The Place of the Papacy in the Ecclesial Piety of the 11th-century Reformers
Yves Congar, O.P.

Translated by W. L. North from the French versiorEDlise et Papauté. Regards historjdqReeris 1994, pp.93-115.
Original German version published as "Der PlatzR@ssttums in der Kirchenfrommigkeit der Reformes d1.
Jahrhundert," irentire Ecclesiam. Festschrift Hugo Rahner, Freiburg-in-Breisgau 1961, pp. 196-217.

The understanding of the Church of the eidv-century reformers, Gregory VII, and the
canonists from 1018 onwards can be characterizehéyvord: it is Roman in its very nature.
And this not only because it once again took uppibiat of view which was that of Rome itself
after Leo |, but equally because of the degreetizhvit made the primacy of the see of Peter,

the Roman Church, the central axis of the wholéscécclesiology: the words capard_cardp

which Humbert of Moyenmoutier loved so much, figlinsum up this way of understanding the
situation.

No one doubted the primacy of Rome. It was razagl in the tenth century, despite the
declarations of independence which were formulatdtie synod of Saint-Basle (Vierzy, 991)
by Arnulf of Orléans, though more probably by Getled Aurillac, and which were renewed at
the synod of Chelles (995). It is affirmed byraa number of passages in pre-Gregorian

canonical collections: in the ancient Anselmo datdidn a very clear way in Pseudo-Isidore, but

also in Burchard's DecretunOtherwise however, it is conceived primarilyaasinistry which
is preeminent by its wisdom and its prudence, atiad of a Church which is guided by
bishops and which receives its rules for livingifirthe councils. Thus is it portrayed in the
works of Rather of Verona, but equally still, in3B) in the works of Halinard, abbot of Saint-
Benigne of Dijon, who died as archbishop of Lyoithe Normans, who were a power

constantly on the rise, are full of veneration$or Peter; Abbot William of Fécamp has a strong



dedication to Rome; Lanfranc goes to Rome andsisciated with Leo IX's reform movement.
Even imperial bishops do not question for a montieafprimacy of the Pope, not even when the
conflict between Henry IV and Gregory VI is at ftsight®

Nonetheless, when one looks closely at the texdseaamines upon what precise
grounds they founded this primacy, and what cordadtwhat a central place they granted to it
in the ecclesiology which was being articulated,nged to recognize that, in comparison with
these texts, those of the Gregorian reform expesswy sensibility. (In what follows, we mean
by "Gregorian reform" the movement to free the €hurom the tutelage of the laity that began
under Nicholas Il.) In the tenth century, it wall the Ecclesiarather than the pope which
constituted the fundamental realftyThe men of the Gregorian reform, in contrast, Szav
Church as dependent upon the pope and derivedria 8@y from papal power. This is
particularly true of those early exponents of a nemd still deeper, reaffirmation [of papal
primacy], whom A. Fliche has grouped under the tdrotharingian reform" and whose most
ardent representative was Humbert of Moyenmoufi@om the beginning, they thought that if,

according to an oft-repeated formula of Gregory@®neat, bad priests are the ruin of the pedple,

! See his letter to John XIX: P141, col.1157.

2 See H. Bohmer, Kirche und Staat in England undlén Normandie im XI. und Xll. Jahrhundert. Eine
historische Studie(Leipzig, 1889), pp.27f.

% See C. Mirbt, Die Stellung Augustins in der Publik des Gregorianischen Kirchenstreiseipzig, 1888),
p.86 n.7; _Die Publizistik im Zeitalter Gregors V(Leipzig, 1894), pp.552, 553 n.5, 554f, 564, 566;Voosen,
Papauté et pouvoir civil a I'époque de Grégoire. V@ontribution a I'étude du droit puhli€Gembloux, 1927),
pp.119-20.

4 See H.M. Klinkenberg, "Der rémische Primat im d8hrhundert,” Zeitschrift fiir RechtsgeschichifeKA 41
(1955): 1-57.

® Gregory |, RegistruntX, 218 (=MGH Eppll, 208). See Gregory VII, Registruid, 11 (ed. Caspar MGH Epp.



the health of the entire body of the Church depemdthe Roman hedd And as it is being
formulated, this conviction finds its expressioraitheology closely linked to the Church of
Rome.

The most characteristic and densest text in #gand is the first of two fragments De

Sancta Romana Ecclesidich Cardinal Humbert composed in all probabiéitpund 1053-54 in

the context of the discussions with Byzantium whedded so tragically with his mission and the
excommunication of the patriarch Michael Cerulaousl6 July 1054.

In this piece Humbert developed the following lai the health of the entire body of the
Church depends upon the state of the Roman Chdrcé.decisions of this Church set the

guidelines for the life of the Church even morentholy Scriptures and the traditiones paternae

above all, one appeals to its vedled its nolle When Rome is animated by zeal for God, almost
the entire world is found on the path towards GtidRome is negligent or lazy, the entire world
goes to its destruction. No one can require them&osee to account for its faults; "quia cunctos
ipse iudicaturus, a nemine est iudicandus, nisefagprehendatur a fide devius" (a restriction

whose inclusion in Gratian as an extract from_ticéa&f the martyr Boniface comes to have a

sel.ll, 311; 1); IX, 35 (626, etc.); Deusdedit, Conitngasores.15 (MGH, LdLll, 314).

® See Peter Damian, Op.7 preface (RI5, col.161); Op. 5 (= Acta Mediolanend®. 145, col.13); Disceptatio
synodalisfrom 1062, which the feature, typical of Peter Dem which links the Empire to the Holy See (LdL
pp.76-8; or PL145 col.67); Humbert of Moyenmoutier, FragmentéSd&omana Ecclesi@ee here n.12). Leo IX,
Letter to Cerulariusno.36 (PL143, col.367 = Jaffé-Loewenfeld, 4302). For corigmm, one can consult the letter
of John VIl to Charles the Bald (P126, col.715 = J.- L., 3079).

" For the Sitz im Leben of the document, see J.AnRyCardinal Humbert's De S. Romana EccleRilics of
Romano-Byzantine Relations, 1053-1054," Mediaevatli®s20 (1958): 206-238. The texts mentioned appeared
under the name of Boniface in the canonical cabbecof Deusdedit (ed. Wolf von Glanvell, 177-789182). P.E.
Schramm published them (Kaiser, Rom und Renoveimdien und Texte zur Geschichte des rdémischen
Erneuerungsgedankens vom Ende des karolingischiehd3ebis zum Investiturstre? vol. (Leipzig-Berlin, 1929),

I, pp.120-33) with an appendix by A. Michel in whithe attribution to Humbert is justified on thesks of stylistic
similarities.




determining influence on the theology of the hestpopé).

In a literal way, the Roman Church causes theaathgood weather (citing Job 12:14-
15): "nec inmerito, cum ipsa specialius in Petelcterraeque retentet habenas [and not without
reason, since it retains the bonds of heaven anid @re particularly in Peter]."

One should note, at this stage of the reformeesilbgy, the nuanced manner in which
Humbert expresses himself. Theoretician from stafinish of a truly sovereign primacy of the
Roman see, he nonetheless continues to respaatitregsal Church, which has, in its totality,
received in the person of the apostle Peter theeptmbind and lose: the power to govern is
found specialiusn the Roman see. In short, even Humbert preseswmething of the
Cyprianist ideology of Ecclesihich, as H.M. Klinkenberg has been able to sheas still
very much present in the tenth century (see hde i©ne will not be at all surprised to find a
similar nuance from the pen of Leo IX; for we knowfact that Humbert's hand held this pen: in
a characteristic treatise which the pope sent ptédaber 1053 to Michael Cerularius and Leo of
Achrida, he continues, after citing the text ot 2:9: "genus electum, regale sacerdotium”
[chosen people, chosen priesthood]:

Quod quamvis omnibus Ecclesiis Christi, quae unathaticam in toto mundo
efficiunt, a principe apostolorum sit vere dictumy]li tamen verius aptatur quam
illi cui proprie praesidet ipse qui coelestis regraruit gubernacula obtinere,

Domine Jesu Christo sibi dicente: "Tibi dabo clakegmi coelorum,” et, in
speciali potestate ligandi atque solvendi, summéssotii privilegium®

8 C.6, D.xl (ed. Friedberg, col.146). See A. Migh#lumbert von Silva Candida (d.1061) bei Gratiame
Zussamenfassung,” Studia Gratidn@ 953): 85-117.

°® PL 143, col.752A (no.12) = J.L. 4302. — See Placidfif\onantola, Liber de honore Ecclesiad.dL II,
p.575): all the apostles received the ecclesialsirinbut Peter received it "specialius". Here cne clearly see an
intermediate stage between the Cyprianic formutatishich was still largely accepted in the 10thtoen and
according to which all the apostles received whaePreceived first (understood in the purely clotogical sense),
and the Gregorian formulation which said that Pegeeived everything, with the result that the poafethe others




[This statement, although it was truly said by ph@ce of the apostles to all the
Churches of Christ which together make up the @atleatic Church in the entire
world, is nonetheless applied more truthfully toamrch more than to the one
over which he himself presides who merited to neséhe reins of the heavenly
kingdom, when the Lord Jesus Christ said to hiffio you | shall give the keys
of the heavenly kingdom” and in his special poveebind and loose, the privilege
of the highest priest.]

Here one continues to see the presence of a cduality even as a relationship is described
between the Church universal and the Church of Rehieh is so close as to be tantamount to a

kind of unity . The Roman Church is in certainp@ds a particular church, even while it is not

just a particular church among those forming therCim universal. The Ecclesia universalis
itself is not an agglomerate of identical or simiés&ements, but an organism, a bd@ly.
Compared to the tenth century, which rarely ex@eéske sentiment of a universal Church
which is visible as such and has a juridical stitestthe second half of the eleventh century
literally overflows with positive expressions ofgfsentiment?

Within the entire organism of the Church, the Ror@&urch has a position such that all
the others depend on it. The Gregorians compamdiessly to the hinge of a door upon which
all the rest hangs; to the head of a body, to tbther of a large family or to the teacher of

numerous students. Or again, as they said, theaR&@hurch is for all the other Churches the

derives solely from participation in the fullnedsh@s power.

10 Sections 37 to 39 of Leo IX's Letter to CerularfB& 143, cols.367-8) can be considered as represeatalt
the papal bulls after the era of the Church Fathene speaks of the Body of Christ as an organistered
hierarchical, whose head is the see of Rome.

™ In particular under the pen of Gregory VII: see Hofmann, Der «Dictatus papae» Gregors VIl. Eine
rechtsgeschichtliche Erklarung=Gorres-geschellschaft.  Veroffentlichungen deskt®n fiur Rechts- und
Staatswissenschaft, 63), (Paderborn, 1933), p.35.




fons origo, fundamentumbasis™® Bonizo of Sutri goes so far as to call it thertee et

firmamentum omnium ecclesiarum” [the pinnacle amdhflation of all the churches] and to
claim that, with the exception of the Eucharistila sacraments "ab ipso [Petro] sumpsere
exordium” [took their beginning from Peter himséff] Many of these designations, especially

the words capuaind_cardpcome from the vocabulary of Pseudo-Isidore, éxéstof which are

cited in great abundance by the Gregoridns.
This preeminent and decisive position belongfiédoRoman Church by reason of a

positive and immediate decision by the Lord, sgediapositione[by special order]. While the

tenth century frequently referred the canonicahpgy of the Roman Church to a decision which
was taken by the Eccles# the time of a council (see Klinkenberg, citedehn.4), the
Gregorians tirelessly affirmed that the Roman Chyuand it alone, was founded directly by

God, and that it received its privileges from Hitoree!® This is why its position is in all

2 cardo et cardoLeo IX (Humbert), Letter to Cerularip$32 (PL143, col.765B); Collection in 74 Titles
(Humbert?), 1,2:_cardo et caput4: "Mater omnium Ecclesiaruml,12: "fundamentum et fornia(see Thaner's
edition of Anselm's Collectio Canonurmp.9f); A. Michel, Die Sentenzen des Kardinalsnthert, das erste Buch
der péapstilichen ReforniStuttgart, 1943), pp.10f, 18; new ed.1952); P&amian,_Epistoldl,19 to Leo IX (PL
144, col.288: "Mater, Magistra, fons, cafjuHumbert (see here n.6). Fordumbert, Fragment A De S. Romana
Ecclesia(Schramm, 129) and the numerous passages citéd Blchel (or in Schramm, 135, or in Humbert und
Kerulariost.1 (1929), p.119). See Leo IX (Humbert?) inleiser to the archbishop of Carthage (P43, col.728;
Jaffé-Loewenfeld, 4304)._ Mater et Magisteee here n.23-24. Fundamentum baBeter Damian, Disceptatio
synodalis(LdL 1, 77-78); numerous references in Mirbt, Die Pzaisfik, p.553 n.3. — Deusdedit classes the texts of
his collection of canons by the titles: "[Roma] gagt mater omnium Ecclesiartimbk.1, c.6; 28; 60; 131;
"Fundamentum et formdk.1, c.113.

13 De vita christianalV, 1 (ed. Perels, pp.111f).

1 pseudo-Isidore: Pseudo Anaclete, ed. Hinschiu§8pps and 84 (Ep.3, 34). The dependence of Giayor
texts on the False Decretals is considerable: eseelbelow n.41; on the influence which they exetien Leo IX
(and Humbert!) in this regard, see P. Fournieryties sur les Fausses Décrétales," RHE907): 56 (summary); E.
Voosen, op. cit. above n.3, p.32 n.107; P. Funkelido-Isidor gegen Heinrichs Ill. KirchenhoheitJ 56 (1936):
305-330.

5 The probable source is the Decretum Gelasiatransmitted in the Collectio Hadriana au(88 & 133): see



respects "a particular and unique” one in the Ghtfrdt is also in a particular way the entire

Church, just as the head is the entire body, thinendhe entire family, and the teacher the entire

school. For this reason, in the works of the Griegns, the expressions Ecclesia (univer}alis

and_Ecclesia Romartand to signify the same thing, even though orteaing with two

different terms.’

The Lord's institution [of the Roman Church] isntiened in a very clear way in the
Petrine texts (Mt.16:18-19; Lk.22:32; Jn.21:15-1According to all appearances, these texts
were well known and often cited, but, outside R@nd sometimes even within Rome, people
were far from giving them the weighty sense whitiplied per se&hrist's establishment of
Roman primacy, a primacy which was founded on PBepeimacy of authority among the other

apostles. The Roman interpretation existed ofsmUPope Leo had formulated it in an

K. Hofmann, op. cit. above n.11, pp.24f; J.J. Ry@h,Peter Damian and his Canonical Sourc@oronto, 1956),
pp.60f. — See Peter Damian, Disceptatio synod@ldL |, 78 = PL 145, col.68); Opusculunb (=Acta
Mediolanensis, P1145, col.91C), a passage incorporated into thlec@ns of Deusdedit (I, 167: ed.Wolf von
Glanvell, p.106); of Anselm (ed.Thanerm pp.31f)d af Bonizo of Sutri (De vita christian®/, 82: ed. Perels,
p.146). See also Gregory VI, Dictatus papae and_Regqistrunill, 6 (ed. Caspar, 202 and 255, I1.5-6); the
Collection in 74 Titlesc.2, 10, 12, 17; Bernold of Constance, Apologetic.23 (LdL Il, p.87), etc. — It is,
however, necessary to state that Gregory VII plagezht importance upon the consent of the Churelnesto
ancient right, except in a certain way at the hedrthe institution of primacy or at least in itgeecise (see
RegistrumVIIl, 21 to Hermann of Metz: ed. Caspar, pp.548f).

8 These words appear quite frequently in Leo IX'tdreto Cerulariu$§13 & §38 (PL143, col.752D,753B &
768B).

¥ The movement from the Ecclesia Romamahe Ecclesia catholida particularly frequent: for example in the
papal election decree of 1059 ("episcopus siveifgontiniversalis Ecclesid€'obeunte huius Romanae universalis
ecclesiae pontifice MGH, Leges sect.iv,_Constitutiones imperialas.382). The other Churches are members of
the Roman Church: Gregory VI, Reqistrum,16 (321, 8); Deusdedit gives the rules foridty of the entire
(Latin!) Church when he refers to the disciplinettoed Roman clergy. All of this is included in tideas of mater,
caput, matrix See the remarks of J. Gauss ("Die Dictatus-Tim&egors VII," Zeitschrift fir Rechtsgeschiclte
kan. Abt.29 (1940): 1-115; esp.44f); those of Gdher ("The Concepts of Ecclesand Christianitas.. in
Sacerdozio e Regno da Gregorio VII a Bonifacio V(Rome, 1954), pp.49-77); and of Walter UllmanrmgT
Growth of Papal Government in the Middle AgegLondon, 1955), pp.266f; 319). Some twelfth-ceptexamples
are: the_Privilegium imperatorisf the Concordat of Worms; in a text of the monklidr of Canterbury, it is said:
"pro Cantuarienses, sed et pro Anglicana, sed prodRa et universali ecclesia” (Epistolae Cantuaegredited by
Stubbs, Rolls Seriek20).




unforgettable way and the popes often reassertedparticular Nicholas | and John VIII in the
ninth century. There was nevertheless a strongieus which would survive until the first
Vatican council and which only disappeared withdleearture of its proponents from the
Church - according to which the powers of sacetdotaistry were given to the Church and to
the assembly of bishops of whom Peter, in the mattquestion, was only the representative.
When dealing with the universal power of the eppste, the primacy of the bishop of Rome
was not constitutive in nature but executive, tpkay a vocabulary used by Mohler at the
beginning of the 19th centuf.

In the works of the reformers, in contrast, the¢hPetrine texts are not only gathered
together, related to one anotfiéand tirelessly cited (Mt.16 appears no less tlwatimes in
Leo IX's letter to Michael Cerularius); they areehvise interpreted in favor of the Roman see
alone: this is the case above all for Matthew 16:28° In this manner, Roman primacy is
established not only as a given of canon law degiyiom the decisions with which the Church

rules its own life, but as a given of nature arghe of dogmatic — as a truth of faith inherent in

181t would be worthwhile to readdress, with modegsaarch methods, the work of J. Langen (Das Vatkha
Dogma von dem Universal-Episcopat des PapstesiiierseVerhaltnis zur exegetischen Uberlieferung vianbis
zum 13. Jahrhunder(Bonn, 1872), a work which gathers together atekdexts, at least of the viewpoint which
interest the author). See also J. Gross, "Die(S8sklgewalt nach Haimo von Auxerre," Zeitschrift Religions-
und Geistesgeschich®(1957): 30-41; H.M. Klinkenberg, op. cit. abave; one should add, for comparison, the
texts of Eugen Vulgarius (De causa Formosixhasee E. Dummler, Auxilius und Vulgariu$l eipzig, 1866),
p.130) as well as those of William of Saint-Benigsee here n.1) Also very informative are the udddatthew 16
of Anselm of Bec, whose pastoral are nonethelesg@ian: see Spicilegium Beccerisé e Bec/Paris, 1955), 382.
In Anselm, the Petrine texts do not have the sagméficance as a foundation of dogma as in theimg# of true
Gregorians.

19 See for example Leo IX's Letter to Michael Ceruis§15-16 (PL143, col.756); Gregory VII, Registruft,
10; VII, 2 (Letter of 1076 to Hermann of Metz); VIR1; IV, 35.

20 See Peter Damian, OpuscultBn(=Acta Mediolanensis: P1145, col.91 BC). When the old Augustinian
argument is presented, for example by Bernold afstance, it is done without drawing out the imgiimas of it in
favor of the EcclesigApologeticae ratione@ dL Il, p.97).




the structure of the Church and willed by God.

Simply by failing to submit, one becomes a herétitieresy becomes a refusal to
submit to the apostolic see; faith becomes obedigntt is true, however, that this obedience
was understood in a very mystical way by Gregoryavild that it took on an unusually strong
religious dimension in his anthropology.

The titles cardghinge], capufhead], matefmother] and likewise fongvellspring],
fundamentunjfoundation], and basigoundation] which the Gregorians gave to the Roma
Church, had a basic meaning in common: they cheniaet this church as the key element upon
which the whole of the Church was built and formaa] which therefore exercised sovereign
authority over it. This way of understanding treng observable above all for the term mater
upon which we would like to pause for a momentcsii is unquestionably the one which
Gregory VII employed the most. Without pretendiadgpe complete, we have found in his
works more than 30 uses of the wétdlt appears with equal frequency in the reforntevs

and in the works of St. Anselm who, when he wrotthe kings to plead before them for the

21 See Peter Damian, OpusculBn(=Acta Mediolanensis: P45, col.91CD); Anselm of Lucca, Collectio
canonuml, 63 (ed. Thaner, p.32); Pseudo-Anselm, De msiptinsanguineoruiml (PL158, 557B).

22 gee Gregory VI, Dictatus papa@6: "Quod catholicus non habeatur, qui non caf&oprRomanae
Ecclesiae"(ed. Caspar, 207); see also 17: "Quddmutapitulum nullusque liber canonicus habeatwgak illius
[papae] auctoritate” (p.205, where parallels ase given; for the interpretation, see S. KuttnéudSGregorianill,
pp.387-401); canon 3 of the Dictatus of Avranchags: "Qui decretis Sedis apostolicaer non comsignkereticus
habendus est." — Gregory VII, Registrartl, 24 (ed. Caspar, 504 In.26 with n.6; to theghals mentioned by
Caspar one can add those given by Mirbt, Die Pishiliz..., p.565 n.4 and A. Michel, Die Sentenzenp.48 n.3);
Liber canonum contra Henricum MWV (LdL |, 480); Bonizo of Sutri, Liber ad amicul (LdL |, 591); Peter
Damian, Ep.l, 20 (P1144, col.241). For the canonical sources, sediyah, Saint Peter Damian and his Canonical
Sources (Toronto, 1956), pp.78-80. Faith becomes obediesee W. Wihr, Studien zu Gregor \(Munich,
1930), p.28. See likewise Gregory Vll's very frequuse of | Kings 15:24: "periculum inobedientigeod est
scelus idolatriae."

3 Reg.(ed. Caspar) 1,15 («mater vestra et totius clantatis»); 1,27; 1,28; 1,29; 1,64; 1,70; 11,49; 81; 11,63;
I,75; 111,3; 111,20a; 11,14; 11,16; Iv,27; IV,28 V,10; V,13; VI,12; VI,30; VII,5; VIII,9; VIII,12; VIII,16; VIII,21;



liberty of the Church, loves to call it "sponsa Deater vestra [bride of God, your mothef].”

In Gregory VI, the title matemwhen applied to the Church and above all to tbm& Church,
has a clearly defined meaning, e.g. as it is pveskfor us in his second letter to Hermann of
Metz2?® In this letter, the full weight of the Roman Cbluis primacy, its sovereignty, its guiding

role, and universal normative importance are cjeaxpressed. It is essentially about its

authority. In fragment A De Sancta Romana Ecclegi€ardinal Humbert, the idea of
maternity, applied to the Roman Church, is devedopghout passing through the idea of
disciplina The understanding of the Church which is dewvedojhere — to the extent that it
does not purely and simply re-use the spirituafjleage received from the early Middle Ages
and the Fathers — is deployed under the rubrib@fptiesthood's authority and, in a particular
way, the authority of the sovereign papacy, whias welated to the positive institution of the

Lord. Papal power is no longer simply a fact ai@alaw;_it enters into the dogmatic definition

of the Church Furthermore, it does not simply have a placgoigma, but in fact is given the
decisive position: the place of a prince with cdnstve powers.

The development which led to this point was, fa mmost part, the work not so much of
theologians as of canonists, if it is true thas tfistinction could have in that age as clear a

meaning as it does today.

IX,2; 1X,9; 1X,17; etc.

24 The Roman Church is "mater omnium ecclesiarum"frmobf all churches]: Peter Damian, Liber Gratigsm
29 (=LdL 1, p.59); Bruno of Segni, ER. (=LdL II, 564), etc. She is the "mater et magi§ a phrase which occurs
very often in Peter Damian (Epistol@0: PL 144, 238; etc.) For Anselm, see Y. Congh'Eglise chez S.
Anselme," in_Spicilegium Beccens$éParis, 1959), pp.371-399 (esp. p.371, 390f).

5 RegistrumVIIl, 21 (ed. Caspar, pp.548 In.10-550 In.18).otfe wanted to be clair about the precise sense of
the title_materwhich coincides with the titles caputrigo, and_cardpit is necessary to consult the False Decretals
in the form in which they were used and circuldigdinselm of Lucca.

1C



When he was still Hildebrand and archdeacon oRbman Church, but already
internally connected to the work of reform, Gregwity had asked Peter Damian to collect from
the decrees and acts of the popes everything whlated to the authority of the Roman see and
to compare therf® Peter Damian did not fulfill his task, but othelid it after him. For
canonical science, the rise of which was Gregof§s\Wirgent demand — although he
undoubtedly renewed it along with others — was gamprove decisivé’ For canon law now
took a turn which it is necessary to trace withegaince it concerns a turning point in an entire
vision of "ecclesial piety", if not a turning poiimt catholic ecclesiology as a whole.

In the twenty-seven theses which bear the titlgdbus papaehe "syllabus of ideas
which came to dominate the entire history of histjfizate from then on?® we are perhaps in
the presence of a witness to the manner in whigg@wy VIl represented the collection which
he ordered. It seems to us very unlikely, howetlet, the 27 theses constitute a list of
conditions upon which the reestablishment of uniith the East could have depend@dor
that it represents the framework of a great expmsthe Lenten council in Rome in 1075.The

interpretation proposed by G.B. Borino — accordimgvhich we are dealing with the index of a

%6 Hildebrand asked him "ut Romanorum pontificum @égrvel gesta percurrens, quicquid apostolicaesSedi
auctoritati specialiter competere videretur... am voluminis unionem novae compilationis arte ftarem™: Op.5
(=Acta Mediolanensis de privilegio Romanae Ecclesil 145, col.89C).

27 See P. Fournier, "Un tournant dans I'histoire ehitd1060-1140," Revue d'histoire du drdit (1917): 129-80;
P. Fournier and G. LeBras, Histoire des collectioasoniques en Occident. (Paris, 1932), I, pp.7f; W. Ulimann,
op. cit. above n.????, p.365 n.2 and ch. XI. ppt359

8 E. Voosen, op. cit. above n.3, p.71. The texdfiis found in Gregory VII, Registrur, 55a.

% This opinion was maintained by J. Gauss ("Die &its-Thesen Gregors VII. als Unionforderung. Ein
historischer Erklarungsversuch," Zeitschrift fircResgeschichté0 kan. Abt. 29 (1940): 1-115.

%0 This view was proposed by R. Koehner ("Der DictaRapae,” in Kritische Beitrdge zur Geschichte des




collection of texts that has been lost but candoemstructed with a certain degree of probability
— has received rather broad acceptance amongihissasf canon law and even specialists on

Gregory VII3*

Nonetheless, it is perhaps safer if we maintagndriginal hypothesis of K.
Hofmann towards which A. Fliche also inclines: Bietatuswould have been a framework for
research, a program proposed out of zeal of thgdBign canonists, a simple plan for
collection?

The ideological principles which inspired the Béges could be summarized in a few
words: the Roman see or the pope (he alone), adadbeen established by the Lord himself,

can do everything in the Church; without him nothof value can be done. He judges all and is

judged by none. The word soluganly] recurs endlessly. Basically, the Dictapapae

presents through its various juridical decisiores\ttsion of Rome which constitutes the
ecclesiological heart of the entire eleventh-cgntaform and whose expression we have

encountered in these essentially equivalent tecarstqg caput fons mater fundamentum The

ecclesiology of the Gregorian reform is one whgfHfirst of all, determined by Roman primacy
and, by extension, the primacy of a papal powsrighuly constitutive; and second, an
ecclesiology which is formulated and elaboratedrnressentially juridical way. It is impossible,
therefore, to excuse onesself from looking fonithie canonical collections of the time and — in

order to better understand the new vision whicluerfced them — to compare it with the

Mittelalters. Festschrift fiir R. Holtzmar{gHistorische Studien, 238), (Berlin, 1933), pp%24

31 G.B. Borino, "Un Ipotesi sul Dictatus papdeGregorio VII," Archivio della Romana deputazeui Storia
patria 67 (1944):237-52. In agreement are K. Hofmanep®an Kuttner, P. Feine, P.E. Schramm, W. Ulimann,
among others.

32 K. Hofmann, Der «Dictatus Papae» Gregors \HVerodffentlichungen der Sektion fiir Rechts-und
Staatswissenschaft der Gérres-Gesellschaft, 6afef®orn, 1933); A. Fliche, La Réforme grégorieting¢Paris-
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collections which existed and were in use befoeentiddle of the 11th century.
In this respect, as much as for its value astéodiffusion, we can consider as
representative the collection of Burchard of Wornmmpiled between 1008 and 10°%2.

Burchard's Decreturbegins with a book entitled De primatu Ecclesiakich concerns the

position of bishops; its first canon, drawn frone&do-Anaclete, affirms that the ordo
sacerdotaligorder of the priesthood] had its beginning indPetCertainly, by reason of this fact

the Roman church has a primacy in the ordo sacisi@t.2), and a whole series of canons goes

on to demonstrate its very real character. Yetstitleadds that the Primae sedis episcopus

[bishop of the first see] must only be called thst, princeps sacerdotufprince of priests] or

summus sacerddhighest priest]. Nothing is more significant tiias opening; what follows

does not contradict it. Papal power is seen al®ygrianic lines; it is not inherently different
from the power of other bishops. If the keys hbgen given in a particular way to Peter, all the
bishops have likewise received to no less a dageepower of binding and loosing.(1,125) The
papacy is not placed at the dogmatic level of etclegy, as the foundation and source of the
entire life of the Church, but at the head of uisdical life, as the court of last resort to whitie
causae maiorgsnore serious cases/matters] must be submitt&dg), We are far from the
Gregorian canonists who expressed themselves thitiegsequence: Christ - Peter - pope -

Ecclesia. It is not certain that Burchard was padipied in Italy, as O. Meyer believ&t.On

Louvain, 1925), p.192, 202f.

% On Burchard, see A. P. Koniger, Burchard I. von ri¥® und die deutsche Kirche seiner Zeit
(=Veroffentlichungen des Kirchenhistorischen Semgndinchen, 11/6), (Minchen, 1905); P. Fourniere"diécret
de Burchard de Worms, son caractére et son infejerRHE 12 (1911): 451-73; 670-701; Fournier-LeBras,
Histoire des collections.l, pp.364ff.

3 0. Meyer, "Uberlieferung und Verbreitung des Dekredes Bischofs Burchard,” Zeitschrift fiir



the contrary, it is known that in order to bringalection that enjoyed such a wide diffusion into
conformity with the new norms, i.e. those of thiorm, Humbert thought that he had to retouch
Burchard by injecting a supplementary dose of Psésidorian texts>

Similar remarks can be made concerning other cadies before the middle of the 11th

century: Rather of Verona's Praeloquiorum libri,dex example, presents an image of an

episcopal Church the doctrinal definition of whidies not include the primacy of the pdpe;

the same goes for the Italian collection in fiveks’’ the Anselmo dedicatatill more ancient,

does in fact begin with a book entitled "De primatuignitate Romanae Sedis, but it adds
"aliorumque primatum, patriarchum, archiepiscopoaique metropolitanorum™: the inspiration
is Roman, nonetheleds.

Compare this with the canonical collections of ti&@rm: for example, the Collection in
74 Titlesor (Diversorum Patrum) Sententjdlke attribution of which to Cardinal Humbert,
which A. Michel supported, has encountered sigaiftqroblems, although no other attribution

has replaced it. The date of its composition wabietween 1050 and 1080. In addition,

Rechtsgeschicht®5 kan Abt. 24 (1935): 141-83. See also C.G. Moe, reazione al Decretum Burchaidiltalia
avanti la Riforma Gregoriana," SG (1947):197-206. Critically received by J.J. Ry®&eter Damian and his
Canonical Sourcep.161.

% Such at least is the thesis of A. Michel (“Pselsider, die Sentenzen Humberts und Burchard vonrigdm
Investiturstreit,”_Zeitschrift fir Rechtsgeschictié KA 35 (1948): 329-31 or Studi Gregoriaii, pp.149-61)
against F. Pelster ("Das Dekret Burchard von Woimeiner Redaktion aus dem Beginn der Gregoriarisch
Reform [Cod. Vat. lat.2809 and Cod. Monac. lat.@57Studi Gregorianl(1947): 321-51.)

% Text: PL136. See also Klinkenberg, op. cit. n.4, pp.16-24

37 0On this collection, see Fournier-LeBras, Histales collections..l, pp.421ff.

% See the Dictionnaire de droit canonidu@935), pp.578-83 (Amanieu); J.C. Besse, Histdies textes du droit
de I'Eglise au Moyen Age du Denys & Grati€nllection Anselmo dedicata, Etude et tefeetracts), (Paris, 1957).

%9 See A. Michel,_Die Sentenzen."Humbert von Silva Candida" (the article attempisrespond to several
problems, although Michel's thesis has found laageeptance: see the references p.108 n.128). iheapte
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compare them with the collection of Atto (before8@Q) but above all with the collections of
Anselm of Lucca (ca.1083) and Cardinal Deusdeditwieen 1083-1087¥.

All of these collections begin with a section #at, "De potestate et primatu
Apostolicae Sedis," as Anselm says. This collectvehich we shall consider as representative
for the others, underlines from the very outsetfétoe that everything rests upon the apostolic
see, everything has its source in it, everythingllied by it, by virtue of Mt. 16:18-19 (I, c.1-3).
To contradict and trouble the pope means to plaeself outside Christ and the kingdom of
heaven (c.3-5); the other Churches exist fundarigitacause the Roman see calls them "in
partem sollicitudinis” (c.9; see c.18, 63); the RonChurch is the head which the entire body
must follow (c.11): just as the Son did the willtbé Father, the Churches must fulfill the will of
the Mother (c.12). All of this is supported bytexhe lion's share of which are false Decretals.
In Rome under Leo IX, these decretals enjoyed aarehgreat popularity, and even if Gregory
VII personally seems to have made relatively rasticuse of them, the Gregorian canonists

never ceased referring to thém.

objection to attributing the work to Cardinal Humband against the date proposed by A. Michel ia tontext
(1050-1053) remains the request made by Hildebtarféleter - and confirmed by Damian himself - toeadsle
such a collection. The attribution of the Sentmsitd Peter Damian himself does not work, as J.JnRwyes shown
(op.cit.n.22, p.157). Recently, its attributionBernold of Constance has been proposed: J. Autlent8ernold
von Konstanz und die erweiterte 74-Titelsammlumi@gltsches Archid4 (1958)L 375-94.

40 Atto, Breviarum ed. A Mai in_Scriptorum Veterum Nova Collectig/2 (Rome, 1832), pp.60ff. See the
article of R. Naz, "Atton," in Dictionnaire du dtaianoniqud (1935), pp.1330-1. Anselm of Lucca: partialtixt
by Fr. Thaner (Innsbruck, 1906 &; repr. Aalen, 1péfhich only extends to the eleventh book of thetekn book
collection. For the missing portion, it is necegda rely on the list of chapters published inMai (and reprinted
in PL 149, cols.485ff) or the concordance placed-bgdberg at the beginning of the Corpus ifig.xlixf). See
P. Montanari, La "Collectio canonum” di S. AnseldioLucca e la riforma gregoriarn@®antua, 1941); Amanieu,
art. in DDCI (1935), pp.567-78. Deusdedit: edited by Wolhvelanvell (Paderborn, 1905). See E. Hirsch, "Die
rechtliche Stellung der romischen Kirche und depsks nach Kardinal Deusdedit,” Archiv fir kathctiss
Kirchenrecht38 (1908):595-624; Ch. Lefebvre, "Deusdedit," iDOIV (1949):1186-1191.

“! Thus, it was possible for 20 of the first 84 camof Anselm of Lucca to derive from inauthentictseand for
18 to be taken from the False Decretals. Amongftive authentic texts. that of Cyprian (c.10) ist mven



The collection of Cardinal Deusdedit was not wergely disseminated and not much
more used. Yet itis an exceptionally significespiresentative of the canonists' new
ecclesiology. He himself expressed his intentibis: "ltaque ego auctoritatis ipsius [Romanae
Ecclesiae] privilegium, quo omni Christianae Ortagmineat, ignorantibus patefacere
cupiens...." [And so I, wishing to make clear te tgnorant the privilege of its (the Roman
Church’s) authority by which it stands above theigttan world...f* To each chapter he gives a
title which ought to sum up the content of the hauity” cited; instead his statement often goes
beyond the text to the point that it no longertedao them. His predominant concern becomes
his only concern, one from which the reader is nénezd. He endlessly gathers together all the
texts which speak of the unity of the Church abkdly related principally to the pope, and he
includes all their blessings on the benefits ofgbapinistry. Primacy is, in fact, the constitutive
reality of the Ecclesia

The direction of this new phase of canon law iy/\atear. Itis a response to the
influence of the Gregorian reform which inspirednid consists in two main points. First, the
Church possesses its own special law: this waguaresment which had become absolutely
necessary and was intended to break with the antpigherited from the Carolingians in which

Church and Empire lived in symbiosis and were giliolg a public law which was the law of the

understood in its original sense. On this subjget, DDCI, p.570. — In the Sententiae Collection in 74 Titles
250 of the 315 canons are taken from the Falsedbmsr(see A. Michel, Die Sentenzem.11f, 97-104). At the
same time, with Leo IX, Pseudo-Isidore experienaedecond spring of preferential treatment, althoBgher
Damian cites it very little (a deciding factor iotrattributing the composition of the Collection7dd Titlesto him)
and he also expresses some doubts about it, atwihsregard to the Canones Apostolorurin the writings of
Gregory VII himself, the False Decretals are citedy 13 times (see Registrurad. Caspar 272 n.1, 282). ltis
however also true that Gregory cites very few arities; yet it is very important to take accounttioé fact that 17
propositions of the Dictatus papean be referred back to the False Decretals (se@/iitir, op. cit. n.22, pp.114-
21), although one cannot explain all the theseth@fl075_Dictatusis deriving from them, as F. Rocquain tried to
do ("Quelques mots sur le Dictatus papaBEC 33 (1872): 378ff). See also n.14.
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Church in the life of the Empire, and the law of tmpire in the life of the Church. Second, the
source and measure of this law, and likewise oftitee life of the Church, does not reside in
the Ecclesiatself, e.g. in the fact that it holds its legisle assemblies in councils, but in the
truly monarchical power of the Roman see.

All power in the Church derives from this see.eTheme of the Fathers, notably

Augustine and the Africans, according to which Pet¢he origoof the_ ordo sacerdotalf the

entire Church, is transposed onto the Church of &8nAt the same time, it is transposed from
the level of a simple manifestation of unity, wille accent placed on the unity of origin, to that
of a thesis of public law. The pope is the onguia omnis ecclesiastica potestas procédittie

is the supreme judge and can be judged by nd oitbs jurisdiction is such as the first Vatican
Council will formulate it: a universal jurisdictioepiscopal in the proper sense; he is the bishop
of the world and he holds over all Christians a powhich is superior to the power of the

bishop of any single pla¢8. He is the pastor of the bishops themsefVek.one understands the

2 Prologue; see the edition indicated in n.7.

43 While the Fathers said: the Lord made the ordersitalisof the entire Church begin in Peter (and he is the

origin in this sense), in order to emphasize thigywof the Church, this origin is transformed iretvorks of Anselm

of Lucca to the benefit of the Roman Church bysimeply fact that the text of Pseudo-Anaclete (ordhe text of
Cyprian (c.10) are cited in a book which has asties "De potestate et primatu Apostolicae sédis the schema

of the thought of the Gregorian canonists, God i&Ehhas only founded the Roman

Church in an immediate way, and this Church hasiin conferred the titles on all other ecclesiadtdignitaries:
see Anselm [, 9 (cit. of Pseudo-Vigilius, c.7; efinschius, p.712) and |, 63 (ed. Thaner, 10 and. 3Deusdedit |,
167 (ed. von Glanvell, 106); Bonizo, De vita chigsg 1V, 62 (ed. Perels, 146).

44 Bernold of Constance, Apologeticum super excomuatitnem Gregorii Septiniin MGH LdL Il, p.161.

%5 See the Dictatus papaks & 19; Gregory VII, Registrurh 60; VIII, 21; Anselm of Lucca, Collectio cananu
I, 24, 53, etc. See E. Voosen, op.cit. n.3, pafl4The historical development of the formula Heesen untangled
by A.M. Kdniger ("Prima sedes a nemine iudicatim,Beitrdge zur Geschichte des christlichen Altersuwind der
byzantinischen Literatur. Festgabe A. Ehrh@dnn, 1922), pp.273-300.

¢ See Dictatus papag4: "Quod de omni Ecclesia quocumque volueriticlen valeat ordinare”; 2: "Quod solus



Gregorians, there exists, properly speaking, onky power, that of the pope. According to
them, the entire Church is an immense diocese whideast potentially, extends over the entire
earth, and in which the pope — since he cannow/bey@here and cannot do everything — calls
vicars ("vices suas agentes") "in partem solligriigd, i.e. to share in his jurisdiction without
having its fullnes$®

One can understand why, when Cardinal Humbertpted this ecclesiology to the
Patriarch Michael Cerularius, the ecclesiologiaaitcoversy which had already been going on

for centuries, exploded at one blow in all its giote, and this all the more because the patriarch

Romanus Pontifex iure dicatur universalis." LeoHXd avoided or even rejected the title of Pontifeiersalis
(see on this subject the Sentent@eHumbert, nos.184 & 185); Gregory VII, on théhet hand, called himself
"universalis pontifex" and "universalis Ecclesig@seopus” (Reqistrunhy 21a; VI,17a; VIII,21: "Saint that he was,
Ambrose was not it, but the pope is....) and Dedisdeodifies in this direction the formula of théber diurnus
"Promitto ... summo pontifici et universali papa&(See F. Dvornik, Le Schisme de Photiu®aris, 1950), p.592).

47 According to Bonizo: "Dominus non solum Ecclesised etiam regendos tradidit apostolos (Petro),Viize
ChristianalV, 1 (ed. Perels, p.113). This thesis is chamastic of the transition from the Cyprianic or &fan
interpretation of Matthew 16 to the Roman interatien.

8 The Church is seen as a unique kingdom: Leo IXn{btert) to Cerularius, ¢.10 (P143, col.751: "Ut in toto
orbe sacerdotes ita hunc caput habeant sicut ojudiegs regem.” A. Michel thinks (SG p.92) that Humbert has
perhaps borrowed this idea from Aeneas of Par&/().who was addressing himself to Photius. Om tiiéology
of Humbert, see H.-X. Arquilliére, Saint Grégoirdl V(Paris, 1934), p.318. See also Bernold of Corsta
Apologeticus ¢.23: "Quilibet episcopus nec super gregem sibirnissum tantam potestatem habet, quantum presul
apostolicus, qui licet curam suam in singulos egpss diviserit, nullo modo tamen seipsum sua usbléret
principali potestate privavit, sicut nec rex regalpotentiam diminuit, licet regnum suum in diversloges, comites
sive iudices, diviserit" (= Ldll, p.88; the text is given by Mansi, v.20, p.488d_ PL148, col.783 CD as a text from
the Roman synod of 9 March 1074). — For the idem single power and a single diocese in whichbikbops are
like vicars, one relies on either the inautherditelr of Gregory IV (Jaffé, 2579) or on a False et of this kind.
It is also necessary to mention the text alreatBdcby Bernold, see the Collection in 74 Titlesl2 & 13 ("Ipsa
namque ecclesia quae prima est, ita relquis exlegies suas credidit largiendas, ut in partent sotatae
sollicitudinis, non in plenitudinem potestatis":. éthaner, p.10); Humbert, Contra Simonia¢p$ (LdL 1, p.108
Ins.15ff); Bonizo of Sutri, De vita christiari®, 80; see also I, 30 (ed.Perels, 146 & 81)p@ory VII, Registrum
1,12; 11, 51; likewise a letter to the French bipBaconcerning the episcopal see of Le Mans whichofvChartres
preserves for us in EpistoBa(PL 162, cols.19D-20A): "Nostra erit expectanda
censura.... quae [Ecclesia Romana] vices suadiigairapertivit Ecclesiis, ut sint in partem solligdinis, non in
plenitudinem potestatis." Gregory VI, in contrasses the idea and the concept of vices farathe legates in the
proprer and precise sense of the word.
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was far from having a fully and purely "catholigist.*°

With the historians of canon laijt is necessary to say here: the council of Teemt the
first Vatican Council did not completely follow tleeclesiology of the 11th-century reform
canonists, and they had greater respect for thealinstitution of the episcopate, even if, in
terms of dogma, they were not in a position torgeft clearly.

This conception of a Church in which the vital taall derive from papal power and
radiate out from it, found its expression in anrerdrea of ecclesiastical control, the measures of
which were developed through Gregorian canon laamormative legislation. This regime of
ecclesiastical life grew stronger over the couffsh® pontificates of Leo IX, Alexander II,
Gregory VII's immediate predecessor, Gregory Vihéelf, and his successors, and was
characterized by papal centralization and inteiiverin the daily life of the Church. The
principal measures of this development were: tlhfication of the law of dispensation along
centralist lines; the unification of the liturg\h@ve all at the expense of the Greek rite in
southern Italy occupied by the Normans and of tleezdMabic rite in Spain; the obligation of
archbishops to come to Rome in person to recerie palliumwithin three months of their

election and to offer the oath which accompaniedgrant of the pallium¥ the extension of the

% See nine hundred years later. "Notes sur le «Behiriental,» in L'Eglise et les Eglisé€hevetogne, 1954),
t.1, p.3-95; and "Conscience ecclésiologique emidret en Occident du ¥hu XF siécle," Istina6 (1959): 187-
236.

0 Thus J.B. Sagmiiller, Lehrbuch des katholischeshénrecht8rd ed. |, (Fribourg, 1914), p.385 n.3.

®1 For an overview, see A. Fliche, La Réforme gréemmell, p.205f; V. Martin, article "Pape”, in Dictiomire
du Théologie chretiennsl, (1877-1944), n.3.

%2 The text for episcopal ordination in the Latireritill in use today (1960) is the same as thatkhilexander
Il imposed on Guibert of Ravenna and which is pnesi for us by Deusdedit (V, 423: ed. von Glanvel§99).
For this historical development, see Th. Gottloler Rirchliche Amtseid der BischdféBonn, 1936), pp.42ff for




practice of monastic exemption in favor of closed anore immediate submission to Rome; the
expansion of the institution of the papal legate; @éstablishment by Gregory VII of permanent
legates in the Empire, Lombardy, and France, wthieheby created a jurisdictional venue
outside the episcopal and metropolitructures of these churches that was endowedpajial
authority and caused its presence to be felt eveeyv Even if they were not bishops, these
legates had authority over all the bishops (se®ib&tusc.4) because they not only were called
"in partem sollicitudinis” but they became the esgmantatives of the "plenitudo potestatis".

The form of government which was established haamnae. We are no longer dealing
simply with primacy, but with the papatus

The appearance of a new word is always a sigrathatv reality has emerged, in certain
respects at least. Unfortunately, we do not yespss a study of the word papatasparable
to that which exists for the word papR. Battifol was led to indicate, following Du &ge, that
the word appears in Leo of Ostia at the beginnirth® 12th century (1138Y. Its origins,
however, go back even earlier and this is whatteresting for us. Initially, it does not seem to
have been charged with an ideological sense, tsingly — for the Roman see — the
equivalent to what the word episcopasignifies for any episcopal see. In this way —d #ris

is the first usage that we know of — it is usedhia text Dispensatio saeculorwhClement I

developments beginning in the eleventh century;pge&76f for the text of Guibert's oath. The congmn of the
oath of the Lombard bishops given in the Liber dus(ed. Sickel, 80; PL 105, col.74), which refergtie unity of
the Church and the faith, with the text of the oattGuibert of Ravenna, which focuses entirely espect for the
prerogatives of the Roman see, is very telling.

®3 Cathedra Petif=Unam Sanctam, 4), (Paris, 1938), p.96 (cf. Mewsicanus, Chronicon casinen$e77: PL
173, col.683).
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to the Church of Bamberg from 24 September 1U4later, we find it in the oath required of
Robert Guiscard in 1059, which ends thus: "Et aaliavte, ut secure et honorifice teneas
papatum Romanum terramque S. Petri."[And | shdfl fieu to hold in safety and honor the
Roman papacy and the land of St P&teAs Hinschius proposed, this oath served perhaps a
the model for the swearing of oaths which the mefpapacy came to demand from then on from
ecclesiastical dignitaries.

The first example of this, without a doubt, is tregh which Alexander Il imposed upon
Wibert of Ravenna in 1073, a few weeks before Gnelydl succeeded him. As we have seen
(see here n.52) it was used again in DeusdedIlt&scton under the title: "luramentum
episcoporum qui in Romana aecclesia consecranaly ea pallium accipiunt [the oath of the
bishops who are consecrated in the Roman churcheged/e the pallium from it]." But then
the oath is as follows: "Papatum Romanum et regalRetri adiutor eis ero [The Roman papacy
and the royal possessions of St Peter, | shalll®@ato them].” A whole series of other texts
derives from it: the "luramentum archiepiscoporusrothedientia beato Petro et suis
successoribus exhibenda”, which is borrowed froenctiilection of Albinus by the Liber

censuurmand is attributed to the age of Gregory ¥ithe oath of bishops and abbots who

% Jaffé n.4149: "cum Romana sedes haeretico morberdeet et Heinrici imperatoris praesentia ad hoc
invigilaret, ut huiusmodi aegritudinem propulsarexplosis tribus illis, quibus nomen papatus rapgiedisset..."
See Mansi, 19, p.622; PL 142, 588C (the text ofcthliiffers in several words). At issue is an adlosto the
renunciation or the deposition of the three rivabgs at the synod of Sutri on 10 December 1046.

5 The text is preserved by Deusdedit (I, 285: Athlf von Glanvell, pp.393f.) See Hinschius, Systdes
katholischen Kirchenrechtf, p.202 n.2.

% See P. Fabre, Le "Liber censuum" de I'Eglise ramhi1905), ® 145, pp.415-16: "Ab hac hora et in antea
fidelis ero et obediens beato Petro et pape iiicqgre successoribus, qui per meliores cardinatesvierint. Non ero
in consilio neque in facto ut vitam aut membra papatum perdant aut capti ad tenendum, et defendershlvo
meo ordine."




receive their consecration from the pope and witiehLiber censuurpreserves? the oath
imposed by Gregory VIl in 1077 on Patriarch HenfyAquileia;*® the oath offered to Innocent |I
by the inhabitants of Tibur (between 1130 and 1$28)c. But let us return to the time of
Gregory VII. In the letter which the bishops wdssembled at Worms sent in January of 1076
to "their brother Hildebrand" to inform him of hdeposition, and in the letter which the emperor
Henry IV sent to him at the same time with the s@oment, we also find the term papatlidn

the same year, and making clear allusion to thesdecmade at Worms, an unpublished poem
uses papaturim opposition to regnurto indicate the power and right of the papal effit

In a section of his compilation De Christiana witatten in 1090, Bonizo of Sutri uses

the word_papatusix times on only one page (IV, 44 and 45; edeBep.132, 1.3, 23, 27 & 29);

in the corresponding sections of his Liber ad amicwhich dates from the years 1085-86, he
does not use it at all (Bks.IV and V; LdI |, 582Tp a text of Pope Symmachus borrowed from
Pseud-Isidore in which papatissnot found, he gives the summary title: "Qudumiincolomi

papa ambiat papatum"(De vita christidWa88; 156). In these texts, the word papdigsres as

the equivalent of "Romanus Pontificatus".

We can therefore say that the word papapyseared a little before the middle of the 11th

5" N° 147, p.416.

%8 See Gottlob, p.45; Hinschius, p.202 (accordingite in 1079).

%9 |n the Liber Censuupm’® 144, p.415.

60 Letter of the Bishops, MGH Consdt pp.107-108: "Tu ipse, tempore bonae memoriaiiiti imperatoris te
ipsum corporali sacramento obstrinxisti, quod nuamu.. papatum aut ipse susciperes...." Letteh@femperor

(p.109): "Quorum sententiae... ego quoque assantieme tibi papatus ius, quod habere visus eshabtie...."

®1 Jaffé, Monumenta Bambergensid 0 or LdLIl, 172: "Querit Apostolicus regem depellere regRex fuerit et
e contra, papatum tollera pape./ Si foret in megiio litem rumpere posset/ Sic, ut rex regum, papgbapa teneret,
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century. In itself, the word simply indicates tignity proper to the bishop of Rome. But given
that it appeared at precisely the moment whercéived the scope, the weight, and the
importance which we have shown, it may well hagaified the papal office such as the
canonical era of government that emerged from fhie-d&entury reform movement characterized
it — as a sovereign power.

The canonical, one might even say juridical, aspethe ecclesiology of the men of the
Gregorian reform was undoubtedly decisive. We bid@ve that it characterizes the turning
point in the catholic theology of the Ecclesihich occurred at the juncture between the 11th
and 12th centurie¥. But the juridical measures would not have hadsucimpact if they had
not been supported and accompanied by religiess and sentiments; in short, by a kind of
mysticism. We would not have a full idea of theclesial piety" of the men of the Gregorian
reform and, even more, of the place which papahacy held for them, if we do not remind
ourselves of the essential elements of Gregoriastioigm.

There was, first of all, their conviction accorglito which Peter is always present in the
pope in an efficacious way. And although this nilggtve become somewhat obscured, despite
the continuous pilgrimages to the tomb of the dpesthis conviction regained its force in the

thought of Gregory VIl and the Gregoriafis.

/Inter utrumqgue malum fieret discrecio magna...."

%2 To the period which we are studying dates, attlaagar as one of its key aspects is concernedpribcess in
which spiritual themes are displaced to the leved amto the conceptual world of juridical thoughtWe have
examined this process in particular: 1) for thengjgin the content or sense of the expressioniug&hristi/Dej
and 2) for the use of certain texts of Scriptuspeeially | Cor.2:15 and 6:6 and Jr 1:10. See &Emunstitui te
super gentes et regna (Jr.1:10)," in TheologiedsdBichte und Gegenwaed. J. Auer & H. Volk (Minich, 1957),
pp.671-96.

%3 The texts are collected in W. Martens, Gregor \dein Leben und Wirkenl (Leipzig, 1894), p.5; F. Heyn,




There was also the grand synthesis, essenti@bctntric and religious, of Gregory VIl
himself which developed around an extraordinarépsk and ardent understanding of iustftia
The words which, according to the evidence of Balernreid, Gregory spoke on his deathbed
and which are engraved upon the base of his torlalierno: "Dilexi iustitiam et odio habui
iniquitatem, propter ea in exsilio morior” [| haM@ed justice and hated iniquity and for this |
die in exile] properly expresses the directiomigfentire pontificate. Only a deeper study of the
profound motives of this reform pope would allowtaknow its full content. Even if such a
study would be relatively simple since Gregory Mlpreserved for us in the letters of his
Reaqister it is clear that we are not engaged in such peprbere.

There is the powerful religious movement whichdem the wake of the reform and
which, after becoming a movement as religious a&f juridical or institutional, communicated
its spirit to the whole of the 12th century. Tleéorming movement of the 11th century brought
with it the extraordinary vitality of the periodtexding from the reign of Urban Il to the death

of St. Thomas and S. Bonaventure (1274). Todaknesv of this reform thanks above all to the

Die Petrusglaube Gregors V(Diss. Griefswald; partially published 1921). S&esgory VII, Reqistrumnill, 10; IV,

2; Humbert (?), Sententiae.183 (see also the numerous references to tienisas in A. Michel, Die Sentenzen...
p.54); Deusdedit, |, 145 (ed. von Glanvell, 97);nBo of Sutri, De vita christian®/, 86 (ed. Perels, 146); and
likewise Anselm of Canterbury, Epl, 192 (ed. Schmidt, Opert/, pp.78-79); Gerhoch of Reichersberg, De
edificio Deij, 69 (=LdL 11, p.174). Gregory VlI's arguments constantbgin with fidelity to St. Peter and service to
St. Peter: see P. Zerbi, "Il termine fideliteedle lettere di Gregorio VII," S@I, pp.129-48 (esp. pp.135f).

% Pjus XII (in his letter of 11 July 1954 to thetfdil of Salerno in honor of Gregory VII) stressestitia as the
fundamental theme of Gregory: Acta Apostolicae §48i(1954): 409. A good study of this subjectasrfd in H.-
X. Arquilliere, S. Grégoire VIl pp.115f; 182f; 222f (on the Biblical origin of éhword); 260f; 270f (justice:
examination of the pope's decisions). Against Beim and his school, Arquilliere has rightly selkattfor Gregory
VIl the concept of iustitisgis more fundamental than that of paee also W. Wihr, op. cit. n.22, pp.25f; W.
Ullmann, op. cit. n.17, pp.273, 283-84; H. Krugéfas versteht Gregor VII. unter «iustitia» und wiendet er
diesen Begriff im einzelnen praktisch arn®iss. Griefswald, 1910) (a highly analytical amimarily
lexicographical study). — An impressive study oe tireat theocentric-theonomic synthesis is A. Kiksts work
"Die Wirksamkeit Gottes in der Welt Gregors VII.SG IV (1956): 117-219. Nitschke tends neverthelass t
misunderstand the importance of juridical thoughtGregory: Gregory was not a jurist, but alreadyhie period
prior to 1059 he had asked Peter Damian "frequétdesissemble the texts most favorable to papdloaity (Acta
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research of Charles Dereine. We know the fervatsgienitential life, the force of its
eremeticism. We know finally of the rising concefrthe laity in the great causes of the
Church. For, at the same time as he expelled framthe domain reserved for clerics, Gregory
called them to participate actively in the Churdigstles: in the struggle for reform, in the
conflicts on the field of battle. It is just shgrafterward that Urban Il will arouse the greairisp
of the Crusades. Yet the lay religious movemeantsfien opposed to the Church that left their
mark on the 12th century also emerged, paradoyidatim the Gregorian reform.

For the moment, the Church triumphs. It is fiebas the authority necessary to make
itself obeyed. Bride of God, Mother of men, biather full of authority — they like to see

and represent her as a queen, as a Donimthe appeal which he addresses to all theopsh

and all the faithful in Germany to ask them notg¢oognize Henry as king until he had done
penance (3 September 1077), Gregory VII utteresighrase: "Non ultra putet [Henricus]
sanctam ecclesiam sibi subjectam ut ancillam, seldtam ut dominam [No longer shall Henry
consider the holy church subject to him like a Bengirl but as set over him like his lordJ" A
problematic claim which it is necessary to seeantext to be able to interpret it properly! Yet it
is, nonetheless, a telling claim which shows us @ragory VII's mysticism, thoroughly
theocentric or, we might say, theonomic, was baymeith his juridical action and penetrates
the principles behind this action: to obey God nmi¢ambey the Church, and this meant to obey

the pope, and vice ver§a.Mysticism and law flowed together into an eca)sjy which bore

MediolanensisPL 145, col.89C); he dictated the Dictatus pae.
% RegistrumlV, 3 (ed. Caspar, p.298, 11.36-7).

% Gregory VII, Registrum, 17 (27): «Non eos [legatos], sed ipsam Vestagntentiam spernunt»; lIl, 6 (255):
«contemptu et conculcatione apostolice immo divanetoritatis»; see W. Ullmann, op. cit., p.279; @hiere,



characteristics at once deeply spiritual, highktitational, and deeply embedded in the canons.

p.270f; see Bernold of Constance, De damnationérmeticorum Ep.2, ¢.22 (LdLIl, 38): «<Sedem Romanam
venereor ut tribunal Christi, eius pontificem utsaium Spiritus almi, eius amplectens decretaaalestis curiae
edicta...» among other passages. All of this roigsti of obedience was equally determined in theigho and
action of Anselm: see the study cited here at n. 24
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