Biliothern Fymbolicn Errlesie Wniversalis.

This material is in the public domain.

THE CREEDS OF CHRISTENDOM,

WITH

A HISTORY AND CRITICAL NOTES.

BY

PHILIP SCHAFF, D.D, LLD,

PROFESS0R OF BIBLICAL LITERATURE IN THE UNION THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, N, X.

23K
/wm\m, \\:K

oot

- ,,x
F‘\QM;. 2,
A~
7 L

i THEEE VOLUMES.

SIXTH EDITION—REVIZED AND BENLARGED.

Vorrxe L

THE HISTORY OF CREEDS.

LIBRARY
BOB JONES UNIVERSITY
GREENVIE ILLE, S. G

NEW YOREK AND LONDON:
HARPER & BROTHERS, PURBLISHERS,

2
s
&
ey
W
e



102 THE CREEDS OF CHRISTENDOM.

pupils, 1566); the Catechism of Cardinal Brrrarmin (1603), which
Clement VIIL and later Popes commended as an authentic and useful
exposition of the Roman Catechism, and which is much used by mis-
sionaries; and the Catechism of Bossver for the diocese of Meaux
(1687). The Roman Church allows an endless multiplication of such
educational books with adaptations to different nationalities, ages, de-
grees of culture, local wants and circumstances, provided they agree
with the doctrinal system set forth by the Council of Trent. Most of
these books, however, must now be remodeled and adjusted to the
Council of the Vatican.’

§ 27. Tue ParaL BULLS AGAINST THE JansexisTs, 1653 anp 1713,

Cornerivs Jansexrus (Episcopi Iprensis, 1585-1638): Augustinus, sew doctrina Augusting de humance
naturce sanitate, egritudine, et medicina, adv. Pelagianos et Massilienses, Lovan. 1640, 3 vols. ; Paris, 16415
Rouen, 1643 (with a Synopsis vite Jansenii). Prohibited, together with the Jesuit antitheses, by Pope
Urban VIIL., 1642.

S1. Cyran (DU VERGIER, d. 1643) : Aurelius, 1633: again, Paris, 1646. A companion to Jansen's ‘Augus-
tinus,’ and called after the other name of the great Bishop of Hippo.

AnTtONY ARNAULD (Doctor of the Sorbonne, d. at Brussels, 1694) : (Huwres, Paris, 1775-81, 49 vols. in 44.
Letters, sermons, ascetic treatises, controversial books against Jesuits (Maimbourg, Annat), Protestants
(Jurieun, Aubertin), and philosophers (Descartes, Malebranche).

M. Leypeckes (Ref. Prof. at Utrecht, d. 1721) : Historia Jansenismi, Utr, 1695,

Greseron: Histoire générale de Jansenisme, Amst. 1700,

Lucomesixt: Hist. polem. Jansenismi, Rome, 1711, 3 vols.

FonTaINE: Mémoires pour servir a U'histoirve de Port-Royal (Utrecht), 1738, 2 vols.

Collectio nove actorwm Constit. Unigenitus, ed. R. J. Duso1s, Lugd. 1725,

Dowm. pe Coroxta: Diction. des livres Jansenistes, Lyons, 1732, 4 vols.

H. Revonnix: Geschichie von Port-Royal, Hamb. 1839-44, 2 vols. Comp. his monograph on Pascal, and
his art. Jansen and Jansenismus in Herzog's Encyklop. 2d ed. Vol. VL. pp. 481-493.

C. A, Samnte-Bruve: Port-Royal, Paris, 184042, 2 vols.

Abbé GurTTEn: Jansénisme et Jésuitisme, wn exdmen des accusations de Jans., etc., Paris, 1857.  Com-
pare his Histotre de Uéglise de France, composé sur les documents originaue et aubhentiques, Paris, 1847-56,
12 vols. Placed on the index of prohibited books, 1852. The author has since passed from the Roman
to the Greek Church.

W. Hewiey Jervis: The Gallican Church: A History of the Church of France from 1516 to the Revo-
lution, Lond. 1872, 2 vols. On Jansenism, see Vol. L chaps. xi.—xiv.,and Vol. 1I. chaps. v., vi., and viii.

Fraxcns MarTIN: Angelique Arnauld, Abbess of Port-Royal, London, 1873.

(The conftroversial literature on Jansenism in the National Library at Paris amounts to more than
three thousand volumes.)

On the Jansenists, or Old Catholics, in Holland.

Durac pE BeLLeearne: H. de Véglise metropol. d’ Ttrecht, Utr. 1784, 3d ed. 1852

Waron: Neueste Rel. Geschichte, Vol. VL. pp. 82 sqq.

TuroL. QUARTALSCOHRIFT, Tiib, 1826.

Avausti: Das Erzbisthwm Utrecht, Bonn, 1838.

S. P. Trrgurirs: The Jansenists: their Rise, Persecutions by the Jeswits, and existing Remnant, Lon-
don, 1851 (with portraits of Ji ansenius, St. Cyran, and the Mbre Angelique).

! Thus, for instance, in Keenan's Controversial Catechism, as published by the ‘ Catholic
Publishing Company,” New Bond Street, London, the pretended doctrine of papal infallibility
was expressly denied as ‘a Protestant invention ; it is no article of the Catholic faith; no
decision of the Pope can oblige under pain of heresy, unless it be received and enforced by the
teaching body, that is, by the Bishops of the Church.’ But since 1871 the leaf containing this
question and answer has been canceled and another substituted. So says Oxenham, in his
granslation of Dollinger on the Reunion of Churches, p. 126, note. The same is true of many
German and French Catholic Catechisms.
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J.M. NeaLr: 4 History of the so-called Jansenist Church of Holland
4 7 £ etc., London, 1857, le visi
the Old Catholics in Holland in 1851, and predicted for them happier n.m_,.&‘m.. ’ Neslarviztied
Fr. Nievovp: Die altkatholische Kirche des Erzbisthums Utrecht. Geschichtl. Parallele zur altkathol. Ge-

meindebildung in Deutschland, Heidelberg, 1872.

The remaining doctrinal decrees of the Roman Church relate to in-
ternal controversies among different schools of Roman Catholics.

JanseNisy, so called after Cornelius Jansenius (or Jansen), Bishop of
Ypres, and supported by the genius, learning, and devout piety of some
of the noblest minds of France, as St. Cyran, Arnauld, Nicole, Pas-
cal, Tillemont, the Mother Angelique Arnauld, and other nuns of the
once celebrated Cistercian convent Port-Royal des Champs (a few
miles from Versailles), was an earnest attempt at a conservative doc-
trinal and disciplinary reformation in the Roman Church by reviving
the Augustinian views of sin and grace, against the semi-Pelagian doc-
trines and practices of Jesuitism, and made a near approach to evangel-
ical Protestantism, though remaining sincerely Roman Catholic in its
churchly, sacerdotal, and sacramental spirit, and legalistic, ascetic piety.
It was most violently opposed and almost totally suppressed by the com-
bined power of Church and State in France, which in return reaped the
Revolution. It called forth two Papal condemnations, with which we
are here concerned.

I. The bull ¢ Cum ocoastoNe’ of Innocent X. (who personally knew
and cared nothing about theology), A.D.1653. It is purely negative,
and condemns the following five propositions from a posthumous work
of Jansenius, entitled Awgustinus.!

(1.) The fulfillment of some precepts of God is impossible even to just
men according to their present ability (secundwm prasentes quas habent
vires), and the grace is also wanting to them by which they could be
observed (deest illis gratia, qua possibilia fiant).

(2.) Interior grace is never resisted in the state of fallen nature.

! The book is called after the great African Church Father, whose doctrines it reproduced
and was published by friends of the author in 1640, two years after his death. On .wmumm:u
comp. the Dutch biography of Heeser: Historisch Verhaal van de Geboorte, Leven, etc. ~
ega.Qoaammﬁ Jansenius, 1727. He was born near Leerdam, in Holland _mmum mu:&_& :N
”m..ms._mu was Professor of Theology in the University of Louvain, Bishop om M@wmum 1635, and
ﬂ.ﬁm :wwm.. He read Augustine’s works against Pelagius thirty times, the other iolnw ten
times. His book was finished shortly before his death, and advocates the Augustinian system
on 8@ mmwugiaw the loss of free-will, irresistible grace, and predestination. In his ”«.m_ he
submitted it to the Holy See. Ile resembles somewhat his countryman, Pope Adrian VI
who vainly endeavored to reform the Papacy. u N

Vou. I.—H
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(8.) For merit or demerit in the state of fallen nature man need not
be exempt from all necessity, but only from coercion or constraint
(Ad merendum et demerendum in statu nature lapse, non requiritur
in homine libertas a necessitate, sed sufficit libertas a coactione—that
is, from violence and natural necessity).

(4.) The Semi-Pelagians admitted the necessity of prevenient interior
grace for every action, even for the beginning of faith ; but they were
heretical (in ¢o erant hwretici) in believing this grace to be such as
could be resisted, or obeyed by the human will (eam gratiam talem
esse, cut posset humana voluntas resistere, vel obtemperare).

(6.) It is semi-Pelagian to say that Christ died and shed his blood
wholly (altogether) for all men.’

The Jansenists maintained that these propositions were not taught
by Jansenius, at least not in the sense in which they were condemned ;
that this was a historical question of fact (question de fuit), not a dog-
matic question of right (droif); and, while conceding to the Pope the
right to condemn heretical propositions, they denied his infallibility in
deciding a question of fact, about which he might be misinformed,
ignorant, prejudiced, or taken by surprise.

But Pope Alexander VIL, in a bull of 1665, commanded all the
Jansenists to subscribe a formula of submission to the bull of Inno-
cent X., with the declaration that the five propositions were taught in
the book of Cornelius Jansen in the sense in which they were con-
demned by the previous Pope.? ’

The Jansenists, including the nuns of Port-Royal, refused to submit.
Many fled to the Netherlands. The Pope abolished their famous con-
vent (1709), the building was destroyed by order of Louis XIV. (1710),
even the corpses of the illustrions Tillemonts, Arnaulds, Nicoles, De
Bacys, and others, were disinterred with gross brutality (1711), and the
church itself was demolished (1713). No wonder that such ba:barous

! ¢ Semipelagianum est dicere, Christum pro omnibus omnino mortuum esse aut sanguinem
Judisse.” This supralapsarian proposition is condemned as falsa, temeraria, scandalosa, impia,
blasphema, et heeretica. See the five propositions of Jansen in Denzinger's Enchir., pp. 316,
317.

2 ¢ Ego N. constitutioni apostolicee Innocentii X., date die 81. Maji 1653, et constitutioni
Alezandri VIL, date die 16. Octobris 1665, summorum Pontificum, me subjicio, et quingue pro-
positiones ex Cornelii Jansenii libro, cui nomen Augustinus, excerptas, et in sensu ab eodem
auctore intento, prout tllas per dictas constitutiones Sedes Apostalica damnavit, sincero anims
rejicio ac damno, et ita juro. Sic me Deus adjuvet, et hec sancta Dei evangelia.’
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tyranny and cruelty, perpetrated in the holy name of the Church of
Christ, bred a generation of skeptics and infidels, who at last banished
the Church and religion itself from the territory of France. Cardinal
Noailles, who from weakness had lent his high authority to these out-
rages, made afterwards, in bitter repentance, a pilgrimage to the ruins
of Port-Royal, and, looking over the desecrated burial-ground, he ex-
claimed: ‘Oh! all these dismantled stones will rise up against me at
the day of judgment! Oh! how shall I ever bear the vast, the heavy
load I

II. The more important bull ¢ Unigsrros (Der F wivs), issued by
Pope Clement XI., Sept., 1713, condemns one hundred and one sen-
tences of the Jansenist Pasquirr Quesner (d. 17 19), extracted from his
moral reflections on the New Testament.?

This bull is likewise negative, but commits the Church of Rome still
more strongly than the former against evangelical doctrines. Several
of the passages selected are found almost literally in Augustine and
St. Paul ; they assert the total depravity of human nature, the loss of
liberty, the renewing power of the free grace of God in Christ, the right
and duty of all Christians to read the Bible.

' GregoIRE: Les ruines de Port-Royal, Par.1709. Mémoires sur la déstruction de P, R. des
Champs, 1711, Jervis, L. c. Vol. IL pp-1915qq. TREGELLES says, L. c. p. 47 : * The united acts
of Louis XIV. and the Jesuits, in crushing alike Protestants, Quietists, and J. ansenists, drove
religion well-nigh out of France. What a spectacle!’ The same monarch, under the influ-
ence of the same evil-minded and pharisaical woman (Madame de Maintenon), persecuting
not only Protestants, but also such men as Fénelon, among the brightest and holiest of those
who owned the authority of Rome. Thus was the train laid which led to the fearful explo-
sion in which altar and throne alike fell, and atheism was nationally embraced. How the
mind of Voltaire was affected by the abominable deeds of men who professed the name of
Christ, is shown by his juvenile verses, in which he speaks so indignantly of the destruction
of Port-Royal that he was sent for a year to the Bastile.’

# Pasquier or Paschasius Quesnel was born at Paris, 1634, studied at the Sorbonne, joined
the Congregation of the Oratory, and was appointed director of the institution belonging to
this order at Paris. He was a profound and devout student of the Scriptures and the Fathers
edited the works of Leo I. (1675, with dissertations) in defense of the Gallican Church mn&:mm
the Ultramontane Papacy (hence the edition was condemned by the Congregation of the In-
dex), was exiled from France 1684, joined Arnauld at Brussels, and died at Amsterdam 1719,
After the death of Arnauld he was considered the head of the Jansenists.  His commentary
is one of the most spiritual and reverent. It is entitled * Le Nouy. Testament en _frangois avee
des réflexions morales sur chague vers, et pour en rendre la lecture plus utile, et la méditation
plus aisée,’ Paris, 1687, 2 vols. ; 1694 ; Amsterd. 1736, 8 vols. ; also in Latin and other
languages; Engl. ed. London, 1819-25, 4 vols. The Gospels were repeatedly published
with an introductory essay by Bishop Daniel Wilson, London and New York. Comp. Qaamm
Quesnelliana, Brussels, 1704,
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The following are the most important of these propositions:!

(2.) Jesu Christi gratia, principium efficax boni cujuscunque generis, necessaria est ad omne
opus bonum ; absque illa non sobum nikil fit, sed nec Jieri potest.

(3.) In vanum, Domine, precipis, si tu ipse non_das, quod preecipis. (Compare the similar
sentence of Augustine, which was so offensive to Pelagius: Da guod jubes, et jube quod vis.)

(4.) ta, Domine ; omnia possibilia sunt ei, cut omnia possibilia fucis, eadem eperando in illo.

(10.) Gratia est operatio manus omnipotentis Dei, quam nihil impedire potest aut retardare.

(11.) Gratia non est aliud quam volintas omnipotentis Dei jubentis et fucientis, quod jubet.

(13.) Quando Deus vult animam salvam fuacere, et eam tangit tnleriori gratie sue mani,
nulla voluntas humana ei resistit.

(18.) Semen verbi, quod manus Dei irrigat, semper affert fructum suwm.

(21.) Gratia Jesu Christi est gratia fortis, potens, suprema, tnvincibilis, uipote quee est
operatio voluntatis omnipotentis, sequela et imitatio operationis Dei incarnantis et resuscitantis
Filium suum.

(27.) Fides est prima gratia et fons omnium aliarum. (2 Pet. 1. 3.)

(28.) Prima gratia, guam Deus concedit peccatori, est peccatorum remissio.

(29.) Extra ecclesiam nulla conceditur grotia.®

(80.) Omnes, quos Deus vult salvare per Christum, salvantur infallibiliter.

(38.) Peccator non est liber, nisi ad malum, sine gratia Liberatoris.

(39.) Voluntas, quam gratia non preevenit, nihil habet luninis, nisi ad aberrandum, ardoris,
nisi ad se preeeipitandumn, virium nisi ad se vulnerandum ; est capax omnis mali et incapax ad
omne bonum.

(40.) Sine gratia nilil amare possumus, nisi ad nostram condemnationem.

(58.) Nec Deus est nec religio, ubi non est charitas. (1 John iv. 8.)

(59.) Oratio impiorum est novum peccatum; et quod Deus tllis concedit, est novum in €os
Judicium.

(69.) Fides, usus, augmentum et premium fidei, totum est donum purc: liberalitatis Dei.

(72.) Nota ecclesice Christiane est, quod sit catholica, comprehendens et omnes angelos ceeli,
et omnes electos et justos terrce et omnium seeculorum.

(75.) Ecelesia est unus solus homo compositus ex pluribus membris, guorum Christus est ca-
put, vita, subsistentia et persona ; unus solus Christus compositus ex pluribus sanctis, quorum
est Sanctificator.

(76.) Nikil spatiosius Feclesia Dei ; quia omnes electi et justi omnium seculorumn tllam com-
ponunt (Eph. ii. 22).

(77.) Qui non ducit witam dignam filio Dei et membro Christi, cessat inferius habere Deum
pro Patre et Christum pro capite.

(79.) Utile et necessarum est omni tempore, omni loco, et omnt personarum genert, studere el
cognoscere spiritum, pietatem et mysteria sacre Scripturce.

(80.) Lectio sacree Scripture est pro omnibus. (John v. 39 ; Acts xvii. 11.)

(81.) Obscuritas sancts verbi Dei non est laicis ratio dispensandi se ipsos ab ejus lectione.

(82.) Dies Dominieus a Christianis debet sanctificari lectionibus piclatis et super omnia
sanctarum Scripturarum. Damnosum est, velle Christianum ab hac lectione retrahere.

(84.) Abripere e Christianorum manibus novum Testamentum seu éis illud clausum tenere
auferendo eis modum istud intelligendi, est illis Christi os obturare.

(85.) Interdicere Christianis lectionem sacree Scriptura, presertim Evangelit, est interdi-
cere usum lumings filiis lucis et facere, ul patiantur speciem quomdam excommunicalzonts.

(92.) Pati potius in pace excommunicationeni et anathema injustum, quam prodere veritatem,
est imatari sanctum Paulum; tantum abest, ut sit erigere se contra auctoritatem aut scindere
unitatem. :

(100.) Tempus deplorabile, quo creditur honorart Deus persequendo veritatem gusque disci-
pulos! . . . Frequenter credimus sacrificare Deo impium, el sacrificamus diabolo Dei servum.

These and similar propositions, some of them one-sided and exagges-
ated, many of them clearly patristic and biblical, are indiscriminately

! Denzinger’s Enchir., pp. 351-361.

2 The denial of this proposition implies the assertion that there is grace outside of the Church.
though not sufficient for salvation; else it would be inconsistent with the Roraan Catholie doc-
.rine ‘Extra ecclesiam nulla salus.’
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condemned by the bull Unigenitus, as ‘false, captious, ill-sounding,
offensive to pious ears, scandalous, rash, injurious, seditious, impious,
blasphemous, suspected of heresy and savoring of heresy itself, near
akin to heresy, several times condemned, and manifestly renewing
various heresies, particularly those which are contained in the infamous
propositions of Jansenius?

A large portion of the French clergy, headed by the Archbishop of
Paris, Cardinal de Noailles, who repented of his part in the destruction
of Port-Royal, protested against the bull, and appealed from the Pope
to a future council. But ‘when Rome has spoken, the cause is finished.’
The bull Unigenitus was repeatedly confirmed by the same Clement X1.,
A.D. 1718 (in the bull ¢ Pastoralis Officii’ ), Inmocent X111.,1722, Bene-
dict XIIL. and a Roman Synod, 1725, Benedict XIV.,1756; it was ac-
cepted by the Gallican clergy 1730, and, as Denzinger says, by ‘the whole
Catholic world’ (‘b universo mundo catholico’). Even the miracles
on the grave of a Jansenist saint (Frangois Paris, who died 1727, after
the severest self-denial, with a protest against the bull Unigenitus in
his hand), could not save Jansenism from destruction in France.!

But a remnant fled to the more liberal soil of Protestant Holland,
and was there preserved as a perpetunal testimony against Jesuitism, and,
as it now seems, for an important mission in connection with the Old
Catholic protest against the decisions of the Vatican Council.

NoTe oN THE JANSENISTS IN HoLLanp.—The remnant of the Jansenists or the Old Catho-
lics in Holland date their separate existence from the protest against the bull Unigenitus, but
are properly the descendants of the original Catholics. They disown the name ‘Jansenists,” on
the ground of alleged error in the papal bulls concerning the true teaching of Jansen, and call
themselves the  Old Episcopal Clergy of the Netherlands;’ but they are strongly opposed to
the theology and casuistry of the Jesuits, and incline to the Augustinian views of sin and
grace. In other respects they are good Catholics in doctrine, worship, and mode of piety;
they acknowledge the decrees and canons of Trent, and even the supremacy of the Pope with-
in the limits of the old Gallican theory. They inform him of the election of every new
bishop, which the Pope as regularly declares illegitimate, null, and void. They say that the
tyranny of a father does not absolve his children from the duty of obedience, and hope against
hope that Ged will convert the Pope, and turn his heart towards them. They number at
present one archbishopric of Utrecht and two bishoprics of Deventer and Haarlem, 25 con-
gregations, and about 6000 members. They live very quietly, surrounded by Romanists
and Protestants, and are much respected, like the Moravians, for their character and piety.
The Pope, after condemning them over and over again, appointed, in 1853, five new bishop-
ries in Holland, with a rival archbishop at Utrecht, and thus consolidated and perpetuated
the schism. When the decree of the Immaculate Conception was promulgated in 1854, the

1 The Jesuits, of course. ascribed the Jansenist miracles. visions. and ecstatic convulsions
to the devii
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three Old Catholic Bishops issued a pastoral letter, in which they reject the new dogma as
contrary to the Scriptures and early tradition, and as lacking the threefold test of catholicity
(semper, ubique, ab omnibus). The Vatican decree of Papal Infallibility, and the Old Catholic
movement in Germany have brought this long afflicted and perseeuted remnant of J ansenism
into new notice. The Old Catholics of Germany, holding fast to an unbroken episcopal suc-
cession, looked to their brethren in Holland for aid in effecting an organization when it should
become necessary. At their invitation, Archbishop Loos, of Utrecht (a venerable and amia-
ble old gentleman}, made a tour of visitation in the summer of 1872, and confirmed about five
hundred children in several congregations in Germany, blessing God that his little Church was
gpared for happier days. After his death the Bishop of Deventer consecrated Prof. Reinkens
Bishop for the Old Catholics in Germany, Aug. 11,1873, The Old Catholics of Holland agree
with those in Germany : 1. In maintaining the doctrinal basis of Tridentine Romanism ; 2. In
protesting against all subsequent papal decisions, more particularly the bull Unigenitus, the
decree of the Immaculate Conception (1854), and the Vatican decree of Papal Infallibility.
[The Jansenist Abp. of Utrecht was excommunicated by Leo XIIL, Feb. 28, 1893. See
Mirbt, p. 488, and also the Old Catholic bishops of Germany and Switzerland.—BEv.]

§ 28. Tue ParaL DEFINITION OF THE IMMACULATE CONCEPTION OF THE
Viremw Mary, 1854

Literature.

1. In favor of the Immaculate Conception of Mary:

The papal bull of Pius IX., ‘Ineffabilis Deus,’ Dec. 8 (10), 1854,

Jouxs Prrrone (Professor of the Jesuit College in Rome, and one of the chief advisers ot Pius IX.in
framing his decree): Can the Immaculate Conception of the Blessed Virgin Mary be defined by & Dogmatic
Decree? In Latin, Rome, 1847, dedicated to Pius IX., witha letter of thanks by the Pope; German trans-
lation, by Dietl and Schels, Regensburg, 1849. (I used the German edition.) See also Perrone's Preelec-
tiones theologicee, Append. to Tom. VL, ed. Ratisb. 1854.

C. Passagria: Ded lato Deiparce per Virginis piie, Rom. 1854 sqq., Tom. IIL 4to. (The
author has since become half heretical, at least as regards the temporal power of the Pope, and was
obliged to flee from Rome. See his pamphlet on the subject, 1861, which was placed on the Index.)

H. DenzinNGEr (d. 1862): Die Lehre von der unbefleckten Empfangniss der seligsten Jungfraw, Wirzb, 1855,

Ave. pE RosgovAxy (Episc. Nitriensis): Beata Virgo Maria in suo plu i late ex 1is
omnium seculorum demonstrata, Budapest, 1874, 6 vols.

IL. Against the Immaculate Conception:

Juax v TuRrEoREMATA: Tractatus de veritate conceptionis beatissime virginis, etc., Rome, 1547, 4to;
newly edited by Dr. E. B. PusEy, with a preface and notes, London, 1869. Card. Joh. de Turrecremata,
or Torquemada (not to be confounded with the Great Inquisitor Thomas de T.), attended as magister
sacri palatii the General Councils of Basle and Ferrara, and, although a faithful champion of Popery,
he opposed, as a Dominican, the Immaculate Conception. He died, 1468, at Rome.

J. pr Lavxoy (or Launoius, a learned Jansenist and Doctor of the Sorbonne, d. 1678): Prasecriptiones
de Conceptu B. Marice Virginis, 24 ed. 1677; also in the first volume of his Opera omnia, Colonii Allobro-
gum, fol. 1781, pp. 9-43, in French and Latin,

G. E. Strrrz: Art. Maria, Mutter des Herrn, in Herzog's Encyklop. Vol. IX. pp. 94 sqq.

E. Prevss: Die rimische Lehre von der unbefleckten Ewmpfangniss. Aus den Quellen dargestelll und aus
Gottes Wort widerlegt, Berlin, 1865. The same, translated into English by Geo. Gladstone, Edinburgh,
1867. 'The author has since become a Romanist, and recalled his book, Dec. 1871,

H. B. Smrra (Professor in the Union Theological Seminary, N.Y.): The Dogma of the Immaculate Con-
ception, in the Methodist Quarterly Review, New York, for 1855, pp. 275-811.

Dr. Pusey: FEirenikon, Part IL., Lond. 1867.

Art. in Christian Remembrancer for Oct. 1855 Jan. 1866 ; July, 1868.

K_Hagr: Handbuch der Protest. Polemik gegen die rom. kath. Kirche, 3d ed. Leipz. 1871, pp. 334-344.

The first step towards the proclamation of the dogma of the Immacu-
1aTE CoNCEPTION oF THE VIRGIN MARY, which exempts her from all
contact with sin and guilt, was taken by Pope Pius IX., himself a most
devout worshiper of Mary, during his temporary exile at Gaéta. In
an encyclical letter, dated Feb. 2, 1849, he invited the opinion of the
Bishops on the alleged ardent desire of the Catholic world that the
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Apostolic See should, by some solemn judgment, define the Immaculate
Conception, and thus secure signal blessings to the Church in these
evil times. For, he added, ¢ You know full well, venerable brethren, that
the whole ground of our confidence is placed in the most holy Virgin;
since ¢ God has vested in her the plenitude of all good, so that hence-
forth, if there be in us any hope, if there be any grace, if there be any
salvation (s¢ guid spei 9n nobis est, st quid gratie, st quid salutis), wo
must receive it solely from her, according to the will of him who would
have us possess all through Mary.

More than six hundred Bishops answered, all of them, with the
exception of four, assenting to the Pope’s belief, but fifty-two, among
them distinguished German and French Bishops, dissenting from the
expediency or opportuneness of the proposed dogmatic definition.
The Archbishop of Paris (Sibour) apprehended injury to the Catholic
faith from the unnecessary definition of the Immaculate Conception,
which ¢could be proved neither from the Scriptures nor from tradition,
and to which reason and science raised insolvable, or at least inextrica-
ble, difficulties.’” But this opposition was drowned in the general current.’

After the preliminary labors of a special commission of Cardinals
and theologians, and a consistory of consultation, Pope Pius, in virtue
of the authority of Christ and the holy Apostles Peter and Paul, and
his own authority, solemnly proclaimed the dogma on the Feast of the
Conception, Dec. 8, 1854, in the Church of St. Peter, in the presence of
over two hundred Cardinals, Bishops, and other dignitaries, invited by
him, not to discuss the doctrine, but simply to give additional solemnity
to the ceremony of proclamation. After the mass and the singing of
the Veni Creator Spiritus, he read with a tremnlous voice the con-
cluding formula of the bull ¢ Ingffabilis Deus, declaring it to be a di-
vinely revealed fact and dogma, which must be firmly and constantly
believed by all the faithful on pain of excommunication, ¢ that the most
blessed Virgin Mary, in the first moment of her conception, by a special
grace and privilege of Almighty God, in virtue of the merits of Christ,
was preserved immaculate from all stain of original sin.”*

! Perrone says: Vix quatuor responderunt negative quoad definitionem, ef ex hic ipsis tres
brevi mutarunt sententiam. These letters, with others from sovereigns, monastic orders, and
Catholic societies, are printed in nine volumes.

3 ¢ Postguam numguam intermisimus in humilitate et jejunio privatas nostras et publicas Ec-
clesie preces Deo Patri per Filium ejus offerre, ut Spiritus Sancti virtute wmentem nostram



