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PREFACE

History will pass a severe verdict upon this generation
of ours. At a time when science and a more humane
sentiment have given the race a vision of a nobler order
of life we have reverted to the brutalities of the Middle
Ages, and we seem to contemplate with almost callous
indifference a growing acreage of misery. In his analysis
of this situation the historian of the future will reflect
with particular ‘disddin: upon the moral apostasy of two
of our oldest and most pretentious religions. For even
in some of its foulest excesses this debasement of our
public life is encouraged by the Buddhist and the Roman
Catholic clergy. Some bold apologist may plead in
extenuation of the guilt of the Buddhist priests and monks
who have prostituted their influence in Japan that they
were themselves infected by the inflammatory patriotism
with which statesmen once more, as they did in an age
of ignorance, prepare their people for criminal aggression.
For the Roman hierarchy there is not even this pretext
of an excuse. ‘
In a cold and calculated estimate of its own interests
it directs its bishops and priests in the Far East to applaud
the aggressive greed and the savage methods of the
Japanese. It blesses the butchery in Spain, just as, a
few years ago, it blessed the rape of Abyssinia. It
sanctions the annexation of Austria, with its ensuing

train of crime and misery; it entreats the German
v
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authorities to permit it to co-operate in extending the
barbarities of the new warfare to Russia; it urges the
United States to perpetrate them upon the people of
Mexico; and it regards with complacency the growth
of murderous conspiracy in France and the torture of
prisoners and suspects in Poland, Austria, Italy, and
South America.

I gave evidence of this in my Papacy in Politics To-day,
but the facts are so notorious that a few Catholic writers
in various countries have courageously assailed their
own authorities. They are, however, entirely wrong
when they attribute the evil to the peculiar temperament
or the senile degeneration of Pope Pius XI. Not only
were all the cardinals of the Papal Court in cordial
agreement with him, but his policy was supported, if it
had not been inspired, by the national head of the Church
in each country in which its influence might be traced in
the sweat of tortured prisoners, the blood of women and
children, and the dishonour of statesmen. It is the
callously conceived and vigorously pursued policy of
Cardinal Segura in Spain, Cardinal Faulhaber in
Germany, Cardinal Kaspar in Czecho-Slovakia, Cardinal
Kakowski in Poland, Cardinal Innitzer in Austria,
Cardinal Schuster in Italy, and Cardinal Silveira Cintra
in Braazil.

When the Pope, whose utterances were awkwardly apt
to be broadcast in England and America, was diplo-
matically reticent about the Abyssinian outrage, Cardinal
Schuster and his bishops and clergy lit all Italy with
their rejoicing at  victories.”” When, in his loathing
of Hitler, the Pope hesitated about the annexation of
Austria, Cardinal Innitzer flew from Vienna to persyade
him that the Church might gain by the sacrifice of his
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people. Almost the entire Catholic Press of the world
applauded the policy of Pius XI, and mass-meetings of
Catholic men and women, from Montreal to Melbourne,
claim that the stench of mangled bodies that fills Spain
and China to-day and will, they hope, fill Russia and
Mexico to-morrow, is a necessary part of a holy crusade
against the Church’s enemies. With full throats they
acclaim “ the war against Bolshevism.”

Those who are surprised at this alliance of the Papacy
with brutality and treachery are ignorant of even the
recent history of the Church. A hundred years ago,
indeed throughout the first half of the nineteenth century,
it followed the same policy. What is now called a cam-
paign against Bolshevism was then called a crusade
against Liberalism. It was conducted in exactly the
same method: by supporting kings or statesmen who,
generally corrupt and selfish in their own lives, resorted
to savagery in order to defend or recover their power.
Between the end of the French Revolution and the year
1860 more than three hundred thousand men, women,
and children, apart from armed rebels, were murdered
by their agents, and medieval torture was used in the
overcrowded and pestilential jails. But Liberalism
triumphed, and the Papacy seemed to be converted.
When Leo XIII at length, and very tardily, became
convinced that even France had definitely adopted
Liberalism, the world began to receive the succession
of impressive Encyclicals which, aided by Catholic
influence in the Press, taught a new generation that
Popes are serenely above all political and secular
struggles; they are incorruptible guides on questions of
public morality, the eternal guardians of justice and
humanity.
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Students of genuine history, not of that emasculated
and deceptive stuff which is now taught in our schools
and colleges, smiled. They know that the same policy
has been pursued by the Popes ever since Europe was
sufficiently awake, after the long night of the Dark Age,
to examine their forged credentials. Three centuries
earlier it had been a crusade against Protestantism, and
this had culminated in the horrors of the Thirty Years’
War in Germany, the persecution and massacres of the
Huguenots in France, and the sordid ferocity of the Spanish
Inquisition. Four centuries earlier than this, when
the mind of Europe had shaken off its drowsiness, the
Papal reaction to the revolt which spread everywhere
had issued in the awful massacres of the Albigensians
and the Cathari—later of the Lollards and the Hussites—
and the establishment of the Inquisition in every land.
From the twelfth century to the twentieth the history
of the Papacy is red with the blood of its rebels.

Ironically enough, it was the triumph of the Liberalism
which it had fought so savagely that enabled the Papacy
to crase from the modern mind, in England and America,
the memory of its long record of violence. Apart from
the more humane temper which Liberalism inspired,
the new generation knew nothing about the hideous
events which had stirred England in the first half of the
nineteenth century. It was persuaded that the sectarian
bitterness it had inherited was a poisonous fruit of a
dying theological hatred; for surely these Catholic
neighbours were just ordinary folk like ourselves, and
the Encyclicals of their Popes were fragrant with senti-
ments of justice, toleration, and charity. History would
have suggested some reserve, but it was steadily losing
one of its most salutary virtues, candour, It is in-
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triguing to reflect that Lord Acton,! a liberal Catholic,
was the last of our responsible historians to tell the full
truth about the Popes, whom he declared, in a famous
letter to Lady Blennerhassett (another liberal Catholic),
to be ‘ wholesale assassins” and “ worse than the
accomplices of the Old Man of the Mountains.”

This new policy in the teaching of history, both in
the school and in literature, was in part due to the spread
of the Positivist ideal, with its deliberate selection of
pleasant and suppression of unpleasant facts. The new
generation was not even to hear of the horrid past,
which was dead for ever; so the reactionaries prospered
and prepared a final crusade against freedom and justice.
But 2 more important cause of the perversion of historical
teaching was the growing influence of the Catholic
Church in America upon all culture and education.
Professors of history found that their nineteenth-century
predecessors had lacked the interpretative guidance
which modern psychology furnishes, and on the pretext
that they possess this more' scientific equipment they
proceeded to eliminate or to attenuate all that was evil
in the story of medieval Europe. The Press was persuaded
by very effective arguments that it is inadvisable even to
notice books which are * offensive to Catholics ”; and
none are so offensive as those which give a true account
of the history of the Popes.

These business methods of the American Church
were copied in England, where Catholics have insidiously
acquired an amazing influence upon the Press, publishers,
and public libraries. Even the Encyclopedia Britannica
suffered, in its last edition, a considerable “ revision

3 Sslections from the Correspondence of the First Lord Acton, 1917,
Vol. I, p. 55.
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BOOK 1

THE AGE OF DEVELOPMENT
(A.D. 50-450)

THE three religions which have held the largest place
in history and still claim the allegiance of one-third of
the race were in their origin protests against priesthood
and ritual. The economic interpretation of history,
which has elsewhere proved so valuable, has little or no
application to them in their first stage. Buddha gently
persuaded men and women to avoid the Brahmanic
temples and their stale services and to give all their thought
to the cultivation of kindliness and peace. The Jesus
of the Gospels uses harsher language about priests and
temples and bids his followers worship God in spirit and
in truth. Mohammed seeks to detach men from Jewish,
Christian, and all other priests who were known in
Arabia. How the moral teaching of Buddha became
entangled with the primitive religions of Asia and their
shamans, and how Islam within a generation spread
over an opulent world of which its founder had never
dreamed and took on a new character, may be read
elsewhere. In this book we inquire how Roman
Christianity, which still at the end of the first century
had no priests, no ritual, and no temple, became the
Roman Catholicism of the fifth century, with the most
elaborate and the most exacting hierarchy in the whole
history of religion: a hierarchy which begins to claim
that it is its mission to rule the entire world and to drown
in their blood any who oppose its authority. And this
story we read in the even more dramatic setting of the
rise to full power and the tragic fall of the greatest
Empire the world had yet seen.
3



CHAPTER 1
THE MODEST PRIMITIVE CHURCH

Tre Church of the Popes was cradled, not in some
marble mansion on the Pincian Hill nor in one of the
crowded tenements of the Subura, but in the mean and
despised foreign settlement outside the walls of Rome.
A ragged fringe of buildings lined the farther bank of
the Tiber, and at the northern end of this was the marshy
Vatican Field, where the Pope is now enthroned un-
easily upon the last acre of his spacious medieval kingdom.
“Vatican wine is poison-wine,” the Romans used to
say. A few gardens relieved the melancholy aspect of
the region, but there were more tombs than gardens;
and criminals who shunned the city streets by day
mingled with poor Greeks and Jews and still poorer
Romans. Here were the cheap lodgings of the sailors
from the smaller sea-going vessels which ventured up
the river. The language one commonly heard in the
streets and taverns was a degenerate Greek. The wall
which rose beyond the river reminded the settlement of
its isolation from the life of the million citizens of Rome,

To the poorer Greeks and Hellenized Jews of this
squalid district there had come, about the middle of the
first century, some report of the strange story which had
begun to agitate the synagogues of the Roman Empire.
It was the greatest age of shipping which the world had
yet known, and through the port of Ostia on the coast,
where the larger vessels docked, or up the river men came
every week from Corinth or Antioch or Alexandria.
Roman Jews were amazed to learn from these that it
was claimed in the East that the shining Messiah of their

4
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tradition had visited the earth, in ragged garments and
preaching a simpler and humbler order, and had already
departed. Greeks were mildly intrigued to hear that
to the fifty ornate religions of the Mediterranean cities
there was added one which had no priests or temples:
a religion which scorned wealth and bade men and women,
slave or free, meet on a common footing to cherish the
memory of a prophet of unique power who had in
some way redeemed the world.

The message was vague, for the story of the life of
*“ the Christ,” as they translated the word Messiah,
had not yet been written, but in and on the fringe of
every Jewish group beards wagged vigorously. Doubt-
less the story was discussed in the club-rooms of the
“ colleges ** (trade unions) to which all workers of the
Greek-Roman world belonged, and in which a sailor
or artisan from the East would find a welcome. Little
groups were formed of followers of Christ. The name
puzzled Romans, who thought that it must be a corrup-
tion of the Greek name Chrestos, and the story was
discussed in the city. It was accepted by slaves or
officers of rich and powerful nobles like Aristobulus, and
even by some among the twenty thousand servants of
the imperial palace. The interest in it grew when
Paul, the fiery preacher of the new faith of whom they had
heard much from seamen and travellers, sent word that he
proposed to visit them; and a few years later amumber of
them went out along the road to the coast to greet him.

The statement that he found Peter, who stubbornly
insisted that the message was to the Jews already in
Rome, or that he was presently joined by him, is so
improbable and rests upon such poor evidence that it
is surprising that any non-Catholic historian ever enter-
tained it.! The pages of “evidence” which Catholic

1 Professor Foakes-Jackson (Peter, Prince of the Apostles, 1927)
does not reject it, though he admits that the evidence is feeble.
Professtr Shotwell and Dr. Loomis (The See of Peter, 1927) seem to
accept it, but their work professes to be only a statement of evidence,

B
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writers give need not be examined here. They prove
only one fact: that in the last quarter of the second
century the Roman clergy had a **tradition,” which
they passed on to other Churches, that Peter had founded
their community. Tradition or fabrication? By that
time, we shall see, the Roman community had lost its
primitive innocence, and its clergy had begun to forge
documents and “ traditions *’ in their interest. Indeed,
the most reliable Christian document of the first century
plainly shows that there was no such tradition at Rome
in the last decade of that century, and its later appearance
is, therefore, worthless and suspicious.

This document, a letter of the Roman Christians to
those of Corinth, which we will examine presently, was
written about the year g6, and one has only to quote
the relevant passage in full to show how decisive it is:—

Let us set before our eyes the good Apostles. There
was Peter, who by reason of unrighteous jealousy endured
not one or two but many labours, and thus, having
borne his testimony, went to his appointed place of
glory. By reason of jealousy and strife Paul by his
example pointed out the prize of patient endurance.
After that he had been seven times in bond, had been
driven into exile, had been stoned, had preached in the
East and the West, he won the noble renown which was
the reward of his faith, having taufht righteousness
unto the whole world and having reached the farthest bounds
of the West: and when he had borne his testimony before
the rulers [Prefects], so he departed from the world and

went unto the holy place, having been found a notable
pattern of patient endurance.!

and is weakened by its obvious aim to conciliate American Catholics.
Professor H. Lietzmann (Petrus und Poulus in Rom, 1927), Professor
E. Meyer (Ursprung und Anféinge des Christenthums, 1921), and a few
other Protestant writers accept the statement.

! Bishop Lightfoot’s translation in his edition of the Letter, 18go,
Vol. IL, p. 275. A few critics have questioned the authenticity of
the Letter, but (1) it recognizes only two orders, bishops and deacons
(not priests), in the Church; (2) it does not even name or mention
its own bishop, who is just one of the anonymous group; and (3)
it does not quote a line from any Gospel, though it has very numerous
and lengthy passages from the Old Testament. Such a doctument
is certainly not a forgery of the second century.
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Catholic writers either ignore this passage or cut out
phrases from it and piece them together in such fashion
that they can represent that it completely associates
Peter with Paul as having been martyred at Rome.
On the contrary, it plainly implies that Peter did not,
like Paul, come to the West, and it therefore gives us
the true tradition or memory of the Roman community
in the generation that followed Paul.

But Paul had come to Rome at a time when his scalding
speech was bound to bring calamity upon the community.
The reign of Nero had reached its highest note of insanity.
The Christian who looked beyond the walls at the great
city which he would win for Christ now saw, not only
the golden roof of the marble temple of Jupiter which
superbly crowned the Capitol, but, on the neighbouring
hill, the palace which Nero had made a conservatory
of exotic vice and crime. Nero had, in fact, constructed
a princely garden in the Vatican Field, and some of
his worst orgies were perpetrated almost within hearing
of the Transtiberine community. Within little more
than a century of this date we shall find the Bishop of
Rome obsequiously visiting the most brazen of the three
hundred courtesans in an imperial palace which was
quite as foul as that of Nero, but in the first century
the Roman community would have no compromise with
vice. So, while all Rome murmured, in spite of the
regiment of spies, the Christians would revile the monster
on alouder note. Read one of Paul’s Epistles and imagine
him living a few hundred yards from gardens in which
sexual perversity reached depths of which Paul had
never heard even in voluptuous Corinth !

But we must pass quickly over the first century of the
life of the Roman community. Not only are there no
Popes for us to consider or any evidence of the character
of the earlier bishops—we have, of course, no right to
regard Paul as such—but it is very difficult to sift the
grains of historical truths from the mounds of legend
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and forgery under which later Romans buried them.
We shall see that the Roman community of the second
century developed a “ clergy,” and in time these clerics
fabricated martyr-stories by the thousand and claimed
converts for the early Church up to the very steps of
the imperial throne. One too-zealous decorator of the
modest early years claimed that the imperial lady who
shared Nero’s orgies, Poppza, was a Christian; but the
honour was felt to be ambiguous and the claim is now
rarely mentioned.

It is only within the last half-century that the ex-
travagance of these forgeries has been fully exposed, and
recent- works on the first century still at times make
statements which are taken from them. Yet there is
sound evidence that the Roman Christians were per-
secuted by Nero. Apart from the disputed passage in
Tacitus (Annales, XIV, 44), the chief Roman authority
on Nero, Suetonius, tells us, in a passage (De Vita
Casarum, XVI, 2) which Drews and other critics have
strangely overlooked, that under that Emperor * the
Christians were subjected to torture ; and the writers
of the Letter to the Corinthians recall that “a large
number ” of men and women “in our midst > had been
put to death. Such picturesque details as that Nero
made living torches of the martyrs in the Vatican garden
may retire into the province of legend, but it seems clear
that Paul and many of his followers perished.t

Four years later (a.p. 68) the disgusted Romans
hounded Nero to his death, and in the happier days of

! The number of martyrs is usually said to have been * immense ”
or “ enormous,™ whereas, we shall see, even Catholic experts concur
that very few genuine Roman martyrs in 250 years are known.
The point does not properly concern me in this work, but some
readers may welcome a note. The phrase used in the inelegant
and uncultivated Greek text of the I.Jcttcxt;l&wo_z\p wAjflos) appears in

the later Latin translation of it as multitudo ingens (* 2an immense
number **), and this false rendering secms to"{xgﬁve l(:cen borrowed
by the interpolator of Tacitus. I suggest that in the circumstances

the correct translation is “ a e number >*: a few s
out of a few hundred Chnstml::g core, perhaps,
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the Flavian Emperors the Christian community resumed
its domestic meetings. Legend again gives it imperial
converts, and, since the Emperors Vespasian and Titus
had been drawn from a provincial obscurity to the
purple, some of the country-cousins who flocked to Rome
may have heard and accepted the message. But writers
who too lightly entertain the slender evidence of royal
converts and rapid growth do not seem to understand
the complexion of the primitive Roman Church. It
was wholly Greek until some time in the third century
and would, therefore, not attract uncultivated Latins.
Its prayers were in Greek, and it had not until long after-
wards—other Churches complained—sermons or exhor-
tations in Latin. As late as the third century the one
scholar it had produced wrote in Greek. Yet during
the thirty years of tranquil toleration which it enjoyed
after the death of Nero it doubtless made progress, as
all Oriental religions made at Rome; though we must
not forget that these were ¢ licensed * religions and had
temples, while Christianity sought no legal approval and
had no public meeting-house until the year 222.

In the last decade of the century Rome again grew
sombre, and the Christian community shrank under-
ground. The Letter to the Corinthians says that “re-
peated calamities ” have caused a delay in sending it,
and this evidently refers to persecution by Domitian.
That saturnine Emperor, his mind gloomily lit by
jealousy and suspicion, “filled Rome with funerals,”
the historian says; and we can well believe that if some
of his relatives or nobles had adopted Christianity they
may have been invited to the grim banquets, in black-
draped rooms, at which each guest found a miniature
tombstone, inscribed with his name, beside him, while
nude ink-washed boys capered between the couches.
But Rome again slew its tyrant, and from the stifling
gloom which had darkened the city the Romans passed
into the sunniest period, after the Golden Age at Athens,
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in all ancient history: a stretch of ninety years, the age
of the so-called Stoic Emperors, which historians consider
the brightest and most benevolent in the human chronicle
until modern times.

It is at the dawn of this happy period that we get,
in the Letter to the Corinthians, our first glimpse of the
primitive Roman Church. We see that it is still, near
the end of the first century, deeply religious, earncst and
unworldly in sentiment, conscious only of brotherhood
in the community and of equality with other com-
munities. Not that there is any of the * primitive
communism ** or revolt against capitalism which some
imagine. It is a community of men and women of all
classes—even rich patrician members are claimed—
who are concerned only with virtue. The letter, which
was later mistitled “The Epistle of Clement,” is
anonymous and communal. ° The Church which so-
journeth in Rome to the Church of God which sojourneth
in Corinth ” is the simple address. They have heard
that quarrels have rent the Corinthian community, as
they often did, and the brothers and sisters at Rome
gently, almost humbly, exhort them to be faithful to the
teaching of the Old Testament.

We may accept the tradition that the bishop or * over-
seer” at the time was named Clement, but he is just
one of the group who talk to the Corinthians as one
kindly neighbour remonstrates with another. Before
the end of the second century, or a little later, the Roman
clergy forged a number of quite pontifical documents,
The Clementine Recognitions, in his name and gave him an
illustrious genealogy and an impressive and imperious
personality. In real history he is just the name of a ghost.
The earliest list of the Popes, a very meagre and modest
list, belongs to the second half of the second century,
when myth-making began.! As time went on the list

.* The word Pope (Pape or Father) became a common tftle of
bishops until the gﬁh century. Such)it remained in the East, but
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grew in picturesque detail. All the Popes, from Peter
to the sixth century, in the list given in Catholic works
to-day are decorated with the official halo of sanctity,
and nearly all until the third century are described as
martyrs. But if the patient reader cares to glance at
the notice of each early Pope in the Catholic Encyclopedia,
he will see that we really know nothing whatever about
the first ten Popes: of the next ten one only is a clearly
defined figure in history, and he, though officially a
saint and martyr, died, we shall see, in an odour not of
sanctity but of knavery; and only two Popes in the whole
series are known to have been martyred.

Let us for a moment enlarge upon this point, because
few readers know how freely it is acknowledged that
the popular Catholic version of the early history of the
Popes is composed of forgeries The Roman clergy soon
began to embellish their Church with stories of heroic
martyrs, saintly bishops, patrician converts, and a
peculiar authority over other Churches. This was done
so flagrantly that Catholic scholars themselves, in spite
of their lingering affection for flattering fiction, have to
reject these legends by the hundred. It is enough to
quote the Catholic Professor Ehrhard, who thus sum-
marizes and endorses the critical study of the Roman
martyrs by the Belgian Jesuit Father Delehaye, who is
one of the leading experts and a Bollandist (or official
Catholic investigator of this kind of literature) :—

He puts all accounts of Roman martyrs in the third
class of Acts of Martyrs, which one may describe as
pious romances . . . there is no evidence whaigver that these
Acts are based upon earlier sources.t

the destruction of the Western Empire by the barbarians left no
bishop of importance in Europe to dispute the Roman bishop’s
monopoly of the title.

'\ Die Alichristliche Literatur, 1900, p. 556. One of the milder of
Father Delehaye’s works was translated into English (The Legends
of the Saints), but the authorities seem then to have concluded that
it was unwise to open such baoks to English Catholics,
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Father Delehaye has published a special study (L’amphi-
théaire Flavien et ses emvirons, 1897—not translated, of
course) of the familiar stories of *“ Martyrs of the
Coliseum,” and he has shown that no Christians werc
ever exposed to the lions or to any other fate in the
Roman amphitheatre. Thus, according to the highest
Catholic authorities on the subject, all the pretty stories
about Laurence and his gridiron, Agnes and her miracu-
lous hair, Czcilia and the organ, Androcles and the
lion, and so on, which are still used with great profit
in Roman and Anglo-Catholic circles, which indeed still
inspire our artists and on saint-days lend an unwonted
fragrance to our daily newspapers, are as legendary as
the story of Lancelot and Guinevere. Less courteous
people call them forgeries. The time came when Europe
was taught to demand relics of the martyrs and, naturally,
moving stories about the men and women whose bones
they bought. The Catacombs, which were the cemeteries
of the early Christians, supplied the bones; the Roman
clergy invented the stories.

Very far from such practices was the Church of the
first century. The Letter to the Corinthians, which secems
to have been sent in the year g6, when the broody and
sombre Domitian was assassinated, reflects the life of a
devout and democratic community which does not yet
feel the feeblest urge of ambition. It is a fellowship of
Greeks who shudder at the vices of the turbulent city
on the fringe of which most of them live; who meet in
each others’ bleak rooms, with windows of oiled paper, to
read the Old Testament and to hold the commemorative
supper. Though they already call themselves a Church
(“‘ assembly ”) they have not even the poorest sort of
meeting-room in which all can assemble. And for
another half-century, while the great city rises to its
highest peak of artistic splendour, sobriety of character,
and social idealism, the Greek Christian community
remains in complete obscurity. One shadow-Pope suc-
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ceeds another. Whatever we may make of the persecu-
tion of Christians by Trajan, we are told by Bishop
Irenzus that none were persecuted at Rome; and the
legend that Irenzus himself came to Rome to meet his
death is one of the forgeries. Even the article on him
in the Catholic Encyclopedia says that he seems to have
died in his bed in old age. Bishop Eusebius, who wrote
a large and detailed Ecclesiastical History in the fourth
century, hardly notices the Roman Church in his record
of the first two centuries.

It remained virtuous and obscure for nearly a century
after the dispatch of the Letter to the Corinthians, but
meantime there were two developments which threatened,
and in some degree disturbed, its tranquil piety and ascetic
isolation. Under the Epicurean Emperor Hadrian (117-
138) Rome became incomparably the greatest, richest,
and most humanely administered city of the world, and
he, his wife, and the high-minded Empress Plotina, the
widow of his predecessor, sought to make it, as far as the
less brilliant genius of the Roman could achieve this, a
rival of ancient Athens in culture and beauty, and superior
to it in social idealism. Prophets of every philosophy
and religion were now included in the cosmopolitan
stream that flowed from Greece and the East to Rome,
and they found eager listeners. Hadrian’s wife, Sabina,
induced the ladies of Rome to form intellectual clubs or
discussion-centres, and it may have been in one of these
that the famous orator Dio Chrysostom delivered the
eloquent attacks upon slavery which we still have.

The Christian community shared the long peace and
prosperity. It found itself able to send money to the
poorer Churches of the East and to win from them the
grateful and graceful appreciations which the Catholic
apologist converts, by a few deft strokes of the pen,
into recognitions of the supremacy of the Roman Pope.
How this and the prestige of the imperial city at last
engendered the pontifical ambition we shall see in the
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next chapter, but the way was prepared by a more
innocent disturbance of the pristine serenity. The fame
of the Roman community spread over the East, and the
swift and elegant ships which then plied between
Alexandria or Athens and Rome began to bring theo-
logical disputants and quaint charlatans who were eager
to win Roman support for one or other creed.

For the Eastern Churches were now aflame with the
first of the great theological controversies which were to
filll them with hatred and violence, and cause not a
little bloodshed, during the next five centuries. The
Gnostic struggle, as it was called, may here shortly be
described as an attempt to sever the Christian teaching
sharply from that of the Jews and the Old Testament
and present it to the pagans in a frame of Greek or Neo-
Platonist mysticism. The struggle was conducted with
amazing bitterness, and the new Christian philosophers
took ship from port to port in search of disciples or in
flight from the infuriated orthodox. One of the ablest
of them, Valentinus, an Egyptian Greek fresh from the
famous schools of Alexandria, came to Rome and seduced
many with that sonorous verbiage which it is so difficult
to distinguish from profound thinking. However saintly
the shadow-Popes may have been, they were simple-
minded men who were dazed by the iridescent spray of
words, but the bishops of other Churches watched and
warned them, and soon there were heretics and schis-
matics breaking the brotherly unity of the community.

More mischievous were the charlatans who, as Bishop
Hippolytus describes in a work which he wrote a few
decades later, brought magical or supernatural power to
the aid of the heretics. A priest * of the Roman Church
ramed Markos joined the Gnostics and helped out his
teaching with Egyptian magic. The idea that either

. * This, relating to events about the middle of the second century,

gm the Elrlst mcnsmn of “ priests medthc Roman Church. » We saw
t such an order was not recognized as late as the year g6, though

doubtless the hishop was then an “ ¢lder ¥ (pmb‘ytsrz; or ?)ﬁ;eat). ¢
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the Egyptians or the Babylonians had attained some
profound knowledge which has been lost to the race is
one of the myths that circulate in the appallingly super-
ficial popular literature of our time, but the later
Egyptians had acquired an elementary knowledge of
chemistry, and adventurers brought this to Rome, as
they bring their wares and wiles to London to-day.
Markos would get a young woman to hold in the eyes of
all an empty chalice or cup, and the water which he
poured into it was turned into wine or the blood of
Christ. The cup was, of course, smeared with some
chemical. Another charlatan was a Syrian Christian
who had learned the real truth about Christ from a pair
of angels, male and female, each of whom was ninety-
six miles high and had feet fourteen miles in length.
There were many of these ancient tricksters.

But the sincere heretics did far more than these to
disrupt and corrupt the primitive Church. About the
year 140 there came to Rome one Marcion, who, when
he was condemned, founded a sect that spread over
Italy and defied the Popes for three centuries. Marcion,
son of a bishop of Asia Minor, was a man of strict
character. Brooding over the eternal problem of the
power of God and the prevalence of evil, he had been
attracted to the latest version of Persian religion which
was then rolling over Asia Minor in the direction of
Rome. It embodied the old Persian idea that there was,
besides God, an almost supreme spirit of evil who had
created matter and all its uglinesses, and Marcion
identified this creative devil with the Jehovah of the
Old Testament.

But he also had in his repertory an argument which
founders of sects always find very persuasive. He had
made a fortune in shipping and, when he came to Rome,
he made a gift to the community of 200,000 sesterces.
We reduce this to the modest-looking sum of about
£1500, but money had then a far higher purchasing
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power, and it would seem to poor Romans a colossal
sum. As the Roman See was vacant, one wonders if
Marcion did not aspire to fill it. He failed, and the new
Pope, Pius—the first Latin name we find in connection
with the Roman community—was warned by Eastern
bishops that the man who held so respected a position
in his Church was a deadly heretic and must be excom-
municated. Marcion founded a sect, and it continued
to flourish until, three centuries later, the feeble anathemas
of the Popes were reinforced by the staves and swords
of the police.

These controversies were all conducted in Greek, but,
since that was the language of the Roman Church, it is
futile to seek to excuse the Popes on the ground that the
tongue was foreign to them. On the other hand, the
discussions would interest or attract few of the Latin-
speaking citizens of Rome. The Christian community
was still, in the last quarter of the second century, mainly
a Greek colony which was lost in the penumbra of the
luminous life of the city of Marcus Aurelius. Historians
now recognize that there was far more idealism in Rome
at this period than older writers supposed, and the
more thoughtful Romans dispassionately examined every
ethical religion which was imported from the East. Men
of high rank combined a profession of Mithraism or
some other Eastern cult with a formal compliance with
the observances of the State religion.

But we must remember that the Christian community
still had no chapel, and its small assemblies would seem
bleak in comparison with the artistic services, the incense,
candles, statues, and richly-vested priests, of the temples
of Mithra and Isis. The Church restricted its growth
also by adhering to the stern traditional discipline. It
expelled from its body any who, after receiving baptism,
fell into sins of the flesh. It thus remained an obscure
and suspected sect; and, for some reason which we do
not know, even the gentle Marcus Aurelius treated it
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harshly, sending a number of its priests and other members
to the silver-mines of Sardinia.!

But a change had begun. Not only did the acrid
struggle with heretics disturb the earlier serenity of faith,
but the faithful were now scattered throughout the city
and could not be severely isolated from the glamour
and gaiety of the richly-coloured processions through the
marble colonnades, the free games of the Circus, the
amphitheatre, and the theatre, the superb (and almost
free) baths and gymnasia, the free distribution of food,
the provision of medical and other services. The first
full and authentic account which we have of the life of
the Christian community at Rome, depicting it as it
was ahout the year 175, shows that it has drifted far
from the devout simplicity of the days of Clement. So
we here begin the long and picturesque story of the
growth of a small religious body, which shrank from art,
culture, wealth, and authority almost as sensitively as
from vice, into the most claborate in ritual and dogma,
the wealthiest, and the most arrogant and most powerfully
organized religion of all history; and we shall find this
line of Popes which begins obscurely in Clement more
frequently, more deeply, and for longer periods degraded
than we can find in the history of any other religion.

1 Duchesne finds at this date *the only authentic document
extant on the martyrs of Rome > (I, 176). Professor Riddle (The
Martyrs, 1931) describes this document as ‘ relatively unadorned,”

while Father Delehaye, who is an expert, rejects all such documents,
as we saw.



CHAPTER II
THE GROWTH OF PAPAL AMBITION

UnTiL the middle of the last century there was among
the fragments of early Christian literature part of a Greck
work which seemed so scholarly that it was generally
attributed to the learned Qrigen. In the year 1842 the
manuscript of the complete work was found in the dust of
a monastery on Mount Athos and was published a few
years later. It was titled The Refutation of All Heresies,
and was written by a cleric of the Roman Church of the
second and third centuries, Hippolytus, who was certainly
a man of considerable erudition. But the pride of Cath-
olic writers in the discovery that the Roman Church
had included an accomplished scholar and writer at that
early date was overcast by the further discovery that he had
devoted many pages of the work to a scathing account of
the condition of the Church and of the character and
career of Pope Callistus, the first Pope who is a concrete
figure in ecclesiastical history.

It was the more embarrassing because both Hippolytus
and Callistus had up to the middle of the last century
been reverently inscribed in the calendar as saints and
martyrs, yet the one now described the other as an
unscrupulous adventurer and corrupter of the Church,
while Hippolytus himself was clearly the first Anti-Pope.
A few Catholic scholars like Dr. Déllinger (before he
rebelled against the Vatican) attempted in vain to
discredit the narrative, but the genuine corrections are
trivial. Hippolytus is recognized to have been one of the
most conscientious clerics of his age and the onz learned

Christian in the West until the days of Jerome and
18
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Augustine. Historians are not impressed when Catholic
writers dispute the testimony of a priest of high character
who was contemporary with the events he describes, and
then on almost every page quote the statements of men
who lived a century after the events they record and
“hundreds of miles away from Rome.1

The story opens, disdainfully, with the youth of Callis-
tus. His father, a slave, lived in the Christian colony
across the river, and Callistus himself became a slave
in the household of a member of the Church named
Carpophorus. The Pontifical Chronicle repeats this., Car-
pophorus found his slave shrewd, and lent him money
with which he should open a bank in the Fish Market in
the city, the quarter of the money-lenders. The bank
failed, apparently because Callistus, to get a higher rate
of interest, invested with the Jewish money-lenders, and
there was dire trouble in the community. Callistus fled,
but he was captured and brought back to Rome, and he
received the customary domestic punishment of being
put to heavy work in the flour-mill of his master’s house.
The members of the Church, however, believed that he
could recover the money, and they persuaded Car-
pophorus to set him free. But he fell into the hands of
the police for brawling at the local synagogue—he had
clearly gone to rail at the money-lenders—and he was
sent to the Siberia of Roman criminals, the mines of
Sardinia.

I quote the story, much abbreviated, because the
picture it offers us of the Roman community in the eighth
decade of the second century is very different from that
which we admired in the Letter to the Corinthians.
Here we have rich slave-owning Christians, banks,
money-lenders, brawls, and charges of embezzlement.
But Hippolytus, leaving Callistus sweating in the silver-

! There is an English translation of the Refutation in the Ante-
Nicene Library (Vol. VI). The account of Callistus and the Roman
Church of his time is in Book IX, ch. VII.
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mines, goes on to make, very discreetly, a more surprising
statement about the Church. Marcus Aurelius died,
and from his son Commodus Pope Victor got an order for
the release of the Christians whom his father had sent to
Sardinia, Hippolytus says:i—

Marcia, a concubine of Commodus, who was a God-
loving woman and desirous of performing some good
work, invited into her presence the Blessed Victor.

Since Marcia is the Scarlet Woman of this stage of Roman
history, Catholic writers have always felt some dis-
comfort at introducing her, as they must, into the history
of the Popes. They usually, like the Catholic Encyclopedia
in its article on Victor, admit her contact with the Pope
and say nothing about her character. But the Roman
historian who most fully describes her character for us,
Dion Cassius, lived in the city at the time and is an
exceptionally reliable witness, And since Victor is the
first Pope to claim pontifical powers, indeed the first
Pope to come even dimly before our eyes in the authentic
pages of history, we must here expand the intriguing
story that is so curtly dismissed by Hippolytus.

Marcus Aurelius, the one genuine Stoic in the benefi-
cent series of what are wrongly called the Stoic Emperors,
died in the year 180. His Stoic mysticism was of no higher
social value than the piety of the stricter Popes. In-
stead of consolidating the fine constructive work which
had been done by his pagan and Epicurean predecessors,
he had doomed it to ruin by leaving the Empire to his
utterly depraved son Commodus and his almost equally
depraved daughter Lucilla. After a few years Lucilla
had plotted the murder of her brother, but he had put
her and her associates to death and had surrendered him-
self to favourites and pleasures of the basest description.
Among the property, which he confiscated, of one of
the nobles whom he executed there was a remarkably
handsome and robust slave-concubine or woman of the
harem. This was Marcia. Commodus appropriated her
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and put her as favourite in his spacious harem of three
hundred beautiful women and three hundred of the
fairest boys whom his panders could discover in any
stratum of Roman society. For ten years Marcia pre-
sided with spirit over orgies which in their wildness and
obscenity surpassed those of Nero, and at the end of that
time she helped to murder her imperial patron and
married the chief murderer.

This story of the brazen imperial Amazon—she loved
above all to display her opulent figure in that costume—
summoning the Pope to her presence will seem, unless I
explain, as fantastic as if we read that Nero one day
invited Paul to the palace to discuss religion with him;
and the explanation which Hippolytus hesitatingly
affords us throws further light upon the grave deterioration
of the Roman community. Marcia, he says, had been
brought up by an elderly eunuch named Hyacinthus,
and this man was now in a high position at the court.
I here choose the more charitable of two interpretations,
for the word in the Greek text means both ‘ elderly *
and “ priest,” and many-—even some Catholic—writers
contend that the eunuch was actually 2 priest of the
Roman Church. The Catholic Encyclopedia describes him
as “ a eunuch who was a priest (or old man).” We sink
rapidly deeper. We now have priestly, or at least
Christian, eunuchs who are in high positions at one of
the most corrupt courts which are known in Roman
history, and are amicably connected with the most
depraved harem-favourite on the one hand and with the
Pope on the other.

1 See the life of Commodus by Lampridius in the Sm’%om
Historias Augustge (cap. X) and the English trapslation of Dion
Qassiug’s History of Rome (LXX1I, 4), or my Empresses of Rome (1911,
ch. XI). Dion Cassius confirms that Commodus * greatly favoured
the Christians.” Mgr. Duchesne calls Marcia *“the morganatic
wife ” of Commodus, and blandly observes that * her life in such
surroundings could scarcely be in strict accord with Gospel precepts ™ |
(History agf the Christian Church, I, 183). Even the ablest and most
liberal of Catholic historians tamper with the truth.
¢
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Any man who knows Roman customs will understand
at once what Hippolytus means when he says that Marcia
had been reared by the eunuch; though the truth is
often obscured by a deliberate mistranslation of the Greek
text. Duchesne, always polite, says that Hyacinthus
had been Marcia’s * tutor,” but the word used by Hip-
polytus (fpéfas), though not classical Greek, certainly
means “ rearer >’ or foster-father. It obviously refers to
the well-known Roman custom of “ exposing * or leaving
in some public place an unwanted female baby, and
Hyacinthus was one of the men who made a profession
of collecting them and at maturity selling them as slaves
or prostitutes. The fact that he was a eunuch suggests
that his business was to supply them to harems and
brothels; and most of us will decline to think of him as a
priest, however low the character of the Roman com-
munity may have sunk. But he was clearly a Christian
and Hippolytus, in describing Marcia as “ God-loving,”
must mean that the eunuch had brought her up as a
Christian.

She had just reached the height of her power when Pope
Eleutherius died and Victor was elected. Whether the
initiative lay with her or the eunuch or, as is most pro-
bable, the Pope, it was arranged that Victor should go to
the palace and beg the liberation of the Christians who
were in the Sardinian mines. We shall so often in the
course of this work find Popes of the highest character
paying fulsome compliments to royal sinners that we will
not attempt to deduce from this visit anything about the
character of Victor; though it is obvious that it was quite
possible to have a list of the Christian convicts sent to the
palace without the bishop needing to visit the Emperor’s
sybariticharem. Doubtless the Pope had an eye to further
favours. We may assume that, since Marcia continued
for three years to lead the revels and orgies at the palace,
some share of her wealth and that of the Emperor-would
surely have reached the Church.
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Victor is the first Pope to be quoted by Catholic
writers as claiming and exercising the authority of head
of the universal Church. There are few parts of their
apologetic in which they are so reckless as when they
profess to find evidence that even in the first five centuries
of the Christian Era the other Churches acknowledged
the supremacy of the Roman bishop. No prelate, priest,
or Church in the East ever entertained the claim; and it
was rejected with the same disdain by every bishop in the
West until, in the fifth century, the Empire was wrecked
by the Goths and Vandals and Rome alone could maintain
a bishop of any importance. Victor’s claim of authority
over other Churches was so angrily resented in East and
West, as a novel piece of impudence, that no Pope
ventured to repeat it until more than half a century later.

It was a premature assertion of the ambition which
the immense prestige of Rome under the Antonine
Emperors and the deterioration of the character of the
Church were now enkindling in the Roman clergy.
Whether this led to the interpolation, about that time, in
Matthew (xvi, 18) of the famous pun, ‘‘ Thou art Peter and
upon this rock I will build my Church,” * or the Roman
clergy seized upon the text as a priceless basis for their
claim, we do not know. But from this time onward we
get occasional evidence that the growing wealth of the
Roman Church and its position in the world’s metropolis
have inspired the dream of ruling the Christian world.
The claim to do so was, we shall see, consistently and
emphatically rejected by the other Churches until, at
the end of the fifth century, the Pope found himself
surveying a world of ruins from the more substantial
ruins of Rome: a world which was rapidly sinking into

1 If we insert the Aramaic word which would be used in Judza,
we see more clearly that it is 2 pun, and is completely alien to the
character of Jesus as this is depicted in the Gospels. The interpola-
tion then runs: *““Thou art Kipha, and t.g.uon this Kipha I will build
my CHurch.” The use of the word Church is itself a flagrant
anachronism.
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the densest ignorance. The Papacy became by an
inexorable historical development ‘the ghost of the
deceased Roman Empire sitting crowned upon the grave
thereof.”

Bishop Eusebius, of the fourth century, tells us in his
Ecclesiastical History (V, 24) about this first futile assertion
of the Roman ambition and of the vigorous repudiation
of it. There was at the time an acute controversy about
the date on which Easter ought to be celebrated. We
must remember that Easter was then the greatest, if not
the only, ecclesiastical festival; for December 25 wus
the supreme festival of the pagan and the Mithraic calen-
dars and was an abomination to Christians. At Easter
the bishops of the various Churches communicated with
each other, sending their consecrated bread—they were
evidently still far from a doctrine of transubstantiation—
across hundreds of miles of sea and land, as one now sends
little boxes of wedding-cake. The difference in the date
of celebrating was, therefore, inconvenient, and Pope
Victor ordered the bishops of Asia Minor to abandon their
custom and conform to that of Rome.

Eusebius does not give us the text of the Pope’s letter,
but he dilates with pleasure upon the sequel. Bishop
Polycrates of Ephesus, to whom the Pope had written,
sent a contemptuous refusal. ‘I am,” he wrote, * not
moved by your attempt to intimidate us*’; and he says
that all the other bishops agree with him. Victor
pompously excommunicated them, or declared that in
future he would not send consecrated bread to them at
Easter—it is an error to suppose that excommunication
meant what it does to-day—and they * bitterly re-
proached Victor” for his arrogance and his spurious
claim of authority, and maintained their own method of
dating Easter. There was an outcry against Rome
throughout the Church. Irenzus of Lyons ‘ courteously
warned ” Victor that he had gone too far; and years
later we find the chief scholar of the African Church,
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Tertullian, writing with biting irony of some Roman
Pope who calls himself ““ the Supreme Pontiff ” and “ the
Bishop of Bishops.” !

Victor spent the remaining years of his episcopate
(189—198) in an exasperating series of heresy-hunts.
The East next sent to Rome one Theodotus, a tanner or
leather-merchant, with a new shade of theology. Theodo-
tus the money-lender joined him, and, as they seem to have
been men of character and culture as well as wealth, they
attracted a large number of members and, when Victor
excommunicated them, set up a rival bishop. Then
Florinus, who had been an official at the palace and
had entered the Roman clergy, put new life into the
Gnostics by joining them; and the Pope had again to be
warned by other bishops that he was tolerating heresy.

Since the Marcionites still prospered at Rome, there
were now three rival Christian sects distracting the Roman
community; and the confusion increased when disciples
of the fanatical Phrygian Montanus and his two neurotic
female companions came to Rome with the tidings that
the Apostolic Age was not over and every Christian was
still directly inspired by the Holy Spirit, so that priests were
superfluous. Since the Marcionites and Montanists main-
tained the moral austerity of the early days, while the
Roman community steadily deteriorated, they attracted
many of the best men and women of the time. Ter-
tullian, the leading Christian writer, was a Montanist,
and we shall find him presently spitting his scorn at the
vices of the Pope’s followers.

Victor died in the year 198 and bequeathed his sore
burden to Zephyrinus: ‘‘ an ignorant and illiterate man”
according to Hippolytus, who knew him well. He was
just one more of the entirely obscure mediocrities, with
two exceptions, who ruled the Roman Church during
the first four centuries of its life. Other Churches, the
Churches over which the Roman bishops had a pretension

1 On Chastity, ch. 1.
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to rule, had their Cyrils and Clements, their Basils and
Cyprians and Chrysostoms, but in the richest of all the
Churches the only two Popes who in four hundred years
left a definite impression even in ecclesiastical history,
Callistus and Damasus—for Victor remains a shadow-
Pope of whose person and character we know nothing—
were men of tainted repute. Callistus, the ex-slave and
crooked financier, was the strong or astute man who
guided the counsels of the distracted new Pope, and we
turn back to Hippolytus for the continuation of his
picturesque career.

When the eunuch Hyacinthus took to Sardinia the list
of the Christians who were to be released, Callistus
learned that his name was not on thelist. He had not been
sent to the mines as a Christian, but as a common male-
factor. He somehow persuaded the eunuch to insert
his name, and he returned to Rome. But feeling was
still so strong against him that he was sent into a com-
fortable exile in the fashionable watering-place, Antium,
where he remained until the death of Victor. The new
Pope, Zephyrinus—notice how nearly every name in
connection with the Church is still Greek—was, Hippo-
lytus says, as venal and greedy as he was ignorant,
and Callistus soon obtained by bribery the position of
first deacon (archdeacon) and the charge of the finances
of the Church. He bought a cemetery or catacomb
which still ironically bears the name of “ St. Callistus,”
and in ways which Hippolytus rather obscurely describes
he organized the community, strengthened the authority
of the bishop over the clergy, and broadened the line
which already separated the clergy from the laity.

These confused passages give one a vague impression
of rapid growth alike in numbers, wealth, and clerical
organization. The time, indeed, was favourable to such
growth, for, apart from the condemnation. of some of them
to the mines by Marcus Aurelius, there had beén no
persecution of the Christians of Rome for more than a
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century. The truculent Emperor Septimius Severus had
enforced an old law which forbade the Jews and the
Christians to make converts, and there seem to have
been martyrs in the provinces. But there was no perse-
cution at Rome. The Empress, a Syrian lady of con-
siderable and liberal interest in religion and of easy
morals, had, Tertullian says, given her son Caracalla a
Christian nurse and a Christian tutor. Tertullian, it is
true, had done better to conceal the fact, for the Em-
peror Caracalla, who slew his half-brother in his mother’s
arms and massacred twenty thousand of the finest men
and women in Rome, grew up to be an inhuman monster.
Yet the lenient attitude towards the Christians continued,
and the Church grew. It is not pleasant to reflect that,
apart from the reign of Alexander Severus, the early
Roman Church prospered most under three of the most
vicious emperors: Commodus, Caracalla, and Elagabal.
The activity of Callistus as first deacon was in the reign
of the brutal Caracalla, while his pontificate (217—222)
coincided with the reign of Elagabal, a freak of sexual
perversity.

We must, however, not be misled by the obscure
statements of Hippolytus. When, for instance, he says
that Callistus divided Rome into twenty-five parishes,
each with its priests and deacons, we are apt to imagine
twenty-five parish churches with crowds of worshippers
attending mass. This is wholly false. In his biographical
account of Alexander Severus in the Historia Augusia
Lampridius tells us that the Emperor at his accession
(222) proposed to give the Christians a licence to build
temples. His counsellors dissuaded him, but, when Pope
Callistus claimed “a place that had been public” in
their settlement across the river and a tavern-keeper
disputed the claim, Alexander allotted it to the Christians.
Here, all agree, Callistus opened the first public meeting-
place or basilica—the common Roman name for a public
hall—as the Pontifical Chronicle expressly says. The only
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point that is open to doubt is whether he bought a site
to build upon or an abandoned wineshop which he
converted into a basilica. In either case, down to the
year 222 the Roman Christians had had no chapels.

We will return later to this point. It remains here only
to tell how the heretical gnats continued to irritate the
community, and, since the Pope was too ignorant to
understand their subtleties and his chief deacon was more
competent at finance than in intellectual matters, the
confusion was worse than ever. To the Gnostics with
their sonorous verbiage, the Marcionites with their fierce
opposition to the Old Testament, and the Montanists with
their stern puritanism and asceticism there was now added
a new plague from the East.

The Greeks had entered upon the fateful task of de-
fining in the exact terms of philosophy the mystic relation
of the Father and the Son, and one of the most subtle
and persuasive of the heretics had come to Rome and
captured the dull-witted Pope. But whether, as Hip-
polytus says, Callistus secretly supported both sides,
or what it was all about, will hardly enkindle a flicker of
interest in the modern mind. We will consider rather
how, when Zephyrinus died in the year 217 and Callistus
succeeded him, he abolished all that remained of the grim
barriers which had for a century repelled sinners from the
Church: how he converted the Greek colony into the
Church of Rome, the exclusive and virtuous brotherhood
into a warmer and more hospitable body, the early
simplicity into a ritualistic sacerdotalism.



CHAPTER III
CALLISTUS HUMANIZES THE CHURCH

THERE is a type of reader who, though he may not be a
Catholic, will here suggest that this seems to be an account
only of the less attractive features of the history of the
Roman Church. The quite candid and humane historian
would, he will say, devote just as much space to the
beautiful spirit of the early domestic assemblies, the dim-
lit, throbbing services in the catacombs while brothers
watch at the entrance for Roman guards, the saintly
Popes and heroic martyrs, as to the arrogance of Victor
and the chicanery of Callistus. There are many such
works. They contain three times as much legend as
historical fact, and the general impression they convey of
Church-life after the first century is entirely false. Tothe
virtue of the first century I paid ample tribute in the first
chapter—indeed, it would be nearer the truth to charge
me with dilating upon it more than the very scanty evi-
dence justifies—but down to the period we have reached,
the first half of the third century, the only accounts we
have of services in the catacombs are taken from fiction:
we have not a single authentic story of 2 Roman martyr-
dom; and we have no knowledge whatever of the
character of the Popes.

And since it is common for works of the conciliatory
kind to represent the Roman community as, even in the
second and third centuries, a body of humble and
austere folk who shudder at the naked vices of the city,
let us put this story of Callistus and the first corruption of
the Charch in its correct historical frame. The hectic
vices of the Neros and Elagabals of the series of Emperors

]
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are often, and most unjustly, regarded as representative
of Roman life. Of the thirty men—to omit those who
ruled for only a few months—who wore the purple
from the founding of the Empire to the conversion of
Constantine, five only were depraved in character;
and these ruled only during twenty-eight out of the three
hundred and fifty years, while Emperors of decent,
generally high, character occupied the throne during
more than two hundred years. The corrupt Emperors
were, as a rule, assassinated by the army or the Romans
within a few years of their accession.

Caracalla was, we saw, one of the few brutal Emperors.
But the anger of Rome had soon driven him from the
city, and it had resumed the orderly life which it had had
under his father, Septimius Severus, who had been as
stern against vice as any early Christian. Most people
are surprised when they learn that Roman law pre-
scribed the death-penalty for adultery, though even
Septimius Severus could not prevail upon the humane
civic authorities to inflict that excessive penalty. His
wife, a Syrian lady of conmsiderable accomplishments,
and her sister had really ruled Rome while he fought at
the frontiers, and had sought to bring it back to the high
standard of the age of Hadrian. They had restored the
ladies’ club, with an intellectual atmosphere (a sort of
ancient Lyceum Club), which Hadrian’s wife had
founded and had summoned round them an elegant
circle of the leading poets and moralists of the time.

The brutal interlude of the reign of Caracalla had
lasted only six years, and he had spent little time in the
city of Rome. The morbid reign of Elagabal, which
followed, had lasted only four years when he was con-
temptuously cut to pieces by the soldiers in the latrines of
the camp. Another lady of the Syrian family, Julia
Mamza, a woman of strong and high character and
considerable ability, had then for thirteen years heiped her
son, Alexander Severus, one of the gentlest and most
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liberal of the Emperors, to raise the life of the city and the
Empire to the Antonine level. In coming from the East
to Rome, Julia had, at Antioch, invited the learned
Christian writer Origen to explain his religion to her.
It had made no intellectual appeal to her, but she had
taught her son to regard it favourably. As is well known,
Alexander had a bust of Christ amongst those of other
prophets in his private chapel. His mother and he
shared the belief of most of the cultivated Romans who
were not Epicureans (Atheists), that all popular religions
were confused perceptions of some God whose real nature
was hidden behind their various creeds and rituals.
They were broken rays of sunlight on clouds of myth.
This was the situation in Rome when, some time after
the Christians became free to build chapels, Pope
Callistus set out to make his Church more attractive to
the Romans. The plain appeal of the Gospel-story had
in a century and a quarter of peace won only a few
thousands out of the hundreds of thousands of citizens.
The austere code of the Church must be softened: the
gaunt simplicity of its services must be clothed with art.
It had hitherto been the rule in the Church, and it
was still the rule in other parts of the Christian world,
that baptism alone could remove the stain of grave sin,
so that a baptized person who committed carnal sin even
once must be expelled from the community and never
permitted to return. Callistus, recalling such texts as
“ Whose sins ye shall forgive, they are forgiven,” which had
been interpolated in the Gospels in the course of the
second century, said that he could re-admit such sinners to
communion if they repented. A wave of rigorist indigna-
tion swept over the Church. Just about this time the
African Father Tertullian wrote his treatise On Chatity,
and in the first chapter the sombre moralist breaks out:—

I hear that an edict has gone forth. The Supreme
Pontiff, that is to say the Bishop of Bishops, announces:
I will absolve even those who are guilty of adultery and
fornication, if they do penance.
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At Rome Hippolytus and the dissident puritans were
scornful. But Callistus had done more than open the
gates to a crowd of frivolous Romans: he had laid the
foundation of the mighty power which the clergy would
one day exercise through the confessional.

This relaxation of the ancient discipline would over-
come the reluctance of many inquiring Romans, and other
relaxations followed. Hippolytus, whose Greek text is
never elegant and is often far from lucid, becomes almost
incoherent in his indignation when he describes the next
measure of accommodation.

For even also he gcrmitted females, if they were
unwedded and burned with passion at an age at all
events unbecoming, or if they were not disposed to over-
turn their dignity through a legal marriage, that the
might have whomsoever they would choose as a bed-

fellow, whether slave or free, and that they, though not
legally married, might consider such an one as a husband.!

This seems alarmingly liberal if one does not know a
certain clause of Roman law. It prescribed that the
widow or daughter of a Senator could not validly marry
a slave or freedman, and that she would forfeit her title
of honour, which was equivalent to ““ Excellency,” if she
married a free-born man of inferior condition.

We may assume that there were no men of senatorial
rank in the Church for widows of that order to marry,
and the Pope must mean that Christians shall regard
them as married, not as living in sin, if they enter into
permanent association with any man, whether slave,
freedman, or freeborn, although, in order to retain their
titles, they have contracted none of the legally recognized
forms of marriage with him. We cannot suppose that
there were many women of senatorial rank in the Church,
but the new rule would inevitably lead to some relaxation
of morals. If we accept the assurance of Hippolytus,
scandals soon arose. It is clear that one aim of the Pope

1 Sg the text is translated in the Ante-Nicene Library, Vol. VI,
P. 340.
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was to dissuade rich Christian widows from marrying
pagans, and one can imagine their conduct when the
intercourse which the Church now allowed them to have
with some slave or freedman of the household had con-
sequences which threatened to become public. In reply
to the rigorists, the Pope searched the Scriptures for texts
which seemed to support his policy. Had not the Ark, the
symbol of salvation, contained both clean and unclean
animals? Had not Christ said that the tares must be
suffered to grow up with the wheat? The age of heroic
virtue was over; but we will not discuss the character of
the new Church until, later, we find definite cvidence
of it.

The relaxation of discipline was extended to the clergy:
with, as we shall see later, disastrous results. Hence-
forward even a bishop must not, if he repents, be deposed
for having indulged in sins of the flesh. Men who have
been married twice, or even three times, may become
priests, and “ men in orders” are free to marry. The
Catholic suggests that this means men in ‘‘ minor ”
orders, but these were already free. There was not, in
fact, and would not be until nine hundred years later, a
Church-law of clerical celibacy, but there was a strong
feeling throughout the early Church that no cleric must
incur the “ taint * of the flesh. Callistus genially waved
his pontifical arm, and new types of men found their way
into the clerical body.

A more important part of the work of Callistus and his
successors, and an even more flagrant departure from the
primitive simplicity of the Church, was the transformation
of the original prayer-meeting and supper into an elabor-
ate and artistic service which might compete with the
ceremonies of rival religions. We saw that Callistus
opened the first Christian church at Rome and organized
the clergy. The sanctuary line was now firmly drawn
between® clergy and laity, and the ceremony performed
within the sanctuary steadily developed about this time
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into the Roman Catholic “ mass.” Experts, smiling at
the ingenuous explanation of Catholic writers who affect
to believe that these sacerdotal and ritualist developments
were carried out in accordance with instructions which
Jesus had whispered to Peter, and Peter to his successors,
find it difficult to trace the evolution, but the broad
explanation is surely clear enough.

The Persian cult of Mithra had recently won con-
siderable popularity at Rome, and its chief temple lay
on the fringe of the Christian settlement in the Vatican
district, a near neighbour of their new basilica. Here
priests in white or coloured robes performed, amidst
lighted candles and fumes of incense, a ceremony of
consecrating bread and wine at the altar. Services
in the temples of Isis ended with 2 Greek phrase
which closely resembles the Ite, missa esi at the end
of the Catholic mass (missa). The Romans were
unable to understand religion without such artistic
expression. It was as familiar in the cults of Isis and
Cybele as in the State-cult of the gods. It would be
childish to suppose that the Roman Church did not
borrow from these its ritual decorations and robes, just
as its bishop borrowed the title of Supreme (or Sovereign)
Pontiff from the head of the State-religion.

Callistus died before the end of the first year of the
reign of Alexander Severus, and it was mainly his
successors, Urban and Pontianus—there is a hint of this
in the Pontifical Chronicle—who took advantage of the
favour of Alexander and his mother during the next
thirteen years to shape the Church in accordance with
the new policy. * These men,” Hippolytus grumbles,
*“ lost to all shame, call themselves a Catholic Church, for
some, supposing that they will attain prosperity, concur
with them.”

[t is an amusing sign of the recklessness with which the
later Roman clergy fabricated martyrs that they made
large numbers of them die just in this most favourable
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period that the Roman Christians had yet enjoyed. The
truth is that Alexander Severus was so generous to them
that when he died, in the year 235, the gigantic Goth
Maximin who succeeded him—he is said to have been
eight feet high and to have eaten forty pounds of meat in
a day—fell angrily upon them. It is, however, under the
influence of the later forgers that Gibbon makes Maximin
“ discharge his fury” upon the Roman Christians.
Even Professor Benigni, of the Papal College at Rome,
finds that the life of the Roman Community was * hardly
‘interrupted by Maximin.” Martyrdoms elsewhere do
not concern us, but against all the harrowing stories we
may put the assurance of Origen, ten years after the death
of Maximin, that “ down to the present day those who
have died for the Christian religion are few and easily
counted.” ?

The fact is that the Roman community, which is so
commonly represented as shuddering in the Catacombs
while agents of bloody tyrants hunt for Christians,
enjoyed more than a century and a half of almost unbroken
peace from the death of Domitian (who, moreover, is not
known to have put many of them to death) to the accession
of Decius (g6 to 250). During all this period, however,
there is only one Pope, Callistus, whose character is
known to us or who has left any impression in history, so
we must continue to consider the Roman Church as a
developing institution.

For a time, in the year 244, it was lit with a new hope.
Word came from the East that Philip the Arab had been
proclaimed Emperor, and that Philip and his wife were
Christians. But Catholic historians here turn very
critically upon evidence which elsewhere they use so
liberally in their own interest. They find that the
historical conscience forbids them to describe Philip as

3 Cantrg Celsum, II1, 8. Origen is meeting the charge of a pagan
that the Christians are as disloyal as the Jews and have to be

punished
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a Christian: which means, of course, that he is one of the
villains of the imperial series.

The sleek and cunning son of a bandit-chief of the
desert, Philip had ingratiated himself with and had been
rapidly promoted by the young and attractive Emperor
Gordianus. By a series of repulsive intrigues he had then
induced the troops to murder Gordianus and give him the
purple. He was slain in a few years, and his relation to
the Christians of Rome is obscure, but he had clearly been
a Christian. Bishop Eusebius tells us (VI, 36) that he
had seen the letters which Origen wrote to Philip and his
wife, and that it is a tradition of the Eastern Church that
the Bishop of Antioch imposed a public penance upon them
for the murder of the Emperor. It is, in fact, more than
a tradition, for in a sermon he preached on the same bishop
(De Sancto Babyla) Chrysostom lauds this as one of his
most conscientious acts; and Jerome and all later
Christian historians describe Philip and his wife as
Christians.

The support which the Christians had given to the
unscrupulous Arab now brought upon them the first
general persecution. It is true that the Emperor Decius
had other grounds for his severity. He was in sentiment,
though not by birth, a patriotic Roman of the old type,
and he had observed with increasing anger how Syrians
and Arabs dishonoured the purple, and how for a hundred
years or more foreign cults had made progress to the detri-
ment of the State religion upon which, he believed, the
welfare of the Empire depended. The extent of the
persecution has, however, been much exaggerated. The
terms of the decree against Christianity have not been
preserved, and some writers infer from references to it
that Decius had no wish to press the death-sentence.
There does not, in any case, seem to have been a rigorous
search for Christians, and the persecution ended in a few
months.

There seem to have been many put to death in the
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East, but according to the contemporary Bishop of
Alexandria, Dionysius, the ‘‘ universal apostasy’ was
more dreadful than the martyrdoms. Priests, even
bishops, publicly denied the faith. Eusebius (VI, 41) tells
a sordid story and quotes Bishop Dionysius as saying:

Summoned by name and invited to sacrifice, most of
them advanced, pale and trembling, as though they had
come, not to sacrifice, but to be sacrificed themselves.
The crowds gathered for the spectacle laughed them to
scorn.

And the Roman Christians were as faithless as those of
Alexandria. The writer on the persecutions in the
Catholic Encyclopedia tells his readers that, in spite of the
laxity into which the Church had drifted during thirty
years of peace—he ought to have said a hundred and
fifty years—there were at Rome more martyrs than
traitors. Since all Catholic historians hold that there
were at this time thirty or forty thousand Christians at
Rome, the devout reader must think of appalling heca-
tombs. It happens that we have a sound historical study
of this persecution,® and the author, after a careful
examination of the claims of martyrdoms at Rome, even
admitting some evidence which an expert would now
reject, says that he has been able to find * the names of, at
most, six Christians who met their death at Rome in the
Decian persecution.” Yet with this result of a scholarly
inquiry before him—that only six out of at least twenty
thousand Christians were martyred—the Catholic writer
tells his readers that there were more martyrs than
traitors!

Fabianus is the first, almost the only, Pope whom we
definitely know to have died for his faith, yet he is given in
every Catholic list, popular or academic, as the twentieth
Pope who was ““saint and martyr.” Of nearly fifty
priests of his Church only two were arrested and im-
prisoned, and of nearly a hundred clerics of less degree

! 1. A. F. Gregg, The Decian Persecution, 1897.
D
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four only seem to have died for the faith. We do not
suppose that the Prefects had a search made for all, or
even the majority, of the Roman Christians, but there
was clearly the same rush as Bishop Dionysius describes in
the East of men and women to offer incense to the gods
or to bribe officials to give them fraudulent certificates.

We begin to see upon what spurious evidence is based
the pious proverb that the blood of martyrs is the seed of
Christians. Whatever proportion of the small early
community may have suffered under Nero or Domitian,
the persecutions of Maximin and Decius had very few
victims at Rome; and we shall see the same about later
persecutions. As soon as the storm had passed we find
the new Pope, Cornelius, boasting, in a letter which is
preserved in Eusebius (VI, 43), that he has under him
forty-four priests, fourteen deacons and subdeacons,
and ninety-four minor clerics; and that they support
fifteen hundred widowed, poor, or sick members of the
Church. And we have the Catholic writers who on the
previous page represented the Church as almost drowned
in its blood now inferring from these figures that it must,
immediately after the persecution, have had fifty thousand
members! How it would accommodate them in its two
small chapels one wonders; but it is absurd to count a
thousand members to each priest. That is a high average
in a modern city. As to the fifteen hundred dependants,
we must remember that Rome at this time made a remark-
ably generous provision for such people and distributed
free food to all the workers, so that the Church had to
make special efforts to keep its poorer members away from
the pagan officials.

The re-assembled Church, instead of having been
chastened by the persecution, was now swept by a whirl-
wind of domestic passion. What was to be done with
those who had burned incense on the pagan altars or had
bought fraudulent certificates—a few of these have been
found in Egypt—that they had sacrificed? The storm
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raged in every province of the Church, and out of it
came a more formidable schism than any that had pre-
ceded. Cornelius, another obscure mediocrity of the
Papal succession, gave facile absolution in the new
Roman manner, but he was vigorously opposed by one of
the most influential priests of his Church, Novatianus:
an accomplished man, well versed in philosophy, and
very popular. He demanded stern disciplinary measures
against apostates, and he formed so large a party that
he was elected anti-Pope and founded a separate Church
which spread over Italy and lasted two centuries.

The troubles of the Pope increased when a group of
priests who had been deposed at Carthage came to Rome
to secure, and obtain, its cheaper absolution. The
African province of the Roman Empire was at this time
as prosperous and advanced as Italy itself, and its Church
gave three scholars to Western Christianity for any one
that Rome contributed. The modern Catholic writer,
therefore, finds in this appeal a second proof of recognition
of the Pope’s supremacy. He does not make it clear that
the only such appeals that the Pope received from Africa
were appeals of priests and bishops of disorderly life, but
his conduct in describing the sequel is even graver.
The Bishop of Carthage and head of the African Church
at the time was Cyprian, one of the most esteemed of
the Latin Fathers. Because he somewhere acknowledges
that the Roman is “ the principal Church ” and “ the
source of sacerdotal unity,” Catholic apologists unani-
mously quote him as one who recognized the Pope’s
supremacy. Yet we still have the lengthy letters which
Cyprian wrote to Cornelius and his successor, and in
these Cyprian, from first to last, scornfully repudiates
the Roman claim to have any sort of authority in Africa.

He is very candid (Ep. LIV) about the shocking moral
condition of both clergy and laity in his Church.
Cardinal Newman wrote a novel, which is still treasured
in Catholic libraries, about life in the African Church at



40 CALLISTUS HUMANIZES THE CHURCH

this time. It is the kind of work from which Positivists
derive their knowledge. Pricsts and people are as
virtuous as in the first century, and are heroically ready
for martyrdom. Yet Newman, an assiduous reader of
the early Fathers, must surely have seen the letters in
which Cyprian described the state of the African Church.
He assures Cornelius that the priests who have appealed
to him are * a band of desperadoes > whom he had very
properly excommunicated. He describes  the pseudo-
bishop ** who accompanies them as ‘“‘ an embezzler of
money entrusted to him, the violator of virgins, the
destroyer and corruptor of many marriages.” They
have appealed to Rome only because, since the days of
Callistus, absolution is cheap there, and the Pope had
no right to listen to them. “ For,” he says (Ep. 14), “it
is decreed by all of us, and is equally fair and just, that
the case of every man should be judged where the crime
was committed.”

A few years later Cyprian sent a contemptuous letter
(Ep. LXVII) to the successor of Cornelius, Pope Stephen.
The Bishop of Arles has joined the Novatianists, and the
other bishops of Gaul have appealed to the Pope to con-
demn him. Another proof of recognition of Papal
supremacy, says the apologist. Yet it is plainly stated in
Cyprian’s letter that the bishops of Gaul have appealed
equally to Carthage and Rome, and Cyprian is scolding
the Pope because he has not done his part. * We who
hold the balance in governing the Church® is Cyprian’s
description of himself and the Roman Bishop. Pope
Stephen, another pompous mediocrity, threatens ana-
themas, and Cyprian gathers his eighty African bishops
in council; and they send (Ep. LXXII) as disdainful a
reply to the Pope’s claim as any Protestant would make
today. They write:—

We judge no man, and we cut off no man for differing
from us. None of us regards himself as the Bishop of

Bishops or seeks by nnical threats to compel his
colleagues to obey hmtyra P
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Cyprian, the greatest Christian leader of the third century,
head of one of the chief branches of the Church and more
famous for learning and piety than any Pope in four
centuries, wrote pages in this vein; and Rome retorted by
calling him * a false Christ” and “ false Apostle”” and
refused hospitality to his envoys. Yet I do not know a
single Catholic writer who does not claim that Cyprian
recognized the supremacy of the Pope!

What manner of men these were who continued to
forge their credentials and issue pontifical orders in spite
of every rebuff we do not know. They are still mere
names to us, shadow-Popes. Not one of them stands out
in ecclesiastical history as Tertullian and Cyprian do.
If one reads the article on each Pope to the middle of the
fourth century in the Catholic Encyclopedia, one finds that
all, except Callistus, are just pale abstractions to which
the writer attaches a few technical details from the semi-
legendary Pontifical Chronicle The procession of ghosts
marches slowly on. Persecution rages again to some
extent—directed now only against the clergy and higher
officials—under Valerian, and Pope Xystus or Sixtus II
and six of his deacons are said to have been executed.
But Valerian’s son and successor refuses to persecute, and
restores to the Roman Church its chapels and catacombs;
and forty years of peace, during which no event of interest
occurs, enable it to recover its strength and appeal once
more to the pagans. During this half-century, says
Duchesne, “the history of the Church in the West is
entirely lost to sight.”

This half-century of peace is one of the periods when,
according to the Catholic writer, the Roman Church was
permitted to exhibit the austerity ofits virtue to the Roman
people and win their hearts. He imagines tens of

1 This Latin work, the Liber Pontificalis, is an official chronicle of
the Popes compiled by the Roman clergy. But even the first part
of it does not seem to have been written until the seventh century.
The whiter says little about the Popes of the first three centuries;
and his Latin is atrocious. Dr. Loomis has translated the book into
English with the title The Book of the Popes (1916).
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thousands of Romans, weary of their vices or repelled by
the vices of their neighbours, sinking to their knees at the
foot of the Cross. He even, though his ignorance of
Roman history, except in the medieval version of it, is
complete, tells his readers that the Empire, sapped by
the vices of its citizens, was rapidly decaying, and that
the Roman Church was invigorating its heart with the
preaching and practice of virtue. Far too many of our
historical writers and literary men now fancy that it is
required of the liberal and superior mind to repeat these
statements; yet they are insolently opposed to the little
historical evidence we have about the life of this second
half of the third century.

It happens that just in this period occurs the reign of
Aurelian and his high-minded Empress; and Aurelian,
a deeply religious man, was so stern a puritan that, when
he was told that a soldier in his army had seduced the
wife of 2 man in whose house he had been billeted, he
had the soldier torn in halves. And the last twenty years
of the century passed under the rule of Diocletian, the
strongest, wisest, and most effective Emperor since
Hadrian.

On the Christian side we have no direct evidence about
the life of the Roman community, but it is included in the
indictment which Bishop Eusebius brings against the
whole Church when, in the next generation, he explains
why God permitted, or sent, the last and greatest of the
persecutions :—

Since from our great freedom we had fallen into
negligence and sloth, when each had begun to envy
and slander the other, when we waged intestine war
against each other, wounding each other with words
as with swords and spears, when leaders assailed leaders
and people assailed people, hurling epithets at each
other, when fraud and hypocrisy had reached the highest
height of malice . . . when, devoid of all sense, we gave
no thought to the worship of God, but believing, like

certain impious men, that human affairs are controlled
by no Providence, we heaped crime upon crime, when
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our pastors, despising the rule of religion, fought with
each other, intent upon nothing but abuse, threats,
jealousy, hatred, and mutual enmity, each claiming for
himself a principality as a sort of tyranny. . . .2

The work of Hippolytus and the letters of Cyprian ought
to have prepared any candid student for this. We shall
now see that the stern test of a drastic general persecution
discloses how painfully the indictment applies to the
Roman Church at the end of the third century.

1 Ecclesiastical History, VIII, 1.



CHAPTER IV
FROM PERSECUTION TO A SHOWER OF GOLD

THE ten years from 303 to 319 are the most dramatic in
the entire history of the Papacy. Forty years of peace
had given the new generation of Roman Christians a feel-
ing that the age of persecution was over, and they moved
freely amongst the pagan citizens. Some writers estimate
that they now numbered about a hundred thousand, but
these have a false idea of the proportion of Jaymen to
priests. The Church had probably between twenty and
thirty thousand members, and they shared the prosperity
which had come to Rome through the restoration of the
Empire by the last great pagan Emperor, Diocletian. It
seemed, moreover, that the Emperor was favourable to
Christianity. He had built a palace at Nicomedia in
Asia Minor, and the news came that his court was full of
Christians, many of whom held high positionsinit. When
the further newscame that his wifeand daughterhad joined
the Church, and ‘that he had permitted the erection of a
fine basilica, which they attended, in view of his palace,
the prospect was golden.

In the nineteenth year of the reign of the great Emperor
the Romans heard that Diocletian had begun to perse-
cute, and presently the Prefects published in his name a
series of decrees which aimed at the annihilation of the
Christian religion. All churches must be destroyed ; all
copies of the Scriptures burned ; every citizen must offer
incense to the gods. There was a rush to the altars or
to the buildings where cynical officials sold false certifi-
cates of sacrifice. The Pope led the betrayal. Dbdubtless
groups gathered again in the Catacombs or on the hills,

4“4
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but for three years they heard from every part of the
Empire only of burning churches, vast apostasies, a few
martyrdoms. The Church seemed to be doomed.

In the third year Diocletian, sick and saddened by the
consequences of his policy, abdicated, and the Romans
heard that Constantius, who now ruled half the Western
Empire, was favourable to Christians This hope vanished
when he died in the following year, and the persecution
was sporadically renewed ; besides that the grave problem
of the tens of thousands of apostates weighed heavily upon
what was left of the Church. A new hope was lit when
the message reached Rome that Constantine, son of
Constantius, had succeeded his father; and through six
anxious years the Christians followed the fortunes of that
robust prince as he hewed his bloody path to the palace at
Rome. By the year 313 Constantine was strong enough
to compel his colleague in the purple to join him in a
declaration that henceforward every citizen of the Empire
was free to worship in his own way ‘‘ whatever divinity
there is on the throne of heaven ’; and a few months
later the Pope and his Italian colleagues were, at the
Empress’s invitation, meeting in the gorgeous old palace
of the Laterani family to discuss their affairs.

We need not here consider why Diocletian, after nineteen
years of toleration, decided to destroy Christianity. The
more plausible reasons which are assigned for his change of
mood are that the Christians of the palace had become
“ insolent " —which we take to mean too outspoken about
paganism—and that military discipline was weakened by
their refusal to take the customary oath. Since the first
hostile act of the Emperor was to order the destruction
of the church at Nicomedia and his decree was torn from
the wall by a Christian officer, the former of these theories
seems to be sound. Diocletian, though of humble origin,
had a strong sense of imperial dignity, and the outrage
would deeply anger him. He was now easily persuaded
that the several million Christians.of the Empire were a
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menace, and he ordered the destruction of all their
churches and sacred writings and the dismissal of all
officers and officials who would not abjure the faith. This
led, not unnaturally, to grave disorders, and decrees of
increasing rigour were issued until torture or death was
prescribed for all who refused to sacrifice.

However many may have perished in the provinces,
there appear to have been few victims at Rome. Within
ten years of this persecution the Roman Christians were
free to take their place in the sun and to compare and
record their memories, yet, we saw, Catholic experts find
very few genuine martyrs. Of stories, and very pictu-
resque stories, there are, of course, legions. Even the
most cultivated writers of the time are more intent upon
edification than accuracy, and occasionally theyadmit this.
The orator Lactantius, who taught first in Nicomedia,
where Diocletian lived, and later in the palace of Con-
stantine, must have been one of the best informed men of
the time, yet he wrote a work, On the Deaths of the Perse-
cutors, which amazes or amuses historians by its fertility of
imagination and audacity of invention. Bishop Eusebius,
a close associate for years of the Emperor Constantine,
wrote a life of that prince which the distinguished Catholic
historian Duchesne politely calls “ a triumph of reticence
and circumlocution,”

Later legend-weavers were so reckless that they included
Diocletian’s wife, Prisca, in the list of martyrs under three
different and equally fictitious names, whereas it is not
disputed that Prisca and her daughter had at once set
an imperial example by abjuring the faith, The Pontifical
Chronicle itself admits that Pope Marcellinus saved his life
by offering incense on the pagan altar, but it goes on to
say that he repented and died for the faith; whereas that
Pope, as Duchesne shows, died in his bed a year before he
is supposed to have been executed. Duchesne professes
to find a score of genuine stories of martyrdom under Dio-
cletian, but only one or two of these martyrs are Romans.
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We have to fall back upon Father Delehaye’s more
critical verdict, that there are no genuine Acts of Roman
martyrs. In other words, with very few exceptions the
twenty to thirty thousand—fifty thousand, if you prefer
the Catholic estimate—surrendered their copies of Scrip-
ture and either offered incense or bought spurious certi-
ficates that they had performed that act of pagan picty.
The whole Church groaned under the task of dealing with
“ traitors ” and “ lapsed,” but the Pope absolved them
in the genial Roman manner, and they basked in the
flood of imperial sunshine. Constantine made short work
of all rival Emperors and Casars and installed himself in
the old palace at Rome, sole master of the Empire and
zealous patron of Christianity.

Many books have been written about the conversion of
Constantine, yet how and to what extent he was converted
is as obscure as ever. Eusebius, who must many a
time have heard the truth from him, conceals it behind a
preposterous legend that, when he approached Rome
for his final battle, a cross with the words ¢ Under this
standard shalt thou conquer * appeared in the heavens;
and the Emperor piously swore to fulfil the omen. The
truth, as far as we know it, is romantic enough. Forty
years earlier Constantius the Yellow, his father, a handsome
young officer on campaign in the Balkans, was so pleased
with the comeliness of a young woman who served him
with wine in a wayside tavern that he brought her away
as his mistress.> She bore him the handsome Constantine,
but Diocletian compelled the father to dismiss her when he
was raised to imperial rank, and had the boy reared in
the palace at Nicomedia.

The youth would surely be intrigued to see the Empress
Prisca and her daughter attending the Christian Church;
and from the fact that, when he became Emperor, he

! Ambrose (¢ven in a sermon on her), Jerome, and all the Christian
writers who follow them give this account of Helena, and some of
them expressly ascribe to her the customary morals of a tavern-
wench of Roman days. See my Empresses of Rome, 1911, pp. 265-270-



48 FROM PERSECUTION TO A SHOWER OF GOLD

summoned Lactantius to be tutor to his illegitimate son
Crispus, we may infer that he had himself known the
Christian Lactantius in Nicomedia. If we further remem-
ber that his father, whom he joined in Britain, favoured
the Christians, we have ample explanation of his interest
in Christianity. But the exact nature of his belief until,
at the close of his life, he accepted baptism is as obscure
as the creed of Napoleon. All his life he held the title of
Supreme Pontiff of the pagan religion and directed the
performance of its ceremonies, yet he behaved as a Chris-
tian monarch and used all his influence, short of coercion,
to secure the triumph of the Church.

The lavishness of his generosity must have dazzled eyes
that had just emerged from a long period of gloom.
During four years after the death of Marcellinus, the
Roman Christians were too scattered and few in number
to elect a Pope. Then, in 308 and 309, two more shadow-
Popes cross the stage, and there is another interval of two
years, for the city is again under a hostile ruler. Pope
Melchiades (311-314) is almost equally unknown to us,
though we read of him claiming and securing the return of
all Church property. At the end of 313 we find him, and
he must have been dazed to find himself, discussing in an
imperial palace the question of traitors to the faith.
Constantine was impatient of such controversies. When,
years later, the great struggle about the divinity of Christ
raged between the Arians and Athanasians, he complained
to the bishops that the ground of their quarrel was
“ insignificant and entirely disproportionate to such a
quarrel.”

He then, whatever his motive, set out to make Christian-
ity an effective rival of the other religions of the city, and
the Pontifical Chronicle, which to this date gives only a few
crabbed lines to each Pope, now runs to thirty quarto
pages about the gorgeous pontificate of Silvester I
(314~335); though about the man himself we still know
nothing. It takes the thirty pages to tell, very summarily,
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of the superb gifts in gold and silver, bronze and precious
stones and fabrics, which Constantine and his family
showered upon the new churches, so that they could out-
shine the temples; indeed, the gifts suggest that the
practice now began of looting the temples to enrich the’
churches. The gifts to two of these include four hundred
massive silver objects and seventy of gold, often encrusted
with jewels, besides magnificent bronzes and furniture.
We read of one silver vessel, decorated with jewels, which
stood five feet in hcight and weighed one hundred and
twenty pounds, of seven solid silver altars weighing two
hundred pounds each, and so on. Hundreds of estates
were transferred to the churches to give them a revenue.
Earlier Popes had given the Church two of the elements—
laxity and clerical organization—of its triumph. Con-
stantine added the third, wealth; his son would add the
fourth, coercion.

From other sources we learn how villages which de-
stroyed their pagan temples were raised to the rank of
municipalities; how officers were promoted if they joined
the Church; how money gifts were made to men and
women who accepted baptism. We find the Pope trans-
ferred from some poor lodging across the river to “ the
royal house of the Laterani,” as Juvenal calls it. The
spacious and beautiful vestibule of this palace was con-
verted into a church, and a Papal court began to fill the
corridors and chambers. But Constantine’s attempts to
change the law to the advantage of the new religion
failed. He issued a futile decree against divination,
which was really aimed at the auspices of the temples, and
he tried in vain to make Sunday, instead of Thursday
(Thor’s Day or Jupiter’s Day), the workers’ day of rest.
As they already had about two hundred days of rest in a
year, they were not attracted. His one successful service
in this direction promoted the corruption of the Church
and thé decay of the Empire. He relieved from the

burden of municipal duties, which in the Roman Empire
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were not paid services but honorary functions that cost
a man large sums of money, any who entered the Christian
ministry. Count Beugnot, the Catholic historian, laments
that “ this first favour granted to Christianity admitted
to its bosom guilty passions which had hitherto becn
foreign to itand had speedy and perniciousconsequences.’
We shall soon see what these consequences were.

Yet for several decades the Bishops of Rome remain so
destitute of distinction in Church history that we must
still call them shadow-Popes. The long reign of Pope
Silvester is almost co-extensive with the long, and for the
Church most beneficent, reign of Constantine, yet his
personality is as obscure as those of his predecessors. We
know only that the golden shower continued, and the
Roman Church was endowed with a sum which in modern
money we should estimate at many million pounds.
Helena joined the Church, and her rustic energy spent
itself in enriching the bishops who courted her Educated
Romans grumbled that the path of ambition now lay
through the chapel, while the Christians exultantly gave a
new meaning to Vergil’s obscure line: “ Lo, the Virgin
returns: the Age of Saturn comes again.”

In the year 329 a new and wholly unexpected cloud
threw gloom upon the Papal court and the Church,
and the spirits of the pagans rose. All Rome, except the
Christians, jubilantly quoted an epigram which some
man, said to be an important official of the court, had
nailed on the palace gate :—

Say ye the Golden Age of Saturn comes again?
Of Nero’s bloody hue these jewels are.

For all Rome believed—and the evidence is inexorable—
that Constantine had committed three horrible murders
in his own family. His illegitimate son Crispus had been
sent into exile some time previously and was poisoned.

1 Histoire de la déstyuction du pagan.ism, I, 78.
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His wife Fausta was found suffocated in a vapour-bath,
His nephew, a boy of twelve, was murdered.

It is a persistent tradition in writers of that and the
following century that Constantine had discovered an
intrigue between his son Crispus, a very popular youth
who had been raised to the rank of Czsar, and the Em-
press; though one version is that Crispus had attempted
to seduce Fausta, who denounced him, and that Helena,
infuriated at the fate of Crispus, had put the blame upon
the Empress and demanded her death. This throws no
light upon the brutal murder of the boy-nephew, and we
seem to be compelled to assume a darker motive. In one
of his works, St. Augustine argues that 2 man whose wife
is barren may, consistently with Christian law, have
children by a concubine.? This remarkable opinion
may be a justification of Constantine’s conduct, as many
historians interpret it. There is, they say, ground to
believe that Fausta was barren, and that the Emperor
brought back to his palace the concubine who had been
the mother of Crispus. She had three further sons, who
were reputed to be sons of Fausta, and the succession to
the throne presented a dark problem. It is suggested
that Constantine cleared the way for the three princes by
his horrible act; but, since this does not explain why
Fausta was murdered, the intrigue with Crispus may have
served as a pretext.?

It was a terrible blow to the Roman Church when
Constantine, stung by the contempt of Rome, left the city
and transferred the court to the East. There are his-
torians who admire his statesmanship in giving the vast
Empire a second focal centre in Constantinople, while
others hold that he found Rome incurably pagan and
decided to give it a magnificent Christian rival. But,
while it is true that he had already decided to build a
city in the East, as Diocletian had done, it was his crime

X De Béno Conjugali, cap. XV.
2 See my Empresses of , 1911, for full discussion (pp. 276-283).
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that in fact drove him from Rome, which he never
ventured to revisit. The Roman Church had, indeed,
to listen to ever-deepening murmurs of the pagans about
their first Christian Emperor. In a time of dwindling
resources and grave need for defence he was squandering
enormous sums upon his new city, and he was spending
his declining years in an effeminacy—he wore a blonde
wig over his white hair and glittered with jewels—which
moved the pagans to mordant irony.

The story of the Popes is, as a rule, so falsely told
that I must add a few lines about what would otherwise
seem an irrelevant matter. Instead of the Romans
crowding to the churches when the Edict of Toleration
was passed, the great majority of them, as Augustine will
tell us later, contemptuously resisted, in spite of imperial
decrees which imposed the death-sentence, until the end
of the century. And this resistance was in large part
due to the disreputable character of the first Christian
dynasty, the conduct of some of the Popes, and the extra-
ordinary corruption into which the Roman Church
speedily fell,

Of the character of the Constantinian dynasty I must
speak summarily. Constantine died in the year 337,
and the struggle for power led to scenes in the palace at
Constantinople which again recalled the memory of Nero.
Three sons, two half-brothers, and two sisters of the dead
Emperor gathered, with their families, at the palace for
the division of the spoils. We may ignore the more melo-
dramatic stories of what happened, but it is not in dispute
that, in order to make safe the succession of the three sons,
all other male relatives of the Emperor except one—
Julian—were murdered. Further, within a few years the
eldest son was killed in a quarrel with the youngest, and
some years later this Emperor, whose vices rivalled those
of Elagabal, was assassinated by his disgusted officers.
In thirteen years more than a score of princes and prin-
cesses of the line of Constantine were murdered; and the



FROM PERSECUTION TO A SHOWER OF GOLD 53

second son, Constantius, who became sole Emperor by
these murders, was a heretic, an Arian, who seduced most
of the bishops and made more martyrs than Diocletian
had made. This first Christian line, so robust in its
commencement, ended in fifty years in one man of high
character; and he, Julian, reverted to paganism.

Gloom settled again upon the Roman Church when its
clergy learned that an Arian now had control of the
entire Empire, and that the eastern Churches suffered
equally from the apostasy of their bishops and the martyr-
dom of their faithful. So fiercely was the controversy
about the divinity of Christ, which was in effect denied
by the Arians, conducted, that bishops sought to com-
promise other bishops by placing prostitutes in their
bedrooms at night, consecrated virgins were stripped and
beaten with branches of thorn-bushes, the jails were filled,
blood flowed in every city. Rome’s pretension to rule
the Christian world became a mockery. When Pope
Julius, in the year 340, summoned the eastern bishops to
Italy for a Council, he was, says Duchesne, “deeply
wounded by the bitterness of the orientals and the insolent
tone they had adopted towards him.” * The orthodox
minority remained in communication with the Pope,
but he could do nothing against the combination of
shrewd eunuchs and courtly Arian bishops who ruled the
spiritual world for Constantius. One of the plagues
which Constantine had suffered to develop was the power
of cunning and unscrupulous eunuchs, and this would
continue to be exercised in theological matters in the
East for centuries. The indelicate operation was itself
so lightly regarded that, Athanasius tells us, the Bishop
of the great city of Antioch at this time had it performed
upon himself so that he could, without scandal, sleep
nightly with a consecrated virgin.?

Pope Julius died in 352, and a remarkable chapter in

1 Vol, II, p. 162.
2 Hisioria Arianorum, num. 28.
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the history of the Papacy opened. Liberius, the new
Pope, wrote to the Emperor, who was in Gaul, asking
him to convoke a council of bishops to settle the contro-
versy. Constantius, who had several of his suave Arian
prelates with him, summoned the bishops of Gaul and
induced all of them, except one, to sign some heretical
formula; and, to the deep mortification of the Pope, his
three representatives at the Council signed the condemna-
tion of Athanasius the orthodox leader. When the Pope
grumbled, the Emperor charged him heavily with arro-
gance, ambition, and boasting, and Liberius sent him a
long and meek letter of apology and appeal.

The court moved to Milan, and “ the eunuch, the
chamberlain, and the cook * who, the Emperor Julian
later said, shaped the policy of the Emperor, summoned
the Italian bishops to a council. Hilary, Bishop of
Poitiers, bitterly complains that he seduced them by
“ stroking their bellies instead of laying the rod upon their
backs.” The truth is that they wrangled in the principal
church at Milan for ten days, and the eunuchs then trans-
ferred the conference to the palace and ordered them to
condemn Athanasius or go into exile. Three of them
went into exile.

Liberius had, naturally, not been summoned to Milan,
and the Emperor sent one of his most diplomatic eunuchs,
with rich presents, to Rome. Catholic historians tell the
story here with pride, though what happened merely
means that a Pope rose for a moment to the height of
common Christian manhood and then ignominiously
betrayed his office and his faith. Liberius refused the
presents and had them thrown out of the church when the
eunuch craftilyleft them before the “tomb of the apostles.”
This challenge to the Lord of the World, as Constantius
called himself, could have but one sequel. Troops were
sent to Rome and, to the amusement of the pagans,
priests and monks who supported Liberius bid themselves
as in the old days, and the new Supreme Pontiff was
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arrested by the officers of a Christian Emperor and sent
into exile in remote, half-civilized Thrace (Bulgaria).

He had been taken first to Milan, and we have the very
words in which he defied Constantius. It is, of course,
true that shorthand was familiar to the Romans and was
used on all such occasions, but the authority for the
dialogue is late and uncritical. To the pagans, who must
have felt that, in Gibbon’s ironic phrase, it was all a
quarrel about a diphthong, the course of events was
bewildering. A few of the heads of the new religion were,
from their places of exile, denouncing the great majority
of the bishops as well as the Emperor as doomed to some-
thing far worse than the shades of Avernus, while in the
East Christian troops shed the blood of priests in the
churches and thrust the nude buttocks of the Christian
Vestal Virgins upon charcoal-fires. In the struggles of
Arians and Athanasians and of both against the Donatist
schismatics, the Circumcellions (a kind of ancient Klu
Klux Klan), the Novatians, and other dissident Christians
many times more martyrs were made in fifty years
(330-380) than the Pagans had made in two and a half
centuries.

When Liberius had been sent into exile, his clergy had
met and sworn that they would elect no bishop to take his
place. Their leaders were the Archdeacon Felix and a
handsome and fluent deacon, of Spanish origin, named
Damasus. Some months later Felix was invited to the
Imperial court at Milan. The position of a deacon was
not at that time the same as it is to-day. He was not
necessarily a young man just preparing for promotion to
the priesthood. Felix was, in fact, a man of mature
years and business ability. He was persuaded to agree
to the Emperor’s demands, and three of the bishops of the
court consecrated him Bishop of Rome, while three
eunuchs stood by and represented the Roman people.
The Roman community was now more acridly agitated
than ever, for a large number of the priests and the women
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clung to Liberius, and the men refused even to bathe in
the princely public baths with their apostate fellow-
Christians and reviled them in the Circus.

In the year 357 Constantius himself came to Rome: the
first imperial visit the city had received since Constantine
had fled in shame. If he had had any intention of en-
forcing his decrees against paganism he quickly abandoned
it. Indeed, neither Christians nor pagans were awed by
the barbaric splendour of the Emperor’s jewelled chariot
or the gold-tipped spears of the officers who rode before
him with silk dragons, hissing in the breeze, hanging from
the shafts of the spears. It was rather pagan Rome that
awed the Emperor. He had in theprevious year published
a decree in which any who sacrificed to the gods were
sentenced to death. Now he found Rome so solidly
pagan in its higher class that he politely visited the
temples, permitted the customary ceremonies, confirmed
the privileges of the pagan priests, and, in short, behaved
as the head of the State religion. Nor was he more
gratified with the Christians. A deputation of rich or
noble matrons waited upon him to beg the restoration
of Liberius. He promised that Liberius should return;
but when his heralds announced in the Circus that Rome
would henceforward have two bishops, Felix and Liberius,
a roar went up to the imperial box: “One God, one
Christ, One Bishop.” ?

Constantius wearily left them to work out the problem.
It was the Pope, not he, who had yielded. Liberius was
already removed from his place of exile and was on the
road to Rome. Catholic writers here strain the evidence
mercilessly, in order to defend the Pope, but the more
scholarly and more candid of them have accepted the
plain statement of Jerome, which is supported by Hilary,

1 Catholic historians infer from this that the immense majority
of the people of Rome were now Christians. We shall find Augustine
tellin¥°us the opposite even thirty years later. The Great Circus

held four hundred thousand spectators, and even a fourth of these
could make considerable noise.
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Athanasius, and others, that Liberius “ embraced the
heretical perversity ”’ in some form of other. The news
about Felix had been more effective than the arguments
of the Arian bishop who attended the Pope in Thrace,
and he returned to Rome. The majority of the Christians
welcomed him, but so large a number believed that he
had purchased his liberty by yielding to the heretic that
there were murderous riots even in the churches and, the
Pontifical Chronicle says, several priests were killed. Felix
had fled from Rome, but when he saw the strength of the
opposition to Liberius, he returned and tried to hold a
church in the old settlement across the river. He was
evicted after a sanguinary struggle, and he settled in a
country house on the road to the Port of Rome, where he
died comfortably in his bed a few years later.

So gross is the martyr-literature which was fabricated
at Rome in the next four centuries that even Felix, the
traitor and Anti-Pope, was entered in the Martyrology as
Saint and Martyr. The Pontifical Chronicle, which records
how he was dislodged from Rome, then gives “ Felix II
Saint and Martyr,” as the successor of Liberius. It was
not until more than a thousand years later that the Church
produced an historian, Cardinal Baronius, with sufficient
knowledge and historical sense to resent the presence
of this flagrant confusion in the liturgy. A solemn dis-
cussion of the matter was initiated at the Vatican, and a
work written by Baronius (and never published) was
compelling a recognition of the truth, when some of the
clerics were “‘ miraculously ** directed to dig in the Forum,
and they unearthed a sarcophagus with an inscription
which told that it contained the body of Felix II * Saint
and Martyr.,” Felix continued to wear his halo and his
palm of martyrdom even in the official literature.

Constantius died in 361, and the terrible news ran
through the Christian world that the Apostate Julian was
Emperor. The spectacle which that world presented to
him and the horrible record of his family had moved him
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to embrace Greek philosophy and to restore the worship of
the gods. But he did not attempt to persecute. Bishops
who had destroyed pagan temples might be ordered to
rebuild them, and in some places the oppressed people rose
against the clergy. He also, secing how they, like Lac-
tantius, preferred edification to mere truth, attempted to
exclude Christians from teaching. But he never visited
Rome, and the Roman Church was not affected by his
short spell of power. Its life passes again into complete
obscurity until Liberius dies in the year 366, and it then
emerges into history in a red haze of passion.



CHAPTER V
FIRST DEGRADATION OF THE PAPACY

Oxe of Raphael’s masterly frescoes in the Vatican depicts
a venerable Pope rising to heaven on the clouds, to the
applause of the angels, and we are told that this is St.
Damasus, thegreatest Popeof thefourth century. Catholic
literature insists that he was worthy of the honour, but at
last we have ample evidence by which we may judge the
personality of a head of the Church.

The reader may have reflected that up to the present
the one Pope in ten—for Damasus is nearly the fortieth of
the line—who emerges sufficiently out of the mists for us
to get some glimpse of his character does not makea
favourable impression upon us. I repeat emphatically
that this is not because I have made a selection of un-
flattering evidence. The simple truth is that the clearer
the historical light in which we see any of these early
Popes, the less attractive we find them. Victor, the first
Pope about whom we know anything, is hardly an engag-
ing personality. Upon Callistus the light is stronger and
the character is worse. Cornelius is the next Pope who
is not wholly obscure, and our sympathy is with the
Africans who so severely condemned him. No other
Pope issues from the chronic obscurity until Liberius, the
Pope who bought comfort by betrayal; and then comes
Damasus, of whom we have considerable knowledge.

The entry into history of this courtly and accomplished
son of a Spanish-Roman priest is not auspicious. He had
been one of the most enthusiastic of the clergy who had
sworn to substitute no Pope for Liberius, and he was one
of the first to support Felix. He transferred his support

%9
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back to Liberius when the voice of the people convinced
him of his duty, and he made such progress under that
Pope, especially in the favour of the richer women, that
he was elected to be his successor. But the minority who
had been faithful to Liberius during his exile had met
simultaneously in a church across the river and had
elected the deacon Ursicinus, who was at once consecrated.
What active part Damasus took in the appalling fights
which followed we do not know, but it is impossible to
believe that they could continue for months, as they did,
if the Pope attempted to check his supporters. For the
events themselves we have the most positive contemporary
evidence, and, since they give us our first clear knowledge
of the character of the new and larger Roman Church, they
must be described.?

When the supporters of Damasus heard of the rival
conventicle across the river, they made for it and laid
siege to the church. The fight lasted three days, and the
shock-troops of the Damasus party consisted of gladiators,
charioteers, and grave-diggers. The Prefect (Mayor) of
the city led guards to the quarter, and, Ammianus says,
he was driven off by the furious Christian mob. He was
then persuaded to recognize Damasus, who had control
of the treasury, and at length he arrested Ursicinus and
seven priests who supported him. They were, however,
rescued by their followers, and they took possession of a
church on the Esquiline Hill in the city. They were at
worship in this church a month after the election when a
stronger body of supporters of Damasus laid siege to it.
The assailants cut down with axes the barricaded door,
while some of the party climbed to the roof, tore off the
tiles, and flung them at the men and women inside.

1 Jerome, who lived in Rome at the time or a little later, tells
the story briefly in his Chronicle (year g869g); the chief pagan writer
of the time, Ammianus Marcellinus, confirms it (Res Geste, XXVII);
and the most detailed account is given in a preface to a petition
which was later presented to the Emperor by two priests of the
party of Ursicinus (Migne’s collection of the Latin Fathers, Vol, XIII},
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Damasus’s gladiators and racing men then fell upon their
opponents with swords, axes, and staves. In short, the
only conflict of evidence is whether the corpses which were
strewn over the floor of the sacred edifice numbered a
hundred and sixty, as the petition to the Emperors claims,
or a hundred and thirty-seven, as Ammianus says. The
mildest expression of a Christian historian of the time,
Rufinus, is that the churches were * filled with blood.”
The riots were renewed in the following year ; but Damasus
had the ear of the authorities, and Ursicinus was expelled
and forbidden ever again to approach within twenty miles
of Rome.

When the statement of Ammianus Marcellinus, a
retired general of literary taste and high character who
then lived in Rome, is independently supported by St.
Jerome, the intimate friend of Pope Damasus, it is idle to
quibble about details of evidence. And both our wit-
nesses throw further unpleasant light upon the character of
the Church under Damasus.

The history of his time which Ammianus has left us is
very frequently quoted as a witness to the degenerate
character of the pagan Romans in the last century of their
existence. The military veteran speaks with deep scorn
of perfumed and silk-clad men, of vulgarly rich banquets
at which “ thirty secretaries ** stand by the host and tell
him the weight or cost of the rare fish or game, of gold-
dust strewn upon the marble floors, and so on. Of the
same date, however, we have the correspondence—ten
books of letters—of the Prefect Symmachus with most of
the leading Roman patricians, and they unmistakably
reflect a world of refinement, culture, and sobriety; and
this character is expressly ascribed to the nobles in the
contemporarySaturnalia(a seriesof imaginary conversations
of the patricians) of Macrobius. It is clear that Ammianus
is describing what we should now call “ the fast set,” or
a minority of rich idlers who copy the luxurious novelties
which come through Constantinople from the East. But
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Ammianus is much less frequently quoted when he tells
us that the higher Christian clergy share the voluptuous
life of the richpagans. He thus explains the sordid struggle
of Damasus and Ursicinus :—

When I consider the splendour of civic life, I can
understand these men, in the desire to attain their object,
striving with all the strength of their party; since, could
they attain their end, they might be sure of becoming
rich through the presents of matrons, of driving in lofty
carriages, of dressing in splendid garments, of having
such sumptuous meals that their tables surpass those of

rinces. And yet they might estcem themselves blessed
if, despising the splendours of the city under which they
shelter their vices, they imitated the manner of life of
some of the country bishops, since these, by their humble
bearing, commend themselves to the true believer in
the Eternal God as men pure and of good repute.?

The Papacy has acquired and will retain from this date
another of its features. The bishop’s house by the
Asinarian Gate is now the Lateran Palace: the bishop’s
household is a court: the bishop’s power is based largely
upon gold. The Pope has become, in a nickname which
Rome gave Damasus, “ the Tickler of Matrons’ ears.”
We do not expect Jerome to say much about his friend
and patron Damasus, but he extends this charge of world-
liness, sensuality, and vice to nearly the whole of the clergy
and the laity. Catholic writers rely chiefly upon Jerome’s
letters when they claim, as they invariably do, that the
Romans led more virtuous lives when they passed from
paganism to the Church. It does not seem to occur to
the Catholic reader that it is singular that Jerome’s letters
have never been translated into English, though he was
the finest Latin writer of his day, and the writings of all
other Fathers are available in English. The reason is
because, while he does tell us of about a dozen Roman
ladies of virtuous, even austere life, he, in the very letters
which he writes to these ladies, warns them that the

! Res Geste, XXVII, 3. To preclude suspicion I take the transla
tionfof this text from Gregorovius,
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Roman Church, in clergy and laity, is generally and
monstrously corrupt. He is frank to the point of coarse-
ness. Indeed, Jerome, however saintly he may have been,
was, for all his learning and refinement of style in writing
Latin, a vulgar, fiery-tempered monk. He tells us in one
of his letters (L, 4) that he and another monk with whom
he argued ““often spat in each other’s faces.” He uses
language about sex to his aristocratic lady-pupils which
is at times hardly fit for translation. When a Roman
Christian, Jovinian, attacked the new cult of virginity,
and some of the puritan group induced Jerome, who had
then left Rome, to reply, his book so deeply embarrassed
them that they wanted to suppress it.

I could fill this entire chapter with passages from
the letters in which Jerome ferociously attacks the
priests, monks, professional virgins, widows, and Christian
women generally for their immorality, but I must confine
myself to a few quotations. Typical is the long letter in
praise of virginity to the aristocratic maid Eustochium
(Ep. XXII). There is not a class of the Christian
community which he does not warn her toavoid. Virgins
“fall every day.”” Widows are as bad; and they use
drugs and are very drunken. If you meet an ascetic-
looking woman in the streets of Rome, he tells her, you
say: “ There goes a Manichzan ”; and the Manichaans
were not even Christian heretics. The young women who
take private vows of chastity and live with priests or men
who have taken similar vows are “a new species of
concubine . . . harlots who keep to one man.” The
* love-feasts * or banquets in the churches in honour of the
martyrs are orgies; which Ambrose and Augustine also
affirm.

Eustochium must “ avoid the society of matrons and
not go to the houses of noble ladies,”” They “ pass as
chaste nuns, and then after a dubious supper they sleep
with the'apostles  (priests). She must “ beware of nuns
who go about in poor dress, with short hair, with long
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faces.”” She must “ beware of men [monks] who wear
chains and long hair like women and go barefoot.” They
fast during the day and gorge at night; on feast-days
“ they gorge until they vomit.” As to priests and deacons,
they have chosen the career “ so that they may see women
more freely.” With hair curled and scented, fine robes,
and jewels on their fingers, they spend all their time
visiting rich women. ‘‘ When you see these people,” he
says, ““ regard them as husbands, not clerics.”

That he is speaking of the clergy quite generally he
makes clear again in a letter (XXIV) to another maid.
She is never to be alone in a room with any priest. Ifshe
ever does find herself in such a situation—I will venture to
give one mild example of Jerome’s style in addressing
patrician young ladies—she must ““ plead that either her
bowels or her bladder need relieving.” And to a priest
of strict life whom he has discovered he gives (LII) a
corresponding warning against Christian women : ‘‘ Never
enter the house or be in their company alone.” In an-
other letter (CXXYV) he says that he hears that Roman
Christians resent his charges, and he emphatically repeats
them.

Another feature of the Papal Church has now appeared.
It has monks and nuns. Athanasius had imported two
monks from Egypt about the middle of the century, and
it became a common practice for men and women to
make a vow of chastity—there were as yet no rules or
monastic houses—and wear a peculiar dress and fashion
of hair to indicate this. It became common also, as others
besides Jerome assure us, for these * spiritual sisters >
and “ brothers ” to live in pairs and spend a good part of
the day visiting the rich. St. Augustine is almost as
severe as Jerome on the morals of these monks and
3 Vil'gins. »

Indeed, there is a law in the Theodosian Code, passed
in the fourth year of the pontificate of Damasus and
quoted by Cardinal Baronius in his Annales (370), which
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sternly forbids priests or monks to seek donations in the
houses of widows or orphans and declares all such dona-
tions or legacies invalid. *“I do not complain of the
law,” says Jerome, “ but of the facts which justly brought
it upon us.” The Pope, says the writer on Damasus in
the Catholic Encyclopedia, saw that the law was strictly
observed. Not only is there no such statement about the
Pope in any writer of the time, but the fact that two years
later the Emperors extended the law to bishops and nuns
proves that the Roman clergy shamelessly evaded it;
and Jerome says that they continued to evade it by secretly
securing donations. This humiliating law remained in
the civil code for more than a century. It put the clergy,
Jerome groaned, lower than gladiators and prostitutes,
for these had the right to inherit and receive money.

The considered verdict of any impartial person after
reading this undisputed evidence will be that the clergy
and members of the Roman Church were corrupt to an
extraordinary extent, and Catholic writers who suppress
this evidence and give Jerome’s dozen lady-pupils as
representatives of the new Rome take dishonest advantage
of the law of their Church which forbids Catholics to
read critical works. We do not go to the opposite extreme
and say that the dozen women and half-dozen priests
whom Jerome recommends were the only virtuous Chris-
tians, or that men and women of decent life were few.
But the murderous conflicts in the Churches and the very
comprehensive strictures of Jerome reveal an extraordinary
corruption; and just at the time when, as experts like
Boissier and Sir Samuel Dill point out, Roman character
had greatly improved, and the leading patricians—
Symmachus, Pratextatus, Flavianus, Ammianus, etc.—
and their families had the same personal ideals as we have
today. The Papacy, in other words, was very diligently
augmenting its own power and wealth, but that it used
the power and wealth to uplift the Roman people is
totally false. It is not irrelevant to add that in its new
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wealth the Roman Church still failed to produce a single
Christian writer of distinction. Jerome was a Dalmatian;
Ambrose came from Gaul; Lactantius, Prudentius, and
Augustine were, like Tertullian, Africans. The Roman
Church was still destitute of inspiration or distinction.

To what extent Damasus, whose halo of sanctity is, of
course, merely a relic of an age when such things were
awarded almost promiscuously, shared the general de-
gradation of the clergy it is difficult to say. Ammianus,
who ought to know, plainly attributes to him, in the words
I quoted, sensuality and even “vices”; and it is im-
possible to suppose that a bishop who let murderers fight for
him week after week and allowed his clergy and people to
become so gross could have been a man of high character.
Many of the Italian bishops disliked him, and on one
occasion they refused to attend a birthday celebration to
which he invited them.

In the year 378 he was denounced to the civil authorities
by a cultivated Jew, who had become a Christian, on a
charge of adultery. We here again see how even the most
scholarly Catholic historian manipulates the facts when
he has to recount these matters. Mgr. Duchesne (II, 371)
says that “ we do not know of what crime Damasus was
accused,” and in a footnote he refers to a ““legend ” in
the Pontifical Chronicle which ¢ speaks of adultery.” He
ridicules this on the ground that Damasus was * nearly
cighty years old.” He was, in fact, seventy-three or
seventy-four years old at the time of the charge, but we
have no indication of the date at which the offence is
supposed to have been committed. Duchesne himself
points out that the Emperor Gratian recalls, in the rescript
in which he acquits the Pope, that his father, Valentinian,
had rescued him from a trial about the year g70. It
may be a revival of the same charge. '

The Pontifical Chronicle does not refer to a ““legend
but states in its customary categorical manner that
Damasus was “ accused of adultery and was acquitted by
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a synod of forty-four bishops ”; and an official chronicler
of the Papal Court would not mention so grave a reflection
on the Pope unless he had something more than a legend
before him. The writer on Damasus in the Catholic
Encyclopedia says without reserve that “ an accusation of
adultery was laid against him”’; but he adds that the charge
was laid “in the imperial court™ and that the Emperor
acquitted the Pope. This is just as grave a falsification.
Duchesne recognizes that, as we gather from the Emperor’s
words, the charge was made, in accordance with Roman
law, in the criminal court at Rome, and he admits that
we are forced to conclude that the trial ‘ threatened to
end in a2 condemnation when Gratian was induced to
intervene.” After what we have seen, it will be under-
stood that the civic authorities had little respect for
Damasus, and if he had been found guilty he would have
been condemned to death. Hence the direct appeal to the
Emperor. St. Ambrose, who advised him, did not love
Damasus, but he had to avert a terrible scandal from the
Church. And since neither the Emperor nor the synod
of Italian bishops examined the evidence—the adverse
witnesses included priests and deacons of the Roman
Church—the acquittal is not informing. The matter is
not of prime importance, but it is useful to see how the
leading Catholic authorities deal with charges against the
character of the Popes and preserve their “ holiness.”
The historical background of this episode also must be
considered. After the death of the Emperor Julian and a
very short-lived successor the troops had raised to the
purple a truculent, indeed half-savage, officer named
Valentinian to rule the western part of the Empire. Al-
though he was a strict Christian, Valentinian was very
independent of clerical dictation. It is he who declared
gifts to priests and monks invalid. He refused to perse-
cute, and he, to the anger of the bishops, passed a law of
divorce ‘when his eye fell upon a more comely lady than
his very homely Empress. From him Damasus got few
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favours, but in the year 375 he burst a blood-vessel in one
of his hurricanes of rage.

He left the rule of the Western Empire to his son Gratian,
a boy of sixteen, who was wax in the hands of the bishops.
Ambrose of Milan, a civic official who had been rushed
to the episcopate even before he was baptized, directed
him, and often defeated the pagan counsellors who sur-
rounded him. It was from him that the Roman Church
had obtained the order to quash the criminal proceedings
against the Pope. Damasus and the forty bishops who
clung to him—less than half the bishops of Italy—then
tried to get from the Emperor a declaration that hence-
forward the Bishop of Rome should not be arraigned for
any cause in any other than the imperial court, and the
request was refused.

Yet Damasus did secure privileges which proved of
immense importance in building up the fabric of clerical
power. The bishops of the synod of 378, or the Pope,
wrote to remind the Emperor that his father had decreed
that * the Roman bishops should have power to inquire
into the conduct of the other priests of the churches, and
that affairs of religion should be judged by the pontiff of
religion with his colleagues.”” There is no trace of such a
rescript of Valentinian, nor is it probable that he ever
said so, but the claim seems to have been admitted. In
this obscure way, under a weak and youthful Emperor, the
clergy got exemption from secular jurisdiction, and the
Pope got—so he thought—the power to rule the affairs of
other churches. On the strength of this Damasus, acting
through a synod of ninety-three Italian prelates, deposed
several bishops on the pretext of heretical taint, but really
because they favoured the cause of his rival Ursicinus,
whose party continued to torment him. It is probably
they who pressed the charge of adultery. They scorned
his anathemas, and he then secured from the young
Emperor the right of bishops to have their decsions en-
forced by the secular authority. At once he turned the
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Roman “ police ” upon his rebels, and they were hounded
from place to place and in some cases mercilessly beaten.
We shall see what ignominy their attempts to convert
these imperial concessions into a power over all the
Churches brought upon the Popes until the ruin of the
Empire sapped the strength and destroyed the culture of
all other bishoprics. Damasus tested his new strength by
exacting a vague recognition of his supremacy from the
Greek and Eastern Churches, and the result was humilat-
ing. In the year 371, five years after his accession, he had
received an appeal for help from Basil, Bishop of Casarea,
one of the most respected and most accomplished Fathers
of the Greek Church at that time. The Eastern Churches
were once more aflame with controversy, and in a
lamentable condition. The Arians had captured the
Emperor Valens, and torture and exile were once more
impressing an heretical stamp upon the faith for which
imperial gold and coercion had won so widespread a
triumph. Basil begged the Pope to send delegates to
inquire into the condition of the Eastern Churches.

Another ,recognition of Roman supremacy, says the
Catholic writer. He omits to state that Basil wrote to
other Western bishops besides the Pope; just as he omits
to state that when, about the same date, Spanish bishops
appealed to the Pope, they appealed also to the Bishop
of Milan, so as to have the support, Sulpicius Severus
says, of *“ the two bishops who had the highest authority
at that time.” But joint appeals to Rome and Milan
were not well received at the Lateran Palace. Milan
had been, since Constantine’s virtual expulsion from
Rome, the seat of the imperial court, and its bishops
regarded with disdain the Roman claim of either superior
jurisdiction or superior character.

Moreover, the Papacy had been chilled and mortified
every time it had ventured to make any reference to its
pretensions in the East. At the great Council of Nicza
in g25, the first General or BEcumenical Council, the Pope’s

F
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two representatives had been lost in the crowd and had
had to listen to a declaration that each metropolitan
Church had authority only in its own region. When,
later, Pope Julius ventured to rebuke Eastern bishops for
holding a council without his permission, they sent him
a letter which was, says the Greek historian Sozomen,
“ exquisite in the elegance of its language, composed in a
vein of oratory, but full of irony and not devoid of serious
threats.” ! The Roman archives have, of course, not
preserved the letter, and the Catholic historian never
mentions it.

So Damasus paid little attention to the appeal of Basil,
and that very saintly and accomplished prelate—he had
been a friend and fellow-pupil of Julian the Apostate at
Athens—told the Pope some unpleasant truths about
himself and his pretensions. It was, he said, apparently
useless to expect Christian aid from “a proud and
haughty man who sits on a lofty throne and cannot hear
‘those who tell him the truth on the ground below.” 2

The Arian Valens died, and the Eastern bishops, meeting
to appease the distracted Church in the Council of
Constantinople (381), renewed the canon of the Council
of Nicza which gave the Bishop of Constantinople the
same power in the East as the Bishop of Rome had in the
West. Damasus summoned his Italian bishops and in their
name requested the new Emperor, Theodosius, to convoke
a General Council of the Church at Rome and secure the
submission of the Greek Churches to the Papacy. The
Pope announced this Council for the summer of 382,
but instead of receiving a crowd of Eastern bishops, he
got a letter in which, with suave irony, they explained
that they had already met in council and settled their own
affairs, and they regretted that they had not * the wings
of a dove ” so that they could fly from “ the great city

1 Ecclesiastical History, 111, 8.
' Ep. CCXX. Sec also Epp. CCXXXIX and CCLXVI for
similar language.
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of Constantinople to the great city of Rome.” Every
assertion of Papal power outside Italy met the same
disdain, yet the art of apologetics is now so finely developed
that the Catholic reader finds in his literature an impres-
sive proof that the supremacy of the Popes was everywhere
recognized from the middle of the second century!

In all the events I have described, Damasus, the first
Pope, apart from Callistus, of whom we have extensive
knowledge, presents a consistent and consistently un-
attractive character, and the reader will wonder what
qualities or achievements Catholic writers find when they
sustain the tradition of his saintliness. I turn to the
article on him in the Catholic Encyclopedia and learn that he
proceeded sternly against heretics, which is technically an
excellence in a Pope; that he did much to secure the
independence of the clergy and the power of the Roman
See, which I have granted; and that he was particularly
devoted to the memory of the martyrs and most active in
the artistic enrichment of churches and church services.

To any but a Catholic it will surely seem that in in-
augurating the cult of martyrs and the veneration of
their remains, Damasus opened an era of gross fraud and
of the exploitation of ignorant people. The Catacombs,
the water-worn tunnels or galleries in the soft rocks which
underlie the Roman district and were used for the burial
of Christians and for the meetings of the loyal few in time
of persecution, had been neglected since the erection and
adornment of the new churches. Damasus had them
drained and repaired, and he wrote inscriptions in verse
for the tombs of the * martyrs.” Duchesne, regarding
the art of the inscriptions, says: ‘ Never have worse
verses been transcribed so exquisitely ’; and he admits
that the historical value of the Pope’s verses is even lower
than the poetic. '

The truth is that, as the Catholic experts on martyrs
tell us,"Damasus was one of the most industrious forgers
of martyr-stories. It is true that a vast amount of legend
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already existed in the Church, but this mainly referred
to martyrs in the East, and it was Damasus who began that
fabrication of Roman martyrs which would, in the coming
age of ignorance, run into the wildest extravagance and
flood Europe with spurious relics of them. Damasus
did not, it is true, permit the opening of the graves and
dismemberment of the bodies of his * martyrs,” but the
traffic began at this time. Bloody cloths, dipped at the
time of the martyrdom, it was said, held the faithful in
awe. Bits of the ¢ true cross ** were already in circulation,
and in the East *“ miraculous dreams ”’ were leading to the
discovery of tombs of the apostles, from Job to Stephen.
Critics were not wanting in Rome—even Augustine in
his early Christian years denounced this “ cult of dead
men ”—but the Pope, we saw, now commanded the
service of the police in silencing critics.

At this time also began the veneration of pictures and
statues of the saints and of Mary. Aslong as the temples
were filled with statues of the gods and the people had
joyful and indelicate festivals of the goddesses, sincere
Christians watched this development with grave anxiety,
but the frescoes with which the Pope had the new churches
decorated promoted it. The cult of Mary was more
stubbornly resisted. St. Augustine never favoured it.
He naturally speaks with respect of Mary in his works,
but he is temperate, and he never recommended praying
to her or worship (in the Catholic sense) of her.2

The cult of Mary did not, in fact, begin at Rome. We
find the first trace of it in Arabia, though it is said to have
been imported from Asia Minor, the home of the love-
goddess. On a certain annual festival the women baked
small cakes in honour of Mary, and the name they gave

* When, later, the clergy felt that the silence of Augustine was
awkward, they forged a number of sermons in his name urging the
cult of Mary. A very popular work by a saint, called T#e jes
of Mary, freely draws upon these forgeries, and one of them is still
1‘1,s_ed.m the official Breviary on the Feast of the Nativity of the

irgin.
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them betrays that the cakes had formerly been eaten in
honour of Ceres. The bishops denounced the practice
on the ground that Mary was a human being and must
not reccive these honours, but the increasing cult of
virginity and the development of the controversy about
Christ encouraged the worship of Mary. That it devel-
oped in Rome under Damasus we know from the fact that
Jerome wrote against Roman * heretics ” who attacked
the innovation and denied the virginity of Mary. But
when Damasus died, in 384, Jerome’s enemies, Christian
and pagan—in that year one of his aristocratic pupils
died of her austerities—drove him from Rome, and it was
not until paganism was suppressed that Mary was decked’
in all the robes and flowery epithets of Isis and Cybele,
Ceres and Ishtar.



CHAPTER VI
THE POPES BEGIN TO PERSECUTE

ONE of the leading professors of moral theology in
America, Mgr. Ryan, explains—to Catholics—why his
Church can claim in Protestant countries those rights and
liberties which its law emphatically refuses to Protestants
in Catholic lands.  Error,” he blandly says, “ has not
the same rights as truth.” On this parody of a moral
principle, the thin cloak of the economic interest of a
clerical corporation, the Church has proceeded ever
since it obtained power.

The genuine motive of its policy of persecution will
now be clear to the reader. During the two and a half
centuries which elapsed between the Neronian Persecu-
tion and the Edict of Toleration the Church had made
little progress at Rome. The city must still have had a
population of at least three quarters of a million at the
beginning of the fourth century, yet the Church had only
between twenty and thirty thousand members; and the
general apostasy of these when the persecution began
shows how few of them had been deeply and sincerely
converted to the faith. The Catholic writer explains
this, within his own sheltered enclosure, by saying that
the Roman Church had been periodically decimated by
savage persecution, and that during still longer periods it
had been compelled to shun the light. This statement is,
we saw, based upon mounds of fiction. The historical
truth is that during more than two hundred out of the
two hundred and forty-five years (a.D. 68-313) the Church
enjoyed a genial toleration ; and that few were put to death
at Rome during the years when the decrees were enforced.

74
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The apologist proceeds to explain to his readers that
after the opening of the era of toleration, when the
Church was enabled to build and adorn churches in the
city, the Romans entered it in vast numbers, and coercion
was in the end required only to break the stubbornness
of a blindly prejudiced minority who disturbed the social
harmony. Apart from the fact that Constantine’s gold
and favour now weighted the scales, there is here a very
superficial misconception of the life of the Roman Church.
The popular apologists imagine its position in Rome as
similar to its position in London or New York today.
They fancy that there were a hundred zealous preachers
attracting inquirers by means of ingenious or eloquent
Sermons.

They would find on investigation that, while we have
many sermons, taken down by shorthand writers, of
Ambrose of Milan or Augustine of Hippo, we have no
Roman sermons until the second half of the fifth century.
It seems a singular piece of negligence in a city where the
ancient system of shorthand was most cultivated and the
wealth of the churches was greatest. In point of fact,
the bishops of other Churches complain that Rome
shirked this elementary Christian duty. It relied, we
saw, upon a swarm of perfumed priests, parasitic monks,
and hypocritical “ virgins ” assiduously cultivating the
houses of rich and stupid women. Valentinian’s con-
temptuous law against them proves that unpleasant
truth. But I need recall here only three facts which
show that, in spite of imperial favour and every other
advantage, in spite of the levity or scepticism with which
the old gods and goddesses were generally regarded, the
majority of the Romans refused to be attracted and had
to be coerced.

The first is the visit of the Emperor Constantius to
Rome in the year 357, to which I have referred. In the
previous year he had decreed sentence of death against
any, in East or West, who practised the pagan religion,
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Instead of insisting that the civic officials of Rome should
enforce even the lighter of his decrees, he found himself
compelled to play his part as head of the State religion.
He confirmed the privileges of the pagan priests and the
Vestal Virgins, courteously visited the temples with the
pagan officials, and made no effort even to forbid
the sacrifices to the gods. The processions through the
streets, one of the most colourful features of Roman life,
were entirely pagan, and often, on Christian principles,
indecent. The deliberations of the Senate, which he
attended, opened with the burning of incense to Jupiter
on the small and elegant Altar of Victory.

A quarter of a century later, in the year 384, Augustine,
who was not yet a Christian, spent some months in Rome,
He describes his experience in his Confessions. He found
that ¢ nearly the whole of the nobles *’ were pagans; and
by nobles he means not merely the wealthier patricians,
but the whole official and cultivated class. The extant
letters of the Prefect Symmachus and his friends and the
Saturnalia of Macrobius fully confirm this; while Jerome
gives the name of only one man of the patrician class who
was a Christian. They were in large part open-minded
and thoughtful men, believing—as we found Ammianus
saying—that there was one *° Eternal God ” behind the
imagery of the popular religions; but, while some of them
patronized Mithraism and other foreign cults, they kept
aloof from the churches. As to the mass of the people,
Augustine plainly conveys that the great majority were
still pagan. He describes how they lined the streets,
as they had always done, during the picturesque pro-
cessions of the emasculated priests of the Mother of the
Gods.

The next episode was in the year 392. A new type of
Christian Emperor, a strong, truculent, and superstitious
soldier, Theodosius, was now upon the throne at Con-
stantinople, and was virtual master also of the West.

1 VIII, a.
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He was a recent convert and docile to the bishops, and
by a horrible crime into which his temper had betrayed
him he had strengthened their power over him. He had
had a vast crowd of citizens, mostly Christians and
variously estimated at from seven thousand to one hundred
and fifty thousand in number, treacherously and horribly
massacred at Thessalonica for some affront to his dignity.
In this man the bishops had found, we shall see, an instru-
ment for the enforcement of the persecuting decrees, and
the suppression of paganism had begun at Rome. Theo-
dostus left this task to his young colleague, the Emperor
of the West, while he returned to the ignoble luxury
in which he spent his later manhood at Constantinople.

In the following year, 392, the youthful Emperor
Valentinian II was murdered by the military com-
manders, and they offered the purple to a cultivated
Roman named Eugenius. This man had conformed out-
wardly to Christian requirements, but he and his chief
supporters had been secret pagans, and they declared the
practice of the old religion once more free. The altar
of sacrifice was restored in the Senate, and the fumes of
incense rose once more to the roofs of the marble temples.
The revival of paganism was clearly greeted with en-
thusiasm by the educated Romans, but the scanty accounts
of the time do not enable us to judge in what proportion
the people supported them. We do find that the stalwart
Ambrose had to temporize while frantic efforts were made
to drag Theodosius from his silk couch and his opulent
banquets in the East. The Bishop of Milan adroitly
evaded an interview with the new pagan Emperor, but
in his letters he addresses him most courteously as “ Thy
Clemency.” However, the relentless pressure of his
pretty young Empress, sister of the murdered Valentinian,
succeeded, when the appeals of the bishops failed, in
dislodging Theodosius from his sybaritic retreat, and he
destroyed the last strength of Roman paganism.

There were later incidents, but these events will suffice
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to prove that the cultivated Romans—it is necessary to
use this word since every Roman was * educated * in the
sense of having received a free elementary education—
disdained the Roman Church to the end, or until, only
sixteen years after the defeat of Eugenius, the Goths made
a ruin of their caste; although we shall find cultivated
pagans in high office at Rome as late as the end of the fifth
century. What we have seen about the state of the
Roman Church in the fourth century and shall presently
find persisting in the fifth century dispenses us from
examining their reluctance. As to the frivolous mass of
the citizens of Rome, to whom religion was not a matter
of belief, the evidence shows that the majority were still
pagans in 384, seventy years after Constantine had begun
to undermine their allegiance to the old gods, but just at
that time a humane persecution of paganism began in
Rome, and the transfer of allegiance proceeded on a
larger scale.

What happened in the eastern half of the Empire does
not concern us here, but it is necessary to sketch the
development of the programme of persecution which was
initiated there. The Church had from the first made
more progress in the East than in the West, for, however
high we may set Athens above Rome, the Greeks had
never given their people such education and social service
as the Romans gave. Now that the East had a strictly
Christian metropolis, Constantinople, coercion was easier
than in the West, and the bishops who ruled Constantius,
the son of Constantine, persuaded him at once to embark
upon it.

The very first decree was tainted by the unhealthy
spirit in which the evil policy was conceived. In the
Theodosian Code it is dated 341, when it was in fact
issued, but it purports to have been written by Con-
stantine, who had died four years earlier. The pretence
that the old Emperor had in the end departed from his
policy of avoiding coercion and had left this rescript for
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publication is rejected by all historians. The bishops
forged it and advised this stratagem. It prescribed that
any who in the future ventured to sacrifice to the gods
should receive *“ condign *’ punishment. Most historians
regard this as a death-sentence, but the law could not be
applied even in the East,

The Christian leaders continued to press.  Tear
away without fear, most sacred emperors, the ornaments
of the temples,” the Latin Father Firmicus Maternus
appeals to Constantius and his licentious brother. It
was hardly forty years since Christians had held that
persecution for religion could be inspired only by the
devil. In a few years Constantius yielded to the pressure
and issued another edict, which one may still read in the
Theodosian Code :—

It is our pleasure that the temples be closed at once
in all places and towns: that access to them be forbidden
to all, and thus the opportunity of transgressing be re-
moved from wicked men. We require also that no
one shall offer sacrifice. And if any do perpetrate
anything of the kind, let him perish by the sword of
vengeance.

In the year 356 Constantius renewed the death-sentence
against any who “‘ offered sacrifice or worshipped idols ”;
and in the following year he, we saw, respectfully visited
the pagan temples at Rome, permitted the sacrifices, and
confirmed the privileges of the priests. In the East the
decree inaugurated the destruction of temples which was
to continue, with deplorable artistic results, for the next
fifty years.

At the time, however, little harm was done, since, to
the amusement of the pagans, those who claimed to be
the genuine followers of Christ denounced the Arian
Emperor and bishops as spawn of the devil and fought
their adherents with fire and sword. Then occurred the
reign of-Julian, and the pagans recovered a good deal
of the ground they had lost; and since, as we saw,
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Valentinian I (364—378) refused to persecute, the policy
of coercion was suspended for fifteen years. The Romans
must, indeed, have reflected that this swift change from a
frantic plea for toleration to a truculent assertion of
intolerance was just what they might have expected from
a dynasty of Oriental princes, of ignoble origin and
generally of vicious life, which was now happily extinct.
Even the barbarian Valentinian I, who was said to feed
his pet bears on human flesh, would not consent to it.
Christianity was now free to compete with other religions,
and the Romans did not fear the issue.

This was the situation in the year 375. But there now
set in one of those series of catastrophes, equally destruc-
tive of the Empire and its old religion, which in those days
suggested to the thoughtful mind the movement of some
dark power that men called Fate. Far away on the
plains of Eastern Asia a great drought drove westward the
devouring hordes of the Hun horsemen, and just about
this time their terrifying inroad into Europe had driven
the Goths and other Teutonic tribes upon the weakened
barriers of the Empire. Simultaneously, the see of
Milan, where the Western Emperors lived, was thrust
upon an abler and more powerful man than any of the
Popes, Ambrose; and in the following year, 375, Valen-
tinian left his imperial power in Europe to a boy of
sixteen, his son Gratian, and the East to a still younger
son.

It was in these circumstances that coercion began in
Italy. There were pagans in high office at the Milan
court, and it took Ambrose several years to outstrip them
in influence with the youthful Emperor. In 382 Ambrose
struck. The Roman senators were accustomed to open
their proceedings by burning incense on the Altar of
Victory in their handsome house in the Forum. They
probably expected no more of the rite than our Members
of Parliament expect of the chaplain’s prayer, but it was a
symbol of the establishment of the old religion, and as
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such it was hated by the Pope and his followers. Damasus
sent word to Ambrose that the majority of the Senators
were now Christians, and they regarded the altar to
Jupiter as an abomination.

We have the impartial testimony of Augustine that
even two years later than this “nearly the whole of the
nobles ”’ were still pagans, but Gratian was not the man
to make an inquiry. At the dictation of Ambrose he
ordered that the statue be removed, the revenues of the
pagan temples be confiscated to the State, and the
privileges of the priests be annulled. Gratian was
murdered in the following year, but this only left the
Empire to a boy of fourteen, Valentinian II, and the
appeal of the Romans for the restoration of the symbolic
statue was rejected. We still have a letter (XVII) in
which Ambrose not only, and very ingenuously, begs the
imperial boy “not to let anybody impose upon thy
youth,” but threatens him with excommunication, to say
nothing of the vengeance of Theodosius, if he yields. The
law stood, and paganism entered upon its last phase at
Rome.?

This paralysis of the life of the pagan temples coincides,
we saw, with the rich embellishment of the Christian
churches by Damasus, the adoption of a more sensuous
liturgy, the holding in the churches of hilarious love-
feasts to the martyrs—Augustine tells us how Ambrose
suppressed these because of their drunkenness and
license—and the corruption of both clergy and laity.
The older pagan leaders also were dying out, and the
younger men were absorbed in defending the broken

1 My inference from Augustine’s words that the bulk of thmle
at Rome were still pagan is strongly, if not decisively, co ed
by a sermon which St. John Chrysostom preached in Antioch, of
which he was bishop, in 385. Antioch had a pl:ﬂulation of at least
five hundred thousand and was more Christian than Rome, yet the
great preacher says that only one hundred thousand are Christians,
and that these are so vicious in life—in all his sermons he complains
that they deride the Christian law of chastity—that he doubts if a
hundred of them will be saved.
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frontiers of the Empire. In the circumstances we under-
stand that an increasing number of the pagans, who had
always taken religion lightly, crossed the street from
temple to church. There was, however, still such massive
hostility at Rome that the bishops who surrounded the
besotted Theodosius pressed for more effective coercion.

Theodosius had at first been content to decree, in 381,
that no man who reverted to paganism could make a
valid will. It was an astute move, since it put a man’s
faith in the custody of wives and daughters whose in-
heritance was in danger; though the fact that the law had
later to be renewed suggests that large numbers were in
fact returning to the temples. In 386 the Emperor was
induced to enforce the laws of Constantius and order
that all the temples must be closed or destroyed. The
appalling wave of vandalism that then rolled over the
East, reaching its height in the burning of the great
library at Alexandria and the horrible murder of the last
great pagan, the aged Hypatia, does not concern us here.

In the West it was not the secessions from the old
religion which made coercion possible, but the fact that
from 375 to 392 Italy was ruled by two boy-emperors who
were equally pliant to Theodosius and the bishops, and
then (395—423) by the miserable Honorius, whose grade of
intelligence was such that his Christian subjects said that,
when he was told in 410 that *“ Rome had been taken,” he
wept, thinking that a pet hen of his which had that name
had been stolen.

Six drastic rescripts of Theodosius were added to the
persecuting laws of Constantius. The temples must be
closed, and the death-sentence, or in minor cases con-
fiscation, was incurred by any who practised the old

L All writers of the time (Malalas, etc.) who mention Hypatia
tell us that she was “an old woman.” It is amusing to trace to
Kingsley’s novel the references to her as a yo maid in recent
literature. As to the story that the Alexandrian Library was spared
by the monks and later burned by the Arabs, it appears only three
centuries after the Arab invasion of Egypt and is worthless,
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religion. Honorius ordered the enforcement of these
laws in Italy in 398-399. He was playing with his toys
in Ravenna while the tide of barbarism was advancing
upon the Empire from the north and east, and the bishops
acted for him. The virtual regent and military com-
mander, Stilicho, one of the many Teutonic warriors
whom Rome had civilized, seems to have checked the
application of these laws in Italy. In Africa, where
Augustine had, in his failure to convert, turned to the
policy of Compelle intrare (‘*° Make them come in ), they
were truculently applied, and the demoralization of that
fertile province prepared it for the approaching conquest
by the Vandals. In Italy, though the temples were
neglected and sealed, there were no martyrdoms—if one
can imagine a Roman dying for the outworn fable of the
Olympian divinities—and the pagans remained in
considerable strength until Stilicho was denounced and
executed (408), and the bishops got the magistrates
ordered to enforce the laws. Their final assault upon the
old religion was zealously conducted while most of Italy
was trodden underfoot and the Goths were starving the
city of Rome into surrender.

We may seem to have lost sight of the Popes in pursuing
this story of the fall of paganism, but the story is part ot
our plan, and after the death of Damasus the Popes sink
once more into obscurity until the accession of Innocent I,
an accomplished Italian of high character. Dean Mil-
man, in his History of Latin Christianity, calls Innocent
one of the great Popes—he might have said the first
great Pope—but his entire pontificate was spent in
securing or asserting the supremacy of his See, while
most of the other episcopal Sees in the West were swept
away in the flood of barbarism. When the Romans had
themselves got rid of their last great commander, an
army of two hundred thousand Goths (including their
women and children) ate their way down Italy like a
swarm of locusts and camped in the open country round
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Rome. The city cut short the horrors of siege by paying
a heavy ransom, but Alaric led his ragged army south
again in 409. This time the gates were opened to him,
and the trembling Romans saw those whom they had
been taught to regard as savages of the northern forests
wander arrogantly among the marble-lined streets and
Fora.

The Gothic leader could not venture to proclaim him-
self Emperor. He selected the Prefect of the city, Attalus,
for that honour, and it was soon seen how superficial was
the Christianity of the officials. There was a final and
fainter pagan revival. Pope Innocent, whether to avoid
embarrassment or in real concern for the city, went to
Ravenna to arrange terms with the worthless Honorius,
who slunk in his palace behind the protection of the
marshes of that region. The Pope remained there,
however, and did not share the horrors of the year 4r10.
Alaric deposed his puppet-emperor and proceeded to loot
Rome. It is said that he ordered his troops, large
numbers of whom were already Christians, having lived in
the border-provinces, to spare the treasures of the chief
churches and kill none who did not resist. Many legends
were afterwards told in illustration of this pious restraint,
but the large body of very pagan Huns in the service of
Alaric, the tens of thousands of Roman slaves who joined
them, and the body of the Goths who were intoxicated
by their splendid opportunities, fell upon the city with the
fury which has passed into a proverb. The great city
was looted for three days. Noble maids, matrons, and
nuns were stripped, beaten, and violated in the streets.
Men collected what treasure they could and, with their
families, fled to Africa, Greece, or Egypt. These scenes
were repeated in all the large cities of Italy.

When Innocent returned from the safety of Ravenna,
he found paganism dead, for the upper class which had
clung to it was merged in a common ruin with the lower
or was scattered oversea. Itisa myth that the Romans of
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the cities were serenely converted, and that the old faith
survived only in villages (pagi), so that worshippers of
Juno and Jupiter came to be called pagani or pagans.
Certainly the old religion lingered finally in the villages,
where rustics connected religion with the fertility of
crops and cattle, but long after 410 we find Augustine in
Africa contending with “ pagans,” as he already calls
them, who are cultivated men. The writers who say
that the old religion fled to the villages seem to forget that
the one great Christian literary work that was produced
in a thousand years, Augustine’s City of God, was a reply
to educated pagans after the fall of Rome. For our
present purpose, however, it is enough that the Goths,
in half-ruining Rome—there was ample treasure left to
attract the Vandals later—had almost made an end of
paganism.

What more concerns us is that it was in these circum-
stances that the Papal ambition to rule the West was
more clearly formulated and, as far as Italy is concerned,
more effectively asserted by Pope Innocent. The Latin
style of his letters reveals the man: cultured and im-
perious—a real Roman turned priest. All the Churches
of the West were, he says, founded by Peter and must be
governed from the Lateran. There is a note of com-
mand in his letters which reveals a confidence that he
will not be disobeyed. Remember the circumstances.
Italy is isolated, and its cities are impoverished. In the
realm of the blind the one-eyed man is King. Zosimus
and Boniface, his successors, attempt the same note, but
the world is comparatively calm once more, and we shall
see in the next chapter how ignominiously they were
repelled when they tried to address it to the bishops of
other western provinces.

Here let us finish with the question of persecution.
Though cultivated pagans continued to exist until the
sixth century, when the Emperor Justinian closed their
last refuge, the schools of Athens, we do not look for any

G
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stories of bloodshed. These men were mostly mono-
theists who merely considered the myth of the Olympian
family, with all its childishness and grossness, a popular
apprehension of divinity that was hallowed by its long
association with the greatness of Rome. This, or com-
plete scepticism, had been the general attitude of the more
thoughtful Romans since the days of Cicero and Casar.
To the mass of the people, on the other hand, religion had
been mainly a matter of ornate temples to visit occasion-
ally—there were no services in the Christian manner—and
especially of very colourful processions: on the fifty days
of the games, the Floralia, the Lupercalia, the Saturnalia,
and so on. The Roman Church now offered them
attractive alternatives; indeed, it permitted them to go
on with some of the wilder pagan festivals, such as the
Lupercalia (a fertility-rite), until the end of the sixth
century. We do not look for pagan martyrs.

But, while it has been advisable to show how a bloodless
coercion was used in destroying paganism, the Popes
proceeded to actual persecution in the case of other
dissenters. The heresies and schisms which had led to
appalling bloodshed in the East and in Africa—Arianism,
Donatism, etc.—were never sufficiently represented in
Rome to call for violent action. To suggest that the
Roman bishops and ,clergy had a more humane temper
than those of Africa and the East would be ludicrous when
onc recalls the events which followed the clection of
Damasus and, as we shall presently see, of various other
Popes. There was, however, still so lively a memory of
the Christian martyrs in the fourth century that most
bishops must have felt it incongruous to call for the
enforcement of the death-sentence against pagans while
they stirred the zeal of the faithful to venerate Christians
whom the pagans had put to death. Indeed, when the
first case occurred, in 385, of the actual execution of
dissenters—the Priscillianist heretics of Spain—by Chris-
tian authorities, St. Ambrose and other bishops indignantly
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excommunicated the Spanish bishop who was chiefly
responsible.

The temper of the Popes soon hardened, and by the
middle of the fifth century we find them claiming and
exercising that “* power of the sword,” the right to put
heretics to death, which is still a normal and emphatic
part of the Canon Law, as it is taught in the Papal
university at Rome. The sternest rival of the Roman
Church was what we now regard as the obscure sect of
the Manichzans. Men smiled at the idea of dying for
Juno and Jupiter, and the worshippers of Isis at Rome
were easily persuaded to transfer their homage to Mary.
A few died in the name of Mithra, but the grim earnest-
ness of belief that would face the axe or the furnace rather
than apostatize was almost confined to the Manich®ans.
In this sect the characteristic Persian idea that an evil
spirit had created matter and all that was foul in nature,
thus leaving the conception of God as an unassailably
pure spirit, had been taken over from Zoroastrianism. It
naturally led to extreme asceticism of life, at least in the
inner circle of the * elect °* or devout, and on this account
it was a challenge to the generally corrupt body of the
Roman Christians and drew off many of their more serious
members. We saw how Jerome wrote to one of his most
virtuous pupils that if you met in the streets of Rome a
woman of sober dress and pale, ascetic complexion, you
concluded that she was, not a Christian, but a Manichzan.

The sect survived the general dissolution of paganism.
Augustine, who had joined it before he became a
Christian, fought it with great zeal until the end of his
life, and wrote so much against it that we must suppose
that, when Italy was disorganized after 410, while Africa
remained for a time untrodden by the barbarians, the
Manichzans were very numerous in that province.
They appear at Rome during the pontificate of Leo 1
(440-461), and they give occasion to that imperious
bishop to open Rome’s long record of torturing and slaying
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its rebels. Probably the conquest of Africa by the
Vandals had driven them to Italy.

Leo I is in the line of strong Popes which leads from
Innocent I in the fifth century to Innocent III in the
thirteenth: with whom, indeed, it may almost be said
to expire. He had an all-pervading sense of the power
of the Bishop of Rome, and how he asserted it and was
rebuffed we shall see in the next chapter. Paganism was
virtually dead when he acceded in 440, but Manichzans
were numerous in Rome, and they held just such secret
services as the Christians had held two centuries earlier.
The parallel was complete when the Pope set the Roman
police to search for and arrest them. In the year 444
Leo brought the Manichzan bishop and his clergy to
trial and confronted them with confessions which had
been secured by torture. The chief point in the indict-
ment was a ludicrous story that they mixed the sacra-
ment with semen, solemnly using a little girl of ten at the
altar for the purpose. Augustine persecuted the Mani-
chzans in Africa on the same ground, though he admitted
that during his own experience as a Manichzan he had
neither seen nor heard of any obscenity. The Mani-
chzans were banished from Rome and all the cities of
Italy, and it was decreed illegal for them to make wills
or receive bequests. Their ideas were driven under-
ground, to emerge repeatedly in the course of succeeding
centuries and at length to find a large embodiment in the
heresy of the Albigensians.

A few years later the Spanish bishops again executed
Priscillianists, whose ideas were allied to those of the
Manichzans. In writing (Ep. XV) to praise the Bishop
of Astorga for his action, Leo explicitly stated for the first
time the Papal policy of lethal persecution :—

Although ecclesiastical mildness shrinks from blood-
punishment, yet it is aided by the severe decrees of
Christian princes, since they who fear corporal’suffering
will have recourse to spiritual remedies.
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In the same miserable vein he wrote to bishops (Epp.
XVI, XVII, and XIX) wherever Manichzans were
discovered. It was such zealous and sincere Popes as
Leo who invaded the most sacred human rights and
forged the weapon with which the Papacy would in the
next twelve centuries torture and slay some millions of
honest opponents of its creed or policy. The Catholic
writer who tells his readers that the critic of the Papacy,
whom he forbids his readers to consult, confines himself
to describing the vices of ** a few bad Popes »* is very far
from the truth.



CHAPTER VII
AUGUSTINE SCORNS THE PAPAL CLAIMS

THE aim of this First Book of the history of the Popes
is to make clear to the reader how the Bishop of Rome,
whom we found in the first century hardly distinguishable
from the brothers and sisters who have appointed him
overseer (episkopos) or chairman of their modest group,
becomes in four centuries the autocrat of Christian
Europe. The shadow-Popes are replaced by a succession
of wealthy, arrogant, power-conscious men who, from
a superb palace by the Asinarian Gate of the city, dis-
charge anathemas upon their rebels, armed mobs upon
their rivals, and sentences of death upon all who will
not bow to their authority. The bleak, deserted wine-
shop in the Vatican Field in which the simple prayer-
meetings were first held has given place in three centuries
to a score of finely-decorated churches in which a severely
graduated body of clergy, theatrically clad and severed
by a stern sanctuary-line from common folk, perform,
amid clouds of incense and in a blaze of lamps and
candles, strange new ceremonies which would have made
the shades of the early Popes, if there were any shades,
shudder. Every appanage of paganism, even to the altars
and statues of Jupiter and Ceres, has been appropriated.
We saw that this triumph, which is almost without
precedent in the history of religion, was due neither to
an entirely innocent human development, as some now
say, nor to the divine guidance and aid which Catholics
claim. The humane or “ psychological  historians of
our spineless age, who prefer pleasant assumptions to
unpleasant facts, may be reminded that the only Popes
90
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whom we clearly recognize as creators of this new Papacy
down to the end of the fourth century are the ambitious
Victor, the crafty Callistus, and the versatile Damasus.
It was inevitable that organization should be developed
in the growing Church; it was almost inevitable that
this should take the shape of an exaltation of the clergy.
We saw, however, that this natural tendency was skilfully
directed by the few Popes of strong personality, and that
after the third century political and economic conditions
gave a superb opportunity to their ambition. Political
changes gave them wealth, prestige, the resources for an
artistic transformation of the churches and services. The
political accident of a series of boy-emperors in the West
then gave them the power they coveted to enfeeble rival
religious bodies; and at last a politico-economic revolu-
tion, the first devastation of the Empire by the barbarians,
destroyed the wealth and culture which had been the
core of the opposition to them.

But the Bishop of Rome was still 2 Pope, not ke Pope,
and we have now to see how his ambition to rule the
entire Christian body was attained in the western half of
the old Empire. The relations of the Papacy with the
Eastern Churches we will leave to a later chapter. The
historian or essayist who in our time persuades himself
that it is safe and just to consult Catholic authorities on
these matters may be recommended to read the article
“ Pope * in the Catholic Encyclopedia. In this pretentious
rival to the Encyclopedia Britannica in its earlier editions—
the last edition has been “ revised ” by Catholics—the
American Catholic Church professes to give us, from the
pens of the leading Catholic scholars of America and
Europe, * the whole truth without prejudice,” and as
this truth is learned by * the most recent and acknow-
ledged scientific methods.” * The article on the Popes,

1 In my popular small work, The Popes and their Church (1924,
Watts & Co.), I have exposed the monstrously inaccurate character
of the articles in this Encyclopedia. See, especially, pp. 100-113.
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which ought to be one of the most careful in the Ency-
clopzdia, is written by the English Jesuit Father Joyce,
and on the question of Roman supremacy in early times,
on which innumerable works have been written, he
placidly says :—

History bears complete testimony that from the very
earliest times the Roman See has ever claimed the supreme
leadership, and that that leadership has been freely
acknowledged by the universal Church.

The second part of that sentence is the exact reverse of the
truth., The historian must substitute ‘ rejected” for
“ acknowledged.” Such are the Catholic writers who
are now recommended to the public in the Press and are
invited to use our national machinery of broadcasting
while their critics are suppressed.

We have in the preceding chapters considered every
occasion down to the year 400 in which a Pope claimed
“ leadership ” over other Churches, and I showed by
direct quotation from the Migne or Benedictine collection
of the works and letters of the Latin and Greek Fathers
that on every single such occasion the Pope’s claim was not
merely rejected but treated as an insolent novelty.
From the time of Pope Victor onward, we found, every
branch of the Church peremptorily refused the Roman
claim of dictatorship. We heard the most saintly of the
Fathers—Tertullian, Cyprian, and Basil—using far from
saintly language about it. From the beginning of the
fourth century the Papacy was granted the same sort of
leadership in Italy as the Sees of Constantinople, Antioch,
and Alexandria were granted in their respective regions;
but even this was checked when the imperial court was
established at Milan. Appeals were now made to “ the
two bishops who govern the Church * (in the West), and
Damasus never ventured to assert any leadership over
Ambrose of Milan; while the Eastern bishops, we saw,
replied with * exquisite irony > to the Pope’s- feeblest
attempts to dictate to them. We shall see that this was
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the invariable response to the Roman claim until the
economic catastrophe and the rapidly increasing ignorance
of Europe—to say nothing of new Roman forgeries—left
the Roman bishopric outstanding in a field of ruins.

Cyprian, the most resolute and most sarcastic opponent
of the Roman claim in the third century, is uniformly
described in Catholic literature as one who docilely
accepted it. The only important incident in this connec-
tion during the fourth century is the correspondence with
Basil, who was no less sarcastic. In the fifth century we
have the greatest of the Latin Fathers, Augustine of
Hippo, confronting Popes who have now, we saw, fully
developed the ambition to rule the world. And in
almost all Catholic literature Augustine is represented as
accepting the Roman supremacy. The echo of words
which he is alleged to have used in closing a famous
controversy, ‘‘ Rome has spoken—the case is settled,”
still rolls through the Catholic world. He never used
those words. He was as stern an opponent of the Papal
claim as Basil and Cyprian.

Innocent I was, we saw, the first Pope who clearly
conceived, and probably based upon sincere religious
grounds, the pontifical authority of his See. But his
rule falls in the period of confusion in Italy, and he gave
no opportunity for a serious test of his claim to govern
all the Churches of the West. It was in the last year of
his life (417) that the events occurred which are fraudu-
lently misrepresented in the words attributed to Augustine,
“ Rome has spoken.” )

The truth is that Rome had harboured, and many of
its clergy had encouraged, a man in whose teaching
Augustine detected a deadly heresy. Pelagius, the * big
fat dog from Albion * as Jerome rudely called him, was,
apparently, a British monk living in Rome in the first
decade of the fifth century who won general admiration
by the austerity of his life and the erudition of his writings.
Certainly Pope Innocent did not scent any heresy in his
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subtle arguments about grace and free-will and original
sin. He joined the stream of refugees to Africa, where his
ideas were widely accepted, and went on to the East.

In 416 Augustine had two synods convoked in Africa
to condemn Pelagius and his disciples, and he forwarded
this condemnation to Rome with a request that * the
authority of the Apostolic See be added to our modest
statutes.”” In one letter he expressly says that he appeals
to Rome because “ there are many at Rome who favour
Pelagius.” Innocent gladly seized the opportunity to
play the oracle. He condemned Pelagius, and, while his
letters very plainly show that an appeal from Africa is to
him a most pleasant surprise, he speaks of such appeals
as in accordance with ancient custom. It isin a sermon
(No. 131) which Augustine preached after the arrival of
the Pope’s letters that he used the words which are so
persistently misquoted. What he said, literally translated,
was :—

Already the decisions of two [African] councils have
been sent to the Apostolic See, and the reply has come
to us. The case is finished.

The decisive factor is clearly the agreement of Africa
and Rome.

But the sequel in ecclesiastical history puts in a still
worse light this Catholic practice of misrepresenting the
meaning of Augustine. Innocent died soon after he had
condemned Pelagius, and he was succeeded by a Greek
priest named Zosimus, who had been a supporter of the
heretic. The Pelagians appealed to him, and, at the very
time when Augustine was delivering his sermon, a vessel
was bringing to Africa a letter (Ep. II) in which Zosimus
declared that the case against the disciples of Pelagius
was not proved and admonished the Africans to avoid
‘“ these ensnaring questions and foolish quarrels.” This
was immediately followed by another letter (Ep. III) in
which the Pope pompously explained that he had now
examined the case against Pelagius and had found him
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“a good Catholic” and a man of * unquestionable
faith.” 1

Duchesne, the only Catholic historian who is even
moderately candid about these events, observes that the
reply of the African bishops to Zosimus “ has not been
preserved " : like that other reply, of * exquisite irony,”
which the Greeks had sent. But Duchesne surely knew
that the contemporary Christian writer, Prosper, tells us
that a synod of two hundred and fourteen bishops, led by
Augustine, informed the Pope that they had * decreed ”
that the condemnation of the heretics by Pope Innocent
should stand.2 Moreover, Prosper says, the African
bishops denounced the Pope to the Emperor, and he
warned the Prefect of Rome that * heresy was rampant
in the city.”” Whereupon Zosimus wrote hastily to
Africa that he had been misunderstood. He had reserved
his decision, and presently he announced that he found
that Pelagius and his followers were heretics. He was
doubtless assisted in his decision by the fact that the
Emperor had in the meantime pronounced a sentence of
confiscation and banishment against all who followed
Pelagius. With great zeal the Pope now set the secular
forces in motion and suppressed the very widespread
heresy.

Pope Zosimus is the next Pope after Damasus to
stand out as a definite personality—much more definite
than Innocent I—in the line of the Papal succession, and
he has not a more attractive character than Damasus.
Even Duchesne, who rarely mentions the Roman See
between Damasus and Zosimus, can hardly record any
act of the latter Pope without an appreciable irony in his
words, Ome of his first acts had been to grant special

1 The word Catholic, which had recently come into use, was of
African origin. Augustine in combating schismatics had pointed
out that he had, ang they had not, the support of the universal (in
Greck, Catholic) Church. .

2 Contra Collatorem, ch. V. Bishop Hefele quotes this in his
History of the Councils, but falsifies the words—as he often does.
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privileges to the Bishop of Arles, Patroclus, in spite of the
vigorous protests of the Bishops of Gaul, who pointed out
that the consecration of Patroclus was invalid because a
properly consecrated Bishop of the See was still alive.

Whether or no it is true that, as many believe, Patroclus
had helped Zosimus to become Pope, he was sustained in
office in Gaul by a very dubious power. When the Goths
had retired from Rome in 410 they had taken with them
a young princess, Galla Placidia, who lived amongst the
barbarians for several years and married theirleader. He
was murdered, and her brother, the Emperor Honorius,
promised her hand and wealth to a boorish commander
who rescued her from the Goths. It was this picturesque
couple with whom the Pope co-operated in defending
Patroclus.

We shall meet the princess again, but we have first to
complete the story of the Pope’s relations with the
African bishops. An African priest of irregular life
was suspended, and, knowing the Pope’s bitterness
against the African bishops, he went to Rome and
appealed to him. With a fatuity which can be under-
stood only as an outcome of bad temper and arrogance,
Zosimus pretended to be satisfied with the priest’s avowal
of innocence and sent him back in charge of a pompous
Legate who demanded that he be restored to office.

The African bishops met him in council and asked upon
what canonical ground the Pope based the right he
claimed to override their decisions. We have, it should
be noted, reached the year 418 when we find the Pope’s
claim of leadership thus challenged as a novelty by the
two hundred bishops of the African Church, yet Father
Joyce and the Catholic Encyclopedia tell their readers that
it had been “acknowledged by the universal Church *
from the earliest times. The Legate appealed to the
canons of the Council of Nicza, of which he produced
copies, and Augustine had difficulty in restraihing his
colleagues when they consulted their own copy of the
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proceedings at Nicza and found that there were no such
canons. They agreed to send to the East for an authentic
copy; but they also passed a decree which ordered the
excommunication of any priest who appealed from his
African bishop to an authority beyond the sea.

Before the reply came from the East, Zosimus, whose
two years of rule had been so infelicitous, died, and the
Africans heard of scandalous scenes in Rome which
confirmed their disdain. There had been an unpleasant
split in the Roman clergy before Zosimus died, and the
two parties proceeded to elect rival Popes, Eulalius and
Boniface. Once more there were barricaded churches
and armed mobs. The Prefect of Rome—we learn that
he was a pagan—ordered Boniface to leave the city, but
he and his supporters appealed to the Emperor at Ravenna,
and their cause was espoused by the adventurous princess,
Galla Placidia, who had spent several years among the
Goths. Honorius, however, relegated the decision to a
general council of the bishops of Italy, Gaul, and Africa,
who met at Spoleto (419). Easter occurred in the mean-
time, and the Romans demanded a fitting prelate to
preside at the ceremonies. The Emperor sent the Bishop
of Spoleto, but Eulalius and his followers returned to
Rome, and the sacred ceremonies were conducted in an
atmosphere which was hardly fragrant with piety. The
guards had to protect the officiating clergy, and the bitter
wrangles and violent brawls continued for seven months.

Boniface was declared Pope, and he had at once to
confront the painful situation which the dishonesty of
Zosimus had created in Africa. For the Archbishop of
Constantinople had gladly assured the Africans that their
copy of the proceedings at Nicaa was correct. That
famous General Council of East and West, which had
been held in 325, had not passed the canons which the
Pope’s Legate had quoted in Africa. They had been
passed by a synod at Sardica in 342, which the Eastern
bishops had refused to attend. These had, in fact,
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actually excommunicated the Pope and scorned the fifty
Italian bishops who had more or less carried out his
orders; though even the canons passed by these were
falsified in the Roman version which the Pope’s Legate
produced in Africa.

Catholic historians pretend to believe that the Pope
had made an honest mistake: that the canons of Sardica
followed those of Nicza in the Roman collection and had
been confused with them. One could as easily imagine
President Roosevelt making a serious mistake in an
official document about one of the most important
clauses of the American Constitution. For the question
of the Pope’s supremacy was now the main concern of the
Papal Court—it is, of course, childish to attribute these
letters and decisions to the Pope personally—and the
canons of Nicza were the most notorious obstacle to the
claim.

The African bishops met the Legate once more in 419.
The proceedings of such councils were at this time taken
down in shorthand—one can read some in which even
the heavy swear-words which heated bishops interjected
are recorded—but of this council the records have * not
been preserved.” We have, however, the letter, and later
letters, which the African bishops sent to the Pope.!
They tell him that they have had three days of wrangling
with his Legate, and they “would have been spared
intolerable things which they do not care to mention
if he had not cited false canons. However, they * trust
that we will not have to endure thy pompousness again.”
Three years after this biting rebuke to his claim Pope
Boniface wrote to an Oriental bishop :—

No one ever resisted the dignity of the Apostolic See,
for its judgment cannot be called into question: no
one ever rebelled against it without being judged by
his own deed.

! In Labb&’s Collectio Conciliorum, 419 and 424. Bisho Hefel
again falsifies the text in his History ;f4thg Cowwit:4 P ¢
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The claim of supremacy was now an obsession at Rome,
while the city sank into decay, the imperial family into
vice and frivolity, and the Empire into ruin.

So petty were the Popes who tried to sustain the religious
arrogance of Innocent I that Boniface’s successor Celestine
renewed the attempt to dominate the African Church,
and in the grossest circumstances. The vicious priest
who had started the trouble had confessed his guilt and
been forgiven, but he was again exposed by his
parishioners, and once more he appealed to Rome;
and Pope Celestine sent the same Legate who had deeply
affronted the African bishops to order them to reinstate
the priest! In the quarrel that followed the priest
Apiarius broke down and again confessed his guilt, and
the Pope’s party had to return in anger.

The Africans did not let the matter rest there. Labbé
(year 424) again gives us the text of the long letter which
they sent to Celestine, and it is a scorching and con-
temptuous refusal of the Papal claim of leadership. The
Legate Faustinus, they say, “ insulted the whole assembly,
pretending to assert certain privileges of the Roman
Church.” They remind the Pope that the genuine
canons of the Council of Nicza expressly deny him these
privileges and direct that each province shall manage
its own affairs. “ Are there,” they ironically ask, ““ any
who can think that our God will give his inspiration of
justice to some single individual and deny it to so many
priests assembled in council? ” The Legate Faustinus
will never again be received in Africa, and they trust that
the Popewill send no more representatives, ‘* lest we should
seem to introduce the empty pride of the world into the
humble Church of Christ.”

There were three important Churches in the West
besides that of Italy: the Churches of Africa, Spain, and
Gaul. The reaction of the Spanish Church to the
increasing arrogance of Rome we have not to consider,
for since the year 409 the Vandals and their allies had
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spread over the Peninsula and, being themselves Arians
as well as barbarians, had trodden out the life of the
Church and destroyed the high culture and polity of
Roman Spain. The reaction of the African Church we
have now studied in detail; and, if any reader finds the
minuteness of the study tedious, let me remind him that
what I here chiefly invite him to consider is the ethic of
the Catholic apologist and historian of our own time.
Duchesne, it is true, wavers between ironic candour and
diplomatic suppressions and attenuations of evidence.
All other leading Catholic scholars of modern times
manipulate the evidence I have given in such fashion
that they can assure their readers that Augustine and the
African Church never questioned the supremacy of the
Pope.?

Five years after the African bishops had definitely
stated their position in relation to the Papacy, the Vandal
nation, led by at least twenty thousand (some say fifty
thousand) fierce warriors, crossed the straits of Gibraltar
and began to lay waste the African coastal provinces in
which Rome had established a civilization second only
to that of Rome. The white ribs of marble towns still
emerge from the desert sands here and there; just as
they do in the deserts of Syria and on the bleak hills of
Asia Minor. The Vandals were, as I said, Arians, and
it was under standards which were surmounted by
copies of the Bible that they perpetrated their atrocities
as far as Carthage. Indeed, their leader Genseric not
only excused the appalling conduct of his soldiers by a
zeal for pure Christianity, but insisted that the African
Christians deserved this chastisement for their general
and profound immorality. The great African Church

! The reader will find the most detailed account of these events
in my .S’t Augustine and His Age (1902, but still in mrculatmn), PP-
351-403. The most recent Catholic works in this fi t
and Loffler’s Short History of the Popes (1932) and Ha.ywa.ld’ I?p
of the Popes (1991), are such dull and unongmal compilations that
one wonders why they were translated into
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collapsed. The Goths had established the spiritual
supremacy of the Pope in Italy. The Vandals secured
its triumph in Spain and Africa. The Franks would
complete this exaltation of the Popes.

There remained the Gallic Church; and the superb
monuments which survive in the South of France to-day
remind us that there the Romans had created one of their
fairest provinces. Though there were sheltered regions
in which fragments of the Roman culture survived, Gaul
had suffered even more than Italy. The Goths had
settled in it; the Vandals had devastatingly crossed it to
reach Spain; the terrible Huns reached it. The ancient
writers assure us that after one battle of the Huns against
the Goths, Franks, and Romans one hundred and sixty
thousand corpses littered the plains of Chilons. The
Church shared the general demoralization. The letters
of Pope Leo I and a work (De Gubernatione Dei) written
about this time by a priest of Marseilles paint in the
darkest colours the morals of both the clergy and laity
of Gaul.

But there were still deeply religious prelates, and it
is from one of these that we learn the character of the re-
action of the Church of Gaul to the Roman claim. Leol,
the Pope whom I quoted in the preceding chapter as the
first to formulate the Church’s right to put heretics to
death, had been elected to the Papal throne in the year
440. His pontificate illustrates once more the truth which
few historians and moralists care to envisage candidly:
that the Popes whom the Catholic regards as great and
saintly men, whose deep religious convictions, indeed,
none of us question, did more harm to the interests of the
race then the Popes of irregular or worldly life. In Leo
the pontifical ambition rose a stage higher. He was so
stern in his sacerdotal conception that he forbade the
admission of slaves—at a time when the popular apologist
describes the slaves as freed by the Roman Church and
raised to equality—to any rank of the clergy, * on account

H
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of the baseness of their condition.” His attempts to
assert his supremacy in the East we may defer to a later
chapter, and be content to note here that they were just
as futile as those of his predecessors. But his relations
with the last great bishop of the West, before the ruin of
the Empire was completed, must be considered here.
Since this bishop, Hilary of Arles, is a saint in the
Roman calendar, and no one has ever dreamed of
impugning either his piety or his virtue, the incident is
instructive. We have already seen that the one evidence
of any acceptance of the supremacy which every Pope
now emphasized is that excommunicated priests and
deposed bishops began to appeal to Rome against their
provincial superiors; and we have seen that the Popes
were so flattered by these appeals that they made no
serious inquiry into the guilt of the petitioners. Hilary
of Arles, which was a metropolitan (archiepiscopal)
See, very properly deposed one of his bishops in 445,
and the man fled to Rome. In his own letters Leo
imputes such vices to the bishops, priests, and monks of
Gaul that we may safely trust the judgment of Hilary.
Yet the Pope, as usual, declared the bishop innocent.
Hilary went to Rome to put the facts before the Pope.
What happened we learn from the Pope’s own letters.
In one (X, 3) he complains that Hilary addressed him in
*“ language which no layman even should dare to use and
no priest to hear ” and then “ fled disgracefully ” from
Rome. The Pope was now so ready to use “ the secular
arm ” that Hilary was probably threatened with imprison-
ment. The Pope, however, wrote to Hilary’s bishops
releasing them from obedience to their metropolitan, and,
as we learn from another of his letters (XI), he obtained
from the Emperor a rescript which confirmed the power
he claimed :—
We lay down this for ever, that neither the bishops
of Gaul ner those of any province shall attempt*anything

contrary to ancient usage, without the authority of the
venerable man, the Pope of the Eternal City.
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The appeal to ancient usage amuses us when we recall
that, from Pope Victor in the second century to Pope Leo
in the fifth, every single attempt to claim authority over
Churches outside Italy had been emphatically rebuked.
But Europe was rapidly passing into that long age of
ignorance in which the Roman clergy would find it
possible to perpetrate an amazing series of forgeries.
The Popes had obliterated rival religions and heresies by
getting the police put at their disposal. By this new
imperial rescript they got the use of the same secular force
to silence any bishop who disputed their claim. The final
element in the making of the Papacy was now secured.

But this development could occur only in an age of
profound demoralization, and a short account of the
course of this at Rome must conclude our study of the first
phase of the history of the Popes. In the new literature
about Papal history, which describes itself as happily
superior to the narrow-minded Protestant or Rationalist
works of the last century, we read that the rise to power of
the Popes at a time when the Roman Empire disin-
tegrated was fortunate for European civilization. The
Popes would prevent moral dissolution and impose a
salutary discipline upon both the afflicted Romans and
the barbarians who settled among them. I have known
several writers of this school and read the works of a
score of others, and I have never encountered one who
inquired whether in point of historical fact the Popes did
impose virtue and social discipline upon either clergy or
laity. If they at least knew the character of the first
half of the Middle Ages, they would reflect that Europe
could not possibly have sunk lower than it did. The
entire literature of the fifth and succeeding centuries
reflects a general and rapidly increasing degeneration.
For the new Christian provinces of Europe we have the
survey made by the priest Salvianus, which gives an
appalling report, but we will here confine ourselves to
Rome.
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Just at this juncture, when the splendour of the ancient
world was sinking into the night of the Dark Age, the
Roman See was occupied for twenty-one years (440-461)
by the strongest and sternest Pope who had yet acceded
to it, Leo I, so that the Church had every chance of
exerting whatever moral and social influence it possessed.
The miserable Honorius, who had played with his pets at
Ravenna while blow after blow fell upon his Empire, had
died in 423 and left the Empire to the boy Valentinian ITI,
son of his adventurous sister, who rode with the cavalry
when they defeated and mutilated a usurper, and her
boorish husband. Honorius had left no children, and
there is grave reason to accept 2 Roman story that in his
degenerate court he had married in succession two sisters
who were immature girls. However that may be, Val-
entinian grew up to be a prince of loose morals and en-
tirely frivolous mind, and he moved the court to Rome.
His mother, who granted every request of the Pope, is
seriously charged with encouraging Valentinian in his
follies so that she could hold the reins as long as possible;
and in order to escape the danger of having an ambitious
son-in-law she, on a religious pretext, condemned her
daughter Honaria to virginity, with disastrous conse-
quences.

Honaria was presently found to be pregnant and was
imprisoned in a convent in the East, and from this the girl
contrived to send a letter to the leader of the savage Huns
offering him her hand and half of Italy as her dowry.
In 452 Attila descended upon Italy with his vast army of
Huns and Teutons, pillaged town after town with great
savagery, and seemed to threaten Rome with worse
ravages than ever. It may interest the reader to know
that in his army was a large body of Burgundians, or
ancient Teutons, whose blood had not yet the least
adulteration of Latin, to say nothing of Semitic, strains.
They were the most savage and perfidious of his-soldiers.
They massacred hostages and captives, and on one



AUGUSTINE SCORNS THE PAPAL CLAIMS 105

occasion they slew two hundred maidens by setting wild
horses to tear them asunder or laying them in the ruts of
the road to be crushed into pulp by loaded waggons.

Pope Leo went at the head of a deputation of Romans
to disarm Attila, and Catholic literature still tells how the
fierce Asiatic was cowed by the venerable Pope. Indeed,
the simpler-minded faithful still read how the shades of
Peter and Paul stood by the Pope and overawed the
barbarian. In profane history we learn that Attila had
just come with his battered army from its terrible defeat at
Chalons, that it was suffering heavily from disease and
weariness, and Attila was too sagacious a commander to
venture farther into Italy. He withdrew his troops, laden
with booty and ransom, from the enervating and infectious
south.

We have the sermon which Leo preached at a thanks-
giving service. In it he'tells the Romans that they * give
more to demons than to the apostles and go in larger
crowds to the games of the Circus than to the festivals of
the martyrs.” In the imperial circle a series of outrages
soon occurred which confirm this characterization of life
at Rome. Valentinian IIT was murdered by one of his
leading officers, a rich noble, for raping his wife. The
wife died soon afterwards, and even the Romans were
disgusted when the noble compelled the Empress-widow
to marry him and share his bed. She sent a message
summoning the Vandals, who had already occupied
Sicily, to come and avenge her, and they gladly com-
plied. Leo again headed the deputation of Romans
which went to intercede for the city, and it is said that he
obtained a promise that none should be killed who did
not resist the looters. Genseric was no Attila, and he
would probably have issued that order in any case; nor
was it obeyed. Vandals and slaves looted the city for
fourteen days and nights. They seized the sacred vessels
of nearly all the churches, stripped the palace, and tore
she bronze tiles, plated with about two million pounds
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worth of gold, from the roof of the great temple of
Jupiter. The Empress who had summoned them was
robbed of her jewels, and she and her daughters and a
large company of other Romans were shipped to Africa
in the Vandal fleet.

Twenty years afterwards the great city was again,
and finally, sacked, the slaves and workers now joining
with the barbarians in the work; and three years later
the Teutonic ruler of Europe disdainfully abolished the
stricken Empire. The miserable history of that quarter
of a century does not concern us here. Neither Leo,
whom Dean Milman calls ¢ the only great name in the
Empire,” nor any of his successors had, or attempted to
have, any influence upon its fortunes. They were
ecclesiastical statesmen, concerned almost exclusively in
every letter that has been preserved, every act of theirs
which is recorded, with the assertion of their authority
over other Churches and the final extinction of heresy.
They succeeded. With the passing of the Empire all
culture and civilization die—the next Book will amply
show this—and a beggared remnant of the Roman people
crawl onward into the long night.
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BOOK II

THE DARK AGE
(a.D. 450-1050)

On several pages I have referred to a * new history *
which, from causes which I stated in the Preface, violates
the soundest canons of historical science. It is hardly
necessary to say that in the case of the great majority
of our historical writers and teachers I suggest no more
than the suppression of ugly truths; though it is obvious
that any estimate of an institution or a period which is
based upon incomplete statements of this kind is bound to
be false. The worse evil is that a few writers of manuals
for use in schools and colleges, usually men who cannot
read the original Greek, Latin, and medieval documents,
have found it advisable to conciliate Catholics, Roman
and Anglican; and the works of these, together with the
works of historical writers of astigmatic vision like Mr.
Hilaire Belloc and those of Catholic literary men and
women who discuss history as glibly as they discuss
Relativity or Bolshevism, are recommended in four-
fifths of our Press as the new history.

To the point we have reached we have not seriously
encountered this kind of literature. The historical
process which we have followed, the evolution of a simple
and devout religious democracy into an elaborate hier-
archical Church, is not clouded by controversy; nor is
our attitude toward the Church of Rome to-day much
affected by the question how it obtained power in the
first three centuries. We do not say that the remarkable
fabric which we saw it become was the outcome of priest-
craft. Of the forty-four Popes who ruled the Church
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down to the middle of the fifth century, forty had neither
the intelligence nor the personality to plan and pursue
Macchiavellian policies. What Callistus and Damasus
did is not open to serious controversy; and we fully admit
that in their lordly assertion of power Innocent I and
Leo I were inspired by the conviction that Peter had
founded their Church, and that Peter was the rock upon
which the entire Christian structure must be based.

But it is a vital part of our attitude toward the Roman
Church to-day that we shall know what use the Popes
made of the power which an extraordinary series of
historical and economic events conferred upon them.
Here we at once encounter our historical sophists. It
has until recent years been an unchallenged common-
place of our literature that the triumph of the Roman
Church was followed by a Dark Age: a period of social
and economic confusion, intellectual torpor, and moral
debasement which lasted about six centuries. Now a
few American professors of history have gratified Catholics
by pretending to have discovered that there never was a
Dark Age in Europe.! The procedure is either to repre-
sent that by the Dark Age we mean the whole of the
Middle Ages (450-1550), which no one ever meant, or
that there really was a light here and there during the
Dark Age, which no one ever denied. More con-
scientious historians who wish to be conciliatory blame
the repeated barbaric invasions of Europe and submit
that the demoralization would have been worse if the
strong arm of the Papacy had not exerted some control.
Against all these we shall now see that the triumph of
the Papacy was, in the words of Dr. Inge, * followed by
several centuries of unredeemed barbarism, the most

! See, for instance, Civilization during the Middle Ages (1922), by
Ptofcssor G. B. Adams of Yale; Short History of Civi zzatzon (1926),
Profasor L Thorndike ‘of Columbia ; History of Europcan
Pc-glu 1?27), v Professor Clarence Perkins of Texas University,

enaissance of the Twelfth Century (1927), by Professor Haskins
of Harvard.
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protracted and dismal retrogression which the human
race had suffered within the historical period ”:?1 that
the chief efforts made during that period to save or to
restore civilization were made by Teutonic monarchs;
and that the Papacy sank steadily until, in the tenth and
eleventh centuries, it was in a state of extraordinary
degradation for more than a hundred and fifty years and
had to be reformed by the “ barbarians.”

L Christian Ethics and Modern Problems, 1930, p. 13.



CHAPTER I
CONSEQUENCES OF THE FALL OF ROME

ONE of the most important representatives of the new
interpretation of the Dark Age, Professor G. B. Adams,
says that by the fifth century “the creative power of
antiquity seems to have been exhausted,” and it naturally
took the Popes many centuries to mould into creative
shape the raw fresh energies of the barbarians. Historians
may be excused for their ignorance of science—this
“ exhaustion  of civilized peoples is a piece of un-
scientific nonsense—but we may expect of them a stricter
attention to facts. The truth is that the only four notable
efforts that were made during the Dark Age to restore
civilization were made by Teutonic peoples whose educa-
tion from barbarism, in which the Papacy had no part,
had taken only one hundred years or less. The Ostro-
goths (Eastern Goths), who settled in Italy, rose in fifty
years to a higher civilization than that of Papal Rome,
and have left us almost the only fine architectural monu-
ments of the Dark Age. The Lombards, who later
settled in the old Kingdom of the Ostrogoths and were
just as alienated from Rome, were stimulated by the
work of their predecessors to create a very promising
civilization; and for the destruction of this the Popes
were mainly responsible. Charlemagne, whom the Popes
used for that purpose, was nevertheless inspired by the
Lombard culture to make his own abortive attempt to
restore civilization in the north. The Saxons, who
made the next and more fruitful attempt, were only
about a century removed from their primitive barbarism.
Let us add that the Normans of Sicily, who through
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Frederic II played a very great part in the awakening of
Italy, rose from barbarism to a high culture in two
generations. All these developments were independent
of, and generally hostile to, the Popes, whose city sank
century after century.

Equally absurd and opposed to the facts is the familiar
theory that the Roman Empire “wore itself out” by
its vices and that the insistence of the Popes upon virtue
and discipline saved Europe from a worse degradation.
The Roman civilization was the longest-lived that had
yet appeared in history. Those of Egypt, China, and
India were in origin much older, but their historical
record is broken up by periods of repeated and prolonged
reaction which correspond to, though they were never
as long as, the Dark Age of Europe. Further, vice and
luxury had been far worse in the later period of the
Republic, five hundred years before the fall of Rome,
than they were in the fourth century of the Christian
Era or the preceding three centuries. We have, more-
over, the assurance of every Christian writer who shows a
deep concern on this point—Cyprian, Chrysostom,
Jerome, Augustine, and Salvianus—that there was no
improvement of morals among the followers of the
Popes. We shall see presently that the vices we dis-
covered in the Roman Church in the days of Damasus
disclose themselves again in the sixth and later centuries
and reach their grossest proportions five centuries after
the Goths and Vandals had visited Rome.

The historian who disdains smooth literary phrases
and arbitrary ethical assumptions is not puzzled by the
fall of the Roman Empire, but, since the Popes had not
the least influence upon its fortunes, we need not discuss
them here. What we have to consider is whether the
Popes exerted themselves to save the finer elements of
the foundered State or to restore them as speedily as
possible, and whether they seized the opportunity to
extinguish for ever those practices which had lingered
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in Roman life from the early semi-barbaric years. The
modern Catholic apologist is on these points almost as
reckless as those who fabricated martyr-stories in the
Dark Age. With superb indifference to the most notorious
historical facts he tells his Catholic readers that the
Popes abolished slavery, raised the status of women,
gave the Roman world schools, hospitals, and philan-
thropic institutions, and abolished the brutal gladiatorial
combats.

Most people are under the impression that if there is
at least one point in this list of services that is unchallenged
it is the suppression of the gladiatorial combats. The
story of the heroic monk, St. Telemachus, whose death
in the arena is said to have led to the abolition of the
games, is as evergreen as the myth of the Age of Chivalry;
and from the historical point of view it is not worth a
glance. The Roman Christians of the fifth century,
who are supposed to have witnessed his heroism, knew
nothing about a St. Telemachus. The legend first
appears, in remote provinces of the Greek Empire, fifty
years after the alleged event. The games of the amphi-
theatre, which were provided for the people by very
wealthy men or the Emperors and might cost as much as
£100,000 in three days, naturally perished when their
economic roots were cut by the destruction of Roman
society. The claim of a moral influence becomes amus-
ing when we reflect that, as soon as some economic
recovery began, duels, tournaments of the most bloody
description, and the baiting of animals were the principal
recreations of Christendom.

Hardly less blatant is the claim that the Popes sup-
pressed slavery. No Pope ever condemned slavery.
Millions of slaves were set free by the destruction of the
imperial government and the ruin of the rich patricians
who owned them, but every man who could afford them
still had slaves. The Popes, we shall see, became the
chief slave-owners in Europe. Economic changes again
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led to the modification of slavery over the greater part
of Europe into serfdom (if there is any material difterence),
but under the eyes of the Pope the Italian principalities
and republics still conducted a traffic in slaves of the
vilest description; and the later brutal trade in African
flesh is a direct continuation of this until the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries. Every Pope agreed with
Augustine (City of God, XIX, 15) that slavery was in
accordance with the divine will.

In regard to schools, hospitals, and charitable institu-
tions we must discriminate. We have to-day expert
historical manuals of each of these subjects, and they
unanimously show the absurdity of the claim of the
Catholic apologist. The Roman Empire had created a
remarkable system of frec clementary and secondary
schools, made a very large provision of free medical
service, and was, from the beginning of the second century,
rich in homes for orphans, widows, and aged folk.! This
impressive system of social service inevitably collapsed at
the fall of Rome and the Empire, and Europe was so
terribly impoverished for centuries that it would have
been absurd to expect the Church to restore it; almost
as absurd as it is for apologists to claim that the Church
did in fact maintain the system of beneficence. We make
full allowance for the new poverty of Europe. But we
should cxpect any authority which had a concern for
social welfare to press for the education of the people as
soon, and in proportion, as new economic resources
permitted. The Papacy did exactly the opposite. We
shall see that by the year 600 it had acquired vast wealth,
yet the Popes not only did nothing for the education of
the people, but condemned bishops who attempted it.
We shall further sce that when Charlemagne endeavoured
to found a school-system, the local representatives of the
Papacy, which was hostile to him in his later years,

! For a Summary account and authorities, see my Social Record of
Christianity (Watts & Co., 1935).
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ruined his plan. So the story runs consistently through-
out the six centuries which this Book covers.

A sociologist or any sound moralist would probably
say that the gravest consequence to civilization of the fall
of the Roman Empire was the destruction of the system
of free universal education which it had provided. One
may safely say that of the fifty million citizens of the
Western Empire at least ninety per cent. had been
literate; and one may just as confidently say that from
the year 500 to 1050 more than ninety per cent. of them
were illiterate. Educationists have made a thorough
research, and they declare that one can count on one’s
fingers the number of schools which during this period
existed at any particular time in any country. This
crass universal ignorance was the chief cause of the
coarseness and violence which reduced Europe to barbar-
ism; and if any reader doubts our contention that this
sordid ignorance suited the interests of the Church, he
will learn later how the Papacy reacted to the revival,
under Arab influence, of school-life and intellectual
activity. The Catholic writer who meets this grave
indictment by pointing out that one abbot or bishop
in tens of thousands during the Dark Age was zealous
for culture has a poor idea of the intelligence of his
readers.

These general reflections upon the character of the
Dark Age which followed the fall of the Roman Empire
will be fully vindicated if we now resume the history of
the Popes after the middle of the fifth century. Hitherto
we have found few Popes of a character that was plainly
unfitted for the office. It is true that we know nothing
in exact history about the character of nine out of ten of
them, but we will take the silence of ecclesiastical history
as evidence of pious mediocrity. Now men of corrupt
character appear more frequently, and, to the confasion
of writers who blame the barbaric invasions; we shall
find them more numerous the farther we move away from
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the period of those invasions. The degencration reaches
its lowest depth five centurics after the fall of Rome in a
hundred years of Papal corruption which the older
Catholic historians, who were at least more conscientious
than thosc of modern times, called “ The Reign of the
Whores.” But it begins in the sixth century. Up to
the present I have been able to quote in corroboration
of most of my statements the History of the Early Church of
Mgr. Duchesne, the most scholarly Catholic historian
since Lord Acton. Duchesne’s ecclesiastical position
compelled him—through mutual friends I often learned
how uncomfortable he was—to strain the evidence in
places, but when he came to add a fourth volume, L’ Eglise
au VI sidcle (1925), to his work, he became so frankly
ironical that English Catholics have declined to translate
it, as they translated the three earlier volumes,

Of the Popes who fill the second half of the fifth century
we need say only that they seem to have been harmless
little men who strutted very pompously in the imperial
vestments of Innocent I and Leo I. To the rapid dis-
integration of the Empire and its institutions they paid no
attention. What chiefly concerned them was that, when
Rome fell into poverty and decay, the Greek Catholics
affected to regard its Church as reduced to a lower
position and to claim that Constantinople was now the
metropolis of the Christian religion. I propose to devote
a chapter later to the development of the Schism between
East and West, but the friction with the Greeks is a vital
element in the disorders which now broke out in the
Roman Church, and the situation must be briefly
explained.

Constantine had divided the Empire into East and West
and had made Constantinople a serious rival of Rome.
Its bishop naturally became the equal in prestige and
authority of the Pope, and every Council of Eastern
bishops confirmed his position as head of the Greek half
of Christtndom, which may roughly be described as

X
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stretching from the Balkans to Mesopotamia. Every
effort of the Popes to aftack this position was, we saw,
futile, and Christianity remained a federation of Churches
under two regional presidents.

When the Western Empire fell, the Archbishop of
Constantinople, Acacius, began to speak of his Church as
“ the mother of all Christians,” and he turned a disdain-
ful ear to the protests of Pope Simplicius. But the next
Pope, Felix III (483-492), was of the aggressive pontifical
type. He discovered heresy in the formula which the
Emperor Zeno had drafted for the purpose of ending the
latest theological controversy that filled the East with
disorder. The issue of a theological document from a
palace which was stained every few years with murder
and was the home of every sordid passion—for, though
the barbarians scarcely entered it, the Greek Empire
degenerated, morally and intellectually, almost as much
as Europe—would seem ironic, but the formula had, of
course, been drafted by Archbishop Acacius and his
bishops. Pope Felix sent two bishops to Constantinople
to enforce his orthodoxy, but they yielded to the cajolery
and bribes of the Greeks. He then excommunicated
Acacius; and a monk stole into the sanctuary and pinned
the sentence upon the vestments of Acacius while he
conducted a solemn ceremony. Acacius retorted by
excommunicating the Pope, and for forty years the two
Churches refused to correspond except in the lurid
language of the book of anathemas.

Readers of Dante will remember that when the poet
reached the sixth circle of hell (Canto XI, 3), where the
stench was such that he had for a while to take shelter,
he first encountered the pit of Pope Anastasius. We
gather how little progress history had made even in the
brilliant days of Dante when we notice that the poet has
put Pope Anastasius in a deep circle of hell for a crime
which was committed by the Emperor Anastasius; but
his sentiment faithfully reflects Church tradition about
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the Pope ever since his death in 498. He had been
guilty of a monstrous attempt to induce the Roman
clergy to forget the outdated feud with the Greeks and
renew communion with them. He survived less than
two years in the Papal chair, but it was enough to start
in the Church a passionate struggle which recalled the
days of Damasus.

It is here particularly instructive to appreciate the
historical background. The Goths (Ostrogoths), instead
of continuing to harass the Romans and prevent them
from reconstructing their social life, had for some years
settled in the north of Italy. Their King, Theodoric,
made Ravenna his capital and ruled one-third of the
country. This is the first of the many instances I quoted
of whole nations of the barbarians being raised to the
level of civilization in two gencrations; and without the
least tuition from the Pope or his clergy, for they were
Arians. Visitors to Ravenna still admire the monuments
of the Gothic restoration, and there is no difference of
opinion amongst historians as to the high character and
splendid work of Theodoric and his accomplished
daughter. I must be content here to quote the reflection
of Dean Milman that ““ under the Ostrogothic Kingdom
manners in Italy might seem to revert to the dignified
austerity of the old Roman Republic.””? Theodoric
gave peace to Italy, zealously promoted education and
culture, protected the Jews (whom the Pope’s followers
had already begun to persecute), treated the Pope and
Rome with entire respect, and urged the Romans, giving
them a large sum for the purpose, to preserve the noble
buildings of the old Empire which they totally neglected.

In the second year of the pontificate of Anastasius the
leading Roman patrician Festus, head of the Senate,
went to Constantinople to confer with the Emperor and
the Greeks about the means of effecting a reunion, and
while he was there the Pope died (November 498).

X History of Latin Christianity, 11, 364.
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Cardinal Baronius sees in the premature removal of the
Pope a proof that Providence watched over the Roman
Church and preserved it from heresy. There are
historians who suggest that Providence must have made
use of poison, but what followed makes the appeal to the
supernatural incongruous enough. Festus hurried back
to Rome, and he and the majority of the Senate and
leading men of Rome raised the Archdeacon Laurence,
who favoured their policy, to the Papacy. The opposed
party elected the deacon Symmachus. Each side accused
the other of bribery; and we shall presently learn from
a royal decree that Papal and other episcopal elections
were in fact now preceded and accompanied by gross
corruption of the electors. The Church was so far from
having reached its medieval form that the Roman people
still joined the clergy in electing the Pope. There were
as yet no “cardinals” in the modern meaning of the
word.

We shall presently find Symmachus, who is described
as a convert from paganism, accused, and probably
guilty, of immoral relations with 2 number of the wealthier
women of the city, as well as of bribery; and our strong
suspicion of his guilt is confirmed by the fact that the
holiest cleric in Rome, a deacon who is reverently
described by Pope Gregory I as a miracle-working saint,
supported the anti-Pope Laurence all his life. Once
more we find that as soon as any historical light falls
upon the personality of the Pope it reveals a far from
saintly character: a man like Damasus, a “ tickler of
matrons’ ears,” ready to use any weapon to secure the
lucrative office. But the murderous fights between the
two parties which now set in and lasted for several years,
while Theodoric the Goth and his daughter looked on in
amazement from peaceful Ravenna, show that the Roman
Church as a body lingered at a low moral level. It
would intrigue the Goth to know that Constantinople
was just as red at the time with blood spilt in a sacred



CONSEQUENCES OF THE FALL OF ROME 121

quarrel. In one day more than three hundred Greeks
were slaughtered in a theatre. The reader will pardon
the irony when I remind him that virtually all our
historians tell him that the Goths were responsible for the
demoralization of Europe and the Popes were piously
checking the spread of the disorder.

After much murderous fighting in the streets and
looting of each other’s houscs both parties appealed to
King Theodoric, the heretic and barbarian, to restore
order in the Papal city. He decided that Symmachus
must be recognized as Pope, on the ground that he had
been elected first, and Laurence must be consoled with
a provincial bishopric; and he then spent six months in
Rome, his high and gencrous character making a deep
impression upon all. The superb marble buildings of
pagan days, which they permitted age by age to crumble
with decay, renewed his hope to restore culture in Italy,
and he started a fund for the preservation of the old
monuments. What a contrast to the miserable genera-
tion which fought like savages amongst the gathering
dust! For the passions of the supporters of Laurence
were merely cloaked as long as Theodoric was present,
and soon after his return to Ravenna he received a deputa-
tion from the leading Senators and the Consul which
accused the Pope of adultery with a number of Roman
ladies, who were prepared to testify to it, and of gross
corruption in securing election. He invited the Pope
to come to Ravenna, but, while Symmachus lingered on
the way in Rimini, he saw a party of his opponents
conducting the accusing ladies in advance of him to
Ravenna. He hurried back to Rome and fortified the
Vatican church and mansion. Laurence also hastened
to Rome, and the historic fight began.

The contemporary Bishop of Pavia, Ennodius, a sup-
porter of Symmachus, described the fight in a defence
of the Pope which is included in the Migne collection of
the Latin Fathers; though, naturally, he ascribes all the
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violence to the party of the Senators and the saintly
deacon. Men fought in the streets, especially round the
churches, with swords, axes, cudgels, and stones. A
number of pricsts and many of the laity were killed. They
broke into each other’s houses; and nuns were dragged
from their monasteries, stripped, and beaten. Theodoric
then sent a provincial bishop to take temporary control
of the Church and inquire into the charges; and Ennodius
admits that the Pope refused, when he was ordered, to
submit the slaves of his household for question (most
probably by torture) about the charge of adultery.

So Theodoric ordered all the bishops of Italy to meet
in synod at Rome and find a solution. The Pope was
summoned to the church where the synod was held, and
he barely escaped with his life when his procession was
stoned. Gothic soldiers from Ravenna—one would give
much to know the reflections of their officers—were sent
to escort him, but he now refused to present himself for
examination. The bishops tried to induce the people to
dismiss the charges, but they refused, and the fights con-
tinued during the five monthswhen the bishops desperately
sought a solution. In the end they, as Duchesne, who
clearly believes the Pope guilty, says, “refer to God’s
tribunal the task of judging whether the charges brought
against the Pope are sound or not.” They ordered the
people and clergy to submit to Symmachus, but they had
not declared the Pope innocent and the followers of
Laurence continued to hold all the churches except
St. Peter’s. The feud lasted ten further years, or until
the death of Symmachus.

Hormisdas, who succeeded him, remains, like most of
the early Popes, obscure in personal character, but he
entered upon a diplomatic policy, in the interest of the
Papal ambition, which frustrated the hope of a restora-
tion of civilization in Italy. Ravenna was now a city
of considerable promise in art and culture and far superior
in moral tone to Rome and Constantinople, and the co-
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operation of the Papacy with the Goths might have had
historic consequences. To this prospect of moral and
social recovery the Pope was blind. From his pontifical
point of view it was desirable to get the Greek bishops
compelled to recognize his authority and then to help
the Greek Emperor to extend his corrupt rule over Italy.
His chance seemed to come when the Emperor Anastasius
sent a friendly message to him, and Hormisdas, knowing
that the Emperor was hard pressed, sent four bishops to
Constantinople to exact the submission of the Greek
Church.

The gorgeous Blachernae palace at Constantinople,
more richly decorated than any that was ever built by a
Roman Emperor, had for fifty years witnessed the most
sordid scenes of passion and bloodshed. The throne was
at this date occupied by a quaint type of Emperor,
Anastasius, an heretical lay-preacher (hence confused by
Dante with Pope Anastasius) who became a military
officer and was then chosen by the vigorous Empress to
be her partner. Fierce rivals threatened him, and the
people rose against him when he tried to reform their
morals and to suppress the combats of wild beasts in the
arena, which still continued in the sixth century. He
recovered his power, however, and the Pope’s demands
were spurned; but Anastasius died in 518, and a still
quainter type of Emperor, a boorish peasant who had
won a high military command, bribed his way to the
throne. This Emperor, Justin, had an ambitious nephew,
Justinian, and able officers, and, after pacifying the
Empire, they looked with covetous eyes toward Italy.
They readily healed the schism of the Churches by
sacrificing the memory of Acacius, the Bishop of Con-
stantinople who had excommunicated the Pope, and
granting all the Pope’s demands except the actual sub-
mission of the Greek Church to his authority.

The price the Pope had to pay was that the Romans
should conspire with the Greeks to ruin Theodoric the
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Goth; and Theodoric, who was now advanced in years
and had only a daughter and a young grandson to
succeed him, watched the intrigue with deep concern.
The one stain which some historians find on Theodoric’s
career is that near the end of his lifc he had the philosopher
Boetius and other Romans executed for taking part in
the conspiracy, but even the Quaker-historian Hodgkin,
the highest authority on Theodoric, finds that they were
guilty. Hormisdas had died meantime, and John I had
succeeded him. Theodoric, now a worn and irritable
man, summoned him to Ravenna and ordered him to go
to Constantinople and induce the Greeks to cease per-
secuting the Arians in that city. John had a magnificent
reception in the East, and we can hardly be surprised
that he made a feeble plea for the heretics. When he
returned to Ravenna he was imprisoned, and he died in
prison in a few days. Theodoric died three months
later and left his gifted daughter Amalasuntha, the
ablest and most cultivated woman of her age, to guard
the kingdom for her son, curb the unruly Gothic troops,
and face the ambition of the powerful Greek Empire.
The immediate successor of John I, Pope Felix IV,
seems to have been a quiet and pious man whose clection
had been secured by Theodoric before he died. In four
years, however, the See was again vacant, and, since the
Goth ruled the city no longer, there was again a double
election, and the murderous fights of the two parties
lasted nearly a month. The successful claimant, Boni-
face I, a man of Gothic extraction, tried to suppress the
practice of bribery by decreeing that henceforward the
Pope would nominate his successor. There was so loud
and general an outcry that he was compelled to rescind
his decree in public, and his rule lasted only two years.
At his death the Senate passed a severe law against
bribery at the Papal election, and a rescript was issued
from Ravenna in the name of the young king in which
we still read how gross the corruption had become. Even



CONSEQUENCES OF THE FALL OF ROME 125

the sacred vessels of the altars were sold or pledged to
bribe supporters, and the funds from which the poor were
assisted were shamelessly alienated.! The Goths were
endeavouring to save the Papacy from the debasement
which steadily lowered its character; yet there are
probably few colleges to-day in which students are not
taught that these barbarians werc responsible for the
debasement, and the Popes strove to check it.

The irony increases when the Greeks or Byzantinians,
as they begin to be called, replace the Goths in the control
of the Papacy. Amalasuntha, who sought to restore
civilization, was betrayed and murdered, and her vicious
husband and feeble son promised a poor resistance to the
new Greek Emperor Justinian. He has, like Constan-
tine, been entitled ““ the Great,” and he had no more
right to the title than Constantine. But he had able
generals, astute diplomatists, and eminent jurists who
compiled the code of laws which bears his name. His
armies wrested Africa and Sicily from the Vandals, who,
being Arians, were allies of the Goths, and his diplo-
matists then prepared the way for the conquest of Italy
by securing the co-operation of the Papacy. A most
impressive deputation came to Rome to confer with Pope
John II (532-535) on religious questions—it was said—
and enrich the Roman churches from the gold and
treasure which still abounded in the East; and from all
parts of Southern Italy lay and clerical assurances of
homage were sent to Justinian. The next Pope—there
were ten in forty years—Agapetus, son of a priest,
was an old man of strong religious feeling, and the
Goths, threatening severe reprisals on Rome, compelled
him to go to Constantinople to disarm the Greeks. It
happened that the See of that city was vacant, and the
Pope engaged in 2 violent quarrel to prove that the
candidage whom the Empress favoured was a heretic.
He died in the course of the quarrel, and the Romans

 The rescript is published in Mansi’s collection, year 532.
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elected Silverius, a son of Pope Hormisdas, to succeed
him. They were now to learn who were the real
barbarians.

Theodoric the Goth, who ruled a third of [taly for
thirty years and maintained the most peaceful and
respectful relations with the Papacy, was so little removed
from barbarism in his boyhood that he never succeeded
in learning to write his own name; yet all historians, and
even contemporary writers, admit that he was a great
restorer of civilization. The thirty years of his reign
were, says his Quaker biographer Hodgkin, “ a time of
unexampled happinessin Italy.” He * cherished civiliza-
tion with a love and devotion almost equal to that which
religious zeal kindles in the hearts of its surrendered
votaries.” Procopius, a high official of the Byzantine
court, which hated him, and one of the chief writers of
the time, says that “ he was an extraordinary lover of
justice.” His daughter, who spoke and wrote Greek as
well as Latin, inherited his ideals and his ability. Indeed,
it was in large part her zeal for education and culture
which enabled her enemies to turn the Gothic soldiers,
who still distrusted them, against her. The Popes con-
spired with the Greeks to destroy this one fine con-
structive agency in the life of Europe, yet they must have
known well the character of the Greek rulers, clergy, and
people. We have now to see that the alliance brought
upon the Papacy, in its frenzied hope of securing ecclesi-
astical supremacy at any cost, the worst degradation that
it had yet endured.



CHAPTER II
THE FINAL QUARREL WITH THE GREEKS

Ar the time when, in the year 536, Silverius became
Pope, Belisarius, the ablest military commander of the
age, had led his victorious Greek troops to within fifty
miles of Rome. The Pope sent him a formal invitation
to advance and deliver Rome from ‘the yoke of the
barbarian,” and before the end of the year the Greeks
entered Rome by the Asinarian Gate, close to the Lateran
Palace, and sent the key of the city to Constantinople.

It was near Christmas, and the festival was boisterously
celebrated. But the entire Gothic nation was now in
arms, and in the following year they besieged Rome.
Such were the horrors of the siege that many Romans
pressed the Greeks to leave, and one day Pope Silverius
was summoned to the palace of Belisarius on the Pincian
Hill, the seat of the old Roman patricians. Belisarius
sat at the feet of his beautiful wife, Antonina, who reclined
on a royal couch, and the Pope, ominously deprived of
his suite of priests, was ordered to stand before her.
She coldly accused him of treacherous correspondence
with the besieging Goths, produced documentary proofs,
and ordered him to be dragged ignominiously from the
palace and sent into exile. Some writers of the time say
that he was first, in her presence, stripped of his pontifical
robes and dressed as a monk. It seems that he made
his way to Constantinople and induced the Emperor to
send him back under guard, but he was seized on the
way and exiled to a bleak and miserable island, where
he died & few years later.

Behind this extraordinary and sacrilegious humiliation
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of the Papacy as soon as it was “ delivered from the yoke
of the barbarians > is a sordid story which must intercst
every man who would learn the truth about the relation
of the degradation of the Papacy to the Teutonic invaders.
On an earlier page I told how Pope Agapetus was sent
to Constantinople by the Goths to protest against the
persecution of Arians, and how he turned aside to involve
himself in a quarrel about the election of a new bishop
of that city. The Empress Theodora had insisted upon
the election of a certain Anthimus, and the Pope had
fierily objected that the man was tainted, like the Empress
herself, with the latest heresy of the Greeks. The Pope
secured the rejection of Anthimus; and the Pope died,
as opponents of the Empress Theodora frequently did.
But a courtly deacon, Vigilius, of the Papal suite, privately
assured the Empress that she should have her Anthimus
as Patriarch of Constantinople if se were Pope, and he
went back to Rome with a promise of seven hundred
pounds of gold, for bribing the voters, and an assurance
of Greek assistance when an opportunity arrived. He
worked with Belisarius and Antonina in framing the
charge against Silverius, and when his partisans rushed
into the street shouting that Silverius had become a
monk, which was an act of abdication on the part of a
Pope or bishop, he secured two hundred pounds of gold
from Belisarius and opened his electoral campaign.
Under the protecting shadow of the Greek general and
his wife he became Pope Vigilius.

Theodora was one of the strangest characters whom
the erratic currents of political and ecclesiastical life in
the East had swept onto the imperial throne; and it
had had many weird occupants. In her ’teens she had
been the most salacious performer in the theatre, which
was as bold as it had been in pagan Rome, and the
most licentious courtesan in the city. While apologetic
writers of the last century mutilated the plain testimony
of contemporary witnesses in an attempt to discredit
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this account of her, the manuscript was discovered of a
small work by a very pious bishop of Ephesus who had
shared her heresy and her very generous donations. He
speaks of her with profound respect, yet casually, as if
he boasted of a brand plucked from the burning, calls
her “Theodora of the Brothel.”” We must not here
follow her scarlet career until Justinian made her his
mistress, then his wife and Empress,! and must be con-
tent with two points. The first is that, while her sexual
conduct seems to have been correct after she became
Empress, she was in all other respects entirely unscrupu-
lous, and she had the sleek ferocity of a panther. The
second is that Antonina, the wife of Belisarius, had been
her chief rival and associate in vice and was still her
intimate friend; and she had no imperial dignity to
convert her to ways of chastity.

These were the women who were in a position to
make and unmake archbishops and Popes now that the
yoke of the barbarians—even Gibbon, though perhaps
with subtle irony, uses that phrase at this point—had
been cast off. With them were closely associated the
two deacons of the Roman Church, sons of what were
then called ““ Roman nobles,” who became, in succession,
Pope Vigilius and Pope Pelagius.

Milman (II, 43) very mildly pronounces Vigilius ¢ the
most doubtful character who had ever yet sat on the
throne of St. Peter.” Since he immediately afterwards
tells us that Vigilius was rightly punished for his *‘ crimes ”
—he is accused of several murders—we find it charitable
of the ecclesiastical historian to entertain some doubt
about the Pope’s character. The other deacon, Pelagius,
had for several years represented Rome at the Greek court
and had contrived to make a fortune for himself in that
city of universal graft. He was in the plot with Vigilius

1 For a critical and lengthy study, with references to authorities

and recent literature, see m resse Constantin 191
chs. IT and III. Y Emprosses of ople (1913),
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and Theodora, and it was he whom Theodora sent in a
swift ship to Rome when she heard that Pope Silverius
had got the ear of the Emperor and was being con-
ducted back to Rome under guard. The authorities
tell us that it was Vigilius who sent some of his officers
and slaves to seize the Pope on the journey and take
him to a desolate island in the Mediterranean, and that
it was widely believed at Rome that Vigilius had him
killed there. The sordid story is usually relieved by
praise of the heroism of Silverius, but the same authorities
say that Silverius had got his election by bribery and
the favour of the Goths, whom he had later betrayed.*

Pope Vigilius and Deacon Pelagius presently found
that the fulfilment of a compact with the devil is not
easily evaded. How they contrived to hold their posi-
tions for two or three years without taking any steps to
have the Empress’s prelate installed at Constantinople
is not clear. All the authorities say that Vigilius, sobered
by his sacred office, defied her; though there is 2 much-
disputed letter in which he is made to assure her privately
that he will carry out her wishes. We may conjecture
that Belisarius was heavily engaged in war, and that
for a time Vigilius had the support of most of his people.
But, when the death of Silverius in a cruel exile became
known, the Pope was weakened by a formidable opposi-
tion. He was accused of the murder of Silverius, of
having in a fit of temper knocked down—he was a big
man of giant strength—and killed one of his secretaries,
and of having ordered the husband of his niece to be
beaten to death.

He endeavoured to clear himself in part by an explicit
condemnation of the new and monstrous heresy which

1 The origli&:lal authorities are Liberatus of Carthage (Breviarium,
cap XXII, Migne, Vol. LXXIII), a contemporary cleric; Pro-
copius, the leading Greek historian of the time (On the Gothic War
and Anecdotes) ; Anastasius, the Roman (and semi-official) Librarian
}De Viia Pontificum, “ Vigilius,” Migne, Vol. CXXVII).; and the
Pontifical Chronicle. The only points in dispute relate to details of
little importance.
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Theodora shared, and the Empress was infuriated. She
sent an officer to Rome with peremptory orders to bring
Vigilius to her. “Bring him, or by the Living God I
will have your skin,” she is reported to have said; and
to the historian it does sound like the voice of Theodora.
The Pope was seized at the altar and hurried to the
quays; and one authority makes the crowd of Romans
tearfully ask his blessing, while another makes them
speed his departure with curses and stones. Doubtless
both parties ran to the quay on -the river. In some
obscure way Vigilius managed to linger two years in
Sicily, and at the end of 546 or the beginning of 547
he reached Constantinople.

To his surprise, he had a royal reception. Justinian
headed the solemn procession which met him, and it is
said that Pope and Emperor wept on each other’s necks.
Apparently Justinian curbed his wife and, as she died
soon afterwards, the Pope must have been relieved.
But the Emperor himself had now contracted a heresy—
I spare the reader a description of these unceasing
heresies of the Greeks—and demanded that Vigilius
should support him and the Patriarch of Constantinople,
who also held it. In a moment of courage, or of con-
cern for his See, Vigilius refused. He fired an anathema
at the Patriarch, who duly fired one at him in return.
But Constantinople was not a safe place for such shots
and, in short, Vigilius twice condemned the heresy and
twice, hearing that the Romans proposed to replace
him, recanted, and in the end took sanctuary in a church.
He saw the soldiers enter and, clinging to the pillars of
the altar while they tried to drag him away, he brought
the altar down upon himself. Covered with dust, if
not blood, he was led through the streets of Constanti-
nople with a rope round his neck, “ like a bear,” and
was put in a dungeon. Somehow he escaped and fled
to Chalcedon, but Justinian brought him back, and,
after another condemnation of the heresy and a third
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recantation, he was allowed to take ship for Rome, but
he died on the voyage. It is piquant to reflect that
this miserable career of Vigilius was the longest pon-
tificate in three centuries!

The nauseous story continues, as will be expected,
with the pontificate of Pelagius I (556-560). His money
and the favour of Justinian, whom he promised to sup-
port, won the election for him, but there was so general
a conviction of his unworthiness that it was impossible
to get three Italian bishops to consecrate him, as the
canons demanded, and he had to be content with two.
The nobles, the monks, and many of the clergy still held
angrily aloof, though, under escort of the Emperor’s
representative, he swore at the altar in St. Peter’s, hold-
ing the Bible in one hand and a cross in the other, that
he was innocent of the taint of heresy and of any com-
plicity in the evil treatment of Silverius and Vigilius: a
very solemn act of perjury, but it enabled him to invoke
the secular arm against the bishops and priests who still
opposed him. Most of the Romans he disarmed by a
generous use of his fortune. Italy was now a desolation.
The Goths fought bravely, and the Greeks summoned
half-savage Franks, Lombards, and other Teutonic
peoples to help them. The land suffered such famine
that mothers are said to have eaten their children.
Rome shared the horror, and the one redeeming feature
of the pontificate of Pelagius is that he used his private
fortune very liberally to relieve their distress.

The next thirty years (560-590) are, says Milman,
“ the most barren and obscure period in the annals of
the Papacy.” Three Popes were added to the list.
Though the first of them, John III, was guilty of the
familiar Papal fault of accepting appeals from delinquent
bishops in the provinces and ordering their reinstate-
ment—the fighting bishops of the Middle Ages, as trucu-
lent and drunken as the knights, now appear in the
chronicle—and the third, Pelagius II, has left us an
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ingenuous letter (£p. V1) in which he tells with horror
how a bishop of Ephesus has blasphemously called him-
self the (Bcumenical Patriarch (as the Popes called them-
selves), we know nothing about their character and are
not interested in the discharge of their technical func-
tions. It will, in fact, be better to confinc ourselves in
this chapter to the cvolution of the hostility between
Fast and West and the rigid separation of the Greek
and Latin Churches.

The contention that in summoning the Greeks or
Byzantinians to Italy and preparing the way for them
by intrigue against the Goths the Popes had sought to
promote the welfare of the Roman and the Italian people
is ludicrous. They knew well that the Byzantine Empire
was as corrupt in morals as the pagan Empire had ever
been, and that its provincial administration was in-
famous in comparison with that of the older Romans
or that of the Goths. From the Exarch (Viceroy) to
the humbler officials, the Greeks in every province were
simply blood-suckers. The imperial taxation was ex-
tortionate, and private graft was universal. It was a
time of rapidly deepening poverty, for during twenty
years vast armies of barbaric soldiers moved from end
to end of Italy. Towns and villages were deserted and
large tracts of country were left waste. Men despaired
of growing food for themselves or of securing elementary
safety, for the new European armies had begun the
licence, to which they would cling for the next thousand
years, to loot, rape, and kill wherever they went. Famine
repeatedly racked the land, and during the pontificate
of Pelagius II there were such floods that the rumour of
a second Deluge spread. The Popes might plead that
they had not foreseen these consequences, though even
the feeblest-witted of them must have known what an
attempt to exterminate the Gothic nation would mean,

and certainly every Pope knew how the Greek officials
behaved.
K
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On the other hand, few historians question that a
cordial co-operation with the Goths, who were uniformly
friendly until the Popes began to intrigue with the
Greeks, would have led to the re-establishment of civiliza-
tion in Italy. Theodoric had given peace, prosperity,
and social ideals to one-third of the country. But it
would take two generations to educate soldiers who
were so close to barbarism, and the tragedy of Theo-
doric’s life was that he left no son. However, the
demoralization which followed his death was arrested,
and Totila, the last strong Gothic king, had the same
ideals as Theodoric. In glaring contrast to the behaviour
of the Pope’s allies, he inflicted sentence of death upon
any soldier who violated a woman. We will return
later to the destruction of civilization in Italy, but we
must remember for the rest of this chapter that the
twenty years of savage war against the Goths cost millions
of lives—Gibbon’s estimate is between ten and fifteen
millions—and we shall see later how bubonic plague
swept over the impoverished and neglected land. The
smooth generalization, which so many historians are
content to repeat, that barbaric invasions, century after
century, kept Italy at a low level, which might have been
even lower but for the unselfish exertions of the Popes,
ought to be erased from our literature. The Popes looked
only to the interests of the Papacy; for we shall see later
that they did not even guard or inspire the morals of
the new Europe.

To what extent we must make an exception in the
case of Gregory I (the Great), who ascended the Papal
throne in the year 590, we shall see later. Here we
neced remark only that it is strange to claim that a deeply
religious monk, a man who was convinced that the end
of the world was near, must be regarded as a restorer
of social ideals and secular civilization. But we have in
this chapter only to consider how he and hissuccessors acted
in relation to the Greek Church until the final breach.
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We saw what the Popes had obtained instead of that
recognition of their supremacy for which they had ruined
Italy.” The clergy and people of Constantinople chuckled
when one of their most religious Emperors treated the
Popes as if they were refractory monks, and the Greek
Patriarchs ceased to regard them as even colleagues of
equal rank. Justinian, who has been amazingly fortunate
in his historical repute, passed in the year 565 to *“ those
tortures which are provided in the nether world > for
cruel and extortionate princes—that is not the sentiment
of a follower of the Popes, but of a Greek Christian
lawyer of the time—and the tragi-comedy of Greek
palace-life during the next thirty years does not interest
us. It is enough that when Gregory I reopened com-
munication with Constantinople, the Emperor, Maurice,
was a man of decent character, if of poor wit. Gregory
had spent eight years (578-586) representing the Papacy
in Constantinople before he became Pope. He had
never learned Greek or relaxed in his hatred of culture;
and the only help he obtained for the Romans against
the Lombards was ““ an arm of St. Andrew ” and “ the
head of St. Luke.” But few Popes can have had
a better knowledge than he of Greek affairs and
personalitics.

Yet in his relations with the Greeks he showed in the
most painful manner how a determination to assert the
supremacy of the Papacy soured his virtues and caused a
saint to behave repeatedly like an ill-mannered, bad-
tempered, and not very scrupulous prince. As soon as
he was elected he took up a problem which had long
troubled the Papacy. On one of the occasions when, as
we saw, the Popes acquiesced in an Eastern heresy, the
ecclesiastical province of Istria had declared itself inde-
pendent of Papal jurisdiction. Gregory sent a troop of
soldiers to Aquileia with a command that the bishop
and his Jeading clerics should come to Rome for judg-
ment; and he said that this was “ according to orders of
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the Most Christian and Most Serene Lord of all.” * Buyt,
when the bishop wrote to Constantinople, it appeared
that the Emperor had given no such orders; and he, in
fact, at once warned the Pope to mind his own business.
It is unpleasant to read that when, in the following
year, grave distress was caused in Aquileia by a great
fire and the Churches sent relief funds, Gregory, the
richest man in Europe, said that 4is money was * not for
the enemies of the Church.”” He weakened the schism,
as he called it, by bribery, and in the end, under a new
Exarch, crushed it by violence. “ The defence of the soul
is more precious in the sight of God than the defence of
the body,” he said.

He next annoyed the Byzantinian court by not merely
making a separate peace with the Lombards, but also
paying them money to refrain from attacking Rome or its
estates. They, of course, returned in a few years, and
the Pope proposed to pay blackmail a second time. We
learn from a long and angry letter (V, 40) which Gregory
then wrote to the Emperor that Maurice had called him
“an old fool ’; as many did, both at Rome and Ravenna
as well as at Constantinople. Humility was in Gregory
a piebald virtue. “I am a miserable sinner,” he often
says in his letters; but, when the steward of his great
estate in Sicily sends him a horse and five asses, he
angrily says (II, 32): “I cannot ride the horse because
it is a wretched nag, and I cannot ride the asses because
they are asses.”

We will, however, attribute it not to pride, but to the
.poisonous influence of the Papal pretensions, that he
again fierily resented other bishops assuming the title of
(Ecumenical Bishop, as the Patriarch of Constantinople
now did. This prelate, John the Faster, had the same
repute as Gregory himself for piety and austerity, yet
the Pope’s letters to him are models of bad taste and

* Epp., I, 16. All the statements made here about Gre
taken ’m,his letters, of which we have hundreds. gory are
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exhibitions of bad temper. He tells John (III, 53) that
it would be less wicked to put a little meat into his belly
than to tell lies. “ We do not want to cause a quarrel,”
he quaintly says, * but we are quite ready for it if it is
forced upon us.” To the Emperor, who, as usual,
told him to mind his own business, he described John
as a hypocrite, ““ a wolf in sheep’s clothing,” a professor
of Christian humility who arrogated a “ blasphemous
title ” which ought to be * far from the hearts of all
Christians.”  Since it was known even to the most
ignorant cleric that Gregory himself most emphatically
claimed that title, the Greek bishops were politely super-
cilious. Gregory tried to detach the Bishops of Antioch
and Alexandria from the Patriarch of Constantinople
and bring them into the Roman alliance; and Eulogius
of Alexandria, who had some sense of humour, gravely
replied that he submitted to the Pope’s ““ commands
and would never again call any man Universal Bishop.

He would, of course, be aware that Gregory had a
few years earlier written (Epp., I1X, 12) to the Bishop of
Syracuse: ‘“ As to the Church of Constantinople, who
doubts that it is subject to the Apostolic See?” It
added even more to their disdain of Gregory that in the
course of their correspondence he had said (V, 43) that
this “ blasphemous title ” had been offered to the Popes
by the Council of Chalcedon, but that neither Leo I nor
any of his successors had ever used it. The statement that
Leo and his successors had never called themselves head
of the universal Church was too amusing to be called
untruthful; and to tell Greek bishops that one of their
Councils had acknowledged the title argues an intellect
of a poor order.

We saw in an earlier chapter how Pope Zosimus
attempted to deceive the bishops of Africa by quoting
canons of the (Papal) Council of Sardica as those of the
Great (Bcumenical Council of Nicza. Leo I, one of the
most truculent claimants of supremacy, had feebly
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attempted to impose in the same manner upon the six
hundred bishops of the Council of Chalcedon in the
year 450. His Legates were instructed to read the
spurious canon to them, but it had at once been exposed.
The Council had already decreed (Canon XXVIII) in
the most explicit terms that the Bishop of Constantinople
had the same power in the East as the Bishop of Rome
had in the West; and at the close of the Council the
bishops, paying beautiful Greek compliments to Leo, had
expressly reminded him of this canon. It is beyond
question that Gregory knew this.

The last phase of this painful chapter of Gregory’s
pontificate is revolting. By another of the sordid and
half-savage revolutions that were now common in the
Greek world, a particularly brutal, repulsive, physically
deformed officer fought and bribed his way to the throne
(602), and the Emperor Maurice, his father, his five
brothers, his five sons, and a large number of their sup-
porters were foully murdered. Yet Gregory at once sent
to this most vicious and dissipated murderer, the new
Emperor Phocas, a letter (XIII, 31) which begins ““ Glory
be to God on high ” and ends *‘ Let the heavens rejoice
and the earth be glad.” He was probably misinformed
about the facts, say the apologists. But several months
later, when the facts must have been fully known in every
tavern, Gregory writes again (XIII, 38) to Phocas in the
same strain, rejoicing that the ““ night of tyranny * has
ended in “a day of liberty ”; and he sends a letter
(XIII, 39) of servile compliment to the Empress Leontia,
compared with whom Theodora of the Brothel had been
a lady, hailing her as ““a second Pulcheria.” The Em-
press Pulcheria had been almost the one princess of the
Greek house of whose virginity, piety, and refinement
we feel confident. Gregory even had a special column
dedicated to Phocas in the Roman Forum.

Other aspects of the work and character of “ Gregory
the Great ” we will consider in the next chapter. The
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Pope died before, in 610, the inevitable assassination of
the brutal and squalid Phocas occurred; and, as if in
derision of Gregory’s praise of his virtues, that organ of
his body which chiefly represented his character to the
Greeks was borne on a pole through the streets of Con-
stantinople. The world was sinking deeper into bar-
barism, though the Eastern Empire was still immune
from invasions; and we begin to see why even the
““ great ” Popes failed to arrest the degradation. Gregory’s
outbursts left rancorous and disdainful feelings in both
cities. Instead of the Pope being dependent upon casual
and distorted news from Constantinople, as his apologists
say, he had had as representative in that city one of the
most accomplished of the Roman clergy, and this priest,
Sabinianus, was elected to succeed him. He so execrated
the name of Gregory and denounced his vandalism that
there was a common belief in Rome that, after seven-
teen months of reign, the ghost of Gregory visited him in
the night and slew him. It is more likely to have been
one of Gregory’s monks.

The apologists are singularly modest about the fact
that Sabinian’s successors, Boniface III and Boniface IV,
at last won from the Greeks a recognition that the Pope
was “ head of all the Churches.” It was, of course, the
bestial Phocas who awarded it. The Patriarch of Con-
stantinople had resented the Neronic savour of his murders
and dissipations; the Popes preferred to be “ badly
informed  about them. From Phocas they also got
permission to convert the Pantheon, the ancient Roman
temple of all the gods, into a Church of St. Mary: which
is the single redeeming feature of that sordid decade,
since it has preserved intact one noble Roman monument
for us.

But the new and deeply-tainted alliance was short-
lived. The monkish intellect of the East had entered
upon the last phase of the sanguinary struggle over the
true nature of Christ, the rebels now entrenching them-
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selves in the horrid heresy that he had only one will
(Monothelitism) instead of iwo, and the Popes were first
entangled in it and then in violent reaction to it. Next
the imperial patrons of the inventors of heresies adopted
Iconoclasm, or a fierce antipathy to the use of statues in
religion, and this happened to coincide with the advance
of the Muslim upon the Byzantine Kingdom and the
transfer of the interest of the Popes to new European
powers.

At the very time when the Caliph Omar rallied all the
forces of Arabia, not to the Koran, at which most of them
laughed when Mohammed died, but to the glorious plan
of looting the fabulously rich provinces of ancient Persia
and those of the Greek Emperor, the Patriarch of Con-
stantinople and his monarch rent the Empire by proclaim-
ing that all good Christians must adopt the new heresy.
The Patriarch Sergius explained to Pope Honorius how
they had now discovered the correct formula about Christ,
and the Greecks were quite content with the Pope's
reply. The apologists explain, of course, that the Pope
did not quite understand this latest subtlety—it is hardly
more subtle than the theory of a flat earth—of the Greeks;
and they decline to connect the Pope’s satisfactory reply
to Constantinople with the immense enrichment, as
described in the Pontifical Chronicle, of the churches of
Rome under Honorius at a time when Italy was sinking
deeper into poverty. The new shower of gold and silver,
however, had its dangers. At the death of Honorius in
638 the See remained vacant for a long time, and one day
the officer in command of the Greek garrison pointed
out to his men that it seemed wrong that the churches
should be so rich while there was no pay available for
soldiers. They sent to Ravenna for the greedy Exarch,
and they looted the churches and divided the profits.

The new Pope lasted a few months, and his successor
boldly anathematized the heretics of the East. * He had
little to lose, for the Emperor Heraclius, broken by the
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victories of the Arabs in the field and the domestic diffi-
culties which his incestuous marriage with a niece had
created, was near death. A sequel of these troubles,
however, gave Rome a singular experience. For a few
years after the death of the Emperor his widow and the
Patriarch of Constantinople, Pyrrhus, who supported her,
held their ground against their fierce opponents, but in
642 they fell. The Empress had her tongue, her son his
nose, slit by the public exccutioner—two of a dozen forms
of mutilation which now became common in East and
West—and the ex-Patriarch fled to Rome and laid his
Monothelite heresy at the feet of the Pope. He was most
honourably received and granted a comfortable retreat
in Ravenna; where he returned to his heretical vomit,
if I may use the ecclesiastical language of the time. Pope‘
Theodorus was so moved that he invented a new form of
anathema. Into the ink with which he wrote it he poured
a few drops of the blood of Christ from his chalice; and
all his clergy looked on and approved.

This stern attitude toward the Greeks was maintained
by Pope Martin, who followed, and the new Emperor
ordered his Exarch to seize the Pope and send him to
Constantinople. Legend says that the Exarch sent a
man to stab the Pope at the altar, and that the man was
miraculously struck with blindness at the crucial moment.
The truth is that the Romans flew to arms, and the
Exarch was not very energetic. Soon afterwards a new
and more vigorous Exarch came to Rome to execute the
Emperor’s order. The soldiers found that the Pope had
set up his bed before the high altar in St. Peter’s, but piety
no longer cowered before such superstitions. The Pope,
old and ailing, was shipped to Constantinople. There he
was contemptuously left lying on deck all day, while
crowds stared at him, and he spent three months in prison.
Two soldiers had to hold him up when he appeared before
the Senite and listened to their gross abuse. His clothes
were torn off and, half-naked, an iron ring round his
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neck, he was dragged through the streets by the public
executioner. A few further months in prison and a cruel
exile ended his life. His chief supporters lost their tongues
and their right hands.

The Romans had elected a Pope in his absence, but he
lived only a few months after the death of Martin; and
both he and his successor maintained a prudent silence
about the number of Christ’s wills. In fact, the second of
them, Vitalianus, had an experience which might be called
heaping coals of fire upon the head of the wicked Emperor.
Constantinople, tired of his crimes and vices, drove him
out, and he took ship for Sicily. He would, he announced,
desert the ungrateful East and restore the great Empire
of Constantine in the West. He passed to Rome, and
the Pope gave him a royal reception and many days of
entertainment; at the end of which he looted Rome of
all its bronze, his Exarch having previously taken the
gold and silver, even stripping the gilt-bronze tiles from
the roof of the Pantheon. From Sicily, to which he re-
turned, he continued to loot the churches of all Italy until,
in 668, his bath-attendant ended his hectic career with
an iron soap-dish.

Seven Popes of colourless personality succeeded each
other on the throne during the next fifteen years. The
Greek heresy came to an end in a2 new (Ecumenical
Council, especially when its most famous champion failed
to bring life to a corpse which was solemnly laid before
the bishops, and friendly relations with the Emperors—
every Pope still had a tax to pay to the Greeks after elec-
tion—were resumed; though eyes, ears, noses, tongues,
hands, feet, and any other detachable organs were
hacked off every week. In 687, while Pope Conon lay
dying, Archdeacon Paschal sent word to the Exarch at
Ravenna that he would pay him one hundred pounds of
gold (about £4000) for election, and the Exarch got him
clected. But his opponents elected the Archpriest
Theodotus, and the rivals held each one half of the
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Lateran Palace. Others now chose the priest Sergius,
and the Exarch transferred the debt to him, and for a
hundred pounds of gold made him Pope.

Paschal was found guilty of magical practices and
turned into a monk. Sergius defied the Greek Emperor
over some new trouble, and an officer was sent to bring
him along the familiar route to Constantinople. We see
how the Greek interest is waning when we read that the
matter ended with the Pope hiding the imperial officer
under his bed to protect him from the Romans. Another
revolution in the East postponed the Emperor’s vengeance,
and Sergius was dead when the Emperor waded back to
the throne through a river of blood. He summoned the
new Pope, Constantine, to him, and that Pope, after
enjoying a magnificent reception, signed any parchments
they cared to put before him, and returned in triumph
to Rome: to discover that the Emperor was tainted with
heresy and induce the Romans to declare themselves
independent of Constantinople and under the rule of the
Popes. A few years later the Iconoclast heresy reddened
the Greek world and gave occasion to the Popes to sever
relations with the East and turn, with very hesitating
mind, to the new power which had established itself in
Italy—the Lombards.



CHAPTER III
THE POPE RULES THE RUINS OF EUROPE

IN tracing to its virtual termination the long quarrel
with the Greeks and the complete failure of the Papal
policy in the East, we have outrun the record of events
in what we must consider the proper domain of the Popes.
Our excursion into the Eastern Empire, which was not
devastated by barbarians, must have been so offensive
to the nostrils of the reader that he will wonder what we
shall find in Italy in the seventh century; though I have
here given only the few details about Greek life which
my purpose required me to give.

There are in our kindly age historical writers who offer
us pleasant pictures of even the Greek world. Certainly
it had pretty, if lifeless, art, some scholars, and a few
saints. But a world in which the princes, with the full
support of their prelates, slit noses and tongues, burned
out eyes and cut off ears, hands, feet, and sex-organs
every week—a world in which an Emperor could have his
servants strip and flog his mother in the Palace, and one
of the greatest of the Empresses could have the eyes of
her son cut out so that she might retain her power—a
world in which one Archbishop of Constantinople was
emasculated in public for conscientious conduct and
another exposed himself in open court to prove that he
could not have raped a nun—was surely barbaric. We
wonder, therefore, what we shall find in Italy; though
what we have already seen will have prepared us for
unpleasant scenes.

In my Splendour of Moorisk Spain 1 drew attention to a
remarkable fact which seems to have escaped the notice

144
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of other historians. About the year 6oo civilization,
which we now reckon to have been about four thousand
years old at that time, was extinct all over the earth.
China and India happened to be in the darkest hour of
one of their long periods of reaction before the dawn of a
splendid new age. The Persian civilization had just
seen Its second rich efflorescence end in such semi-
barbarism as we find in the Byzantine Empire; and the
Arabs, who would bef~re the end of the century create
a fine civilization in Syria, had not yet issued from
their desert camps and barbaric market-towns. Russia,
Prussia, and Scandinavia had not learned even the
rudiments of civilization, and England was just learning
them. The one-fourth of Europe which the Popes
ruled—Italy, Spain, France, and Western Germany—
had sunk from the high level of civilization to which the
Romans had raised it to a state of semi-barbarism. We
shall now see this Papal area, as we may call it, sink
steadily lower during four centuries, while the remaining
regions of the earth which had once been civilized rise to
a greater height than ever. Yet our literature continues
to repeat the Catholic legend that during this period the
Papacy was slowly refining the refractory human material
which had poured over the old Roman provinces.

We are tempted to see this Catholic world as its life
is reflected in the eight hundred and fifty letters, often of
considerable length, which Gregory I has left. They
cover the entire area, and often go into such detail as to
direct the Pope’s steward, hundreds of miles away, at what
age he must sell or kill the cows on the farm. These
letters, in fact, are freely used by the writers who tell the
world how wise a statesman the Pope was, how inflexible
a moralist, how splendid a force in the preservation of
European civilization.

Since it is notorious that Gregory expected the end
of the world in his own time, and equally notorious that
the degradation of Europe continued and deepened for
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four hundred years after his death, we reflect at once that
there is here some deception. But we are already
familiar with the method. The letters in which Gregory
repeatedly denounces the vices and crimes of bishops
and abbots are ignored. The letters in which he scorns
culture and forbids education are misrepresented. The
letters from which we gather that this monk-Pope who
expects the end of the world has contrived to become in
fourteen years the richest land-owner and slave-owner in
Europe are not candidly appreciated.! And we have
already seen how the letters are often in themselves
entirely misleading.

I referred in the preceding chapter to the letters in which
the Pope showers nauseous compliments upon one of the
most vicious and repulsive imperial couples who ever
sat upon the golden throne at Constantinople. The
reign of Maurice had been comparatively decent, the
massacre which ended it was revolting, and the person-
alities of Phocas and Leontia were disgusting, yet Gregory,
who must have been well-informed, would in his letters
completely deceive us about these events if we had not
the historical record. And this is not the only instance
of such behaviour on his part. He wrote similar letters
repeatedly to Queen Brunichildis of France.? He praised
her “ devout mind,” and said that she was “ filled with
the piety of heavenly grace.” He granted the pallium
to a loose Frank bishop who supported her and refused it
to a more learned and devout bishop who rebuked her
crimes and vices. Yet she was beyond question the most
scarlet woman of that scarlet age and country. The
contemporary Frank, Bishop Gregory of Tours, gives us a

! Generally free from these historical delinquencies is W. F. H.
Dudden’s Gregory the Great (2 vols., 19o5). At the opposite extreme
is the account of Gregory and his work in the first volume of Mgr.
H. A. Mann’s Lives of the Popes in the Early Middle Ages (18 vols.,
1902, etc.). This weird Catholic enterprise is so desperately
sophistical on every page that it will have to be completely ignored
in this and the following chapters. )

* Epp., V1, 5, 50, 59; IX, 11, 1173 XI, 62, 63.
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full account of her and her times in his History of the
Franks. Even the diplomatic Lecky, who was almost a
Positivist in finding excuses for the evil of the time, forgets
this policy when he comes to speak of Brunichildis and
the Franks. He fills several pages of his History of
European Morals with the most revolting details of torture,
murder, adultery, rape, theft, and every species of cor-
ruption; and the “ worst sovereign,” he says, “ found
flatterers or agents in ecclesiastics.” The central figures
of this epic of vice and violence are the rival queens Bruni-
childis and Fredegonde, two of the most vicious women in
history; and Gregory finds Brunichildis, from whom he
wanted favours, “ filled with the piety of heavenly grace.”

When we set aside the deceptive accounts which
Catholic and some other writers give of Gregory and his
work and consider all the facts, we find it difficult to
understand the man. This intensely puritanical and
austere monk flatters the vilest princes. This man of
simple piety who fills his books with devils, angels, and
the most infantile stories of miracles, acquires more than
fifteen hundred square miles of estates for the Papacy,
with an income of between £300,000 and {400,000 (well
over a million in our values) a year; and he makes this
beginning of the Temporal Power of the Papacy by .
urging the rich to see that the end of the world is near
and it is better to unload their property upon the Church.
In his books he is as credulous as a peasant; in his letters
he is a business-man of untiring energy and vigilance.
He insists strongly upon justice, and he has armies of
slaves working his estates. The few phrases, cut out of
their context, in which apologists make him disapprove
of the institution of slavery are taken from letters in which
he merely gives their freedom to a few slaves who have
inherited money and have consented to leave it to the
Church. And in letter after letter he shows himself
irascible,. vindictive, haughty, greedy, and in some ways
unscrupulous.
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The key to his character is that when he became Pope
the official Papal ambition perverted his better qualities.
But that is not the point which interests us most. What
we ask is whether this strongest and most deeply religious
Pope in the first thousand years of the history of the
Roman Church rendered a proportionate moral or social
sexvice to the race. If we like the answers to such ques-
tions given in historical facts, not rhetoric, it is surely
simple. Rome, Italy, France, and Western Germany—
Spain passed to the Arabs—sank to a lower depth than
ever. Lecky says that the seventh century, which opened
with Gregory’s pontificate, is the darkest century of the
Dark Age. He is wrong; but the fact that Europe was
worse in the eighth century, and still worse in the tenth,
and that Rome was the foulest city of all in the worst
period, is 2 monumental refutation of the claim that the
Popes used their influence for social regeneration.

One reason is ‘clear in the record of Gregory. He
used all his energy to secure more wealth and power for
the Popes and the Church in the belief that they would
use these to make men virtuous. On the contrary, and
making every allowance for a good bishop or abbot here
and there, the wealth and power themselves corrupted
the Church, from the Popes to the monks. If there is
one sin that Grcgory, in his letters, finds more widespread
than any other, it is simony. The better-paid clerical
offices were bought and sold in every country, and they
attracted the sons of the new * nobility.” * Barbarians
who had barely abjured Odin,” says the French historian
Martin, speaking of his own country at this period,
“installed themselves with their wives, soldiers, and
hunting dogs in the episcopal palaces.”

A second important reason for Gregory’s failure was
his approval of the crass ignorance and illiteracy into
which nine-tenths of Europe had now passed. He
writes (VI, 54) to Bishop Desiderius of Vienne that he
learns—he had spies everywhere—that the bishop is
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teaching ““ grammar,” which in the old Roman language
means opening an elementary school, and he orders him
to desist from so ‘‘ horrible * an enterprise. Mgr. Mann
puts against this some praise of learning from what he
calls Gregory’s Commentary on the First Book of Kings ;
and even in the Migne edition of the Fathers it is stated
that the book is spurious. It was a tradition in Rome
for centuries—John of Salisbury learned it there—that
Gregory burned the only collection of books which re-
mained in Rome from pagan days and had the marble
statues which still survived broken up. The conduct of
Gregory’s successor confirms this. Such men add to the
power of the Church, but they help to destroy civilization.

In an age when most of our literature accepts the myth
that the greater Popes helped to rebuild civilization in
Europe it is necessary to make these observations, but
for the reader with any sense of historical proportion they
ought to be superfluous. Civilization was not rebuilt in
Europe until, after the year 1000, the influence of the
Spanish Arabs began to be felt. The social condition
sank, with a few temporary and regional recoveries,
lower and lower during several centuries. It is especially
in Rome that we must look for the result of any beneficent
work of the Popes; and it is chiefly in Rome that we find
the steady deterioration. We saw how Pope Sabinian,
who succeeded Gregory, tried to restore some respect for
culture; and he lasted seventeen months. He is accused
of greed and of exploiting the people in a time of famine,
but the legend that he was killed by Gregory’s ghost is
more instructive. The better Romans were with Sabinian,
but the ignorant mass threatened even his dead body, and
it had to be conveyed from the Lateran Palace to St.
Peter’s across the country outside Rome.

The few points of interest in the lives of the Popes who
occupied the See during the next hundred years we have
already seen, and we will resume the story with the
election of Gregory II in the year 715. The scene is

L
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now materially changed. The Greeks still hold Sicily
and South Italy and have an Exarch of diminishing
importance at Ravenna in the north. But they need
all their resources to check the Arabs in the East, and
their corrupt power in Italy is doomed. Rome has
declared itself independent and is nervously facing the
Lombards who have occupied the north of Italy.

The Greeks had, in alliance with the Papacy and in
gross disregard of the consequences, summoned the
Lombards from the Danube region to Italy to help them
to destroy the Goths. Some writers say that these
Lombards were the most cruel, destructive, and lustful
representatives of the Teutonic race, but they differed
little from the others. In the appalling carnage of the
long Gothic war they behaved much as the Indian Allies
of the French and English did in America in the eighteenth
century. Even in the time of Gregory I, when they had
generally been converted to Arian Christianity, they
spread at times as far as the walls of Rome, looting and
burning churches, violating nuns, murdering or mutilating
on every side. We read that one of their chiefs made a
jewelled drinking-cup of the skull of a rival whom he
had slain and compelled the widow to drink from it.
Although they were now, in 715, Catholics, they were
generally hostile to Rome; and it was from no Papal
tuition that the savages of yesterday had become a well-
organized nation with large cities, a respectable code of
law, a considerable development of art, and a much
higher prosperity than that of Rome.

Once more the Papacy had, as in the days of Theodoric,
a chance to use a vigorous nation for the restoration of
civilization. At the time at which we have arrived, the
Lombards agreed with the Romans in their detestation
of the Greek Iconoclasts; and their King Liutprand, one
of the best of his race, was a man of high character and a
devout Catholic. Hodgkin, the highest authority on
them, describes Liutprand as very strict in his regard for
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chastity—which writers were beginning to call an angelic
virtue, since it was so rarely found in humans—justice,
and the duties of religion, and eager to found a kingdom
like that of Theodoric the Goth. Few will question the
truth of Dean Milman’s words :—

If the Papacy had entered into a confederacy of
interests with the Lombard kings and contented itself
with spiritual power, by which it might have ruled almost
uncontrolled over barbarian monarchs, and with large
ecclesiastical possessions without sovereign rights, Italy
might again perhaps have been consolidated into a great
Kingdom.

The obstacle to the realization of this ideal was not
King Liutprand, who, says Hodgkin, ¢ carried com-
pliance with the Papal admonitions to the very verge of
weakness and disloyalty to his people.” 2 The obstacle
was the determination of the Popes to retain secular
power over Rome and the provinces which Gregory I
had so fatally bequeathed to the Papacy. Ifthe Lombards
had been permitted to fuse their people and the Italians
in a Kingdom of Italy, the Dark Age would soon have
ended in that country and might have closed more speedily
in the rest of Europe. They were not permitted because
the Popes, whose spiritual supremacy was now un-
challenged, were determined to have a secular kingdom
of their own in Central Italy; they secured this kingdom,
apart from certain extraordinary frauds which they
practised, by summoning the Franks to destroy the
Lombard civilization; and, while apologists claim that
this kingdom was necessary to guard the spiritual inde-
pendence of the Papacy, it is one of the most notorious
of historical facts that it completely corrupted the Papacy
and brought upon Italy a long succession of devastating
wars,

The evil of the Papal policy betrayed itself at once
under Gregory II. Another blood-drenched revolution

L History of Latin Christianity, 11, 417.
2 Italy and Her Invaders, 1916, VI,4499.
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in the Byzantine palace had prepared the way for a
robust soldier who somehow espoused a sort of Protestant
movement which had begun in the Greck Church. We
call it Iconoclasm, or a zeal to destroy religious statues,
but it meant also a hostility to relics, monks, and other
adulterations of the Christian faith. How the monks, a
vast crowd in the East, were forced to walk in the Hippo-
drome arm in arm with the prostitutes or to sleep with
the nuns, how their long beards were oiled and fired, and
a hundred other barbarities were perpetrated, does not
concern us here. But, when the Greek Emperor tried to
enforce his decree in the Exarchate of Ravenna, the Pope
instigated a rebellion, hoping to annex the province to
his estates. King Liutprand, however, could not tolerate
the extension of secular Papal power in the north, and he
conquered the distracted province for himself; where-
upon the Pope summoned the Grecks to oust the Lom-
bards. At Rome rival parties of pro-Lombards and
pro-Greeks appeared, and some of the leading Romans
conspired to murder the Pope and were themselves killed
by the people. There were plots, skirmishes, and
anathemas on all sides, but the trouble ended for the
time in an alliance of all Italy against the Greek Icono-
clasts. Liutprand came to Rome, knelt for the Pope’s
blessing, and offered his shining armour and his golden
crown at the tomb of the Apostles.

Gregory III (731-741) enjoyed the fruits of this peace
for seven or eight years. Owing to the new fervour of
all for statues and relics, he was able to decorate and
enrich the churches, and he sent one sonorous curse
after another over the sea to Constantinople, which his
messengers never reached. But the growing power of
Liutprand irked him, and he began to intrigue among
the vassals of the Lombard King. One of the chief
weaknesses of the Lombard State was that it was a
federation of strong duchies which were always prone
to chafe against the monarchical bond. When the Pope
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tried to exploit this weakness, Liutprand unleashed his
troops once more, and it secmed possible that he would
take Rome itself. One of the rebel dukes had taken
refuge in Rome and had received aid from the Pope in
his attempt to recover his duchy. No help could now be
expected from Greece. The Popes must find another
‘ protector.”

From a much earlier period they had occasionally
concluded that the Franks, the most powerful of the
Teutonic peoples—it is, of course, a polite fiction that the
French people are a * Latin nation —were the most
suitable. The barrier of the Alps would discourage
them from constant interference in the life of Rome, yet
their formidable armies could be summoned whenever
necessary to crush the Pope’s enemies. In the latter part
of the sixth and during the seventh century these Franks,
who were still raw barbarians, ready to respond to any
appeal to fight and loot, had several times invaded Italy
at the invitation of the Popes, and had helped in the
devastation and impoverishment of the country. Now,
after 732, their fame spread throughout Christendom.
The Arabs had, in the extraordinary energy of their first
expansion, marched along the entire northern coast of
Africa, crossed to Spain, and with a relatively small force
wrested it from the Visigoths. They had then swept
north of the Pyreneces and were pouring over France
when they were defeated and driven back to Spain by the
Franks under Charles Martel. Very probably Gregory III
had in mind an appeal to Charles when he broke the
peace by assisting the rebels against the Lombard King.
However that may be, he now sent him an offer of the
title of Consul of Rome with rich presents that included
the golden keys of the Tomb of St. Peter and a few filings
from what were fraudulently alleged to be the chains
which had fettered Peter in prison.

Charles Martel received the deputation with great
courtesy, but he must have smiled. He shines in our
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history-classes and text-books to-day as the saviour of the
faith and the champion of Christendom, but to the more
devout Frankish clergy and monks of his time he was
“ Judas ” and “ Anti-Christ.”” The monkish chronicles
curse him luridly. His armies looted churches and
monasteries and violated nunnerics as freely as did the
Muslim, and he was one of the worst corruptors of the
bishoprics. Liutprand, moreover, was his close ally and
friend. The Lombard King had fought with him at the
head of his army against the Arabs, and had then, in the
old Teutonic fashion, adopted his son Pepin. However,
both Charles and the Pope died soon afterwards, and the
new Pope, Zachary, went in solemn procession to Liut-
prand’s camp and, after impressive religious ceremonies
and a banquet which seems to have made an even deeper
impression in history, they signed a twenty-years’ peace.
Unfortunately, Liutprand died soon afterwards, and the
first phase of the final tragedy opened.

Charles Martel, the ruthless robber-warrior who
figures in our history as the Saviour of European civiliza-
tion from the hordes of the Infidel, had not been King
of the Franks. The last descendant of the ancient linc
of kings lingered, spineless and half-witted, in the palace,
and its Mayor (Major Officer) exercised the royal power.
This power Charles had divided between his two sons,
but the elder experienced a religious conversion at Rome,
abdicated, and entered an Italian monastery. Pepin,
the younger son, then sent two clerics to ask the Pope
whether, secing that he held the royal power, it would
be improper of him to seize the crown. Pope Zachary
replied that Pepin not only might but must take the
crown from the King; and from that day his descendants
would be reminded every few years that they owed the
crown to “ the Blessed Peter.” Whether the Pope had
inspired the whole procedure is not known—even our
Cambridge Medieval History leaves this open—but Pepin
had been educated by the monks of the Abbey of St.
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Denis, and he was extremely receptive. They do not
seem to have taught him to read and write, but they, we
shall see, gave him a remarkable degree of credulity.
He was deeply impressed when the Pope came to France
to crown him and laid senorous curses upon any who
should ever darc to rebel against Pepin or his God-
appointed descendants. Thus did the Pope create that
divine right of kings which would inspire many wars and
encourage revolting greeds, and would in the end prove
a most costly obstacle to social and political progress.

In thc meantime the coursc of Lombard history was
approaching the final disastrous conflict. Liutprand’s
elder son was a quiet and devout man, and when his
soldiers compelled him to attack, the Pope so moved or
intimidated him that he abdicated. The younger
brother, Aistulph, who replaced him was, on the con-
trary, a fiery and ambitious soldier and a man who
scorned priestly dictation. When his troops spread over
Italy as far as Rome, Pope Stephen III went out to
essay on him the legendary power of the pontifical eye,
but it was an ignominious failure. Writers who conclude
that Aistulph must have been religious because, when his
men overran the Vatican suburb—it was still outside the
walls—and looted its churches, he himself collected the
bodies of dead saints from the churches and cemeteries,
forget that relics were then very valuable loot. He had
sufficient superstition to shrink from looting St. Peter’s,
but otherwise he and his men burned churches as light-
heartedly as farms, and left the nunneries everywhere in
a painful condition.

The Pope went to France to lay before Pepin, who
was very reluctant to interfere, a tearful account of these
outrages. Aistulph withdrew Pepin’s monk-brother from
his monastery and sent him to thwart the Pope’s mission,
but the Pope got the luckless man arrested as a vagabond
monk and incarcerated in a French monastery, in which
he conveniently died shortly afterwards. The Pope then



156 THE POPE RULES THE RUINS OF FUROPE

admonished Pepin * by all the divine mysteries and the
day of judgment ** to come to Italy and, without shedding
more blood than he could help, recover its territory for
the Papacy. Aistulph retired when the Franks appeared
in Ttaly, but he took the field as gaily as cver when they
returned to France. He besieged Rome, and even its
priests and abbots now buckled on swords and mounted
the walls. We have four hysterical appeals which the
Pope sent to Pepin in the course of the year 755, and the
Frank monarch took not the least notice of either the
cries of anguish or the discreet threats of divine vengeance.

Stephen then resorted to a trick which strains the
resources of the modern apologist. The Popes had for a
long time found it profitable to represent to such monarchs
as Pepin that the provinces they claimed were the property
of * the Blessed Peter,” so that they could seem unsclfish
in their efforts to recover them. Stephen sent to Pepin a
letter which pretended to have been written in heaven by
Peter himself and miraculously conveyed to earth! It
threatened the King that he might give up all hope of
entering heaven unless he started at once for Italy.
Apologists like Mann airily say that, of course, the Pope
did not mean this to be taken as a miraculous letter, and
that there is no evidence that Pepin regarded it as such.
They, however, dare not translate any part of the letter
for their readers, and they conceal the fact that Pepin,
who had resisted really poignant human appeals for
more than a year (from the end of 754 to the spring of
756), hurried to Italy as soon as he received the Peter
letter.

The document, which is published in the Migne col-
lection of Stephen’s letters, opens without a word of the
customary address of a Pope to a monarch. It is long
and has never been translated, but I need give only a
few sentences to show that the ignorant and credulous

King was to understand that it had nof been written by
the Pope:—
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I, Peter the Apostle, of whom you are adopted sons,
admonish you to defend the city of Rome, the people
committed to my charge, and the church in which my
body lies, from the hands of enemies and the contamina-
tion of foreign nations. . . . Be very sure that I am
alive in your presence, as if in the flesh. . . . I, Peter
the Apostle, present among you alive, as if in the
flesh. . . . Our Lady, the Mother of God, the Virgin
Mary, joins with me in laying this obligation upon
you. . . . It is I who, by the grace of God, gave you
victory over your enemies. . . . If you delay to deliver
the Holy Apostolic Church of God, committed to me,
and its bishop, know that by the authority of the Blessed
Trinity and in virtue of my apostolate you are, for
transgressing my command, shut out from the Kingdom
of God and life eternal .

Pepin, who had for more than a year completely ignored
appeals which in their statements of facts were far more
impressive than this, now went at once to Italy and
recovered the Papal territory. Aistulph died soon after-
wards, and, as a price of his mediation between the
quarrelling heirs to his power, the Pope secured some
further territory.

The Papacy was now richer than it had been even in
the days of Gregory I, and the baneful consequences of
this enrichment at once became apparent. When Pope
Paul I, the successor of Stephen, lay upon his death-
bed in the year 767, only ten years after the recovery of
the temporal dominions, Rome was startled by the
arrival of a troop of soldiers and armed peasants with
Toto, Duke of Nepi, and his three brothers riding at the
head. Toto represents one class of the new “ nobility ”
of Papa] Rome: the nobles with large estates in the
country and mansions in the city. A second class of
what were called nobles held the highest offices in the
city and in the Papal Court. These officials doubtless
received such elementary education as was provided for
a few in Rome, but we shall see presently that they were
as brutil and primitive in character as the ignorant

1 Migne collection of the Latin Fathers, Vol. LXXXIX, col. 1004,
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swashbucklers who now led their few hundred followers
into Rome and dominated the city.

The “ psychological * historians who secure Catholic
approval by claiming that the more candid historical
writers of the last generation did not trouble to under-
stand what they call * the medieval mind," really vindi-
cate it by suppressing the uglier facts. There is no need
for any subtle analysis. The Italian bandit of the last
century, who mixed prayers and murders without the
least feeling of incongruity, had exactly the same kind of
mind and religion. The requirements of his faith were,
he felt, that he should implicitly believe whatever the
priests taught him and should attend certain obligatory
services, in a language which he could not understand,
in church. This was for the overwhelming majority in
the Middle Ages the kind of religion which the Roman
Church required, and vice and violence were universal.

Certainly Toto and his brothers went beyond the
common licence of the time, though we shall find the
highest Papal officials not far removed from them. They
seized a bishop who was in Rome when the Pope died,
and compelled him to consecrate one of the four brothers,
Constantine, to succeed Paul. Constantine occupied the
Lateran Palace during thirteen months and discharged
the usual functions of a Pope, ordaining priests ancd
consecrating bishops, while his brothers shared the rich
revenues of the new Papal Kingdom. Then two of the
leading officials of the Papal Court, Christopher and his
son Sergius, declared that they had a vocation to the
monastic life and begged permission to leave Rome and
bury themselves in a provincial monastery. They were
suspected, but they repeated on solemn oath to the Pope
that this was their sole intention, and they were allowed
to go. They fled to the Lombards, came back with
Lombard troops, and made a bloody end of Toto and his
supporters. The Romans, distrusting them, hastily
elected 2 monk, but Christopher and Sergius drove him
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out and made them elect another, “ a chaste and holy
monk ” who had worked under them for some years.
He became Stephen IV.

The appalling events which followed are described at
length by the Roman Librarian and Secretary, Anastasius,
who lived soon aficrwards and was a very loyal Papalist.!
The followers of Christopher and Sergius, who had re-
turned to their posts in the Lateran, seized the bishop
whom Toto had compelled to consecrate his brother, cut
out his eyes and his tongue, and left him to die of hunger
and thirst in a monastery. They cut out the eyes of a
surviving brother of the late Pope and imprisoned him
also in a monastery. Constantine himself they first put
in a woman’s saddle on horseback, his feet heavilyweighted,
and dragged round Rome. On the following morning
he was brought before the bishop and clergy for the
ceremony of degradation and was sentenced to imprison-
ment in a monastery. But the partisans of the new Pope
were dissatisfied. They brought him from the monastery,
cut out his eyes, and left him lying on the street. Sup-
porters of his who fled to the churches were dragged out
and deprived of their tongues and eyes. Pope Stephen
then sent Sergius to give a diplomatic report to King
Pepin, and, as that monarch had died, he reported to his
sons, Charles (the future Charlemagne) and Carloman.
They sent French bishops to Rome, and Constantine
was brought before a synod of these and the Italian
bishops; and with their own consecrated fists they fell
upon him when he attempted to defend himself.

The “chaste and holy monk,” as Anastasius calls
Pope Stephen, who had presided at these orgies, found
his patrons, Christopher and Sergius, arrogant and
avaricious after their triumph, and he turned to the Lom-
bards, who also seem to have gained nothing by supply-
ing troops to the victorious nobles. The situation again
provokes a smile at the legend that the Popes civilized

* De Vita Pontificum, XCVI.
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the barbarians. Pavia, the Lombard capital. was n_ .
the most highly civilized city in Europe: Rome, it will
surely be admitted, had sunk to the level of barbarism.!
The Pope sent his Chamberlain, Paul Afiarta, to Pavia,
where one of the finest, and certainly the most cultivated,
of the Lombard Kings, Didier (or Desiderius), now ruled.
The story is at this point obviously manipulated by the
Roman chronicler in order to defend the character of
his * chaste and holy monk,” but it is futile of modern
apologists to try to take advantage of this. For it is
plainly stated in the official Poatifical Chronicle that
Stephen’s successor Hadrian, the most religious and most
important Pope since Gregory I, told the Lombard envoys
that Stephen himself “ caused the eyes of Christopher and
Sergius to be cut out” because Didier promised the
return of certain territories to the Papacy if they were
removed.?

Afiarta returned from his secret mission to Rome, and
shortly afterwards King Didier scttled in the Vatican
district, outside the walls, with a body of troops. He
came, Rome was told, as a pilgrim to St. Peter’s, and the
Pope went from the city to confer with him. When the
Pope returned to the Lateran Palace, Papal soldiers in
the charge of Christopher forced their way in and threat-
ened him. We can guess by what sort of assurances the
Pope disarmed them and was permitted to return to
St. Peter’s, while Afiarta’s men set a rumour current in
Rome that Christopher and Sergius were traitors to the
city, and that the Pope was a prisoner of the Lombards.
A hostile crowd gathered about the Lateran, and
Christopher and Sergius fled secretly to join the Pope

* Some writers falsely say that the ghastly mutilations which
were now so commonly practised were learned by the Romans
from the Lombards, but Hodgkin, the h(igrl':at authority, shows
that they were copied from the Greeks. the other hand, we
still have a striking memorial of the high position of Lombard art
in the fact that the bearded Christ of our statues and pictures is
neither Semitic nor Greek, but Lombard.

! Duchesne’s edition, Vol. I, p. 487.
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in St. Peter’s. Telling them that they might be able to
save themselves by becoming monks, the Pope deserted
them and returned to the Lateran; whereupon Afiarta’s
men dragged them out of St. Peter’s and cut out their
eyes. Christopher died of the savage mutilation.
Sergius was taken to a monastery, beaten, half-strangled
with a rope, and, it is said, buried before he died.

We have thus a repulsive exposure of the character of
every class in Rome in the eighth century; and we shall
find them sink still lower. Nobles like Christopher, who
held the most profitable offices in the Papal Court as well
as the city and army, seem to have been admitted to the
lower orders of the clergy. This would not prevent them
from marrying and living as laymen. The whole class
was clearly corrupt and brutal, the people supported
every act of savagery, and the Pope was callous and
unscrupulous. The floral tributes to Stephen’s memory
which we find in Anastasius, who blames the wicked
Lombards for all the crimes—Didier and his accomplished
daughter must have looked on with disgust from the
Vatican region—tell us plainly enough how worthless
are these semi-official descriptions of the character of the
Popes from which apologists like Mann compile their
works.

We have a further proof that Stephen, however chaste
he may have been, had his full share of the pontifical
spirit which shrank from no means to recover and secure
the rich temporal domains of the Papacy. The sons of
Pepin, Carloman and Charles, were both married, but
the Lombard King Didier proposed that one of them
should put away his wife and marry Didier’s daughter
Hermingard. The Pope heard this, and he not only
composed 2 letter to Carloman and Charles which exhibits
the art of anathema at its ripest, but he laid the letter
upon the Tomb of the Apostle and took the Communion
over it The anger it vents is, however, not at the
proposal that a Christian monarch should put away his
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wife, but that he should for a moment entertain the idea
of an alliance with an enemy of the Papacy: the very
man with whom the Pope had allied himself in getting
rid of Christopher and Sergius. Charles (Charlemagne),
who throughout life disdained Church laws about sex
and marriage, smiled at the Pope’s anathemas and
married the Lombard. But at this juncture Stephen
died, and we have to see how the greatest and holiest
Pope since Gregory I consolidated the Temporal Power,
duping Charlemagne himself by the usc of one of the
most famous forgeries in history.



CHAPTER IV
CHARLEMAGNE AND THE POPES

WrEN, in 1929, Mussolini signed the Treaty with the
Vatican which was greeted in England and America as a
salutary reunion of the spiritual and the secular powers of
Italy, the chief concessions which the Vatican wrested
from the reluctant Fascist Government were the political
independence of the Vatican territory and a sum of
about £19,000,000. This sum represented the com-
pensation which the Italian Government had assigned to
the Papacy for the loss of the Papal States in 1870 and the
accumulated interest on it. The fact that the inhabitants
of those States had voted by an enormous majority for
liberation from the Pope’s rule and the real infamy of
the Pact of 1929 will be considered in later chapters. But
the worst feature of the deception of the public ten years
ago was the deliberate refusal of our organs of instruction
to recall how the Papacy had acquired its Temporal
Power. We shall see that the Popes obtained this
formidable increase of wealth and prestige by duping
illiterate monarchs with a remarkable and unquestioned
forgery. Pepin had been induced by a * letter from the
Blessed Peter ” to settle certain provinces on the Pope.
His son Charlemagne was persuaded by one of the most
extraordinary of historical forgeries to enlarge and erect
them into a kingdom: a kingdom, at least in all but
name.

It is material to notice that Hadrian I, who perpetrated
this fraud, was, in the Catholic phrase, one of “ the best
Popes.” . It illustrates again the historical truth that

these did far more harm to the interests of the race than
163
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the more numerous vicious Popes. Hadrian, we are
told, came of a ‘ noble” Roman family, received the
education of boys of his class, and, on entering the clergy,
was conspicuous for the piety and austerity of his life.
We have already seen something of the character of the
Roman “ nobility,” and shall see more; while the poor
Latin, not free even from grammatical errors, of the Pope’s
letters shows to what level education had fallen in Rome.
That he was deeply religious no one questions, yet he
was one of the line of virtuous Popes who consecrated
the maxim that the end justifies the means; and the end
which he sought above all others was the Temporal
Power. Of his fifty-five extant letters no less than forty-
five are querulous and unpleasant appeals to Charlemagne,
who was plainly disgusted, about his possessions. Yet
few non-Catholic historians would dissent from the terms
in which Dean Milman comments on them at the close of
the second volume of his History of Latin Christianity :—

Rome, jealous of all temporal sovereignty but its
own, yielded up, or rather made, Italy a battlefield
of the Transalpine and the stranger, and at the same
time so secularized her own spiritual suprecmacy as to
confound altogether the priest and the politician, to
degrade absolutely and almost irrevocably the Kingdom
of Christ into a Kingdom of this world.

Further—and for this there is not the excuse of pious
zeal—it is not disputed that Hadrian introduced into the
Papal Court the evil of nepotism, which was the second
chief cause of its corruption; and we shall see that the
nephews whom he promoted to high office and wealth
were brutal and unscrupulous. As in the case of Gregory
I and later “ great Popes,” what I call the official ponti-
fical ambition deformed whatever virtues he possessed.
On the other hand, Charlemagne, who was probably
an illegitimate son of Pepin, retained all his life the
barbaric robustness he had acquired at his father’s rude
court. After his visit to Italy he was stimulated by the
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Lombard example to try to introduce civilization into his
Frankish kingdom, which was in almost as disorderly a
condition as we found it in the sixth and seventh centuries,
but he was illiterate and profoundly ignorant—a blond
barbarian, six and a half feet high, strong enough to fell
a horse with his fist—when Hadrian summoned him to
Rome. His religion was peculiar. He made serious
attempts to reform the appalling morals of his clergy and
monks, yet throughout his life he himself took not the
slightest notice of the Christian code. He had five wives
in succession, a large number of mistresses (four at one
time are known), and at least twenty natural children.
In his campaign to “convert” the Saxons he perpetrated
all the barbarities of his age, and he cut or burned out the
eyes of conspirators. All historians now admit that the
value of his work has been greatly exaggerated, and that
much of it was harmful to social interests. His chief
modern biographer, H. W. G. Davis, who is more lenient
than critical, admits that he “ built no great cities and
left no enduring monument of his presence; nor did he,
like the Greek, enrich the worlds of art, of literature, or
of science.”

It is necessary to premise these statements, since history,
apart from the little-read works of our experts, is so taught
to-day that the names of Charles Martel, Charlemagne,
and Hadrian are supposed to stand out luminously in a
Dark Age, whereas at the time it was the civilization of
the Lombards, the art and culture of Pavia, Milan,
Verona, and other fine cities, which commanded the
respect of Europe. All Charlemagne’s early teachers were
Lombards; and the British cleric Alcuin, to whom the
entire credit is now usually given, had studied in Lombardy.

This promising and stimulating culture, which might
have saved Europe from the two and a half centuries of
deeper degradation which were to follow, now received a
mortal blow from the covetousness of the Papacy and the
ignorance and megalomania of Charlemagne. To its

M
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high social and human value the Popes were so blind that
Hadrian’s predecessor had, in his letters, called the
Lombards “lepers” and “ barbarians.” “May they
be grilled in everlasting hell with the devil and all his
angels,” he wrote. Hadrian, whose Latin must have
amused the learned teachers in the Lombard colleges, was
equally blind to the interests of civilization. Shortly
before his accession Charlemagne had brutally and wan-
tonly divorced the refined Lombard princess he had
married and replaced her by a robustly handsome German
girl. King Didier was, therefore, well disposed for an
alliance with the Papacy, and he opened negotiations.
During the course of these, Charlemagne’s elder brother
and co-ruler died. His son was his legitimate heir, but
Charlemagne seized his inheritance and compelled the
widow and her children to fly to Lombardy. When
Hadrian refused to make any protest against this violation
of the rights of the widow and her son, Didier began again
to harass the Papal provinces.

At the Pope’s first appeal for help, Charlemagne offered
Didier a large sum of money to withdraw his troops and,
apparently, to deliver to him Carloman’s widow and
children. Didier refused, and the Frank army crossed
the Alps and, helped by the Pope’s secret agents in the
Lombard towns, slowly conquered Italy., Holy week
occurred during the campaign, and Charlemagne went to
spend it in Rome. In silver-edged tunic and blue mantle
the blond giant walked the last mile afoot, and he kissed
cach step of St. Peter’s church before he knelt for the
Pope’s blessing. Every artifice was used to impress the
ignorant King. The business conference with him was
staged before the awe-inspiring Tomb of St. Peter, and
he must have been reduced to the last degree of religious
docility in the presence of what he believed to be the
remains of the Prince of the Apostles.

The Pontifical Chronicle relates that two copies of a treaty
were signed, and the Pope’s copy was solemnly placed
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inside the Tomb of the Apostle; and in describing the
territories which Charlemagne assigned to the Papacy in
this treaty it includes the greater part of Italy, or all of it
except Lombardy in the north and the Greek province in
the south. But, apart from the fact that Charlemagne
could not write until long afterwards and it is doubtful
if he could read, we are told that this copy of the most
important treaty a Pope ever signed, entrusted to the
most sacred receptacle in Christendom, has been * lost »*;
and no copy was preserved in France. Moreover, we
gather from Hadrian’s later letters that several of the
provinces named in the Pontifical Chronicle were not awarded
to the Papacy. All that we can say with confidence is
that Charlemagne confirmed his father’s gift of territory,
with the addition of one province.

But there is a more astonishing fraud. During the
pontificate of Hadrian certain documents which purported
to supply a legal basis for the Papal claim appeared for the
first time, and it is the general opinion of historians that
the Pope’s officers fabricated them in order to forestall
any ambition of the Frank to conquer Italy for himself.
The most important of these documents is known as the
Donation of Constantine, and it is so blatant a forgery
that not even the most desperate apologist will break a
lance in its defence. It is a quite ridiculous claim that
Constantine, when he was driven from Rome, handed over
Italy to the Papacy. Catholic writers are content to
plead that Hadrian, who must have known enough about
the history of Italy and the Papacy in the fourth century
to realize how childish this forgery was, did not submit
it to Charlemagne. I have, however, pointed out in my
Crises in the History of the Papacy that in a letter to Charle-
magne four years later Hadrian says:—

Just as in the time of the Blessed Sylvester, Bishop
of Rome, the Holy Catholic and Apostolic Roman
Church was elevated and exalted by the most pious
Emperor Constantine the Great, of holy memory, and
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he deigned to bestow upon it power in these western

regions.!
This is beyond question a reference to the Donation, and
it assumes that Charlemagne is acquainted with it. It
is ingenuous to suggest that a Papal Court which
had by this time forged thousands of lives of saints and
martyrs, to say nothing of canons of Councils and the
letter of * the Blessed Peter,” would shrink from these
more profitable fabrications; nor can any other plausible
origin of them at this period beimagined. The Temporal
Power of the Popes was based upon a lie.

There seem to have been contemporary prelates who
recognized and resented the lie. As soon as Charlemagne
left Italy, the Archbishop of Ravenna expelled the judges
and officers who were sent by the Pope and instructed the
entire province—the earlier Exarchate of the Greeks, to
which Rome had no title whatever—that he was its ruler.
Charlemagne received the Pope’s first acrid appeal, but
it was not until much later that he compelled the arch-
bishop to yield; for which the Pope rewarded him with
valuable marbles and mosaics which he stripped from the
Ravenna palace.

Next a son-in-law of King Didier (whom Charlemagne
had compelled to enter 2 monastery) organized a Lombard
League against the Pope and tried to draw the Greeks into
the alliance. Charlemagne had to come again to Italy
to suppress the revolt. In the following year a son of
Didier succeeded in getting the help of the Greeks, and
there was a widespread rebellion against the rule of the
Pope. To the Pope’s appeal Charlemagne angrily replied
that he was busy, and, to the joy of the Lombards, he
committed what the Pope tearfully described as the
“ unprecedented act” of arresting a Papal Legate for

1 ﬁ LX. The reader who would go further into the subject
will find a discussion of it, with references to recent literature, in
the above work (pp. 86-9o). I refrain here from naming on every
page the cities and provinces of Italy which changed ownership
every few years,
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insolence. The trouble was, however, composed by an
alliance of Charlemagne with the Greek Empress Irene,
the lady who would a few years later cut out the eyes of
the son whom she now proposed to wed to Charlemagne’s
daughter. Hadrian did not live to hear of this ghastly
outrage, but his successor Leo III flattered * the most
Pious Irene,” and Charlemagne asked her hand in
marriage. It may be necessary to assure the reader that
this vile act of the Empress Irene, from whom so many
girls still derive their name, is not in dispute. She was
as ruthless and unscrupulous as Theodora of the Brothel.

Hadrian never secured the whole of the territory which
he claimed, but he had at least the revenues of nearly half
of Italy, since Charlemagne had been persuaded to be
content with a vague title which implied only the duty to
fight for the Pope’s possessions. It is pleasant to add
that the Pope’s use of this vast new wealth was impersonal,
though too much of it was spent upon enriching the
churchies and too little upon the defence of Rome. The
aqueducts, which had so long been in ruin that Rome was
as poorly supplied with water as a village, were repaired.
New walls were built, and the fever-sodden stretch of the
Campagna was to some extent drained and cultivated.
But within half a century the gold and other treasures
lavished upon St. Peter’s would be carried off by an
invader because totally inadequate sums had been set
aside for defence.

Not less injurious was the Pope’s complete indifference
to the illiteracy of more than ninety per cent. of the people
and the really gross ignorance of the literate minority.
Didier had, like Theodoric the Goth, left behind him an
accomplished daughter who was eager to develop and
protect the high culture of the Lombard cities, where
there were elegant and learned writers and colleges of
literature, dialectics, and law. Yet thirty years later we
shall find ‘the Emperor Lothar, the new ruler of the Lom-
bard provinces, complaining that * teaching is extinct in
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all places.” Rome had learned from them only the
decorative arts—mosaic, tapestry, music, metal-work,
etc.—which served to adorn the churches, and these
certainly flourished now that the veins of the city were
once more flushed with gold. But there was not the least
attempt to correct the ignorance which was the chief
cause of the general degradation of character.

The doors, and even part of the floor, of St. Peter’s were
plated with sheets of silver. Massive plates of gold covered
the altars, which bore large statues of solid gold and silver.
An immense silver chandelier, with 1345 separate lamps,
hung from the ceiling and lit all thesc new splendours and
the purple hangings, the tapestrics, the mosaics, the
rich vestments, and sacred vessels and ornaments, but
there was no corresponding intellectual revival. * Homer,
Vergil, and Horace,” says Milman, ““ were better known
at the Frankish Court than in Rome.” If we substitute
‘ Lombard cities  for the Frankish Court, the reproach
is profoundly just; though the schools of Lombardy
were fast decaying under Papal authority.

At Rome there were a few schools in Benedictine
monasteries for the religious training of clerics, and there
was what was regarded as a higher school in the Lateran.
We shall presently find a Pope ordering the schools of
Rome to give secular as well as religious knowledge, and
another Pope admitting twenty years later that there are
no teachers for such classes. And if any reader is tempted
to reflect that the religious instruction given in these
schools, however primitive they may have been from a
pzdagogical point of view, was more likely to promote
character than a study of Vergil and Pliny, let me remind
him that the nobles, Pope Stephen, Christopher, Sergius,
and their followers, whom we saw in the previous chapter
behaving like savages, were the choicer pupils of the
Lateran school itself; and in a few moments we shall find
the next generation of its pupils stooping to” the same
barbarities.
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Let us first complete the story of Hadrian and Charle-
magne. The Empress Irene holds her high place in the
calendar of the Greek Church, in spite of the murders and
mutilations she ordered, because she made an end of the
Iconoclast heresy and restored the use of images. Hadrian
dreamed of bringing the Greek Church at last under
Roman control when he received an invitation from
her to preside at an (Ecumenical Council of eastern
and western prelates. There was, of course, never any
question of submission, but he might have restored friendly
relations if he had not, in his obsession about the Papal
possessions, at once complained that certain territories
held by the Greeks must be restored to the Roman Church.
This annoyed the Greeks, and, though his Legates presided
at the Council, they were prevented from reading part of
the Pope’s letter, and the Greeks drifted back into a mood
of cold disdain which would presently end in a violent
and final separation.

It was more painful for Hadrian that these events led
to a quarrel with Charlemagne in the course of which
that singular champion of sound Church doctrine roundly
denounced the Roman Church as at least semi-heretical.
The worship (which in Catholic teaching is distinguished
from adoration) of statues had already revealed its dangers,
and the Frank bishops attempted to restrain it. Charle-
magne himself became interested in the question, and he
gave his name—he could hardly write even this legibly—
to a treatise (the Caroline Books) on the subject which
his theologians composed. When a copy of this reached
Rome, Hadrian was deeply mortified to find that it
strongly condemned the practice of his Church. It was
an outrage that the Pope should be declared by one of
his own subjects, and a layman, to be unsound in theology :
it was worse that this condemnation should come from a
palace which was notorious for the sexual licence of the
monarch-and his daughters and nobles. Hadrian was in
a painful dilemma. His letter to Charlemagne had to be
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temperate, or the Papal States would lose their protector,
but Charlemagne took no notice, and his bishops, meeting
in synod, endorsed the doctrine of the Caroline Books and
condemned both the Greek and the Roman practice.
This humiliating experience and the knowledge of his
failure in the East brought to a close, in 795, the long and
strenuous pontificate of Hadrian I.

It is, as we have repeatedly seen, a common practice to
select these unquestionably religious Popes like Hadrian
and, without even glancing at the actual course of events
after their death, declare that they must have been a
mighty power for good in the life of Europe. The
historical truth is that after the death of Hadrian the
Papal Court and the Roman nobles reverted to the
savagery of the days of Stephen IV, and for this the
misconduct of Hadrian himself was largely responsible.
I have said on an earlier page that, whether or no we
regard pious zeal as a sound excuse for Hadrian’s use of
fraud and his insatiable greed for territory, it does not in
the least condone his promotion of nephews whose vile
character, we shall soon realize, cannot possibly have been
hidden from him.

These nephews, Paschalis and Campulus, belonged, like
Hadrian himself, to what was regarded as the leading
family of the Roman nobility. They were specially
trained in the Lateran school and were promoted to the
highest offices in the Papal service. Harsh, domineering,
and greedy, they were generally disliked outside their
own circle, and when Hadrian died the electors chose
Leo III, who was not friendly to them, before they had
time to act. Leo hastened to send the golden keys of the
Tomb of St. Peter to Charlemagne and asked him to
appoint a representative at the Papal Court, He sent a
German abbot, and doubtless this man’s presence helped
to check Paschalis and Campulus, who remained in office,
for several years. But the nobles saw with increasing
anger how the more lucrative posts were kept in the hands
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of the clergy, and in the year 799 they concerted an
appalling plot.

On the Feast of St. Mark, April 25, when the spring
is well advanced in Central Italy, it was customary to
have an imposing religious procession through the streets,
the Pope riding on horseback amid his higher clergy and
the nobles. We often read how healthy it must have been
for Rome that these pious demonstrations were substituted
for the light gaiety of the old Floralia and Lupercalia,
but such savagery as they repeatedly witnessed in the
Dark Age would have seemed to the ancient pagans
impossible. Paschalis and Campulus rode with the
Pope, but they had posted a body of armed men in a
monastery on the route, and these fell upon the procession
with drawn swords. They dragged the Pope from his
horse and beganin the street to cut out his eyes and tongue.
According to some of the chronicles they did cut out his
eyes, and his sight was later restored by a miracle. But
the correct reading of the best contemporary account?!
seems to be that, while most of the nobles were in the plot,
the people took the Pope’s side and drove off the assassins
before they could complete the horrid mutilation. The
nobles then seem to have rallied, for Paschalis and
Campulus returned to the spot where the Pope lay bleeding
on the street, dragged him into the monastery, and beat
him severely. At night, however, while fighting and
looting occupied the combatants, the Pope’s Chamberlain
forced his way with a few men into the monastery. They
lowered the Pope from the walls with ropes and took him
to St. Peter’s; and the Duke of Spoleto, hastily sum-
moned to Rome with a troop of horse, conveyed him
to his capital.

Charlemagne refused to come to Rome, but he had the
Pope brought to him at Paderborn, and seems to have
accepted his story and sent him back to Rome under
protection. He soon, however, received from the Roman

1 In Abbot Eginhard’s Life of Charlemagne (in the Migne Collection).
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nobles an indictment of Leo which, like so many indict-
ments of Popes by their subjects, has “not been preserved.”
From a letter of Alcuin we learn that it  impeached the
Pope’s morals,” and we know that it charged him with
gross unfairness in the administration of the Papal
finances. The Emperor sent ten prelates and nobles of
high rank to watch the trial of the Pope at Rome, but
again the proceedings of the trial have been ** lost.” It
seems that the bishops left the final decision to the
Emperor, who was to come to Rome for the Christmas
ceremonies of the year 8co. On December 1 Charle-
magne, now in ancient Roman dress, sat in the sanctuary
of St. Peter’s surrounded by a colourful throng of Frank
and Roman prelates, abbots, and nobles, while the people
and the soldiers filled the body of the church. He decided
that the charge was not proved—we shall see later that
the charge of corrupt administration was certainly sound
—and he condemned Paschalis and Campulus to death;
though, to conciliate the nobility, the Pope persuaded
him to change the sentence to exile. The Pope solemnly
swore on the Gospels that he was not guilty, and the
affair was closed.

At the end of the Mass on Christmas Day the Pope
dramatically produced a crown and a purple mantle
and made Charlemagne Roman Emperor. Most of the
chroniclers describe the event as filling the great congre-
gation with surprise and then wild rejoicing, and some
historians believe that the Pope, secretly informed that
the Frank intended himself to restore the old Empire,
forestalled him by making the dignity a gift of the Papacy.
The best witness, Eginhard, Charlemagne’s secretary,
says that the Emperor was annoyed, and declared that
he would not have attended the ceremony if he had known
the Pope’s design.

Whatever be the true explanation, the historians who
describe the event as a notable step in the restoration
of civilization in Europe are again false to the historical
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facts. Gregorovius, the leading authority on the history
of medieval Rome, says at this point:—

The whole history of the human race affords no
example of a struggle of such long duration, or one so
unchanged in motive, as the struggle of the Romans
and Italians against the Temporal Power of the Popes,
whose kingdom ought not to have been of this world.

We have seen the beginning of the evil, and we shall find
the Papacy sinking to a lower level than ever. And when
the struggle for the imperial purple was added to this
strife over the Papal States, the danger to civilization in
so violent a world was immeasurably increased. It is
one of the most notorious facts of the history of the
ninth century that after the death of Charlemagne the
new Empire was rent and degraded by sordid quarrels,
the Church was deeply corrupted, the entire country
thoroughly demoralized; and it is the most notorious fact
of the tenth century that the Papacy sank, and remained,
so low that distinguished Catholic historians have called
the period “ The Reign of the Whores.”

Leo used the vast wealth which now poured into Rome
for building and enriching churches and monasteries.
As long as Charlemagne lived, immense wealth came to
Rome from France and Germany; and England and
other countries began to send a large annual sum which
was called Peter’s Pence. At this time, too, pilgrimages
to the Roman churches and their priceless relics multiplied,
to the great profit of the Papal treasury. The Pope’s
dominions were tranquil and prosperous under the
protection of the Frank and sent in rich revenues. It
was still not enough for the Pope’s plans, and he laid
excessive taxes upon the richer Romans and confiscated
their estates as soon as they vented their anger. When
Charlemagne died, two years before Pope Leo, the nobles
plotted to murder the Pope, and, when Leo crushed the
revolt with a truculence which scandalized the new
Emperor, Louis the Pious, they passed to the country
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and raised large armed forces which burned the Pope’s
farms and threatened Rome itself.

The next Pope, Stephen, was more conciliatory, but he
lasted little more than a year, and Paschal I entered upon
his short and stormy pontificate. The Emperor Louis
had made his eldest son, Lothar, King of Italy, and Lothar
was no docile son of the Church. When he decided against
the Pope, who had claimed a rich abbey, the Roman
nobles were encouraged to rebel once more, and the
revolt was crushed with more than the usual severity.
Two of the highest officials of the Papal Court and a
number of other distinguished nobles and clerics were
blinded and then beheaded in the Pope’s palace. “° There
were some,” says Eginhard, *“ who said that this was done
by the command or advice of Pope Paschal.” Few
historians doubt it. Lothar sent judges to Rome to
ascertain the truth, and the Pope refused to be examined
by them. His explanation strengthened the suspicion of
his guilt. There had been no murders, he said, but just
a few executions of traitors; and he was so little believed
when he went through the comedy of ““ purging ** himself
by a solemn oath of his innocence that after his death in
the following year the Romans refused to have him buried
in St. Peter’s.

The death of Paschal in 821 stimulated the party of the
nobles to make a supreme effort. The Emperor Louis
and his son Lothar, King of Italy, were disposed to check
the excessive Papal pretensions and support the nobles,
while most of the clergy and the ignorant mass of the
people resented the interference of the Frank monarchs.
There were thus bitterly hostile factions, the Imperialists
and the Papalists, but the Imperialists seem to have carried
the election without the murderous conflicts which now
occurred so frequently and secured a Pope, Eugenius I,
who was favourable to them.

The apologist who tells his readers how in 826 Eugenius
ordered all the bishops in Italy to open schools for
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teaching “ the liberal arts ” as well as religion does not
explain that Rome had for a short time been reformed
by the King of Italy, nor that a later Pope admits that no
teachers of the liberal arts—which at that time meant
merely Latin grammar and a study of the half-dozen
classical works which had survived the wreck of the
ancient literature—were available. In the previous year,
825, King Lothar had issued a decree on education, in
which he said, possibly with an eye to Rome, that *‘ teach-
ing is, through the neglect and laziness of the authorities,
totally extinct in all places.” He had, in fact, to open
schools of an elementary type in the cities which had been
famous for their culture before the Pope had brought upon
them the destructive forces of the Franks.

The Pope’s call for schools was part of a general scheme
of secular, indeed anti-clerical, reform which the nobles
and the representatives of King Lothar, who came to
Rome, carried out. The gross abuses and the clerical
monopoly of lucrative offices which Hadrian and his
successors had introduced were severely condemned.
Corrupt judges and other civic officials whom they had
put in office were discharged. Estates which the Church
had confiscated had to be restored to their owners. The
entire Papal administration, which was foul with corrup-
tion, was reformed, and Lothar forced upon the Papacy
a civic comstitution, of which he had a copy fastened to
the gate of the Vatican house. The temporal dominion
of the Pope was recognized, but Legates of the Emperor
were to live in Rome and send to him frequent reports on
the conduct of the Pope’s officials and to ratify all elections.
In case of serious differences an appeal might be made to
the Emperor as the supreme authority.*

Such pages of medieval history as this are ignored by

! Lothar’s decree is in Mansi’s Sacrorum Conciliorum Collectio,

ear 814. The (monastic) Bertinian Annals observes that Lothar
‘ reformed the condition of the Roman people, which had become

very bad bwing to the perversity of certain rulers,” Effectively
their only rulers were the Popes.
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the writers who represent ““ great Popes ” like Hadrian as
a fine constructive force, saving what remained of Euro-
pean civilization from complete wreck and leading the
nations onward toward recovery. These statements are
flagrantly opposed to the historical facts. The * bar-
barians ”’ were responsible for every serious constructive
effort, and the Popes ruined their work. Hadrian de-
stroyed the fine and advancing culture of the Lombard
cities,and the theocratic system which heand Charlemagne
substituted for it became in less than twenty years repel-
lent with corruption and inefficiency; just as we shall
find it in its last phase during the first half of the nineteenth
century. Now a Frank monarch, Lothar, only two
generations removed from barbarism, stimulated, not by
any Papal counsels but by the remains of the anti-Papal
Lombard culture, sets out to restore the social ideals
which the Popes have destroyed. Lothar was neither a
genius nor a man of high character, but he brought back
Rome and Italy to the progressive path. Unfortunately,
the unsound work of Charlemagne in his own Empire
now began to reveal its evil consequences, and the
protection of the Franks was withdrawn from Italy, or
was fatally weakened, just when a new enemy appeared.



CHAPTER V
FORGING NEW TITLE-DEEDS

THE new Roman Empire which Charlemagne had
created stretched from Western France to Saxony, from
Denmark to Southern Italy. His attempt to invade and
annex Spain, which was in the hands of the Arabs, had
been an ignominious failure; and Russia and Prussia
still lay beyond the frontiers of civilization. Too many
historians repeat the conventional opinion that this
creation of a large Empire and the admission of the
spiritual powers to a share in governing it were long steps
in the direction of a restoration of civilization. One
smiles, for instance, at the fervour with which Alison
Phillips greets it, in the article on France in the Encyclo-
padia Britannica, as an “ early renaissance after centuries
of barbarism and ignorance.” All this rhetoric is out-
weighed by the plain historical fact that the restoration
of civilization did not begin until more than two centuries
later, and that in most countries, especially Italy, still
lower depths of barbarism and ignorance were to be
reached. The creation of the Empire led to centuries of
savage warfare in which character was further degraded.
Some of the royal personages involved in these wars and
other horrors enter vitally into our story of the Popes and,
although I here avoid as far as possible the academic
virtue, and educational vice, of studding my pages with
uncouth names and dates, it will be useful to premise a
general explanation.

Charlemagne, the hero of a hundred love-stories and
scurrilous legends in the Middle Ages, left behind him
only one legitimate son, Louis the Pious, and a nephew,
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Bernard, whom he made King of Italy. Bernard rebelled,
and Louis the Pious—he was, in fact, very devout and
chaste—had his eyes cut out, and so brutally that he died.
Louis had three sons: Lothar, whom he destined for the
imperial title and the Kingdom of Italy; Pepin, who
died before his father; and Louis, who was to have
Germany. But in advanced years the pietist, losing his
wife, married a beautiful and fascinating German girl,
Judith, and, when she bore him a boy, the future Charles
the Bald, she and her doting husband set out to make
at whatever cost some principality for him out of the
Empire.

‘We need not here follow all the plans and bitter quarrels
that ensued. It is enough that in 833 the three elder
sons took the field against their father, and one of the
most sordid pages of that sordid time tells how Louis the
Pious, in a hair-shirt, knelt before all the nobles and
prelates of France and Germany in the chief church of
Compiégne and signed a confession that he had been
guilty of sacrilege, treason, and murder: which was a lie
in three chapters. The charge of adultery against the
fascinating Judith was probably sound.

Historians leave it open whether the great prelates
of France and Germany acted upon the counsel of Pope
Gregory IV in this shameless desertion and vile treatment
of their sovereign and their most generous benefactor, but
we have reached an age when prelates did not take such
momentous steps without consulting the Pope; and it
was to the Pope’s interest to conciliate the eldest som,
Lothar, who was King of Italy. Thus the spiritual
powers which were henceforward to direct the secular
forces and curb the passions of princes and nobles mon-
strously betrayed their ideals, in their own material
interest, within twenty years of the death of Charlemagne.

In all the wars, civil wars, and rebellions which filled
the next hundred years and thoroughly demoralized
France and Germany the Popes counted for little. We
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shall find the greatest Pope of the period, Nicholas I,
moving heaven and earth to punish a royal love-affair
while the Empire, broken into warring fragments, rapidly
decays. The western half of it, which now definitely
becomes France, under Charles the Bald, began to suffer
from the Norman invasions, which compelled it to weaken
its forces in Italy. In the confusion the dukes (military
leaders) who had governed various provinces of Italy for
the Emperor were encouraged to set up independent
principalities and add materially to the deepening disorder
of the times.

While the forces which are so often represented as
reconstructing civilization in Europe were thus absorbed
in the savage destructiveness which was an inevitable
result of the work of Charlemagne, the Papacy en-
countered a new and more terrible danger in the south.
How the Arabs had by the middle of the ninth century
created a chain of brilliant civilizations which stretched
from Spain almost to India I have described in my
Splendour of Moorish Spain (1935). We shall see something
about it in the next book. The weakest link of this chain
was that which more or less connected Spain with Syria
and Egypt across North Africa. Here a comparatively
narrow fringe of good land and towns had a broad back-
ground of desert life in which the crudest and most violent
fanaticism was apt in all ages to spread like fire on a
prairie, constantly destroying the efforts of the few Arabs
who cared to settle there. These African Muslim were
the real Moors, whose name, with its suggestion of semi-
savagery, has wrongly been given to the Spanish Arabs.
To the Romans, who were too ignorant to know anything
about the high Arab civilization of Spain, they were
known as * the Saracens > or Easterners, though there
were few real Saracens (Syrians and Arabs) amongst
them.

It was but a day’s sail from what we now call Tunisia
to Sicily, and the Saracen sailors soon discovered that a

N
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degenerate remnant of the Greeks lived there amid
the marble palaces and faded opulence of the older
Sicilian civilization. There is a story that they were
invited to invade the island by a Greek officer who had,
in the fashion of the time, had his nose cut off for violating
anun. However that may be, the African Muslim over-
ran Sicily and began to venture up the coasts of Italy
and make raids into the interior while they were still in
their condition of semi-barbarous fanaticism. Within a
hundred years they, being cut off from the desert reservoirs
of fierce fanatics, would develop the same genial scepticism
as in Spain, Syria, and Persia, and would create a fine
civilization in Sicily, but in the ninth century the sight of
Christian institutions goaded them to savagery. They
emasculated the monks and used to lay the nuns upon the
altars of their chapels for outrage. Churches, vestments,
and sacred vessels were defiled in the most odious ways.
The news passed on to Rome that legions of devils were
sweeping over South Italy and making for the rich
churches of Rome.

The story of the Popes for the next thirty years contains
little more than the struggle against the Saracens. From
the death of Hadrian in 827 to 846 there is almost a
blank record; although Pope Gregory IV ruled for
seventeen years. At his death there was one of the
familiar election brawls, and, as the new Pope Sergius 11
made the disorder of the times an excuse for not
announcing his accession to the Emperor Lothar, the
young King of Italy, Louis II, was sent to punish his
northern provinces. The Pope disarmed and crowned
Louis, but he would not surrender to that monarch’s
ambitions in Italy, and the Frank left him to the mercy of
the Saracens. Their fleets took and sacked the ports,
Ostia and Portus, and sailed up the Tiber as far as Rome.

The human aspect of the piety, or the clerical ambition,
which had spent vast sums in enriching the churches
and nothing on the defence of such churches as were not
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enclosed within the old city-walls, was now painfully
disclosed. The Vatican region had become the most
sacred and most richly endowed area in Europe, and it
lay wide open to the invaders. St. Peter’s and the other
churches of this district were very thoroughly sacked and
defiled. From the wall across the river the Romans saw
the Africans tear the silver plates from the doors and bring
out the thick plates of gold which had covered the altars.
The golden High Altar was broken up and carried away
to the ships. The solid gold statues, the gold and silver
crosses, often containing priceless relics, the silks and
tapestries and precious stones were taken from every
church. The soldiers even broke into the alleged Tomb of
the Apostle and smashed the large bronze casket which
contained the bones that had been imposed upon Europe
as the bones of Peter. A zealous Catholic noble in the
north at last led a Lombard army and drove off the
Saracens, but it was too late to save the sacred treasures.

Sergius died in the following year, and a strong and
sensible Pope, Leo IV, occupied the throne for eight
years. The public has become familiar in recent years
with the phrase ““ the Leonine City,” or the area across the
Tiber which is now the Vatican City. This was the Leo
who first had the secular sagacity to enclose it within stout
walls and enable it to defy the Saracens. Other buildings
arose in the area, and the house which the Popes had had
in connection with St Peter’s—they lived habitually, of
course, in the Lateran Palace on the other side of the
city—became a modest Vatican Palace. St. Peter’s and
the other churches were re-furnished with a sumptuous-
ness which leads Gregorovius to estimate that the Roman
treasury at this time was richer than in the days of
Leo X: the Renaissance Pope who spent, mostly on his
own pleasures, more than £2,000,000 in a few years.
The new High Altar of St. Peter’s was plated with gold—
not merely gilded, for we read of one plate weighing
216 pounds—and decorated with jewels and enamels.
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A silver ciborium weighed 1606 pounds: a golden cross,
studded with jewels, weighed 1000 pounds. And statues,
lamps, altar-vessels, and tapestries were strewn every-
where. Whence did they come? The Saracens had
sold them back to Rome through the Greeks and the
Venetians,

Leo had the walls and towers of the city repaired, and
he went down to Ostia on the coast and blessed the fleet,
which beat the Saracens at sea and brought home many
captives to help in repairing the damage they had done.
Many towns and ports were rebuilt. Louis II came to be
crowned in the new St. Peter’s in 850, and for a time he
helped in the war against the Saracens. He soon retired,
and the Romans complained bitterly of the uselessness
of their Protector. The Pope was dcnounced to the
Emperor, who came to Rome in a rage and held a
trial in the Vatican Palace. Leo was absolved, though
corruption amongst his clerical officials was disclosed ; and
he died a few days later.

Ironically enough, it is at the close of this vigorous
pontificate that the mythical Pope Joan is placed by a
late medieval legend. A beautiful English girl, the story
ran, entered a monastery in male dress in order to be
near her lover. Coming to Rome, she made so deep an
impression by her learning that at the death of Leo in 855
they made her Pope and did not discover her sex until she
was seized with the pains of child-birth while she rode in
a religious procession. After that, the legend said, the
higher clergy verified the sex of every Pope before he
was consecrated. This absurd story, a product of the
frivolous eroticism of Renaissance days—it is not found
before the fifteenth century—was so widely accepted in
Italy as fact for two centuries that a portrait of Joan was
included in the series of portraits of Popes in the great
cathedral of Siena.

There is, in sober history, no doubt about what
happened at the death of Leo. The wealth of the Papacy
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led to another sordid quarrel for the prize. Benedict III
was elected, but a “ cardinal ** priest (or priest of one of
the leading or cardinal churches), Anastasius, who had
been deposed and banished by Leo for improper conduct,
bribed the Imperial Legates to announce to the Emperor
that he had been elected. They did so and, when they
returned toward Rome, Anastasius joined them. When
envoys of Benedict came out to meet the party, he had
them put in irons. A large number of both Frank and
Roman nobles and the clergy joined them, and they
forced their way into St. Peter’s. Leo had hung on the
wall a painting of the synod condemning Anastasius,
and he made short work of this with an axe and then,
for some obscure reason, started upon the religious
statues and pictures. Behind all the gossipy stories we
see the long-standing feud of Imperialists and Papalists.

Anastasius and his friends rode across the city to the
Lateran to deal with his rival. Benedict sat on his
throne in the Lateran church, and a bishop, at the head of
a troop of armed men, dragged him from the throne,
stripped him of the Papal robes, and packed him off to a
monastery. But the people and lower clergy who sup-
ported Benedict had met in a church, and they refused
to yield when soldiers, sword in hand, were sent in to
them. They were evidently the great majority of the
people and clergy, and in the end the Imperialists had to
sacrifice Anastasius, who was sent back into exile. For
three years Benedict sustained the work of building and
decorating churches, and he then made way for one of the
¢ great Popes,” Nicholas I (858-867).

Nicholas, an exceptionally handsome, strong, and
imperious member of a noble family, is described as a
man of great learning and deep religious sentiment.
Since Leo IV had admitted in 853 that he could not
find teachers of any but religious knowledge, we do not
need to examine his learning. The Latin of his many
letters is correct and elementary. His virtue, in sexual
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respects, and piety no one will question.  Royal sinners
were no longer flattered. They were flayed with
anathemas, until the strongest monarchs trembled or
cursed at the approach of his Legates. In him the
pontifical conception reached a height which even
Gregory VII and Innocent III would not transcend. He
was “ divinely inspired,” and his voice was the voice of
God (Epp., LXXXIII, XCII, etc.). He was “ prince over
all the earth ” (LXV) and had to smite offenders * in
every part of the world.” Kings, who had the very
inferior job of ruling men’s bodies, must take their swords
and sceptres from him (LXXIX). Any prelate who
hesitated to obey him must be deposed at once (VI).
Not a church must be built anywhere *‘ without the
commands of the Pope ”” (CXXXV), and not a book of any
importance must be written unless he has authorized it
(CXV).l No Pope was better fitted than Nicholas to
discharge the function of preserver of civilization which
historical writers now so freely ascribe to the * great
Popes.”

Yet we again find, as we have found a score of times and
shall find a further score of times, that this rhetorical
or ethical-sentimental philosophy of history is sheer non-
sense. Within ten years of the death of Nicholas the
Papacy entered upon corrupt ways which culminated in 2
century of degradation that has no parallel in the history
of religion. That is the best-known fact of the history of
thetime. The second most notorous fact is that European
Christendom generally sank in the same period to its
lowest moral depth. The one region for which exception
is claimed is Saxony (for a time), which we will consider
later; yet, when the King of Saxony sent a delegation
to the court of the Arab ruler in Spain, it was regarded
by the highly civilized Arabs with much the same

! I translate these quotations from the Migne edition of his letters.
The reader who would study his ideas further should sonsult Dr,
A. Greinacher’s Dis Anschauungen des Papsts Nikolaus I iber das Ver-
haltniss von Staat und Kirche (x90g).
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patronizing politeness as that with which we now receive
delegations from African kings or chiefs, and its members
behaved like rustics amid the splendours of Cordova.

There is not the least need for any subtle analysis of
the failure of Pope Nicholas to bring about any social
regeneration. He, like the other outstanding Popes, never
sought to accomplish this. Sexual vice he certainly
denounced, and in the case of some high-placed offenders
punished severely; but it was not this that hindered the
restoration of civilization, nor did the Pope impose more
than a few years’ reluctant restraint upon the higher
clergy and princes. He insisted upon justice, but within
certain narrow limits and rather to give proof of his power;
for to the appalling injustice of the social order he was
completely indifferent. But it is enough to say that he
was so religious and so wholly absorbed in Church
matters that he despised all considerations of secular and
human welfare. A short account of the chief incidents
of his career will show this.

Some time after his accession Nicholas received a
delegation from Constantinople. The Greeks presented
him with a superb set of jewelled altar vessels and asked
him to approve the elevation of Photius, with the
Emperor’s full consent, to the archbishopric of Con-
stantinople. To what extent Nicholas understood the
new situation in the East we do not know. It was
piquant. On the Byzantine throne was a young Emperor
who is known in history as Michael the Drunkard. His
mother Theodora is, like the Irene to whom I previously
referred, a saint in the calendar of the Greek Church;
and, while Irene had blinded her son so as to keep power,
chiefly for religious reasons, in her own hands, Theodora
had with the same object entrusted her son’s education
to her brother Bardas, who taught him that a princely
dissipation was the proper function of monarchs. They
had in time made a nun of the Empress-mother, and
Michael and his favourite mistress and his uncle now
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jovially ruled the palace. The Patriarch of Constan-
tinople, Ignatius, a religious monk, was indiscreet enough
to protest when they filled the palace with orgies which
rivalled those of Nero and Commodus—were worse,
indeed, for they included obscene parodies of the Mass in
their revels—and even rode the streets on asses in the vest-
ments of bishops, bawling indecent and blasphemous
cries. They had deposed Ignatius, and had chosen as his
successor one of the most learned, and apparently most
complaisant, men in Constantinople, Photius.

The situation at the dismissal of the Patriarch must
have been known in Rome, and the Pope’s letters well
illustrate the limits of his idea of justice. He at once
replied (Ep. IV) that he would send Legates to make an
inquiry, but he rebuked the Emperor’s “ presumptuous
temerity ” in deposing Ignatius without the Pope’s
permission, and reminded him that the Greeks still held
some of the Papal possessions. The Legates reached
Constantinople, and they were, as so often happened,
corrupted by the Greeks and supported Photius,
Ignatius, however, who had been imprisoned and vilely
tortured to compel him to resign, got a message to the
Pope, and he shot anathemas at the whole group at
Constantinople, including his Legate<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>