the jurisdiction of local
tribunals or synods were to be remanded to Rome for trial.
The council deplored the extensive prevalence of the
“cullagium,” by which those to whom was entrusted the
administration of the Church did not hesitate to enjoy a
filthy gain by selling licences to sin. A curse was pro-
nounced on all involved in such transactions: they were
to share the penalties of the guilt which they encouraged,
and were, in addition, to pay a fine of double the amount
of their iniquitous receipts.! In the Pragmatic Sanction,
moreover, agreed upon in 1488 between the Emperor
Albert II. and Charles VII. of France, the regulation
confiscating three months’ revenues of concubinary priests
was embodied.*

Honest, well-meant legislation this; yet the fathers of
the council or the princes of Christendom could hardly
deceive themselves with the expectation that it would
prove effectual, even if the Basilian canons had been con-
firmed by the Holy See and accepted by the Church at
large. If legislation could accomplish the desired result,
there had already been enough of it since the days of
Siricius. The compilations of canon law were full of
admirable regulations, by which generation after generation
had endeavoured to attain the same object by every
imaginable modification of inquisition and penalty. In-
genuity had been exhausted in devising laws which were
only promulgated to be despised and forgotten. Some-
thing more was wanting, and that something could not be
had without overturning the elaborate structure so skilfully
and laboriously built up by the craft and enthusiasm of
ten centuries.

How utterly impotent, in fact, were the efforts of the

1 Ooncil. Basiliens. S8ess. xx. (Jan. 22, 1435.)
2 Pragm. S8anct. ann. 1438 cap. 31 (Goldast. 1. 403). D’Argentré, Colleoct. Judic.
de novis Erroribus, L., II., 234).
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council, is evident when, within five years after the adoption
of the Basilian canons, Doctor Kokkius, in a sermon
preached before the Council of Freysingen, could scarcely
find words strong enough to denounce the evil courses of
the clergy as a class;' and when, within fifteen years, we
find Nicholas V. declaring that the clergy enjoyed such
immunity that they scarcely regarded incontinence as a
sin—which is perhaps no wonder, when he prohibited the
members and officials of the Curia from keeping concubines,
under pain of forfeiture of office and disability for prefer-
ment, unless they should previously have obtained letters
of absolution from the Holy See—the perennial font of
corruption which meets us at every turn.*

Shrouded under a thin veil of formality, this in sub-
stance indicates the degrading source of revenue which
was so energetically condemned in inferior officials. The
pressing and insatiable pecuniary needs of the papal court,
indeed, rendered it impotent as a reformer, however
honest the wearer of the tiara might himself be in desiring
to rescue the Church from its infamy. Reckless expendi-
ture and universal venality were insuperable obstacles to
any comprehensive and effective measures of reforma-
tion. Every one was preoccupied either in devising or in
resisting extortion. The local synods were engaged in
quarrelling over the subsidies demanded by Rome, while
the chronicles of the period are filled with complaints of
the indulgences granted year after year to raise money for
various purposes. Sometimes the objects alleged are
indignantly declared to be purely supposititious ; at other
times intimations are thrown out that the collections
were diverted to the private gain of the popes and of

1 Quoniam nostrl temporis clerici sunt, heu, affectu crudeles, affatu mendaces,
gestu incompositi, victu luxuriosi, actu impii, et sub vacuo sanctitatis nomine sancti
nominis derogant discipline (Hartsheim V. 266). The council contented itself with
repeating the canons of Basle.

8 Lib. m. Tit. {. c. 8, in Septimo, *“Nisi inhabilitatem suam. antea per diotse
sedis litteras obtinuerint absolvi.”
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their creatures.! The opinion which the Church in
general entertained of the papal court is manifested
with sufficient distinctness in a letter from Ernest,
Archbishop of Magdeburg, to his ambassador at Rome.
The prelate states that he has deposited five hundred
florins in Fugger’s bank at Augsburg, for which he desires
to procure certain bulls, one to enable him to grant indul-
gences, the other to compel the chapter of Magdeburg to
allow him to dispose of the salt-works of Halle, in defiance
of the vested rights of his Church — thus taking for
granted a cynicism of venality which it would be difficult
to parallel in the secular affairs of the most corrupt of
courts.* Even the power to dispense from the vow of
continence was occasionally turned to account in this
manner. One of the accusations against John XXIII.
was that for 600 ducats he had released Jacques de Vitry,

1 Comp. Doeringii Chron. passim Doringk was minister or head of the Fran-
oiscan order in Baxony, and therefore may be considered an unexceptionable
witness.

In the Polish diet of 1459, one of its leading members brought forward a series
of propositions which showed the feelings entertained by the people towards papal
exactions—* The Bishop of Rome has invented a most unjust motive for imposing
taxes—the war against the infidels . . . The Pope feigns that he employs his
treasures in the erection of churches; but in fact he employs them to emrich his
relations,”” &c.—Krasinski, Reformation in Poland, i. 96.

The councils of Constance and Basle had produced, for a time, a spirit of great
independence. John of Frankfort does not hesitate to declare that the papal autho-
rity is not binding when in opposition to the law of God—* Unde patet quod nec
papalis vel et imperialis constitutio legi Del obvians possit dici recta ; nec aliquis
ipsorum potest licite mandare quod sua constitutio servetur a subditis ” (Johann. de
Franoford. contra Feymeros). According to the decisions of the Decretalists, this
was rank herexy, and yet John of Frankfort was one of the leading minds of the
period, and of unquestioned orthodoxy. He was a popular preacher, a dootor of
theology, chaplain and secretary of the Count Palatine of the Rhine, and a bold
disputant against the Hussites. He records with his own hand that, as inquisi-
tor, he convicted and burned, July 4, 1429, at Liiders, an unfortunate heretic who
denied the propriety of invoking the Virgin and the saints. Under the skilful
management, however, of Nicholas V. and Pius II. this spirit of independence
was kept in check, to again revive, in the next century, in a more determined
form.

3 Ludewig Reliq. Msctorum. XI. 415.—Under Boniface IX., at the commence-
ment of the century, claims arising from simoniacal transactions were constantly
and openly prosecuted in the court of the Papal Auditor.—Theod. a Niem de Vit.
Joann, XXIII. '
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a Hospitaller, from his vows, had restored him to the
world, and enabled him to marry.*

The aspirations of Christendom had culminated in the
Council of Basle in the most potent form known to the
Church Universal. If the results were scarce perceptible
while the influences of the council were yet recent, and
while the antagonistic papacy was under the control of
men sincerely desirous to promote the best interests of
the Church, such as Nicholas V. and Pius II., we can feel
no wonder if the darkness continued to grow thicker and
deeper under the rule of such pontiffs as Sixtus IV.,
Innocent VIII., and Alexander VI. Savonarola found an
inexhaustible subject of declamation in the fearful vices of
the ecclesiastics of his times, whom he describes as ruffians
e mezzani* In the assembly of the Trois Etats of France,
held at Tours in 1484, the orator of the Estates, Jean de
Rély, afterwards Bishop of Angers, in his official address
to Charles VIII. declared it to be notorious that the
religious orders had lost all devotion, discipline, and
obedience to their rule, while the canons (and he was
himself a canon of Paris) had sunk far below the laity in
their morals, to the great scandal of the Church.* Yet
what could be accomplished by an uncompromising re-
former was shown when, about 1490, Niccold Bonafede,
afterwards Bishop of Chiusi, was sent to Trani as archi-
episcopal vicar. He found that nearly all the priests openly
kept concubines and brought up their children without
shame—the primicier, in fact, had eleven in his house.
Bonafede ordered that all should dismiss their companions

1 Concil. Constantiens. Sess. x1.

2 “ 8f vous savies tout ce que jo sais! des choses dégotitantes ! des choses horri-
bles! vous en frémiries! Quand je pense A tout cela, A la vie que ménent les prétres,
je ne puis retenir mes larmes.” And again, * Ma peggio ancora. Quello che sta la
notte con la concubina, quell’ altro con il garsone, e poi la mattina va a dire messa,
pensa tu come la va. Che vuol tu fare di quella messa ? "—Jérome Savonarole d’aprés
les documents originaux, par F. T. Perrens, pp. 71-2. Paris, 1858.

3 Masselin, Journal des Etats de Tours, pp. 197-99..
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within eight days, under penalty of forfeiture of benefice,
and that the women should leave the diocese, under pain
of scourging.! He had already given evidence of his
tenacity of purpose, and his commands were obeyed by
all but one, in which case the priest was deprived of his
preferment, and the unfortunate woman was duly flogged
and banished.*

In England, the facts developed by the examination
which Innocent VIII. in 1489 authorised Morton, Arch-
bishop of Canterbury, to make into the condition of the
religious houses, present a state of affairs quite as bad.
Henry VIL.’s first Parliament, in 1485, had endeavoured
to accomplish some reform by passing an Act empowering
the episcopal authorities to imprison all priests and monks
convicted of carnal lapses,® but this, like all similar legis-
lation, whether secular or ecclesiastical, appears to have
been useless. Innocent describes the monasteries, in his
bull to the archbishop, as wholly fallen from their original
discipline, and this is fully confirmed by the results of the
visitation. The old and wealthy abbey of St. Albans, for
instance, was little more than a den of prostitutes, with
whom the monks lived openly and avowedly. In two
priories under its jurisdiction the nuns had been turned
out and their places filled with courtesans, to whom the
monks of St. Albans publicly resorted, indulging in all
manner of shameless and riotous living, the details of
which can well be spared.* These irregularities were
emulated by the secular ecclesiastics. Among the records
of the reign of Henry VII. is a memorial from the gentle-
men and farmers of Carnarvonshire, complaining that the
seduction of their wives and daughters was pursued syste-

v di Niccold Bonafede, p. 18 (Pesaro, 1832).

30-33.
or of Archbishop Morton to the Abbot reciting all these enormities,
itened with deposition, bat only invited to mend his ways.
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matically by the clergy.! That the prevalence of these
practices was thoroughly understood is shown in a book of
instructions for parish priests drawn up by a canon of
Lilleshall about this period. In enumerating the causes
for which a parson may shrive a man not of his own parish,
he includes the case in which the penitent has committed sin
with the concubine or daughter of his own parish priest.?

Spain was equally infected. The Council of Aranda,
in 1478, denounced bitterly the evil courses by which the
clergy earned for themselves the wrath of God and the
contempt of man, and it endeavoured to suppress the
sempiternal vice by the means which had been so often
ineffectually tried — visitations, fines, excommunication,
suspension, forfeiture of benefice, and imprisonment—but
all to as little purpose as before.* Vainly Ferdinand and
Isabella in repeated edicts sought to restrain the evil by
attacking the concubines with fines, scourging and banish-
ment, for the male offenders were beyond their jurisdic-
tion.* The trouble continued without abatement, and the
Council of Seville, in 1512, felt itself obliged to repeat as
usual all the old denunciations and penalties, including
those against ecclesiastics who officiated at the marriages
of their children, which it prohibited for the future under
a fine of 2000 maravedis—a mulct which it likewise pro-
vided for those who committed the indecency of having
their children as assistants in the solemnity of the Mass.®
We shall see hereafter how fruitless were all these efforts
to cure the incurable.

1 Froude’s History of England, Ch. 111.
3 Or gef hym self had done a synne

By the prestes sybbe kyune,

Moder or suster, or hys lemmon

Or by hys doghter gef he had on.
John Myro’s Instructions for Parish Priests, p. 26 (Early English Text Society,

1868).

3 Concil. Arandens. ann. 1473 c. ix. (Aguirre V. 345-6.)
4 Novisima Recopilacion, Lib. x11., Tit. xxvi., leyes 3-5.
s Concil. Hispalens. ann. 1512 can. xxvi., xxvil. (Aguirre V. 871-2.)

VOL. IL B
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What was the condition of morals in Germany may be
inferred from some proceedings of the chapter of Bruns-
wick in 1476. The canons intimate that the commission
of scandals and crimes has reached a point at which there
is danger of their losing the inestimable privilege of
exemption from episcopal jurisdiction. They therefore
declare that for the future the canons, vicars, and officiating
clergy ought not tokeep their mistresses and concubines
publicly in their houses, or live with them within the
bounds of the church, and those who persist in doing so
after three warnings shall be suspended from their prebends
until they render due satisfaction.! 1In this curious glimpse
into the domestic life of the cathedral close it is evident
that the worthy canons were moved by no shame for the
publicity of their guilt, but only by a wholesome dread of
giving to their bishop an excuse for procuring the forfeiture
of their dearly prized right of self-judgment.

The Hungarian Church, by a canon dating as far back
as 1882, had finally adopted a pecuniary mulct as the most
efficacious mode of correcting offenders. The fine was
five marks of current coin, and by granting one-half to the
informer or archdeacon, and the other to the archiepiscopal
chamber, it was reasonably hoped that the rule might be
enforced. -As might have been expected, this resulted,
not in reforming’ the clergy, but in providing a source of
revenue for the prelates, so that all parties were interested
in maintaining a flourishing condition of immorality, as
Jacopo della Marchia, one of the fiercest persecutors of
heresy, found to his cost. In 1486 he was sent by
Eugenius IV. as inquisitor of Hungary and Austria to
check the spread of Hussitism. His unsparing severity
excited such general terror that he is said to have received
the submission of fifty-five thousand converts, but when,
at Fiinfkirchen, he paused in his missionary labours to

1 Statat, Eccles, in Braunsghweig. cap. 76 (Mayer, Thes. Jur, Eocles. I, 124).
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reform the concubinarian priests, his resolution gave way,
for they repelled his interference so energetically that he
was forced to fly for his life. Pope and Emperor were
invoked, and he was enabled to return, but we hear no
more of any effort on his part to meddle with the clergy
and their partners.' That matters remained unaltered is
shown by two synods of Gran, one in 1450 and the other
in 1480, which reiterate the complaint, not only that the
archdeacons and other officials kept the whole fine to
themselves, but also, what was even worse, that they per-
mitted the criminals to persevere in sin, in order to make
money by allowing them to go unpunished.? This state
of affairs was not to be wondered at if the description of
his prelates by Matthias Corvinus be correct. They were
worldly princes, whose energies were devoted to wringing
from their flocks fabulous revenues to be squandered
in riotous living on the hordes of cooks and concubines
who pandered to their appetites.* The morals of the
regular clergy were no better, for a diet held by Vladislas
I1. in 1498 complained of the manner in which abbots and
other monastic dignitaries enriched themselves from the
revenues of their offices, and then, returning to the world,
publicly took wives, to the disgrace of their order.*

In Pomerania the evil had at length partially cured
itself, for the female companions of the clergy seem to
have been regarded as wives in all but the blessing of the
Church. Benedict, Bishop of Camin, in 1492 held a synod
in which he quaintly but vehemently objurgates his
ecclesiastics for this wickedness; declares that no man
can part such couples joined by the devil; alludes to
their offspring as beasts creeping over the earth, and has

1 Wadding, Annal, Minorum, ann. 1487, n. 6-12.
2 Synod. Strigonens. ann. 1882, 1450, 1480 (Batthyani III. 275, 481, 557).
3 Galeoti Martii de dictis et factis Matthiss Regis cap. x1. (Schwandtneri Rer.

Hungar, Script.).
¢ Synod. Reg. ann, 1498 o, 16. (Batthyani L. 551).
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his spleen peculiarly stirred by the cloths of Leyden and
costly ornaments with which the fair sinners were bedecked,
to the scandal of honest women.! His indignation was
wasted on a hardened generation, for his successor, Bishop
Martin, on his accession to the see in 1499, found the
custom still unchecked. The new bishop promptly
summoned a synod at Sitten in 1500, where he reiterated
the complaints of Benedict, adding that the priests convert
the patrimony of Christ into marriage portions for their
children, and procure the transmission of benefices from
father to son, as though glorying in the perpetuation of
their shame. What peculiarly exasperated the good
prelate was that the place of honour was accorded as a
matter of course to the priests and their consorts at all the
merry-makings and festivities of their parishioners, which
shows how fully these unions were recognised as legiti-
mate, and apparently, for prudential reasons, encouraged
by the people.*

Similar customs, or worse, doubtless prevailed in Sles-
wick, for when Eggard was consecrated bishop in 1494, he
signalised the commencement of his episcopate by forbid-
ding his clergy to keep such female companions. The
result was that before the year expired he was forced to
abandon his see, and five years later he died, a miserable
exile in Rome.?

In fact, so loose had become the conception as to
celibacy that in some places priestly marriage was quietly

1 Wie Hist. Episc. Camin. c. 41.—These irregularities were not of recent intro-
duction. The canon referred to is copied almost literally from a synod held nearly
forty years before by Bishop Henning. In fact, from the description given by the

latter of the drinking, gambling, trading, and licentiousness of the ecclesiastics of
Oamin, there was little of the clerical character about them.—Synod. Camin. ann.
1454 (Hartsheim V. 930).

3 Wia Hist. Episc. Camin. ¢. 42.—8ynod. S8edinens. . 5.

In West Prussia, in 1497, the synod of Ermeland expresses itself as soandalised
by the priests taking their companions publicly to fairs and other gatherings, and,
to put a stop to the practioe, it offers to secret informers one-half of the fine imposed
on such indiscretions.—Synod. Warmiens. ann. 1497 c. xxxix. (Hartsheim V. 668).

3 Boissen Chron. Slesvicens, ann. 1494.
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resumed, subject to the condition of resigning benefices.
In a formulary of the fifteenth century there are formulee
for conferring parish churches, canonries, and precentor-
ships thus vacated by the wedlock of the incumbent.!
Other churches had become established as hereditary,
descending from father to son, and only in default of male
issue did their collation revert to the bishop. The old
rule rendering the bastards of priests incapable of prefer-
ment still remained on the books, but dispensations
removing such disabilities for benefices without cure of
souls were remanded to episcopal jurisdiction; a regular
formula was provided for such cases, and, in the prevalent
venality of the period, we may assume that they could be
had by any applicant at a moderate price.*

The monastic Orders were no better than the secular
clergy. When Ximenes was made Provincial of the
Franciscan Order in Spain, he set himself earnestly at
work to force the brethren to live according to the rule.
The « Conventuals,” as the great body of the Order was
called to distinguish them from the ¢ Observantines,” led
disorderly lives, almost purely secular, and refused abso-
lutely to submit to the observance of their vows. King
Ferdinand being appealed to, pronounced sentence of
banishment upon them, and they "absolutely preferred
existence in exile to the insupportable yoke of their Order.
Yet they considered themselves so aggrieved that when
they left Toledo they marched in procession through the
Puerta Visagra with a crucifix at their head, singing the
118th Psalm, “In exitu Israel de Egypto.” When
Ximenes was promoted to the primatial see of Toledo,

1 Formularium Instrumentorum ad usum Curie Romane, fol. 20a, 91a, 101b
(s.1.c.a., Hain 7276.)—*¢ Cum itaque parochialis ecclesia N. loci de N. quam nuper
dilectus noster N. de N. ipsius eoclesie rector obtinebat ex eo vacet et vacare nosca-
tur ad presens quod dictus P{resbyter] matrimonium per verba de presenti legitime
oum quadam mulieri contraxit illudque secundum morem patrie solemnizavit et per

carralem copulam confirmavit,” etc.
s Ibid,, fol. 20b, 21a.
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the malcontents appealed to the Vicar General of the
Order in Rome, who came to Spain and warmly espoused
their cause, being only forced to desist by the decided
stand taken by Queen Isabella in favour of Ximenes.! It
was the same with the other monastic Orders. A bull of
Alexander V1., issued in 1496 for the purpose of reforming
the Benedictines, describes the inhabitants of many estab-
lishments of both sexes in that ancient and honoured
institution as indulging in the most shameless profligacy ;
and marriage itself was apparently not infrequently prac-
tised.* Savonarola did not hesitate to declare that nuns
in their convents became worse than harlots.* Even the
strictest of all the orders—the Cistercian—yielded to the
prevailing laxity. A general chapter, held in 1516,
denounces the intolerable abuse indulged in by some
abbots, who threw off all obedience to the rule, and dared
to keep women under pretence of requiring their domestic
services.* To fully appreciate the force of this indication.
it is requisite to bear in mind the stringency of the regula-

1 Robles, Vida del Oard. Ximenes de Oisneros, cap. XIL, X111. Cf. Wadding,
Annal Minor, ann. 1495, n. 34-86 ; ann. 1496, n. 10-16.

When the Franciscan general expressed to Isabella at great length the unworth{-
ness and demerits of Ximenes, she quietly asked him whether he was sane and knew
to whom he was speaking.—Gomesius de Rebas gestis Fr. Ximenti, Lib. 1. fol. 14.

This reformation was not lasting. In 1545 Philip II. threatened to expel them all
from Spain : Pius IV. proposed that they should gradually become extinct, by for-
bidding the reception of novices; but he finally empowered his legate to reduce them
to observance of the rule or to extinguish them, as Philip might prefer.—D?llinger,
Beitriige zur politischen, kirchlichen u. Cultur-Geschichte, I. 617 (Regensburg, 1862).

8 Rursus in certis monasteriis dicti ordinis, ipsee moniales apertis claustris,
indifferenter omnes homines etiam suspectos intromittunt, ac extra monasteria in
curlis, castris et plateis vagantes, plura scandala committunt . ., . Similiter religiosi
qui in sacris ordinibus constituti non sunt, relicto habito regulari, matrimonium
contrahere dicuntur. . . . Preeterea omnes et singulos monachos et moniales re-
gulam 8. Benedicti hujusmodi expresse vel tacite professos, qui habitum monas-
tioum sine dispensatione legitima reliquerunt aut matrimonia contraxerunt, ad
monasteria, si #la exiverunt, redire et habitum monasticum ac velum nigrum reas-
sumere dicta auctoritate compellatis.—App. ad Chron.; Cassinens, Ed. Dubreul,
pp. 902-3.

The words italicised would seem to indicate that monks and nuns occasionally
married without even quitting their monasteries.

8 Perrens, Jérome Savonarole, p. 84.
4 Btatat. Ord. Oisterc. ann. 1516 (Martene Thesaur. 1V. 1636-7).
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tions which forbade the foot of woman to pollute the
sacred retirement of the Cistercian monasteries.*

The efforts constantly made to check these abuses pro-
duced little result. A Carthusian monk, writing in 1489,

1 Thus, in 1193, the general chapter of the Order promulgated the rule—** 8i conti-
gerit mulieres abbatiam ordininis nostri ex consensu intrare, ipse abbas a patre abbate
deponatur absque retractatione. Et quicumque sine conscientia abbatis introduxerit,
de domo ejiciatur, non reversurus, nisi per generale capitulum.’—(Capit. General.
Cisterc. ann. 1193 cap. 6—apud Martene Thesaur. IV, 1276.) The strictness with
which this was enforced is illustrated by the proceedings in 1205 against the abbot
of the celebrated house of Pontigny, because he had allowed the Queen of France
and her train to be present at a sermon in the chapel and a procession in the cloisters,
and to spend two nights in the infirmary. He adduced in his defence a special
rescript of the Pope and a permission from the head of the Order in favour
of the Queen, but these were pronounced insufficient, and sentence was passed that
he merited instant deposition *quia tam enorme factum sustinuit, in totius ordinis
injuriam,” but that, in consequence of the powerful intercession of the Archbishop
of Rheims and other bishops, he was allowed to escape with lighter punishment.—
(Hist. Monast. Pontiniac.—Martene Thesaur. III1. 1246.)

This rule, indeed, was almost universal in the ancient monasteries. The great
abbey of St. Martin of Tours preserved it inviolate until the incursions of the North-
men rendered the house an asylum for the inhabitants of the surrounding territory,
and the prohibition was subsequently revived and formally approved by Leo VII. in
938 (Leonis P.P. VII. Epist. vi.). In that of Sithien, from the time of its founda-
tion early in the seventh century, it was preserved without infraction for more than
three centuries. Even the licence of the Carlovingian revolution did not cause its
inobservance ; and when, amid the disorders of the tenth century, the Counts of
Flanders became lay abbots of the convent, and discipline was almost forgotten,
the mediation of two bishops was required to obtain permission, about the year 940,
for Adels, Countess of Flanders, prostrated ‘with mortal sickness, to be carried in and
laid before the altar, where she miraculously recovered.—(De Mirac. 8. Bertin. Lib,
11. ¢. 12,—Chron. 8. Bertin. o. 28, 24.)

80 when Boniface founded the abbey of Fulda, he prohibited the entrance of
women in any of the buildings, even including the church. The rule was preserved
uninfringed through all the licence of the tenth and eleventh centuries, and when,
in 1132, the Emperor Lothair came to Fulda to celebrate Pentecost, his empress
was not allowed to witness the ceremonies, 80 when Frederick Barbarossa, in 1135,
spent his Easter there, he was not permitted to enter the town because his wife was
with him. In 1870 Boniface IX., at the request of the Abbot John Merlaw, relaxed
the rule and permitted women to attend at the services of the church—shortly after
which it was destroyed by lightning, as & warning for the future.—(Paullini Chron,
Badeslebiens. § viii.)}—An equally convincing indication of the favour with which
this regulation was regarded by Heaven was afforded when Abbot Helisacar, about
the year 830, introdnced it in the ocelebrated monastery of St. Riquier, and imme-
diately the number of miracles worked by the relics of the saint increased in a
notable degree (Chron. Centulensis Lib. 111. cap. iv.).—At the Grande Chartreuse,
founded by St. Bruno towards the end of the eleventh century, women were not
even allowed to enteron the lands of the community.—Chart. S. Hugon, Gratiano-
polit. (Patrolog. T. 166, p. 1671).
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deplores the fact that while monasteries were everywhere
being reformed, few if any of them maintained their
morals, but returned to their old condition immediately
on the death of the zealous fathers who had sought to
improve them.! That condition is described by a Benedic-
tine abbot, the celebrated Trithemius, in general terms, as
that of dens in which it was a crime to be without sin, their
inhabitants for the most part being addicted to all manner
of vices, and being monks only in name and habit.?

That the clergy, as a body, had become a stench in the
nostrils of the people is evident from the immense applause
which greeted all attacks uponthem. In 1476 arustic pro-
phet arose in the hamlet of Niklaushausen, in the diocese of
Wurzburg, who was a fit precursor of Muncer and John of
Leyden. John of Niklaushausen was a swineherd, who pro-
fessed himself inspired by the Virgin Mary. From the Rhine-
lands to Misnia, and from Saxony to Bavaria, immense
multitudes flocked to hear him, so that at times he
preached to crowds of twenty and thirty thousand men.
His doctrines were revolutionary, for he denounced
oppression both secular and clerical ; but he was particu-
larly severe upon the vices of the ecclesiastical body. A
special revelation of the Virgin had informed him that
God could no longer endure them, and that the world
could not, without a speedy reformation, be saved from
the divine wrath consequent upon them.* The unfor-
tunate man was seized by the Bishop of Wurzburg; the
fanatical zeal of his unarmed followers was easily subdued,
and he expiated at the stake his revolt against the powers
that were.

1 Anon. Carthus. de Relig. Orig. cap. xL. (Martene Ampliss. Coll. VI. 93).

g Johan. de Trittenheim Lib. Lugubris de Statn et Ruina Monast. Ordinis
oap. 111

3 Annuntia populo fideli meo, et dic quod Filius meus avaritiam, superbiam et
uxuriam clericorum et sacerdotum amplius sustinere nec possit nec velit. Unde
nisi se quantocius emendaverint, totus mundus propter eorum scelera periclitabitur.
—Trithem. Ohron. Hirsaug. ann. 1476,
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Such being the state of ecclesiastical morality through-
out Europe, there can be little wonder if reflecting men
sought occasionally to reform it in the only rational
manner—not by an endless iteration of canons, obsolete as
soon as published, or by ingeniously varied penalties, easily
varied or compounded—but by restoring to the minister
of Christ the right to indulge legitimately the affections
which bigotry might pervert, but could never eradicate.
Even as early as the close of the thirteenth century, the
high authority of Bishop William Durand had acknow-
ledged the inefficacy of penal legislation, and had suggested
the discipline of the Greek Church as affording a remedy
worthy of consideration." As the depravity of the Church
increased, and as the minds of men gradually awoke from
the slumber of the dark ages, and shook off the blind
reverence for tradition, the suggestion presented itself with
renewed force. At the Council of Constance Cardinal
Zabarella did not hesitate to suggest that, if the concu-
binary practices of the clergy could not be suppressed, it
would be better to concede to them the privilege of
marriage,’ and shortly after the failure of the council to
effect a reform had became apparent, Guillaume Saignet
wrote a tract entitled «“Lamentatio ob Celibatum Sacer-
dotum,” in which he attacked the existing system, and
called forth a rejoinder from Gerson. The Carmelite,
Thomas Connecte, was a wandering preacher who filled
France and the Low Countries with denunciations of
popular vices, both lay and clerical. His eloquence won

1 Quum pene in omnibus conciliis et a plerisque Romanis pontificibus saper cohi -
benda et punienda oclericorum incontinentia, et eorum honestate servanda multa
hactenus emanaverint constituta ; et nullatenus ipsorum reformari quiverit correctio
morum : . . ., videretur pensandum an expediret et posset provideri quod in ecclesia
Oocidentali, quantum ad votum continentis, servaretur consuetudo ecclesim Orien-
talis, quantum ad promovendos, potissime quum tempore Apostolorum comsuetudo
eocclesim Orientalis servaretur.—Durand. de Modo General. Concil. P. 11. rubr. 46
(Oalixtus, p. 537).

8 Card. Zabarellm Capit. Agend. in Concil. Constant. cap. x11. (Von der Hardt
T. L P. ix. p. 625).
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immense applause, and his auditors were reckoned in
crowds of from ten to twenty thousand souls. He was
especially severe on the concubinage of all ranks of the
clergy, and recommended a restoration of priestly mar-
riage as the appropriate remedy; but when, in 1482, he
ventured in Rome to lash the corruption of the Curia, he
was found to be a heretic, and his career was ended at the
stake.! When the Council of Basle was earnestly engaged
in the endeavour to restore forgotten discipline, the
Emperor Sigismund laid before it a formula of reformation
which embraced the restoration of marriage to the clergy.
His orator drew a fearful picture of the evils caused by the
rule of celibacy—evils acknowledged by every one in the
assembly—and urged that, as it had produced more injury
than benefit, the wiser course would be to follow the
example of the Greek Church.? A majority of the Council
assented to the principle, but shrank from the bold step
of adopting it. Eugenius IV. had just been forced to
acknowledge the legitimacy of the body as an (Ecumenic
council ; the strife with the papacy might again break forth
at any moment, and it was not politic to venture on
innovations too audacious. The conservatives, therefore,
skilfully eluded the question by postponing it to a more
favourable time, and the postponement was fatal.

One of the most celebrated members of the council,
Cardinal Nicholas Tudeschi, surnamed Panormitanus, whose
pre-eminence as an expounder of the canon law won for him
the titles of “Canonistarum Princeps” and ‘Lucerna
Juris,” declares that the celibacy of the clergy was not
essential to ordination or enjoined by divine law; and he
records his unhesitating opinion that the question should

be left to the option of the individual—those who had

1 Monstrelet, Chronique, 11., 53, 127.—Martene, Ampliss, Collect. VIII, 92,—
Altmeyer, Préourseurs de la Réfonne, I. 287.

8 Zaccaria, Nuova Giustificaz. pp. 121-2.—Milman, Latin Christ. Book xm
chap. 12,
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resolution to preserve their purity being the most worthy,
while those who had not would be spared the guilt which
disgraced them.! So Zneas Sylvius, who as Pius II. filled
the pontifical throne from 1458 to 1464, and who knew
by experience how easy it was to yield to the temptations
of the flesh, is reported to have said that marriage had been
denied to priests for good and sufficient reasons, but that
still stronger ones now required its restoration. Indeed,
when arguing before the Council of Basle in favour of the
election of Amedeus of Savoy to the papacy, he had not
scrupled to declare that a married priesthood would be the
salvation of many who were damned in celibacy.* And
we have already seen that Eugenius IV. in 1441, and
Alexander V1. in 1496, granted permission of marriage to
several military Orders, as the only mode of removing the
scandalous licence prevailing among them.

This question of the power of the Pope to dispense with
the necessity of celibacy seems to have attracted some
attention about this period. In 1505, Geoffroy Boussard,
afterwards Chancellor of the University of Paris, published
a tract wherein he argued that priestly continence was
simply a human and not a divine ordinance, and that the
Pope was fully empowered to relax the rule in special
cases, though he could not abolish wholly an institution of
such long continuance which had received the assent of so
many holy fathers and general councils. At the same
time, one of his arguments in favour of its enforcement
shows how little respect was left in the minds of all thinking
men for the claims of the Church to veneration. He quotes

1 Not baving the works of Tudeschi to refer to, I give his remarks as quoted by
Villadiego (Fuero Juzgo, p. 177, No. 85) from Gloss. in cap. olim, de cleric. conjug.—
“Quod deberet eoclesia facere sicut bonus medicus, ut si medicina, experientia
docente, potius officit quam prodit, eam tollat ; sic eorum voluntati relinqueretur, ita
ut sacerdos qui abstinere noluisset, posset uxorem ducere, cum quotidie illicito coitu
maculentur.”

2 Sacerdotibus magna ratione sublatas nuptias, majori restituendas videri.—
Platina in Vit. Pii II.

3 XKnex Bylvil de Concil. Basil. Lib. 11.
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Bonaventura to the effect that if bishops and archbishops
had licence to marry they would rob the Church of all its
property, and none would be left for the poor, for, he adds,
“ since already they seize the goods of the Church for the
benefit of distant relatives, what would they not do if they
had legitimate children of their own ? ”?

When the advantages and the necessity of celibacy thus
were doubted by the highest authorities in the Church, it
is no wonder if those who were disposed to question the
traditions of the past were led to reject it altogether. In
1479 John Ruchrath, of Oberwesel, graduate of Tubingen,
and doctor of theology, in his capacity of preacher at
Worms openly disseminated doctrines which differed in
the main but little from those of Wickliffe and Huss. He -
denied the authority of popes, councils, and the fathers of
the Church to regulate matters either of faith or discipline.
The Scripture was the only standard, and no one had a
right to interpret it for his brethren. The received obser-
vances of religion, prayers, fasts, indulgences, were all
swept away, and universal liberty of conscience proclaimed
to all. Of course, sacerdotal celibacy shared the same fate,
as a superstitious observance contrived by papal ingenuity
in opposition to evangelical simplicity.* Thus his intrepid
logic far outstripped the views of his predecessors, and
Luther afterwards acknowledged the similarity between
his teachings and those of John of Oberwesel. Yet he had
not the spirit of martyrdom, and the Inquisition speedily
forced him to a recantation, which was of little avail, for he
soon after perished miserably in the dungeon into which he
had been thrust.?

Still more remarkable as an indication of the growing

1 De Continentia S8acerdotum, Nurnb. 1510, Prop. 6, 7.

2 Trithem. Chron. Hirsaug. ann. 1479. D’Argentré, Collect. judic. de novis
Erroribus, 1., IL, 291 8qq.

3 Serrarii Hist. Rer. Mogunt. Lib. L, c. 84.
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spirit of independence was an event which in July 1485
disturbed the stagnation of the centre of theological ortho-
doxy—the Sorbonne. A certain Jean Laillier, priest and
licentiate in theology, aspiring to the doctorate, prepared
his thesis or “ Sorbonique,” in which he broached various
propositions savouring strongly of extreme Lollardry. He
denied the supremacy of the Pope, and indeed reduced the
hierarchy to the level of simple priesthood; he rejected
confession, absolution, and indulgences; he refused to
acknowledge the authority of tradition and legends, and
insisted that the fasts enjoined by the Church had no claim
to observance. Celibacy was not likely to escape so auda-
cious an inquirer, and accordingly among his postulates
were three, declaring that a priest clandestinely married
requlred no pemtence that the Eastern clergy committed
no sin in marrying, nor would the priests of the Western
Church if they were to follow that example; and that
celibacy originated in 1078, in the decretals of Gregory V1I.,
whose power to introduce the rule he more than questioned.
The Sorbonne, as might be anticipated, refused the doc-
torate to so rank a heretic, and Laillier had the boldness
not only to preach his doctrines publicly, but even to
appeal to the Parlement for the purpose of forcing his
admission to the Sorbonne. The Parlement referred the
matter to the Bishop of Paris and to the Inquisitor. A
long controversy followed, and it required the interposition
of Innocent VIII. before Laillier could be punished and
forced to recant.! In Poland, too, there were symptoms
of similar revolt against the established ordinances of the
Church, as shown in a book published at Cracow in 1504,
“ De Matrimonia Sacerdotum.”*

The corruption of the Church establishment, in fact, had

1 D’Argentré, 1., IL, 309 sqq.
3 Krasinski, Reformation in Poland, 1. 110.
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reached a point which the dawning enlightenment of the
age could not much longer endure. The power which had
been entrusted to it, when it was the only representative of
culture and progress, had been devoted to selfish purposes,
and had become the instrument of oppression in all the
details of daily life. The immunity which had been ser-
viceable through centuries of anarchy had become the
shield of vices. The wealth so freely lavished upon it by
the veneration of Christendom was wasted in excesses.
All efforts at reformation from within had failed ; all
attempts at reformation from without had been success-
fully crushed and sternly punished. Intoxicated with
centuries of domination, the muttered thunders of growing
popular discontent were unheeded, while its corruptions
were displayed before the people with more careless cyni-
cism. There appeared to be no desire on the part of the
majority of the clergy to make even a pretence of the
virtue and piety on which were based their claims for
reverence, while the laity were daily growing less reverent,
were rising in intelligence, and were becoming more
inclined to question where their fathers had been content
to believe. Such a complication could have but one
result.



CHAPTER XXV
THE REFORMATION IN GERMANY

THE opening of the sixteenth century witnessed an ominous
breaking down of the landmarks of thought. The revival
of letters, which was fast rendering learning the privilege
of all men in place of the special province of the legal and
clerical professions; the discovery of America, which
destroyed reverence for primeval tradition, and accustomed
men’s minds to the idea that startling novelties might yet
be truths ; the invention of printing, which placed within
the reach of all inquirers who had a tincture of education
the sacred writings for investigation and interpretation, and
enabled the thinker and the innovator at once to command
an audience and disseminate his views in remote regions ;
the European wars, commencing with the Neapolitan con-
quest of Charles VIII., which brought the nations into
closer contact with each other, and carried the seeds of
culture, civilisation, and unbelief from Italy to the farthest
Thule ; all these causes, with others less notable, had been
silently but effectually wearing out the remnants of that
pious and unquestioning veneration which for ages had lain
like a spell on the human mind.

In this bustling movement of politics and commerce,
arts and arms, science and letters, religion could not expect
to escape the spirit of universal inquiry. Even before
opinion had advanced far enough to justify examination
into doctrinal points and dogmas, there was a general
readiness to regard the shortcomings of sacerdotalism, in
the administration of its sacred trust, with a freedom of
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criticism which could not long fail to destroy the respect
for claims of irrefragable authority. The disposition to
criticise the abuses of the ecclesiastical system, to note its
shortcomings, and to apply remedial measures was general,
and savoured little of the respect which the Church had for
so many centuries inculcated as one of the first of Christian
duties. Its past services were forgotten in present wrongs.
Its pretensions had at one time enabled it to be the pro-
tector of the feeble and the sole defence of the helpless,
but that time had passed. Settled institutions were fast
replacing anarchy throughout Europe, and its all-pervading
authority would no longer have been in place, even if exer-
cised for the common benefit. When it was notorious,
however, that the powers and immunities claimed by the
Church were largely employed for evil rather than for
good, their anachronism became too palpable, and their
destruction was only a question of time.

Signs of the coming storm were not wanting. In1510
a series of complaints against the tyranny and extortion
of Rome was solemnly presented to the Emperor. The
German churches, it was asserted, were confided by the
successors of St. Peter to the care of those who were better
fitted to be keepers of mules than pastors of men, and the
Pope was significantly told that he should act more tenderly
and kindly to his children of Teutonic race, lest there
might arise a persecution against the priesthood, or a
general defection from the Holy See, after the manner of
the Hussites.! The Emperor was warned, in his efforts to
obtain the desired reform, not to incur the censures and
enmity of the Pope, in terms which show that only the
political effects of excommunication were dreaded, and
that its spiritual thunders had lost their terrors. He was

1 Gravamina German. Nationis, No. vil.—Remed. contra Gravamina (Freher. et

Struv. II. 677-8).
In the previous century some remonstrances against grievances had been uttered,
but in a very different tone from this.
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further cautioned against the prelates in general, and the
mendicant friarsin particular, in a manner denoting how
little reverence was left for them in the popular mind, and
how thoroughly the whole ecclesiastical system had become
a burden and reproach, and no longer an integral part of
every man’s life and the great motive power of Christen-
dom.!

It was evident that the age was rapidly outstripping
the Church, and that the latter, to maintain its influence
and position, must conform to the necessities of progress
and enlightenment. On previous occasions it had done so,
and had, with marvellous tact and readiness, adapted itself
to the exigencies of the situation in the long series of
vicissitudes which had ended by placing it supreme over
Europe. But centuries of almost uninterrupted prosperity
had hardened it. The corruption which attends upon
wealth had rendered wealth a necessity, and that wealth
could only be had by perpetuating and increasing the
abuses which caused ominous murmurs of discontent in
those nations not hardy enough to set limits to the
authority of the Holy See. The Church had lost its
suppleness, and was immovable. A reform such as was
demanded, while increasing its influence over the souls
of men, would have deprived it of control over their
purses ; reform meant poverty. The sumpter-mule loaded
with gold, wrung from the humble pittance of the West-
phalian peasant, under pretext of prosecuting the war
against the infidel, would no longer cross the Alps to
stimulate with its treasure the mighty genius of Michael
Angelo, or the fascinating tenderness of Raphael ; to
provide princely revenues for the bastards of a pope, or
to pay mercenaries who were to win them cities and
lordships; to fill the antechamber of a cardinal with

1 Avisamenta ad Casar. Majest. (Ibid. p. 680).
YOL. 1I, C
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parasites, and to deck his mistresses with the silks and
jewels of Ind; to feed needy men of letters and scurri-
lous poets; to soothe the itching palms of the Rota,
and to enable all Rome to live on the tribute so cun-
ningly exacted of the barbarian.! The wretched ending
of the Council of Basle rendered any internal reformation
impossible which did not derive its initiative and inspira-
tion from Rome. In Rome, it would have required the
energy of Hildebrand, the stern self-reliance of Innocent,
the unworldly asceticism of Celestin combined, even to
essay a reform which threatened destruction so complete
to all the interests accumulated by sacerdotalism around
the Eternal City. Leo X. was neither Hildebrand, nor
Innocent, nor Celestin. With his voluptuous nature,
elegant culture, and easy temper, it is no wonder that
he failed to read aright the signs of the times, and that
he did not even recognise the necessity which should
impose upon him a task so utterly beyond his powers.
The fifth Council of Lateran had no practical result.

1 When Diether was elected Archbishop of Mains, in 1459, his envoys sent to
obtain his confirmation from Pius II. were stupefied with a demand for 20,506 fiorins
—more than double the amount of annates pgeviously assessed on the see. He
refused to yield to the demand, but the Roman bankers had already advanced to the
members of the Curia their shares of the spoils, and on his persistent refusal he was
deposed by the Pope, and Adolph of Nassau appointed in his place, leading to a bloody
war and the devastation of city and territory.—Appell. Dom. Dytheri (Senckenberg,
Belecta Juris T. IV. p. 393).—Cf. Helwich de Dissidio Moguntino (Rer. Moguntiac.
Script. T. IL). This is probably the fraud alluded to by the Diet of 1510, where it
was complained that the annates of the see of Mainz were raised from 10,000 florins
to 25,000 ; and this latter sum was exacted seven times in one generation, resuiting
in taxation on the peasantry so severe that an insurrection against the clergy was
threatened.—Remed. contra Gravam. (Freher. et Struv. II. 678.)

In the complaint made to Adrian VI., in 1528, by the Diet of Niirnberg, it is
asserted that three generals of the mendicant Orders at Rome had purchased the
cardinalate with gold wrung from Germany.—Gravam. Nationis German. cap. lxxiii.
—ap. Le Plat, Monument. Concil. Trident. I1. 203.

That this estimate of the papal Curia was shared by the orthodox is shown in the
story told of Pierre Danes, Bishop of Vaur, who in 15645 was sent as ambassador by
Francis I. to the Council of Trent. In debate a French theologian was inveighing
against the corruptions of the Rota, when an Italian ecclesiastic sneeringly cried
out, “Gallus cantat.” Danes promptly rejoined, * Utinam illo gallicinio Petrus
ad resipiscentiam et fletum excitetur.,”—Le Plat, Monument. Concil. Trident.
VII. 224.
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Blindly he plunged on: money must be had at any cost,
until the methods employed in marketing the St. Peter’s
indulgence attracted the attention of Luther, and Teutonic
insubordination burst forth at the sound of his voice.*

It would be a mistake to credit Luther with the Re-
formation. His bold spirit and masculine character gave
to him the front place, and drew around him the less
daring minds who were glad to have a leader to whom to
refer their doubts, and on whom their responsibility might
partly rest ; yet Luther was but the exponent of a public
sentiment which had long been gaining strength, and
which in any case would not have lacked expression. In
that great movement of the human mind he was not
the cause, but the instrument. Had his great opponent
- Erasmus enjoyed the physical vigour and practical bold-
ness of Luther, he would have been handed down as the
heresiarch of the sixteenth century. He too had borne
his full share in preparing the minds of men for what was to
come. The whole structure of sacerdotalism felt the blows
of his irreverential spirit, which boldly declared that the
Scriptures alone contained what was necessary to salvation.*
Theological subtleties and priestly observances were alike
useless or worse than useless. For the living, it was idle
to attend Mass ; for the dead, it was folly to look to such
a means for extrication from purgatory.? The confessional
was to be visited only as a formal prerequisite to par-
taking of the Eucharist ;¢ pilgrimages and the veneration

1 The briefs of Leo X. from March 1513 to October 1615, calendared by Cardinal
Hergearother (Leonis X. Regestu, Friburgi, 1884-1891) throw abundant light on the
worldliness and venality of the papal court of the period, the reckless prodigality of
Leo, and the ruinous financial expedients to which he resorted. Not the least of his
burdens was the gigantic enterprise of rebuilding the church of 8t. Peter, inherited
from Julius IL.

3 Erasmi Collog. Confabulatio Pia.

3 Ibid. See also the Encomium Morise.—* Nam quid dicam de iis qui sibi fictis
scelerum condonationibus suavissime blandiuntur, ac purgatorii spatia velati
clepsydris metiuntur, secula, annos, menses, dies, horas, tanquam e tabula mathe-
matioa citra ullum errorem dimentientes !

4 Confabulatio Pia.
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of relics were ridiculed with a reckless freedom which
showed how shaken was the reverence of the past.
Nothing, indeed, can give us a more thorough conviction
of the readiness of the public to welcome a radical change
than the wealth of indignant bitterness which Erasmus,
himself a canon regular and a priest, heaps upon all orders
of the Church, and the immense applause which everywhere
greeted his attacks. His sarcastic humour, his biting
satire, his exquisite ridicule, nowhere find a more congenial
subject than the vices of the monks, the priests, the pre-
lates, the cardinals, and even of the Pope himself, until
even Luther, as late as 1517, feels constrained to deplore
that the evils which afflicted the Church should be thus
exposed to derision.® It affords a curious illustration of
the times to read those writings which a century earlier
might have led him to share the fate of John Huss and
Jerome of Prague, and to reflect that he was not only the
admiration of both the learned and the vulgar of Europe,
but also the petted protégé of king and kaiser, the corre-
spondent of popes, and finally the champion of the system
which he had so ruthlessly reviled, and which he never

ceased to deplore.* The extraordinary favour with which

1 Speaking of the Virgin’s milk and the countless relics of the cross everywhere
exposed to the adoration of the pious, he exclaims, ‘O matrem filio simillimam | ille
nobis tantum sanguinis reliquit in terris ; hsc tantum lactis quantum vix credibile
est esse posse uni mulieri unipars, etiamsi nihil bibisset infans . . . Idem caussantur
de cruce Domini, qus privatim ac publice tot locis ostenditur, ut si fragmenta con-
ferantur in unum, navis onerarise justum onus videri possint ; et tamen totam crucem
suam bajulavit Dominus "’—to which he makes a pious interloculor reply, “ Novum
fortasse dici possit ; mirum nequaquam, quum Dominus, qui hsec auget pro suo arbi-
trio, sit omnipotens.”—Colloq. Peregrinat. Religionis.

3 Supplement. Epist. M. Lutheri, No. II. (Hals, 1703.)

3 The popular view of the priesthood is well summed up by Erasmus in the
following dialogue : *“ CocLEs, Cur mavis sacerdotium quam uxorem ! —PAMPHAGUS,
Quia mihi placet otium, Arridet Epicurea vita.—Co. At mea sententia suavius
vivunt, quibus est lepida puella domi, quam complectantur, quoties libet.—PAM. Sed
adde, nonnunquam quum non libet. Amo voluptatem perpetuam. Qui ducit uxorem,
uno mense felix est : cui contingit optimum sacerdotium, in omnem usque vitam
fruitur gaudio.—Co. Sed tristis est solitudo, adeo ut nec Adam suaviter victurus
fuerit in Paradiso nisi deus illi adjunxisset Evam.—PAM. Non deerit Eva cui sit
opulentum sacerdotium,” &o. —Erasmi Colloq. de Captandis Sacerdotiis.

It is, however, perhaps in the ** Encomium Moriem ” that he gives fullest rein to
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his works were received by all classes shows how fully he
was justified in the indignation which he so unsparingly
lavished on clerical abuses, and how eagerly the public
appreciated one who could so well express that which was
felt by all. Equally significant was the popularity of the
“ Epistole Obscurorum Virorum,” in which the learned
wits of the new school poured forth upon the clergy a
broad and homely ridicule which exactly suited the taste
of the age ;! while Cornelius Agrippa more than rivalled
Erasmus in the wealth of vigorous denunciation with
which he lashed the vices of all the orders of ecclesiastics,
from the Pope to the béguine.?

Not less indicative of the dangerous state of opinion
was an address delivered in the diet held at Augsburg in

his bitter satire. His own sad experience of conventual life gave him special oppor-
tunity of declaiming against the monks ‘ qui se vulgo religiosos ac monachos appel-
lant, utroque falsissimo cognomine, quum et bona pars istoram longissime absit &
religione, et nulli magis omnibus locis sint obvii.” Their habit, their observances,
their discipline, their ignorance, idleness, vices, are recounted at great length and
with the most stinging ridioule, and he makes Folly dismiss them with the ocon-
temptuous valediction, *“ Verum ego istos histriones, tam ingratos beneficiorum
meorum dissimulatores quam improbos simulatores pietatis libenter relinquo.” The
secular priesthood, the bishops, and even the Pope himself are treated with little
more respect, and every class of the ecclesiastical body is stigmatised as endeavour-
ing to thrust upon others the care of the flock and industrions only in shearing the
sheep.

The * Encomium Mori®* had an immediate and immense success. Numberless
editions were required to supply the avidity of the learned, and it was immediately
translated into almost every language of Europe for the benefit of the unlearned. It
appeared in 1609; the Oolloquies in 1516.—When these works had produced their
resuls, their dangerous tendencies were discovered, and they enjoyed the honour of
being included in the first Index Expurgatorius (App. Concil. Trident.). Cardinal
Oaraffa, indeed, in 15638, had urged upon Paul III the propriety of excluding the
Oolloquies from use in schools as a text-book for students,—Concil de Emend.
Eocles. (Le Plat, Monument. Concil. Trident. II. 602.)

1 The “ Epistolss Obscurorum Virorum '’ was certainly published before 1516, pro-
bably in 1515 (Ebert, Bibliog. Dict. s. v.).—It is equally severe upon the monks—
*Tuno ille dixit : ego distinguo de monachis, quia acoipiuntur tribus modis. Primo,
pro sanctis et utilibus, sed illi sunt in celo. Secundo, pro nec utilibus nec in-
utilibus, et illi sunt picti in ecclesia. Tertio, modo pro illis qui adhuc vivant, et illi
maltis nocent, etiam non sunt sancti, quis ita superbi sunt sicut unus smoularium.
Et ita libenter habent pecunias et pulchras mulieres,” &c. And again, “ Ubi enim
diabolus pervenire vel aliquid efficere non potest, ibi semper mittit unam malam
antiquam vetulam vel unum monachum.”

3 De Vanitate Scientiarum oap. Ixi., 1xii., Ixiv.



38 SACERDOTAL CELIBACY

1518, when the legates of Leo X. appealed to Germany
for a tithe to assist in carrying on the war against the
Turk. The orator who replied to them did not restrain
his indignation at the deplorable condition of the Church,
which he attributed solely to the worldly ambition of the
popes. Since they had united temporal with spiritual
dominion—or, rather, since they had allowed temporal
interests to divert them wholly from their spiritual duties
—all had gone amiss. Christendom was despoiled from
without, and filled with tumult within. Religion was
openly contemned; Christ was daily bought and sold;
the sheep were shorn, and the pastor took no care of them.
He did not even hesitate to charge, with emphasis and at
much detail, that the money extorted from Germany
under pious pretexts was squandered in Italy on the
private quarrels and for the aggrandisement of the papal
houses and those of the members of the sacred college.!
All other nations were protected from papal rapacity and
tyranny by formal agreements. Germany alone was sur-
rendered defenceless, and not only were her bishops plun-
dered, but even the smallest benefice conld not be confirmed
without the recipient running the gauntlet of a horde of
officials whose exactions forced him to sell the very furni-
ture of his church. As the rules of law and the dictates of
justice were equally disregarded, the popular sentiment was
becoming openly hostile to the Church.* A state of feeling
which dictated and permitted such a declaration from the
supreme representative body of the empire, when brought
into collision with the pretensions of the Holy See, now
more exaggerated than ever, could have but one result—
revolution.

With all this licence, Germany was still, by the force of
circumstances, less independent of the papacy than any

1 Orat. in Comit. Augustan. (Freher. et Strav, I1. 702.)
3 Bartholini Comment. de Comit. Augustens. ann. 1618 (Senckenberg. Selecta

Juris T. IV. pp. 669-70).
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other Tramontane power. The fractioning of the empire
since the death of Barbarossa, carefully stimulated by papal
intrigues, had deprived it of unity and prevented the con-
solidation of a power capable of resisting the encroachments
of the Curia, which sucked the life-blood of both priest and
peasant, and rendered the very name of Rome hateful to
all, but especially to Teutonic ecclesiastics.® What was
going on elsewhere in Europe may be guessed from the
humiliating conditions exacted in 1517 of Silvester Darius,
the papal collector, on his assuming the functions of his
important office in England. He bound himself by oath
not to execute any letters or mandates of the Pope injurious
to the King, the kingdom, or the laws; not to transmit
from England to Rome, without a special royal licence,
any gold, or silver, or bills of exchange ; not to leave the
kingdom himself without a special licence under the great
seal ; with other less notable restrictions, the practical effect
of all being to place him and his duties wholly under the
control of the King.* The position of England had changed
since the days of Innocent and John. Had the dissensions
of Germany permitted equal progress, Luther might per-
haps have only been known as an obscure but learned
orthodox doctor, and the inevitable revolt of half of Chris-
tendom have been postponed for a century.

It is not my province to follow in detail the vicissitudes
of the Reformation, but only to indicate briefly its relations
with sacerdotal asceticism. Luther at first, like Wickliffe
and Huss, paid no attention to the subject. In fact, when
on the 81st of October, 1517, he nailed on the church door
of Wittenberg his celebrated ninety-five propositions,
nothing was further from his expectations than to create a

1 See the dispatches of the nuncio Aleander and the letter of Archbishop Albert
of Mains to Pope Leo, in Balan, Monument. Reform. Lutherean, pp. 81-2, 68, 74, 98,
165, 268-9.

3 Rymer, Feedora XIII. 586-7.
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heresy, a schism, or even a general reform in the Church.
He had simply in view to vindicate his ideas on the subject
of justification, derived from St. Augustin, against the
Thomist doctrines which had been exaggerated into the
monstrous abuses of Tetzel and his fellows.! In the
general movement of the human mind at that period so
much had been said that was inimical to the received prac-
tices of the Church, without calling forth the thunders of
Rome, that men seemed to think the day of toleration
had at last come. The hierarchy sat serenely upon their
thrones, and in the confidence of unassailable power ap-
peared willing to allow any freedom of speculation which
did not assail their temporal privileges. Yet amid the
general agitation and opposition to Rome which pervaded
society, it was impossible for a bold and self-reliant spirit
such as Luther’s not to advance step by step in a career of
which the ultimate goal was as little foreseen by himself
as by others. Still his progress was wonderfully slow.
Even in 1519 he still considered himself within the pale of
the Church: in a letter to Leo X. he protested before God
that he did not seek in any way to attack the power of
either the Pope or the Roman Church, which he held to
be supreme over all in heaven and earth, save Jesus Christ
alone ;* and in the same year, in a sermon on matrimony,
he alluded not unfavourably to the life of virginity.®
Events soon after forced him to further and more dan-
gerous innovations, yet when Leo X., in June 1520, issued
his celebrated bull, « Exsurge Domine,” to crush the rising

1 Even in this Luther was by no means the first. Erasmus had exposed the
demoralisation of the system with fully as much fervour in the *“ Encomium Morie."”
—*Hic mihi puta negotiator aliquis, aut miles, aut judex, abjecto ex tot rapinis
unico nummulo, universam vite Lernam semel expurgatam putat, totque perjuria,
tot libidines, tot ebrietates, tot rixas, tot cmdes, tot imposturas, tot perfidias, fot
proditiones existimat velut ex pacto redimi, et ita redimi ut jam liceat ad novam
soelerum orbem de integro reverti.’’—And in the ‘ Epistolee Obscurorum Virorum"
the falseness of its promises was unflinchingly asserted.

3 Lutheri Opp. T. 1. fol. 210b (Jensw, 1561).
8 Ibid. T. I fol. 836a.
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heresy, in the forty-one errors enumerated as taught by
Luther there is no allusion to any doctrine specially
inimical to ascetic celibacy.! At almost the same moment,
however, Luther, in his address to the Christian nobles of
Germany, proposed that through the intervention of a
general council the privilege of marriage should be granted
to parish priests, and this was speedily followed by the
suggestion that vows of chastity taken before the age of
eighteen should be invalid.*

The papal condemnation, followed as it was by the
public burning of his writings, aroused Luther to a more
active and aggressive hostility than he had previously
manifested. In his book “De Captivitate Babylonica
Ecclesiz ” he attacked the sacrament of ordination, denied
that it separated the priest from his fellows, and ridiculed
the rule concerning digami, which excluded from the
priesthood a man who had been the husband of any but a
virgin, while another who had polluted himself with six
hundred concubines was eligible to the episcopate or
papacy.® Finally, on 10th December 1580, he proclaimed
war to the knife by burning at Wittenberg the books of the
canon law, and justifying his act by a manifesto recapitulat-
ing the damnable doctrines contained in them. Among
these he enumerates the prohxbmon of sacerdotal marriage
as the origin and cause of excessive vice and scandal® As
he said himself, hitherto he had only been playing at con-
troversy with the Pope, but this was the beginning of
serious work.® Soon after this, in a controversy with
Ambrogio Catarino, he stigmatised the rule of celibacy as
angelical in appearance, but devilish in reality, and
invented by Satan as a fertile source of sin and perdition.*

1 Msg. Bull. Roman, Ed. 1692, I. 614.

3 Herzog, Abriss, T. IIL. p. 34.—Lutheri Opp. T. I. fol. 369b,

3 De Captiv. Babylon. Eccles. (Lutheri Opp. IL fol. 288a.)

4 Artic. et Errores Libb, Jur. Canon, No. 18 (Lutheri Opp. II. fol. 818a).
s Tbid. fol. 319b.

¢ Ibid. fol. 362a, 374a.
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In the mighty movement which was agitating men’s
minds, Luther had been anticipated in this. As early as
1518, a monk of Dantzic named James Knade abandoned
his order, married, and publicly preached resistance to
Rome. It is evident that in this he had the support of
the people, for though he was imprisoned and tried by the
ecclesiastical authorities, the only punishment inflicted on
him was banishment.! In the multitude of other questions
more interesting to the immediate disputants this point of
discipline seems to have attracted but little attention until
1521, when during Luther’s enforced seclusion in the
Wartburg, Bartholomew Bernhardi, pastor of Kammerich,
near Wittenberg, put the heresiarch’s views into action
in the most practical way by obtaining the consent of his
parish and celebrating his nuptials with all due solemnity.
Albert, Archbishop of Mainz and Magdeburg, addressed
to Frederic, Elector of Saxony, a demand for the rendition
of the culprit, which that prudent patron of the Reforma-
tion skilfully eluded, and Bernhardi published a short
defence or apology in which he denounced the rule of
celibacy as a “ frivolam traditiunculam.” He argued the
matter, quoting the texts which since his time have been
generally employed in support of sacerdotal marriage: he
referred to Peter and Philip, Spiridion of Cyprus, and
Hilary of Poitiers, as examples of married bishops ; quoted
the story of Paphnutius, and relied on the authority of the
Greek Church. This apparently did not satisfy the arch-
bishop, for Bernhardi felt obliged to address a second
apology to Frederic of Saxony, to whom he appealed for
protection against the displeasure of his ecclesiastical
superiors.” In spite of molestation, he continued in the
exercise of his priestly functions until death. Less fortu-
nate were his immediate imitators. A priest of Mansfield

1 Krasinski, op. cit. I. 112-8. ,
t Lutheri Opp. Jene, 1681, T. II. fol. 438, 440.
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who took to himself a wife was thrown into prison at Halle
by Albert of Mainz, and Jacob Siedeler, pastor of Glas-
hiitten, in Misnia, who was guilty of the same crime,
perished miserably in the dungeon of Stolpen, to which he
was committed by Duke George of Saxony.!

The enthusiastic Carlostadt, relieved for the time from
the restraint of Luther’s cooler wisdom, threw himself with
zeal into this new movement of reform, and lost no time
in justifying it by a treatise in which he argued strenuously
in favour of priestly marriage, and energetically denounced
the monastic vows as idle and vain. Luther, however, in
his retreat, seems not yet prepared to take any very
decided position. In a letter of 17th January 1522, to
Wolfgang Fabricius Capito, one of the officials of the
Archbishop of Mainz, and a favourer of the Reformation,
he takes the latter severely to task with respect to his
action in a case of the kind—probably that of the priest of
Mansfield alluded to above. The man had been set at
liberty, but forced to separate himself from his wife, and
Capito had defended himself on the ground that the woman
was a harlot. Luther asks him why he had been so earnest
with a single strumpet, when he had taken no action with
so many under his jurisdiction in Halberstadt, Mainz, and
Magdeburg, and adds that when the priest had acknow-
ledged the woman as his wife there should have been
nothing further done. He proceeds to say, however, that
he does not ask for the freedom of sacerdotal marriage, and
that he is not prepared to take any general position con-
cerning it, except that it is lawful under God.*? Either
with or without his approbation, however, his friends lost
no time in enforcing the new dogma, which they pro-
claimed to the world in the most authoritative manner.
During the same year Luther’s own Augustinian Order

1 Spalatin. Anpal. ann. 1521,
2 Lutheri Epist. Jense, 1545, T 1I. fol. 88, 39.
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held a provincial synod at Wittenberg, in which they
formally threw open the doors of the monasteries, and
permitted all who desired it to return to the world, declar-
ing that in Christ there was no distinction between Jew
and Greek, monk and layman, and that a vow in opposi-
tion to the Gospel was no vow, but an impiety. Cere-
monies, observances, and dress were pronounced futile;
those who chose to abide by the established rule were free
to do so, but their preferences were not to be alaw to
their fellows. Those who were fitted for preaching the
Word were advised to depart; those who remained were
obliged to perform the manual labour which had been so
prominent a portion of primitive Teutonic monasticism,
and mendicancy was strictly forbidden. In a few short
and simple canons a radical rebellion thus declared itself
in the heart of an ancient and powerful order, and princi-
ples were promulgated which were totally at variance with
sacerdotalism in all its protean forms.!

This broad spirit of toleration did not suit the views of
the more progressive reformers. In Luther’s own Augus-
tinian convent at Wittenberg, one of his most zealous
adherents, Gabriel Zwilling, preached against monachism
in general, taking the ground that salvation required the
renunciation of their vows by all who had been ensnared
into assuming the cowl ; and so great was his success that
thirteen monks at once abandoned the convent. Yeteven
on Luther’s return to)jWittenberg he at first took no part
in the movement. He retained his Augustinian habit, and
continued his residence in the convent; but before the
close of the year (1522) he put forth his work, “ De Votis
Monasticis,” in which he fully and finally adopted the
views of his friends, and showed himself as an uncompro-
mising enemy of monasticism.* How difficult it was for

1 8ynod. Vuitemberg. (Lutheri Opp. II. 470.)
3 Lutheri Opp. IL 477 8qq.—In this edition the tract is dated 1522 in the
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him, however, to shake off the habitudes in which he had
been trained is shown by the fact that, even at the end of
1528, he still sometimes preached in his cowl and some-
times without it.?

Notwithstanding the zealous opposition of the orthodox
ecclesiastical authorities, the doctrine and practice of
Wittenberg were not long in finding earnest defenders
and imitators. But few such marriages, it is true, are
recorded in 1522, although Balthazar Sturmius, an
Augustinian monk of Saxony, committed the bolder
indiscretion of marrying a widow of Franconia. In that
year, however, we find Franz von Sickingen, knight-errant
and condottiere, who was then a power in the state,
advocating the emancipation and marriage of the religious
orders, in a letter to his father-in-law, Diedrich von Henth-
schuchsheyn. Still more important was the movement
inaugurated in Switzerland by Ulrich Zwingli, who, with
ten other monks of Nétre-Dame-des-Hermites, on July 2,
1522, addressed to Hugo von Hohenlandemberg, Bishop
of Constance, a petition requesting the privilege of
marriage. The petitioners boldly argued the matter, citing
the usual Scriptural authorities, and adjured the bishop in
the most pressing terms to grant their request. They
warned him that a refusal might entail ruinous disorders
on the whole sacerdotal body, and that, unless he seized
the opportunity to guide the movement, it might speedily
assume a most disastrous shape. They asserted, indeed,
that not only in Switzerland, but elsewhere, it was gener-
ally believed that a majority of ecclesiastics had already
chosen their future wives, and that a return to the old
order of things was beyond the power of man to accom-

index and 1621 in the text. Henke and Ranke, however, agree in assigning it toa
period subsequent to his return from Wartburg.

1 Spalatin. Annal. ann. 1523.—The fact that Spalatin recorded whether he wore
the cowl or not, shows the importance which Luther’s friends attached to his exam-
ple with respect to it.
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plish. This was followed, July 18, by a similar memorial
addressed to the Government of the Swiss Confederacy.
The signers frankly admitted their inability to preserve
chastity, and asked the State to protect them in their
marriages if the bishop allowed them to marry.!

In this assertion, Zwingli and his companions followed
perhaps rather the dictates of their hopes than of their
judgment, for the revolution was by no means as universal
or immediate as their threats or warnings would indicate.
Its progress, nevertheless, was rapid and decided. In
Zurich the secular authorities gave permission to all nuns
to abandon their cloisters; in 1528, Leo Jude, Zwingli’s
foremost disciple and parish priest of St. Peters, married a
former béguine, and in 1524 Zwingli himself married
Anna Reinhart, widow of Hans Meyer, with whom he had
been living as man and wife since 1522. In Germany,
Luther, whom we have seen, in the earlier part of 1522,
still giving but a qualified assent to the daring innovation
of his followers, in February 1528 wrote to Spalatin in
favour of a married pastor who was seeking preferment at
the hands of the Elector Frederic;® and in April 1528
he himself officiated and preached a sermon in favour of
matrimony to a multitude of distinguished friends at the
wedding of Wenceslas Link, vicar of the Augustinian
Order, one of his oldest and most valued supporters, who
had stood unflinchingly by him when arraigned by Cardinal
Caietano before the Emperor Maximilian at the Diet of
Augsburg. Not less important was the countenance

1 Spalatin, Annal. ann. 1522.— Huldreich Zwingli, by Samuel Macauley Jackson,
p- 166 (New York, 1901). :

8 Jackson’s Huldreich Zwingli, p. 232.—Herzog, Abriss, III. 76. See Ibid. p. 88,
for the contest in Basle over the marriage of Stephan Stoer, pastor of Liestal, where
(Ecolampadius maintained the unscriptural character of the canon of celibacy.

3 Supplement. Epistt. M. Lutheri No. 81 (Hale, 1703).

4 Spalatin. Annal. ann. 1523.—Thammii Chron. Colditens.—Link married a
daughter of Suicer, a lawyer of Oldenburg, in Misnia, and the bride’s example was
shortly afterwards followed by her two sisters, one of whom was united to Wolfgang
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given to the innovation, two days later, by the Elector
Frederic, who consented to act as sponsor at the baptism
of the first-born of Franz Gunther, pastor of Loch,' the
ceremony being performed by the honest chronicler Spalatin
himself.

It is curious to see in Spalatin’s diary how each succes-
sive marriage is recorded as a matter of the utmost interest,
the hopes of the reformers being strengthened by every
accession to the ranks of those who dared to defy the rules
which had been deemed irreversible for centuries. Nor
was it an act without danger, for no open rupture had as
yet taken place between the temporal power of any state
and the central authority at Rome. Even in electoral
Saxony, though Duke Frederic, by a cautious course of
passive resistance, afforded protection to the heretics, yet
he still considered himself a Catholic, and the ritual of
his chapel was unaltered.  Elsewhere the ecclesiastical
power was bent on asserting its supremacy over the
licentious apostates who ventured to sully their vows and
prostitute the sacrament of marriage by their incestuous
unions. The old charge of promiscuous intercourse was
resorted to in their case, as it has been with almost every
heresy in every age, for the purpose of exciting popular
odium,? and wherever the discipline of the Church could be
enforced, it was done unsparingly. The temper of these
endeavours to repress the movement is well illustrated by

Fuess, parish priest of Koldits, and formerly a monk of Gera; while the other acoepted
the addresses of the parish priest of Kitscheren. (Spalatin, ubi sap.)

1 Spalatin, ubi sup.—How these innovations were regarded in Rome is manifested
in s minatory epistle addressed, in 1622, by Adrian VI. to the Elector Frederio of
Saxony. “Et oum ipse sit apostata ac professionis sus desertor, ut plurimos sui
faciat similes, sancta {lla Deo vasa polluere non veretur, consecratasque virgines et
vitam monasticam professas extrahere a monasteriis suis, e¢ mundo imo diabolo
quem semel abjuraverunt, reddere . . . Christi sacerdotes etiam vilissimis copulant
meretricibus,” etc. (Hartzheim VI, 192.)

2 See the address of Frederic Nausea, surnamed Blancicampianus, afterwards
Bishop of Vienna, at the Council of Mains in 1527.—Synod. Mogunt. ann, 1527
(Hartsheim V1. 207).
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the regulations promulgated under the authority of the
Cardinal-legate Campeggio, when in 1524 he succeeded in
uniting a numberof reactionary princes at the Assembly
of Ratisbon. Deploring the sacrilege committed in the
marriages of priests and monks, which were becoming
extremely common, he granted permission to the secular
powers to seize all such apostates and deliver them to the
ecclesiastical officials, significantly restraining them, how-
ever, from inflicting torture. The officials were empowered
to condemn the offenders to perpetual imprisonment, or
to hand them over to the secular arm—a decent euphuism
for a frightful death; and any negligence on the part of
the ordinaries exposed those officers to the pains and
penalties of heresy.!

In spite of all this, however, the votaries of marriage had
the support and sympathy of the great body of the people.
It shows how widely diffused and strongly implanted was
the conviction of the evils of celibacy, when those who
four centuries earlier had so cruelly persecuted their
pastors for not discarding their wives now urged them to
marriage, and were ready to protect them from the conse-
quences of the act. Thus, during the summer of 1524,
Wolfgang Fabricius Capito, provost of St. Thomas and
priest of the church of St. Peter at Strassburg, whom we
have seen two years earlier prosecuting a married priest,
took to himself a wife, by the request of his parishioners ;
and when the chapter of canons endeavoured to interfere
with him, the threatening aspect of the populace warned
them to desist. Nor was this the only case, for Bishop
William undertook to excommunicate all the married
priests of Strassburg, when the senate of the city resolutely
espoused their cause, and even the authority of the legate
Campeggio could not reconcile the quarrel.?

1 Reformat. Cleri German. ann. 1524 o, 26 (Goldast, Constit. Imp. III. 491).
9 Bpalatin, Annal. ann. 1534,

Yy |
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Even higher protection was sometimes not wanting.
When Adrian VI., in 1522, reproached the Diet of Niirn-
berg with the inobservance of the decree of Worms and the
consequent growth of Lutheranism, and King Ferdinand,
in the name of the German states, replied that a council
for the reformation of the Church was the only remedy,
the question of married priests arose for discussion. The
German princes alleged that they could find in the civil
and municipal laws no provisions for the punishment of
such transgressions, and that the canons of discipline
could only be enforced by the ecclesiastical authorities
themselves, who ought not to be interfered with in the
discharge of their duty by the secular authorities.* This
was scant encouragement, but even this was often denied
in practice. When, in 1528, Conrad von Tungen, Bishop
of Wurzburg, threw into prison two of his canons, the
doctors John Apel and Frederic Fischer, for the crime of
marrying nuns, the Council of Regency at Niirnberg
forced him to liberate them in a few weeks.? The latter
fact is the more remarkable, since but & short time pre-
viously (6 March, 1528) the Imperial Diet at Niirnberg,
under the auspices of the same Regency, had expressed its
desire to give every assistance to the ecclesiastical authority
in enforcing the canons. In a decree on the subject of
the religious disturbances it adopted the canon law on
celibacy as part of the civil law, pronouncing sentence
of imprisonment and confiscation on all members of the
clergy who should marry, and ordering the civil power in

1 Respons. 8. R. I. Ordinum Norimb. cap. 18 (Goldast. op. cit. L 455).—With this
the Legate Cheregato professed himself to be content, but he bitterly complained
of an intimation that if these apostate priests and nuns transgressed the laws in any
otber way, the secular tribunals would punish them. He held that, though apos-
tates, they were still ecclesiastios, only amenable to the courts Christian, and he
protested against any violation of the privileges and jurisdiotion of the Church
such as would be committed in bringing them before a civil magistrate. (1bid.
p- 456.)

3 Spalatin. ann, 1528.

VOL. II. D
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all cases to assist the ecclesiastical in its efforts to punish
offenders.!

In the Low Countries, under the Regency of Margaret
of Austria, the civil power not only assisted but stimulated
the ecclesiastical to its duty. A conspicuous case was
that of Jan de Backer (Pistorius) of Woerden, who had
married, abandoned the priesthood, and supported himself
by manual labour, until the preaching of the St. Peter’s
indulgence in Woerden induced him to resume the ton-
sure and priestly functions in order to combat it. It
illustrates the disciplinary looseness of the pre-Reformation
period that he seems not to have been disturbed in his
apostacy and marriage, but the Lutheran revolt had
created a different temper. He was arrested and carried
to The Hague, where he was tried by the inquisitors of
Louvain, who earnestly endeavoured to induce him to
abandon his wife and recant his errors as to papal authority,
purgatory, &c., but in vain. There was nothing left to do
with him but to burn him alive, which was executed
accordingly, 15 September, 1525.

The emancipation of nuns excited considerable public
interest, and in many instances was effected by aid from
without. A certain Leonhard Kopp, who was a deter-
mined enemy of monachism, rendered himself somewhat
notorious by exploits of the kind. One of the earliest
instances was that by which, on Easter Eve, 1528, at con-
siderable risk, he succeeded in carrying off from the
convent of Nimptschen, in Misnia, eight young virgins of
noble birth, all of whom were subsequently married, and
one of whom was Catharine von Bora.? The example was
contagious. Before the month was out six nuns, all of

1 Bdict. Norimb. Oonvent. ann. 1523 o. 10, 18, 19 (Goldast. IL 151).—This fllas.
trates well the vacillating conduct of the Council of Regency during this period.

3 Fredericq, Corpus Documentt. Inquisitionis Neerlandicss, IV. 406-99.

3 Chron. Torgavie—Spalatin. Annal. ann. 1528. He conveyed them at once to
Wittenberg, and Luther writes to Spalatin asking him to collect funds for their
support until they can be permanently provided for.
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noble blood, left the abbey of Sormitz, and soon after
cight escaped from that of Peutwitz, at Weissenfels.’
Monks enfranchised themselves with still less trouble.
At Niirnberg, in 1524, the Augustinians in a body threw
off their cowls and proclaimed themselves citizens.*
Finally, Luther gave the last and most unquestionable

proof of his adhesion to the practice of sacerdotal mar-
riage by espousing Catharine von Bora, whom we have
seen escaping, two years before, from the convent of
Nimptschen. Scandal, it would seem, had been busy with
the intimacy between the pious doctor and the fair rene-
gade, who had spent nearly the whole period of her liberty
at Wittenberg, and Luther, with the practical decision of
character which distinguished him, suddenly resolved to
put the most effectual stop to rumours which his enemies
doubtless were delighted to circulate. On the evening of
18 June, 1525, without consulting his friends, he invited
to supper Pomeranius, Lucas Cranach, and Apellus, and
had the marriage ceremony performed.® It took his
followers completely by surprise; many of them dis-
approved of it, and Justus Jonas, in communicating the
fact to Spalatin, characterises it as a startling event, and
evidently feels that his correspondent will require the most
incontrovertible evidence of the fact, when he declares
that he himself had been present and had seen the bride-
groom in the marriage bed.* If the portraits after Lucas

1 Spalatin. ubi sup.

3 Spalatin. ann. 1524.

$ Melanchthon to Oamerarius (ap. Mayeri Dissert. de Cath. Lutheri conjuge.
PP 25-8).—Melanchthon can only suggest that it was a mysterious act of Providence.
—*“Isto enim sub negotio fortasse aliquid occulti et quiddam divinius subest, de
quo nos curiose querere non decet.””—The whole letter is singularly apologetic in
e ?:&pdaﬂn ann, 1525,

Pomeranius, a priest of Wittenberg, in writing to Spalatin, gives as the reason of
Luther’s marriage—‘* Maligna fama effecit ut Doct. Martinus insperato fleret con-
junx”; and Luther, in a letter to the same, admits this even more distinctly—*Os

obstruxi infamantibus me cum Catherina Borana.” That his action was not gene-
rally approved by his friends is apparent from his asking Michael Stiefel to pray that
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Cranach given in Mayer’s Dissertation on Catharine be
faithful likenesses, it was scarcely the beauty of his bride
that led Luther to take this step, for her features seem
rather African than European.!

When Luther had once decided for himself on the
propriety of sacerdotal marriage, he was not likely to stop
half-way. Some of the reformers were disposed to adopt

his new life may sanctify him—* Nam vehementer irritantur saplentes, etiam inter
nostros.” —Spalatin. ubi sup.

That surprise should have been aroused is singular, when he had already pro-
claimed the most extreme views in favour of matrimony. As early as 1622 he
delivered his famous *‘ Sermo de Matrimonio,” in which he enjoins it in the strictest
manner as a duty incumbent upon all. Thus, in considering the impediments to
marriage, he treats of vows, concerning which he says : “8in votum admissum est,
videndum tibi est, ut supra memoravi, num tribus eviratorum generibus compre-
hendaris, que conjugio ademit Deus, ubi te in aliquo istoram uno non repereris,
votum rescindas, monasticen deseras oportet ; moxque ad naturalem sociam adjungas
te matrimonii lege.”—P. 1. . 8 (Opp. Ed. Vuitemberg. V. 121). To this must be
added his decided opinions on the subject of conjugal rights, as developed in the
well-known passage which has excited so much animadversion, and which, if we are
to interpret it literally, conveys a doctrine which sounds so strangely as the precept
of a teacher of morality. In treating of the causes of divorce, he remarks : “ Tertia
ratio est, ubi alter alteri sese subduxerit, ut debitam benevolentiam persolvere mnolit,
aut habitare cum renuerit. Reperiuntur enim interdum adeo pertinaces uxores, qui
etiam si decies in libidinem prolabentur mariti pro sua duritia non curarent. Hic
oportunum est ut maritus dicat ‘8i tu nolueris, alia volet.’ Si domina nolit, adveniat
ancills, ita tamen ut antea iterum et tertio uxorem admoneat maritus, et corum allis
ejus etiam pertinaciam detegat, ut pablice et ante conspectum ecolesim, duritia ejus
ot agnoscatur et reprehendatur. 8i tum renuat, repudia eam, et in vicem Vasti
Ester surroga, Assueri regis exemplo ™ (Ibid. p. 128).

One conclusion at least can safely be drawn from this, that the morality of the
age had impressed Luther with the belief that the self-restraint of chastity was
impossible.

That the Catholios should make themselves merry over the marriage of the apos-
tate monk and nun was to be expected, and Jerome Emser did not think it beneath
him to write an epithalamium on the wedding of his former friend, of whioch the
following may be taken as a specimen—

Ad Priapum Lampsacenum
Veneramur, et Silenum
Bacchumgque cum Venere

oum jabilo.
Septa claustri dissipamus,
Sacra vasa compilamus
Sumptus unde suppetat

cum jubilo.

Mayeri Dissert. p. 22, 28.

1 Mayeri de Cath. Luth. conjug. Dissert. 4to, Hamburgi, 1702, Cranach, as we

have seen, was one of the three witnesses present at the marriage.
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the principles of the early Church, and, while permitting
married priests to officiate, denied to them the right to
marry a second time or to espouse any but virgins, declar-
ing all digami worthy of death and calling upon the people
to drive them out. Against these Luther, in 1528, took
up the cudgels vigorously, arguing the question in all its
bearings, and arriving at the conclusion that only bigamists
were to be shunned or deemed unworthy of holy orders.!
Yet at the same time his thoroughly practical mind pre-
vented him from losing sight of some of the evils insepar-
able from the revolution which he had wrought in an
institution so deeply affecting daily life as monasticism.
As late as 1548, in a letter to Spalatin, while congratulat-
ing him on the desire expressed by some nuns to leave
their convent, he cautions them not to do so unless they
have a certainty or at least a speedy prospect of marriage.
He complains of the number of such cases in which he
had been obliged to support the fugitives, and he con-
cludes by declaring that old women who had no chance
of finding husbands had much better remain in their
cloisters.?

It is not difficult to explain why there was so ready
and general an acquiescence in the abrogation of a rule
established by the veneration of so many centuries. Not
only had the doctrines of the reformers taken a deep and
firm hold of the popular heart throughout Germany,
destroying the reverence for tradition and antiquity, and
releasing the human mind from the crushing obligation of
blind obedience, but there were other motives, natural if
not particularly creditable. The ecclesiastical foundations
had long neglected the duties of charity, hospitality, and
education, on which were grounded their claims to their
broad lands and rich revenues. While, therefore, the

t Lutheri Opp. (Jense, 1664) T. I. fol. 496-500.
3 Supplement Epistt. M. Lutherl No. 212 (Halw, 1708),
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temporal princes might be delighted with the opportunity
of secularising and seizing the Church possessions, the
people might reasonably hope that the increase of their
rulers’ wealth would alleviate their own burdens, as well
as release them from the direct oppression which many of
them suffered from the religious establishments. Even
more potential was the disgust everywhere felt for the
flagrant immorality of the priesthood. The dread experi-
enced by every husband and father lest wife and daughter
might at any moment fall victims to the lust of those
who had every opportunity for the gratification of unholy
passions led them to welcome the change, in the hope that
it would result in restoring decency and virtue to a class
which had long seemed to regard its sacred character as the
shield and instrument of crime.

The moral character of the clergy, indeed, had not
improved during the busy and eventful years which
marked the first quarter of the sixteenth century. There
is a curious little tract, printed in Cologne in 1505, with
the approbation of the faculty, which is directed against
concubinage in general, but particularly against that of the
priests. Its laborious accumulation of authorities to prove
that licentiousness is a sin is abundant evidence of the
existing demoralisation, while the practices which it com-
bats, of guilty ecclesiastics granting absolution to each
other and mutually dispensing themselves from confession,
show how easily the safeguards with which the Church
had sought to surround her ministers were eluded.! The
degradation of the priesthood, indeed, can readily be
measured when, in the little town of Hof, in the Vogtland,
three priests could be found defiling the sacredness of Ash
Wednesday by fiercely fighting over a courtesan in a house

1 Avisamentum de Concubinariis non absolvendis, 4to, 1505.—The author devotes
a long argument to prove that incontinence in a priest is worse than homicide. His
oonclusion is “Omnis sacerdos fornicando est sacrilegus et perjurus; et gravius
totiens quotiens peccat quam si hominem ocoidat.”
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of ill-fame ; ! or when Leo X., in a feeble effort at reform,
was obliged to argue that systematic licentiousness was not
rendered excusable because its prevalence amounted to a
custom, or because it was openly tolerated by those whose
duty was to repress it.? In fact, a clause in the Concordat
with Francis I. in 1516, renewing and enhancing the former
punishments for public concubinage, would almost justify
the presumption that the principal result of the rule of
celibacy was to afford to the officials a regular revenue
derived from the sale of licences to sin >—the old abuse,
which rises before us in every age from the time of
Damiani and Hildebrand, and which, since John XXII.
had framed the tariff of absolutions for crime known as
the ¢« Taxes of the Penitentiary,” had the authority of
the papacy itself to justifyit. In the oldest form in which
this has reached us, issued by Benedict XII. in 1888, abso-
lution and dispensation for a concubinary priest is rated at
only four gros tournois, or less than half a florin, and the
same price is named for the absolution of one who has
been suspended for adultery. In a somewhat later tax-
list, dispensation for the son of a priest to be admitted to
orders and preferment is rated at twelve gros, but if he
desired a bishopric, it cost thirty. It is no wonder that

1 Wideman. Obron. Curie ann. 15605.

3 Neque superiorum tolerantia, sen prava consuetudo, qus potius corruptela
dicenda est, a multitudine peccantium, aliave quslibet exonsatio eis aliquo modo
suftragetur.—Concil. Lateran. V. ann, 1514 Sess. 1xX.

8 Quia vero in quibusdam regionibus nonnulli jurisdictionem ecclesiasticam
habentes, pecuniarios qusstos a conoubinariis percipere non erubescunt, patientes
eos in tali feditate sordesoere.—Concil. Lateran. V. ann. 1516 Sess. x1.—Cf. Cornel.
Agripp. De Vanitate Scient. c.1xiv.—Agrippa even states that it was a common thing
for bishops to sell to women whose husbands were absent the right to commit adaltery
without sin.

4 P, Denifle, Die #lteste Taxrolle der apost. Ponitentiarie (Archiv fiir Literatur-
und-Kirchengeschichte, Bd. v. pp. 227, 280).—Tangl. Das Taxwesen der pipstlichen
Kanslel, Mittheilungen des Instituts fiir Oesterreichische Geschichtsforschung,
B4. xm., pp. 96, 97.

These prices were simply for the letters ; there were other fees which increased
the cost considerably, and when sin had been committed there were pecuniary
penances at the discretion of the papal renitentiaries.
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reforming bishops and councils found their efforts baffled
when the only result was to increase the revenues of the
papal chancery by stimulating the demand for its inter-
ference.

That no concealment was thought necessary, and that
sensual indulgence was not deemed derogatory in any way
to the character of a Christian prelate, may be reasonably
deduced from the panegyric of Gerard of Nimeguen on
Philip of Burgundy, grand-uncle of Charles V., a learned
and accomplished man, who filled the important see of
Utrecht from 1517 to 1524. Gerard alludes to the amorous
propensities and promiscuous intrigues of his patron with-
out reserve, and as his book was dedicated to the Arch-
duchess Margaret, sister of Charles V., it is evident that he
did not feel his remarks to be defamatory. The good pre-
late, too, no doubt represented the convictions of a large
portion of his class, when he was wont to smile at those
who urged the propriety of celibacy, and to declare his
belief in the impossibility of chastity among men who, like
the clergy, were pampered with high living and tempted
by indolence. Those who professed to keep their vows
inviolate he denounced as hypocrites of the worst descrip-
tion, and he deemed them far worse than their brethren
who sought to avoid unnecessary scandal by decently
keeping their concubines at home.*

Even this reticence, however, was considered unneces-
sary by a large portion of the clergy. In 1512, the Bishop
of Ratisbon issued a series of canons in which, after quoting
the Basilian regulations, he adds that many of his eccle-
siastics maintain their concubines so openly that it would
appear as though they saw neither sin nor scandal in such
conduct, and that their evil example was the efficient cause
of corrupting the faithful.? In Switzerland the same abuses

1 Gerardi Noviomagi Philippus Burgundas (Mathai Analect. 1. 230).
3 Statut. Synod. Joan. Episc. Ratispon. ann, 1512 (Hartsheim V1. 86).
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were quite as prevalent, if we may believe a memorial
presented, in 1588, by the citizens of Lausanne, complain-
ing of the conduct of their clergy. They rebuked the in-
continence of the priests, whose numerous children were
accustomed to earn a living by beggary in the streets, but
the canons were the subjects of their especial objurgation.
The dean of the chapter had defied an excommunication
launched at him for buying a house near the church in
which to keep his mistress ; others of the canons had taken
to themselves the wives of citizens and refused to give them
up; but the quaintest grievance of which they had been
guilty was the injury which their competition inflicted on
the public brothel of the town.! What was the condition
of clerical morality in Italy may be gathered from the
stories of Bishop Bandello, who, as a Dominican and a
prelate, may fairly be deemed to represent the tone of the
and educated classes of society. The cynical
levity with which he narrates scandalous tales about monks
and priests shows that in the public mind sacerdotal im-
morality was regarded almost as a matter of course.?

The powerful influence of all this on the progress of the
Reformation was freely admitted by the authorities of the
Church. When the legate Campeggio was sent to Germany
to check the spread of heresy, in his reformatory edict
issued at Ratisbon in 1524 he declared that the efforts of
the Lutherans had no little justification in the detestable
morals and lives of the clergy, and this is confirmed by his
unsparing denunciation of their licentiousness, drunkenness,
quarrels, and tavern-baunting; their traffic in absolution

1 Art. 18e¢ “Item. Mais, Nous nous plaignions d’aucuns chanocines qui nous gitens
nbtre bordeau de la ville, car il y en a qui le tiennent en leurs maisons, privément,
pour tous venans.”—Quoted from a contemporary MS. by Abraham Ruchat in his
¢ Histoire de la Reformation de la Suisse,” T. I. p. xxxiif.-v. (Gendve, 1727.) Ao-
oording to Cornelius Agrippa, the Roman prelates derived a regular revenue from this
souroe, the right to keep definite numbers of strumpets in the public brothels being

out between them.—De Vanitate Scient. o. Ixiv.

3 See, for instance, Novelle, P. 111. Nov. 1vi,
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for enormous offences ; their unclerical habits and hideous
blasphemy ; their indulgence in incantations and dabbling
in witchcraft.! Very significant is his declaration that the
canonical punishments shall be inflicted on concubinary
priests, in spite of all custom to the contrary or all con-
nivance on the part of the prelates.?

How little, indeed, licentious ecclesiastics might rea-
sonably dread the canonical punishments is illustrated in
the report, by the celebrated jurisconsult Grillandus, of a
case which came before him while he was auditor of the

1 Reformat. Cleri German (Hartzheim V1. 198).—* Hanc perditissimam bamresin
+ - « non parvam habuisse occasionem, partim a perditis moribus et vita clericoram™
eto.

There was no soruple in oonfessing this fact by those who spoke authoritatively
for the Catholic Church, and it long continued to be alleged as the cause of the stub-
bornness of the heretics. Thus the Bishop of Constance, in the canons of his Synod
of 1567—* Estote etiam memores, damnatam et detestandam cleri vitam huic malo
in quo, proh dolor ! versamur, majori ex parte ansam prabuisse . . . Omnes sapientes
peritique viri unanimi sententia hoc asserunt, hocque effagitant penitus, ut prius
olerus ecclesiarumque ministri ac dootores a vite sordibus repurgentur, quam ulla
oum adversariis nostris de dootrina concordia expectari queat.” And then, after
describing in the strongest terms the vices of the clergy and their unwillingness to
reform, he adds, “ Que sane morum turpitudo, vehementer et tantopere imperiti
populi animos offendit ut subinde magis magisque a catholica nostra religione alienior
efficiatur, atque sacerdotium una cum sacerdotibus doctrinam juxta atque doctores,
exeoretur, dirisque devoveat: ita ut protinus ad quamvis sectam deficere potius
peratus sit quam quod ad ecclesiam redire velit.”—Synod. Constant. ann. 1567
(Hartsheim VII. 455).

Pius V. himself did not hesitate to adopt the same view. In an epistle addressed
to the abbots and priors of the diocese of Freysingen, in 1567, he says—* Cum nobis-
oum ipei cogitamus qus res materiam prmbuerit tot tantisque pestiferis hmresibus
. « « tanti mali causam praecipue fuisse judicamus corruptos prwmlatorum mores, qui
. : » eandemque vivendi licentiam iis, quibus prmerant permittentes et exemplo eos
suo oorrumpentes, maximum apud lajcos odinm contemptionem et invidiam non
immerito contraxerunt’’ (Hartzheim VII. 586).

3 Reformat. Cleri German. cap. xv.—8So when, in 1521, Conrad,|Bishop of Wurs-
burg, issued a mandate for the reformation of his olergy, he described them as for
the most part abandoned to gluttony, drunkenness, gambling, quarrelling, and lust.
—Mandat. pro Reforraat. Oleri. (Gropp, Script. Rer. Wirceburg. I. 269). ~In 1505
the Bishop of Bamberg, in complaining of his clergy, shows us how little respect
was habitually paid to the incessant repetition of the canons.—*¢ Oondolenter referi-
maus vitam et honestatem clericalem adeo apud quamplures nostrarum civitatis et
dioceseos clericos esse obumbratam ut vix inter clericos et laycos discrimen habea-
tur: et ipsa statuta nostra synodalia in ipsorum clericorum cordibus obliterata et a
pluribus non visa aut perlecta vilipendantur: nullam propter nostram, quam
bactenus pii pastoris more tolleravimus patientiam, capientes emendationem.”—
(Hartzheim VI. 66.)
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Papal Vicar in Rome. A Spanish priest and doctor of
canon law, residing in the Christian capital, became en-
amoured of several young nuns at once, and endeavoured
to seduce them by teaching them that, as they and he
were alike spouses of Christ, carnal affection between them
was their duty. Failing in this, he sought to compel the
assistance of God in his designs, and, being a man of
literary culture, he composed a number of prayers of
singular obscenity, and bribed various ignorant priests to
recite them amid the ineffable mysteries of the Mass,
hoping thus to obtain the aid of Heaven in overcoming the
chastity of his intended victims. At length he chanced to
offer one of these prayers to a priest of somewhat better
character, who was sufficiently shocked by it to communi-
cate with the authorities. Brought before Grillandus, the
guilty Spaniard sought to justify himself by alleging
various Scriptural texts, but upon being warned that such
a defence would subject him to a prosecution for heresy,
he recanted and acknowledged his errors. For this com-
plicated mingling of lust and sacrilege his only punishment
was a short banishment from Rome.! When the papal
court set such an example, what was to be expected of
less enlightened regions ?

How keenly these evils were felt by the people, and
how instinctively they were referred to the rule of celibacy
as to their proper origin, is shown by an incidental allusion
in the formula of complaint laid before the Pope by the
Imperial Diet held at Numberg early in 1522, before the
heresy of pn&stly mamage had spread beyond the v1c1mty

B 1 recounting the evils arising
iction which allowed clerical
aunity, adduced, among other
ed to those who, debarred by
abandoned themselves night

ilegiis Qusst. xvii. No. 1.
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and day to attempts upon the virtue of the wives and
daughters of the laity, sometimes gaining their ends by
flattery and presents, and sometimes taking advantage of
the opportunities offered by the confessional. It was not
uncommon, indeed, for women to be openly carried off by
their priests, while their husbands and fathers were
threatened with vengeance if they should attempt to
recover them. As regards the sale to ecclesiastics of
licences to indulge in habitual lust, the diet declared it to
be a regular and settled matter, reduced to the form of an
annual tax, which in most dioceses was exacted of all the
clergy without exception, so that when those who per-
chance lived chastely demurred at the payment, they were
told that the bishop must have the money, and that after
it was handed over they might take their choice whether
to keep concubines or not.' In the face of this condition
of ecclesiastical morality, it required some obtuseness for
Adrian VI. to compare Luther to Mahomet, the one seek-
ing to attract to his party the carnal-minded by permitting
marriage, even as the other had established polygamy,?
and, further, to abuse him for uniting the ministers of
Christ with the vilest harlots.®

Among the diverse opinions of existing evils and their
remedy, it is interesting to see what was the view of the
subject taken by those ecclesiastics whose purity of life
removed them from all temptation to indulgence, and who

1 Gravamin. Ordin. Imperii cap. xxi., Ivii., 1xx. (Goldast. I. 464.)

When such complaints were made by the highest authority in the empire, it is
not difficult to understand the reasons which led the senate of Nirnberg—which
city had not yet embraced the Reformation—to deprive, in 1524, the Dominicans
and Franciscans of the superintendence and visitation of the nuns of 8t. Catharine
and 8St. Olare ; nor'do we need Spalatin’s malicious suggestion—* cura et visitatione,
pene dixeram corruptione.”—Spalatin. Annal. ann. 1524.

3 Adriani PP. V1. Instructio data Fr. Cheregato, Nov. 25, 1522 (Le Plat, Monu-
ment. Concil. Tridext. I1. 146).

3 Adriani PP. VI. Breve ad Frid. S8axon. (Lutheri Opp. T. II. fol. 542b.—Le Plat,

11 184.)
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yet were not personally interested in upholding the gigantic
but decaying structure of sacerdotalism. Of these men
Erasmus may be taken as the representative. His opinion
on all the questions of the day was too eagerly desired for
him to escape the necessity of pronouncing his verdict on
the innovation portended by the one or two marriages
which took place near Wittenberg in 1521, and accordingly,
in 1522, from his retreat in Basle he issued a short disserta-
tion on the subject, which, although addressed merely to
Bishop Christopher of that city, was evidently intended
for a European audience. In this essay, after sketching
the rise of celibacy and attributing it to the purity and
fervour of the early Christians, he proceeds to depict the
altered condition of the Church. Among the innumerable
multitude of priests who crowd the monasteries, the
chapters, and the parishes, he declares that there are few
indeed whose lives are pure, even as respects open and
avowed concubinage, without penetrating into the mys-
teries of secret intrigue. As, therefore, there is no Scrip-
tural injunction of celibacy, he concludes that, however
desirable it might be to have ministers free from the cares
of marriage and devoting themselves solely to the service
of God, yet, since it seems impossible to conquer the
rebellious flesh, it would be better to allow those who
cannot control themselves to have wives with whom they
could live in virtuous peace, bringing up their children in
the fear of God, and earning the respect of their flocks.
No more startling evidence, indeed, of the demoralisation
of the period could be given than the cautious fear which
Erasmus expresses lest such a change should be opposed
by the episcopal officials, who would object to the diminu-
tion of their unhallowed gains levied on the concubines of
the clergy.!

1 Erasmi Lib. xxx1. Epist. 48.
Notwithstanding the sarcasm, popularly attributed to Erasmus, on the ococasion
of Luther’s union with Catharine von Bora—that the Reformation had turned out to
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When such was the condition of ecclesiastical morality,
and such were the opinions of all except those directly
interested in upholding the old order of things, it is no
wonder if the people were disposed to look with favour on
the marriage of their pastors, and if the rejection of celibacy
gave a fresh impetus to the cause of Lutheranism. In the
early days of all sects, it is only those of ardent faith and
pure zeal who are likely to embrace a new belief, with all
the attendant risks of persecution and contumely. The
laxity of life allowed to the Catholic clergy would attract to
its ranks and retain those whose aim was sensual indulgence.
Thus necessarily the reformers who married would present
for contrast regular and chaste lives and well-ordered
households, purified by the dread of the ever-impending
troubles to which the accident of a day might at any time
expose them. The comparison thus was in every way
favourable to the new ideas, and they flourished accord-
ingly.

Nor, perhaps, were the worldly inducements to which
I have before alluded less powerful in their own way in
advancing the cause. Shortly before Luther’s marriage,
whatever influence was derivable from an aristocratie
example was obtained when the Baron of Heydeck, a
knight of the Teutonic Order, renounced his vows and
publicly espoused a nun of Ligny.! This may possibly

be a comedy, seeing that it resulted in a marriage—he continued to raise his voice
in favour of abolishing the rule of celibacy. Thus he writes, in October 1525,
“Vehementer laudo ccelibatum, sed ut nunc habet sacerdotam ac monachorum vita,
premsertim apud Germanos, pretaret indulger remedium matrimonii” (Lib. xvIIr.,
Epist. 9). And again, in 1526, “ Ego nec sacerdotibus permitto conjugium, nec
monachis relaxo vota, ne id fiat ex auctoritate Pontificum, ad sdificationem ecclesis
non ad destructionem. . . . In primis optandum esset sacerdotes et monachos casti-
tatem ac olestem vitam amplecti. Nunc rebus adeo contaminatis, fortasse levius
malum erat eligendum ” (Lib. xvirr. Epist. 4).

Yet, in his “ Liber de Amabili Eoclesim Concordia,” written in 1533 in the hope
of reuniting the severed Church, while awaiting the promised general council which
was to reconcile all things, Erasmus did not hesitate to give utterance to the opinion
that those who fell away in heresy or even schism were worse than those who lived
impnml’ in the true faith.

1 Spalatin. Annal. ann. 1525,




THE REFORMATION IN GERMANY 68

have encouraged his superior, Albert of Brandenburg,
Grand Master of the Order, to execute his remarkably suc-
cessful coup d’état, in changing his religion and seizing the
estates of the order, thus practically founding the state
which chance and talent have exalted until it has been able
to realise the dream of a united Germany. The liberty
of marriage which he thus assumed was soon turned to
account in his advantageous alliance with Frederic, King
of Denmark, whose daughter Dorothea he espoused, the
Bishop of Szamland officiating as his proxy, and the actual
marriage being celebrated 14 June, 1526.

Luther may reasonably be held excusable for counselling
and aiding a transaction which lent such incalculable
strength to the struggling cause of the Reformation, and
it is not to be wondered at if he endeavoured to follow it
up with another of a similar character. The nephew of
the Duke of Prussia, also named Albert of Brandenburg,
occupied the highest place in the Teutonic hierarchy, as
Archbishop both of Mainz and Magdeburg, in the latter
of which powerful sees the Lutheran heresies had taken
deep root. Luther sought to induce the archbishop to
follow his uncle’s example ; to take possession in his own
right of the Magdeburg territories, and to transmit them
to the posterity with which Heaven could not fail to bless
his prospective marriage—a scheme which met the warm
approbation of the leading nobles of the diocese. Albert
thought seriously of the project, especially as the Peasants’
War then raging was directed particularly against the
lands of the Church, but he finally abandoned it, and his
flock had to work out their reformation without his assis-
tance.?

Perhaps some plans of territorial aggrandisement may

1 Spalatin. Annal.. ann. 1526.
3 Henke Append. ad Oalixt. p. 595.—Serrarii Rerum Mogunt. Lib. v. (Soript.

Rer. Mogunt. 1. 831, 889). As Albert, though Primate of Germany, was only thirty-
five or six years of age, the proposition was not an unreasonablo one.



64 SACERDOTAL CELIBACY

have stimulated the zeal of the Count of Embden, who
boasted that he had assisted and encouraged the marriage
of no fewer than five hundred monks and nuns ;' yet the
process of secularising the monastic foundations was in
many places by no means sudden or violent. Thus, when
the Abbot of Ilgenthal in Saxony died in 1526, the Elector
John simply forbade the election of a successor, and placed
the abbey in charge of a prefect, while the remaining
monks were liberally supplied until they one after another
died out ;* and in 1529, when Philip, Count of Waldeck,
took possession of the ancient monastery of Hainscheidt,
he caused all the monks to be supported during life.®

Through all this period the hope had never been
abandoned of such an arrangement as would prevent an
irrevocable separation in the Church. Moderate and
temperate men on both sides were ready to make such
concessions of form as would enable Christendom to re-
main united, as the great vital truths on which all were
agreed so far outweighed the points of divergence.
Whether these hopes were well or ill founded was to be
determined at the Diet of Augsburg, to which, in June
1580, both parties were summoned for the purpose of
submitting their differences to the Emperor. Charles
came to Germany in the full flush of his recent extraor-
dinary triumphs, the most powerful prince since the days
of Charlemagne. Europe was at length at peace, even the
Turk only looming in the East as a probable, not as an
existing, enemy. But Charles, newly crowned at Bologna,
came ostensibly as the steadfast ally of the Pope, and
Clement VII. had not the slightest intention of renouncing
the traditional and imprescriptible rights of the Holy See.
The Catholic princes of Germany, too, had their grounds

1 Spalatin. Annal. ann. 1526.
2 Thammii Chron. Coldicens.
3 Chron. Waldeccense (Hahnii Collect. Monument, I. 851).
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of private quarrel with their Protestant peers, and, holding
an unquestioned majority, were not disposed to abandon
their position. The Protestant princes, on the other hand,
were firm in their new-found faith, and, however disposed
to avert the threatened storm by the sacrifice of non-
essentials, their convictions were too strong for them to
retrace the steps which they had taken during so many
long and weary years. It is evident that, with such
materials on either side, no reunion was probable ; and,
even had an accommodation on points of doctrine been
possible, there was one subject which scarcely seemed to
admit of satisfactory compromise. In the states of the
reform the downfall of monachism had placed in the hands
of the temporal powers large bodies of sequestrated abbey
lands. To the Catholic it was sacrilege to leave these in
the hands of the spoiler ; the Protestant would not willingly
give up the spoil.

The contest was opened by the Protestants submitting
a statement of their belief, divided into two parts, the one .
devoted to points of faith, the other to matters of practice.
Prepared principally by Melanchthon, it presents their
tenets in the mildest and least objectionable form, and
becoming the recognised standard of their creed, it has
attained a world-wide renown under the name of the
Confession of Augsburg. The questions of celibacy and
monastic vows were ably and temperately argued; their
post-scriptural origin was shown, and the reasons which
induced the reformers to reject them were placed in a light
as little offensive as possible.' At first a counter-state-
ment was anticipated from the Catholics, and negotiations
were expected to be carried on by a comparison of the two,
but they took higher ground, and contented themselves with

1 Confess. Augustans P. 1L Art. ii., vi.

In his Apology for the Augsburg Confession, however, even the coldness of
Melanchthon is warmed in describing the hideous licentiousness caused by the law
of oelibacy (Lutheri Opp. T. IV. p. 252-3).

VOL. IIL E
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drawing up a refutation of the Confession. The Emperor
was firm. His aspirations for the universal monarchy,
which ever eluded his grasp, did not comport with
encouraging independence of thought and freedom of
religious belief. In his theory, uniformity of religion was
a necessary element of the political system which was to
make him sovereign of Europe, and he would listen to no
compromise. He was inclined to summary measures, but
the Catholic princes were hardly prepared for the conse-
quences of an immediate rupture, and, after a threatening
interval, another effort was made to effect a reconciliation.
Conferences between the leading theologians on both sides
took place, and the Lutherans, warned of their danger,
were more disposed than ever to make concessions and to
accept such terms as the stronger party were willing to
offer them. At length, on the 8th of September, the draft
of a proposed plan of accord was laid before the Diet. In
this the points in dispute were referred to that future
(Ecumenic council which had so long been demanded as
the panacea for all ecclesiastical ills, and which, after more
than thirty years of continued expectation, was destined to
fail so miserably in reconciling difficulties. Such monas-
teries as had not been destroyed were to be maintained in
the exercise of the customary rites and observances of reli-
gion. Abbots and communities who had been ejected were
to be allowed to return ; and all religious houses which had
been emptied of their occupants were to be placed in the
hands of officers appointed by the Emperor, who were to
administer their possessions until the future council should
decide upon all the points relating to monachism; the
Protestants thus relieving themselves of the accusation
that they were actuated by motives of worldly gain.
Similar proposals were made with regard to communion in
the two elements and clerical marriage. These were left
as open questions for the council to settle, while a phrase
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of doubtful import subjected them in the meantime to the
governments of the several states.! The concessions in
this project, however, though they might suit the views of .
the temperate doctors and princes in Germany, and though
even the Roman Curia might be willing to grant them in
order to save its threatened temporal power over the
Teutonic states, did not suit the policy of Charles, who
regarded the Church as simply one of the instruments with
which he was to build up his universal empire.* It was
not difficult for him, therefore, to bring to naught all such
schemes of conciliation. The restoration of all abbots and
monks was ordered ; restitution of Church lands was com-
manded, or their delivery to the Emperor, to be held until
the assembling of the future council ; and when the Diet
adjourned, Charles issued a decree enjoining on all married
priests to abstain from their wives; to eject them, and to
seek absolution from their ordinaries.®

The threatening aspect of affairs warned the Protestant
princes that no time was to be lost in making provision for
mutual defence, and ere the year was out the famous
League of Schmalkalden enabled them to present a united
front to the powers which they had virtually defied. Into
the political history of that eventful time it is not my
province to enter. Suffice it to say that they were able to
maintain their position, and in their own states to oppose
the reactionary movement which at times seemed to be
on the point of destroying all that had been accomplished.

In this their task was complicated by the extravagances
of those whose enthusiasm, unbalanced by reason, carried
them beyond restraint. If Luther had found it no easy
task to break the chains which for so many ages had kept

1 Deliberat. de Concordia ete. . iii., v. (Goldast I. 509).

8 Bee Lettor of Bergenroth to Romilly, from Simancas, June 14, 1863 (Cart-
wright’s Memoir of Bergenroth, London, 1870, p. 124).

3 Sentent. Caroli V. § 5 (Ibid. 1. 510).—Resoript. Caroli V. § 5 (Ibid. III. 512).
Henke, Append. ad Calixt. pp. 595-6.
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in check the spirit of free inquiry, he discovered that it was
impossible to control that spirit once let loose; and the
wild excesses of Anabaptism were at once the exaggeration
and the opprobrium of Lutheranism. Originally earnest
and self-denying, the primitive Anabaptists had captivated
the fiery soul of Carlostadt, while Luther was in his
Patmos of Wartburg. The ensuing development was in
some sort a resuscitation of the Brethren of the Free
Spirit, remnants of whom doubtless existed in many
hidden quarters. The inner light was the guide which
every man should follow, and this was to result in the
Kingdom of God, wherein all should be equal and live in
brotherly affection, without subjection to government of
any kind. These alluring dreams spread through the
populations with amazing rapidity, calling forth the severest
repression by the authorities, who recognised in them the
danger not only to religion, but to the whole social organi-
sation. The sectaries manifested the sincerity of their
convictions by the steadfast cheerfulness with which they
endured imprisonment, torture, and the stake; but this
ardent fanaticism also found expression in lawless licentious-
ness among those who mistook the impulses of the flesh
for the dictates of the spirit. There is doubtless much
exaggeration in the description of the igneum baptisma by
which in Munster John Mathison encouraged promiscuous
licence among the elect, but the history of mystic ardour
furnishes too many examples of such aberrations for us to
question the probability of their occurrence among such an
assemblage of disordered and disorderly minds.!

Luther, moreover, was quite as resolute in setting limits
to his movement as Rome had been in forbidding all
progress, and the Anabaptists were to him enemies as
detestable as Catholics. The Protestant princes, more-

1 Kerssenbroch Bell. Anabaptist. cap. 15, 81.—Janssen, Geschichte der Deuntschen
Volkes, I11., 99 sqq. (Ed. 1887.)
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over, had too much worldly wisdom to imperil their
dangerous career by any alliance with fanatics whose
extravagances provoked opposition so general. The cause
of the Reformation, therefore, although it suffered no little
from so portentous an illustration of the dangers resulting
from the destruction of the ancient barriers, escaped all
contamination in itself, and its leaders pursued their course
undeviatingly.

Meanwhile the League of Schmalkalden accomplished
its purpose. Henry VIIIL. and Francis 1. were eager to
seize the opportunity of encouraging dissension in the
empire. The Turk became more menacing than ever.
Charles, always ready to yield for a time when opposition
was impolitic, gracefully abandoned the position assumed
at Augsburg; and the negotiations of Schweinfurth and
Niirnberg resulted in the decree of the Diet of Ratisbon in
1582, by which, until the assembling of the future council,
all religious disturbances were prohibited, and the imperial
chamber was commanded to undertake no prosecutions on
account of heresy. Toleration was thus practically estab-
lished for the moment, but the abbots and monks who had
been ejected, and who had been anticipating their restora-
tion, became naturally restive. Charles cunningly sent
from Italy full powers to the chamber to decide as to what
causes arose from religious disputes, and what were simply
civil or criminal. Thus entrusted with the interpretation
of the Ratisbon decree, the chamber assumed that claims
on Church lands were not included in the forbidden class,
while old edicts prohibiting the observances of Lutheranism
brought all religious questions within the scope of criminal
law. The promised toleration was thus practically denied,
but, fortunately for the Protestants, Ferdinand was
anxiously negotiating for their recognition of his dignity
as King of the Romans, and by the 'I'ransaction of Cadam
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in 1588 he purchased the coveted homage by accepting
their construction of the edict of Ratisbon.

Still the Protestants complained of persecution and
the Catholics of proselytism. The ensuing fifteen years
were filled with a series of bootless negotiations, pre-
tended settlements, quarrels, recriminations, and mutual
encroachments, which year after year occupied the succes-
sive Diets, and kept Germany constantly trembling on
the verge of a desolating civil war. It would be useless
to disturb the dust that covers these forgotten transac-
tions, which can teach us nothing save that the Protes-
tants still refused to recognise that the schism was past
human power to heal; that Rome, recovering from her
temporary hesitation, would not abate one jot of her pre-
tensions to save her supremacy over half of Christendom ;*
and that Charles, as a wily politician, was always ready in
adversity to abandon with a good grace that which he had
arrogantly seized in prosperity.? How eager, indeed,
were the Protestants to effect some compromise which
should relieve them from their exceptional position is
strikingly manifest in the Articles which Melanchthon
and his friends in 1585 submitted to Francis I., after the
Sorbonne had refused to enter into a disputation or con-
ference with them. In this document all non-essentials
were abandoned; doctrinal dissidences were skilfully
evaded, and stress only was laid upon such regulations as
should remove the external corruption of the Church.

1 How little the situation was comprehended is amusingly shown in a letter from
an enlightened and liberal prelate, Johann S8chmidt, Bishop of Vienns, to Ferdinand,
in 1540, concerning some proposed negotiations then on foot for a reconciliation
between the Churches, He lays down as a condition precedent to reunion that all
the Church lands confiscated by the Protestants shall be restored, and the
monastic orders re-established. The mesne profits, he admits, cannot be collected,
but some composition for them should be made.—Le Plat, Monument. Concil.
Trident. II. 649.

3 An elaborate series of documents relating to these transactions may be found
in Goldast. Constit. Imp. I. 511, IIL, 172-236. Also in Le Plat, Monument. Concil.
Trident. Vol. II.
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Melanchthon proposed that the monastic orders should be
continued, but that the vows should not be perpetual, so
that religion might not be disgraced by the excesses of
those who had mistaken their vocation. So, as regards
priestly celibacy, he proposed that, as human nature
rendered it impossible to supply the multitude of parishes
with men able to live in continence, those who could not
preserve their purity should be allowed to marry; while,
to prevent the dilapidation of Church property, the higher
positions should be reserved to men of mature age who
could lead a single life* The Sorbonne, in reply, con-
descended to no argument, but contented itself with
asserting that the Protestants desired the subversion of
all religion, while, on the other hand, Melanchthon had
the satisfaction of being proclaimed a traitor by the
Germans.

In all this the only point which possesses special
interest for us is another authoritative attempt at recon-
ciling the irreconcilable which occurred in 1540 and 1541.
It was suggested that all parties should unite on the
basis of sacerdotal marriage, the use of the cup by the
laity, and the rejection of the authority of the Holy See.
Matters reached such a point that the legate Morone
reported, in July 1540, that he was ready to run away in
despair ; the three great ecclesiastical electors and all the
episcopate except the Bishop of Trent, and the princes
except the Dukes of Bavaria and Brunswick, were in
favour of it, while France would undoubtedly follow the
example, while he distrusted the assurances of Charles
and King Ferdinand that they would not abandon the
papacy.’ If Charles had only had Germany in view, he
might well have been tempted to follow in the footsteps
of Henry VIII., and found an independent Church under

1 Artic. Melanch. ad Regem Francis, No. x., XL (Le Plat, op. cit. IL. 785-7.)
s Dittrich, Nunciaturberichte Giovanni Morones, pp. 73, 76-9.—Liémmer, Monu-

menta Vaticana, 8xculi XVI. pp. 288-9.
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his supremacy, but his interests in Spain and Italy bound
him to the papacy, and he was sincere in his pledges to
Morone. He was anxious, however, to put an end to the
religious strife, and after a conference between Melanch-
thon and Dr. Eck at Worms, Charles himself presented
to the Diet of Ratisbon in 1541 a statement of the ques-
tions in dispute, with propositions for mutual concession
and compromise. In the course of this he reviewed the
practice of the Church in various ages with regard to
sacerdotal celibacy, admitting that the enforcement of it
was not in accordance with the ancient canons, and indicat-
ing a willingness to see it abrogated." The Protestants,
who were ready to make many sacrifices for peace, hailed
this intimation with triumph, stoutly insisting on the
repeal of the obnoxious rule, which they stigmatised as
unjust and pernicious.® So nearly did the parties at
length approach each other, that there appeared every
reason to anticipate a successful result to the effort, when
Paul III. interfered and pronounced all the proceedings
null and void, as the Church alone had power to regulate
its internal affairs. The expectations excited by these
negotiations naturally stimulated the desire of the people
for a change in the discipline of the Church, and the next
year we find Paul III. obliged to exhort the Bishop of
Merseberg, under threats of ejection, to resist the clamours
of his subjects, who demanded the abrogation of priestly
celibacy and the use of the cup for the laity. The Council
of Trent, he said, had been called to consider these
matters, and immediate change was especially inadmis-
sible.®

t Lib. ad Rationem Concord. ineundam Art. xx11. § 13 (Goldast. IL. 199).

2 Respons. Protestant. Art. X, § 3 (Ibid. II. 206). This was still more strongly
insisted on in a paper subsequently drawn up by Bucer and presented in the name
of the Protestants,—Respons. Protestant. c. 11-14 (Ibid. p. 218).

3 ‘Lo Plat, Monument. Concil. Trident. III 152-8.
Pope Paul IIL was oreated Cardinal by Pope Alexander VI. His name was

" Alexander Farnese, and, owing to his dissipated habits and to the fact that his pro-
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Charles had long recognised that the perpetual menace
of a powerful confederation such as the Schmalkaldic
League, entertaining constant relations with the external
enemies of the empire, was incompatible with the peace
of Germany and with an imperial power such as he was
resolved to wield. The time at last came for the develop-
ment of his plans. The skill of Alva and the treachery
of Maurice of Saxony were crowned with success. The
battle of Muhlberg broke the power of the Protestants
utterly, and laid them helpless at his feet. Yet the pro-
gress of the new ideas had already placed them beyond the
control of even the triumphant Charles, though he had
the Elector of Saxony and the Landgrave of Hesse in
his dungeons. When, at the Diet of Augsburg in
1548, he proposed the curious arrangement known as
the Interim, by which he hoped to keep matters quiet
until the final verdict of that (Ecumenic council which
constantly vanished in the distance, he felt it necessary
to permit all married priests to retain their wives until
the question should be decided by the future council.
A faint expression of a preference for celibacy, more-
over, was significant both in what it said and what it left
unsaid.!

The Interim, of course, satisfied neither party. The
motion was obtained for him by his sister Giulia Orsini (neé Farneee), one of Pope
Alexander’s mistresses, he was known as *“the Cardinal of the Petticoat '’— Cardinale
della Gonella, A son of Paul I11., Pietro Ludovico Farnese, born 1490, became Duke
of Parma. He was assassinated in 1547. Onme of his sons, born 1520, was named
Alexander, and was created a Cardinal by his grandfather, Paul 1II.

1 Et quanquam cam Apostolo sentiendum eum qui ccelebs est curare qus sunt
Domini, ete. (1. Oor. vil.) eoque magis optandum multos inveniri clericos qui cum
olibes sint vere etiam oontineant, tamen quum multi qui ministerii ecclesiastioi
fanctiones tenent, jam multis in locis duxerint uxores, quas a se dimittere nolint ;
super ea re generalis ooncilii sententia expectetur, cum alioqui mutatio in ea re, ut
nunc sunt tempora, sine gravi rerum perturbatione nunc fierl non possit,—Interim
oap. XXVI, § 17.

Cbarles must have entertained the expeotation that a change would be authorised
by the Oouncil of Trent, or prudence would have dictated the policy of not leaving

the matter open with the consciousness that the difficulty could only become daily"
greater by tolerance.
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Catholics regarded it as an unauthorised reformation, the
Protestants as disguised Popery. Charles, however, in
the plenitude of his power, obliged many of the Lutheran
states to accept it; while, as regards the Catholics, he
was perhaps not sorry to show the Pope that he too, like
Henry VIII., could regulate the consciences of his subjects
and prescribe their religious faith. He had broken with
Paul III. ; the Council of Trent, against his wishes, had
been removed to Bologna on a frivolous pretext; and a
schism like that of England was apparently again impend-
ing. At the least, Charles might not unreasonably desire
to manifest that at last he was independent of that papal
power with which mutual necessities had so long enforced
the closest relations, and to prove that deference to his
wishes was henceforth to be the price of his all-important
support. 'He demanded that legates should be sent to
Germany armed with extraordinary powers, among which
was included authority to grant dispensations to married
priests. Paul III. referred the request to the Sacred
College, and to the council then sitting at Bologna, and
it was unanimously replied that it should be granted, with
the limitation that monks should not be included, and
that priests thus permitted to retain their wives should
not exercise their functions or enjoy the fruits of their
benefices.! That Paul forthwith despatched three nuncios
entrusted with authority to do this shows not only the
disposition which then existed to relax the rigour of the
canons respectingcelibacy, but alsotheimportancewhich the
question had assumed in the religious disputes of the time,*

1 Le Plat, Monument, Ooncil. Trident, IV. 19-25.

3 Pallavicin, Storia del Ooncilio di Trento, Lib. x11. c. 8. Zacoaria (Nuova
Giustificas. pp. 146, 266), while admitting the fact, states that the original of this
dooument has been sought for in vain, though it had long before been published
by Dom Martene (Ampliss. Oollect, VIIL. 1203). In appointing, however, J<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>