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PREFACE

Tas work had its origin in a course of lectures which were
given at the Lowell Institute early in the spring of 1871. When
I engaged to prepare those lectures, the subject was not new
to me; and the interval prior to the issue of them was devoted
to studies in the same field, the results of which were incor-
porated in the volume. It has appeared to me practicable to
present to intelligent and educated readers, within the compass
of the present volume, the means of acquainting themselves with
the origin and nature, the principal facts and characters, of the
Reformation ; while at the same time, through notes and refer-
ences, the historical student should be guided to further re-
searches on the various topics which are brought under his
notice. There are two features in the plan of the present work
to which it may not be unseemly to call attention. With the
religious and theological side of the history of the period, I have
endeavored to interweave and to set in their true relation the
political, secular, and more general elements, which had so pow-
erful an influence in determining the course of events. The at-
tempt has also been made to elucidate briefly, but sufficiently,
points pertaining to the history of theological doctrine, an
understanding of which is peculiarly essential in the study of
this period of history.

The authorities on which I have chiefly depended are in-
dicated in the marginal references. The first place belongs to
the writings, and especially to the correspondence, of the Re-
formers themselves. The letters of Luther, Melancthon, Zwingli,
Calvin; the correspondence of the English with the Helvetic
Reformers during the reigns of Henry VIII., Edward VI., and
Elisabeth; the correspondence of Reformers in the French-
speaking lands, in the collection of M. Herminjard, afford
the most vivid as well as correct impression of the transactions
in which their authors bore a leading part. Works like the

vii
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“Correspondence of Philip II.,” which M. Gachard —among
his other valuable contributions — has published from the ar-
chives of Simancas, have cast much new light on another side
of the history of this era. Of the more recent historians, there
are two of whom I am prompted to make special mention
in this place. The first is Ranke, whose admirable series of
works on the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries have been
constantly in my hands. The mingling of general views with
apposite and characteristic facts, lent to the historical pro-
ductions of this truly illustrious writer a peculiar charm. The
other historian is Gieseler, who possessed in an eminent degree
the genius for accuracy, which Gibbon ascribed to Tillemont,
and whose investigations, though extensive and profound upon
every period of Church History, are nowhere more instructive
than upon the period of the Reformation. It must be a matter
of sincere regret to all scholars that Neander did not live to
carry forward his great work, the counterpart of Gieseler, into
this period. His posthumous History of Doctrine is quite
brief in its treatment of the Protestant movement, but is not
wanting in striking suggestions. Perhaps I should add to this
short catalogue, the ‘“Histoire de France” of Henri Martin,
which appears to me to be one of the most satisfactory of the
comprehensive works on the history of that country.

The advantages received by a historical student from the
writings of others, he may be so fairly conscious of as to be
able to enumerate them. But one’s obligation to the quick-
ening influence and the scholarly talents of the associates with
whom he is personally conversant are not subject to so facile
a reckoning. In such a relation one may be aware, in some
cases, of an unpayable indebtedness. It is the privilege of the
present writer to acknowledge the debt which he owes to
friends of this class whose intimacy he has been permitted
to prize.

There is one explanation further which I am anxious to make
vespecting the design of this book. It is intended in no sense
as a polemical work. It has not entered into my thoughts to
inculcate the creed of Protestantism, or to propagate any type
of Christian doctrine; much less to kindle animosity against
the Church of Rome. Very serious as the points of difference
are which separate the body of Protestants from the body of
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Roman Catholics, the points on which they agree outweigh in
importance the points on which they differ. Whoever sup-
poses that the Reformers were exempt from grave faults and
infirmities, must either be ignorant of their history, or have
studied it under the influence of a partisan bias. Impartia.lity,
however, is not indifference; and a frigid and carping spirit,
that chills the natural outﬂow of a just admiration, may, equally
with the spirit of hero-worship, hinder one from arriving at the
real truth, as well as the best lessons of history.

Should this volume be used in the class-room, it may be
suggested to teachers that frequent reference should be made
to the Chronological Table in the Appendix, where contempo-
raneous events in the different countries are grouped together.
Dates are frequently set down in the text, but are given more
fully in the Table of Contents. In the List of Works, which
follows the Chronological Table, some of the books to which
the more advanced student would naturally resort are briefly
characterized.

In two or three places only, in this volume, the term ‘‘con-
substantiation” is applied to the Lutheran doctrine of the
Eucharist; but the term is defined (p. 129) as the co-presence of
two substances, — a sense in which it is allowed by the best
Lutheran theologians. The attentive reader of the last chapter
will observe that the effects which are there ascribed to the
Reformation, are not ascribed to the dogmatic system of Prot-
estantism exclusively, but to the Protestant religion, taken
comprehensively. It is the genius and spirit of Protestantism,
as seen in the long processes of history, which are there re-
ferred to. The place and the importance of the Renaissance
are illustrated in various parts of the volume, especially in the
third chapter. The influence of the Renaissance on modern
culture is not undervalued in this work; nor is the Renaissance
confounded with the religious Reform. There is one other
point which may deserve a word of remark. The Church of
the Middle Ages is not considered “a mitigated evil,” but an
incalculable benefit to society. What is said of the Papacy
should not be understood of the Church, — the organized,
collective influence of Christianity. But even the Papacy, as
is shown, was, in the medizval period, in many particulars,
a beneficent institution.
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THE REFORMATION

CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION : THE GENERAL CHARACTER OF THE REFORMATION

THE four most prominent epochs of modern history are the
invasion of the barbarians, which blended the German and
Roman elements of civilization, and subjected the new nations
to the influence of Christianity; the crusades, which broke up
the stagnation of European society, and by inflicting a blow
upon the feudal system opened a path for the centralization of
the nations and governments of Europe; the Reformation, in
which religion was purified and the__hngm.n mind emancipated
from sacerdofal control; and the French Revolution, a tre-
mendous struggie for political equality. The Reformation,
like these other great social commotions, was long in prepara-
tion. Of the French Revolution, the last upon the list of his-
torical epochs of capital importance, De Tocqueville observes:
“It was least of all a fortuitous event. It is true that it took
the world by surprise; and yet it was only the completion of
travail most prolonged, the sudden and violent termination of
a work on which ten generations had been laboring.””* The
method of Providence in history is never magical. In propor-
tion to the magnitude of the catastrophe are the length of time
and the variety of agencies which are concerned in producing
it. Events, because they are unexpected and startling, are not
to be ascribed merely to some proximate antecedent. The
causes, like the consequences, are apt to be protracted. The
Protestant movement is often looked upon as hardly less pre-
ternatural and astonishing than would be the rising of the sun
at midnight. But the more it is examined, the less does it wear

} Ancien Régime ot la Révolution (7th ed., 18686), p. 31.
1
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this marwélous aspect. In truth, never was a historical crisis
more ela'borately prepared, and thls through a train of causes
whieh red¢h back into the remote past. Nor is it the fact that
such e'Vents are wholly out of the reach of human foresight;
bhky cast their shadows before; they are the object of presenti-
'.mehts more or less distinct, sometimes of definite prediction.!

_ .. But in avoiding one extreme we are not to fall into the oppo-
Y site. We must take into account the personal qualities and

the plastic agency of individuals not less than the operation of
general causes. Especially if a revolution in long-established
opinions and habits of feeling is to take place, there must be
individuals to rally upon; men of power who are able to create
and sustain in others a new moral life which they have first
realized in themselves.

Notwithstanding that three centuries have since elapsed,
the real origin and significance of the Reformation remain a
subject of controversy. The rapid spread of Luther’s opinions
was attributed by at least one of his contemporaries “to a
certain uncommon and malignant position of the stars, which
scattered the spirit of giddiness and innovation over the world.” 2
Although the astrological solution has no advocates left, it was
not wholly implausible in that age when the ancient art of
foretelling the future by an inspection of the stars counted among
its believers so accomplished a scholar as Melancthon, a states-
man as sagacious as Burleigh, and a far-sighted ecclesiastic
like Pope Paul IIl., “who appointed no important sitting of
the consistory, undertook no journey, without observing the
constellations and choosing the day which appeared to him
recommended by their aspect.”*

! Twenty years before the accession of Louis XVI., Lord Chesterfield wrote :
“In short, all the symptoms which I have ever met with in history, previous to
great changes and revolutions in government, now exist and daily increase in
France.” Chesterfield’s Letters (Dec. 25, 17563); quoted by Carlyle, History of
the French Revolution, ch. ii. In the fifteenth century, there were able men who
looked forward to an ecclesiastical revolution. Cardinal Julian Ceesarini, who
as papal legate presided at the Council of Basle, in a letter to Pope Eugene IV.,
in 1431, predicted a great uprising of the laity for the overthrow of a corrupt
clergy, and a heresy more formidable than that of the Bohemians. Epist. I.
Julian, Card., in the Opera £nee Sylvit, p. 66. It is given in part by Raynaldus,
1431, No. 22: extracts in Gieseler, Period. 111. v. ¢. 1, § 132, n. 6.

v. ;:::us, Historia, Lut. 1553, p. 134; quoted by Robertson, History of Charles
ii

? Ranke, History of the Popes (Mrs. Austin’s transl.), i. 249, 263. On the

influence of astrology in Italy, from the thirteenth century, see Burckhardt, Die
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But other explanations of the Protestant movement, which
are hardly less imaginary and inadequate, have been gravely
suggested. When the reigning Pope, Leo X., heard of the
commotion that had arisen in Saxony, he spoke of it as a squabble
of monks. This judgment, which, considering the time and
the source from which it came, may not occasion much surprise,
is reéchoed by writers so antagonistic to one another in their
spirit as Bossuet and Voltaire: one the champion of the anti-
protestant theology, and the other the leader of the party of
free-thinkers in the eighteenth century.! Even a later German
historian, a learned as well as brilliant writer, speaks of the Ref-
ormation as an academical quarrel that served as a nucleus for
all the discontent of a turbulent age.? It is true that an Augus-
tinian monk began the conflict by assailing certain practices
of a Dominican, that each found much support in his own order,
and that the rival universities of Wittenberg and Lelpslc en-
listed on opposite sides in the strife. But these are mere inci-
dents. To bring them forward as principal causes of a mighty
historic change, is a little short of trifling.*? A class of persons
dispose of the whole question in a summary manner by calling

Cultur d. Renaissance in Italien, p. 512 seq. In vain was it attacked by Petrarch
and, in common with alchemy, denounced by some of the Popes. Melancthon
profeses his faith in astrology. Corpus Reformatorum, iii. 516. But the free-
thinking Pomponaszi, and the celebrated publicist Bodin, shared in this credu-
lity. (S8ee Lecky, History of Rationalism in Europe, i. 284) Cecil consulted
astrology respecting Queen Elizabeth’s marriage. In the sixteenth century,
the famous astrologist, Nostradamus, was patronized by Henry II. and Charles
IX., and was visited in his retreat at Salon by persons of the highest distinction.
Even the great astronomers, Tycho Brahe and Kepler, did not give up the faith
in astrology. The latter, from a study of the constellations- under which Wallen-
stein was born, described his character (Ranke, Geschichte W allensteins, p. 1).
‘Wallenstein’s own devotion to astrology is made familiar by the dramas of Schiller.
Lord Bacon, although he pronounces astrology ‘‘so full of superstition that scarce
anything sound can be discovered in it,”” would still ‘‘rather have it purified
than altogether rejected,” and admits into ‘‘Sane Astrology,” predictions of
seditions, schisms, and ‘‘all commotions or greater revolutions of things, natural
as well as civil.”” De Aug. Scient., n1. iv. It is only as a branch of physics and on
the basis of induction, however, that he allows any place for astrology.

! Voltaire, Essai sur les Maurs, ch. 127, Dict. Phil. (Art. Climat); Bossuet,
Variations des Prot.; (Euvres, v. 521. The same thing is said by Hume. *Mar-
tin Luther, an Austin friar, professor in the University of Wittenberg, resenting
the affront put upon his order,’’ etc. History of England, ch. xxix.

? Leo, Universalgeschichte, iii. c. 2>

3 There is not the slightest ground for the notion that Luther was actuated by
resentment at a slight upon his order. As if the disposal of indulgences were an
honor that he coveted! But is it not true that this business had been usually
given to the Augustinians? See Pallavicini, lib. 1. c. 8, § 7; Waddington, History of
the Reformation, i. 134. The origin of this imputation of jealousy is traced by
Gieseler, Church History, iv.1.1 § 1, n. 17.
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the Reformation a new phase of the old conflict which the Popes
had waged with the Hohenstaufen Emperors; of the struggle
between civil and ecclesiastical authority. But the Reformation
was not confined to Germany: it was a European movement
that involved a religious revolution in the Teutonic nations, and
powerfully affected the character and destiny of the Romanic
peoples among which it failed to triumph. Moreover, while
the political side of the Reformation is of great importance,
both in the investigation of the causes and effects of Protes-
tantism, this is far from being the exclusive or even predominant
/ element in the problem. Political agencies were rather an
" efficient auxiliary than a direct and principal cause.

Guizot has presented his views respecting the nature of the
Reformation, in a lecture devoted to this topic.! The Refor-
mation, in his judgment, was an effort to deliver human reason
from the bonds of authority; “it was an insurrection of the
human mind against the absolute power of the spiritual order.”
It was not an accident, the result of some casual circumstance;

~it was not simply an effort to purify the Church. The com-
. prehensive and most powerful cause was the desire of the human
+ mind for freedom. Free thought and inquiry are the legitimate
product, the real intent of the movement. Such is Guizot’s
interpretation. But he is careful to add that his definition does
not describe the conscious purpose of the actors who achieved
the revolution. The Reformation, he says, “in this respect
performed more than it undertook, — more, probably, than it
¢ desired.” “In point of jact, it produced the prevalence of free
\inquiry; in point of principle, it believed that it was substi-
tuting a legitimate for 4n illegitimate power.” The distinction
between the conscious aims of the leaders in a revolution, and
the real drift and ultimate effect of their work; between the
direct end which they endeavor to secure, and the deeper, hidden
impulse, the undercurrent by which they are really impelled,
is bne that is proper to be made. It would appear evident,
also, that the overthrow of the authority of the Church must
affect the principle of authority in general; so far, at least,
as eventually to lead to a scrutiny of the foundations of author-
ity wherever it is assumed to exist. Yet we venture to consider
the interpretation of Guizot defective as confining the import

" 1 General History of Civilisation in Europe, lect. xii.
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and effect of the Reformation within too narrow limits. The
Reformation claimed to be a reform of religion; it was certainly
a religious revolution; and religion is so great a concern of
man and so deep and pervasive in its influence, that this dis-
tinctive feature of the Reformation must be held to belong to
its essential character. In other words, the ultimate motive
and final effect is not liberty alone, but the improvement of
religion likewise.!

There is a class of writers who would make the Reformation
a transitional era paving the way for free-thinking or unbelief.
We might say that there are two disparate classes who advo-
cate this view. On the one hand, Roman Catholic writers have
frequently declared Protestantism the natural parent of Ration-
alism; and on the other hand, Rationalists themselves, who
reject Christianity as revealed, an authoritative system, have
applauded the Reformation as a step toward their position.

Both classes of critics proceed on the assumption, that the Chris- )

tian religion is so far coincident with the medizval system, that
the fall of the latter logically carries with it the downfall of the
former. Time was required for these latent tendencies of Prot-
estantism to develop themselves; they were hidden from the
eyes of the Reformers themselves; but, it is alleged, they have
gince become apparent. This character was imputed to Protes-
tantism, on its first appearance, by its enemies, and is often
charged upon it by its theological adversaries at the present
day.? Thus, Balmes, the author of an extended work on the
comparative effects of Catholicism and Protestantism upon
civilization, maintains that the system which he opposes leads
to atheism.® Another recent Roman Catholic writer affirms,
that “ the principle of Rationalism is inherent in the very nature
of Protestantism.” ¢ For the opinions of the free-thinking school

1 Elsewhere Guisot himself says that the Reformation was essentially and
from the very first a religious reform; and that, as to politics, ‘‘they were its
means but not its chief aim.” — 8¢. Louts and Calvin, p. 150.

* Montaigne states that his father began to instruct his family in natural
theology, on the first appearance of Protestantism, from the belief that it would
lead to atheism. — Essats, 11. xii.

8 Protestantism and Catholicism compared in their Effects on the Civilisation
of Europe (English tranalation, Baltimore, 1851), p. 60, and the note, p. 428.

¢ J. B. Robertson, Esq., in the Life of Dr. J. A. Mohler, prefixed to the Eng-
lish translation of Mdhler’s Symbolism, p. xxxiii. But Mdhler himself appears
to dissent from the usual Catholic representation on this point, and to‘reglrd
Rationalism as the opposite of primitive Protestantism. Part m: § liv. | In

)
\

J
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- on this point, we may refer to the series of historical works by
M. Laurent, which contain much valuable information, espe-
. cially upon the Middle Ages.! This writer holds that Christian-
ity itself is to give place to a religion of the future, the precise
character of which he does not pretend to describe. He declares
that revealed religion stands or falls with the Papacy, and that
Protestantism ‘““leads to the denial of the fundamental dogmas
of historical Christianity.”?> He hails the Reformation as an
intermediate stage in the progress of mankind to that higher
plane where Christianity is to be superseded. Whether Prot-
estantism fosters infidelity or not is a question which can be
more intelligently considered hereafter. It may be observed
here, however, that the Reformers themselves considered that
their work arrested the progress of unbelief and saved the re-
ligion of Europe. Luther says that such were the ecclesiastical
abuses in Germany that frightful disorders would infallibly have
arisen, that all religion would have perished, and Christians
have become Epicureans.® The infidelity that had taken root
and sprung up in the strongholds of the Church, in connection
with the revival of classical learning, threatened to spread over
Europe. Melancthon, in a familiar letter to a friend, affirms
that far more serious disturbances — “longe graviores tumul-
tus” — would have broken out, if Luther had not appeared and
turned the studies of men in another direction.! The Reforma-
tion brought a revival of religious feeling, and resulted, by a
reactionary influence, in a great quickening of religious zeal
within the Catholic body. Laurent himself elsewhere affirms
that in the sixteenth century religion was in a state of decadence
and threatened with ruin;® that Luther effected a religious revo-
lution in the mind of an age that was inclined to infidelity and
moving toward it at a rapid pace;® that he was a reformer for
Catholicism as well as for Protestantism; that the Reformation

another place, however, he finds in pantheism a logical result of Protestant views
of predestination. § 27. .

! The title of the series is Etudes sur l’Histoire de I’Humanité, par F. Lau-
rent, Professeur A 1’'Université de Gand.

2 “‘Le protestantisme conduit & la négation des dogmes fondamentaux du
christianisme historique.” — La Papauté et I’ Empiré (Paris, 1860), p. 41.

? De Wette, Luther’s Briefe, iii. 439.

¢ Ad Camerarium (1529), Corpus Ref., i. 1083. See the remarks of Neander,

rchaftliche Abhandl., p. 62.
Réforme, p. 447, ¢ Ibid., p. 434.
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was the foe of infidelity and saved the Christian world from it.
But we cannot pursue the topic in this place. Let it suffice
here to interpose a warning against incautious generalization.

The Reformation, whatever may have been its latent ten-
dencies and ulterior consequences, was an event within the
domain of religion. From this point of view it must first, and
prior to all speculation upon its indirect or collateral or remote
results, be contemplated.

What was the fundamental characteristic of this revolution ?
Before, a vast institution had been interposed between the indi-
v1dual and the ob]ects of rehglous faith and hope The Refor-

The German natlons which estabhshed themselves on the
ruins of the Roman Empire, received Christianity with docility.
But it was a Christianity, which, though it retained vital ele-
ments of the primitive doctrine, had become transformed into
an external theocracy with its priesthood and ceremonies. It
was under this mixed system, this combination of the Gospel
with characteristic features of the Judaic dispensation, that the
new nations were trained. Such a type of Christianity had
certain advantages in relation to their uncivilized condition.
Its externality, the legal character stainped on its theology as
well as its organization, together with its gorgeous ritual, gave
it a peculiar power over them. But all through the Middle
Ages, whilst the outward, theocratic element that had been
grafted on Christianity developed itself more and more in the
polity and worship of the Church, the reactionary operation of
the primitive, spiritual idea of the kingdom of God, charac-
teristic of the Gospel, was likewise more and more manifest.
Within the stately and imposing fabric of the ecclesiastical
system, there was a force imprisoned, as it were, struggling for
freedom, and gradually acquiring strength sufficient to break
down the wall that confined it. *The Reformation, viewed in)
its most general character, was the reaction of Christianity as'
Gospel against Christianity as law.”” ! It must also be remem-
bered that with the traditional form of Christianity “there was
handed down, in the sacred text itself, a source of divine knowl-
edge not exposed in like manner to corruption, from which the

! Ullman, Reformatoren vor der Reformation, i. p. xiil,
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Church might learn how to distinguish primitive Christianity
from all subsequent additions, and so carry forward the work of
purifying the Christian consciousness to its entire completion.” *

Protestantism, therefore, had a positive as well as a negative
side. It had something to assert as well as something to deny.
If it discarded one interpretation of Christianity, it espoused
another. Old beliefs were subverted, not as an effect of a mere
passion for revolt, but through the expulsive power of deeper
convictions, a purer apprehension of truth. The liberty which
the Reformers prized first and chiefly was not the abstract right
to choose one’s creed without constraint, but a liberty that flows
from the unforced appropriatien, by the soul, of truth in harmony
with its inmost nature and its conscious necessities.

It is evident, also, from the foregoing statement, that in
Protestantism there was an objective as well as a subjective
factor. The new type -of religion, deeply rooted though it was
in subjective impulses and convictions, owed its being to the
direct contact of the mind with the Scriptures. In them it
found alike its source and its regulative norm. This distin-
guishes Protestantism, historically considered, from all move-
ments on the plane of natural religion, and stamps upon it a
distinctively Christian character. The new spiritual life had
consciously its fountain-head in the writings of the Prophets
_and Apostles. There was no pretense of devising a new religion,
but only of reforming the old, according to its own authorita-
tive standards.

Yet the Protestant Reformers, in transferring their allegiance
from the Church to the Word of God, practically asserted a
right of private judgment. Their proceeding was founded on
a subjective, personal conviction. Deny to the individual this
ultimate prerogative of deciding where authority in matters of
religion is rightfully placed, and then what the acknowledged
rule of faith means, and their whole movement becomes in-
defensible, irrational. Hence intellectual liberty, freedom of
thought and inquiry, was a consequence of the Reformation,
that could not fail to be eventually realized.

But while the Reformation in its distinctive character is a

! Neander, General History of the Christian Religion and Church (Torrey’s

transl), iii. 1 seq. The view taken in the paragraph above substantially ao-
ocords with that of Neander in the passage referred to.
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religious event, it is not an isolated phenomenon. It is a part)
and fruit of that general progress of society which marks the ¢
fifteenth century and the opening of the sixteenth as the period /
of transition from the Middle Ages to modern civilization.! This
was the period of inventions and discoveries; when the magnetic
compass coming into general use enabled adventurous mariners
to steer their vessels into remote seas; when gunpowder revolu-
tionized the art of war by lifting the peasant to the level of the
knight; when printing by movable types furnished a new and
marvelous means of diffusing knowledge. It was the era of
great nautical discoveries; when Columbus added another hemi-
sphere to the world as known to Europeans, and Vasco da Gama,
sailing to India Tound the Cape of Good Hope, opened a new
highway for commerce. It was likewise the era when the
heavens were explored, and Copernicus discovered the true
astronomic system of the universe. Then, also, the master-
pieces of ancient sculpture and the literary treasures of antiquity
were brought forth from their tombs. It was the period of a
new life in art, the age of Raphael and Michael Angelo, of Leo-
nardo da Vinci and Albert Diirer. The revived study of Greek
and Latin literature was directing intellectual activity into new
channels. Equally momentous was the change in the political
life of Europe. Monarchy having gained the victory over feu-
dalism, each of the principal kingdoms, especially France, Spain,
and England, was becoming consolidated. The invasion of Italy
by Charles VIII., in 1494, commenced the wars of which Italy
was at once the theater and the prize, and the conflicts of the
European States for the acquisition of territory or of ascend-
ency over one another. To the intercourse of nations by means
of commerce, which had spread from Venice, Genoa, and the
towns of the Hanseatic League, through the rest of Western
Europe, was added the intercourse of diplomacy. A state-
system was growing up, in which the several peoples were more
closely connected by political relations. In the various changes
by which the transitional era is characterized, the Romanic
peoples on the whole took the lead. But the Reformation in
religion was not their work.

' Weber, Weligeschichte, ix. 307. Duruy, Hist. des Temps Modernes (1453-
1789), p. 1 seq. J. L. Ritter, Kirchengeschichte, p. 142 seq. Humboldt, Cosmos
(Bohn’s ed.), ii. 601, 673, 683.
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As Protestantism in its origin was not an isolated event, so
it drew after it political and social changes of the highest mo-
ment. Hence it presents a twofold aspect. On the one hand,
it is a transformation in the Church, in which are involved con-
tests of theologians, modifications of creed and ritual, new sys-
tems of polity, an altered type of Christian life. On the other
hand, it is a great transaction, in which sovereigns and nations
bear a part; the occasion of wars and treaties; the close of an
old and the introduction of a new period in the history of culture
and civilization.

The era of the Reformation, if we give to the term this com-
prehensive meaning, embraces the interval between the posting
of Luther’s Theses, in 1517, and the conclusion of the Peace of
Westphalia, in 1648.



CHAPTER 1I

THE RISE OF THE PAPAL HIERARCHY AND ITS DECLINE THROUGH
THE CENTRALIZATION OF NATIONS

ONE essential part of Protestantism was the abolition of the
. authority of the hierarchical order. Bossuet has remarked that
if it is only abuses in the Church that separate Protestants from
Catholics, these abuses can be remedied, and thus the ground
of the existence of the schism is taken away.! But to say that
the Reformation began in a protest against abuses of adminis-
tration is simply to say that Protestantism was not full-grown
at the start. In its mature form, as all the world knows, the
Reformation was a rejection of papal and priestly authority.
In studying the movement, this is one of the main" points to
which attention must be directed. In inquiring into the causes
of the Reformation, therefore, we shall first review the rise and
progress of the hierarchical system, and show how it had been
weakened in the period immediately antecedent to the sixteenth
century. We shall then contemplate a variety of facts which
betokened a religious revolution and contributed to produce it.
The idea of the authority of the sacerdotal order is separable
from the idea of papal supremacy within it. Yet, as a matter
of fact, many of the causes that tended to the overthrow of faith
in the latter doctrine, operated likewise to undermine the former.
The keystone of the arch could not be loosened without affecting
the stability of the whole structure. In the present chapter, the
! The extent of these abuses before the Reformation is admitted by the highest
Catholic authorities. Bellarmine says: ‘‘Annis aliquot, antequam Lutherana
et Calvinistica heresis oriretur, nulla ferme erat, ut ii testantur, qui etiam tunc
virebant, nulla (inquam) prope erat in judiciis ecclesiasticis severitas, nulls in
moribus disciplina, nulla in sacris literis eruditio, nulla in rebus divinis reveren-
tn, nulla propemodum jam erat religio.” Opera, vi. 206; or Gerdesius, Hist.
Evang. renovati, i. 25. Pope Adrian VI. confessed to the Diet of Nuremberg
in 15622 that the deepest corruption had infected the Holy See and spread thence
through the lower ranks of the clergy. Raynaldus, Annales, ann. 1522, No. 66;
or Sleidan, l.iv. S8ee, also, Bossuet, Variations des Prot., livr. i. (Buvres, v. 519).
The Letters of Erasmus abound in corroborative testimonies.
T on
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rise and decline of the papal dominion will be the main subject
of attention; and in treating of the second branch of the topic,
the decline of the Papacy, we shall direct attention in particular
to the influence of a certain cause which may be denominated
the spirit of nationalism.

The religion of the old dispensation is declared in the Old
Testament itself, by the prophets, to be rudimental and intro-
ductory to a more spiritual system. This character of inward-
ness belongs to the religion of Christ, which, for this reason, is
fitted to be universal. Worship is set free from legal restric-
tions of a formal cast, and from the external and sensuous
characteristics of the Jewish ritual. In one grand feature, espe-
cially, is the religion of the New Testament distinguished from
the preparatory system — the absence of a mediatorial priest-
hood. The disciples were to form a community of brethren,
who should be associated on a footing of equality, all of them
being illuminated and directed, as well as united, by the one
Spirit. The persevering efforts of the judaizing party to pre-
serve the distinctive features of the Jewish system and foist
them upon the Church, failed. The true, catholic interpreta-
tion of the Gospel, as giving liberty to the soul and direct access
to God through the one high-priest who supersedes all other
priestly mediation — that interpretation to which all of the
Apostles assented in principle, but of which Paul was so clear
and steadfast an expounder — prevailed in the Christian so-
cieties that were early scattered over the Roman Empire. Their
organization was simple. The idea of one body in which, while
all the members serve each other, they are still adapted to dif-
ferent functions, for which they are severally designated by the
ruling principle — which, in the case of the Church, is the Divine
Spirit — lay at the root. As was natural, all of the Christians
in a town were united in one society, or ecclesia, the old Greek
term for an assembly legally called and summoned. In each
society there was a board of pastors, called indifferently elders,
presbyters — a name taken from the synagogue — or bishops,
overseers, a name given by the Greeks to persons charged with
a guiding oversight in civil administration. In the election of
them, the body of disciples had a controlling voice, although, as
long as the Apostles lived, their suggestions or appointments
would naturally be accepted. These officers did not give up, at
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first, their secular occupations; they were not even, at the out-
set, intrusted as a peculiar function with the business of teach-
ing, which was free to all and specially devolved on a class of
persons who seemed designated by their gifts for this work.
The elders, with the deacons whose business it was to look after
the poor and to perform kindred duties, were the officers, to
whom each little community committed the lead in the manage-
ment of its affairs. The change that took place, either during
or soon after the age of the Apostles, by which precedence was
given in each board of pastors to one of their number to whom
the title of bishop was exclusively appropriated, did not of itself
involve any fundamental alteration in the spirit or polity of the
churches.! But as we approach the close of the second century
we find marked changes, some of them of a portentous char-
acter, such as indicate that the process of externalizing the Chris-
tian religion and the idea of the Church has fairly set in. The
enlargement of the jurisdiction of bishops by extending it over
dependent churches in the neighborhood of the towns, and the
multiplying of church offices, are changes of less moment. But
the officers of the Church are more and more assuming the posi-
tion of a distinct order, which is placed above the laity and is
the appointed medium of conveying to them grace. The con-
ception of a priesthood, after the Old Testament system, is at-
taching itself to the Christian ministry. Along with this gradual
change there is an imperceptible yet growing departure from
the fundamental doctrine of salvation, as it had been set forth
by Paul, and an adoption of & more legal view, in which faith is
identified with doctrinal belief, and hence is coupled with works,
instead of being their fruitful source. This doctrinal change and
this attributing of a priestly function and prerogative to the

' The polity of the Church in the Apostolic age is admirably described by
Rothe, Die Anfdnge d. Christl. Kirche u. threr Verfassung (1837), although Rothe’s
particular hypothesis respecting the origin of the Episcopate has found little,
if any favor. The Roman Catholic and a prevalent Anglican view, that the Episco-
pate, as a distinct office, was ordained by the Apostles for the whole Church, is
maintained by Walter, Kirchenrecht (13th ed., 1681). The counterpart, on the
Protestant side, of Walter’s work is that of Richter, Kirchenrecht (7th ed., 1872).
There is an able historical Dissertation on the ‘‘Christian Ministry” by Prof.
Lightfoot, St. Paul’s Epistle to the Philippians (2d ed., 1869). The more usual
view of Protestants is advocated by Neander and Gieseler in their Church histo-
ries. See, also, Jacob, The Eccl. Polity of the New Testament (1872) ; Hatch, The
Hibbert Lectures (1888); Lect. X. Influence of (Greek) Mysteries on the Christian
Church. The controversial literature on the subject is very copius.
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clergy, were not in any considerable degree the result of efforts
on the part of Jewish Christians and of judaizing parties, which
had been early overcome and cast as heretical sects beyond the
pale of the Church. They were rather the product of tenden-
cies in human nature, which are liable to manifest themselves
at any time, and which serve to account in great part for the
tenacious adherence of the Jewish sectaries to their ritual. But
these tendencies were materially aided by the peculiar circum-
stances in which the early Church was placed, of which the abuse
of the Pauline doctrine by Gnostic and by Antinomian specula-
tions was doubtless one. There were causes which gave rise at
once to the hierarchical idea or doctrine and to the hierarchical
polity. The persecutions to which the Church was subject at the
hands of the Roman government, and still more the great conflict
with a swarm of heretical teachers who sought to amalgamate
Christianity with various forms of Greek and Oriental philoso-
phy, suggested the need of a more compact organization. The
polity of the Church naturally took a form corresponding to
political models then existing. Confederated government was
something familiar to the Greek mind. The Church in the capi-
tal of a province, with its bishop, was easily accorded a preced-
ence over the other churches and bishops in the same district,
and thus the metropolitan system grew up. A higher grade of
eminence was accorded to the bishops and churches of the prin-
cipal cities, such as Rome, Alexandria, and Ephesus; and thus
we have the germs of a more extended hierarchical sway.

Even as early as the latter part of the second century, the
Church has passed into the condition of a visible organized com-
monwealth. We find Iren®us uttering the famous dictum that
where the Church is — meaning the visible body with its clergy
and sacraments — there is the Spirit of God, and where the
Spirit of God is, there is the Church.! To be cut off from the
Church is to be separated from Christ. The Church is the door
of access to Him. We can also readily account for the impor-
tance that began to be attached to tradition; for the defenders
of Christianity against Gnostical corruptions naturally fell back
on the historical evidence afforded by the presence and testi-
mony of the leading churches which the Apostles themselves had
planted. Irenzus and Tertullian direct the inquirer to go to

1 Adv. Heres., 1. iii. § 1. Irenszus was Bishop of Lyons from 177 to 202.
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Corinth, Ephesus, Rome, to the places where the Apostles had
taught, and ascertain whether the novel speculations of the time
could justly claim the sanction of the first disciples of Christ,
or had been transmitted from them.! It is the preéminence of
Rome, as the custodian of traditions, that Irenzus means to
assert in a noted passage in which he exalts that Church.? But
this sort of preéminence might contribute to prepare the way for
another and a far different conception, which would connect
itself with it. The unity of the Church, this great visible society
of Christians, was realized in the unity of the sacerdotal body.
It was natural to seek and to find a head for this body. And
where should it be sought except at Rome, the capital of the
world, the seat of the principal Church, where, as it was gener-
ally and perhaps truly believed, Peter as well as Paul had per-
ished as a martyr? After Peter came to be considered the chief
of the Apostles, and when, near the close of the second century,
the idea was suggested and became current that Peter had been
bishop of the Roman Church, a strong foundation was laid in
the minds of men for the recognition of the primacy of that
Church and of its chief pastor.® The habit of thus regarding
the see of Rome, so far gains ground that in the middle of the
third century we find a Cyprian whose zeal for episcopal inde-
pendence would not tolerate the subjection of one bishop to
another, still speaking of that see as the source of sacerdotal
unity.* The influences that gradually built up the primacy of
the Roman bishop, and had a special force of operation in the
Western Church, were multiform. Rome had a preéminence
and a grandeur in the estimation of men, such as no modern
cities, however splendid, have ever rivaled. To that capital
the nations had been accustomed to look with awe. Some-
thing of this reverence was easily transferred to the Church
which had its seat in the Eternal City. - The custom of regard-
ing the Roman Empire as a divinely constituted theater for the
Christian religion, which God had molded for this end by a long
providential history, led men to consider the capital of the

! Irensus, Adv. Her., n1. iii. Tertullian, De Prascript. Haret., c. xxxvi.
Tertullian, a Presbyter at Carthage, died between 220 and 240.

2 Lib. m. iii. 2

3 The first mention of Peter as Bishop of Rome is in the Clementine Homilies,
which were composed in the latter part of the second century.

¢ Ep. Iv. ad Cornel.
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Empire the predestined metropolis of Christianity. In times of
persecution, the first intelligence of the gathering storm was
often communicated from the Roman Church, whose bishops
were likely to be the earliest victims. The Roman Church was
revered as the only apostolic see in the West. Many of the
churches of the West were planted by its agency; many received
from it pecuniary aid. There were fewer cities than in the East,
and hence fewer competitors to dispute the pretensions of the
Roman bishop, and less room for the development of the met-
ropolitan system, which in the East operated to a certain extent
as a check upon the ambition of any single prelate. From the
beginning, the Latin Church partook of the practical spirit of
the race among whom it was planted; it kept on its path more
steadily, while the East, swayed by the speculative spirit of the
Greek, was convulsed by the great controversies in theology,
which mark especially the fourth and fifth centuries. Through
all the period of the Arian and Nestorian conflicts, the Roman
bishop stood sufficiently apart from the contending parties to
acquire great importance in their eyes and to make his support
coveted by each of them. He was the powerful neutral whom
it was for the interest of all factions to conciliate. The desire
to gain the strength which the adhesion of so influential a prel-
ate must give, would induce partisans to resort to him as an
umpire, and to exalt his prerogative in flattering language, such
as under different circumstances they would never have em-
ployed. At critical moments the Roman bishop actually inter-
posed with doctrinal formulas which met with general acceptance ;
the most memorable instance being that of the (Ecumenical
Council of Chalcedon (451), when the statement of the creed
respecting the person of Christ was substantially drawn from
the letter of Leo I. But how far the Eastern prelates were from
acknowledging the pretensions of the Roman bishop was indi-
cated at this very council, where a titular and honorary preced-
ence was granted him, at the same time that equality in other
respects was claimed for the Bishop of Constantinople, on account
of his being bishop of “New Rome.” Leo was cut to the quick
by this proceeding of the council, which placed his authority on
so precarious a foundation by making it dependent solely on
the political importance of the city where it was exerted. He
repels the declaration of the council with great warmth, and
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asserts that the authority of spiritual Rome is founded on the
fact that it is the see of Peter. Yet Leo does not renounce the
advantages to be derived from the commanding political posi-
tion of Rome, but skillfully interweaves this with the more vital
consideration just named. He claims that the Roman Empire
was built up with reference to Christianity, and that Rome, for
this reason, was chosen for the bishopric of the chief of the Apos-
tles. This idea as to the design of the Roman Empire passed
down to later times. It is implied in the lines of Dante, where,
speaking of Rome and the Empire, he says: —
*Fur stabiliti per lo loco santo
U’ siede il succeasor del maggior Piero.”!

If we watch the course of history for several centuries after
the second, we observe that the attempts of the Roman bishops
to exercise judicial or legislative functions in relation to the rest
of the Church, now succeed and again are repulsed; but on the
whole, under all these fluctuations, their power is increasing.

The accession of Constantine (311) found the Church so
firmly organized under its hierarchy that it could not be abso-
lutely merged in the state, as might have been the result had
its constitution been different. But under him and his succes-
sors, the supremacy of the state and a large measure of control
over ecclesiastical affairs were maintained by the emperors.
General councils, for example, were convoked by them and pre-
sided over by their representatives, and conciliar decrees pub-
lished as laws of the Empire. The Roman bishops felt it to be
an honor to be judged only by the Emperor.? In the closing
period of imperial history, the IXkmperors favored the ecclesias-
tical primacy of the Roman See, as a bond of unity in the Empire.
Political disorders tended to elevate the position of the Roman
bishop, especially when he was a person of remarkable talents
and energy. In such a case the office took on new prerogatives.
Leo the Great (440—461), the first, perhaps, who is entitled to
be styled Pope, with the more modern associations of the title,
proved himself a pillar of strength in the midst of tumult and
anarchy. His conspicuous services, a8 in shielding Rome from

1 ““Were established as the holy place, wherein
Sits the successor of the greatest Peter.”

Inferno, ii. 23-24.
3 Gieseler, I1.i. 3, § 92.
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the barbarians and protecting its inhabitants, facilitated the
exercise of a spiritual jurisdiction that stretched not only over
Italy, but as far as Gaul and Africa. To him was given by Val-
entinian ITI. (445) an imperial declaration which made him
supreme over the Western Church.

The fall of the Western Empire (476), in one important par-
ticular, was of signal advantage to the popes: it liberated them
from subjection to the civil power. The fate of the Eastern
Church and of the see of Constantinople might have been the
fate of the Western Church and of Rome, had its political situa-
tion been equally unpropitious. The slavish condition to which
the Roman bishops were reduced in the brief period of the full
Greek rule in Italy, after the conquest of Justinian (539-568),
proves how closely the vigor and growth of the papal institution
were dependent on favoring political circumstances. From this
ignoble servitude it was liberated by the Lombard invasion,
which broke down the Greek power in the peninsula.

But the direct consequences of the fall of the Roman domin-
ion in the West had been disastrous to the Church and to the
Papacy.! Christian Britain had been conquered by the heathen
Saxons from the continent. Arianism, a doctrine hostile to the
orthodox creed in a cardinal feature, had spread far and wide
among the Germanic tribes. The Greek Church, which became
more and more distinct from the Latin, in language, creed, and
ritual, attached itself with increasing loyalty to the Patriarch
of Constantinople. As Arianism was, step by step, displaced by
orthodoxy through the conquests of the Franks, the authority
of the Papacy was not proportionately advanced. Even the
power of metropolitans in the different countries sank, and the
government of the Church rested in the hands of the kings
and of the aristocracy of nobles and bishops. The bishops
under the Merovingian kings amassed wealth, but led unholy
lives, with little concern for the interests of religion. The dis-
order in the Frank Church reached its height under Charles
Martel. At this time the heretical Lombards had founded
their kingdom in the heart of Italy; and the Arabs, having
carried their dominion over Africa and Spain, were advancing
apparen..y to the conquest of Europe.

The fortunate alliance of the Papacy with the Franks was

! Giesebrecht, Die Deutsche Kaiserzeit, i. 92.
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the event on which its whole medizval history turned. They
counted at their conversion, in the fifth century, only about
five thousand warriors. They gained the ascendency over the
Burgundians and Goths, and thus secured the victory of the
Catholic faith over the Arian type of Christianity. This alone
was an event of signal moment, in its ultimate bearing on the
papal dominion. Then, under Charles Martel, at Poitiers (732),
they defeated the Moslems, who, in their victorious progress,
were encircling Christendom and threatening not only to crush
the Papacy but even to extirpate Christianity itself. Under
the shield of the Franks, Boniface went forth to accomplish the
conversion of the Germans; himself an Anglo-Saxon, of the
nation which had been won from heathenism by missionaries
sent directly from that pontiff whose reign separates the ancient
or classical from the medieval era of the Church, Gregory the.
Great. The usurpation of Pepin, the founder of the Carlovin-
gian line, was hallowed in the eyes of his subjects by the sanction
obtained from Pope Zacharias (751). The political renovation
of the Frankish monarchy was attended by an extension
of the influence of the papal see. The Frankish Church was
brought into closer connection with Rome. The primacy of
Peter was universally recognized; it even acquired, through the
labors of Boniface, a far higher significance than it had ever
before possessed.! After the Lombards had wrested from the
Greeks their provinces in Italy, and were threatening Rome, at
a time, too, when, by the controversy about the worship of
images, the Western Church was separated from the East and
the Roman bishop was left to protect himself, he turned to the
Franks for assistance against his heretical and aggressive neigh-
bors. The deliverance achieved first by Pepin (754-55), and
then by Charlemagne, resulted in the coronation of the latter,
on Christmas Day, 800, in the Basilica of St. Peter, by the hands
of the Pope. Thus Charles became in form what he had made
himself in fact, the Emperor of the West. The idea of the
perpetuity of the Roman Empire was never lost from the minds
of men. In the coronation of Charles, the Pope virtually pro-
ceeded in the character of a representative of the Roman people,
and his act signified the revival of the Roman Empire. Charle-
magne, while he recognized the Pope as the spiritual head

3 Giesebrecht, i. 97.
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of the Church, demeaned himself as a master in reference
to him, as in relation to his own bishops. But while the founda-
tion was laid for the papal kingdom in Italy by the grants of
Pepin and Charlemagne, a plausible ground was also furnished
for the subsequent claim that the Pope, by his own authority,
had transferred the Empire from the East to the West, and
selected the individual to fill the throne.! In later times the
coronation of Charles lent color to the pretended right of the
pontiffs to exert a governing influence in civil not less than in
ecclesiastical affairs.*

As the divisions and conflicts of Charlemagne’s empire after
his death tended to exalt the bishops who were called in to act
as umpires among rival aspirants or courted for the religious
sanction which they could give to successful ambition, so did
this era of disorder tend to magnify the power of the recognized
head of the whole episcopate. In this period appeared the
False or Pseudo-Isidorian Decretals, which formulized, to be
sure, tendencies already rife, but still imparted to those tenden-
cies an authoritative basis and an augmented strength. The
False Decretals brought forward principles of ecclesiastical
law which made the Church independent of the State and
elevated the Roman See to a position unknown to preceding
ages. The immunity and high prerogatives of bishops, the
exaltation of primates, as the direct instruments of the popes,
above metropolitans who were closely dependent on the secular
rulers, and the ascription of the highest legislative and judicial
functions to the Roman Pontiff, were among the leading features
of this spurious collection, which found its way into the codes
of canon law and radically modified the ancient ecclesiastical
system.? There was only needed a pope of sufficient talents
and energy to give practical effect to these new principles; and
such a person appeared in Nicholas I. (858-867). Availing
himself of a favorable juncture, he exercised the discipline of
the Church upon Lothair II., the King of Lorraine, whom he
forced to submit to the papal judgment in a matrimonial cause,
while he deposed the archbishops who had endeavored to baffle

1 For the ln.story of the papal Inngdom in Italy see the work of Sugenheim,
Geschichte der E: g des Kirchenstaates (Leipsic, 1854); also,
a review of this work in the New Englander, vol. xxvi. (Jan. 1867)

? On the date of the Pseudo-Isid. Decretals, sce E. Seckel, in Hauck’s Realency-
klopadie, xvi. 265 seq. They first appeared about thc middle of the ninth century.
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his purpose. At the same time, Nicholas humbled Hincmar, the
powerful Archbishop of Rheims, who had disregarded the appeal
which one of his bishops, Rothad of Soissons, had made to
Rome. Such exertions of power, for which the False Decretals
furnished a warrant, seem to anticipate the Hildebrandian age.

Anxious to deliver themselves from the control which Charle-
magne had established over them, the popes even fomented the
discord among the Frankish princes; but the anarchical con-
dition into which the Empire ultimately fell, left the Papacy,
for a century and a half, the prey of Italian factions, by the
agency of which the papal office was reduced to a lower point
of moral degradation than it ever reached before or since.!
This era — during a considerable portion of which harlots dis-
posed of the papal office, and their paramours wore the tiara —
was interrupted by the intervention of the German sovereigns
Otho I. and Otho III.; with the first of whom the Holy Roman
Empire, in the sense in which the name is used in subsequent
ages, the secular counterpart of the Papacy, takes its origin.?
The pontiffs preferred the sway of the Emperors to that of the
lawless Italian barons.® This dark period was terminated by
Henry II1., who appeared in Italy at the head of an army, and,
in 1046, at the Synod of Sutri, which he had convoked, de-
throned three rival popes, and raised to the vacant office one of
his own bishops.

The imperial office had passed into the hands of the German
kings, and they, like their Carlovingian predecessors, rescued
the Papacy from destruction. We have reached the period
when Hildebrand (1073-1085) appeared with his vast reform-
ing plan. While he aimed at a thorough reformation of morals
and a restoration of ecclesiastical order and discipline, he coupled
with this laudable project the fixed design to subordinate the
State to the Church, and to subject the Church to the absolute
authority of the Pope.* The prosecution of this enterprise, in
which good and evil were almost inseparably blended, by Hilde-

! The degradation of the Papacy in this period is depicted in the darkest
eolors by the Roman Catholic annalist, Baronius, Annales, x. 650 seq. He even
infers a special divine preservation of the Church and of the Holy See,

2 Bryce, Holy Roman Empire, p. 80. This admirable work deserves to ‘be
read by every student of history.

3 Von Raumer, Geschichte der Hohenstaufen, i.

¢ Gregory’s system is well described by Voigt, Hddebrand als Papst Grego-
rius der Siebente, u. sein Zeitalter (Weimar, 1846), p. 171 seq.
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brand himself, and by a series of able and aspiring pontiffs who
trod in his footsteps, occasioned the conflict between the Papacy
and the Empire.

This conflict, with which mediseval history for several cen-
turies resounds, was an inevitable consequence of the feudal
system. The dependence of ecclesiastical princes upon their
sovereign, and hence his right to invest them with the badges
of their office, must be maintained; otherwise the kingdom
would be divided against itself. On the contrary, such a re-
lation on the part of bishops, independently of simony and kin-
dred corruptions which were connected with the control of
secular rulers over the appointment of ecclesiastics, was natu-
rally deemed fatal to the unity of the sacerdotal body. To
fix the bounds of authority between the two powers, the Papacy
and the Empire, to whom the government of the world was
supposed to be committed by the ordinance of heaven, was
impracticable without a contest. That the Emperor was com-
missioned to preside over the temporal affairs of men, while
the Pope was to guide and govern them in things spiritual, was
too vague a criterion for defining the limits of jurisdiction.
The coérdination, the equilibrium of the two powers, was a
relation with which, on the supposition that it were practicable,
neither party would be content. It was a struggle on both
sides for universal monarchy. Consequently our sympathies
can be given without reserve to neither party, or rather they
must be given to each so far as each labored to curb the encroach-
ments and prevent the undue predominance of the other. Nei-
ther aimed at the destruction, but each at the subjugation, of
the other. It was a battle where society would have equally
suffered from the complete and permanent triumph of either
contestant.

The Papacy had great advantages for prosecuting the warfare
against the Empire, even apart from the fence of the religious
sentiments which the head of the Church could more easily
invoke in his favor. There was an incongruity between the
station attributed to the Emperor and the fact that his actual
dominion was far from being coextensive with Christendom.
He could assert nothing more than a shadowy, theoretical
supremacy over the other kingdoms of Western Europe. The
Pope, on the contrary, was everywhere the acknowledged head
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of Latin Christianity. If a jealousy for their own rights might
tempt other kings to make common cause with the Emperor
against papal aggressions, this feeling would be neutralized by
the danger to other sovereigns that would follow from the
triumph and undisputed exaltation of the Empire. Few kings
were possessed of the magnanimity of St. Louis (Louis IX.) of
France, who exerted all the powers of peaceful remonstrance
to protect Frederic II. from the implacable vindictiveness of
Gregory IX. Moreover, the relation of the German Emperors
to the hierarchy of their kingdom was quite different from that
held by Charlemagne, who acted the part of an ecclesiastical as
well as a civil ruler. An indispensable and effective support the
popes found in the German princes themselves, the great vassals
of the Empire, and in their disposition to put checks upon the
power of their sovereigns. The same cause which impeded the
emperors in acting upon Italy aided the popes in acting upon
Germany. The strength of the popes lay in the intestine divi-
sions which they could create there. The attempt of Gregory
VII. to dethrone Henry IV. would have been utterly hopeless
but for the disaffection which the arbitrary conduct of Henry
had provoked among his own subjects. On the contrary, the
municipal spirit of liberty in the Italian cities, and their deter-
mined struggle for independence, provided the popes with potent
allies against the imperial authority. The pontiffs were able
to present themselves in the attractive light of champions of
popular freedom in its battle with despotism. The crusades
gave the popes the opportunity to come forward as the leaders
of Christendom, and turn to their own account the religious
enthusiasm which spread as a fire over Europe. The immediate
influence of this great movement was seen in the augmented
power of the pontiffs, and the diminished strength of the im-
perial cause.!

The Papacy was victorious in the protracted struggle with
the Empire. The humiliation of Henry IV., whom Hildebrand
kept waiting for three winter days, in the garb of a penitent,
in the yard of the castle at Canossa, whatever might be the dis-
grace which it inflicted upon the imperial cause, was but the
politic act of a passionate young ruler, who saw no other way of
regaining the allegiance of his subjects (1077). When the lift-

! Bee Gieseler, m. iii. 1, § 48.
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ing of the excommunication was found not to include the full
restoration of his rights as a sovereign, he took up arms with
an energy and success that showed how little his spirit was
broken by the indignities to which he had submitted. The
Worms Concordat which Calixtus II. concluded with Henry V.
in 1122, and which provided both for a secular and a spiritual
investiture, was a marked, though not a fully decisive, triumph
of the Papacy. It was a long step towards complete emanci-
pation from imperial sway.! But the acknowledgment which
Frederic Barbarossa made of his sin and error to Alexander III.
at Venice, in 1177, after a contest for imperial prerogatives
which that monarch had kept up for nearly a generation, was
an impressive indication of the side on which the victory was
to rest. The triumph of the Papacy appeared complete when
Gregory X. (1271-1276) directed the electoral princes to choose
an emperor within a given interval, and threatened, in case
they refused to comply with the mandate, to appoint, in con-
junction with his cardinals, an emperor for them; and when
Rudolph of Hapsburg, whom they proceeded to choose, ac-
knowledged in the most unreserved and submissive manner the
Pope’s supremacy. '

It was during the progress of the struggle with the Empire,
that the papal power may be said to have culminated. In the
eighteen years (1198-1216) in which Innocent III. reigned, the
papal institution shone forth in full splendor.? The enforce-
ment of celibacy had placed the entire body of the clergy in a
closer relation to the sovereign pontiff. The Vicar of Peter had
assumed the rank of Vicar of God and of Christ. The idea of a
theocracy on earth, in which the Pope should rule in this char-
acter, fully possessed the mind of Innocent, who united to the
courage, pertinacity, and lofty conceptions of Gregory VII., a
broader range of statesmanlike capacity. In his view the two
swords of temporal and ecclesiastical power had both been
given to Peter and to his successors, so that the earthly sover-
eign derived his prerogative from the head of the Church. The
king was to the Pope as the moon to the sun — a lower luminary
shining with borrowed light. Acting on this theory, he assumed
the post of arbiter in the contentions of nations, and claimed

! Giesebrecht, i. 917.
2 Hurter, Geschichte Papst I ent d. Dritten, 3 vols., (1841).
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- the right to dethrone kings at his pleasure. Thus he interposed
to decide the disputed imperial election in Germany; and when
Otho IV., the emperor whom he had placed in power, proved
false to his pledges respecting the papal see, he excommunijcated
and deposed him, and brought forward Frederic II. in his stead.
In his conflict with John, King of England, Innocent laid his
kingdom under an interdict, excommunicated him, and finally
gave his dominions to the sovereign of France; and John, after
the most abject humiliation, received them back in fee from the
Pope. In the Church he assumed the character of universal
bishop, under the theory that all episcopal power was originally
deposited in Peter and his successors, and communicated through
this source to bishops, who were thus only the vicars of the Pope,
and might be deposed at will. To him belonged all legislative
authority, councils having merely a deliberative power, while
the right to convoke them and to ratify or annul their proceed-
ings belonged exclusively to him. He alone was not bound by
the laws, and might dispense with them in the case of others.
Even the doctrine of papal infallibility began to spread, and
seems implied, if not explicitly avowed, in the teaching of the
most eminent theologian of the age, Thomas Aquinas. The
ecclesiastical revolution by which the powers that of old had
been distributed through the Church were now absorbed and
concentrated in the Pope, was analogous to the political change
in which the feudal system gradually gave place to monarchy.
The right to confirm the appointment of all bishops, even the
right to nominate bishops and to dispose of all benefices, the
exclusive right of absolution, canonization, and dispensation,
the right to tax the churches — such were some of the enor-
mous prerogatives, for the enforcement of which papal legates,
clothed with ample powers, were sent into all the countries of
Europe, to override the authority of bishops and of local eccle-
siastical tribunals. The establishment of the famous mendi-
cant orders of St. Francis and St. Dominic raised up a swarm of

" itinerant preachers who were closely attached to the Pope, and

ready to defend papal prerogatives and papal extortions against

whatever opposition might arise from the secular clergy. Gain-
ing a foothold in the universities, they defined and defended in
lectures and scholastic systems that conception of the papal insti-
tution in which all these usurpations and abuses were comprised.
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But at the same time that the Papacy was achieving its
victory over the Empire, a power was at work in the bosom of
society, which was destined to render that victory a barren
one, and to wrest the scepter from the land of the conqueror.
This power may be described as nationalism, or the tendency
to centralization, which involved an expansion of intelligence
and an end of the exclusive domination of religious and eccle-
siastical interests.! The secularizing and centralizing tendency,
a necessary step in the progress of civilization, was a force ad-
verse to the papal absorption of authority. The enfranchise-
ment of the towns, which dates from the eleventh century, and -
the growth of their power; the rise of commerce; the crusades,
which in various ways lent a powerful impulse to the new crys-
tallization of European society; the conception of monarchy
in its European form, which entered the minds of men as early
as the twelfth century — these are some of the principal signs
of the advent of a new order of things. Before the end of the
thirteenth century, the last Syrian town in the hands of the
Christians was yielded to the Saracens, and the peculiar en-
thusiasm which had driven multitudes by an irresistible force
to the conquest of the holy places had vanished. The struggle
of the Papacy with the Empire had been really itself a contest
between the ecclesiastical and the lay elements of society. The
triumph of the Papacy had been owing to the peculiar constitu-
tion and intrinsic weakness of the German monarchy. It had
been effected by the aid of the German princes; but they, in
their turn, were found ready to resist papal encroachments.
From the time of the barbarian invasions, Europe had formed,
so to speak, one family, united by the bond of religion, under
the tutelage of the Papacy. All other influences tended to
division and isolation. The empire of Charlemagne formed but
a temporary breakwater in opposition to these tendencies. The
German spirit of independence was unfavorable to political
unity. The feudal system was an atomic condition of political

! “The gradual but slow reaction of the national feeling (des staatlichen
Geistes) against ecclesiastical government in Europe (europaische Kirchenrecht),
is, in general, the most weighty element in the history of the Middle Age; it
appears in every period under different forms and names, particularly in the
struggle about investitures and the conflict of the Hohenstaufen, is continued in
the Reformation, in the French Revolution, and is still visible in the most re-
cent Concordats and in the antagonisms of our own time.””— Gregorovius, Ge-
schichte der Stadt Rom im Mittelalter, v. 561.
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society. In this state of things, the Church, through its hier-
archical organization under one chief, did a beneficent work
for civilization by fusing the peoples, as far as its influefice went,
into a single community, and subjecting them to a uniform
training. The medizval Papacy, whatever evils may have
been connected with it, saved Europe from anarchy and law-
lessness. “Providence might have otherwise ordained, but it
is impossible for man to imagine by what other organizing or
consolidating force, the commonwealth of the Western nations
could have grown up to a discordant, indeed, and conflicting
league, but still to a league, with that unity and conformity of
manners, usages, laws, religion, which have made their rivalries,
oppugnancies, and even their long, ceaseless wars, on the whole
to issue in the noblest, highest, most intellectual form of civili-
zation known to man.”' But the time must come for the
diversifying of this unity, for the developing of the nations in
their separate individuality. This was a change equally indis-
pensable.

The development of the national languages which follows
the chaotic period of the ninth and tenth centuries, is an inter-
esting sign of that new stage in the advancement of civilization,
upon which Europe was preparing to enter. It is worthy of
notice that the earliest vernacular literature in Italy, Germany,
France, and England involved to so great an extent satires and
invectives against ecclesiastics. Many of the writers in the
living tongues were laymen. A class of lay readers sprang up,
so that it was no longer the case that “clerk” was a synonym
for one who is able to read and write. ‘“The greater part of
literature in the Middle Ages,” says Hallam, “at least from the
twelfth century, may be considered as artillery leveled against
the clergy.”? In Spain, the contest with the Moors infused
into the earliest literary productions the mingled sentiments of
loyalty and religion.® But in Germany the minnesingers abound
in hostile allusions to the wealth and tyranny of ecclesiastics.
Walter von der Vogelweide, the greatest of the lyric poets of
his time, a warm champion of the imperial side against the popes,
denounces freely the riches and usurpations of the Church.!

! Milman, History of Latin Christianity, ii. 43. See also iii. 360.
3 Literature of Europe, i. 150.

3 Ticknor, History of Spanish Literature, i. 103.
¢ Kurts, Geschichte der deutschen Literatur, i. 48 seq., where passages are given.
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It is true that the brute epic, of which Reynard the Fox may
be considered the blossom, which figures largely in the early
literature of Germany and the neighboring countries, was not
didactic or satirical in its design.' But later it was converted
into this use and turned into a vehicle for chastising the faults
of priests and monks.> The Provengal bards were bold and
unsparing in their treatment of the hierarchy until they were
silenced by the Albigensian crusade. In Italy Dante and
Petrarch signalized the beginning of a national literature by
their denunciation of the vices and usurpations of the Papacy;
while in the prose of Boccaccio the popular religious teachers
are a mark for unbounded ridicule. English poetry begins
with contemptuous and indignant censure of the monks and
higher clergy, with the boldest manifestations of the anti-
hierarchical tendency. ‘Teutonism,” says Milman, “is now
holding its first initiatory struggle with Latin Christianity.” *
“The Vision of Piers Ploughman,” by William Langland,
‘which bears the date of 1362, is from the pen of an earnest re-
former who values reason and conscience as the guides of the
soul, and attributes the sorrows and calamities of the world to
the wealth and worldly temper of the clergy, and especially
of the mendicant orders.* The poem ends with an assertion of
the small value of popes’ pardons and the superiority of a
righteous life over trust in indulgences. ‘Pierce the Plough-
man’s crede,” is a poem from another hand, and supposed to
have been written in 1394. The poet introduces a plain man
who is acquainted with the rudiments of Christian knowledge
and wants to learn his creed. He applies successively to the
four orders of mendicant friars, who give him no satisfaction,
but rail at each other, and are absorbed in riches and sensual
indulgence. Leaving them, he finds an honest ploughman,
who inveighs against the monastic orders and gives him the
instruction which he desires.®* The author is an avowed Wick-

! Vilmar, Gach. d. deutsch. Lit., p. 206 seq.

* See Gervinus, Gach. d. deutschen LiL., i. 141.

* History of Latin Christianity, viii. 372. In this and in the three preced-
ing chapters, Milman gives an interesting description of the early vernacular
literatures. In ch. iv. he speaks of the satirical Latin poems that sprang up
among the clergy and within the walls of convents.

¢ The poem is among the publications of the Early English Text Society. It
is analyzed in the preface of Part I. Text A. See, also, Warton, History of Eng-
lish Poetry, sect. viii. (vol. ii. 44).

.‘ Th: posem is published by the Early English Text Society (1867).. Warton,
mant iv (ii, 87).
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liffite. Chaucer, in the picture of social life which he has drawn
in the “Canterbury Tales,” shows himself in full accord with
Wickliffe in the hostility to the mendicant friars. Chaucer
reserves his admiration for the simple and faithful parish priest,
“rich in holy thought and work”; the higher clergy he handles
in a genuine anti-sacerdotal spirit. In the ‘Pardoner,” laden
with his relics, and with his wallet

“Brimful of pardons, come from Rome all hot,”

he depicts a character who even then excited scorn and repro-
bation.

It is curious to observe in many of the early writers who
have been referred to, how reverence for religion and for the
Church is blended with bitter censure of the arrogance and
wealth of ecclesiastics; how the spiritual office of the Pope is
distinguished from his temporal power. In the one character
he is revered, in the other he is denounced. The fiction of
Constantine’s donation of his western dominions to Pope Sil-
vester, which was current in the Middle Ages, accounted for all
the evils of the Church, in the judgment of the enemies of the
temporal power. There was the source of the pride and wealth
of the popes. Dante adverts to it in the lines: —

“ Ah, Constantine of how much ill was mother,

Not thy conversion, but that
Which the first wealthy father took from t.hee ”1

And in another place, he refers to Constantine, who
‘‘Became a Greek by ceding to the Pastor,”

and says of him in Paradise,

“Now knoweth he how all the ill deduced
From his good action is not harmful to him,
Although the world thereby may be destroyed.”?

We find a like lament respecting the fatal gift to Silvester, in
the Waldensian poem, ““The Noble Lesson.” Walter von der
Vogelweide makes the angels, when Constantine endowed Sil-
vester with worldly power, cry out with grief; and justly, he
1 Inf. xix. 1185. “ Ahi, Costantin, di quanto mal fu matre,
Non la tua conversion, ma quella dote
Che da te prese il primo ricco patrel”
? Parad. xx. 88. “Ora conosce come 1 mal, dedutto

Dal suo bene operar, non gli e nocivo,
Avvegna che sia 1 ondo indi distrutto.”
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adds, since the popes were to use that power to ruin the em-
perors and to stir up the princes against them.! These bitter
lamentations continue to be heard from advocates of reform,
until the tale of the alleged donation was discovered to be des-
titute of truth.?

The anti-hierarchical spirit was powerfully reinforced by the
legists. From the middle of the thirteenth century the Uni-
versity of Bologna rose in importance as the great seat of the
revived study of Roman jurisprudence. As Paris was the
seminary of theology, Bologna was the nursery of law. Law
was cultivated, however, at other universities.® That a class
of laymen should arise who were devoted to the study and ex-
position of the ancient law was in itself a significant event. The
legists were the natural defenders of the State, the powerful
auxiliaries of the kings.* Their influence was in opposition to
feudalism and on the side of monarchy, and placed bulwarks
round the civil authority in its contest against the encroach-
ments of the Church. The hierarchy were confronted by a
body of learned men, the guardians of a venerable code, who
claimed for the kings the rights of Cesar, and could bring for-
ward in opposition to the canons of the Church canons of an
earlier date.®

The effectual reaction against the Papacy dates from the
reign of Boniface VIII., who cherished to the full extent the
theories of Hildebrand and Innocent III., but was destitute of
their sagacity and practical wisdom.®* The resistance that he
provoked sprang from the spirit which we have termed national-
ism. The contest in which the Hohenstaufen had perished,
was taken up by the King of France, the country which through-
out the Middle Ages had been the most faithful protector of the
Papacy, and whose royal house had been established by the

1 Kurts, Gsch. d. deutsch. Lit., i. 50. The sonnet — *Der Pfaffen wahl’’—
is given by Kurts, p. 56.

2 The first public and formal exposure of the fiction was made by Laurentius
Valla in the fifteenth century.

3 Savigny, Geschichée des rom. Recht, iii. 152 seq.

¢ Laurent, Féodalité e I'Eglise, p. 630.

5 Milman, vi. 241.

¢ Drumann, Gsch. Bonifacius des Achten (1852). An apologetic biographer
of Boniface is Tosti, Storia di Bonifacio VIII. ¢ de’ suoi tempi (1846). In the
same vein is the article of Wiseman (in review of Sismondi), Essays on Various
Subjects, iii. 161 seq. Schwab, in the (Roman Catholic) Quartalschrift (1846,

No. 1), considers that Tosti and Wiseman are unduly biased in favor of Boni-
face. His reign was from 1294 to 1303.
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popes on an Italian throne as a bulwark against the Empire.
It was ordained that their protectors should become their
conquerors.!  The conflict of Boniface with Philip the Fair is of
. remarkable interest for many reasons. One source of Boniface’s
anger was the levying by Philip of extraordinary taxes on the
clergy and his prohibiting of the exportation of gold and silver
from his kingdom. Another point, in the highest degree
interesting, is the manner in which the rights of the laity in
relation to the clergy come up for discussion. One defining char-
acteristic of the Protestant Reformation was the release of the
laity from subserviency to clerical control. There is something
ominous in the opening words which give its title to one of the
famous bulls of this pontiff: Clericis laicos. It begins with
reminding Philip that long tradition exhibits laymen as hostile
and mischievous to clergymen. Not less significant, in the
light of subsequent history, is one of the responses of Philip to
the Pope’s indignant complaints, in which the king affirms
that “Holy Mother Church, the Spouse of Christ, is composed
not only of clergymen, but also of laymen;” that clergymen
are guilty of an abuse when they try to appropriate exclusively
to themselves the ecclesiastical liberty with which the grace of
Christ has made us free; that Christ himself commanded to
render to Ceesar the things that are Cesar’s. More remarkable
still is the fact that Philip twice summoned to his support the
estates of his realm, and that the nation stood firmly by its
excommunicated sovereign. The pontifical assertions in regard
to the two swords, the supremacy of the ecclesiastical over
the temporal power, and the subjection of every creature to
the Pope, who judges all and is judged by none, were met by
a determined resistance on the part of the French nation. When
Boniface summoned the French clergy to Rome to sit in judg-
ment on the king, the act roused a tempest of indignation. The
Papal Bull, snatched from the hand of the Legate, was publicly
" burned in Notre Dame, on the 11th of February, 1302. The
clergy of France addressed to the incensed pontiff a denial of
his proposition that in secular matters the Pope stands above
the King. Finally all France united in an appeal to a general
council. It was by two laymen, William of Nogaret, keeper of
the king’s seal, and Sciarra Colonna, that the personal attack

1 Gregorovius, Geschichte der Stadt Rom im Mittelalter, v. 560.
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was made on Boniface at Anagni, which resulted shortly after-
wards in his death (1303).

We have now reached the point when the prestlge of the
Papacy began to wane as rapidly as, in the preceding centuries,
it had grown. This fall was due to the expansion of intelli-
gence, to the general change in society to which reference has
been made. But it was accelerated by influences which were
subject, to a considerable extent, to the control of the popes
themselves. It is the period of the Babylonian captivity, or
the long residence of the popes at Avignon, and of the great
schism., During a great part of this period the Papacy was
enslaved to France, and administered in the interest of the
French court. This situation impelled the popes to unjust
and aggressive measures relating to Germany, England, and
other Catholic countries, measures which could not fail to pro-
voke earnest resentment. France was willing, as long as the
Papacy remained her tool, to indulge the popes in extravagant
assertions of authority, which could only have the effect to aggra-
vate the opposition on the part of other nations. The revenues
of the court at Avignon were supplied by means of extortions
and usurpations which had been hitherto without example.
The multiplied reservations of ecclesiastical offices, even of
bishoprics and parishes, which were bestowed by the popes
upon unworthy persons, or given in commendam to persons
already possessed of lucrative places; the claim of the first
fruits or annates — a tribute from new holders of benefices —
and the levying of burdensome taxes upon all ranks of the
clergy, especially those of the lower grades, were among the
methods resorted to for replenishing the papal treasury. The
effect of these various forms of ecclesiastical oppression upon
public opinion was the greater, when it was known that the
wealth thus gained went to support at Avignon an extremely
luxurious and profligate court, the boundless immorality of
which has been vividly depicted by Petrarch, an eye-witness.

The attempt of John XXII. to maintain the absolute su-
premacy of the Pope over the Empire and to deprive Louis of
Bavaria of his crown, that he might place it on the head of the
King of France, had an effect in Germany analogous to that
produced in France by the conflict of Boniface and Philip. The
imperial rights found the boldest defenders. At length, in
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1338, the electoral princes solemnly declared that the Roman
king receives his appointment and authority solely from the
electoral college.

In England, from the Constitutions of Clarendon under
Henry II., in 1164, there had been manifest a disposition to
limit the jurisdiction and set bounds to the encroachments of
the Church, and especially to curtail foreign ecclesiastical inter-
ference in the affairs of the kingdom.! Now that the Papacy
had become the instrument of France, this spirit of resistance
was naturally quickened. Two important statutes of Edward
III. were the consequence: the statute of provisors, which
devolved on the King the right to fill the Church offices that had
been reserved to the Pope; and the statute of pramunire,
which forbade subjects to bring, by direct prosecution or appeal,
before any foreign tribunal, a cause that fell under the King'’s
jurisdiction.

In this contest of the fourteenth century, “monarchy” was
the watchword of the adversaries of the Papacy, the symbol of
the new generation that was breaking loose from the dominant
ideas of the Middle Ages. “The monarchists rose against the
papists.” ?* In France it was the rights of the throne and its
independence of the Church which were. maintained by the
jurists, and by the schoolmen, as John of Paris and Occam,
who came to their help. In Germany it was the old imperial
rights as defined in the civil law, and as preceding even the
existence of the Church, that were defended. In opposition
to the political ideas of his master in theology, Thomas Aquinas,
Dante wrote his noted treatise on monarchy, in advocacy of
Ghibelline principles, against the claims of the popes to tem-
poral power. Apart from the great influence of this book, and
outside of Italy, the question of the origin of the Empire and the
nature of monarchy in general, led to earnest investigation.
In Germany especially, legists and theologians immersed them-
selves in historical and critical inquiries upon the foundation
of civil authority, and the ground on which papal interferences
with secular government professed to repose. These writers
did not stop with confuting the notion that the Empire was

' The Constitutions of Clarendon are fully described by Reuter, Geschichte
Alexanders d. Dritten u. d. Kirche seiner Zeit., 3 vols. (1860).

3 Gregorovius, vi. 124.
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transferred by papal authority from the East to the West.
The celebrated work of Marsilius of Padua, the * Defensor
Pacis,” went beyond the ideas of the age, and assailed even the
spiritual authority of the Roman bishop. It denied that Peter
was supreme over the other Apostles, and even denied that
he can be proved to have ever visited Rome. This work main-
tained the supreme authority of a general council. The Minor-
ites, or schismatical Franciscans, who insisted on the rule of
poverty as binding on the clergy, and accused John XXII. of
heresy for rejecting their principle, contended on the same
side. William of Occam seconded Marsilius in a treatise entitled,
“Eight Questions on the Power of the Pope.” Occam, like
Dante, rested his denial of the validity of the alleged donation
of Constantine on the ground that an emperor had no right to
renounce the inalienable rights of the Empire. He placed the
Emperor and the General Council above the Pope, as his judges.
Coronation, he said, was a human ceremony, which any bishop
could perform. “These bold writings attacked the collective
hierarchy in all its fundamental principles; they inquired, with
a sharpness of criticism before unknown, into the nature of the
priestly office; they restricted the notion of heresy, to which
the Church had given so wide an extension; they appealed,
finally, to Holy Scripture, as the only valid authority in matters
of faith. As fervent monarchists, these theologians subjected
the Church to the State. Their heretical tendencies announced
a new process in the minds of men, in which the unity of
the Catholic Church went down.” It is to be observed that
among the principal literary champions of Louis of Bavaria
there was found a representative of each of the cultivated
nations of the West.!

During the schism which ensued upon the election of Urban
VI, in 1378, there was presented before Christendom the spec-
tacle of rival popes imprecating curses upon each other; each
with his court to be maintained by taxes and contributions,
which had to be largely increased on account of the division.
When men were compelled to choose between rival claimants
of the office, it was inevitable that there should arise a still

! Gregorovius, vi. 129, 130. Copious extracts from the Defensor Pacis,
which was the joint production of Marsilius of Padua and John of Jandum, the
Emperor Louis’s physician, are given by Gieseler, I1L. iv. c. 1. § 99, n. 15.
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deeper investigation into the origin and grounds of papal au-
thority. Inquirers reverted to the earlier ages of the Church, in
order to find both the causes and the cure of the dreadful evils
under which Christian society was suffering. More than one
jurist and theologian called attention to the ambition of the
popes for secular rule and to their oppressive domination over
the Church, as the prime fountain of this frightful disorder.

We have now to glance at the vigorous and prolonged en-
deavors, which proved for the most part abortive, to reform the
Church “in head and members.” Princes intervened to make
peace between popes, as popes had before intervened to make
peace between princes.! It is the era of the Reforming Coun-
cils of Pisa, Constance, and Basel, when, largely under the lead
of the Paris theologians, a reformation in the morals and ad-
ministration of the Church was sought through the agency of
these great assemblies.> The theory on which D’Ailly, Gerson,
and the other leaders who codperated with them, proceeded,
was that of episcopal, as contrasted with papal, supremacy.
The Pope was primate of the Church, but bishops derived their
authority and grace for the discharge of their office, not from
him, but from the same source as that from which he derived
his powers. The Church, when gathered together by its repre-
sentatives in a general council, is the supreme tribunal, to
which the Pope himself is subordinate and amenable. Their
aim was to reduce him to the rank of a constitutional instead
of an absolute monarch. The Gallican theologians held to an
infallibility residing somewhere in the Church; most of them,
and ultimately all of them, placing this infallibility in cecu-
menical councils. The flattering hopes under which the Council
of Pisa opened its proceedings were doomed to disappointment,
in consequence of the reluctance of the reformers to push
through their measures without a pope, and the failure of
Alexander V. to redeem the pledges which he had given them
prior to his election. Moreover, the schism continued, with
three popes in the room of two. The Council of Constance
began under the fairest auspices. The resolve to vote by nations
was a significant sign of a new order of things, and crushed the de-
sign of the flagitious Pope, John XXIII., to control the assembly
by the preponderance of Italian votes. Solemn declarations of

! Laurent, La Réforme, p. 29. 3 (1409-1443.)
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the supremacy and authority of the Council were adopted, and
were carried out in the actual deposition of the infamous Pope.
But the plans of reform were mostly wrecked on the same rock
on which they had broken at Pisa. A pope must be elected;
and Martin V., once chosen, by skillful management and by
separate arrangements with different princes, was able to undo,
to a great extent, the salutary work of the Council, and even
before its adjournment to reassert the very doctrine of papal
superiority which the Council had repudiated. The substantial
failure of this Council, the most august ecclesiastical assemblage
of the Middle Ages, to achieve reforms which thoughtful and
good men everywhere deemed indispensable, was a proof that
some more radical means’of reformation would have to be
adopted. But another grand effort in the same direction was
put forth; and the Council of Basel, notwithstanding that it
adopted numerous measures of a beneficent character, which
were acceptable to the Catholic nations, had at last no better
issue; for most of the advantages that were granted to them
and the concessions that were made by the popes, especially
to Germany, they contrived afterward, by adroit diplomacy,
to recall.

If we look at the condition of Europe in the fifteenth cen-
tury, after the time of the schism and the reforming councils,
we observe that political considerations preponderate in the
room of distinctly ecclesiastical motives and feelings.! Na-
tional rivalries and the ambition of princes are everywhere
prominent. The sovereigns of Europe are endeavoring to
augment their power at the expense of the Church, especially
by taking into their hands ecclesiastical appointments. It was
during the fifteenth century that the European monarchies
were acquiring a firm organization. In England the wars of
the Roses ended with the accession of Henry VII., and in his
son and successor the rights of both lines were united. In
France the century of strife with England had been followed
by the reduction of the great feudatories to subjection to the
crown. In Spain, Castile and Aragon were united by the mar-

! The controversy, during this period, between the advocates of the aristo-
cratic or Gallican and of the papal systems, is described, with copious citations
from t.hes polemical writers who participated in it, by Gieseler, Church History,
nr. v. i. § 136.
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riage of their sovereigns, and their kingdom was consolidated
by the conquest of Granada.

At this critical epoch, when it would have been in the highest
degree difficult for pontiffs devoted to the interests of religion
to breast the dominant spirit of nationalism, it appeared to be
the sole ambition of a series of popes to aggrandize their families
or to strengthen the states of the Church.! No longer absorbed
in any grand public object, like the crusades, they plotted and
fought to build up principalities in Italy for their relatives. To
the furtherance of such worldly schemes, they often applied the
treasures which they had procured by taxing the Church and
from the sale of church offices. e vicious character of several
of them augmented the scandal which this corrupt policy created.
Sixtus IV., aiming to found a principality for his nephew, —
or, according to Machiavelli, his illegitimate son Girolamo
Riario, — favored the conspiracy against the lives of Julian and
Lorenzo de Medici, which resulted in the assassination of the
former on the steps of the altar, during the celebration of high
mass. He then joined Naples in making war on Florence. In
order to gain Ferrara for his nephew, he first incited Venice to
war; but when his nephew went over to the side of Naples, the
Pope forsook his Venetian allies and excommunicated them.
Little regard was paid to this act, and his consequent chagrin
hastened his death. Innocent VIII., besides advancing the
fortunes of seven illegitimate children, and waging two wars
with Naples, received an annual tribute from the Sultan for
detaining his brother and rival in prison, instead of sending him
to lead a force against the Turks, the enemies of Christendom.
Alexander VI., whose wickedness brings to mind the dark days
of the Papacy in the tenth century, occupied himself in building

1 No adequate impression of the secularization of the Papacy can be gained
without the reference to the historical details. One of the specially valuable
works on the subject is ‘““The Cambridge Modern History, The Renaissance,”
vol. 1. p. 6563 seq. ch. xix., “The Eve of the Reformation,” by Henry C. Lea.
Another highly instructive work is the late Bishop Creighton’s History of the
Papacy during the Period of the Reformation, 5§ vols. (1882-1894). In particular
the period from 1420 to 1520 should be examined. The work of chief value from
Roman Catholic sources is that of Pastor, Geschichte der Pipste seit dem Ausgang
des Mittelalters ete. 3 vols. (1886 seq.); in the English translation, 6 vols. It
terminates at the death of Pope Julius II. (1513). The author had access to the
Vatican papers. It has the merit of relating frankly much of the evil in the lives
of the Popes during the period reviewed. See, for example, the pontificate of
Sixtus IV,
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up a principality for his favorite son, that monster of depravity,
Cesar Borgia, and in amassing treasures, by base and cruel
means, for the support of the licentious Roman Court. - He is
said to have died of the poison which he had caused to be pre-
pared for a rich cardinal, who bribed the head-cook to set it
before the Pope himself.")If Julius II. satisfied the ambition
of his family in a more peaceable way, he still found his enjoy-
ment in war and conquest, and made it his sole task to extend
the States of the Church. He organized alliances and defeated
one enemy after another, forcing Venice to succumb, and
not hesitating, old man as he was, to take the field himself,
in winter. Having brought in the French, and joined the
league of Cambray for the sake of subduing Venice, he called
to his side the Venetians for the expulsion of the French
(1510).

This absorption of the popes in selfish and secular schemes
was not in an age of ignorance, but just at the period when
learning had revived and when Europe had entered upon an
era of inventions and discoveries which were destined to put a
new face upon civilization. The demoralized condition of the
Church was a fact that could not fail to draw to itself general
attention.

Leo X., made a cardinal at the age of thirteen and pope at
thirty-seven, whose pontificate was to be signalized by the be-
ginning of the Reformation, was free from the revolting vices
which had degraded several of his near predecessors, and from
the violent and belligerent temper of Julius II., who immediately
preceded him.? Yet the influence of his character and policy
was calculated to strengthen the disaffection toward the Papacy.
Sarpi, in his “History of the Council of Trent,” after praising
the learning, taste, and liberality of Leo, remarks with fine wit,
that “he would have been a perfect Pope, if he had combined
with these qualities some knowledge of the affairs of religion
and a greater inclination to piety, for neither of which he mani-

! Germany embodied its complaints against the corrupt and extortionate ad-
ministration of Julius, as related to that country, in Gravamina. A revolt against
ecclesiastics, or a great defection from the Roman Church, like that of the Bo-
hemians, were declared to be imminent, if these evils were not corrected.—
Gieseler, m1. v. 1, § 135, n. 8.

3 There is no ground for believing the scandalous charges of immorality which
have been made against him. They are brought together from the original
sources in Bayle’s Dictionary.
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fested much concern.”' Even Pallavicini, the opponent of
Sarpi, laments that Leo called about him those whe were rather
familiar with the fables of Greece and the delights of the poets
than with the history of the Church and the doctrine of the
fathers. He deplores the devotion of Leo to profane studies,
to hunting, jesting, and pageants; to employments ill suited
to his exalted office. If he had been surrounded by theologians,
Pallavicini thinks that he wouldtmve been more cautious in
distributing indulgences and that-the heresies-of Luther might,
perhaps, have been quickly-suppressed by the writings of learned
men.* The Italian historians Muratori’ and Guicetardini, in
connection with their praise of Leo, state the misgivings that
were felt by wise men at the costly pomp which he displayed
at his coronation, and censure his laxity in the administration
of his office.* The chief pastor of the Church was seen to give
himself up to the fascinations of literature, art, and music. In
his gay and luxurious court, religion was a matter of subor-
dinate concern. Vast sums of money which were gathered from
Christian people were lavished upon his relatives.* Leo’s in-
fluence fostered what Ranke has well called “a sort of intel-
lectual sensuality.”

It is true that occasionally the interests of sovereigns moved
them tacitly to admit pretensions on the sides of the popes, that
were fast becoming obsolete. In 1452 Nicholas V. granted to
Alphonso, King of - Portugal, the privilege of subduing and
reducing to perpetual servitude, Saracens, Pagans, and other
infidels and enemies of Christ, and of appropriating to himself
all of their kingdoms, territories, and property of whatever sort,
public or private; and two years afterwards, by the same

' “E sarebbe stato un perfetto Pontefice, sc con queste avesse congiunto qualche
cognizione delle cose della religione, ed aliquanto piu d’inclinasione alla pieta,
dell’ una e dell’ altra delle quali non mostrava aver gran cura.’” Istoria del Con-
cilio Trid., lib. i. (tom. i. 5). Not very different is the estimate of a modern
Catholic writer: “Er besass herrliche Eigenschaften des Geistes und Herzens
eine feine Bildung, Kenntniss und Liebe fiir Kunst und Wissenschaft; aber fur
einen Papst war er viel zu vergnngungmcbhg, verschwenderisch und linder-
stuchtig.”” J. 1. Ritter, Kirchengeschichte, ii. 143.

3 Jstoria di Concilio di Trento, tom. i. hb i. c. ii.

3 Muratori, Annali d’ Italia, tom. xiv. 166. Guicciardini, Istoria d’ Italia,
tom. vi. p. 81. 8ee, also, tom. vii. pp. 108, 109.

¢ Ranke, Deutsche Geschichte, i. 255. Roscoe (Life of Leo X., iv. ch. xxiv.)
defends him against the imputation of unchastity, but does not conceal the
pleasure he took in buffoonery, and mildly regrets his double-dealing in his inter-
course with sovereigns.



40 THE REFORMATION

““apostolic authority,” he bestowed on him the new discoveries
on the westety coast of Africa. Alexander VI., in virtue of
rights derived from Peter to the Apostolic See, assumed to give
away, ‘“of his mere liberality,” to Ferdinand and Isabella, all
the newly discovered regions of America, from a line stretching
one hundred leagues westward of the Azores, and extending
“from the arctic to the antarctic pole.” Afterwards Ferdinand
allowed to the King of Portugal that this line should run three
hundred and seventy, instead of one hundred, leagues to the
west of the Azores. But the importance of the popes in this
period was chiefly dependent on their temporal power in Italy,
and on the political combinations which they were able to
organize. The concessions which they obtained from princes
were often of more apparent than real consequence. This fact
is illustrated in the surrender of the Pragmatic Sanction by
Francis 1. to Leo X. (1516).

In 1438, after the Council of Basel had passed its reforming
measures, Charles VII. assembled the clergy of France in a
great Synod at Bourges. Nearly two centuries before, that
devoted son of the Church, Louis IX., — St. Louis of France, —
had issued the famous Pragmatic Sanction, the charter of Gal-
lican liberties, by which interference with free elections to bene-
fices in France, and exactions and assessments of money on the
part of the popes, except on urgent occasions, and with the
king’s consent, were forbidden. With this example before them,
the Synod of Bourges asserted the rights of national churches,
not only above the Pope, but also. above the Council, a part
but not all of whose reformatory decrees it adopted. It declared
the Pope subject to a general council, and bound to convoke
a council every ten years. The right of nomination to benefices
was denicd to the Pope, except in a few instances specially re-
served, and appeals to him were restricted to the gravest cases.
Among the provisions of the Bourges Sanction was the denun-
ciation of annates and first-fruits as simony. The efforts of
Pius II. and Paul II. to procure the repeal of the Pragmatic
Sanction were steadily resisted by the Parliament of Paris.
When, therefore, Leo X. succeeded in obtaining from Francis I.,
after his victorious campaign in Italy, the abandonment of the
Sanction, it seemed to be a great advance on the side of the
Papacy. In reality, however, although the Gallican Church
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was robbed of its liberties, the Pope gained only the annates,
while the power of nominating to the great benefices fell to the
king. Moreover, the coercion that was required to bring the
Parliament to register the new Concordat, and the indignation
which it awakened throughout France, proved that it resulted
from no change in the sentiments of the nation.

The long struggle of Francis I. and Charles V., and the way
in which it affected the fortunes of Protestantism, afford a con-
stant illustration of the predominance which had been gained
by secular and political, over purely ecclesiastical interests.
There were critical moments when not only the King and the
Emperor, but the Pope also, were led froin motives of policy to
become the virtual allies of the Protestant cause.

It is a striking incident, and yet illustrative of the spirit of
the age, that the Emperor Maximilian sent word to the Elector
Frederic of Saxony to take good care of Luther — ‘we might,
perhaps, have need of him some time or other.”* For fear that
Charles V. would be too much strengthened by the destruction
of the Protestant League of Smalcald, Pope Paul III. recalled
the troops which he had lent to the Emperor, and encouraged
Francis 1. to prosecute his design of aiding the Protestants.
The Pope sent a message to the French king, “to help those
who were not yet beaten.” At the moment when the Protestant
cause might seem to be on the verge of extinction, the Pope and
the King of France appear as its defenders. Francis even
sought to make the Turks his allies in his struggle against
the Emperor. What a change was this from the days when
the princes and nations of Europe were banded together, at the
call of the Church, to wrest the holy places from the infidels!?

Thus, at the beginning of the sixteenth century, there are
two facts which arrest attention: —

First, the development and consolidation of the nations, in
their separate individuality, each with its own language, culture,
laws, and institutions, and animated by a national spirit that
chafed under foreign ecclesiastical control.

Secondly, the secularizing of the Papacy. The popes had
virtually renounced the lofty position which they still assumed
to hold, and which, to a certain extent, they had once really

1 Ranke, Deutsch. Gsch., i. 216, History of the Popes, i. 86.
3 Ranke, Deutsch. Gsch., i. 83.
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held, of moral and religious guardians of society. As temporal
rulers, they were immersed in political contests and schemes of
ambition. To further these, they prostituted the opportunities
afforded by their spiritual function, and by the traditional
reverence of men, which, though weakened, was still powerful,
for their episcopal authority. It was unavoidable that they
and their office with them, should sink in public esteem. “Dur-
ing the Middle Ages,” says Coleridge, the Papacy was another
name “for a confederation of learned men in the west of Europe
against the barbarism and ignorance of the times. The Pope
was the chief of this confederacy; and, so long as he retained
that character, his power was just and irresistible. It was the
principal means of preserving for us and for all posterity all that
we now have of the illumination of past ages. But as soon as
the Pope made a separation between his character as premier
clerk in Christendom and as a secular prince — as soon as he
began to squabble for towns and castles — then he at once broke
the charm, and gave birth to a revolution.” “Everywhere,
but especially throughout the North of Europe, the breach of
feeling and sympathy went on widening; so that all Germany,
England, Scotland, and other countries, started, like giants
out of their sleep, at the first blast of Luther’s trumpet.” *

! Table Talk (July 24, 1830). Almost the same statement as to the moral
fall of the Papacy is made by a fair-minded Catholic historian. He traces its
decline from the Babylonian captivity, through the period of the Reforming
Councils, and the reign of Julius II. and the popes of the house of Medici. ‘‘Bis
dahin hatten die Papste durch ihr Vermittleramt Gber den Fiirsten gestanden;
jetzt aber stellten sie sich denselben gleich und erweckten, durch ihre Lander-
und Kriegslust, Neid und Hass gegen sich. 8o war die ganse moralische Kraft,
wodurch Rom seit vier Jahrhunderten die Welt beherracht hatte, un
und es bediirfte nur eines kramgen Stosses, um sie iber den Haufen su werfen.”
J. L Ritter, Kirchengeschichte, ii. 143,



CHAPTER III

SPECIAL CAUSES AND OMENS OF AN ECCLESIASTICAL REVOLU-
TION PRIOR TO THE BIXTEENTH CENTURY

THE medizval type of religion, in contrast with primitive
Christianity, is pervaded by a certain legalism. Everything
is prescribed, reduced to rule, subjected to authority. Medizval
Catholicism may be contemplated under the three departments
of dogma, of pality, and of Christiap life, under which modes of
worship are included.! Under this last comprehensive rubric,
monasticism, for example, which springs out of a certain con-
ception of the Christian life, belongs. The dogmatic system,
as elaborated by the schoolmen from the materials furnished
by tradition and sanctioned by the Church, constituted a vast
body of doctrine, which every Christian was bound to accept
in all its particulars. The polity of the Church lodged all gov-
ernment in the hands of a superior class, the priesthood, who
were the commissioned, indispensable almoners of divine grace.
The worship centered in the sacrifice of the mass, a constantly
repeated miracle wrought by the hands of the priest. In the
idea of the Christian life, the visible act was made to count for
so much, ceremonies were so multiplied and so highly valued,
that a character of externality was stamped upon the method
of salvation. Salvation, instead of being a purely gratuitous
act, flowing from the mercy of God, was connected with human
merit. The quantitative, as opposed to the qualitative standard
of excellence, the disposition to lay stress on performances and
abstinences, instead of the spirit or principle at the foundation
of the whole life, lay at the root of celibacy and the monastic
institutions. The masses, pilgrimages, fastings, flagellations,
prayers to saints, homage to their relics and images, and similar
features so prominent in mediseval piety, illustrate its essential

! Ullmann, Reformatoren vor der Reformation, i. p. 13 seq.
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character. Christianity was converted into an external ordi-
nance, into a round of observances."

The reaction which manifested itself from time to time
within the Church, anterior to the Reformation, might have a
special relation to either of the constituent elements of the
medieval system, or it might be directed against them all
together. It might appear in the form of dissent from the pre-
vailing dogmas, especially from the doctrine of human merit
in salvation; it might be leveled against the priesthood as usurp-
ing a function not given them in the Gospel, and as departing
in various ways from the primitive idea of the Christian ministry,
it might take the form of an explicit or indirect resistance to
the exaggerated esteem of rites and ceremonies and austerities.
In either of these directions the spiritual element of Christianity,
which had become overlaid and cramped by traditions, might
appear as an antagonistic or silently renovating force. A
general progress of intelligence, especially if it should lead
to the study of early Christianity, would tend to the same
result.

The forerunners of the Reformation have been properly
divided into two classes.? The first of them consists of .the
men who, in the quiet path of theological research and teaching,
or by practical exertions in behalf of a contemplative, spiritual
tone of piety, were undermining the traditional system. The
second embraces the names of men who are better known, for
the reason that they attempted to carry out their ideas prac-
tically in the way of effecting ecclesiastical changes. The first
class are more obscure, but were not less influential in preparing
the ground for the Reformation. Protestantism was a return to
the Scriptures as the authentic source of Christian knowledge
and to the principle that salvation, that that inward peace, is
not from the Church or from human works ethical or ceremonial,
but through Christ alone, received by the soul in an act of
trust. Whoever, whether in the chair of theology, in the pulpit,
through the devotional treatise, or by fostering the study of
languages and of history, or in perilous combat with ecclesi-
astical abuses, attracted the minds of men to the Secriptures

! This fact is well represented by Ullmann, Reformatoren vor der Reformation,
i. p. xiii. seq., p. 8 seq.
3 Ullmann, i. p. 15 seq.
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and to a more spiritual conception of religion, was, in a greater
or less measure, a reformer before the Reformation.

In the preceding chapter we have reviewed the rise of the
hierarchical order, and have noticed one of the main causes, the
tendency to centralization, the spirit of nationalism, which had
weakened the authority of the clergy, and especially, at the
beginning of the sixteenth century, had materially reduced the
power of the Papacy.

We have now to direct attention to various special causes
and omens, earlier and later, of an approaching revolution,
which would affect not only the polity but the entire religious
system of the medieval Church.

I. Among these phenomena is to be mentioned the rise of
antl-sacerdotal sects which sprang up as early as the eleventh
century, but flourished chiefly in the twelfth and thirteenth.
These indicated a widespread dissatisfaction with the worldli-
ness of the clergy, and with prelatical government in the Church.
There were individuals, like Peter of Bruys, himself a priest, and
Henry the Deacon, a monk of Clugny, who, in the earlier part
of the twelfth century, made a great disturbance in Southern
France by vehement »nvectives against the immoralities of
the priesthood and their usurped dominion. The simultaneous
appearance of persons of this character, whose impassioned ha-
rangues won for them namerous adherents, shows that the popu-
lar reverence for the clergy was shaken. Conspicuous among
the sectaries of this period are the Catharists, who were found in
several countries, but were most numerous in the cities of North
Italy and of the south of France. The dualism of the ancient
Manicheans and of the later Paulicians — the theory that the
empire of the world is divided between two antagonistic prin-
ciples — together with the asceticism that grows out of it, re-
appears in a group of sects, which wear different names in the
various regions where they are found.! They are characterized

! Upon the origin and mutual relation of these sects, their tenets, and their
relation to the ea.rher dualmtlc heresies, see Neander, Church History, iv. 562
seq.; Gieseler, Kirch hichte, mri. iii. 7, § 87; Milman, History of Latin
Christianity, v 156 seq Baur, Kirchengeschichte, iii. 489 seq.; Schmidt, Hiat.
et Doctrine de la Secte des Cathares (Paris, 1849), and article * Katharer" in Herzog’s
Real-Encyclopidie; Hahn, Geschichte d. Ketzer im Mittelalter, i.; Maitland, Facts
and Documents illustrative of the History, etc., of the Albigenses and the Waldepm
(1832) ; also, Eight Essays (Lond. 1852). Déllinger, Beitrige zur Sektengeschichte
des Mittelalters (Munich, 1890).
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in common by a renunciation of the authority of the priesthood.
In Southern France, where they acquired the name of Albigen-
ses, they were well organized, and were protected by powerful
laymen. The poems of the troubadours show to what extent
the clergy had fallen into disrepute in this wealthy and flourish-
ing district.'! In the extensive, opulent, and most civilized
portion of France, which formed the dominion of the Count of
Toulouse, the old religion was virtually supplanted by the new
sect. The Albigensian preachers, who mingled with their het-
erodox tenets a sincere zeal for purity of life, were heard with
favor by all classes. The extirpation of this numerous and
formidable sect was accomplished only through a bloody cru-
sade, that was set on foot under the auspices of Innocent III.,
and was followed by the efforts of the Inquisition, which here
had its beginning.? The Albigenses, in their opposition to the
authority of ecclesiastical tradition and of the hierarchy, and
in their rejection of pilgrimages and of certain practices, like
the worship of saints and images, anticipated the Protestant
doctrine; although in other respects their creed is even more
at variance with the spirit of Protestantism than is that of their
opponents. It is interesting to observe that at the moment
when the Papacy appeared to be at the zenith of its power, a
rebellion broke out, which could only be put down by a great
exertion of military force, and by brutalities which have left
an indelible stain upon those who instigated them.?

The Waldenses, a party not tainted with Manichean doctrine,
and distinet from the Catharists, arose in 1170, under the lead
of Peter Waldo, of Lyons. Finding themselves forbidden to
preach in a simple manner, after the example of the Apostles,
the “Poor Men of Lyons,” as they were styled, made a stand
against the exclusive right of the clergy to teach the Gospel.
Although the Waldenses are not of so high antiquity as was
often supposed, since they do not reach further back than Waldo,

1 Milman, Latin Christianity, v. 164. See, also, p. 137.

2 4]t was & war,” says Guizot, ‘‘between feudal France and municipal
France.”” History of Civilization, lect. x.

3 The distinguished Catholic theologian, Hefele, in the Kirchen-Lexikon, art.
‘“ Albigenses,”” endeavors to lessen the responsibility of the Pope and the ec-
clesiastical authorities for the Albigensian massacres. But this is possible only
to a very limited extent. It was not until frightful atrocities had been com-
mitted, that an attempt was made to curb the ferocity which had been excited
by the most urgent appeals.
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and although they were far less enlightened as to doctrine than
they became after they had been brought in contact with Prot-
estantism, yet their attachment to the Scriptures, and their
opposition to clerical usurpation and profligacy, entitle them
to a place among the precursors of the Reformation.! Wher-
ever they went, they kindled among the people the desire to
read the Bible. The principal theater of their labors was Milan,
and other places in the north of Italy and the south of France,
where the hierarchy had a weaker hold on the people, and where
many who were disgusted with the priesthood were likewise
repelled by the obnoxious theology of the Catharists.

The departure of the Franciscans from the rule of poverty
led the stricter party in that order to break off; and all efforts
to heal the schism proved ineffectual. The Spirituals, as the
stricter sect were called, in their zeal against ecclesiastical cor-
ruption did not spare the Roman Church; and they, especially
the lay brethren among them, the Fratricelli, were delivered
over to the Inquisition.

At the end of the twelfth century there were formed in the
Netherlands societies of praying women, calling themselves
Beguines, who led a life of devotion without monastic vows.
Similar societies of men, who were called Beghards, were after-
wards formed. Many of both classes, for the sake of protection,
connected themselves with the Tertiaries of the monastic orders.
Many, following the rule of poverty, became mendicants along
the Rhine and perhaps, through the influence of the sect of
the Free Spirit —a Pantheistic sect — adopted heretical opin-
ions; so that the names Beguine and Beghard, outside of the
Netherlands, became synonymous with heretic. A swarm
of enthusiasts and fanatics, known by these appellations,
cherished a sincere hostility to the corrupt administration of
the Church.

The existence and the number of this species of sectaries,
whom the Inquisition could not extirpate, and who, it should

! The principal works which have served to settle disputed points respecting
the Wa.ldenses are Dieckhoff, Die Waldenser im Mittelalter (1851); Herzog, Die

hen W ald. (1853). Herzog has brought forward new information
in hll article on the Waldenses in his Real-Encyclopidie. See, also, Comba,
History of the W aldenses of Italy (1889). The discovery of the manuscript of
the Nobla Leyczon rendered it highly probsble that this poem .was composed

in the fifteenth century. That the Waldenses had no existence prior to Waldo,
is ccnceded at present by competent scholars.
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be observed, were mostly plain and unlearned people, prove
that a profound dissatisfaction with the existing order of things,
and a deep craving, mingled though it was with ignorance and
superstition, for the restoration of a more simple and apostolic
type of Christianity, had penetrated the lower orders of society.
Formerly they who were offended by the wealth and worldly
temper of the clergy, had found relief by retreating to the aus-
terities of monastic life within the Church. But the monastic
societies, each in its turn, as they grew older, fell into the luxu-
rious ways from which their founders had been anxious to escape.
Now, as we approach the epoch of the Reformation, we observe
the tendency of this sort of disaffection to embody itself in sects
which assume a questionable or openly inimical attitude towards
the Church. Yet it is well that the ecclesiastical revolution was
not left for them to accomplish, but was reserved for enlightened
and sober-minded men, who would know how to build up as
well as to destroy.

II. The Conservative Reformers, the champions of the lib-
eral, episcopal, or Gallican, as contrasted with the papal, con-
ception of the hierarchy; the leaders in the reforming councils,
both by what these eminent men achieved and by what they
failed to achieve, prepared the way for the great change from
which they themselves would have recoiled in dismay. In carry-
ing forward their battle they were led to expose with unsparing
severity the errors and crimes, as well as the enormous usurpa-
tions of authority, with which the popes were chargeable. This
could not but essentially lower the respect of men for the papal
office itself. At the same time the discomfiture of these reform-
ers, as far as their principal attempt is concerned, to reform the
Church “in head and members,” a discomfiture effected by the
persistency and dexterity of the popes and their active adherents,
could not fail to leave the impression on many minds that a
more stringent remedy would have to be sought for the unbear-
able grievances under which the Church labored. It must not
be forgotten, however, that Gerson, D’Ailly, and their compeers,
were as firmly wedded to the doctrine of a priesthood in the
Church, and to the traditional dogmatic system, as were their
opponents. At Constance, the Paris theologians almost out-
stripped their papal antagonists in the violent treatment of
Huss during the sessions of the Council, and in the alacrity with
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which they condemned him and Jerome of Prague to the stake.
It was a reformation of morals, not of doctrine, at which they
~aimed; the distribution, but not the destruction, of priestly
authority.

III. But there were individuals before, and long before the
time of Luther, who are appropriately called radical reformers;
men who, in essential points, anticipated the Protestant move-
ment. There were conspicuous efforts which, if they proved to
a considerable extent abortive at the moment, left seed to riper
afterwards, and were the harbinger of more effectual measures
Of all this class of reformers before the Reformation, John Wick-
liffe is the most remarkable.! Living in the midst of the four-
teenth century, nearly a hundred and fifty years before Luther;
not an obscure or illiterate man, but a trained theologian, a
Professor at Oxford; not hiding his opinions, but proclaiming
them with boldness; he, neverth¥less, took the position not only
of a Protestant, but, in many mﬁs ticulars, of a Puri-
tan. In his principal work he-affiyms’that no wntmg, not even
a papal decree, has apy vahdlt urther than it is founded on
the Holy Scnptuneg he detﬁes tramsubstantiation, and attrib-
utes the origin o th:étiogma: to the substitution of a belief in
papal declarat{ for belief in the Bible; he asserts that in the
primitive Church there were but two sorts of clergy; doubts
the Secriptural warrant for the rites of confirmation and extreme
unction; would have all interference with civil affairs and tem-
poral authority interdicted to the clergy; speaks against the
necessity of auricular confession; avers that the exercise of the
power to bind and loose is of no effect, save frhen it is conformed
to the judgment of Christ; is opposed to the multiplied ranks of
the clergy — popes, cardinals, patriarchs, monks, canons, and
the rest; repudiates the doctrine of indulgences and super-
erogatory merits, the doctrine of the excellence of poverty, as
that was held and as it lay at the foundation of the mendicant
orders; and he sets himself against artificial church music,
pictures in worship, consecration with the use of oil and salt,

' Life and Sufferings of John Wicklif, by J. Lewis (Oxford, 1820); Life of
Wicklif, by Charles Webb Le Bas (1846); John de Wycliffe, a Monograph, by
Robert Vaughan, D.D. (London, 1853); Weber, Geschichte der akatholischen
Kirchen u. Secten von Gross-Briltanien, i. 62 seq.; Hardwick, History of the
Christian Church: Middle Age, p. 402 seq. G. Lechler, Johann von Wiclif (1873);

W. W.Capes, The English Church in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Centuries, p. 109
seq. (1900).
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canonization, pilgrimages, church asylums for criminals, celibacy
of the clergy.! Almost every distinguishing feature of the
medizval and papal church, as contrasted with the Protestant, is
directly disowned and combated by Wickliffe. How was it
possible that he could do this so long, in that age, with compara-
tive impunity, and die at last in his bed, when so many whom
he immeasurably outstripped in his reformatory ideas paid for
their dissent with their lives? The reason is found partly in
the fact that he identified himself with the University of Oxford,
and with the secular or parish clergy in their struggle against
the aspiring mendicant orders, and still more in the fact that
he stood forth in the character of a champion of civil and kingly
authority, against ecclesiastical encroachments. He was pro-
tected by Edward III., whose cause against papal tyranny he

had supported; and after Edward’s death, by powerful nobles.-

He was strong enough to withstand the opposition to his work
of translating the Bible, and publicly to defend the right of the
people to have the Scriptures in their own tongue. Not until
the reign of Henry V., when the relation of the kings to the clergy
was changed, was the persecution of the Wickliffites, or Lol
lards, as they were called, vigorously undertaken. They were
not exterminated; but the principles of Wickliffe continued to
have adherents in the poor and obscure classes in England,
down to the outbreaking of the Protestant movement. It is re-
markable that Wickliffe predicted that among the monks them-
selves there would arise persons who would abandon their false
interpretations of Christianity, and, returning to the original reli-
gion of Christ, would build up the Church in the spirit of Paul.?

In the same rank with Wickliffe stands the name of John
Huss.? Before him in Bohemia there had appeared Militz and

! Large extracts from the T'rialogus are in Gieseler, 111. iv. 8. § 125, n. 1. An
analysis of it is given in Turner, History of England, v.

2 The following passage is from the Trialogus: ‘‘S8uppono autem quod aliqui
fratres, quos Deus docere dignatur, ad religionem primsvam Christi devotius
convertentur, et relicta sua perfidia, sive obtenta sive petita Antichristi licentia,
redibunt libere ad religionem Christi primevam, et tunc mdificabunt ecclesiam
sicut Paulus.”” See Neander, v. 172.

3 Historia e¢ Monumenta Jo. Hus et Hieron. Pragensis (1715); Palacky,
Documenta Magistri J. Hus, and the Geschichte Bohmens by the same author;
Neander, Church History, v. 235 seq. ; Gillett, Life and Times of John Huss (1871) ;
the works of Van der Hardt and Lenfant upon the Council of Constance; L.
Krummel, Geschichte d. Bﬁhmudt Reformat. im XV. Jahrh. (1866) Wmenberg,
Dre grossen Kirch des XV. u. XVI. Jahrh. (vol. ii. 1840); Cser
wenka, Gach. der Evang. Kirche in Bohmen, 2 vols. Leipsig, 1869-70.




WICKLIFFE AND HUSS 51

Conrad of Waldhausen, preachers animated with the fiery zeal
of prophets, and lifting up their voices, in the face of persecu-
tion, against the corruption of religion.! Still more was Huss
indebted to Matthias of Janow, whose ideas respecting the
Church and the relations of clergy to laity involved the germs
of changes more radical than he himself perceived. Huss was
strongly influenced, likewise, by the writings of Wickliffe, and
was active in disseminating them. The Bohemian reformer
had less theological acumen than the English, with whom he
agreed in his advocacy of philosophical realism and predestina-
tion; nor did he go so far on the road of doctrinal innovation;
since Huss, to the last, was a believer in transubstantiation.
But in his conception of the functions and duties of the clergy,
in his zeal for practical holiness, and in his exaltation of the
Scriptures above the dogmas and ordinances of the Church, in
moral excellence and heroism of character, Huss was outdone
by none of the reformers before or since. Luther, when he was
a monk, accidentally fell upon a volume of the sermons of Huss,
in the convent library of Erfurt, and was struck with wonder
that the author of such sentiments as they contained should
have been put to death for heresy. In the attitude which Huss
assumed before the Council of Constance, there was involved
the assertion of one of the distinctive principles of Protestant-
ism — that of the right of private judgment. He was com-
manded to retract his avowals of opinion, and this he refused
to do until he could be convinced by argument and by citations
from Scripture that his opinions were erroneous. That is, he
went behind the authority of the Council. This itself, in their
eyes, amounted to flagrant heresy, and was sufficient to con-
demn him. It was a repudiation, on his side, of the principle
of Church authority, which was a vital part of the ecclesiastical
system. The cruel execution of Huss (1415) and of Jerome,
especially as the former had rested on the Emperor’s safe-con-
duct, excited a storm of wrath among their countrymen and
adherents.? Bohemia was long the theater of violent agitation

? Neander, v. 173 seq.; Jordan, Vorliufer des Hussitenthums in Bohmen
(Leipzig, 1846).

3 That there was no violation of the safe-conduct is assumed by Palacky,
Gesch. Bohmens, and is maintained by Hefele, Conciliengeschichte, vii. For a
veview of Hefele and a discussion of this point, see New Englander, April, 1870.
One of the principal offenses of Huss, in the eyes of the Council and of many
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and of civil war. Repeated crusades were undertaken against
the Hussites, but resulted in the defeat of the assailants. More
pacific measures, .coupled with internal conflicts in their own
body, finally reduced their strength and left them a prey to
their persecutors; but the Bohemian brethren, an offshoot
from the more radical of the Hussite parties, continued to
exist in separation from the Church; and in their confes-
sions, drawn up at the beginning of the sixteenth century,
they reject transubstantiation, purgatory, and the worship of

saints.
Other names exist, less renowned than those of Wickliffe
and Huss, but equally deserving to be inscribed among the
J heralds of the Reformation. Among them is John Wessel, who
was connected at different times with the Universities of Co-
logne, Louvain, Paris, and Heidelberg, as a teacher of theology,
and died in 1489.! He set forth in explicit and emphatic lan-
guage the doctrine of justification by faith alene. Against the
alleged infallibility of bishops and pontiffs, he avers that many
of the greatest popes have fallen into pestilent errors both of
doctrine and practice; giving as examples, Benedict XIII.,
Boniface IX., John XXIII., Pius II., and Sixtus IV. It has
been said that there is scarcely a fundamental tenet of the
reformers which Wessel did not avow. Luther, in his preface
to a collection of several of Wessel’s treatises, declares him to
have been a man of admirable genius, a rare and great soul,
and so far in accord with him as to doctrine, that if he had
read sooner the words of Wessel, it might have been plausibly
said by his enemies that he had borrowed everything from

them.
A man whose doctrinal position was far less diverse from

writers since, was the doctrine, lmputed to him, that prelates and magistrates
separated from Christ by mortal sin, really cease to be invested with their offices.
This was thought to strike at the foundations of all civil and ecclesiastical author-
ity. But Huss explained to the Council that, in his view, such persons are still
to be recognized quoad officium, though not quoad meritum. They are destitute
of the ethical character that forms the moral essence of the office, though still
exercising its functions. See, on this important question, Palacky, 1. i. 353;
Krummel, p. 519; Wessenburg, ii. 171; also, Hefele, Conciliengeschichte, vi1.
i. 163. To Wickliffe were imputed similar opinions. Only those in a state of
grace, he held, can possess property ; others may occupy but not have.— Gieseler,
L. iv. e. viii. 5125 n. 18; Schrockh, Kirchengeschichte, xxxiv. 536.

! The career of Wessel and his pnncxples are fully described by Ullmann,
vol. ii. pp. 287-642. For the reformatory opinions of John of Goch and John
of Wessel, see Ullmann, and Gieseler, 111. v. 5, § 153.



RADICAL REFORMERS 63

the current system, but who must be ranked among the noted
precursors of the Reformation, is Savonarola.! From 1489 to
his death in 1498, he lived at Florence, and for a while, by the
force of his intellectual and moral character, and by his com-
manding eloquence, exerted a ruling influence in the affairs
of the city. He was largely instrumental in the expulsion
of the house of Medici from Florence. Against their tyranny
and the immoralities which they fostered he directed from the
pulpit his sharp invectives. On the invasion of the French
under Charles VIII., which Savonarola had predicted, he was
able, through the personal respect, amounting to awe, with
which he inspired the king, to render important services to
Florence. His position there resembled that which Calvin
long maintained at Geneva. A Dominican, stimulated to
stricter asceticism by the demoralized condition of the Church
and of society, he poured out his rebukes without stint, until
the political and religious elements that were combined against
him, effected his destruction.? He had pronounced the excom-
munication, which was issued against him by the flagitious
Alexander VI., void, had declared that it was from the devil,
and he had continued to preach against the papal prohibition.
In prison he composed a tract upon the fifty-first psalm, in
which he comes so near the Protestant views of justification
that Luther published it with a laudatory preface. Savonarola

! The two principal German biographies of Savonarola are by Rudelbach
(Hamburg, 1835) and Meier (Berlin, 1836), the former of which treats prin-
cipally of Savonarola’s doctrine, the latter of the events of his career. From
the French we have Jérome Savonarola, sa Vie, ses Prédications, ses Ecrits, par
P. T. Perrens (Paris, 1853). An extremely valuable life of S8avonarola is that
by Villari— La Storia de Girolamo Savonarola e de’ suoi tempi, narrata da Pas-
quale Villari con V'aiuto di nuovi documenti (Firenze, 1859). Villari, in his Pref-
azione, criticises the previous biographers, including the English work by Madden.
He considers that Rudelbach and others have exaggerated the Protestant ten-
dencies of the great Dominican; that he adhered substantially to the dogmatic
system of the Church, though hostile to papal absolutism. Villari vindicates him
againat the common imputation of a demagogical temper and exhibits him as a
thorough patriot. He also shows that SBavonarola’s vacillation under torture was
only in reference to the source of his prophecies, whether natural or supernatural ;
» point on which he had cherished no uniform conviction. An instructive and
brilliant article by Milman (written prior to the publication of Villari’s Life)
appeared in the Quarterly Review (1859). See, also, E. Armstrong, in Cambridge
Modern History, i. 144 seq. Romola, by George Eliot (Mrs. Lewes), one of the
most remarkable novels of the recent times, presents a striking picture of Savona-
rols and of Florentine life in his time.

3 For an example of his denunciation of the venality and other sins of the
clergy, see Villari, ii. 80: ‘‘Vendono i benefizi, vendono i sacramenti, vendono le
messe dei matrimonii, vendono ogni cosa,” etc.
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did not despair of the cause for which he laid down his life, but
predicted a coming Reformation.

IV. We turn now to another class of men who powerfully,
though indirectly, paved the way for the Protestant Revolu-
tion — the Mystics.!

Mysticism had developed itself all through the scholastic
period, in individuals of profound religious feeling, to whom the
exclusively dialectical tendency was repugnant. Such men were
St. Bernard, Bonaventura, and the school of St. Victor. An-
selm himself, the father of the schoolmen, mingled with his
logical habit a mystical vein, and this combination was in fact
characteristic of the best of the scholastic theologians. But
with the decline of scholasticism, partly as a cause and partly
as an effect, mysticism assumed a& more distinct shape. The
characteristic of the Mystics is the life of feeling; the preference
of intuition to logic, the quest for knowledge through light im-
parted to feeling rather than by processes of the intellect; the
indwelling of God in the soul, elevated to a holy calm by the
consciousness of His presence; absolute self-renunciation and
the absorption of the human will into the divine; the ecstatic
mood. The theory of the Mystic may easily slide into panthe-
ism, where the union of the human spirit with the divine is
resolved into the identification of the two.? This tendency is
perceptible in one class of the ante-Protestant Mystics, of which
Master Eckart is a prominent representative. He was Provin-
cial of the Dominicans for Saxony; the scene of his labors was in
the neighborhood of the Rhine, and he died about 1329. Affili-
ated societies calling themselves the Friends of God, although
they formed no sect, grew up in the south and west of Germany
and in the Netherlands. They made religion center in a calm
devoutness, in disinterested love to God and in labors of benevo-
lence. It was in Cologne, Strasburg, and in other places in the
neighborhood of the Rhine, that the preachers of this class chiefly
flourished. Of them the most eminent is John Tauler (1290-

3 Upon the Mystics, besides Ullmann’s work, Die Reformatoren vor der Re-
formation, and Neander, v. 380 seq., see C. Schmidt, sur le Mysticisms
Allemand au XIV. siécle (1847); Helﬂ'ench Dre chndl Mystik (1842); Noack,
Gesch. d. Mystik (1863); R. A. Vaugln.n, Hours with the Mystics (1856).

2 On the nature of mysticism, see Ritter, Gesch. d. christl. Philosophis, iv. 626
seq. Ritter explains especially the ideas of Gerson. See, also, Hase, Hufterus
Redivivus.
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1361), Doctor sublimis et illuminatus, as he was styled, a pupil
of Eckart, but an opposer of pantheism and a preacher of evan-
gelical fervor.! To him Luther erroneously ascribed the little
book which emanated from some member of this mystical school,
called “The German Theology,” a book which Luther published
anew in 1516, and from which he said that, next to the Bible
and St. Augustine, he had learned more than from any other
book of what God, Christ, man, and all things are. The Mystics
were eagerly heard by thousands who yearned for a more vital
kind of religion than the Church had afforded them. The “Imi-
tation of Christ,” by Thomas & Kempis, a work which has prob-
ably had a larger circulation than any other except the Bible, is
a fine example of the characteristic spirit of the mystical school.?
The reformatory effect of the Mystics was twofold : they weak-
ened the influence of the scholastic system and called men away
from a dogmatic religion to something more inward and spiritual ;
and their labors, likewise, tended to break up the excessive es-
teem of outward sacraments and ceremonies. Standing within
the Church and making no quarrel with it, they were thus pre-
paring the ground, especially in Germany, through the whole of
the fourteenth century, for the Protestant reform. With these
pioneers of reform, and not with men like Huss and Wickliffe,
the religious training of Luther and his great movement have a
direct historical connection.

In speaking of the causes leading to the Reformation, it is
natural to associate with this term the renouncing of papal
authority or of one or more of the dogmas in the creed of the
Church of Rome. It must be remembered, however, and has
been already discerned, that social movements characteristic of
the Renaissance period had sometimes partakers in them, often
not a few, who did not waver in their professed fealty to the
Roman See. Due credit must be given to individuals or asso-
ciations of this class for everything meritorious in aim or
influence. Numerous sincere Mystics were trained at De-
venter, the School of the Brothers of Common Life. Among

1 C. Schmidt, Johannes Tauler von Strasburg (1841); Life of Tauler, with
Twenty-five of his Sermons, translated from the German by Susanns Wink-
worth, to which are added a preface by Rev. C. Kingsley, and an introduction
by Rev. R. D. Hitchcock, D.D. (New York, 1858).

? Upon the authorship of this work, see Gieseler, 1. v. 4. § 146; Ullmann,
ii. 711 seq.; Bchmidt in Herzog’s Real-Encydl.
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those taught there, if Erasmus was the foremost man of genius,
he was far from being the sole man of note who had been
a pupil there. It was an earnest preacher, Gerard Groot, by
whom the first steps were taken in its origin.' He collected
about him a group of young men who looked forward to the
attainment of the spiritual attainments requisite for ecclesi-
astic office. Pious laymen were permitted to join them. Like
gatherings in the Netherlands and North Germany made it a
principal aim to educate the people and to promote spiritual
religion among devout monks and clergy. They likewise en-
gaged in copying manuscripts of Scriptures and of the Fathers.
They were concerned in promoting the study of antiquity and,
in general, to increase and diffuse religious knowledge. For
Christian sisters as well as for males houses were established.
In their houses and schools they made it their aim to cultivate
a true piety after their own ideal. The Brethren were signally
successful in their disinterested, spiritual exertions.

A new era in the intellectual life of Germany was attendant
on Gutenberg’s use of the printing press and movable types
(about 1450) — a new era, in fact, in all Christendom. Co-
incident with the rise of this new period is the career of Car-
dinal Nicholas Cues, — or Cusanus, whose family name was
Krebs, — more honored for his life and labors, especially by
his fellow-churchmen, than any other of the class reformers
adhering to the Papal See of whom we have spoken.? Cues, a
place near Treves, was his birthplace. Hence the name
“Nicholas Cusanus.”

He died in 1464. After leaving the Brothers’ House at
Deventer, he began the study of law at Padua, which he gave
up to take up the study of theology. He became an Archdeacon,
and took part in the Council of Basel, where at first, both orally

! The history and charaoteristics of the Brethren of Common Life are fully
set forth in Hauck’s Realmcyklopadw fir Theologié u. Kirche, vol. iii. p. 472 sqq.
Briefer sketches are given, e.g. in Kurts. Kirchengest., vol. i. § 113, 9. Miiller,

Kirchengest., B and II, 2d Heft. Miiller, History of the Church, Engl transl.,
Middle Agea, pp. 409 sqq., 538.

* A full account of Cusanus may be read in the work of Johannes Janssen,
Hyistory of the German People at the Close of the Middle Ages, English translation,
2 vols. (1897). In connection with Janssen’s history of this period, the critical
review of it by Protestant authors are entitled to attention, especially Késtlin.
See, also, ““Cambridge Modern History,” vol. i. The Renaissance, p. 628 seq. The
account of Cusanus, given by Pastor in his History of the Popes in the Renais-
sance, is by a Roman Catholic author of merit.
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and in writing, he advocated the view that the Council takes
rank above the Pope, but later he adopted the opposite view.
On account of his erudition, his cleverness, and rhetorical gift,
he was employed by Pope Eugene IV. in diplomatic missions
and other transactions, and in the successful sale of Indulgences
in Germany for the rebuilding of St. Peter’s Church. In 1448 he
was made by Eugene a Cardinal. He was held in honor for
his virtues as a priest. For years he traveled as an apostle
and an industrious reformer, reviving ecclesiastical discipline,
preaching to the clergy and people, promoting education among
both classes. He pursued his aims by holding councils and
synods in great number. He framed rules for the inspection of
monasteries. It is undeniable that he was bent on promoting
the cause of practical reform of the whole Church. At the
same time he made no attempt to modify its organic structure.
He was warmly interested in humanistic studies, and not less so in
mathematics and in natural science. He was fond of classical
studies. In Italy he was untiring in the study of Plato and
Aristotle. He had been appointed by the Pope Bishop of
Brixen and encountered serious difficulties by extending reforms
of which there was urgent need. His principal work was a noted
treatise in three volumes, “de docta ignorantia,” in which lead-
ing scholastic metaphysical theories are discussed. He wrote,
prompted by the fall of Constantinople, his “ Dialogue on Peace
or Concord of Faith,” in behalf of religious tolerance. Chris-
tianity, he treated as the most perfect of all religions, but held
that in all the other religions, including Mohammedanism, like-
wise essential elements of eternal truth are to be recognized.
His metaphysical turn and his relish of the teaching of Master
Eckart imparted to some of his writings a decided Pantheistic
tinge, which has led him to be styled a speculative Copernicus,
and was not without its impression later on Giordano Bruno, who
was imprisoned at Rome and in 1600 was burned at the stake.

V. An event of signal importance, as an indispensable pre-
requisite and means of a reformation in religion, was the revival
of learning. This great intellectual change emanated from Italy
as its fountain. During the Middle Ages, in the midst of pre-
vailing darkness and disorder, Italy never wholly lost the traces
of ancient civilization. ‘The night which descended upon her
was the night of an Arctic summer. The dawn began to reap-
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pear before the last reflection of the preceding sunset had faded
from the horizon.” ! The three great writers, Dante, Petrarch,
and Boccaccio, introduced a new era of culture. To the long
neglect which the classic authors had suffered, Dante refers,
when he says of Virgil that he

‘‘Seemed from long-continued silence hoarse.”’

The mind of Italy more and more turned back upon its ancient
history and literature. The study of the Roman classics be-
came a passion. No pa.ms and no expense were spared in recov-
ering manuscripts and in collecting libraries. Princes became
the personal cultivators and profuse patrons of learning. The
same zeal extended itself to Greek literature. The philosophers
and poets of antiquity were once more read with delight in their
own tongues. The capture of Constantinople by the Turks, in
1453, brought a throng of Greek scholars, with their invaluable
literary treasures, to Italy, and gave a fresh impulse to the new
studies. From Italy, the same literary spirit spread over the
other countries of Europe. The humanities — grammar, rhet-
oric, poetry, eloquence, the classical authors — attracted the
attention of the studious everywhere.
“Other futures stir the world’s great heart,

Europe is come to her majority,

And enters on the vast inheritance

Won from the tombe of mighty ancestors,

The seeds, the gold, the gems, the silent harps
That Iay deep buried with the memories of old renown.”?

“For now the old epic voices ring again,
And vibrate with the heat and melody,
Stirred by the warmth of old Ionian days.
The martyred sage, the attic orator,
Immutably incarnate, like the gods,

In spiritual bodies, winged words,
Holding a universe impalpable,
Find a new audience.’”’?®

This movement brought with it momentous consequences in
the field of religion. It marked the advent of a new stage of
culture, when the Church was no longer to be the sole instructor;
when a wider horizon was to be opened to the human intellect
— an effect analogous to that soon to be produced by the grand

! Macaulay, Essay on Macchiavelli. Essays, i. (New York, 1861).
? Inf., i. 63. ‘‘Chi per lungo silenzio parea fioco.”
3 George Eliot’s Spanish Gypsy, pp. 5, 6.
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geographical discovery of a new hemisphere. Christianity was
to come into contact with the products of the intellect of the
ancient nations, and to assimilate whatever might not be alien
to its own nature.

For several hundred years the Scholastic philosophy and
theology had reigned with an almost undisputed sway. When
the Schoolmen arose with their methods of logical analysis and
disputation, the old compilations or books of excerpts from the
Fathers, out of which theology, for a number of centuries, had
been studied, quickly became obsolete, and the adherents of the
former method were utterly eclipsed by the attractiveness of
the new science. Young men by thousands flocked after the
new teachers. From about the middle of the eleventh century
Scholasticism had been dominant. Nor was this era without
fruit. As a discipline for the intellect of semi-civilized peoples;
as a counterpoise to the tendencies to enthusiasm and super-
stition which were rife in the Middle Ages; as a means of redue-
ing to a regular and tangible form the creed of the Church, so
that it could be examined and judged, the scholastic training
and the intellectual products of it were of high value.! But the
narrowness and other gross defects of the scholastic culture were
laid bare by the incoming of the new studies. The barbarous
style and the whole method of the Schoolmen became obnoxious
and ridiculous in the eyes of the devotees of classical learning.
The extravagant hair-splitting of Scotus and Durandus, when
compared with the nobler method of the philosophers of antiq-
uity, excited disdain. The works of Aristotle, which were now
possessed in their own language, exposed blunders in the trans-
lation and interpretation of him, which brought disgrace upon
the Schoolmen. Their ignorance of history, their uncritical
habit, their overdrawn subtlety and endless wrangling, made
them objects of derision; and as the Schoolmen had once sup-
planted the Compilers, so now the race of syllogistic reasoners
were, in their turn, laughed off the stage by the new generation
of classical scholars.

But the fall of Scholasticism did not take place until it had
run its course and lost its vitality. The essential principle of
the Schoolmen was the correspondence of faith and reason;
the characteristic aim was the vindication of the contents of

3 Gieseler, Dogmengeschichte, p. 472 seq.
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faith, the articles of the creed, on grounds of reason. This con-
tinued to be the character of Scholasticism, although the suc-
cessors of Anselm did not, like him, aspire to establish the positive
truths of Christianity by arguments independent of revelation.
“Fides querit intellectum” was ever the motto. There were
individuals, as Abelard in the twelfth century, and Roger Bacon
in the thirteenth, who seem restive under the yoke of authority,
but who really differ from their contemporaries rather in the
tone of their mind than in their theological tenets. Scholasti-
cism, when it gave up the attempt to verify to the intelligence
what faith received on the authority of the Church, confessed
its own failure. This transition was made by Duns Scotus. It
was Occam, the pupil of Scotus, by whom the change was con-
summated. He was the leading agent in reviving Nominalism.
Although both Wickliffe and Huss were Realists, it was Nomi-
nalism that brought Scholasticism to an end. In giving only a
subjective validity to general notions and to reasonings founded
on them, in seeking to show that no settled conclusions can be
reached on the path of rational inquiry and argument, and in
leaving no other warrant for Church dogmas except that of
authority, a foundation was laid for skepticism. The way was
paved for the principle which found a distinet expression in the
fifteenth century, that a thing may be true in theology and false
in philosophy. Occam was a sturdy opponent of the temporal
power of the popes, a defender of the independence of the civil
authority as related to them. When he suggests propositions
at variance with orthodoxy and argues for them, he saves him-
self from the imputation of heresy by professing an absolute
submission to authority; but it is difficult to believe these pro-
fessions perfectly sincere. Nominalism necessarily tended to en-
courage, also, an empirical method, an attention to the facts of
nature and of inner experience, in the room of the logical fabric
which had been subverted. The scholastic philosophy, when it
came to affirm the dissonance of reason and the creed, dug its
own grave.! It may be mentioned here that Luther in his youth
was a diligent student of Occam. From Occam he derived

1 On Occam, see Baur, Dogmengeschichte, ii. 236 seq.; Dorner, Entwicke-
lungsgsch. von der Person Christi, ii. 447 seq.; Ritter, Gach. d. christl. Phil., iv.
5704 seq.; Haureau, De la Phil. Scholastique, t. ii.; Hauck, Realencyklopddie, art.
“Occam.”
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defenses, as to another Nominalist, D’Ailly, he owed the sug-
gestion, of his doctrine of the Lord’s Supper.!

But other effects of a more positive character than the down-
fall of Scholasticism flowed from the renovation of learning.
The Fathers were brought out of their obscurity, and their teach-
ings might be compared with the dogmatic system which pro-
fessed to be founded upon them, but which had really, in its
passage through the medizval period, taken on features wholly
unknown to the patristic age. More than this, the Scriptures
of the Old and New Testament, the primitive documents of the
Christian religion, were brought forward in the original tongues,
to serve as a touchstone by which the prevailing doctrinal and
ecclesiastical system must be tested. The newly invented art
of printing, an art which almost immediately attained a high
degree of perfection, in connection with the hardly less impor-
tant manufacture of paper from linen, stimulated, at the same
time that it fed, the appetite for literature. It is evident that
the freshly awakened thirst for knowledge, with the abundant
means for gratifying it, must produce a widespread ferment.
A movement had begun, in the presence of which Latin Chris-
tianity, that vast fabric of piety and superstition, of reason and
imagination, would not be left undisturbed.

From the beginning of the humanistic revival, it assumed,
north of the Alps, especially in Germany, characteristics differ-
ent from those which pertained to it in Italy. In Italy the
Humanists were so smitten with antiquity, so captivated with
ancient thought, as to look with indifference and, very frequently,
with a secret skepticism, upon Christianity and the Church.?
Even an Epicurean infidelity as to the foundations of religion,
which was caught from Lucretius and from the dialogues of
Cicero, infected a wide circle of literary men. Preachers, in a
strain of florid rhetorie, would associate the names of Greek and
Roman heroes with those of apostles and saints, and with the
name of the Saviour himself. If an example of distinguished
piety was required, reference would be made to Numa Pompi-
lius. So prevalent was disbelief respecting the fundamental
truths of natural religion that the Council of the Lateran, under

! Rettberg, Occam und Luther, Studien u. Kritiken, 1831, 1. Dorner, ii. 607.
“Diu multumque legit scripta Occam. Hujus acumen anteferebat Thoms et
Beoto.” Melancthon. Vita Lutheri, v.

? Voigt, Die Wiederbelebung d. classischen Alterthums, p. 475 seq,
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Leo X., felt called upon to affirm the immortality and individu-
ality of the soul. The revival of literature in Italy was thus, to
a considerable degree, the revival of paganism. When we look
at the poets and rhetoricians, we should suppose that the gods
of the old mythology had risen from the dead, while in the minds
of thinking men Plato and Plotinus had supplanted Paul and
Isaiah. If in the Florentine school of Platonists, under the
lead of Marsilius Ficinus, a more believing temper prevailed,
yet these mingled freely with Christian tenets fancies borrowed
from the favorite philosophy. It is not meant that religion was
driven out by humanism. The spirit of religion had vanished
to a great extent before, and Humanism took possession of
vacant ground. Under the influence of the classic school, says
Guizot, the Church in Italy “gave herself up to all the pleasures
of an indolent, elegant, licentious civilization, to a taste for
letters, the arts, and social and physical enjoyments. Look
at the way in which the men who played the greatest political
and literary parts at that period passed their lives — Cardinal
Bembo, for example — and you will be surprised by the mix-
ture which it exhibits of luxurious effeminacy and intellectual
culture, of enervated manners and mental vigor. In surveying
this period, indeed, when we look at the state of opinions and
of social relations, we might imagine ourselves living among the
French of the eighteenth century. There was the same desire
for the progress of intelligence, and for the acquirement of new
ideas; the same taste for an agreeable and easy life, the same
luxury, the same licentiousness; there was the same want of
political energy and of moral principles, combined with singular
sincerity and activity of mind. The literati of the fifteenth
century stood in the same relation to the prelates of the Church
as the men of letters and philosophers of the eighteenth did to
the nobility. They had the same opinions and manners, lived
agreeably together, and gave themselves no uneasiness about
the storms that were brewing round them. The prelates of the
fifteenth century, and Cardinal Bembo among the rest, no more
foresaw Luther and Calvin than the courtiers of Loms XIV.
foresaw the French Revolution. The analogy between the two
cases is striking and instructive.” !

The semi-pagan spirit was not confined to elegant literature.

! GQuisot, Hist. of Civilisation, lect. xi.
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It entered the sphere of politics and practical morals, and in
this department found a systematic expression in “The Prince”’
of Macchiavelli. This work, which was intended neither as a
satire, nor as an exposure of king-craft for the warning of the
people, but as a serious code of political maxims, sets at defiance
the principles of Christian morality. The only apology that can
be made for it is that it simply reflects the actual practice
of that age, the habitual conduct of rulers, in which treachery
and dissimulation were accounted a merit.! Macchiavelli was a
patriot, he was at heart a republican, but he seems to have con-
cluded that Italy had no hope save in a despot, and that all
means are justifiable which are requisite or advantageous for
securing an end. Yet he was supported and held in esteem by
Leo X. and Clement VII., and inscribed his flagitious treatise
to young Lorenzo de Medici. The political condition of Italy
favored the growth of a public opinion, in which the vices recom-
mended in “The Prince” were looked upon not only without
disapprobation, but as commendable qualities in a statesman.

In Germany, on the contrary, from the outset, the new learn-
ing was cultivated in a religious spirit. It kindled the desire
to examine the writings of the Fathers and to study earnestly
the Scriptures. Reuchlin, the recognized leader of the German
Humanists, considered that his greatest work, his most durable
monument, was his Hebrew Grammar. His battle with the
monks is a decisive event in the combat of the new era with the
old. Reuchlin had studied Greek at Paris and Basel; he had
lectured in various schools and universities; had been employed
in important offices by princes; had visited Rome on official
business; at Florence had mingled with Politian, Pico de Mi-
randola, Marsilius Ficinus; had devoted himself enthusiastically
to the study of Hebrew, not only as the language of the Scrip-
tures, but also because he supposed himself to find in the
Kabbala corroboration and illustration of Christian doctrines.
He was everywhere famous as a scholar. The Dominicans of
Cologne, with Hoogstraten, an ignorant prior, at their head,
vexed at Reuchlin’s refusal to support them in their project for
destroying Judaism by burning all the Hebrew literature except

! See the remarks of Wheaton, Elements of International Law, i. pp. 18, 19.
2 See Macaulay’s Essay, Macchiavelli. L. A. Burd, in Cambridge Modern
History, i. 190 seq.



64 THE REFORMATION

the Old Testament — a project to which they had been incited
by Pfefferkorn, a converted Jew— put forth a resolute and malig-
nant effort to get him convicted of heresy or force him to retract
his published opinions. Finding that soft words and reasonable
concessions were unavailing, he took up the contest in right
earnest, and, being supported by the whole Humanist party,
which rallied in defense of their chief, he at length succeeded,
though not without passing through much anxiety and peril,
in achieving a victory. By it the scale was turned against the
adversaries of literature. The scholars vanquished the monks.
In this conflict Reuchlin was efficiently aided by Francis of
Sickingen and Ulrich von Hutten, both of them quite disposed,
if it were necessary, to make use of carnal weapons against the
hostile ecclesiastics. It was the alliance of the knights with
the pioneers of learning. The Epistole Obscurorum Virorum,
composed by Hutten and others, are a scornful satire upon the
ignorance, bigotry, and intolerance of Hoogstraten and the
monks.! The applause that greeted the appearance of these
letters, in which the monks are held up to merciless ridicule,
was a significant sign of the progress of intelligence (1516).

The Humanists were slow in gaining a foothold in the uni-
versities. These establishments in Germany had been founded
on the model of Paris. Theology had the uppermost seat, and
the scholastic philosophy was enthroned in the chairs of instruc-
tion. In particular, Paris and Cologne were the strongholds of
the traditional theology. The Humanists at length gained ad-
mission for their studies at Heidelberg, Tibingen, and some
other places. In 1502, the Elector Frederic of Saxony organ-
ized the university at Wittenberg. This new institution, which
declared Augustine to be its patron saint, was from the first
favorable to Biblical studies, and gave a hospitable reception
to the teachers of classical learning.? Here was to be the hearth-
stone of the Reformation.

In other countries the cause of learning was advancing, and
brought with it increased liberality, and tendencies to reform
in religion. In 1498, Colet, the son of a wealthy London mer-
chant who had been Lord Mayor of the city, had returned from

1 On this work see Baur, Kirchengeschichte, iv. 17, and Sir William Hamil-
ton, Discussions, etc. (1853).
2 Von Raumer, Geschichte der Paddogogik, iv. 34.
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his studies in Italy, and was expounding the Greek epistles of
Paul at Oxford, to the delight of all who aspired after the “ new
learning,” and the disgust and alarm of the devotees of the
scholastic theology. He was joined by Erasmus, then thirty
years of age, of the same age as Colet, and not yet risen to fame,
but full of ardor in the pursuit of knowledge, and glad to enter
into the closest bonds of friendship and fellowship with the more
devout, if less brilliant and versatile, English scholar. To them
was united a young man, Thomas More, who was destined to
the law, but whose love of knowledge and sympathy with the
advancing spirit of the age, brought him into intimate relations
with the two scholars just named.! Colet, More, and Erasmus
continued to be friends and fellow-laborers in a common cause
to the end. Colet became Dean of St. Paul’s, founded St. Paul’s
school at his own expense, and boldly, yet with gentleness, ex-
erted his influence, not only in favor of classical and Biblical
study, but also, not without peril to himself, against supersti-
tion and in behalf of enlightened views in religion. More fol-
lowed the same path, and in his “Utopia’ he has a chapter on
the religions of that imaginary commonwealth, in which he
represents that the people were debating among themselves
“whether one that were chosen by them to be a priest, would
not be thereby qualified to do all the things that belong to that
character, even though he had no authority derived from the
Pope.” It was one of the ancient laws of the Utopians that no
one should be punished for his religion, but converts were to be
made to any faith only “by amicable and modest ways, without
the use of reproaches or violence.” They made confession, not
to priests, but to the heads of families. Their worship was in
temples, in which were no images, and where the forms of devo-
tion were carefully framed in such a way as not to offend the
feelings of any class of sincere worshipers. In this work, as
in the sermons of Colet, even such as were preached before
Henry VIII., there was a plain exposure of the barbarities and
impolicy of war. In reference to what we term political and
social science, there appear in the teachings of Colet and More,
and of their still more famous associate, a humane spirit and a

1 At Oxford, as at Paris and elsewhere, the adversaries of the ‘“‘new learn-
ing” united in a hostility to the study of Greek. It reminds one of the an-

tipathy to the same study which existed among the conservative Romans when
Cicero was a youth. Forsyth, Life of Cicero, i. 20.
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hostility to tyranny and to all oppressive legislation, which are
not less consonant with the spirit of the Gospel, than they were
in advance of the practice of the times.!

The foremost representative of Humanism, the incarnation,
as it were, of its genius, was Erasmus.? The preéminence which
he attained a; a literary man is what no other scholar has ap-
proached, unless it be Voltaire, whom he resembled in the def-
erence paid to him by the great in worldly rank. Each was a
wit and an iconoclast in his own way, but their characters in
other respects were quite unlike.® The fame of Erasmus was
rendered possible, in part, by the universal use of Latin, as the
common language of educated men; a state of things of which
his want of familiarity with Italian and English, although he
had sojourned in Italy and lived long in England, is a curious
sign. By the irresistible bent of his mind, as well as by assidu-
ous culture, Erasmus was a man of letters. He must be that,
whatever else he failed to be. His knowledge of Greek was
inferior to that of his contemporary and rival, Budeeus; he took
no pains to give his style a classical finish, and laughed at the
pedantic Ciceronians, who avoided all phraseology not sanc-
tioned by the best ancient authority, and sometimes all words
not found in their favorite author. He wrote hastily: “I pre-
cipitate,” he says, “rather than compose.”* Yet the wit and
wisdom and varied erudition which he poured forth from his
full mind, made him justly the most popular of writers. He
sat on his throne, an object of admiration and of envy. By his
multifarious publications and his wide correspondence with
eminent persons, — ecclesiastics, statesmen, and scholars, — his

! The relations of Colet, More, and Erasmus, and the characteristic work of
each, are finely described in the truly interesting work of Seebohm, The Ozford
Reformers of 1498 (London, 1869).

3 Opera, xi. vols., folio, etc. (Clericus) 1703. There are lives of Erasmus by
Le Clerc, Bayle, Knight, Burigny (Paris, 1757), Jortin (1758-60), Hees (Zurich,
1790), Adolf Milller (1828), by Erhard in Ersch und Gruber’s Encyclopid. (xxxvi.),
and by others; a sketch by Nisard in his Etudes sur la Renaissance. These biog-
raphies are criticised by Milman in his interesting article on Erasmus, Quart.
Rev., No. ccxi., reprinted in his Essays. Life by Drummond, 2 vols. (1873), J.
A. Froude, Life and Letters (1895), Life by Emerton (1899). Notwithstanding the
unfavorable judgment of Johnson, Jortin’s Life is anything but a ‘‘dull book.”
For a scholar, notwithstanding its want of plan and of symmetry, it is one of the
most delightful of biographies.

3 Coleridge has compared and contrasted them, The Friend, First Landing
Place : Essay i.

¢ Jortin, i. 152. $ Ibd., i. 152.
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influence was diffused over all Europe. In all the earlier part
of his career Erasmus struggled with indigence. His health
was not strong and he thought that he could not live upon a
little. His dependence upon patronage and pensions placed
fetters upon him, to some extent, to the end of his life; yet he
loved independence, frequently chose to receive the attentions
of the great at a distance from them, and selected for his place
of abode the city of Basel, where he was free alike from secular
and ecclesiastical tyranny. Erasmus, by his writings and hie
entire personal influence, was the foe of superstition. In his
early days he had tasted, by constraint, something of monkish
life, and his natural abhorrence of it was made more intense by
this bitter recollection and by the trouble it cost him, after
he had become famous, to release himself from the thraldom tc
which his former associates were inclined to call him back. In
truth, he conducted a lifelong warfare against the monks
and their ideas and practices. His “Praise of Folly” and, in
particular, the “Colloquies,” in which idleness, the illiteracy,
self-indulgence, and artificial and useless austerities of “the reli-
gious,” were handled in the most diverting style, were read with
infinite amusement by all who sympathized with the new studies,
and by thousands who did not calculate the effect of this tell-
ing satire in abating popular reverence for the Church. The
“ Praise of Folly” was written in 1510 or 1511, in More’s house,
for the amusement of his host and a few other friends. Folly
is personified, and represented as discoursing to her followers
on the affairs of mankind. All classes come in for their share
of ridicule. Grammarians and pedagogues, in the feetid atmos-
phere of their schoolrooms, bawling at their boys and beating
them; scholastic theologians, wrangling upon frivolous and
msoluble questions, and prating of the physical constitution
of the world as if they had come down from a council of the
gods — “with whom and whose conjectures nature is mightily
amused;” monks, “the race of new Jews,” who are surprised
at last to find themselves among the goats, on the left hand of
the Judge, faring worse than common sailors and wagoners;
kings who forget their responsibilities, rob their subjects, and
think only of their own pleasures, as hunting and the keeping
of fine horses; popes who, though infirm old men, take the sword
into their hands, and “turn law. religion, peace, and all human
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affairs upside down’’ — such are some of the divisions of man-
kind who are held up to ridicule. At this time Julius II. filled
the papal chair, and all readers of Erasmus must have recog-
nized the portrait which he drew of the warlike old pontiff.
Erasmus did not spare the legends of the saints, which formed
so fair a mark for the shafts of wit; and by his observations
on the stigmata of St. Francis, he offended the order of which
he was the almost adored founder. When requested by a cardi-
nal to draw up the lives of the Saints, he begged to be excused;
they were too full of fables.! His comments on misgovernment
in the Church, on the extortions and vices of the clergy, from
the Pope downwards, were not the less biting and effective, for
the humorous form in which they were generally cast. Indeed,
as Coleridge has said, it is a merit of the jests of Erasmus that
they can all be translated into arguments. There was what
he called a “Pharisaic kingdom,” and he would never write
anything, he said, that would give aid and comfort to the de-
fenders of it.? In his own mind, he distinguished between the
Church and the “ Popish sect,” as he designated, even in a letter
to Melancthon, the supporters of ecclesiastical abuses and
tyranny.® There were, in his judgment, two evils that must
be cut up by the roots before the Church could have peace. The
one was hatred for the court of Rome, occasioned by her intol-
erable avarice and cruelty; the other was the yoke of human
constitutions, robbing the people of their religious liberty. He
would have made the creed a very short one, limited to a few
“plain truths contained in Scripture,” and leaving all the rest
to the individual judgment. He thought that many things
should be referred, not according to the popular cry, to “the
next general council,” but to the time when we see God face to
face.! Partly from the natural kindness of his temper, partly
from his liberal culture, and still more, perhaps, from a personal
appreciation of the difficulties and uncertainties of religious doc-
trine, he went beyond almost every other eminent man of his
age in his liking for religious liberty. He was conscious that
without the practice of a pretty wide toleration on the part of
rulers in Church and State, he would himself fare ill. He was,
in fact, obliged to be constantly on the defense against charges

! Jortin, 1. 204, ii. 34. * Ibid., i. 313.
* Ibid., i. 284. « Ibid., i. 265
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of heresy. He had said things without number which could
easily be turned into grounds of accusation. His enemies were
numerous and vindictive, and although, in the literary combat,
he was more than a match for all of them, he was sensitive to
their attacks. He complains that the Spaniard, Stunica, had
presented to Leo X. a libel against him, containing sixty thou-
sand heresies extracted from his writings.! Notwithstanding
all his denials and professions, there lurked in the minds of the
ardent adherents of the medizval system, an instinctive feeling
that he was a dangerous enemy, and that his influence, so far
as it prevailed, could only conduce to their overthrow. In this
feeling, whatever may have been true of their specific charges,
they were fully justified. Yet it is doubtful whether the con-
demnation of his “Colloquies’” by the University of Paris, and
other proceedings of a like nature, which emanated from the
monkish party, did not operate to give to his ideas a wider
currency.

But there was a positive work which Erasmus did, the solidity
and value of which it is difficult to overestimate. By his edi-
tions of Cyprian and Jerome, and his translations from Origen,
Athanasius, and Chrysostom, he opened up the knowledge of
Christian antiquity, and gave his contemporaries access to a
purer and more Biblical theology. His edition of the New
Testament, his paraphrases of the New Testament, which were
at one time appointed to be read in the churches of England,
his commentaries, his treatise on preaching, and various other
works, promoted Christian knowledge in a most remarkable
degree. In his writings of this sort, along with enlightened
views of doctrine and of the nature of the Christian life, were
earnest complaints against the multitude of church ordinances
contrived for the oppression of the poor and the enriching of
the clergy. He would have the laity instructed; he wished
that the humblest woman might read the Gospels. The judaiz-
ing customs and rites with which the Church was burdened,
are pointed out in his comments on Scripture. In these publi-
cations, which the art of printing scattered in multiplied editions
over Europe, the great lights of the patristic age, and the Apos-
tles themselves, reappeared to break up the reign of superstition.
Never was an alliance between author and printer more happy

1 Jortin, i. 260.
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for both parties, or more fruitful of good to the public, than was
that between Erasmus and Froben of Basel. In view of the
whole career and various productions of the Chief of the Hu-
manists, it is not exaggerated praise to say that he was “the
living embodiment of almost all that which, in consequence of
the revival of the study of the ancients, the mind of the Western
nations for more than a hundred years had wrought out and
attained. It was not only a knowledge of languages, not only
cultivation of style, of taste; but therewith the whole mental
cast had received a freer turn, a finer touch. In this compre-
hensive sense, one may say that Erasmus was the most culti-
vated man of his times.” ?

Of the relations of Erasmus to Luther and the Protestant
cause, there will be an occasion to speak hereafter. His writ-
ings and the reception accorded to them show that the European
mind had outgrown the existing ecclesiastical system, and was
ready to break loose from its control.

Some of the principal points of view which have been pre-
sented in this and in the preceding lecture, respecting the causes
that paved the way of the Reformation, may be briefly set forth
as follows: —

Among the salient features characteristic of the Middle Ages
were: the subordination of civil to ecclesiastical society, of the
State to the vast theocratical community having its center at
Rome; the government of the Church by the clergy; the union
of peoples under a common ecclesiastical law and a uniform
Latin ritual; an intellectual activity~ shaped by the -clergy
and subservient to the prevailing religious and ecclesiastical
system.

Among the symptoms of the rise of a new order of things
were: —

1. The laical spirit; becoming alive to the rights and inter-
ests of civil society; developing in the towns a body of citizens
bold to confront clerical authority, and with their practical
understanding sharpened and invigorated by diversified industry
and by commerce; a laical spirit which manifested itself, also,
in the lower classes, in satires aimed at the vices of the clergy;
which, likewise, gave rise to a more intense feeling of patriotism,

! Strauss, Ulrich von Hutten p. 481.



ANTECEDENTS OF THE REFORMATION p!

a new sense of the national bond, a new vigor in national
churches.!

2. A conscious or unconscious religious opposition to the
established system; an opposition which appeared in sects like
the Waldenses, who brought forward the Bible as a means of
correcting the teaching, rebuking the officers, or reforming the
organization of the Church; or in Mystics who regarded religion
as an inward life, an immediate relation of the individual to
God, and preached fervently to the people in their own tongue.

3. A literary and scientific movement, following and dis-
placing the method of culture that was peculiar to the medieval
age; a movement which enlarged the area and multiplied the
subjects of thought and investigation; which drew inspiration
and nutriment from the masterpieces of ancient wisdom, elo-
quence, and art.

These three latent or open species of antagonism to the medi-
@val spirit were often mingled with one another. The Mystic
and the Humanist might be united in the same person. The
laical spirit in its higher types of manifestation was reénforced
by the new culture. Satirical attacks upon absurd ceremonies,
upon the follies and sins of monks and priests, had a keener
edge, as well as a more serious effect, when they emanated from
students familiar with Plautus and Juvenal.

1 See Hagen, Deutschland’s literarische u. religicse Verhiltnisse im Reforma-
tionszeitalter, i. 1-32. But Hagen (p. 18) separates the “ satyrisch volksmdissige ”’
opposition, as a distinct head, in the room of the more general rubric above.
He does not omit to notice, however, the other elements involved in the lay

spirit.



CHAPTER IV
LUTHER AND THE GERMAN REFORMATION, TO THE DIET OF
AUGSBURG, 1530

GERMANY, including the Netherlands and Switzerland, was
the center, the principal theater, of the Reformation. It is
not without truth that the Germans claim, as the native char-
acteristic of their race, a certain mwa.rdness,L or_spirituality in
the large sense of the term. This goes far to explag;_&hg__gs—%
pitable reception which the Germanic tribes gave to Christi amty
and the docility with which they em em'braced“f“’"’l‘hey found in
the Christian religion a eongenial spirit. —The German spirit_of
independence, or_love of nal liberty, is a branch of this
general habit of mind. Germany began its existence as a
tinct nation in ‘a successful resistance to the attempt of the
clergy to dispose of the inheritance of Charlemagne? It was
the Germans who prevented his monarchy from being converted
into an ecclesiastical State. On the field of Fontenay the
forces of the Franks were separated into two hostile divisions,
the one composed predominantly of the German element,
which planted itself on the German traditional law for regulat-
ing the succession; the other of the Roman element that had
the support of the ecclesiastics. Mysticism, the product of a
craving for a religion of less show and more heart, had, as we
have seen, its stronghold, in the latter part of the medizval

——— ———

1 “Es war das Christenthum nichts was dem Deutschen fremd und mderwu-
tig gewesen wiire, vielmehr bekam der deutsche Charakter durch das Christen-
thum nur die Vollendung seiner selbst; er fand sich in der Kirche Christi selbst,
nur gehoben, verklirt und geheiligt.” Vilmar, Geschichte der deutschen Lit-
eratur, p. 7. Tacitus says of the ancient Germans, that they conceived it un-
worthy of the gods to be confined within walls, or to be represented by ‘mages;
and that the head of a family exercised a priestly function. Germama, cc. ix.,
x. Grimm finds in the descriptions of Tacitus the complete germ of Protestant-
ism — ‘“den vollen keim des Protestantismus.” Deutsche Mythologie, p. xliii.
For like views from a French writer, see Taine, Art in the Netherlands, pp. 32,
33, 64. The Saxons resisted the Gospel, because it was forced on them by a con-
queror.

? Ranke, Deutsche Geachichte, i. 10 seq.
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period, in Germany. The triumph of the Papacy had been
due to the division between the emperor and the great vassals,
miot to any deep-seated fondness for a foreign and ecclesiastical
supremacy. ~Tt Wwas natural that the Reformation, which was
an uprising against clerical usurpation and in favor of a more
jnward and spiritual worship, should spring up in Germany.
German philosopher has dwelt with eloquence upon the fact
t while the rest of the world had gone out to America, to the
Indies, in quest of riches and to found an earthly empire en-
circling the globe, on which the sun should never set, a simple
monk, turning away from the things of sense and empty forms,
was finding Him whom the disciples had once sought for in a
pulcher of stone. | Hegel attributes the inception and success
of the Reformation to this ‘“ancient and constantly preserved
inwardness of the German people,” in consequence of which
they are not content to approach God by proxy, or put their
religion outside of them, in sacraments and ceremonies, in sen-
suous, imposing spectacles! A German historian has made
substantially the same assertion respecting the genius of the
German people: “One peculiar characteristic for which the
German race has ever been distinguished is their profound
sense of the religious element, seated in the inmost
depths of the soul; their readiness to be impelled by the dis-
cordant strifes of the external world and unfruitful human ° ,
ordinances, to seek and find God in the deep recesses of their |
own hearts, and to experience a hidden life in God spnngmy

forth in opposition to barren conceptions of the abstract in-
tellect that leave the heart cold and dead, a mechanism that
converts religion into a round of outward ceremonies.” ?
Unquestionably the hero of the Reformation was Luther.
Without him and his powerful influence, other reformatory
movements, even such as had an independent beginning, like
that of Zwingli, might have failed of success. As far as we can
judge, they would have produced no widespread commotion
as to lead to enduring results.ccit has been said, with truth,
of Luther, that “his whole life and character, his heart and soul !
and mind, are identified and one with his great work, in a man-
ner very different from what we see in other men./_r’ Melancthon,

1 Hegel, Phil. der Geschichte; Werke, ix. 499 seq.
3 Neander, v. 81.
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for instance, may easily be conceived apart from the Refor-
mation, as an eminent divine, living in other ages, of the
Church, as the friend of Augustine or the companion of Féne-
lon. Even Calvin may be separated in thought from the age
of the Reformation, and may be set among the Schoolmen, or
in the council chamber of Hildebrand or of Innocent, or at the
Synod of Dort, or among Cromwell’s chaplains.” ‘But Luther
apart from the Reformation would cease to be Luther.” !

l/ He was born in 1483, at the very time when Columbus was
struggling to obtain the means of prosecuting that voyage
which resulted in the discovery of a new world.? It is a marked
historical coincidence, which has more than once been pointed
out, that the reform of the Christian religion should be simul-
tancous with the opening of new regions of the globe, into which
Christianity was to be carried.® Luther’s family, before his
birth, had removed to Eisleben from Méhra, a village in the
Thuringian Forest, near the spot where Boniface, the apostle
of Germany, had first preached the Gospel.*

Six months later they removed to Mansfeld. “I am a peas-
ant’s son,” he says, “my grandfather, my great grandfather
were thorough peasants (rechte Bauern).” His domestic train-
ing was overstrict and austere. A like rigor characterized both
father and mother. So he felt in after life. ‘““The apple,”
he said, should always lie beside the rod.® But at heart, he
said, ‘“they meant it well.” Then and ever after they were
faithful in their affection and interest in his welfare. Both

1 Archdeacon Hare, Vindication of Luther against his recent English Assail-
ants, p. 2.

? Melancthon states that Luther’s mother often said that while she remem-
bered with certainty the day and hour, she could not remember the year of his
birth; but his brother, James, an honest and upright man, said that it was 1483.
Vita M. Lutheri, ii. It was not 1484, as some have thought. See Studien w.
Kritiken (Oct. 1871, 1873, 1874). His birthday was the 10th of November.

3 The coincidence of the great geographical discoveries with the access of
light respecting the Gospel and with the revival of learning, is noticed by the
French Reformer, Lefévre, Correspondance des Réformateurs dans les Pays de
la Langue Francaise, par A. L. Herminjard (1868), i. 94.

¢ A copious writer upon the earlier portion of the life of Luther is Jurgens,
Luther von seiner Geburt bis sum Ablass-streite, 1483-1517. 3 vols. (1846).

8 This is from one of his talks to his Wittenberg students. ‘‘My parents,”
he said, ‘“dealt with me very severely, so that I became on account of it quite
timid. My mother flogged me once on account of a little nut, so that after it
blood flowed, and their severity and the rigorous life that they led with me was
the occasion of my being driven into a cloister and becoming a monk.” He
points out the bad effect on children from excessive punishment from parents
and schoolmasters.
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parents were honest and just. The purity and piety of his
mother are extolled by Melancthon. His father was unbend-
ing in his moral and religious principles. They taught him to
pray and inculcated the decalogue, the Apostles’ Creed, and the
Lord’s Prayer. But the father had not a warm feeling towards
the Clergy as a body. He suspected in the background the
presence of hypocrisy and knavery. By the practice of econ-
omy, he was able to send his son, Martin, to the school in
Mansfeld, where the poor teaching had a little Latin mixed in
it and a large amount of harsh discipline. At the end of a
year, his situation was improved by his being transferred to
a better school in Magdeburg, where his teachers were a
branch of the “Brethren of the Common Life.” Having spent
a year in study at Magdeburg, he was sent to the Franciscan
school at Eismach, where he sang at the doors of the principal
citizens, after the old German custom, for the means of sup-
port. Destined for the legal profession, he pursued, at the
University of Erfurt, the Nominalist logic and the classics, and
made a beginning in the study of Aristotle. He was twenty
years old and had taken the Bachelor’s degree when it hap-
pened that, while he was looking one day at the books in the
Erfurt library, he casually took up a copy of the Latin Bible.
It was the first time in his life that he had ever taken the sacred
volume in his hands. Struck with surprise at the richness of
its contents, compared with the extracts which he had been wont
to hear in the Church services, he read it with eagerness and
jntense delight.! This hour was an epoch in his existence.
p religious anxieties that had haunted him from childhood,
{ moved him, two years later, against the will of his father, to for-:
sake the legal profession and enter the Augustinian convent.
The motive for this change, in opposition to the plan of his
father, was the monitions of conscience which made him feel
more and more that this was the only right and safe course.
The sudden death of a friend, some say by assassination at his
gide, followed by a stroke of lightning in a forest which was
near costing him his life, moved him to a final decision. After

! Mathesius, Historien von d. Ehrwiirdigen M. Luther, p. 3 (ed. 1580). This
honest chronicler shows how groesly defective was the religious instruction given
to youth by reference to his own case. The passage may be read in Marheinecke,
QGeschichte d. deutschen Reformation, i. 6.
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an evening spent with his friends in social converse and enjoy-
ment, he was received into the Erfurt Cloister of Augustinian
Eremites (Hermits), an earnest and devout Order, and became
a monk and a priest. He conformed to the rules, drawn from
teachings of Augustine, and took the monastic vows. He
studied Occam and the scholastic authors already known to
him, but especially the Bible, a vulgate copy of which was
placed in his hands. His father came to witness his first cele-
bration of the mass after his ordination (in 1507), and acquiesced
reluctantly in his adoption of a new career, but without being
convinced of its wisdom. .
Here we must pause to speak further of the religious expe-
rience of Luther; for whoever would explore the causes of
history must look beneath the surface of events at the spiritual
life of men. Wxﬂﬂmmm%\wmd
in one expression, e had looked upon Christ as a lawgiver,
a second Moses, only that the former was a legislator of Tore
"awful rigor. “We were all taught,” he says in s Table=—
talk,” “that we must make satisfaction for our sins, and that
Christ at the last day would demand how we had atoned for our
guilt, and how many good works we had done.” Melancthon
thus defines the motive which led him to adopt the monastic
life: “Often when he thought on the anger of God or of the
wonderful instances of divine punishment, he was seized with
a terror so violent that he was well-nigh bereft of life.” * When
he held his first mass, and came to recite the words, “I bring
this offering to thee, the eternal, living God,” he was with diffi-
culty restrained from rushing away from the altar in fear and
dismay. “I had,” he confesses, ‘“a broken spirit, and was
ever in sorrow.” ‘I wore out my body with vigils and fastings,
and hoped thus to satisfy the law and deliver my conscience
from the sting of guilt.” “Had I not been redeemed by the
comfort of the Gospel, I could not have lived two years longer.”
This comfort he began to obtain_through an old monk who
potmted-hif fo thé sentence in the AposTeTs’_Crm
in the forgiveness of sins,” and to a passage in St. Bernard where
reference is made to Paul’s doctrine that “man is justified by
faith.” Still more was he aided by the judicious counsels of
dJohn Staupitz, the learned and pious Vicar-general of his order,

1 Vita M. Lath., v.
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whose words, Luther afterwards said, pierced him “like the
sharp arrow of a strong man.” Staupitz told him that ‘“Christ
does not terrify but consoles.”

In 1508, Staupitz, whom the Elector, Frederick the Wise, had
made Dean of the Theological Faculty in the University at
Wittenberg which he had founded, made Luther one of the;. -
instructors there. After giving, for a short time, lectures on”
philosophical teachings of Aristotle, he began his work as a
theological teacher.

The Elector gave to the professors charge over the principal
Church and the enjoyment of its incomes; his idea being not
only to organize a place of instruction, but to collect a learned
body, to which, in difficult and doubtful questions, he might,
according to the prevailing custom, resort for counsel. Here,
to quote another’s words, we find the poor miner’s boy who,
having “become a young Doctor, fervent and rejoicing in the
Scriptures, well versed in his Augustine, Aquinas, Occam, and
Gerson, familiar with all the subtle theological and philosophical
controversies of the day, was already spoken of honorably in
wider circles, as a good, clever thinker, as a victorious assailer
of the supremacy of Aristotle; took a lively interest in the
struggles of the Humanists against the ancient barbarism;
was esteemed by the most celebrated champions of the freedom
of science; was exalted by the approbation of his colleagues,
of the students that flocked to his lectures — in a word, was
advancing with rapid steps to the highest honors of literary
renown.” He had the same relish for literature, in more
full blossom, as he had when the only two books that he
carried into the Convent were his Plautus and Vergil. He
studied Augustine and Tauler, and caught glimpses of evan-
gelical doctrine in themn.! It was in these days that he came
across the little book, so highly prized by him, which he
published in 1516, giving it the title of “ German Theology.”,
Especially he devoted himself to the study of the Psalms, the\
prophets, and apostles. He applied himself likewise to the
study of Greek. He had hardly begun to expound to his pupils
the Epistle to the Romans, when his eye fastened upon the’

? He recommends Tauler to his friend Spalatin (Dec. 14, 1516): “ Neque
enim ego vel in Latina, vel in nostra lingua, theologiam vidi salubriorem et cum
evangelio consonantiorem.” — De Wette, i. 46.



78 THE REFORMATION

citation from a prophet, ‘“the just shall live by faith.” These
words never ceased to sound in his ear. Going to Rome on a
mission for his order (1511), he ran about full of devotional
ardor, from church to church. On his knees he climbed the
steps leading to the vestibule of St. Peter’s Church. But those
words of the Apostle Paul, “the just shall live by faith,” more
and more impressed themselves upon his thoughts. During
his slow journey homeward he pondered these words. At
length their full meaning burst upon him. ‘Through the
Gospel that righteousness is revealed which avails before God
— by which He, out of grace and mere compassion, justifies
us through faith.” “Here I felt at once,” he says, “that I
was wholly born again and that 1 had entéred through open
doars into Paradise itsell. - Thaf passage of Paul was truly to
me the gate of Paradise.”! He saw that Christ is not come as
a lawgiver, but as a Saviour; that love, not wrath or justice,
is the motive in His mission and work; that the forgiveness of
gins through Him is a free gift; that the relationship of the
soul to Him, and through Him to the Father, which is expressed
by the term “faith,” the responsive act of the soul to the divine
mercy, is all that is required. This method of reconciliation is
without the works of the law. Good works are the fruit of
faith, a spontaneous and necessary product. Now he had
found a clew to the understanding of the Bible. If John was
his favorite Evangelist, he found in them all one doctrine. _But
in the writings of Paul, whose religious development so closely
resembled his own, he found a protest against judaizing theology
and an assertion of salvation by faith, in opposition o a legal
system, which gave him intense satisfaction. The Epistles to
the Romans and Galatians were his familiar companions; the
latter he styled, in his humorous way, his wife, his Catharine
von Bora. -

The logical consequences of his new position, in relation to
the ordinances and ceremonies of the Church, and the principle of
Church authority, had not occurred to the thoughts of Luther.
It was only providential events, and the reflection which they
induced, that brought the latent contents of his principle to dis-
tinet consciousness. The first of these events was the appearance
of a hawker of indulgences, in the neighborhood of Wittenberg.

1 Praf. Operum (1545).

F

-
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This was John Tetzel, a Dominican from Leipsic, to whom this
office had been committed. The mischief resulting from this, .-
traffic was forced on the attention of Luther by facts that were
disclosed to him in the confessional. Members of . his own
flock brought to him in the confessional “indulgence papers
obtained from Tetzel which they regarded as a sufficient basis
for absolution. He was moved to preach against it, to write
to bishops in opposition to it, and finally to post his five and
ninety theses on the door of the Church of All Saints at Witten-, .~
berg (1517). These were not meant as a formulated creed,
plainly as they reflected the author’s tendencies of thought.
They were a challenge to an academic debate — a placard such
a8 his colleagues were accustomed, at short intervals, to post.
They were in Latin, being meant for scholars and students.
Yet, the same night, he preached, in the Augustinian cloister,
in German a sermon of the same tenor.

Indulgences, in the earlier ages of the Church, had been a
relaxation of penance, or of the discipline imposed by the Church
on penitents who had been guilty of mortal sin. The doctrine
of penance required that for such sin satisfaction should be
superadded to contrition and confession. Then came the cus-
tom of commuting these appointed temporal penalties. When
Christianity spread among the northern nations, the canonical
penances were frequently found to be inapplicable to their
condition. Other satisfactions were accepted as an equivalent,
such as pilgrimages, alms, etc. The practice of accepting offer-
ings of money in the room of the ordinary forms of penance
harmonized with the penal codes in vogue among the barbarian
peoples. At first the priest had only exercised the office of an
intercessor. Gradually the simple function of declaring the
divine forgiveness to the penitent transformed itself into that
of a judge. By Aquinas, the priest is made the instrument of
conveying the divine pardon, the vehicle through which the
grace of God passes to the penitent. With the jubilees, or
pilgrimages to Rome, ordained by the popes, came the plenary
indulgences, or the complete remission of all temporal penalties
— that is, the penalties still obligatory on the penitent — on
the fulfillment of prescribed conditions. These penalties might
extend into purgatory, but the indulgence obliterated them all.
In the thirteenth century, Alexander of Hales and Thomas
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Aquinas set forth the theory of supererogatory merits or the
treasure of merit bestowed upon the Church through Christ
and the saints, on which the rulers of the Church might draw
for the benefit of the less worthy and more needy. This was
something distinct from the power of the keys, the power to
grant absolution, which inhered in the priesthood alone. The
condition of absolution, conirition, however, was reduced by
Scotus and other schoolmen with him to atirition, t.e. servile
fear of punishment. The eternal punishment of mortal sin
being remitted or commuted by the absolution of the priest,
it was open to the Pope or his agents, — for the Pope could
delegate his prerogative, — by the grant of indulgences, to re-
mit the temporal or terminable penalties that still rested on the
head of the transgressor. Thus souls might be delivered forth-
with from purgatorial fire. Pope Sixtus IV., in 1477, had
officially declared that souls already in purgatory are emanci-
pated per modum suffragii; that is, the work done in behalf of
them operates to effect their release in a way analogous to the
efficacy of prayer. Nevertheless, the power that was claimed
over the dead was not practically diminished by this restric-
tion. The business of selling indulgences had grown by the
profitableness of it. ‘‘Everywhere,” says Erasmus, ‘“the re-
mission of purgatorial torment is sold; nor is it sold only, but
forced upon those who refuse it.” ! As managed by Tetzel and
the other emissaries sent out to collect money for the building
of St. Peter’s Church, the indulgence was understood to be a
simple bargain, according to which, on the payment of a stipu-
lated sum, the individual received a full discharge from the
penalties of sin or procured the release of a soul from the flames
of purgatory. Purchasers of letters of Indulgence (*papal
letters”’) thus interpreted them. Against this evil Luther pro-
tested to Archbishop Albert, one of the Commissioners in charge
of the trade in Indulgences.? The forgiveness of sins was
offered in the market for money. For one’s personal sins,
besides money, confession and contrition, were set down as
expected, but very often little account was made of this circum-
stance. Other graces were purchasable — three at no other cost.

' Pref. 1. Epist. Corinth. Opera, vii. 851. The Emperor Maximilian had
first resisted and then patronized the traffic.
28ee Briger, Indulgenzen, in Hauck, Realencyklopidie, ix. 76 seq.
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These were the right to choose a confessor preferred by him,
share in the merits stored up by the Church, and the deliverance
of souls from purgatory. Against this lucrative trade Luther
lifted up an earnest remonstrance. The doctrine of his theses

was that the Pope can absolve only from the punishments

which he himself imposes; that these do not reach beyond
death; moreover, that the right to absolve pertains to bishops
and pastors, not less than to the Pope; that the foundation of
indulgences is in the power of the keys; that absolution belongs
to all penitents, but is not indispensable, and is of less account
than works of piety and mercy. If the Pope can free souls from
purgatory, why not deliver them all at once? The treasury of
merits is not denied, but the Pope cannot dispense it further
than he holds in his hand the intercessions of the Church. The
real and true treasure of the Church is asserted to be the gospel
of grace. It is an error for preachers to say “that, by the in-
dulgences of the Pope, & man is loosed and saved from all pun-
ishment.” ' If the Pope knew what extortion is practiced by
the preachers of indulgences, he would rather, it is said, see
St. Peter’s Church reduced to ashes than built up out of the
bones and flesh of the lambs of his flock. The theses were an
attack on the Thomist theory of indulgences; but in spirit,
though unconsciously to the author, they struck much deeper.?

No one can reasonably doubt that Luther’s conscience was
in the work on which he had entered. If ever a man was actu-
ated by simple, profound convictions of duty, it was he.® The
abuses against which he cried out were so iniquitous and mis-
chievous in his eyes that he could not keep silent. He had no
ambition to gratify. As far as his earthly prospects were con-
cerned he had nothing to gain, but apparently, in case he per-
severed, everything to lose. He had no thought of throwing
off his allegiance to the Roman Church. _He makes no attack
on the Pope. At a later time he said of the theses: “I allow

e e e ien

! From the 20th Thesis.

? For a literal copy of the theses, see Ranke, vi. 80; Ldecher, Reformations-
acten, i. 438. They are given in English in S8chaff, Hist. of the Christian Ch., vi.
160 seq.

3 Luf speaks of his motives in a letter to the Bishop of Merseburg (Feb. 4,
1520); De Wette, i. 402. His course, he says, would be that of a madman if
he were actuated by wordly motives. See also, De Wette, iii. 215 (Letter to
Melancthon) : “Gloria mea est hmc uns, quod verbum Dei pure tradidi, nec adul-
teravi ullo studio gloriz aut opulentiw.”

-
N
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these propositions to stand, that by them it may appear how
weak T was, aud-in how fluetuating a state of mind I was when
I began this business. I was then a monk, and a mad papist;
ready to murder any person who denied obedience to the Pope.” ?
He had embraced with his whole soul a truth which he knew
to be in the Scriptures, but where it would lead him he could
not anticipate. He was still an obedient son of the Church.
His theses were propositions for dispute; they concluded with
the sincere and solemn declaration that he affirmed nothing but
left everything to the judgment of the Church. What he would
do in case the Church should declare against him, and forbid
him to teach what he knew to be the Gospel; what course he
would take when the alternative should be presented of giving
up a truth which stood in letters of light on the page of Scrip-
ture and had imprinted itself on his soul, or of renouncing an
allegiance in which he had grown up, the obligation to which
he had never found occasion to doubt — this was a question
which did not occur to him. Thjs portion of the career of
Luther is intelligible only when we remember that the inicom-
patibleness of the traditional view_of Church authority with his
interpretation 6f the Gospel was something that he m
by degrees, and that was openedto him by theartual trextnrent-
which his doctrine received from the ecclesiastical Tulers,—Noth-
ing but his intense, 1iving belief respecting the nature of the
Gospel could have sufficed to neutralize and at last overcome
his established deference for Church superiors. “0!” he ex-
claims, “with what anxiety and labor, with what searching of
the Scriptures, have I justified myself in conscience, in standing
up alone against the Pope!”

, The theses were designed to subserve an immediate, local
end, but they kindled a commotion over all Germany. Both .
| the religious and political opponents of the trade in indulgences
greeted so able and gallant a spokesman? ‘“No one,” says
Luther, “would bell the cats; for the heresy-masters of the
Preaching Order had driven all the world to terror by their

! Praf. Oper. (1546). The following year (May 30, 1518), in his letter to
Leo X., covering the Resolutiones of the theses, he says, in connection with other
expressions of spiritual allegiance: ‘“Vocem tuam, vocem Christi, in te premsi-
*-~*is et loquentis agnoscam.” De Wette, i. 122.

‘“Et fovebat me utcumque aura ista popularis, quod invise jam essent om-
artes et Romanationes illee, quibus totum orbem impleverant et fatigaver-
Praf. Operum (1548).
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sent to Wittenberg with a glowing prophecy of the eminence
that awaited him.! At the age of twenty his powers and his
scholarship were alike mature. Unlike Luther in his tempera-
ment, they were the counterparts of each other. Melancthon
found rest and support in the robust nature, the intrepid spirit
of Luther; Luther admired, in turn, the fine but cautious in-
tellect, and the exact and ample learning of Melancthon. Each
lent to the other the most effective assistance. So intimate is
their friendship that Luther dares to get hold of the manuseript
commentaries of his young associate, whose modesty kept them
from the press,and to send them, without the author’s knowledge,
to the printer.? ‘This little Greek,” said Luther, “surpasses
me in theology, too.”” By his commentary on the Epistle to
the Romans, Melancthon laid the foundation of the Protestant
exegesis; and his doctrinal treatise, the “ Loci Communes,” won
for him a like distinction in this department of theology.

The disputation at Leipsic went on for a week between Carl-
stadt and Eck, on the intricate themes of free will and grace,
in which the former defended the Augustinian and the latter
the semi-Pelagian side, and in which the fluency and adroitness
of Eck shone to advantage in comparison with his less facile
adversary. Then Luther ascended the platform. He was in
the prime of life, in his thirty-sixth year, of middling height,
at that time thin in person, and with a clear, melodious voice.
It is a fact not without interest that he carried in his hand a
nosegay of flowers.* He took delight in nature —in the sky,
the blossoms, and birds. In the midst. of his great conflict he
would turn for recreation to his garden, and correspond with
his friends about the seeds and utensils that he wanted to pro-

! Reuchlin to Melancthon, Corpus Ref., i. 33. Reuchlin applies to him the
promise to Abraham (Gen. xii.): “Ita mihi prmeagit animus, ita spero futu-
rum de te, mi Philippe, meum opus et meum solatium.’” Melancthon’s original
name was Schwarserd, which, acoording to the prevailing custom, he rendered
into Greek. To render proper names into Greek or Latin was usual with scholars.
Thus Hausschein became (Ecolampadius; B8chneider — i.e. Kornschneider —
was transformed into Agricola. Johannes Krachemberger wrote to Reuchlin
to furnish him with a Greek equivalent for his not very euphonious name. Von
Raumer, Geschichte der Padagogik, i. 129.

? Letter to Melancthon, De Wette, ii. 238. See also ii. 303.

3 A concise, instructive Article on ‘‘ Eck ” in Hauck, Realencyklopidie, v. 138
seq., describes this combatant and the other participants in the Leipsic Debate.

¢ For an interesting description of Luther, as he appearcd in this Disputation,
from the pen of Petrus Moeellanus, see Waddington, i. 130. See also Ranke,
Deutsch. Gach., i. 281. It lasted from June 27, to July 16, 1519.
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cure for it.! At home and with his friends he was full of humor,
was enthusiastically fond of music, and played with skill on the
lute and the flute; in his natural constitution the very opposite
of an ascetic’ His powerful mind — for he was, probably,
the ablest man of his time — was connected with a childlike
freshness of feeling, and a large, generous sympathy with
human nature in all its innocent manifestations.

Standing before Duke George, who proved to be a decided
enemy of the Reformation, and before the auditory who sat
with him, Luther discussed with his opponent the primacy of
the Pope. In the course of the colloquy he declared that the
headship of the Pope is not indispensable; that the Oriental
Church is a true Church, without the Pope; thai the primacy
is of human and not of divine appointment. Startling as these
propositions were, they were less 8o than was his avowal, in re-
sponse to an inquiry, that among the articles for which John

~Huss had been condemned at the Council of Constance, there

were some that were thoroughly Christian and evangelical. A
feeling of amazement ran through the assembly, and an audible
expression of surprise and anger broke from the lips of the
Duke.?

The Disputation at Leipsic, by stimulating Luther to further
studies into the origin of the Papacy and into the character of
Huss and of his opinions, brought his mind to a more decided
renunciation of human authority, and to a growing suspicion
that the papal rule was a usurpation in the Church and a hateful
tyranny. Up to this time his attempt had been to influence
the ecclesiastical rulers; now he turned to the people. His
“ Address to the Christian Nobles of the German Nation” was
a ringing appeal to the German laity to take the work of refor-
mation into their own hands, to protect the German people
against the avarice and tyrannical intermeddling of the Roman

! “While Satan with his members is raging, I will laugh at him and will at-
tend to my gardens, that is, the blessings of the Creator, and enjoy them praising
him.” Letter to Wenc. Link. (Dec. 1525), De Wette, iii. 58. See, also, iii. 172.

* But he was abstemious in food and drink; ‘valde modici cibi et potus,”
says Melancthon. Often for many consecutive days he would take only a little
bread and fish. Vita Luthers, v.

3 Ranke, i. 279 seq.

¢ Before the Disputation at Leipsic, he wrote to Spalatin (March 13, 1519):
‘“Verso et decreta Pontificium, pro mea disputatione, et (in aurem tibi loquor)

nescio an Papa sit Antichristus ipse vel apostolus ejus: adeo misere corrumpitur
et crucifigitur Christus (id est veritas) ab eo in decretis.” De Wette, i. 238.
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ecclesiastics, to deprive the Pope of his rule in secular affairs,
to abolish compulsory celibacy, to reform the convents and
restrain the mendicant orders, to come to a reconciliation with
the Bohemians, to foster education. The spiritual Power en-
throned at Rome was able by its pretensions to shield itself
against reforms. It claimed to be the sole authoritative source
of reforms. If Scripture was cited in behalf of them, it was
answered that the Pope alone is competent to say what Scripture
meant. In this harangue Luther strikes a blow at the dis-
tinction between laymen and priest, on which the hierarchical
system rested. “We have one baptism and one faith,” he says,
“and it is that which constitutes a spiritual person.” He com-
pares the Church to ten sons of a king, who, having equal
rights, choose one of their number to be the “minister of their
common power.”” “A company of pious laymen in a desert,
having no ordained priest among them, would have the right to
confer that office on one of themselves, whether he were married
or not; and “the man so chosen would be as truly a priest as if
all the bishops in the world had consecrated him.” The priestly
character of a layman and the importance of education are the
leading topics in this stirring appeal. His treatise on the Baby-
lonian Captivity of the Church followed, in which he handled;
the subject of the sacraments. The number of these he limits™
to three, Baptism, the Lord’s Supper, and Repentance, and
holds tlmt the last is not properly a sacrament, but a return to
Baptism. Absolution is not a function confined to the priest.|
Transubstantiation is an idea which no one is bound to accept.
The Eucharist is not a sacrifice. He condemns the denial of
the cup to the laity. In one passage he declares that the bishop
of Rome has become a tyrant; he, therefore, has no fear of his
decrees. Neither he nor a general council has a right to set up
new articles of faith. He attacks the statutes that violated
Christian liberty, such as those which prescribed pilgrimages,
fastings, and monasticism. He had discovered the close con-
nection between the doctrinal and practical abuses of the church.!
He regards with favor the marriage of the clergy, and divorce
as in some cases lawful. At this time (1520) he sent to Leo X.
a letter containing expressions of personal respect, but com-
paring him to & lamb in the midst of wolves and to Daniel among

! Waddington, i. 267.
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the lions, and invoking him to set about a work of reformation
in his corrupt court and in the Church.! With it he sent his
Discourse De Libertate Christiana.

In this sermon on “The Freedom of a Christian Man,”
Luther set forth in a noble and elevated strain the inwardness
of true religion, the marriage of the soul to Christ through faith
in the Word, and the vital connection of faith and works. Faith
precedes since by faith we are justified; but good works are
necessarily the fruit of faith. In this treatise he rises above
the atmosphere of controversy, and unfolds his idea of Chris-
tianity in the genial tone of devout feeling.

His course during the period between the posting of the
theses and the final breach with Rome can be judged correctly
enly when it is remembered that his mind was in a transition
- state. He was working his way by degrees to the light. This
explains the seeming inconsistencies in his expressions relative
to the Pope and the Church, which occasionally appear in his
letters and publications during this interval. “I am one of
those,” he said, “among whom Augustine has classed himself
— of those who have gradually advanced by writing and teach-
ing; not of those who at a single bound spring to perfection
out of nothing.”?

The Bull which condemned forty-one propositions of Luther,
and excommunicated him if he should not recant within sixty
days, after which every Christian magistrate was to be required
to arrest him and deliver him at Rome, was issued on the 16th
of June, 1520. It had been prepared by Cajetan, Prierias, and
by Eck, whose numerous attacks on Luther in speech and in
writings received the reward of carrying to Germany this Papal
fulmination, in which one item in the condemned propositions
ascribed to Luther was the 33d: “that to burn heretics is against
the will of the Holy Spirit.” The papal condemnation of errors
was made binding on all persons and States. Was it not, then,
ex cathedra? Luther, in review of it, cited with telling emphasis
the condemnation of Christ of the treatment of heretics sanc-

! Luther seems to have entertained, up to this time, a personal regard and
respect for Leo, but the intermingling of personal compliments with denuncia-
tions of his court and of the Roman Church (which is styled *“a licentious den
of robbers ”’) was ill adapted to conciliate the Pope’s favor.

? Pref. Operum: “Qui de nihilo repente fiunt summi, cum nihil sint, neque
operati, neque tentati, neque experti.”
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tioned in it. Luther put forth a pamphlet in response to this
erecrable Bull of Antichrist, as he called it. On the 10th of .
December, in the public place at Wittenberg, — whither all
friends of Evangelical truth had been invited on the bulletin
board of the University, — in the presence of an assembly of
doctors of the University, students and people, he threw it,
together with the book of Canon Law, and a few other equally
obnoxious writings, into the flames. By this act he completed
his rupture with the Papal See. There was no longer room
for retreat. He had burned his ships behind him.!

This decisive step drew the attention of the whole German
nation to Luther’s cause, and tended to concentrate all the
various elements of opposition to the Papacy.? Luther found
political support in the friendly disposition of the Elector, and
from the jurists with whom the conflict of the spiritual with
the civil courts was a standing grievance. The Papal Bull was
extensively regarded as a new infringement of the rights of the
civil power. The religious opposition to the Papacy, which had ;
been quickened by Luther’s theological writings, and which
found an inspiring ground of union in his appeal to the Divine
Word and his arraignment of the Pope as an opposer of it,
engaged the sympathy of a large portion of the inferior clergyl
and of the monastic orders. Luther also found zealous allies -
in the literary class. The Humanists were either quiet, labo-
rious scholars, who applied their researches in philosophy and
classical literature to the illustration-of the Scriptures and the
defense of Scriptural truth against human traditions, of whom
Melancthon was a type; or gr they were poets, filled with a national
spirit, eager to avenge tt th&® Indignities suffered by Germany under
Italian and Pa __[_)al rule and ready not anly to-vindieate—their
cause With in nvectives and satires,. but. also_with their swords.
These were the combatants for Reuchlin against the Dominican
persecution; the authors of the “Epistole Obscurorum Vi-
rorum.” Luther, with his deeply religious feeling, had not
liked the tone of these productions. Ulrich von Hutten, one
of the writers, the most prominent representative of the youth-
ful lterati, to whom we have just referred, had not been inter-
ested at first in the affair of Luther, which he regarded as a
monkish and theological dispute. But he found help for his

3 Strauss, Ulrich von Hutten, p. 397. 2 See Ranke, i. 307 seq.



90 THE REFORMATION

own aims in its wide-reaching scope and became one of the Re-
former’s ardent supporters. He seconded Luther’s religious
appeals by scattering broadcast his own caustic philippics and
satires, in which the Pope and his agents and abettors in Ger-
many were lashed with unbridled severity. Abandoning the
Latin, the proper tongue of the Humanists, he began to write
in the vernacular. Hutten enlisted his friend Francis von Sick-
ingen, another patriotic knight, and the most noted of the class
who offered themselves to redress wrongs by exploits and incur-
sions undertaken by their own authority, often to the terror of
those who were thus assailed. Sickingen sent to Luther an
invitation, in case he needed a place of refuge, to come to his
strong castle at Ebernburg.!

We must pause here to look for a moment at the political
condition of Germany. In the fifteenth century the central
government had become so weakened, that the Empire existed
more in name than in reality. Germany was an aggregate of
numerous small states, each of which was, to a great extent,
independent within its own bounds. The German king having
held the imperial office for so many centuries, the two stations
were practically regarded as inseparable; but neither as king
of Germany nor as the head of the Holy Roman Empire, had he
sufficient power to preserve order among the states or to com-
bine them in common enterprises of defense or of aggression.
By the golden bull of Charles IV., in 1356, the electoral con-
stitution was defined and settled, by which the predominance
of power was left in the hands of the seven leading princes to
whom the choice of the Emperor was committed. No measures
affecting the common welfare could be adopted except by the
consent of the Diet, a body composed of the electors, the princes,
and_the cities, Private wars were of frequent occurrence be-
tween the component parts of the country. They might enter
separately into foreign alliances. During the reign of Maxi-
milian great efforts were made to establish a better constitution,
but they mostly fell to the ground in consequence of the mutual
unwillingness of the states and the Emperor that either party
should exercise power. The Public Peace and the Imperial
Chamber were constituted, the former for the prevention of

1 See the very interesting biography by D. F. Strauss, Ulrich von Hutten
(2d ed., 1871).
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intestine war, and the latter a supreme judicial tribunal; but
neither of these measures was more than partially successful.
The failure to create a better organization for the Empire in-
creased the ferment, for which there were abundant causes
prior to these abortive attempts. The efforts of the princes to
increase their power within their several principalities brought
on quarrels with bishops and knights, whose traditional privi-
leges were curtailed. Especially among the knights a mutinous ¥~
feeling was everywhere rife, which often broke forth in deeds
of violence and even in open warfare. The cities complained
of the oppression which they had to endure from the imperial
government and of the wrongs inflicted upon them by the princes
and by the knights. Thriving communities of tradesmen and
artisans invited hostility from every quarter. The heavy bur-
dens of taxation, the insecurity of travel and of commerce, were
for them an intolerable grievance. At the same time, all over
Germany, the rustic population, on account of the hardship of
their situation, were in a state of disaffection which might at
any moment burst forth in a formidable rebellion. In addition
to all these troubles and grievances, the extortions of Rome
had stirred up a general feeling of indignation.! Vast sums of
money, the fruit of taxation or the price of the virtual sale of
Church offices, were carried out of the country to replenish the
coffers of the Pope.

On the death of Maximilian (January 12, 1519), the prin-
cipal aspirants for thie succession, were Charles, the youthful
King of Spain, and Francis 1., the King of France. Charles,
who was the grandson of Maximilian, and the son of Philip and
of Joanna, the daughter of Ferdinand and Isabella, inherited
Austria and the Low Countries, the crowns of Castile and Aragon,
of Navarre, of Naples and Sicily, together with the vast terri-
tories of Spain in the New World. The Electors offered the
imperial office to Frederic of Saxony, a prince held in universal
esteem for his wisdom and high character; but he judged that
the resources at his command were not sufficient to enable him
to govern the empire with efficiency, and he cast his influence
with decisive effect in favor of Charles. The despotism of the
French King was feared, and Charles was preferred, partly
because, from the situation of his hereditary dominions in Ger-

1 Ranke, i. 132 seq.
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many and from the extent of his power, it was thought that he
would prove the best defender of the Empire against the Turks.
But the princes took care, in the “capitulation” which accom-
panied the election of Charles, to interpose safeguards against
encroachments on the part of the new Emperor. He promised
not to make war or peace, or to put any state under the ban of
the Empire without the assent of the Diet; that he would
give the public offices into the hands of the Germans, fix his
residence in Germany, and not bring foreign troops into the
country.

The concentration of so much power in a single individual
excited general alarm. Such an approach to a universal mon-
archy had not been seen in Europe since the days of Charle-
magne. The independence of all other kingdoms would seem
to be put in peril. It was reasonably feared that Charles would
avail himself of his vast strength to restore the Empire to its
ancient limits, and to revive its claim to supremacy. This
apprehension, of itself, would account for the hostility of Francis,
apart from his personal disappointment at the result of the
imperial election. But there were particular causes of disagree-
ment between the rival monarchs which could not fail to pro-
duce an open rupture. In behalf of the Empire, Charles claimed
Lombardy and especially Milan, together with a portion of
Southern France — the old kingdom of Burgundy or Arles.
As the heir of the dukes of Burgundy, he claimed the parts of
the old dukedom which had been incorporated in France, after
the death of Charles the Bold. It had been the ambition of
France, since the expedition of Charles VIII., to establish its
power in Italy. Francis, besides his determination to cling to
the conquests which he had already made, claimed Naples in
virtue of the rights of the house of Anjou, which had reverted
to the French crown; he claimed also Spanish Navarre, which
had been seized by Ferdinand, and the suzerainty of Flanders
and Artois. The scene, as well as the main prize of the conflict,
was to be in Northern Italy. The preponderance of strength
was not so decidedly on the side of Charles as might at first
appear. The Turks perpetually menaced the eastern frontiers
of his hereditary German dominions, which were given over to
Ferdinand, his brother. His territories were widely separated
from one another, not only in space, but also in language, local
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institutions, and customs. Several of the countries over which
he reigned were in a state of internal confusion. This was true
of Spain, as well as of Germany.

For months after the death of Maximilian, the Empire was
without a head. Frederic of Saxony, who was disposed to pro-
tect rather than repress the movement of Luther, was regent
in Northern Germany. Had he been in middle life and been
endued with an energy equal to his sagacity and excellence, he
might have complied with the preference of the Electors and
have placed himself at the head of the German nation, which
was now conscious of the feeling of nationality, and full of aspi-
rations after unity and reform.!

Charles V. was not the man to assume such a position. He
developed a tenacity of purpose, a restless activity, and a far-
sighted calculation, which were far in advance of the expec-
tations entertained respecting him in his early youth. But his
whole history shows that he had no adequate appreciation of
the moral force of Protestantism. His personal sympathies
were with the old system in which he had been educated, and
this was more and more the case in the latter part of his career.
But apart from his own opinions and predilections, his position
as ruler of Spain, where the most bigoted type of Catholicism
prevailed, would have the effect to prevent him from severing
his connection with the Roman Church. Moreover, the whole
idea of the Empire, as it lay in his mind and as it was involved
in all his ambitious schemes, presupposed the unity of the
Church and union with the Papacy. The sacred character,
the peculiar supremacy of the Empire, rested upon the con-
ception that it was more than the kingdom of Germany, more
than a German empire, that it was the ally and protector of
the entire Catholic Church. Germany was regarded by
Charles V. as only one of the countries over which he ruled.
The peculiar interests of Germany were subordinate, in his
thoughts, to the more comprehensive schemes of political
aggrandizement to which his life was devoted. He acted in
the affair of the Reformation from political motives. These,
at least; were uppermost, and accordingly his conduct varied
to conform to the interest of the hour. He might deplore the
rise and progress of Lutheranism, but he desired still less the

1 Bryce, Holy Roman Empire, p. 315.
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success of Francis I. in the Italian peninsula. Moreover, in
carrying out his plans for himself, and for the realization of the
idea of the Empire, he might fall into conflict with the head of
the Church. The old contest of pope and emperor might be
revived. This was the more liable to occur in a period when
the popes were anxiously laboring for their own temporal power,
and for the advancement of their relatives in Italy. A com-
bination of all the forces opposed to the new doctrine might
suffice to crush it. But would this combination be effected?
In addition to the jealousies that existed between the principal
potentates, the Emperor, the Pope, and the King of France,
divisions might easily arise among the Catholic princes in Ger-
many, from the fear, for example, of the increasing power of
the house of Austria. In addition to the conflicting interests
out of which the Lutheran movement might find its profit, Ger-
many and the shores of the Mediterranean were incessantly
threatened by the Turks. It might be impracticable to per-
secute the disciples of the new doctrine, and at the same time
secure their help against the common enemy of Christendom.
' When Charles V. first arrived in Germany (in 1520, when
he was crowned at Aix la Chapelle), he had reasons for codperat-
ing with the Pope, and when this was the case his own prefer-
ences seconded the motive of policy. Yet Luther and the
Lutheran cause had attracted a religious and national sympathy
V“that was too strong to permit him to be condemned by the
Emperor without a hearing. A less summary course must be
taken than that which the papal party urged upon him.! Hence
the summons which Luther received to appear and answer for
, himself at his first German Diet, the Diet of Worms (1521).
In this summons Luther recognized a call of God to give testi-
mony to the truth. He had letters of safe-conduct from the
Emperor and the princes through whose territories his route
lay, as he made his journey in the farmer’s wagon, furnished
by the city of Wittenberg. When he went to Augsburg to meet
Cajetan, he had worn a borrowed coat. He was now an object
of universal interest and attention. At Erfurt, the University
went out in & procession to meet him, some on horseback, with

1 Of the two nuncios who were sent to t.he xmperml court, Caraccioli and
Aleander, the latter was most distinguished. He ﬁgured in the Diet of Worms.
Of him Luther has given a sarcastic description, which is quoted by Seckendorf,
lib. i., sect. 34, § 81.
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a great throng on foot, and welcomed him with a speech from
the rector, who met at the head of a mounted escort at a place
forty miles distant. He persevered in his journey, notwith-
standing illness by the way and many voices of discouragement
— mingled, to be sure, with others more cheering — which met
him at every step.'! When he reached the last station he was
advised by a councilor of Frederick not to go on; the fate of
Huss, it was said, might befall him. To which he replied: * Huss
has been burned, but not the truth with him. I will go in,
though as many devils were aiming at me as there are tiles on
the roof.”? He rode into the town at midday, through streets
crowded with people who had gathered to see him. In the lodg-
ings provided for him by the Elector he spent the time partly in
prayer; atintervals playing on his lute; administering, also, the
communion to & Saxon nobleman in the house, who was danger-
ously ill. On the following day, at four o’clock in the afternoon,
having first solemnly commended himself to God in prayer, he was
escorted by the imperial master of the horse, Ulrich of Pappen-
heim, to the hall of audience. He was conducted by a private
and circuitous way in order to avoid the press of the multitude;
yet the windows and roofs that overlooked the route which he
took were thronged with spectators. As he entered the august
assembly he beheld the youthful Emperor on his throne, with
his brother, the Archduke Ferdinand, at his side, and a brilliant
retinue of princes and nobles, lay and ecclesiastical, among whom
were his own sovereign, Frederick the Wise, and the Landgrave,
Philip of Hesse, who was then but seventeen years of age,
together with the deputies of the imperial cities, foreign am-
bassadors, and a numerous array of dignitaries of every rank.
Aleander, one of the Papal Nuncios, had arranged the order of
proceedings. A jurist representing the Emperor had the same
name, as it happened, as the old antagonist of Luther, Eck. It
was estimated that not less than five thousand persons were
collected in and around the hall. For a moment Luther seemed

1 Some interesting details are given by Myconius, Hist. Reformat., p. 88 (in
Cyprian’s Urkunden).

2 Concerning the precise form of the expression, see Ranke, i. 334, and his
reference to De Wette, ii. 139. But Spalatin gives the expression in the more
usual form in which it is quoted: ‘“Dass er mir Spalitino aus Oppenheim gin
Wurmbe, schriebe: ‘Er wollte gin Wurmbs, wenngleich so viel Teufel darrinnen
wiren, als immer Zeigel da waren.’’’ Jahrb. vond. Ref. Luth. (1521), p. 39 (in
Oyprian’s Urkunden). He arrived at Worms, April 16, 1521.
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to be somewhat dazed by the imposing aspect of the assembly.
He spoke in a low voice, and many thought that he was afraid.
“It was planned that two questions should be propounded for
Luther to return categorical answers.” Some of his books had
been placed near the Emperor. The first question was, Did
/“he write them and others published under his name? His legal
adviser was the Wittenberg Professor of Jurisprudence, Dr.
Jerome Schur Schurff, who called for the reading of the titles.
When this was done, Luther gave an affirmative answer. In
reply to the second question whether he retracted what he had
written in his books, the titles of which had been read, he asked
for time to frame an answer suitable to so grave a question.!
This was not with any thought of retracting. Time was given
him, and on the following evening, at an hour so late that lamps
were lighted, he was once more ushered into the assembly. He
exhibited no sign of embarrassment, but in a calm, determined
manner, in strong and manly tones of voice, he said that he
could not retract those deemed correct by his opponents, nor,
without conniving at wickedness, what he had written against
the manifest, the evident tyranny and corruptions of the
Papacy. Admitting that he had sometimes written against in-
dividuals with undue acrimony, yet he could not revoke what he
had said without warranting his adversaries in saying that he
had retracted his antagonism. He then declined to revoke his
opinions or condemn his writings, until they should be disproved
by some other authority than pope or council, even by clear
testimonies of Scripture or conclusive arguments from reason.
A council could err, he said; and he declared himself ready to
prove it. When a final, definite answer to the question whether
he would recant, was demanded, he replied that his conscience
would not permit him: ‘“Here I stand; I cannot do otherwise.
God help me. Amen.” There were many besides the Saxon
Elector, whose German hearts were thrilled by the noble de-
! That Luther asked for delay has been made a ground of reproach by ad-
versaries. See the answer to Maimbourg, in Beckendorf, lib. i. sect. 40, § 94.
It has occasioned perplexity to Protestant writers. See Waddington, i. 348.
But the explanation is that he had, in all probability, not expected a peremp-
tory demand of this nature, and wished for time to frame an answer — espe-
cially in view of the fact that his writings contained, among other things, many
personalities. The request for postponement was doubtless in accordance with
the advice of Jerome Schurff, his legal assistant. On this topic see Gieseler, 1v.

i.1,§1,n.79. Ranke observes: *‘Auch er nahm die Formlichkeiten des Reiches
fiir sich in Anspruch.” Deutsch. Gach., i. 384.
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meanor of Luther on that momentous day.! Tokens of admi-
ration and sympathy were not wanting. Had violence been
attempted, there were too many young knights, armed to the
teeth and resolved to protect him, to give such an attempt
an assurance of success. One who was present testifies that
Luther returned to his lodgings, full of courage and cheerful-
ness, and declared that had he a thousand heads, he would have
them all struck off before he would make a retraction.? The
Elector Frederick expressed his delight that “Father Martin”
spoke so excellently both in Latin and German before the
Emperor and the Estates. The Elector, however, would have
preferred to have had Luther speak more modestly in relation to
Councils. Some advised Charles to disregard his safe-conduct,
but he remembered the blush of Sigismund, when Huss looked
him in the face at Constance, and refused. Even Duke George
of Saxony cried out against an act so«derogatory to German
honor. It is worthy of note that the Emperor, in his last days,
at the Convent of Yuste, when superstition had more sway over
him, regretted his own fidelity to duty and honor at the time
when he had Luther in his power.® At the request of the Ger-
man princes, a commission made an unsuccessful effort to lead
Luther to modify his position as to General Couneils. When
a part of the assembly had gone home, and after Luther had
left, the decree was proclaimed that placed Luther under the
ban of the Empire. This edict, in its spirit and language, as
well in its provisions, was harsh and, in the highest degree,
hostile to Luther. Immediately after the last conference of
the commission, the Emperor had complied with his request
for permission to leave, and, to the credit of Charles in all the
future, sent him a safe-conduct. Bearing the same date as
the sentence of outlawry against him was a treaty between
Leo X. and Charles for the reconquest of Milan by the latter.
"The Pope was also to abstain from complying with the wish
of the Spanish Estates that he would soften the rigors of the
Inquisition in Spain, a necessary instrument of Charles’s

tyranny.*

! Respecting the impressions made by Luther on various persons, see Ranke,
i. 336 meq. 2 Spalatin, p. 42.
8 Robertson, History of Charles V., Prescott’s Appendix (iii. 482).
‘R.snko,thoryolllnPopa,l 86
, Deutsche Geschichte, i. 329.
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Leo X. had opposed the election of Charles, and had made
great exertions to secure the elevation of Francis to the imperial
station. The Pope was resolved to prevent, if he could, the
sovereignty of Naples and the imperial office from being in the
same hands. He dreaded the consequences to his own states
and the effect upon Italy generally that would result from such
an accumulation of power. But after Charles had been chosen,
both the Emperor and Leo saw the advantages that would
attend upon their union, and the damage that each could inflict
upon the other in case they persevered in their hostility. Ac-
cordingly they concluded an alliance, a main provision of which
was that the parties were to divide between them the places to
be conquered by the Emperor in Lombardy.

Thus Luther was placed under the ban of the Empire and of
the Church. The two great institutions, the two potentates,
in whom it had been imagined that all authority on earth is
embodied, pronounced against him. The movement that had
enlisted in its support to so great an extent the literary and
political, as well as the distinctively religious, elements of
opposition to Rome, was condemned by Church and State. It
remained to be seen whether the decree of the Diet could be
carried into execution. This was more difficult, even when
it was withstood by a single German State, than it was to pass
it. The genius of Luther himself, his power as an author,
even of polemical pamphlets, were formidable obstacles. The
influence of popular literature was a codperative power. Of
these, Ulrich von Hutten, despite his unstable principles, was
one of the most effective of the assailants of the papal repressive
policy and of the Worms edict in particular.

Now we find Luther in the Wartburg, the place of refuge
chosen for him by the firm but discreet Elector. The Emperor’s
safe-conduct was good for only three weeks. The Elector.
arranged for his safety by a plan of his own. On the way he
was interrupted by a company of mounted soldiers. Luther
knew that he was to be hidden for a while, but knew not where.
In the old Castle of Wartburg in the Thuringian Forest he
remained for eleven months.! It was a very fine remark of
Melancthon respecting the Elector to whose honest piety and
discerning spirit the Reformation owes so much: “He was not

! His life there is well sketched by Schaff, Church History, vi. p. 330 seq.
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one of those who would stifle changes in their very birth. He
was subject to the will of God. He read the writings that
were put forth, and would not permit any power to crush
what he thought true.” Luther studied the Scriptures in the
Hebrew and Greek. On the Wartburg, he speaks often of his
personal conflicts with the devil, with him the source and im-
personation of evil, whom he held responsible for his physical
and mental troubles. With him he conceived himself to be
frequently wrestling. He was not without recreation. He
made excursions, admiring the beautiful scenery and rejoicing
in the music of the birds. Here, though enduring much
physical pain consequent upon neglect of exercise,! Luther is
incessantly at work, sending forth controversial pamphlets,
writing letters of counsel and encouragement to his friends,
and laboring on his translation of the New Testament, the first /
portion of that version of the entire Scriptures, which is one
of his most valuable gifts to the German people.? Idiomatic,
vital in every part, clothed in the racy language of common life,
it created, apart from its religious influence, an epoch in the
literary development of the German nation.! What has been
said in modern days in depreciation of Luther’s translation of
the Bible into the vernacular is in the main without any just
ground. It is true that there had been translations of the Bible
into German before. Taken all together, they may be fourteen
in number. But one fact of capital importance is that these
were renderings of the Latin Vulgate, inclusive of its errors,
while the basis of Luther’s Bible was the orlgmal ScrlptureS'
Moreover, Luther endeavored to interweave in his version the
reliable results of Greek and Hebrew scholarship. Another
fact is that the circulation of previous German translations was
small, especially among laymen, compared with the immense
as well as early circulation of Luther’s Bible — deservedly styled
the classic of the German people.

1 He sdverhtohmphymml disorders, De Wette, ii. pp. 2, 17, 29, 33, 50, 59.

2 On the previous translations of the Bible into High and Low Gemn, and
on their small circulation, especially among the lnty, see Hauck’s Realencyc.,
iii. 59 seq. Bee, also, Schaff’s Church History, vi. p. 351 seq. The “Cam-
bridge Modern Hutory," vol. ii., The Reformation, p. 164 seq.; vol. ii., The Renais-
sance, p. 639 seq

3 On the uwdcul.ble advantage of Luther’s Bible as furnishing a ‘‘ people’s
book ”” — a ‘ fundamental work for the instruction of the people *’— there are
good rum.rks by Hegel, Phil. der Geschichte; Werke, ix. 503, 504.
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Troubles at Wittenberg called him forth from his retreat.
An iconoclastic movement had broken out under the lead of
Carlstadt, for the purpose of sweeping away in an abrupt and
violent manner rites that were deemed incongruous with the
new doctrine. This theologian, not without talents and learning,
in his career at times supported Luther, and at intervals envied
and opposed him. There was a certain consistency in his radical
movement, and many of the changes that were attempted Luther
and his followers themselves effected afterwards. But there was

. an unhealthy spirit of enthusiasm and violence, of which Luther
saw the danger; and the innovators were associating with them-
selves pretended prophets from Zwickau, who claimed a miracu-
lous inspiration and were the apostles of a social revolution.
Luther comprehended at a glance the full import of the crisis.
Should his movement issue in a sober and salutary reform, or
run out in a wild, fanatical sect? It is a mark of the sound con-
servatism of Luther, or rather of his profound Christian wisdom,

vthat he desired no changes that did not result spontaneously
from an insight into the true principles of the Gospel. Better,
he thought, to let obnoxious rites and ceremonies remain, unless
they fall away from their perceived inconsistency with the
Gospel, as the natural result of incoming light and the education
of conscience. ‘““If we,” he said, “are to be iconoclasts because
the Jews were, then like them we must kill all the unbelievers.” *
He was unwilling to have the attention of men drawn away
from the central questions by an excitement about points of
subordinate moment; and he counted no changes to be of any
value, however reasonable in themselves, which were brought
to pass by the dictation of leaders or by any form of external
pressure. Seeing the full extent of the danger, he resolved,
whatever might befall himself, to return to his flock. Luther
never appears more grand than at this moment. To the pru-
dent Elector who warned him against leaving his retreat, and
told him that he could not protect him against the consequences
of the edict of Worms, he wrote in a lofty strain of courage and
faith. He went forth, he said, under far higher protection than
that of the Elector. This was a cause not to be aided or directed
by the sword. He who has most faith will be of most use.
“Since I now perceive,” he wrote, “that your Electoral Grace

! De Wette, ii. 548.



LUTHER AND THE ICONOCLASTS 101

is still very weak in faith, I can by no means regard yom‘ -Elec-
toral Highness as the man who is able to shield or save mie.” !
If he had as pressing business at Leipsic, he said, as he hud: at
Wittenberg, he would ride in there if it rained Duke Georgcs:
nine days!? Arriving at Wittenberg, he entered the pu]plt on

the following Sunday, and by his persuasive eloquence in a
series of eight discourses put an end to the formidable disturb- - .-

ance (1522).

Restored to Wittenberg, Luther continued his herculean
labors as a preacher, teacher, and author. Commentaries,
tracts, letters upon all the various themes on which he was daily
consulted or on which he felt impelled to speak, continually
flowed from his pen. In a single year he put forth not less than
one hundred and eighty-three publications.®

Meantime the Council of Regency, who managed the govern-2 -
ment in the absence of the Emperor, steadily declined to adopt
measures for the extirpation of the Lutherans. The ground
was taken that the religious movement was too much a matter
of conscience; it had taken root in the minds of too great a
number to allow of its suppression by force. An attempt to
do so would breed disturbances of a dangerous character. The
drift of feeling through the nation was unmistakably in the
direction of reform. Adrian VI., who was a man of strict morals,
the successor of Leo X., found himself unable to remedy the
abuses to which he attributed the Lutheran movement. The
demand which he made by his legate at the Diet of Nuremberg,
in 1522, that the decree against Luther should be enforced, was
met by the presentation of a list of a hundred grievances of
which the Diet had to complain to the Roman See. His suc-
cessor, Clement VII., in whom the old spirit of worldliness, after
the brief interval of Adrian’s reign, was reinstated in the papal
chair, fared little better at the Diet of Nuremberg, in 1524, when,
through his legate Campeggio, he demanded the unconditional
suppression of the Lutheran heresy. The Pope and the Em-
peror could obtain no more than an indefinite engagement to

1 De Wette, ii. 139. * Ibid., ii. 140.

3 He says: ‘‘Sum oerte velocis mentis et promt® memori® e qua mihi fluit,
quum promatur, quicquid scribo.” Letter to Spalatin (Feb. 3, 15620) ; De Wette,
i. 405. Nine years later he writes: ‘‘Sic obruor quotldle literis, ut mensa, scam
na, scabella, pulpita, fenestrs, arce, asseres, et omnia plena jaceant literis quses-

tionibus, querelis, petitionibus, etc. In me ruit tota moles ecclesiastica et po-
litica,” etc. Letter to Wenc. Link. (June 20, 1529); De Wette, iii.. 472.
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obserye.the Worms decree, “ as far as possible.” This action was
equwalent to remanding the subject to the several princes
vu‘t,hirr their respective territories. It was coupled with a refer-
-#nce of disputed matters to a general council, and with a resolu-
tién to take up the hundred complaints at the next diet. A

‘ “*-.majority could not be obtained against the Lutherans and in

" favor of the coercive measures demanded by the Pope and by
Charles. And the movement of reform was spreading in every
part of Germany.

This aspect of affairs moved the papal party to the adoption
of active measures to turn the scale on the other side — meas-
ures which began the division of Germany. Up to this point
no division had occurred. The nation had moved as one body:
it had refused to suppress the new opinions. Now strenuous
efforts were put forth to combine the Catholics into a compact
party for mutual aid and defense. At Ratisbon an alliance of
this character was formed by the Catholic princes and bishops
of South Germany, by the terms of which the Wittenberg heresy
was to be excluded from their dominions, and they were to help
each other in their common dangers. At the Diet of Nurem-
berg it had been determined to hold an assembly shortly after
at Spires for the regulation of ecclesiastical affairs. The princes
were to procure beforehand from their councilors and scholars
a statement of the points in dispute. The grievances of the
nation were to be set forth, and remedies were to be sought for
them. The nation was to deliberate and act on the great mat-
ter of religious reform. The prospect was that the evangelical
party would be in the majority. The papal court saw the
- danger that was involved in an assembly gathered for such
a purpose, and determined to prevent the meeting. At this
moment war was breaking out between Charles and Francis.
Charles had no inclination to offend the Pope. He forbade the
assembly at Spires and, by letters addressed to the princes indi-
vidually, endeavored to drive them into the execution of the
edict of Worms. In consequence of these threatening move-
ments, the Elector of Saxony and the Landgrave of Hesse en-
tered into the defensive league of Torgau, in which they were
joined by several Protestant communities. The battle of Pavia
and the capture of Francis I. were events that appeared to be
fraught with peril to the Protestant cause. In the Peace of

—~——
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Madrid (January 14, 1526) both sovereigns avowed the deter-
mination to suppress heresy. But the dangerous preponderance
obtained by the Emperor created an alarm throughout Europe;
and the release of Francis was followed by the organization of
a confederacy against Charles, of which Clement was the lead-
ing promoter. This changed the imperial policy in reference to
the Lutherans. The Diet of Spires in 1526 unanimously re-; .
solved that, until the meeting of a general council, every state’
should act in regard to the edict of Worms as it might answer
to God and his imperial majesty. Once more Germany refused
to stifle the Reformation, and adopted the principle that each
of the component parts of the Empire should be left free to act. -
according to its own will. It was a measure of the highest im-
portance to the cause of Protestantism. It is a great landmark,
in_the history of the German Reformation, The war of the
Emperor and the Pope involved the necessity of tolerating the
Lutherans.

In 1527, an imperial army, composed largely of Lutheran
infantry, captured and sacked the city of Rome. For several
months the Pope was held a prisoner. For a number of years
the position of Charles, with respect to France and the Pope,
and the fear of Turkish invasion, had operated to embolden
and greatly strengthen the cause of Luther. But now that the
Emperor had gained a complete victory in Italy, the Catholic J
party revived its policy of repression; and at the Diet of Spires,
in 1529, a majority was obtained for an edict virtually forbidding .
the progress of the Reformation in the states which had not
accepted it, at the same time that liberty was given to the ad-
herents of the old confession in the reformed states to celebrate
their rites with freedom. It is impossible to describe here the
methods by which a reversal of the national policy was thus
procured. The decisive circumstance was that Charles V., in
consequence of his sympathy with the spirit of Spanish Catholi-
cism, instead of putting himself at the head of the great religious
and national movement in Germany, chose to maintain the
ancient union of the Empire with the Papacy. The protest ;.
against the proceeding of the Diet, which gave the name of
Protestants to the reforming party, and the appeal to the Em-
peror, to a general or a German council, and to all impartial
Christian judges, was signed by John, the Elector of Saxony,
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the Margrave of Brandenburg, the Duke of Brunswick-Liine-
burg, the Landgrave of Hesse, the Prince of Anhalt; to whom
were united fourteen cities, among which were Nuremberg,
Strasburg, and Constance.

The party of reform did not consider itself bound by the
action of the Diet, not only because its edict looked to compul-
sion in a matter that should be left to the conscience, but also
because it overthrew a policy which had been solemnly estab-
lished; a policy on the faith of which the princes and cities that
were favorable to the evangelical cause had proceeded in shaping
their religious polity and worship. The efforts made, especially
by the Landgrave of Hesse, to combine the supporters of the
Reformation in a defensive league, were chilled by the opposi-
tion of Luther to measures that looked to a war with the
Emperor, and still more prevented from being successful by his
determined unwillingness to unite with the Swiss, on account
of what he considered their heretical doctrine of the sacrament.
Luther and his associates were imbued with a sense of the obli-
gation of the subject to the powers that be and with the sacred-
ness of the Empire. The course for the Christian to take, in
their judgment, was that of passive obedience. They likewise
deemed it an unlawful thing to join with errorists — with men
who rejected material parts of Christian truth. However open
to criticism the position of the Saxon reformers was on both of
these points, it should not be forgotten that their general motive
was the sublime disregard of mere expediency, which had char-
acterized, and, we may add, had ennobled their movement at
every step.

In this state of things, the Emperor, flushed with success,
met the representatives of the Empire in 1530, at the memorable
Diet of Augsburg. The inconvenience and danger of keeping
the Pope in captivity had caused Charles to wish for an accom-
modation with him. The desire of Clement VII., a self-seeking
politician, to have Florence restored to his family, in connection
with other less influential considerations, inspired him with a
like feeling; so that amity was reéstablished. At the same time
the Peace of Cambray terminated for a time the conflict with
France. The Emperor was freed from the embarrassments
which had hindered him from putting forth determined en-
deavors to restore the unity of the Church. He had been
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crowned at Bologna, and was filled with a sense of his respon-
sibility at the head of the Holy Roman Empire, the guardian
of Christianity and of the Church. He was surrounded by the
Spanish nobility as well as by the princes and representatives
of the Empire. The design was to persuade, and, if this should
prove impracticable, to overawe and coerce the Protestants
into an abandonment of their cause. A faith and heroism less
steadfast would have yielded to the tremendous pressure that
was brought to bear upon them. It was not considered wise or
safe for Luther to go to Augsburg. He was left behind in the
castle of Coburg, within the limits of the Elector’s dominion,
but he held frequent communication with the Saxon theologians
who attended the Elector. The celebrated Confession, drawn-
up by Melancthon, in a conciliatory spirit, but clearly defining
the_essential tenets of Protestantism —a creed which has ob-
tained more "currency amd réspect than any other Protestant
symbol — was read to the Assembly. The reply, composed by
Eck and other Catholic theologians, by order of the Emperor,
was also presented. Then followed efforts at compromise, in
which Melancthon bore a prominent part, and showed a willing-
ness to concede everything but that which was deemed most
vital. These efforts fell to the ground. They could invent no
formulas on which they could agree, upon the merit of works,
penance, and the invocation of saints. The elaborate and able
Apology by Melancthon, in defense of the Confession, was not
heard, but was published by the author. It acquired a place *
among the Lutheran creeds. The majority of the Diet enjoined
the restoration of the old ecclesiastical institutions, allowing the

Protestants time for reflection until the 10th of November of

the following year; after which, it was implied, coercion would

be adopted. Nothing in the history of the Reformation is more

pathetic than the conduct of the Elector John at Augsburg,

who, in the full prospect of the ruin of every earthly interest,

and not without the deepest sensibility from his attachment

to the Emperor and to the peace of the Empire, nevertheless

resolved to stand by “the imperishable Word of God.” The

Reformers were willing to release him from all obligation to pro-

tect them, to take whatever lot Providence might send upon

them; but this true-hearted prince refused to compromise in the

least his sacred convictions.!

1 John the Constant succeeded his brother, Frederick the Wise, in 1525.
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The letters written by Luther during the sessions of the Diet
exhibit in bold relief the noblest and most attractive sides of
his character. 'I'h.e fine mingling of jest and earnest, the grand
elevation of his fq_lih_ his serene, dauntle;sg‘% and his broad.

city, are néver more striking. He takes time to write a
charming letter to his little son.! To his friends at Augsburg he
sportively writes that in the flock of crows and rooks hurrying
to and fro, and screaming in a thicket before his window, he finds
another Diet, with its dukes and lords, which quite resembles
the imperial assembly. “They care not for large halls and pal-
aces, for their hall is roofed by the beautiful, wide-spreading
sky, its floor is simple turf, its tables are pretty green branches,
and its walls are as wide as the world’s end.”? He will build
there, in his seclusion, three tabernacles, one for the prophets,
one for the Psalter, and another for Zsop; for not only will
he expound the Scriptures, he will translate Zsop, too, for the
instruction of his Germans.® Why had Master Joachim twice
written to him in Greek? He would reply in Turkish, so that
Master Joachim might also read what he could not understand.
He sets a trap to decoy a fastidious musical critic into an approval
of a piece which Luther had himself partly composed, but which
he contrives to have passed off as a performance at Augsburg,
to celebrate the entrance of Charles and Ferdinand.® Suffering
himself from prostration of strength and from a thundering in
the head, which forced him to lay down his books for days, he
enjoins Melancthon to observe the rules for the care of his “little
body.”® He exhorts the anxious Philip to the exercise of greater
faith. If Moses had resolved to know just how he was to escape
from the army of Pharaoh, Israel would have been in Egypt
to-day.” Let Philip cease to be rector mundi and let the Lord
govern.® In bearing private griefs and afflictions, Philip was
the stronger, but the opposite is true, said Luther, of those which
are of a public nature.” If we fall, he says, Christ falls, and I
prefer to fall with Christ than stand with Caesar.®* He rejoices

' De Wette, iv. 41.

3 Ibid., iv. 4, 8, 13. The letter is dated from *“the Diet of Grain-Peckers,”
April 28, 1530. Writing to Spalatin a few days after in the same strain, he
adds: ‘““Yet it is in seriousness and by compulsion that I jest, that I may repel
:wlrle lrzﬂectiom which rush in upon me, if indeed I may repel them.” De Wette,

* Ibid., iv. 2. $ Ibid. * Ibid., p. 52.  ® Ibid., p. 62.
¢ Ibid., iv. 18. ® Itid.,, p.36. ¢ Ibid., p.55.  1° Ibid., p. 63.
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to have lived to have the Confession read before the Empire.!
He bids Melancthon, if the cause is unjust, to abandon it; but
if it be just, to cast away his fears. He is full of that sublime
confidence which rang out in the most popular of his hymns,
“the Marseillaise of the Reformation” —

“Ein fester Burg ist unser Gott” —

Three hours in the day he spent in prayer.? He writes to the
Elector’s anxious Chancellor: “I have lately seen two wonders,
— first, as I looked out of the window, I saw the stars in the
heavens and the entire beautiful vault which God has raised;
yet the heavens fell not, and the vault still stands firm. Now
some would be glad to find the pillars that sustain it, and grasp
and feel them.” “The other was: I saw great thick clouds
hanging above us with such weight, that they might be com-
pared to a great sea; and yet I saw no ground on which they
rested and no vessel wherein they were contained; yet they
did not fall upon us, but saluted us with a harsh look and fled
away. As they pass away, a rainbow shines forth on the ground
and on our roof.”* ‘“All things,” he writes in another place,
‘“are in the hands of God, who can cover the sky with clouds and
brighten it again in & moment.” ¢ It is painful to him that God’s
Word must be so silent at Augsburg; for the Protestants were
not allowed to preach.® He had a settled distrust of Campeggio
and the other Italians: ‘“where an Italian is good, he is most
good,” but to find such an one is as hard as to find a black swan.
He went along with Melancthon in a willingness to make con-
cessions, provided the evangelical doctrine and freedom in preach-

! De Wette, p. 71.

? Veit Dietrich, who was with him, wrote to Melancthon: ‘I cannot suffi-
ciently wonder at this man’s admirable steadfastness, cheerful courage, faith, and
hope, in so doleful a time. He nourishes these tempers, however, by studious,
uninterrupted meditation of God’s Word. Not a day passes when he does not
spend three hours, and those best suited for study, in prayer. Once I had the
good fortune to hear him pray. Good God, what a faith appeared in his words!
He prayed with such reverence that one saw he was talking with God, and yet
with such faith and hope that it seemed as if he was talking with a father and
a friend. ‘I know,’ he said, ‘that Thou art our God and Father. 8o I am certain
Thou wilt bring to shame the persecutors of Thy children. If Thou doest it not,
the hazard is Thine as well as ours. In truth, the whole matter is Thine own;
we have been only compelled to lay hands on it; Thou mayst then guard,’” &c.
Corpus Rel., ii. 159.

3 De Wette, iv. 128. At an earlier day, on the occasion of his interview with
Cajetan, in reply to the question where he would stand if the Elector should not
support him, he answered, ‘‘Unter dem weiten Himmel 1"

¢ De Wette, iv. 166. * Ibid., p. 178.
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ing it were not sacrificed. He had no suspicion of Philip, as
some had. There were many ceremonies, which were trifles
— levicule — not worth disputing about. Yet it did not belong
to the magistrate to dictate to the Church in these points.! He
would go so far, though not without reluctance, as to allow
bishops to continue, but would permit no subjection to the
Papacy. But Luther had no belief in the possibility of a com-
promise or reconciliation. There was a radical antagonism that
could not be bridged over. There could be no agreement in
doctrine; political peace alone was to be aimed at and hoped
for? Hence he rejoiced when the perilous negotiations between
the opposing committees of theologians were brought to an
end.

There are several occurrences not yet noticed, which took
place in the interval between the Diets of Worms hitd of Augs-
burg, and which are of marked importance both in their bearing
on the Reformation, and as illustrating the personal character
of Luther.

One of these events was his marriage, in 1525, to Catharine
von Bora. He resolved upon this measure, as we learn from
himself, partly because he expected that his life would not con-
tinue long, and he was determined to leave, in the most impres-
sive form, his testimony against the Romish law of celibacy.
Another motive was a yearning for the happiness of domestic
life, which his parents, who had embraced the new faith, encour-
- aged. The scandal that his marriage caused, first among his
own friends and then the world over, hardly fell short of that
occasioned by the posting of his theses. The example of Luther
was followed by many of his associates, which gave rise to the
characteristic jest of Erasmus, that what had been called a
tragedy seemed to be a comedy, at it came out in a marriage.
The marriage of an apostate monk with a runaway nun be-
tokened, in the view of the superstitious, the coming of Anti-
christ as the fruit of the unhallowed union. But it was one of
those bold steps, characteristic of Luther, which, in the long
run, proved of advantage to his cause. It gave him the solace
of home, in the intense excitement and prodigious labors in which
he was immersed for the rest of his days. There, with music,
and song, and frolics with his children, in the cirele of his friends,

! De Wette, iv. 210, 108. 3 Ibdd., iv. 110.

w30
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he poured out his humor and kindly feeling without stint. His
diverting letters to his wife — his ‘“ Mistress Kate,” “Doctoress
Luther,” as he styled her — and the tender expressions of his
grief at the death of his children could ill be spared from the
records of this deep-hearted man.!

Among these events are his controversies with King Henry
VIII. and with Erasmus. From the outset it was evident that
Luther must either give up his cause or contend for it against
countless adversaries. His polemical writings are therefore
quite numerous, and it shows the amplitude of his mind that he
did not allow himself to be so far absorbed in this sort of work
as to neglect more positive labors, through his Bible, catechisms,
sermons, tracts, for the building up of the Church. He had to
fight his own friends when they swerved from the truth, as did
Carlstadt, and also Agricola, who set up a form of Antinomian-
ism. But his principal literary battles were with Henry VIII.
and with Erasmus. The intemperance of Luther’s language has /
been since, as it was then, a subject of frequent censure. It~
must be remembered, however, what a tempest of denunciation :
fell upon him; how he stood for all his life & mark for the piti-
less hostility of a great part of the world. It must be remem-
bered, too, that for a time he stood alone, and everything
depended on his constancy, determination, and dauntless zeal
in the maintenance of his cause. Had he wavered, everything
would have been lost. And mildness of language, he said, was,
not his gift; he could not tread so softly and lightly as Melanc-
thon.? His convictions were too intense to admit of an expres-
sion of them in any but the strongest language; in words that
were blows. Moreover, he believed it to be a sound and wise
policy to cast aside reserve and to speak out, in the most
unsparing manner, the sentiments of his soul. It was not a
disease to be cured by a palliative® The formidable enemy
against which he was waging war, was rendered more arrogant
and exacting by every act of deference shown him, and by every

1 See, for example, the letter (to Nic. Hausmann), August 5, 1528, after the
death of his daughter. De Wette, iii. 364. A complete account of Luther’s
domestio character and relations is given by F. G. Hofman, Katharina von Bora,
oder Dr. Martin Luther als Gatte und Vater (Leipsic, 1845). There is much of in-
terest on the same subject, in a quaint little book, D. Martin Luther’s Zeitver-
kurzungsm, von M. Johann Nicolaus Anton (Leipsic, 1804).

3 Letter to the Elector John, De Wette, iv. 17.

3 ¢ Aut ergo desperandum est de pace et tranquillitate hujus rei, aut verbum
negandum est.”’ Letter to Spalatin (February, 1520). De Wette, i. 425.



—

110 THE REFORMATION

concession. There was no middle course to be pursued.! There
must be either surrender, or open, uncompromising war. Be-
sides, in his study of the Bible, he conceived himself to find a
warrant for all his hard language, in the course pursued by the
prophets, by Christ, and by Paul®* He felt that he stood face
to face with the same Pharisaical theology and ethics that called
forth the terrible denunciations recorded in the New Testament.
If it was proper to call things by their right names then, it was
proper now. He had been hampered at the beginning, he came
to think, by a false humility, by a lingering reverence for an
authority that deserved no reverence. He regretted that at
Worms he had not taken a different tone; that he had said any-
thing about retracting in case he could be convinced of his error.
He would cast all such qualifications and cowardly scruples to
the winds; he would stand by what he knew to be truth, without
any timid respect for its adversaries.? These considerations are

. not without weight. A man whose natural weapon is a battle

ax must not be rebuked for not handling a rapier. There is
sometimes work to be done which the lighter and more graceful
weapon could never accomplish. At the same time, with all
Luther’s tenderness of feeling, with his fine and even poetic
sensibility, there was associated a vein of coarseness, a plebeian
vehemence in speech, which, when he was goaded by opposition,

_engendered scurrility.

The book of Henry VIII. was directed against Luther’s work

" on the sacraments, ‘“ The Babylonian Captivity.” * It is marked

by extreme haughtiness toward Luther, and is hardly less vitu-
perative than the Reformer’s famous reply. Luther was the
hound who had brought up heresies anew out of hell; princes
would combine to burn him and his books together. It was,

1 “Mein Handel ist nicht ein Mittelhandel, der etwas weichen oder nach-
geben, oder sich unterlassen soll, wie ich Narr bisher gethan habe.” De Wette,
ii. 244.

2 He gives reasons for his vehemence in a letter to Wenceslaus Link (August
19, 1520), De Wette, i. 479. Among other things he says: ‘“Video enim ea,
qus nostro smculo tractantur, mox cadere in oblivionem, nemine ea curante.”
He says elsewhere that love and severity are compatible. De Wette, ii. 212.
See, nlso pPp. 236, 243.

3 Hallam censures Luther for “bellowing in bad Latin.” But it was a cry
with which all Europe rang ““from side to side.” Had he been a man of the
temperament of Hallam, where would have been the Reformation? The Eras-
mians can seldom a.pprecinte much less look with complacency upon, Luther.

¢ Adsertio S Sacr torum adversus Martinum Lutherum (1521). Itis
published in a German translation in Walch’s ed. of I.uther’s Writings.




ya
LUTHER, HENRY VIIL, AND ERASMUS 111

throughout, an appeal to authority; Luther had audaciously
presumed to set himself against popes and doctors without
number. The impression of Henry’s book itself wholly depended
on the fact that its author sat on a throne. Luther probably
meant to neutralize this impression by bemiring the purple of
this regal disputant who had stepped forth, with his crown on
his head, intc the arena of theological debate, to win from the
Pope, whom he obsequiously flattered, the title of Defender
of the Faith. Subsequently, when Henry was reputed to be
favorable to the Protestant cause, at the earnest solicitation
of King Christian II. of Denmark and of other friends, Luther
wrote to the King a humble apology for the violence of his lan-
guage — making no withdrawal, however, of any portion of his
doctrine. In composing this apologetic letter he was carried
away, he says, by the promptings of others, to do what of
himself he would never have done. Yet, notwithstanding the
ungenerous reception and use of the letter by Henry, Luther did
not regret that he had written it, as he did not regret the sending
of a similar epistle to Duke George. As far as his own person
was concerned, he said, he was willing to humble himself to a
child; his doctrine he would not compromise. But such expe-
riences confirmed him in the feeling, which he had entertained
before, that humility was thrown away; that here was a mortal
conflict, in which gentle words were misinterpreted, and there-
fore, wasted, and into which it was worse than folly to enter
with his hands tied. Under such circumstances, a man must
neither think of retreat nor of the possibility of placating the
foe. It was natural that his experiences of controversy, in their
action on a temper naturally combative, should contribute to
carry Luther far beyond the bounds of charity, as well as of
civility, in his treatment of the Sacramentarians, the adherents
of Zwingli. Of this matter, where his intemperance was more
mischievous, we shall speak in another place.

As to Erasmus and the Saxon Reformers, there was an ear-
nest wish on both sides that he should not take part against them.
Luther, and Melancthon still more, respected him as the patri-
arch of letters, the restorer of the languages, and the effective
antagonist of fanaticism and superstition. When Luther pub-
lished his work on the Galatians, he regretted that Erasmus
had not put forth a book on the same subject, which would have
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rendered his own unnecessary.! Erasmus, in turn, could not
but applaud the first movement of Luther. His love of litera-
ture, not less than his religious predilections, would incline him
strongly to the Lutheran side. The Wittenberg theologians
were earnest champions of the cause of learning. But the caution
of Erasmus was manifest from the beginning. He avoided the
need of committing himself by professing to his various corre-
spondents that he had not read the books of Luther. He told
the Elector of Saxony, in an interview at Cologne, shortly before
the Diet of Worms, that the two great offenses of Luther were
that he had touched the crown of the Pope and the bellies of
the monks. The expressions of sympathy with the Wittenberg
movement that escaped him, notwithstanding his prudence, or
which reached the ear of the public through the unauthorized
publication of his letters, kept him busy in allaying the suspi-
cions and anxieties of Catholic friends and patrons. But Luther
“and Erasmus were utterly diverse from one another in character ;

" and “such unlikes,” as Coleridge has said, “end in dislikes.’’
Erasmus, it has been remarked with truth, lacked depth and
fervor of religious convictions. He was a typical latitudinarian,
in the cast of his mind.> His absorbing passion was for litera-
‘ture. He could not conceive how any man of taste could prefer
“ Augustine to Jerome, while Luther could not see how any man
that loved the Gospel could fail to set Augustine, with his little
Greek and less Hebrew, infinitely above Jerome.* As the con-
flict which Luther had excited grew warm, attention was inevi-
tably drawn away from the pursuit of letters and absorbed in
theological inquiry and controversy; and this change Erasmus
deplored. The heat which Luther manifested was repugnant to
his taste. The Reformer’s vehemence and roughness became
Anore and more offensive to him.* Erasmus hated a commotion,
" and said himself that he would sacrifice a part of the truth for
the sake of peace, and that he was not of the stuff which martyrs
are made of. He could be an Arian or a Pelagian, he said, if

! De Wette, i. 335.

3 It is the ‘““moderation’’ of Erasmus that leads Gibbon (ch. liv. n. 38) to
say: ‘‘Erasmus may be considered the father of rational theology. After a
slumber of an hundred years, it was revived by the Arminians of Holland, Gro-
tius, Limborch, and Le Clerc; in England by Chillingworth, the latitudinarians
of Cambridge (Burnet, Hist. of his own Ttmes, vol. i. pp. 261-268, octavo edition),
Tillotson, Clarke, Hoadley,” etec.

3 De Wette, i. 52. ¢ Strauss, Ulrich von Hutten, p. 486.
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the Church had so made its creed; and yet, in his inmost heart,
and apart from the feeling that he must be anchored somewhere,
the authority of the Church counted for little. Being by tem-
perament, by his personal relations, and by the effect of years,
and, we might add, on principle, a time-server, he found himself,
being also the most prominent man of the age, in an embarrass-
ing situation. He must stay in the Church, yet, if possible,
offend neither party.! Luther saw through him, and in a letter
that was not meant to be unfriendly, he irritated the great
scholar by inviting him to be a spectator of the magnificent
tragedy in which he was not fitted to be an actor.? The refusal
of Erasmus to see Ulrich von Hutten when he visited Basel, and
the furious controversy that ensued between them, — for Eras-
mus was provoked into the use of a style which he very much
deplored in Luther, an inconsistency which Luther did not
fail to point out, — was the first decided step in the alienation
of the great scholar from the evangelical party. Then Erasmus
at length yielded to the persuasions that had long been addressed °
to him from the papal side, and took the field against Luther,
in a treatise on free will; in which the Reformer was assaulted
on a subject where his extravagant language exposed him to
an easy attack, and on which Erasmus could write with some
warmth of conviction. He and his associates preferred the
Greek theology to that of Augustine, on this subject of the will.
More once complained that Luther “clung by tooth and nail to
the doctrine of Augustine.” Theologians who explain difficul-
ties by referring to “original sin,” Erasmus had once likened to
astrologers who fall back on the stars. The moderation of the
personal references to Luther in the book of Erasmus did not
restrain the former from the use of the severest style in his reply.
Erasmus, he thought, had taken his place under the banner of
the Pope; he had come out on the semi-Pelagian side, from which
the whole system of salvation by merit was inseparable; and the
higher his standing, the more unsparing must be the attack
upon him. The rejoinder of Erasmus — the ‘‘Hyperaspistes,”
the first part of which appeared in 1525, and the second in 1527
— completed, if anything was wanted to complete, their mutual
estrangement. From that time Luther habitually spoke of him

! Luther notices the ‘‘dexterity” of Erasmus, De Wette, i. 396.
3 Letter to Erasmus (April, 1524), De Wette, ii. 408.
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as a disciple of Lucian, a disciple of Epicurus, an enemy of all
religions, especially the Christian, and flung at him other appella-
tions, which, if literally unjust, sometimes had the truth of a
caricature. Finally, a long letter of Luther to his friend, Nicho-
las von Amsdorf, in which the author undertook to maintain a
charge of skepticism, as well as of frivolous levity, against Eras-
mus, by reference to his comments on Scripture, drew out a
reply which is marked by all the refinement, ingenuity, and wit
for which Erasmus was deservedly famous. From this time,
his animosity against the Protestant cause went on increasing.
Luther more than once complains that Erasmus could make the
sins and distress of the Church a theme for jesting.! In the
epistle to Amsdorf, he charges him with infusing into the young
a gpirit at war with religious earnestness.?

! De Wette, i. 76. He finds fault with Erasmus, ‘‘senex et theologus,” for
treating sacred things in a jesting way, in a period ‘‘negotiosissimo et laborioeo.”’
Ibid., iv. 508; Letter to Nic. Amsdorf. Luther, it will be remembered, had not
thought well of the Eptstole Obscurorum Virorum.

3 Ibid., iv. 519. The letters of Luther set forth the rise and progress of his
estrangement from Erasmus. In a letter to Spalatin (October 19, 1516) he ex-
presses his dissent from the idea of Erasmus that, by ‘‘works of the law,” Paul
means ceremonial works alone, gives his own view of justification, and wishes
Spalatin to try to alter the views of Erasmus on this point. He writes to Lange
(March 1, 1517), that he reads Erasmus — “nostrum Erasmum,” he styles him
— but that his esteem for him diminishes daily, that Erasmus exposes well the
ignorance of priests and monks, but does not dwell sufficiently on Christ and the
grace of God: ‘“humana preevalent in eo plus quam divina.” He comes to this
conclusion reluctantly, and is careful not to disclose it, in order not to give aid to
the enemies and rivals of Erasmus. Luther’s censure of the levity of Erasmus
in reference to the calamities of the Church is frequently expressed. Erasmus
(April 14, 1519) wrote to the Elector a letter, in which he complimented Luther.
In writing to Spalatin (May 22, 1519), Luther expresses his gratification. On
the 28th of the previous March, Luther had written a respectful letter to Erasmus
himself, in which his talents and services are fully appreciated; to which Eras-
mus replied, in May, in gracious, but cautious terms. Everything shows that
Erasmus was favorable to Luther, but did not deem it safe to betray the extent
of his sympathy. His position Luther fully understood, as is shown in many

of his letters. In a letter to Spengler (November 17, 1520) Luther remarks

that he has private disputes with Melancthon on the question how far from the
right way Eraamus is — Melancthon, of course, being more favorable to the great
Humanist. In reference to the advice of Erasmus that Luther would be more
moderate, he writes (to Spalatin, S8eptember 9, 1521) that Erasmus looks ‘“‘non
ad crucem, sed ad pacem’’: ‘‘memini me, dum in prefatione sua in Novum Tes-
tamentum de se ipso diceret: ‘gloriam facile contemnit Christianus’— in corde
mea cogitasse: ‘O Erasme, falleris, timeo. Magna res est gloriam contemnere.’ ”’
To Spalatin (May 15, 1522), he charges Erasmus with betraying, ‘‘in sua Epis-
tolarum farragine,”” his secret hostility to him and his doctrine, and declares
that he prefers an open foe like Eck to a tergiversating person, now friendly and
now hostile. To Caspar Bérner (May 28, 1522), he writes that be is aware that
Erasmus dissents from him on predestination, but that he has no fear of Eras
‘ance: ‘‘potentior est veritas quam eloquentia, potior spiritus quam

vjor fides quam eruditio.’” To (Ecolampadius (June 20, 1523) he
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If we look below the accidents of the controversy, and cast
aside particulars in which Luther was often as incorrect, as he
was uncharitable in his general estimate of his antagonist, we
must conclude that Luther was still in the right in his judg-+"
ment respecting the reform of the Church. It could not comei
from literature. Erasmus could assail the outworks, such as
the follies of monkery, but the principles out of which these
obnoxious practices had grown, he would touch only so far as
it could be done without danger to himself and without dis-
turbance. Luther had been himself a monk, not like Eras-
mus for a brief time and through compulsion, but of choice,
with a profound inward consecration. He had personally
tested, with all sincerity and earnestness, the prevailing system
of religion, until he discerned the wrong foundations on which
it rested. He saw that the tree must be made good before the
character of the fruit could be changed. And there was still
a vitality in the old system with which the weapons of Erasmus
were quite insufficient to cope. It is humiliating to see him
resorting to the Pope’s legate, and then to the Pope himself,
for leave to read the writings of Luther. It is safe to affirm
that the Erasmian school would eventually have been driven
to the wall by the monastic party, which sooner or later would
have combined its energies; and that without the sterner battle
waged by Luther, the literary reformers, with théir lukewarm,
equivocal-position in relation to fundamental principles would
have succumbed to the terrors of the Inquisition. There was
lp:k" of t:he covert hostility of En;mus to the Lutheran doctrine, and charac-
terizes him thus: “Linguas introduxit, et a sacrilegis studiis revocavit. Forte
et ipse cum Moee in campestribus Moab morietur: nam ad meliora studia (quod
ad pietatem pertinet) non provehit.” In April, 1524, Luther wrote a letter to
Erasmus, in which be makes an offer of peace, but in a manner so0 condescending
and with such plain observations upon the limitations of Erasmus as to courage
and discernment, that he could not fail to be irritated by it. In this singular
epistle, which was well meant but very ill calculated to produce amity, Luther
expresses the wish that his friends would desist from assailing Erasmus; as they
would do, it is added, ‘“if they considered your imbecility and weighed the great-
nees of the cause, which has long since exceeded the measure of your powers.” He
condoles with his correspondent in view of the great amount of enmity which
Erasmus had excited against himself, ‘‘since mere human virtue such as yours is
insufficient for such burdens.”’ The reply of Erasmus, though dignified in tone,
shows how deeply he was offended. In September of the same year he gave
way to the importunities of the opponents of Luther and wrote his book De Lib-
ero Arbitrio, which was followed by an acrimonious controversy. From this
time Luther denounces him without reserve. He calls Erasmus that ‘“‘most

vain animal” (De Wette, iii. 98), predicts that he will “fall between two
stools "’ (Itid., 447); and characterises him in the manner stated above.
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certain to be an aroused, implacable earnestness on the papal
gide: a like spirit was required in the cause of reform. At the
same time, justice to Erasmus requires that he should be judged
rather by his relation to the preceding age, than by compari-
son with Luther.! The forerunner is not to be weighed by the
standards of the era which he has helped to introduce.

As we have touched on the personal traits of Luther as a
controversialist, it is well to add here that of all men he may
most easily be misrepresented. A man of imagination and
feeling, with intense convictions that burned for utterance, he
never took pains to measure his language. He put forth his
doctrine in startling, paradoxical forms, out of which a cold-
blooded critie, or artful polemic could casily make contradic-
tions and absurdities. In this respect, he was as artless and
careless as the writers of the Bible. Like Paul, and on the
same grounds, he has been charged with favoring antinomian
laxness and positive immorality. It is a charge which ema-
nates from ignorance or malice. It is frequently made by plod-
ders who are incapable of interpreting the fervid utterances,
of entering into the profound conceptions of a man of genius,
but are simply shocked by them.?

One other event of which we have to speak here is the Peas-
ants’ War. The preaching of Luther and his associates pro-
duced inevitably a ferment, in which manifold tendencies to
social disorder might easily acquire additional force. The dis-
content of the nobles or knights with the princes sought to
ally itself with the new zeal in behalf of a pure Gospel; but
this revolt was brought to an end by the defeat and death
of Francis of Sickingen. The disaffection of the peasants, on
account of the oppression under which they suffered, had long
existed. It had led in several instances to open insurrection.
Long before the Reformation, there had been mingled with
these political tendencies a religious element.* But their dis-
content was fomented by the spread among them of the
Lutheran doctrine of Christian liberty, from which they drew
inferences in accord with their own aspirations, and by the

1 8trauss, Ulrich von Hutten, p. 481.

? The criticisms of Hallam upon Luther, togcther with the erroneous state-
ments of Sir William Hamilton, are thoroughly answered by Archdeacon Hare,
Vindication of Luther, etc. (2d ed., 1855).

3 Ranke, i. 127.
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popular excitement which the Reformation kindlea. There was
a secular and religious side to the revolt. Heavier burdens had
been laid upon the laboring class by their lay and ecclesiastical
masters. The forcible repression of the evangelical doctrine
was an added grievance. Their roll of complaints carries us
forward to the days of the French Revolution; nor can it be
questioned that many of them called loudly for redress.! Luther p
had much sympathy with them; he maintained that their
grievances should be removed; he advised mutual concessions;
but he was inflexibly and on principle opposcd to a resort to
arms. He had counseled Sickingen and Hutten against it.?
In general he set his face against every attempt to transfer the
cause of reform from the arena of discussion to the field of
battle. What would become of schools, of teaching, of preach-
ing, he said, when once the sword was drawn? It is a part of
his deliberate resolution to keep the minds of men upon the
main questions in controversy, that there might be an intelligent,
enlightened, free adoption of the truth. The peasants, he held,
had no right to make an insurrection. He exerted himself in
vain to persuade them to abstain from it. (Like the early
Christians, he felt that it was a spiritual agency, and not force,
that could give to the truth a real victory) He wanted to keep
the cause of God clear of the entanglements of worldly prudence
and worldly power. Hence, when their great rebellion brokd. -~
out in 1524 and 1525, he exhorted the princes to put it down
with a strong hand. The terms of this appeal seem ruthless.
He saw, in the event of the success of the revolt, nothing but
the destruction of civil order and a wild reign of fanaticism.*
The abolition of all existing authority in Church and State, 1
equality in rank and in property, were a part of the peasants’
creed. After the victory Luther urged the victors to the ex-
ercise of compassion, reminding them that it was not the hand
of man but God that had quieted the disorder. If the fact of

) Hilusser, Gech. d. Zeitalt. d. Ref., p. 103 seq.; Ranke, Deutsche Gsch., i. 134.

2 Letter to Spalatin (January 16, 1521), De Wette, i. 543.

3 Ranke, Deutsche Gsch., i. 149. Waddington (ii. 154 seq.) and other writers
censure Luther with much severity for his d iation of the p ts. But
Luther considered that there was a fearful crisis, in which the foundations of
society were in peril. The insurrection was very formidable in numbers and
strength. . . . The temperament of Luther, it would seem, was such that were
his disapproval excited by something dctested as being base and perilous, an
intemperate, not unlikely passionate, outburst of his fecling would be likely
to occur, with none of the qualifications natural in another mood of mind.
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the revolt, evidently occasioned as it was, to some extent, by
the Reformation, produced a temporary reaction against it,
this effect was diminished by the outspoken, strenuous opposi-
tion which Luther had made to the ill-fated enterprise. The
“Reformation is not responsible for the Peasants’ War. It
would have taken place if the Protestant doctrines had not
been preached; and it was caused by inveterate abuses for
which the ecclesiastical princes in Germany, by their extortions
and tyranny, were chiefly accountable,

s




CHAPTER V

THE GERMAN REFORMATION TO THE PEACE OF AUGSBURG, 1555:
ZWINGLI AND THE SWISS (GERMAN) REFORMATION

At the time when Luther was beginning to -attract the
attention of Europe, another reformatory movement, of a type
somewhat peculiar, was springing up on a more contracted
theater. The Swiss Confederacy began in the Covenant of
three rural or “forest’’ cantons, in 1291, which, by the accession
of other territories and city states, had become, in the time of
the Reformation, thirteen in number, connected by a loose
bond in a Diet of representatives. In the fifteenth century,
the Swiss, whose military strength had been developed in their
long and victorious struggle for independence, and who had done
much to revolutionize the art of war by showing that infantry
might be more than a match for cavalry, were employed in large
numbers, as mercenary soldiers, in Italy. The Pope and the
French King were the chief competitors in effects to secure;.--
these valuable auxiliaries. The means by which this was ac-
complished were demoralizing in their influence upon the coun-
try. The foreign potentates purchased, by bribes and pensions,
the cooperation of influential persons among the Swiss, and
thus corrupted the spirit of patriotism. The patronage of the,--
Church was used in an unprincipled manner, for the further-
ance of this worldly interest of the Pope. Ecclesiastical dis-
cipline was sacrificed, preferments and indulgences lavishly
bestowed, in order that the hardy peasantry might be enticed
from their homes to fight his battles in the Italian peninsula.
These brought home from their campaigns vicious and lawless
habits. At the same time, in consequence of what they wit-
nessed in Italy, much of their reverence for the rulers of the
Church was dispelled. The corrupt administration of the
Church had a like effect on their countrymen who remained
at home. Thus there was a combination of agencies which

119



/

~

120 THE REFORMATION

operated to debase the morals of the Swiss people, at the same
time that their superstitious awe for ecclesiastical superiors
was vanishing. The influence of the literary culture of the age,
also, made itself felt in Switzerland. High schools had sprung
up in various cities. A circle of men who were interested in
classical literature and were gradually acquiring more enlight-
ened ideas in religion, had their center in Basel where Erasmus
took up his abode in 1516 and became their acknowledged
head.!

+Ulrich Zwingli, the founder of Protestantism in Switzerland,
was born on the 1st of January, 1484, close by Wildhaus, a small
village in a picturesque situation on the mountains which over-
look the valley of Toggenburg. He was only a few weeks
younger than Luther. The father of Zwingli was the principal
magistrate of the town.? Young Zwingli spent his boyhood
under teachers near/gf)!:ne, until he was sent to school first at
Basel, and then at Berne. Bright-minded and eager for knowl-
edge, he was also early distinguished for his love of truth,
which never ceased to be one of the marked virtues of his char-
acter. Like Luther, he had an extraordinary talent for musie.
He learned afterwards to play on various instruments. Among
his associates at the University of Vienna, where he was first
placed, was the famous Eck. There he took up the study of
scholastic philosophy. At Basel, to which place he was trans-
ferred, Capito and Leo Juda, who were to be his confederates
in the work of reform, were among his fellow-students. Here
his principal teacher was Thomas Wyttenbach, a man of liberal
tendencies, as well as of devout character, who predicted the
downfall of the scholastic theology, and imparted impulses to
his pupils which eventually carried them beyond his own position.
Zwingli was a zealous student of the Latin classics, and after be-
coming at the age of twenty-two, a pastor at Glarus, he prose-
cuted the reading of the Roman authors, partly for the truth
which he loved to seek in them, and partly to make himself an
orator. He entered, also, with diligence upon the study of Greek.
His sympathy with Humanism was native and grew with advanc-
ing years. Circumstances conspired to heighten his interest in

! There was a literary public. See Ranke, Deutsch. Gach., ii. 40, 14.

3 See the account of Zwingli’s family in the excellent biography of J. C. Mori-
kofer, Ulrich Zwingli nach den urkundlichen Quellen, 2 vols. (1867), and, also, in
8. M. Jackson’s valuable Huldreich Zwingls (1901).



ZWINGLI'S EDUCATION 121

Erasmus. He carefully copied with his own hand the epistles
of Paul in the original, that he might have them in a portable
volume and commit them to memory. More and more he
devoted himself to the examination of the Bible and deferred
to its authority. He read the Fathers, as counselors, not as
authoritative guides. He was deeply moved by happening to
read a poem of Erasmus in which Jesus was depicted as com~
plaining that men do not seek all good of him, their Saviour
and Helper. This, as he said years later, led him to ask him-
self “why we look to any creature to lend us help.” Seeking
for “a touchstone of truth,” he said of the result that he “came
to rely on no single thing save that which came from the mouth
of the Lord.” Two cardinal principles, which Luther reached
by the power of personal experience, Zwingli arrived at on the
path of Humanistic study, — not involving at once a severance
from Rome. He was obliged to leave Glarus, on account of
his bold opposition to the system of pensions and of mercenary
service under the French. Zwingli was a thorough patriot
from his early boyhood. He listened by the hearthstone to
tales of gallant work done by his relatives and townsmen in the
recent war against Charles of Burgundy. As he grew older he
witnessed the deleterious effect of the French influence, to
which we have adverted. He saw, moreover, the low condition
of morals among the clergy, and became more alive to the de-
plorable state of things from the bitter compunction which his
own compliance with temptation in a single instance cost
him.! At first he did not look upon military service which was
rendered at the call of the Pope, the Head of the Church, with
the same disapprobation which he felt in regard to the French.
He even accompanied his parishioners to war, and was present
on the field of Marignano. He, moreover, thought it no wrong
to receive a pension from the Pope, which was first given him
for the purchase of books. But his public opposition at Glarus
to the French party, which was strong there, obliged him to
leave and to take up his abode at a smaller place, Einsiedeln,
where he took the office of pastor and preacher in the Church
of the Virgo Eremitana — Virgin of the Hermitage. This was

! Leben und Ausgewihlte Schriften d. Vater u. Begrunder d. Ref. Kirche. Chris-
toffel, Hulderich Zwingli, Leben u. Ausgewihlte Schriften, i. 10. Opera Zwinglii,
viii. 54 seq.
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in 1516. Just before this change he made a visit to Basel to
..$ee Erasmus, by whom he was most cordially received. In
letters to one another each expressed his admiration of the
other. When the line was drawn between the two great ec-
. clesiastical parties, their intimacy was broken off. At Einsiedeln
there was a cloister as well as a church, with a store of legends.
It was the chief resort of pilgrims from all the adjacent region.
Indulgences were liberally bestowed, and an image of Mary, of
peculiar sanctity, attracted crowds of devotees. Zwingli, with-
out directly assailing the worship of the Virgin, preached to
the throng of visitors the doctrine of salvation by Christ, and
of his mercy and sufficiency as a Saviour, which had been more
and more impressed on his mind by the investigation of the
Scriptures. The people felt that they were hearing new truth,
and a striking effect was produced on many. He had now
* fully made up his mind to go to the Word of God as the ulti-
" mate authority, in preference to the dogmas of men. To in-
dividuals, to his friend Capito and to Cardinal Sitten, he stated
that he found in the Scriptures no foundation for the rule of
the Papacy.! He even said to Capito, in 1517, that he thought
the Papacy must fall. In 1518 he preached against one Sam-
son, who, like Tetzel, was a peddler of indulgences, so that the
traffic was stopped in the Canton of Schweitz, and Samson
obliged to decamp. In 1519, owing very much to the influence
of leading opponents of the French party, Zwingli was trans-
ferred to the Cathedral Church of Zurich, then a city of about
seven thousand inhabitants. Here he carried out his purpose,
which he announced at the outset, of expounding the Bible to
his hearers, and of inculcating the truth which he found there.
In this way, in sermons which were heard by a multitude with
eager interest, he went through the Gospel of Matthew. He
explained, also, the epistles of Paul; and for fear thatsome
would have less respect for Paul, as he was not one of the twelve,
he showed the identity of Peter’s doctrine by an exposition of
his epistles. He had great power as a preacher: one of his
hearers said that it seemed to him that Zwingli held him by the
hair of his head. When Samson appeared with his indulgences
(in 1519), he again denounced him and his trade, and was sup-
ported in his opposition by the Bishop of Constance, to whom

8 Christoffel, i. 24.



ZWINGLI'S THEOLOGIC PRINCIPLES 123

Samson had neglected to exhibit his credentials; so that the
friar was denied permission to vend his wares in Zurich.

Zwingli was a man of robust health, cheerful countenance and .

kindly manners, affable with all classes; a man of indefatigable
industry, yet enjoying domestic life to the full —he was mar-
ried in 1524 — and fond of spending an evening at the inn, in
familiar conversation with magistrates or leading citizens, or
with strangers who happened to be present.! Upright, humble
before God, but fearless before men, devoted to the work of a
preacher and pastor, but taking an active part in whatever
concerned the well-being of his country, Zwingli acquired by
degrees, though not without opposition and occasional exposure
to extreme danger, a controlling influence in Zurich. A turning

point in his career was the public Disputation, which was held*

at his own request, under the auspices of the government of
Zurich, on the 29th of January, 1523, in the great Council Hall,
where he had proposed to defend himself against all who chose
to bring against him charges of heresy. He had really won
the battle beforehand, in persuading the Council to take the
part of judges, and, in the exercise of their authority, to have
all questions decided by reference to the Secriptures alone. In
an open space, in the midst of an assembly of more than six
hundred men, he sat by a table, on which he had placed the
Hebrew and Greek Secriptures and the Latin version. His
triumphant maintenance of his opinions against his feeble as-
sailants resulted in an injunction from the Council to persevere
in preaching from the Scriptures alone, and a like command to
all the clergy to teach nothing which the Secriptures do not

warrant. In this conference he defended sixty-seven proposi--

tions which were leveled against the system of the Roman
Catholic Church. The authority of the Gospel is substituted
for the authority of the Church; the Church is declared to be
the communion of the faithful, who have no head but Christ;
salvation is through faith in Him as the only priest and inter-
cessor; the Papacy and the mass, invocation of saints, justi-
fication by works, fasts, festivals, pilgrimages, monastic orders
: and the pnesthood auncular confession, absolution, indulgences,

1 ¢““Seriis et jocos miscuit et ludos: nam ingenio amoenus, et ore jucundus
supra quam dici poeut, erat. Dein musices omnis generis instrumenta perdi-
dicit et exercuit, non nisi ut ingenio seriis illis defsugato et recreari ot ad ea par-
tior redire po.et." Myconius, Vita Huld. Zwinglis, iii.
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penances, purgatory, and indeed all the characteristic peculiari-
ties of the Roman Catholic creed and cultus ment.ed Juris-
diction over the authorities of the Church is claimed for the
civil magistrates.' Again, in another disputation, before a
much more numerous audience, on the 26th of October follow-
ing, he obtained a decree of the Council against the use of images
and the sacrifice of the mass. After a severe contest, he es-
tablished the principle that the fasts of the Church are optional,
not obligatory. In all the changes of this sort, radical as some
of them were, extending even to the disuse of the organ in the
minster, Zwmgll proceeded temperately, with the same regard
to weak consciences which Luther had shown, and taking care
that everything should be done in an orderly manner, and by
public authority. Like Luther, he found himself obliged to
sustain a contest with Anabaptist enthusiasts. Zurich, sepa-
rated from the jurisdiction of the Bishop of Constance, became
a Church, at the head of which were the magistrates, who were
proper representatives, in Zwingli’s view, of the body of the
congregation (1524).

In 1525 Zwingli published his principal work, the “ Commen-
tary on True and False Religion,” which was dedicated to Fran-
cis I.; and, about the same time, a treatise on original sin.
In these and other writings he set forth his theological system.
This presented certain deviations at variance with Roman doc-
trine, to which he had arrived in his own reflections and reading.
In most points he coincides with the usual Protestant doctrine,
but, as will be explained, he departed farther from. the old
system in his conception of the sacraments; he ascribed to them
a less important function; and he considered original sin a
disorder rather than a state involving guilt.? It is remarkable
that Zwingli in his philosophy was a predestinarian of an ex-
treme type, and anticipated Calvinism in avowing the supralap-
sarian tenet; in this particular, going beyond Augustine. But
he held that Christ has redeemed the entire race, which has
been lost in Adam; and that infants, not only such as are un-
baptized in Christian lands, but the offspring of the heathen,
also, are all saved. Moreover, he did not accept the prevailing

! Zwingli, Opera, vii. Herzog, Realencyel., art. “‘Zwingli,” xviii. 716.

* His opinion on this subject varied somewhat at different times. See Zeller,

Das theol. Syst. Zwinglis dargestellt (Abdruck aus Jahrg. 1853, Theol. Jahrd.),
p. 51 seq.



ZWINGLI’'S THEOLOGIC PRINCIPLES 125

belief in the universal condemnation of the heathen. The
passages of Scripture which seem to assert this he regarded as
intended to apply only to such as hear the Gospel and willfully
reject it. The divine election and the illumination of the Spirit
are not confined, he thought, within the circle of revealed re-
ligion, or to those who receive the Word and sacraments. The
virtues of heathen sages and heroes are due to divine grace.
By grace they were led to exercise faith in God. A Socrates,
he says, was more pious and holy than all Dominicans and
Franciscars. On the catalogue of saints with the patriarchs
and prophets of the Old Testament he associates, besides
Socrates, the names of the Scipios, Camillus, the Catos, Numa,
Aristides, Seneca, Pindar, even Theseus and Hercules.! The
influence of Zwingli’'s Humanistic culture is obvious in this
portion of his teaching. “He had busied himself,” says Nean-
der, “with the study of antiquity, for which he had a predilection,
and had not the right criterion for distinguishing the ethical
standing-point of Christianity from that of the ancients.” ?

From Zurich the Reformation spread. In Basel it had for a

leader (Ecolampadius, who had belonged to the school of Eras-
mus, was an erudite scholar of mild temper, and in his general
tone resembled Melancthon. In that city it gained the upper

hand in 1529 In Berne it was established after a great public -

disputation, at which Zwingli was present, in 1528. The same
change took place in St. Gall and Schaffhausen.

This ecclesiastical revolution was at the same time a political
one. There was a contest between the republican and reform-
ing party, on the one hand, who were bent on purifying the
country from the effects of foreign influence, from the corruption
of morals and of patriotism which had resulted from that source,
and an oligarchy, on the other, who clung to their pensions
and to the system of mercenary service with which their power
was connected. The party of Zwingli were contending for a

! Pidei Ezpositio, Opera, iv. 65. ‘‘Non fuit vir bonus, non erit mens sancta
non fidelis anima, ab ipso mundi exordio usque ad ejus consummationem, quem
non sis isthic cum Deo visurus.”

* Dogmengeschichte, ii. 263. On this topic Neander has written an able dis-
cussion: {7ber das Verhiltniss d. hellenischen Ethik zur Christlichen; Wissenchaftl.
Abhandlungen, p. 140. It had not been uncommon for the strictest Roman
Catholics to believe in the salvation of Aristotle. Of Zwingli, Henri Martin says
(Histoire de France, viii. 156): “On peut considérer l’ceuvre de Zuingli comme

le plus puissant effort qui 6té fait pour sanctifier la Renaissance et l’unir a la
Réforme en Jésus Christ.”
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social and national reform on a religious foundation. They
aimed to make the Gospel not only a source of light and life to
the individual, but a renovating power in the body politie, for
effecting the reform of the social life and of the civil organiza-
tion of the country.

_.-We have now to consider the relation of the Lutheran and
- Zwinglian movements to one another. There were great differ-
ences between the two leaders. Luther had, so to speak, lived
into the system of the Latin Church to a degree that was not
true in the case of Zwmgh Out of profound agitation, through
long mental struggles, in which he dépended little on aid or
direction from abroad, Luther had come out of the old system.
It was a process of persona.l experience with which his intellec-
tual enhghtenment kept pace. One truth, that of salvationhy
faith, in contrast with salvatlon by the merit of works, stood
promlnently before the eyes of Luther. The method of forgive-
ness, of reconciliation with God, had been with him, from his
early youth, the one engrossing problem. The relation of the
individual to God had absorbed his thoughts and moved his
sensibilities to the lowest depths. The renunciation of the
authority of the Church was an act to which nothing would
have driven him but the force of his convictions respecting the
central truth of justification by faith alone. The course of
Zwingli’s personal development had been different. Of cheer-
ful temper and fond of his classics, he had felt no inclination to
the monastie life. He came out of the Erasmian school. The
authority of the Church never had a very strong hold upon
him, even before he explicitly questioned the validity of it. As
he studied the Secriptures and felt their power, he easily gave
to them the allegiance of his mind and heart. It cost him Tittle
inward effort to cast off whatever in the doctrinal or ecclesias-
tical system of the Latin Church appeared to him at variance
with the Bible or with common sense. In the mind there was
no hard conflict with an established prejudice. It would be
very unjust to deny to Zwingli religious earnestness; but the
course of his inward life was such that, although he heartily
accepted the principle of justification by faith, he had not the
same vivid idea of its transcendent importance that Luther
had. Zwingli, a bold and independent student, took the Bible
for his chart, and was deterred by no scruples of latent reverence
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from abruptly discarding usages which the Bible did not sanc-
tion. While Luther was disposed to leave untouched what
the Bible did not prohibit, Zwingli was more inclined to reject
what the Bible did not enjoin. Closely related to this difference
in personal character is the very important diversity in the
aims of the two reformers. Luther was practical, in one sense
of the term; he sympathized with the homely feelings, as he
was master of the homely language, of the people. No man
knew better how to reach their hearts. He was a German who
was inspired with a national sentiment, and indignantly resented
the wrongs inflicted upon his country. But his aim wag through-
out a distinctly religious one, He drew a sharp line between
the function which he conceived to belong to him, as a preacher
and theologian, and the sphere of political action. Absorbed
in the truth which he considered the life and soul of the Gospel
and intent upon propagating it, he had no special aptitude for
the organization of the Church: much less did he meddle with
the affairs of civil government, except in the character of a
minister, to enjoin obedience to established authority. Zwingli’s
eim and work were so diverse, his turn of mind and his circum-
stances being so different, that Luther and the other Saxon
theologians were slow in understanding him and in doing jus-
tice to him.! Zwingli was a patriot and a social reformer.
The salvation of his couniry from misgovernment and immoral-
ity was an end, inseparable, in his mind, from the effort to bring
in&wﬂuals to the practical aeceptance of the Gospel? The
Swiss people must be lifted up from their degeneracy; and the
instrument of doing this was the truth of the Bible, to be ap-
plied not only to the individual in his personal relations to Ged,
but also to correct abuses in the social and civil life of the nation.
These grew out of selfishness, and there was no cure for that
save in the Word of God. After Zwingli renounced the Pope’s
pension, and declined his flattering offer to make it larger, and
took his stand against foreign influence, come from what quar-
ter it might, which attained its ends at the cost of national

! There is an excellent essay by Hundeshagen, Zur Characteristik Ulrich
Zwinglis u seines Reformationswerkes unter Vergleichung mit Luther und Calvin.
Studien u. Kritiken, 1862, 4.

2 Of his attack upon the system of pensions, his friend Myconius says: ‘‘Hunc
videbat tunc demum doctrins ccelesti locum futurum, ubi fons malorum esset
exhaustus omnium.” — Vita Zwinglii, iv.
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corruption, he resembled in his position, in his mingled pa-
triotism and piety, the old Hebrew prophets. “The Cardinal
of Sitten,” he said, “ with right wears a red hat and cloak; you
have only to wring them and you will behold the blood of your
nearest kinsmen dripping from them!” He would have the
Swiss abstain from all these dishonorable, pernicious alliances.

The question of priority as to time between Luther’s move-
ment and that of Zwingli has often been discussed. Zwingli
asserted with truth that his opinions concerning the authority
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