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M.ELITA THEOLOGICA 
VoL I. No. :3 

EDITORIAL 

THE ('ultul'nl activities of qur Association al'e becoming in­
creasingly popular; the monthly lectures never fail to draw 

:t yer.r large and appl'eciative audience and this year's academie 
('elebrations 11<'[tl in honour of St Thomas Aquinas attracted let 

gathering thut was at once distinguished and representative. 
Elsewhere in this issue ,ve are publishing SOlll!e words of ap­
preciation 011 onr l'evle,Y. 

EDUOATION AS A SOCIAL FAC~OR 
'Ve l'ejoicC' to seC' that so many social and cultural activities 

arc being organized hy the various students' societies recently 
f01'med a ncl that students of 011e department take an active par!; 
in the ac·tivities organized by those of another faculty. This is 
proof enough that a very healthy and inspiring spirit of initiative, 
leadership and Il1ntnal interest exists among the young students 
or the Ahna -:\irate]'. Students should be given eyery possible 
encoUl'agement itnd he1p in this respect and if they are provided 
with it propel' recreational- hall for their social activities they 
will 1111.\"(' lle better opportunity of drawing the full benefit from 
the liberalec1ucation which a University should airord. The 
crection of suz;h a hall will help to promote and .roster the 
lu?nlthy ckment so noticeable among the students. 

'rhe education to which all students are entitled once they 
cOllie to the Alnm Mater i:-,; that which helps them to become 
worthy citizens. Besides giving that education which fits each 
lO], hi::; partiCUlar profession, a University should also give that 
one killd of education which all students of the various faculties 
should Have in common - the education that makes the ma.n. 
1J.'hus equipped. the University student will not only grace the 
wOl:ld in "\\7hicll he lives but through his constant intercourse 
with the wise and the good, with v truth and beauty, he will 
possess the means of becoming a worthy citizen of the Heavenly 
.Jerusalem. "the Oity of God." 
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ROYAL UNIVERSITY FOUNDATION DAY 
The Foundation Day of our Alma Mater - 22nd November 

1769 - was commemorated for the first time this academic 
session and it will be commemorated every year in the future. 
This event is of great significance for it shows consciousness 
of a· fresh awakening. Much needed academic reforms are now 
being wisely considered and brought into effect so as to raise 
the academic sta,ndard of our University - tbe oldest institution 
of higher education in the British Empire. A University is the 
living symbol of a nation's liberty and a proof of its intellectual 
progress and maturity, and its main a,im is not merely to hand 
on from generation to generation the already acquired stock of 
learning but to carry out research work in an branches of learning. 

Owing to the deplorable lack of funds in the past to meet 
the heavy expenses necessarily incurred in building up and 
equipping laboratories and an adequate research library, pro­
gress in achieving the primary aim of the University had to be 
delayed, but more hopeful' prospects are now in view. The 
Inter-University Counci1' has allotted a substantial grant of 
,£120,000 for the purpose of providing new and improved ac­
commodation and equipment for the University and a further 
allowance of £5,000 for the University Library. 

The Library is now being gradually built up and several 
indispensable reference works in all branches of learning have 
been purchased. This is a good start and we feel sure that the 
near future wil'l witness great advancement in the field of 
scientific research work. Given an up-to-date library and ade­
quate readin@, rooms, professors, graduates and students alike 
win' not fail to offer orip:inal contributions for the furtherance 
of learning. 

On the oc-casion of the commemoration of the Royal Uni­
Vf~l'sitv Fonnnation Day held on November 22nd 1947, the degTee 
of Dod{)r of Science, honoris causa, was conferred for the first 
time on Prof. R.V. Galea O.B.E., A. & C.E., Vice-Chancellor 
Iwil Redor Mag'uifiC!us of the Roval University. We respect­
fully offpr our warmest cong'ratulations to Prof. R.V. Galea for 
this signa.1 honour ('onfetred on him in recog'nition of his un­
tiring efforts and devotion in uplifting the prestige of the Royal 
University during his long ter.m of rectorship. 

.~ 



EDITORIAL 5 

OUR FAOULTY 
The Faculty of Theology has been reorganized since 1937 

and it has set the example to the other Faculties. The system 
of theological ::;tuc1ies. in so far as it leads to the degrees of 
licentiate and dortor in divinity, ha·s been brought in line with 
the geneml practice in other Universities. The Professors de­
liver additional lectures on special sUhjects; sthdents are trained, 
under the snpcl'vision of competent tutors, in the method of 
scientific rescn)'eh "work, while the thesis examination system 
regulates the conferment of the doctorate. 

The 1'econ171y I1cquirod theological dictionaries a.nd other 
reference works are being eagerly consulted by professors and 
stndenb:: alike. A further large consignment of recent scholarly 
pUblication::; that will enrich the theological section of the Uni­
versity library, is being expected, and we are confident that our 
Faculty may rightfully boast in the near future of possessing 
a complete nnd up-to-date c'011ection of works and periodicals, 
as well as a sepamte study l'oOm or seminar where students and 
professors ma:v consult these works. 

AD ALTIORA! 

'vVe offer our W[trlllest congmtulatioll::; to the Rt. Rev. Mgr. 
J. Schem .. bri B.Litt., B.L.Can., D.D., Professor of Latin 
Literature at the Archiepiscopal Seminary on his elevation to 
the dignity of Honorary Canon of the Reverend Chapter of the 
~retropolitan Cathedral Church of Malta. Mgr. Schembri is a 
great friend of onr Association; he composed our hymn "Hymnus 
Itebus Divinis Studentium" and he is a regular contributor to 
our review. A :Ol'clial "Ad Altiora ~" 
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Our Notebook 
Since the last issue of "Melita TheologicR" the following 

activities <)f the RU.S,T.A. took place. 
20th Oct. 1947. - The Amma,l General Meeting of the 

Association was held to elect a new Committee for the year 
1947-48. Official reports were react The follmving gentlemen 
were elected to form the new Committee: 

Hon. President: ']'he Hon. The Hector Magllificus. 
President: Hev. J. Vena Galea, RA. (Lond.), Lie.D. 
Hon. Secretary: Rev. J. Saltiba, B.A., B.D. 
Hon. Treasurer: Rev. G. Zammit, B.A. 
Members: Hev.A. Buontempo and Rev. E. Mifsud. 

17th Dec. 1947. - His Lordship Mgr. Prof. E. Galea,. 
B.Litt .. ,LC.D., D.D., Titular Bishop of Tralles in Asia, 
Auxiliary Bishop ::tnd Vicar General of Malta delivered a lecture 
on "Actionis Catholic-ac FundamentU!ll Scripturisticum." 

14th Jan. 1948. - 'rhe Very Rev. Fr. E. Caruana, D.D., 
S.O.E.D., J...1.S.S .. O.C., lectured on "8. Hilal'ius Pictaviensis 
testis epistolae ad Hebraeos." 

18th Feb. 1948. - The Very Rev. Fr. G. Grech, Ph.B., 
S. Th.L .. D.D .. a.p., gave a lecture on "The Predestination 
of Christ an cl the Motive of the Iu<.:arnation." 

8th March 1948. - Academic celebrations ill honour of St 
'L'holllas Aquinas were held under the distinguished patronage 
of His Grace the Metropolitan Archbishop and of the Hon. the 
Rector of the Royal University of Malta. The Very Rev. Prof. 
S.M. Zarb.O.B.E.. S.'Dh;M., S.S.D., O.P .. lectured on "The 
Authority of St Thomas Aquinas in Theology", and Rev. Fr. 
J. Lupi. B.L.Ca,n .. D.D .. delivered a lecture on "The Doctrine 
of the Mystical Botly of Christ in St Thomas Aquinas." The 
overtmc "Poet and Peasant" by Suppe and Mendelsshon's 
"Wings of Melody" and "Spring Song" were played by l\fro. 
M. Cirillo at the piano, with Prof. G. Valente and P. Cara.bott 
a,t the violin and 'cello. The Hymn of the Association was 
sung by membel's, and His Grace the Metmpolitan Archbishop 
addressed the audience at the end of the celebrations. 

9th April 1948. - The Rt. Rev. Mgr. Prof. P.P. Saydon 
B.Litt., B.L.Can., D.D., L.S.S., lectured on "Recent Develop­
ments in Catholic Old Testament Literal',v Criticism." 
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"Simile (~st reg11um eaelorum grano sinapis, quod aCClpIenS 
homo seminavit in agro suo: quod minimum quidem est omnibus 
seminibus : cum autem creverit, maius est omnibus hOleribns et fit· 
arbbr, ita ut volucres caeli veniullt et habitent in ramis eius" 
(Mat. 13, 31-32). 

Hac slmilitudine usus est Chl'lstus Dominus ad illustrandam 
originem quidem humilem, evolutionem autem maximam atque 
lltirant pl'ucdicaticnis eVllngelielle et Ecclesiae quam constitutnrus 
erat. Haec enim, quasi semen quod arborem futuram in se laten­
tom continet iam ab ipsa origine in se virtualiter habebat elemen­
tu ilius amplissil1lae gloriae, (lUUlll c1ecurrentiblls c1einde saeculis 
consecuta est. At. facile eac1em ::::imilituc1o extendi potest ad sin­
gula instituta quae in ipsa EccleRia vigent, quae, etsi sero in Ec­
clesiae histol'ia apparere vic1el1ntlll", tamen, si rem dilig'entius inspi­
xel'imus, conspiciemus ea iam in ipsi Chl'isti praec1icatione radi­
eem habere. 

Iamvero inter omnes eOl1stat Actionem Catholicam his no­
stris temporibus quam maximam evolutionem accepisse ac in dies 
magis magisque evolvi. Hine iure mel'itoque quaerendum est ut­
rum res sit omnino nova et saeeulis anteactis prol'SUS ignota, an 
potius, velut semen quoc1c1am, invelliatm' iam ill ipsisNovi Tes~ 
taIl1Jentl ]"eveh~tioniR fontibus. 

Responsul11 aftirmativum pro htw altera parte tamquam argu­
mentum vobis brevisse exponenc1U11J assumpsi; sed cum revela~ 
tionis fontes, ut ipsi probe scitis, c1uae sint, ne quem quam ves­
trum longioris tractationis taec1io afficiam, inquisitionem meam 
ad solum verbum Dei sCl'iptmn restringam; nee omnes vel mu:­
too textos, qui ad rem faciunt, allatnrus sum, sed unum vel alte­
rum, qui rem clare et sufficienter c1emonstral'e mihi videntur. 

Res tranctanda, ut arbitror, magni momenti est: primum 
quidem quia si nonc1um, ut par est, Actio Catholica ab omnibus 
in h01101"0' , qui sibi debctm, hnhco.i-ur, id ex hoc praecipne pl'ove-
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lliL, quod non omlle:::; blLtis pel'SpeetlLlll habenL eius cOllnexionem 
intimam cum principiis dogmaticis quae ad ipsam Ecclesiae oon­
stitutionem pert.inent; ueinde vew quia dubimu Hon est qum mul­
ti vestrulll si non Ollllles, [ut.ul'i ::;illt AeLionis Catholicte Assisten-
1es Ecclesiastici, et ideo cunUluulll e::il. ut accumtiorem et profl1n­
diorelll huiuSlDOc1i instituti :cicienlium habeatl:ci. 

~uibu,., rebus pracmis::ii::i, antequlllll thesirn aggred·iar, prae­
:citat bl'evitel' explicare atque perpendere quaenam sint elementa 
quae Actionem Catholicam (;onstituant, quia de bis praecipue agi­
tul', cum nemo eius nomen et hodiernam formam in Evangelio 
in venire contendat. 

Iuxta dennitioncm. qWlIrt c1,<lf.>sicam 'voeant, a Pio Papa XI 
datam, et ab ipso vel ab aliis postea fusiw:l explicata, Actio 
Catholic.a est partecipatio, vel, iuxta alios, conlaboratio, laicorum 
u.d Ecclesiae apostolu 1:U11.1 h ieral'chiullJ. Quae c1efinitio tria ele_ 
menta nobis exhibet. Si cnil1l rem in se ipsa inspicimus, Actio 
CatholicR est llpostolatl.1s qniualll, studet nOll sOlurn auscriptorum 
sed etiam aliol'l1l1l ::;aneLilati et. pedectioni. Si inquil'imus de 
subiecto hujus apostolatus, Actio Catholica nobis exhibetul' ut 
opus a laicis praestandum. Si tandem ad moc1urn attendimus quo 
hie laicorum aposto!atus exereetur, Actio Catholica apparet no­
his ttllllqnam aliguid sub::iidiarium et auxilial'e, dependens ab iis 
qui legitime l:'Jecle::iiae praesullt; ab sit enim ut Actio Catholica 
qllidguatll COllllllune halwat cum laicisrno c1au\nando et pluries ab 
Ecclesia damna to. 

lamn~ro nobis non est guaerendum in Bvangelio utrum 
apostolatus c1ebeat esse in Ecclesia, apostolatus est enim anima 
Ecclesiae. quiel etsi Christ-us ip:se eam fundavit, tamen mam di­
la.t&rl voluit et ad o1'bi8 terrae fines extendi opera hominum, qui­
bus "Euntes". inqllit. "in mUllc1ulll universum, praedicate eval1-
gelium omni creatume" (Marc. l() 15). N ec quidquam quaeren­
dum est de tertio Actionis Catholicae elemento, scilicet de depen­
tia laicorum; nam ex revelatione clarissime patet omnep} pos­
testatem in Ecclesia ill Apostolis eortlluque successol'ibus posi­
tarn esse, quos "Spiritus Sanctus posuit episcopos regere Eecle. 
siam Dei" (Act. 20, 381, et praesertim in beato Petro eiusque 
successoribus, quibus totum suam gregem Christus eredidit pa­
scendum. Unde quicumgue in Eec1esia uIlam habet potestatem 
vel quidquam agere valet. oportet ut semper depend eat a hie­
nU'chia divinitl1s eonstituta. .-
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Ergo, ut quisque sibi persuadeat Actiollis Oatholicae insti­
tutum m Rcnpturi~ Novi Testamenti radicem habere, ii prae­
sertim loci adducendi sunt ex quibus constet iuxta verbum De! 
laic os posse et deberc aposto~atum aliguem exercere, quod est 
alterum ex tl'ibus quae enumeravimus elementum, quam vis et. 
alia duo facile inde constare possint. 

Quo tandem res clarius pateat, duo argumentorum genera 
uttingam: alterum quod doctrinale, alterum vera quod hisoo­
ricum appellari potest. 

Quae cum ita sint, audiamus ante omnia verba ipsius Ma­
gistri Divini. Qui apud Matthaeum (18, 15-17) si0 loquitur: "Si 
peccaverit in te frater tuus, vade et corripe eum inter te et ipsum 
solum. Si te audierit lucratus eris fratrem tuum. Si autem te 
non audierit, adhibe tecum adhuc unum vel duos ... Quod si non 
audierit eos, die ecclesiae. Si autem ecclesiam non audierit: sit 
tibi sicut ethnicus et publicanus". 

In hoc textu omnia elementa quae Actionem Oatholicam 
constituunt continentuL Quaerimus primum cur frater corri­
piendus sit. Ad quod ita S. Augustinus respondit: "Si amore tui 
id fueis, nihil faeis: si amore i~lius faeis, optime facis. Denique 
in lPsi:=; verbis attcrl!le, euius amOl'e id facere debeas, utrum tui 
an iUiuR. Si te auc1ierit, inquit, lucratus es fratl'ero tuum. Ergo 
propter illum fa<:, ut luereris illum". (Ser. 16 de verb. Dni. 
tom. 10 p. init.). His verbis itaque obligationem Ohristus iropo­
nit curandi aliorum salutem, quod maxime est apostolatus opus. 

Quaeramus ulterius cuinam haec ob:igatio imponatul'. Nullo 
dubio imponitur non Apostolis sed laieis, secus enim non adde­
ret Ohristus : Dic ecc:esiae, quia ipsi Apostoli sunt ecclesia. Unde 
etiam Theologi qui de re morali agunt ex hoc loco demonstrant 
generale praeceptum de -correctiolle fraterna, praeeunte S. Tho­
ma, qui ita docet: "talis eorrectio pertinet ad quemlibet cari­
tatem habentem, sive sit subditus, sinve praelatus" (2. 2. q. 
33, a. 3). 

Sequitur denique tertium elementmn scilicet auxi:ium Ec­
clesiae Praepositis ferendum. N am, frustra adhibitis remediis 
opportunis, Ecclesia potest usque adeo 3uctol"itatem suam inter­
pone1'e ut c1elinquentem excollmllunicationis sententia plectat, 
quod ceroo locum habere non potest nisi agatur de re gravi quam 
magnopere ipsorum Praepositorum interest scire. Ergo qui talem 
delinquentero denuntiat, auxilium validum iis qui praesunt af­
fert. ut possint "eoR qui contradicunt arguere" (Tit. ],9\ 
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Quam vero Domino Gordi sit ho<.: auxilinm a iidelibus prae­
standum vic1ere licet ex alia textn qno praemia· a Christo Domino 
promittnntur sic facientibn:':. Sic enim scriptum !egimus apud 
:Ylatthaemu (10. cbl): "Qui l'ceipiL pl'Ophetam in nomine pro­
pl'ophetae mel'cccucm prophctun aeeipiet; et qui l'eeipit ·instul1l 
in nomine iusti, mCl'eeclem iU"Li ae(;lpiet. .. Et quicnmque pot11l11 
declerit uni ex minimis isti" calicem aquae frigidae tantum in 
nomine cliscipuli : amen diGO vobis, nail pet"det mCl'cedcm suam". 
Qni "iut Hutem jsti minimi de (Juibus loquitur Chl'istus sati:,: 
apparet ex loco parallel0 apuel }h1l'Clllll W, 40) ubi Apostolos allo­
quens elicit: "Quisquis potum dedel'it vobis calicem lLquae in 
nomine mco, quia Chl'isti estis. amen dieo vobis non perdet mel'­
c('dmn suam". 

Hi" ill locis Domill!!s lO(luitm, uti fere semper, de re pal'­
\.iculari, de receptione suo nun apostolornm, de potu eis dando, 
,,;ed eerte SCll::-m; cst gellemlis et facile hoc moilo verti potest: "Qui 
'''-I)ostolos lllCOS adiuvcl'int ill eonun a postolatus opere, mCl'ce­
dern a DU.: sat-is amplarn a<.:cipient" 

(~U£lHl aliam, ba!: Y£llidiol'eHl, Gxilol'tutionelll cxpectabinlU"i 
pro promovcnda Actiol1e Cathollca? 

Magistri verbis :.mcliLis, £lures l1mw pl'aebeanlUs cius disci. 
pulis et, ne long-ior fiat orat.io. ul1ctiamns tantum dnos pl'inci­
pee; a posrolol'Ul.n. 

I>etrns sGribcllS elect·is advcD is dispersion!s Ponti, Galatiae. 
Cappadociae, Asiae et J3ithyniae, ia 0sjo nOll Pastol'ibus tantulll 
sea Grnnibus fidelibufi, eosque ad intimam r.nionem b;:Lpenc1an.l 
cum Ohl'isto exhol'tans, haec dicit: "Ad quem accederites lapi­
dem yjvum... et ipsi tamquam lapides vivi superaec1mcamini, 
domus spiritmtli::; su<.:erc1otium s:mdum, oftel're spil'ituale::;hos­
tias ... Vas uutem genus electum, regale sacenlotium ... ut yil'­
iutes annuncietis ci.us, qui de tenebris vas Yocavij; in admirabilc 
lumen s11nm". (Ep. I, 2, cb sqq.). 

HunG lucum. ad Actionis Cutilolicae opus illustranc1urn Pius 
l)apa XI adhibuit in sua epistola encyclica "Ubi a1'cano Dei" 
diei 23 Decernbl'i,:; 199:3, c1icens: "Illud pono in Chl'istiti.deliulIl 
mente? l'evoGatq, quod emu ii, vobis del'oque vestl't) auctol'ibus, 
in pl'ovehenda Christi cognitione et arnOl'e pub lice et privatim in­
culcando navant operarn, turn c1emurn maxime c1igni sunt qui 
salutentur genus electu,n, regalesacerdotfu'/T!, ,genssancta>p'o~. 
l)1(lll8 aCIJ.uisitionis". 
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lure aut em meritoque sic loquitur Summus Pontifex, nam 
circa hunc textum duo pro certissimis habenda sunt: alterum 
est id quod haec verba non significant "orones chl'istianos pro­
miscue Novi 'restamemi sacerdotes esse aut omnes pa,ri inter se 
potestate spirituali praeditos osse", nt habehll' in Concilii Tri­
dentini Sess. 2:3, cap. 4; altorum vero est quos iisdem 
verbis assoritur omnes in Christo baptizatos habere aliquod sa­
cerdotium sensn lato et metaphol'ico sumptum, ut· omnescon­
cedunt. 

Nobis autem demonstmndum est tale sacerdotium includere 
aposto!atum qnemdam. Quod patet, ante omnia, ex ipso verba; 
nam voeabulum "sacerdos", ex qnacumqne radice originem su­
mere dicitul', semper quasi sibi insitam secumfert notionem mI­
nisterii cuiusdam non quid em pro se sod pro aliis suscepti. De­
inde quale sit hoc sacerdotium laiels tribuendum clarius indica­
tur ipsis Apostoli yerbis. Nam ipse £ldoles appeUat "!apides 
vivos" eodem modo, ql1amyis non eodnm grndu, quo "lapidem 
vivum" Christum ipsum appellavcrat. Iamvero ubi vita est, ibi 
est actio. Quasnam actiones laicis praestandis proponit Aposto­
Ius? Duas praecipue: dicit primum cos debere offerre salutares 
hostias. "quo in genere'" ait CatechismU8 Cone. Trid. (De Sac. 
Ord. ll. 23) "bonae omnes et honestae actiones, quae ad Dei glo­
riam referunt, memoraudae sunt". Cum autem haec omnia ad 
Deum referantur per elevation em mentis ad ipsum, inter spiri­
tuaIc" hostias locum primum obtinent orationes. Aliunde autem 
novimu;o. oratioues fideIium habere rationem sacri£lcii, ut dici­
tur in Apocalypsi (8, 0) : "Et a1ins Allgelus venit et st.etit ante 
rultare habens thuribulum aureum : et data Sl111t illi incensa multa, 
ut daret de orationihns sanctormn omuium super altare au­
tfmm". Erg'o fide!es omnes debent ofl'ere Deo orationes pro alEs. 

Addit praeterea Apostolus £ldeIes debere annuntiare vli'tutes 
Dei, id est debent enarrare omnibus sapientiam, bonitatem, po­
tentiam aliaque divina attributa quae tam mirum in modum in 
opere humanne redemptionis emicuerunt. Ex hoc fideles sin­
guli sibi dictum esse existimare debent illud quod scriptum legi­
mus apud Lucam(8, 39) : "Redi in domum tuam et narra quan­
ta tibi fecit Deus". Et singuli pariter sibi faciendum esse eXlsti­
mare debent quod ibidem leg-irous : "Et abiit per universam 
civitatem, praedicans quanta illi fecisset J esns". 
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Cum autem Petrus fidelibus omnibus ut vidimus Ol'ationem 
et praedicationem commendat, nonne OpUR maxime apostolicum 
commendat? Ipsi t>nim Apostoli, in prima diacol1ol'um insti­
tutione, munus SUUll1 distinde c1esignare volentes. haec duo sibi 
propria tribuerunt dicentes: "Nos vera orationi et nlinisterio 
veibi instantes erimus" (Act. 6, 4). 

Ex S. Pau~o, demum, altero ApostolOl'um principe. a,l'gumen­
tum pro Actione Catholica sumim.ns ex doctrina de Christi Cor­
pore Mystico, quam ipse ex divino ore J esu Christi haustam 
prae aliis evolvit. 

Expositionem generalem hnius doctrinae sum ere possumus 
ex eius Ep. ad Rom. (12, ·1-5): "Sicut ... in uno corpore multa 
membra habemus. omnia autem membra nOn eundem actum 
habent : ita multi unum corpus snmus in Christo. singuli antem 
alter alterius membra". 

Omnia haec membra sunt sibi invicem utilia, addit enim : 
"Non potest oculus dicere manui : Opera tua non indigeo: aut 
iterum caput pedibus: Non estis mi11i llecessarii" (1. Cor. ]2. 
21). Ergo singula membra possTlnt studere a'ionull saluti; quin 
etiarn, quod nostra mag'is interest, hoc facere debent et ideo docet 
Apostolus: "Deus temperavit corpus ... ut non sit schism a in 
corpore. ser idipsum pro invir-em s011icita sint rnembra" (1 Cor. 
12, 25). 

Ne quis autem possit obicere hanc doctrinam. statuendo 
pari fere modo pro omnibus apostolatus obligationem, delel"e 
distinctionem, quam ex iure divino admittiml1s, inter cleros et 
laicos,' Apostolus ipse respondit haec opera in bonum tot ius cor­
poris a sing-ulis paestari non aequali nlOdo sed. :prQ: rata unius­
cuiusque. En eins verba: "Veritatem ... facientes in caritate. 
crescamus in illo per o111nia, qui est caput Chl'istns: ex quo to­
turn corpus compactum et connexum per omncm iuncturam sub­
ministration is , secundum operatiol1cm in menS1L1"am IlnillscllillS­
que membri, uugmentulllcor-poris facit in aedificationem sui in 
earitate". (Ephes. ·1, 15-16). 

Ruic argumento vis addit,ur si in mentem revocatur c1istin­
ctio, quae inter corpus morale et .{:01'PUS mvsticnm intercedit, 
quamque clare tradit Pius Papa XII in Litteris Encyclicis 
"Mystici Corporis"(in parte V) diei 29 lunii 1943. Dum enim 
in cot'pore mora'i unitas habetur tantum per simplicem omnium 
memhrorum ~onspiratjonem in ellmdem finem, in corpore mystl-
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co huic membronun conspirationi adiungitur fH'incipium in uni­
versa compage et in singulis cius partibus reapse existeDI'!, quod 
principinm est Di,inus Spiritlls, Cjui, ut nit "\ngelicns. unUB et 
idem numero, tolam Rccesiam n~pl(:'t t,t uuit. Quamobl'enl inEc-­
clesia non solum qui Bunt mcmbJ';1 nobiliora, id est qui pertinent 
ad sacram hieral'chiam, sec1 ('tiam innma membra, id est laici, 
quando ut membra Christi apostolatum de quo loquimUl' exercent, 
hoc faciunt ex quadarn fere consecmtione, quae in Baptismu.te qni­
dem recipitm' in Confirmntione alltem pel'ficit.ur et eomp:etur. 

Haec satis sint rle al'g'umento quod doetrinale voca,,-imtls: 
nunc aliquic1 addendnm est de altero al'!:nllnenio quod histOl'icnrn 
diximus, laicorum partecipaJionem ad apostolatum eonnrmando 
exemplis anatis ex modo agendi nun ipsius Domini turn ejns Apo­
stolorum. Hie berviores erimns, cum omnes libplli quae d~ Actio­
ne Catholica ngllnt,. sai is dl' llflc !'e loquuntur. 

Ad Chl'iRtnm quod attinet ill mentem revoc:em!llS illa verba: 
"lWessis quir'iem mnltn. operarii antem pmwi: l'O,\:tate ergo domi­
num meRsi;:; llt mittat operal'ios in messenl snam (IJlIc. 10, 2), 
His vel'bis ('xplicite omnes hortaiur aa pr('eem apm;tolicfUn et de­
clarat orationem omnium f1(lelilll11 partem mag'IH1']l1 ha here debere 
in propagatioue IDvangelii. 

Praeter orationem, saepe ab AC1iouis Catholicae membris 1'8-

quiritur ut iactura sua seu sacrificio proprio aliOl'urn saluti stu­
deant; quod quanti faciat Dominus, yidemns in sanatione para­
!itici, quem vi1'i fjuidam, non sine magno Iahore. per tegulas SUn1-

rnisenmt. Hoe loco Fl van gelium dicit. (Lue. ;'i, 18): "quorum 
fidem ut \'idit. dixit: Homo. remittuntur t.ibi peeeata tua". 
QUOd admirans AmbrosinI'; (Lih. 6 in c. :s Lncae) exclamat : "Ma­
gnus Dominus. qui aliornm mE'rito ig-noscit aliis; et dum alios 
probat, alii" relaxat errata", 

De anxilio a laici8 praestando in praedicatione verbi Dei, mi­
rum aoeumentum nobis ipse Chri:=;hls dedit in sua gloriosa resur­
rectIone. Cum enim facile posset Apostolis apparere et suam 
tl'iumphum ipse eis Ilnntiare. maluit tamen vivnm se Marine 
Magdalenae prnebere eiqne munul'; committere praedicandi ipsis 
A pOstolis mysterinm hoc. qnod merito pro praecipuo habetur in­
ter mystC'rin. nostrae Re!igionis. 

OpustandC'm qnod lion raro ab ACtione Catholica exigitnr 
est auxilium ql10dclam ml1teriale Apostolis exhibendum. De hac re 
in vita Jesu Christi exemplumbabemns apuc1 Lucam (8,1) : "Et 
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factum est deinceps, et ipse iter faciebat per civitates et castella 
praedicans et evangelizans regnum Dei: et duodecim cum illo, et 
mulieres aliquae ...... et aliae multae, quae ministrabant ei de fa­
cultatihus suis". Circa quem !ocum sacd commentatores anim­
adverunt apud Haebreos sane mulieres Rabbinis necessaria sup­
peditare solitas esse, sequi autem eos numquam. Unde mirum est 
quod Jesus pias mulieres sinit ipsum sequi ac cooperari in Evan­
gelio diffundendo. (Cfr. Sales: IJa.S. Bibbia· in h. 1). 

Quis fortasse quaerat quamnam probationis vim haec omnia 
facta habere possint. Respondeo Gregorii verbis: "Dominus et 
Salvator noster aliquando nos selTIlOnibus, aliqnando vero operi­
bus admonet. Ipsa etenim facta eius praecepta sunt; quia dum ali­
quid tacitus facit, quid agere debeamus innotescit" (Horn. 17 in 
Eva.ng.). 

Ad Apostolorurn ternpora t.andem vertamus oculos. Tunc 
exempla mnItiplicantnr quae faci!e legi possunt tum in Actis 
Apostolorum tum in corum Epistolis. Haec itaque exempla prac­
termitto; sed auo fada mihi om ittenda non videntur. 

T.1oquor ante omnia de existentia charismatum primis Eccle­
siae decenniis. Charismata seu dona, ut scitis, sunt gratiae, quas 
Theologi vocant gratis datas, CJuaeque conceduntur non ad pl'ivG­
tam utilitatem sed pot.ius ad commune Eeclesiae bonum. Aposto­
lorum tempol'ibu8 frequenter et; passim dabantur. et. Apostolus, 
i'cribens ad Romanos (12, l) et ad Chorintios (T. Cor. 12, 8) plura 
enumel'at. Circa haec chaiismata hoe notandum est pro re nostra, 
CJuod a Spiritu Sancto non tanfl1m Apostolis sed etiam laicis dc­
bantur, qui laici mirum in modum eis utebantur in propagatiol1e 
Evangelii. Ex CJno dare apparet 1aicos a Deo 11011 impediri, quin 
etiam animum accipere ad annul1ciandam doctrinam Filii ipsius 
et eius l'egnurn propagandum. Quod si <tuis obiciat nunc haec 
charismata amplim: non c1ari, vel melius rariol'a esse, respondeo 
id quod dicitur de miraculis, scilicet quod tunc erant necessaria, 
quia., ut ait quemadmodum Gregorim;, "ut ad fidem cresce­
ret multitudo credentium miraculis fuel'at nutrienda" (Hom. 29 
in Ev.). Sed addimus praetel'ea diminutione donorum, quae ex·· 
traordinal'ia sunt, non dest111i factum historicum, quod scilicet, 
Deum uti voluit laicorum opera ad ipsos Apostolos adiuvandos. 

Alterum quod me dicturum promisi circa Apostolornm tem­
pora est locus desumptus ex Epistola prima ad Timotheum (5,9) : 
"Vidua eUgatm non minus sexaginta annornm, quae fuerit unins 
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viri uxor, in operibus bonis testimonium habens, si filios educavit, 
si hospitio recepit, si sanctorum pedes lavit, si tribula,tionem pa­
tientibus subministravit, si omne opus bonum subsecuta est etc.". 

Hic locut> agit non de viduiti in genera, sed de quodam genere 
viduarum, ets! interpretes non com,.-eniunt circa earum munera.. 
Quidam enirn putant Dune textUlIJ loqni simpiciter de Diaconissis, 
alii vem je viduiR quae inter diaconissas non computabantur sed 
officio snniles eis el'ant; alii demum existimant rem esse de V1-
duia quae in catalogum referebantur eorum qui bus Ecclesia vic­
tum suppeditabat. Haec u~tima interpretatio prababilitate carere 
videtur. quia vix inte~ligitlll' viduHlll, ut Ecclesiae caritate frni 
posset, debnisse esse plus quam sexagenariam et nnius viri uxo­
rew. Ergo agitnr de m'dine qnodam mulierum, quae, modo parti­
culari, servitio Eee1esiae se dabant, a1iis verbis de aliqua Actione 
Catholica. 

Hac autem verba Apostoli ad Timotheum, discipulum eum­
delnquc Episeopum, ideo prae a1iis adducere volui, quia non soIum 
ostendit laicos tUll\: temporis adiutricem operam Apostolis praesti­
tisse, sed innuit insl1per ho1'um Iaieorum adfuiise etiam tunc a!i­
quam institutionem legibns propriis, ab Apostolis latis, rectam 
atgue temperatam. 

Multa alia documenta haud dubie ex fonte Sacrae Scriptu­
me erui possutlt, sed haec pauca suffieiunt, ut Bibi quisque per­
snadeat Actionem Catholicam iam invenil'i in grano illo sinapis 
quod Christus seminavit in agro suo, id est in orbe terrarum. 

Animadvertaut hoc omnes Sacerdotes atque studio Actionem 
Catholicam diligant, promoveant} foveant. Ostendant 1a1cis tum 
obIigationem qua, iuxta Summorum Pontifienm verba, teneantur 
cam amp}eda.nc!j, tum etiam bona ordinis supernaturalis quae inde 
consequentur. Huie enim aposto~atui opera m praestantes, et ipsi 
laici aliquo modo Christi Sace1'dotio fuugentur in terns, et emnt 
insuper digni qui in eaelis hymnum illum can ant : "Dignus es 
Domine uccipe1'e librum et aperire signacu1a eius; quoniam ooci­
sus es et redemisti nos ... et fecisti nos Deo nostro regnum et su­
cerdotes" (Apoe.5, 9). 
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Dislocations in the Fourth Gospel 
with reference to a recent Theory 

By the l{,T REv.:\IGR PIWF. P. P. SAYDON, 

B.LrrT .. B.L.CAK., D.D., S.S.L. 

TH~ :Fourth Go:;pel, 11J11ike the Synopti<.; Gospel:;, is made up 
of long di:,c:olll'ses and sllOrt narratives arranged ch1'ono1o­

gieally <Lllll lugiea~ly u(x.(mlillg to a ucJillite plan. The .T Gwish fe:;­
tivu~:s \:3 13. :23; 0,1; 0, J; 7, :3. lA; 10,2:3; 11, ;35; 12. 1; 

are the main cllronological lanumarks in Ohrist's publi<.:: 
ministry ,while his gruc1lHd self-rmll1ifestatioll lirst to the crowds 
uncI thell tu the Apostles. and the diiYerent attitude of the two 
dassesof hearers c:ulminating in the rejec:tion of Christ'::; doctrine 
by the ero\ycl:; ulId the AjJo:stles' sin<.::ere attachment to him divide 
the theme of the Go:;pe1 at 1:3, ;}O into two distinct parts. 

But despitt' this gelleral Chl'OlloJogieal al1cllogical dispoHition 
there <Lre here and tbere some ilH.'Ongt'Uencies between questions 
and answers. allusion::; to rel:ellt events whic.h had been mentioll­
l~d only in a remote context, a eertuin loosen.!::"" of thought and 
other blunt ed;.res whicb have always been a source of difficulty 
for the 'full cor;~prebellsioll uf Christ's diseou)'ses, their historic:;l 
:"ctting and the gmdua l development of Ohrist';.: doctrine. Chap­
ters i5 aud 6 are :\ well-known example. The beginning of chap-
1el: (i does llot fit in with the cud of chapter 0. Christ's words: 
"vVhy see].;: yon to kill me?" (7, :20.i obyiol1sJ,Y referring to a re­
cent attempt un his life are, aeconlillg Lo 7,23.. an allusion to the 
events l'eco1'l1ed ill ;'), ;,)-16 and \,"hich, in the present order of the 
GospeL bad taken place some 18 months before and could no 
longer be regarded as l'c<:cnt. Chapter 18 should fo!low imme­
lliately dJUptce 14, amI the iutervening chapters break the close 
connexion bet\yeen those tvw cbaptcrs. 

Intcrpreters ha"e long ago pointed ont that the sequence of 
thought would run smoother if certain 8eeiions or chapters were 
transposed. Thus chapter G i~ read befOre chapter 5 by La­
gmngc (l). JOllOll (2). Tilmann (;~), Durunc1 (4), Brcuin (5), and 

(1) Bvallui1e 8';/(J11 Suillt Jean; 1927, exx, Hi1. 
(2) L'Bcallgile de sotl'e-Seigneu)' Jesus-Christ; 1980, 488. 

(3)· Da.s Johannese.vangeliu1n; 1931, 9, 121. 
(4) Evangile selon Saint J can; 1938, 137f. 
(5) EV((//{Jile SclOIl Saint .](:on in La Saillte Bible; 1f)35, 350. 
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othtlr:3 ... Fathel' E. Slltciiffe has tried to explain this inversion by 
:suggesting that chapters 5 and 6 were originally written on separ­
ate sheets which \,,-ere inadvertentiy misplaced when they were 
bound together (6). 

]Jut the !atest and most eomplete treatment of this question 
is that by Mr P. R Hoare who plaeed the whole problem on an 
arithmetical basis (7). A similar ,trithmetical treatment had al­
ready been given by J. H. 13el'llal'd (8) who, developing a sug­
gestion made by F. Spitta in 1893, proposed the hypothesis that 
the fourth Gospel ",,oas written in codex form with approximately 
7 50 letters to the page or 1500 letters. to the leaf. Considering 
t11at the disturbing sections carry a number of letters that corres­
ponds roughly to a ll1u~tipleo[ 750 J. H. Bernard believes that 
the disagreement is c<tUsed by the displacement of single 
:eaves or gl'oupsoI leaves. Mr Hoare's theory is more 
complicated. He thinh that the leaves on which the ori­
ginal fair copy of' the Gospel was written were accidentally 
disarranged before they have been pasted together to form a roll 
and before any copies had been made (p vii). Though he admits 
that in the. 1st ceIls~ury of our era books were issued both in roll 
form awl ill couex fonll, .. the arithmetic, he says, points to a fair 
copy written out b) the author's secretary on strips of papyrus 
used on one side only and intended to be pasted together to form 
a roll". It may he ::;nppoi'cc1 that a pile of such strips, not yetnum-, 
bereLl, lmL othenyise ready for making up into a roll, had fallen 
to the floor (for example) \vith the overturning of 11 table. The 
gellerai order wa" preserved, but "om,::) strips got out of their 
place and were afterward;.; put together ill the wrong order (p. 9). 

Arithmetical calcuh1tions hayc disclosed that the number of 
~etters in every distnrbing section was uhyays roughly a multiple 
of 397. Hencc it 1ms been iuferred that the Gospel of St. John, 
whjch has a total of 71,579 letters (not counting the abbrevia­
tions and contractions), was written on 188 leaves with 397 letters 
to ·the ·leaf. 'The nmnbet" of letters was occasionally less than 397 

(6) .4 .. Two Year Public Jlillistry; London, 1938, pp. 96ff. 
(7) ~VIC Origillal On/~:1" (In,/ chapters uf Sf. ;John's Gospel with an 

illtrocluetionby the Very Rev. Mgr John:;.\L T. BaI'ton D.D.; Burns, Oates 
and Wa~hbo:urne, 194,1, pp'. vir, 160. 

(8) A. Gl'itica,l and ExcgcticalGomlllentary on the Gospel according 
tu St. John; Edinhurgh, 1928, pp. xvi-xxx. 
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by a more 01' J.ess uniforlll quantity corresponding to Lhe number 
of letters of four lines. '.Phis led to the conclusion that the 01'1-

gina! manuscript was divided into sections or chapters which, 
however, do not cOl'ret3polld to Our 'Chapter-division, separated 
from one another by a blauk space of foUl' hnes. Another impor­
tant, and at the same tilDC curious, fact brought out by Mr 
Hoare's arithmetical computations is that not single. leaves but 
gronps of leaves fell out of their order in such a way that the order 
of the leaves in e[!ch group has been preserved. 

The non-arithmetical readel' wiil, perhaps, find it difficult 
and tedious to fono\v i'lIr Hoare's line of argument in all its de­
tails and will prefer to turn to the last chapter of the book where 
n reconstruction of the Gospel is given. 

An accidental displacement of a leaf 01' a group of leaves )s 
a possibility and a probability ,,,hich all will admit. Moreover, 
the arithmetical method is the most objective way of ascertaining 
the existence of transpositions and pl:oviding the means for recov­
ering the original arrangement of the text. But what is most am­
azing in 1\1:1' Hoare's theory is the fad that out of a total of 21 sec­
tions, or segments, as he prefers to call them, only two, the first 
and the last, are in their propel' place \\'hile all the rest have been 
displaced in sl1ch a \vay as to ~ea\'e hardly any visible trace of 
their displacement. 'While J. H. Bel'llal'd admits only six trans­
positions, Hoare extends their number to nineteen. There appears 
to be something artificial in the way Hoare's theory is worked 
out an.d I am ,tiraid Yery few will accept it. 

Let us examine a few cases of these supposed transpositions 
and see to what extent does the proposed rearrangement improve 
upon the traditional order 

THE SAMARITAN WOMAN 

The episode 4, 3b-·43 is placed before chapter 2. The trap.s­
position, it is said, renders the topographical and chronological 
seqeullce smoother. The word" "and went again into Galilee" 

3b) arc linked up with 1he ~a,)t vercc of chapter I tu which they 
are the natural sequel. Christ had already inaugurated his public 
ministry near the Jordan (1, 29-34) and chosen five of his disci­
ples (1, 37-51). He then,went to Galilee (4, 3b) passing through 
Samaria where he remail1ed two days (4, 4-43). On the third day 
(2, 1) 110 was in Ca1l[1; of Galilee where he changeil the water into . , 



DISLOCATIONS IN THE FOURTH GOSPEL 19 

wine (2, 1-11) .. Aftera short stay in Capharnaum (2, 12) he went 
up to J ernsalem (2, .un, but after some time had to leave J udaea 
because of the hostility of the Pharisees (4, 1-3a). 

The nun'atiYe as l'econstrncted proceeds so smoothly that the 
transposition seems to be entirely justified. It is doubtful, how­
ever, whether it represents the original order. There are no con­
vincing reasons snggesting that the text of chul':>ters 2-4 has been 
disarrang·ed. Though Christ's return to Galilee from .Tudaea after 
his bapt.ism is not explicitly recorded before 4, 3b, it is at least 
implied in 1, 48. The word" "he wonld go forth into Gali1ee" do 
not mean that Christ simply made up his mind or manifested his 
intention to go to Galilee, but that he actually set out. for Gali­
lee. Consequently Philip and Nathanael were called after Christ's 
departure from .Tudaea. In other words the event.<; related in 
1, 'i3b-51 took place in Galilee. This being so, the words "and 
went again into Galilee" (4" 3b) cannot have originally stood im­
mediately after t.he end of chapter 1. 

Moreover the breaking up of :1, 3 intD two parts, which is 
required by arithmetica! reasons, and the shifting' of each part 
into a different context creates more difficulties than it claims to 
solve. 'Where did Christ go when he Cjuitted .Tudaea? (4, 3a). In 
·1, 45 whi(:h, according to the proposed order, follows, together 
with Y. 44,4, 3a, we are told that Christ "came to Galilee". But 
this tDpographical indication is by no means complementary to 
4, Sa but, as the preceding particle "therefore" (Greek Dun not 
reproduced in the Douay Version) clearly shows, a referencet.o 
a statement made in v. 43b. St . .John is so accurate in describing 
Christ's moyements (see for example 3, 22. 23; <1,46; 10,40; 
11, 18, 54; 12, 1) that such a vague statement "he left Judaea" 
(4, 3a) is highly improbable. The two sentences "he left Judaea" 
and "he went into Galilee" form one indivisible unit belonging, 
in the present and the original order, to one and t:he same nar­
rative, and any attempt to separate them and to place them In 
different contexts would resuH in the disarrangement of an ori­
ginally welllmit pcriod. The same must be said of the two state­
ments "he went into Galilpe" (4, 4~) anc1 "when therefore he 
came tD Gali~ee" (4,46). 

Another objection against the transposition of 4, 3b-43 is 
.John's assertion that Christ went again to Galilee. Christ's jour­
ney to Galilee through Samaria is describec1 as a· return journe;' 
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to :1 place where he had previously been. This description suits 
well the present order according to which Christ had already 
been in Galilee. (2, 1-11) before the return journey (Ll, 3b), but it 
hardly suits the proposed order in which no mention of a sojourn 
in Galilee occurs in chapter 1. Although the ,vord palin "again" 
is omitted by a number of codices, the balance 6f manuscript 
evidence is in its favour, and the word is retained by all editors 
of the Greek New Testament. 

The chronological argument in favour of the transposition of 
4, 3b-45 is based upon the close connexion between the two data 
"after two days" (4,43) and "the third day" (2,1). Christ stay­
ed two days in SHmaria (4. ·10) after which he left for Galilee 
(4, 43) where the day after, which was the third (2, 1) in rela­
tion to the other two. he was a guest at a m.arriage-feast at Cana. 

The ar/lument is more specious than convincing. After the 
chronological indication "two days" in v. 43 the most natura! 
way of expressing the following day would ha,ve heen "on the fol­
lowing day" or simply "then" as in 11, 6.7. The expression "on 
the third day seems to sug'gest a two-day interval between the 
marriage-feast (2, 1) and the last event previously mentioned 
which, according to t.he present order. is the call of Philip and 
Nathana81, while. according to the re-arranged order, the two-day 
interval is made to start from the beginning of Christ's ministry 
in Samaria, not, more natnra11y, from its end. The chro­
nological relation between Christ's two-day stay in Samaria and 
the marriage feast on the third da11 is rather apparent then real 
and does not. in my opinion, justify 1:11e transposltion of the Sa­
maritan woman's episode to the end of chapt.er ] . 

CHRIST'S ARGUMENT WITH THE JEWISH DOCTORS, 7, 15-24 

This short section is transferred to the end of chapter 5. The 
inappropriateness of this sect.ion in its actunl context and its close 
relation to the episcde related in 5, 2-16 is one of the reason!'; 
which have mnde modern interpreters invert the order of chap­
ters 5 and 6 (9). Mr Honre im;tefld of inverthHr the two chaptenl 
is content with t.mnsposinQ' onlv a small section of ch:mter 7 thus 
bringing the al~m'lion to the healinQ' of the narrtlvtic (7. 23) into a 
closer contact with the account of the healing in 5, 5-16. This is 

(9) E. Sutdiffr.: A T1Do-Year PilbUe .ilfinist,l'y; pp. 87. See a.1so J. 
H. Bernard, The Gospel accordina to St .. John, p. xix. 
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unquestionably an obvious advantage over the inversion theory. 
But while this transposition removes one diffieulty it leave:,; 

others unsolved. The unnamed feast of 5,3. remains unidentified. 
Christ. crosses the lake of 'l'ibel'ias (0, 1) without any indication 
of the direction of the crossing being given and without any men­
tion of his departure f!"Om .T udaea. It is not said whether Christ 
went up to Jerusalem for the Paseh mentioned in 6,4. Apparent­
ly he d'id not. (7,1). But then the chronological indication in 6. 4, 
would be meaningless. 
. These difficulties are satisfactorily so~ved if chapter 6 is read 

before chapte.r 5, This transposition may be further improved 
upon by transfening 7, 15-24 or, at least, 7, 19-24 to the end of 
chapter 5 thus placing Christ's reference to the healing of the 
paralytie in it!'! propel' chronological context. 

THE CLOSE OF CHRIST'S PUBLIC MINiSTRY 

The section 12, 84-50 is transposed to 8, 28a after the words 
"that I am he" on the gronnds of a more logical sequence of ideas. 
'fhe reference made hv the crowd to t.he "Son of Man" (12. 34) 
has its proper context" in our Ilord's words in 8, 28a (Roare, p, 
53). The remark bv the {Towd "Who is this Son of Man?" 
(12, 34) comes in very natural after Christ's words "When you 
shall have lifted up the Son of Man" (8,28a.). 

This apparently closer coherence of 12, 34 to 8, 28a is not a 
sufficient reason for transposing 12, 34-50 to 8. 28a. Throughout. 
the whole section 12, 34-50 there rings a saa note of bitter dis­
appointment. The end is impending. 'rhe time bas come fo], 
Christ to depart this !ife. Re had taught the crowds and wrought 
miracles, but "they believed not in him" (12,37), and those that 
believed lacked the courage /'0 confess their belief pUblicI:y (n, 
42. 43). 'I'his is decidedly ~ most fitting dose of Christ's public 
ministry. Vv. 44-50 are ont of their historical context, but they 
are rather an afterthought logically (!onnected with Christ's last 
words in v. 36 and with John's reflection in vv. 37-113 and added 
by John himself as the pronouncement of the different judgement 
which will certainly be passed on those who will have believed 
nnd on those who will have refused to believe in Christ. 

The disruption of chapter 12 spoils the logical development 
of thought and deprives the narrative of Christ's public ministry 
of a fitting conclusion. Nordoes the tra.nsference of 12, 23b-33 to 
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11, 33 improve in any way the sequence of ideas. The episode of 
the rising of Lazarus in 11, 33 is hard!y an appropriate context 
for Christ's persistent prediction of his death (Vy. 24. 25) and hie; 
yiet.ory oyer the unbelieving worM and its ruler (v. 31). 

CHRIST'S DISCOURSES AFTER THE LAST SUPPER 

According to the traditional order of the Fourth Gospel 
Christ's last discourse is made up of three parts or discourses 
sharply marked ofl' from one another and covering chapter 14, 
chapters 15 and 16, and chapter 17 respectively. There are diffi­
culties both against this order and against the structure of the 
discourses. The end of the first discourse "Arise, let us go hence" 
(14, 31) has its natural sequel in 18, 1 "When Jesus had said 
these things, he went forth with his disciples". Chapters 15-17 
seem to be interpolated. Moreover t11ere are, especial:y in the se­
cond discourse, a disconnexion of ideas and some inconsistencies 
which seem at least t-o suggest that the t.ext has been disarranged. 
Thus in 16, 5 Christ. warns his disciples, seemingly for the first 
time, of coming persecutions, but he had already made the same 
warnings a few verses before (15, 18-20). Moreover in 16, 17-18 
the Apostles are perplexed about the meaning of Christ's words 
"a little while and you shall see me no longer, and again a liWe 
while and you shall see me", but Christ had already given the 
explanation in the first discourse (11. 19-25). 

U'nfortunately Mr Hoa,re's theory provides no explanation 
to this disruption of the link between chapters 14-18. The tra<li­
tiona! order 14, 15. Hj, 17. 18 can hardly be considered original. 
Besides the exact correspondence of the beginning of chapter 18 
to the end of chapter 14 there are other considerations suggesting 
that chapters 15-17 are out of their original context. Chapter H 
is a farewel~ speech. Christ was about to part with his disciples. 
In order to soothe their grief he promised to come back and take 
them with him. But. they had to remain faithful to him by be­
lieving in him and keeping his commandments. He alsO promised 
to send them "another Paraclete", "the Spirit of truth" who 
would "abide with them for ever" c1uring his absence (14,16.17), 
He then bids them farewell, "Peace I leave with you, my peace 
I give unt-o you" (v. 27), the words being the equivalent of the 
customary greeting form "Peace be with you". Christ is almost 
reluctant to leave his be~o"ed disciples; he would like to stay 

• I 
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~ollger with them to keep up their spirits and to teach them other 
things about himsel£and his Father. But the time is up: the end 
has arrived; Satan, the prince of this world, personified in Juda 
and his gang, i:s already at work, and therefore Christ cannot stay 
any longer with his disciples. He must obey the commandment 
of his Father. Therefore he :solemnly commands: "Arise, let us 
go hence" (14, 31). 'Thus Christ's ministry has ended, and the 
drama of the passion opens np. It is inconceivable that St Jol111 
should have added other discoul'l;es Ol', in any way, prolonged 
Christ's ministry after the fare\veE speech. Chapters 15-17 must 
be considered as a later addition l'Unning through any number of 
pages of sheets lnac1e by John himself who, after the completion 
of the Gospel, not being satisfied with the short discourse in chap­
ter 14, had added two more discourses of which the first (chapters 
15 and 16) is but an expansion of chapter 1".1. 'I'his view is held 
by many modern writers as M. Lepin (10), Lagrange (11), 
Braun (12), Durand (13), Sutcliffe (14) and others. Mr Hoare re­
arranges chapters 13-17 in this order: 13, 1-9; 15, 17-16, 4a; 
13,20-14,14; 16, 15b-23; 14, 15-24a; 16, 4b-15a; 14, 24b-15, 16; 
16, 24 to the end of the Gospel. 

In spite of its ingenuity and thorough elaborateness Mr 
Hoare's theory fail" to convince. One can hardly bring oneself to 
believe that the original copy of the Fourth Gospel has been dis­
arranged to such an extent and in that way which Mr Hoare 
thinks to have discoyered. ']'here is something artificial in this 
theory which cannot be accounted for as the accidenta! overturn­
ing of a table (p. Q) and the rearrangement of the displaced 
leaves by a more or less clever scribe. Moreover, a number of the 
proposed tl'aDspositions are not supported by internal evidence and 
some difficulties, as the insertion of chapters 15-17 between chap­
ters 14 and 18, remain unexplained. 

The best and simplest solution of the difficulties inherent in 
the traditional order of the Fourth Gospel is that connected with 
the circumstances of the composition of the Gospel itself. It is 
generally agreed that Si John wrote the Gospel in his o~d age 

(10) La Vale?1 r histori(ll1e dll QllHtrielll6 Evangile; 1910, p. 101. 
(ll) Evangile selon Saint Jean; 1927, p. 397-9. 
(12) Evangile selon Saint .1 ean; (Pirot, La Sainte Bible), 1935, p. 433. 
(13) E'vanuiZe selon Saint J can (Verbum Salutis); 1938, p. 409£. 
(H) .1 7.'wo Yca)" Public J!inidr!/; 1938, p. 104. 
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some fifty 01' ::;ixty years after the events narrated. Tfhough the 
recollection of Christ's discourses was, through prolonged medi­
tation and preaching, still fresh in the Apostle's mind, ,Ye have not 
in the Fourt.h Gospel a verbatim report of Christ's discourses. 
rrhe doctrine is our Lord's, but the wording is, at least in ma~ly 
cases, 8t John's. Besides conden::;iug our Lord's speeches St 
,John has also, son1etimes, added 'wen1s and sentences which 
Christ had said on t" c1ifl'eren t oceasion. Jt is also possible that St 
John has, occasionally, expanded in his own way Christ's words, 
without however changing Christ's doctrine. It is also probable 
that St John. after eompleting his (;o::;pel, has added som:e cbap­
ters inserting them in their chronological, though n<:t in their 
logicul, context. '1'0 lluoie :Father ,J. Donovan S.J. : "That John 
the Preacher spent a con::;ic1erabJe time in the composition of his 
Gospel, in touching, retouc.hillg, and perfeeting it; that he added 
the last chapter as an afterthought-all this may be considered 
bigb'ly probable, if not certain. Again, while giving the finishing 
toucbes to the work, it is not improbable that he may have in­
serted whole chapters, nnd even altered the order of the original 
p!an--othcl' writers have also worked on these lines. What is, 
however, absolutel~' cert·ain is the identity of mind and hand be­
hind it all, from its first word to its last" (The Anthorship of St. 
John's Gospel; I.Jondon, ] 936.. p. 201')' 

. , 
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Eo quod aJiquae sectae Haereticorum, uti Montanistae, Nova.­
tiani, epistula ad Hebraeos abusi sunt ad fnlciendam eorum 

perversam doctrinam, haud abfuit quin aliqui Patres et Scripto­
res ecclesiastici de epistulae genuinitate suspicionem moverent, 
et conveniens iudicatum est illa uti cum multa cautela. 

Saeculo III Ariana haeresi orta, Scriptores ecclesiastici 
epistulam ad Hebraeos adhibere fere numquam ausi sunt, cum 
ipsi Ariani arguro,enta pro eOl'Um doctrina ex ipsa epistula. ad 
IHebraeos (c. I, 2-4) trahere nisi sunt. 

Verum ante saeculum tertium nul:um vestigium dubitationis 
reperitur. Postea dubia orta suut. Post saeculum quartum ta­
men, et praecise post canones Concilii III Carthaginensis, et 
Decreta Innoeentii I et GeIasii Romanorum Pontificum, de ori­
gine paulina epistulaead Hehraeos dubia desierunt. 

In Oriente, et quidem Patres Alexandrini, adscribebant S. 
PauIo epistulam ad Hebraeos, uti Pantenus, Clemens, Orige­
nes(1) , Dionysius, S. Petrus Alex., S. Alexander, S. Anthana­
sius, Dydimus, S. Cyrillus Alex., itno etiam ut videtur ipse 
Arius(2), Cone ilium Antioehiae (a. 264), Laodiceae (a. 390). 

Alii Patres etiam, testes sunt ep. ad Hebr. et Apostolo adju­
c1icant, ita S. Gregorius Taumatul'gus, S. Cyrillus Hierosolymi­
tanus, Isidorus Pelisiota, S. Epiphanius, S. Basilius, S. Johan­
nes Chl'ysostomus, Theoc1orus lVIopsuestenus, S. Ephrem, S. 
Jacobus Nisibenus etc, In Occidente tamen aliter videtur res se 
evolvisse. Primo saeculo agnoscebatur a Clemente Romallo qui 
ea utitur. Fragmentum Muratorianum, Cajus presbyter trede­
cim tantum epistulas agnoscunt. Tacent autem S. Irenaeus, S. 
Hyppolitus, S. Cypl'ianus. Tel'tullianns eam attribuit Barna-

(1) Alibi dixit: "soli Deo notum esse, quis hanc epistulam scripserit". 
Postea vero asserit sententias esse ipsas Pauli, dictionem autem et compo­
sjtionem verborum esSe alterius cuiu~dam qui dicta Pauli Apos'Poli comme­
morare, et quasi in commentariulll redigere voluerit ea quae a Magistro 
audiverat.. 

(2) Prat. La Teololbia di S. Paolo, v01 I, p. :3-46. 
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hae. Codex Claromonia·l1us cL .i\Iommsenianus e canOlle exclu­
dunt. 

Plures lumen ex Ilatillis eam a(;eepiant, uti Victorinus, 
J.Jucifel' Calaritallus, Paeiallus, lI'austinus, Ruftnus, Pelagius, .S. 
Ambrosins eLt:. Quibus omnibus adnumerandus est omni certi­
tudine S. HILARIUS PIC'l'AVIENSIS. 

~ am iste Sanctus Dodoi' haud semeJ epistuiam ad HebraeOb 
citai, et quidem sub nomine Pauli. 

Souter(3) quinqiue tantum citatiolles recenset, sed plures 
habentur. 

Hae sunt nempe citationes quae in uno aitel'ove libro S. 
Hilarii OCCUlTunt. 

1). Hebr. 1. J : Ageus euim 8. Hilarius de consubstantiali­
tate Filii cum Patre ait: "Omnia cnim ]'ilius suscepit a Patre, 
et est Dei forma(4) et iruago substantiae eius" (5). 

;.3). Hehr.], 4; ~n .Hebi'. Ill, 1; In Libro IV de 'l'rinitate, 
ll. XI citat textus ep. ad Hebr. quibus Ariani abusi sunt ad 
iirmandaru eorum docLriua.Ul, quod scilicet Filius non est Deus, 
sed creatura aliis perfectior. Dicit enim Hilarius de Arianis: 
"Memorant m1mque Filium Dei lleque ex aliqua subiacente 
materia gellituID esse, quia pei' euru <.:reata sunt omnia, neque 
ex Dco esse, quia decedere ex Den nihil posset, sed esse ex iis 
quae erant, id est ereatnraru Dei perfect-am, verumtamen non 
::;imilem cetens creaturis. Esse autem creaturalli 'luia scriptum 
sit 'Dominus c)."eavit me in illitium viaruru saurum' ()?rov. 
YIll, 22). Esse autem ereatUl"C1.l11 perfeetam, seu non similem 
ceteris factul'is ; faeturam autem per id quod PauIus ad Hebraeos 
dixit: 'Ta.nto melior factu::; Angelis, quanto excellentius ab his 
possedit Homen' (Hebr. I, .J) et l'llrsum: 'Unde £ratres sanet·i, 
vocatiQnis caeIestis participes, (;ognoscite Apostolum et principem 
sacerdotum confessionis nostrae J esum Christum, qui fidelis est 
ei qui fecit eurn' (Hebr. Ill, 1)" (6). 

1) Hebr. 1. 1-1: In l:ollllllentario ad Psa·lmuUl CXXIX De 
Profundis etc. loguens de spiritualibus viriutibus, seu angelis qui 

(3) The J qurnul uf '.f.'heulogieal Studie~, tUlll. XVIll, ll.i;}. 
(4) Phil. Il, 6. 
(5) Bibliotheca Patrum, voI. I, p. 158-159. Alibi de a(qualitate 

Christi eum Pllire tractam; ndhibct vorba Pauli ad Colossenses c. I, 15. 
up. cit. p. 674. 

(6) op. oit., p. 181. 
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ec<;lesiis praesident, Hilarius cit:.1t verba Pauli ad Hebraeos: 
"Sunt enim efficientes spiritus, in ministerium missi propter COR 

qui haereditabunt salutem". Concludit deinde ex ultimis vel" 
bis "haeredit:.1bunt saluLem", Angelos missos esse nobis, quibu~ 
indiget infirmitas nostm. Deus autem his non indiget (7). 

5). Hebr. Ill, 14: Verba Pauli ad Hebaeos usurpat in com­
mentario ad Psalmum CXVIII ad versum "Particeps sum ego 
omniumtimentium te et custodientium mandata tua". S. Doc. 
tor pergit diccns "Apostolum dixisse menimimus 'participes 
Ohristi fadi sumns', et subil1ngit Hilal'ius "sed et in quadrage­
simo quarto Psalmo quondam participes Dei 8ignificatos esse 
menimimm; cum dicitur "unxit te Deus, Deus tuus oleum exul­
tl1tionisprae consortes tuos'; sunt ergo secundum apostolum et 
secundum prophetam pIures Domini Nostri J eSll Ohristi partid­
pes. Et particeps e]us, quisque in iustitia manet, quia ipse 
justitia est; particeps eius erit quisque in veritate persistat, ipse 
est enim veritas; et quisque in novitate vitae ambu1abit, erit 
pa,rtieeps ejus, quia ipse (O>"t re8urrectio" (8). 

Videtur hoc loco Doctor Pict.aviensis participes Christi nos 
esse intellig-e-re sicut et ipse Paulns nobis significat. Nam id quod 
dt'~Iarat PauIus in ep. ad Hebraeos "participes Ohristi facti su­
mus", corrcspondet ad id quod asserit in ep. ad Oo10ssenses c. 
I, 12-23, et praesertim ad versum 12 "qui dignos nos fecit in 
partem sortis sanctorum in lumine." Ohristus, qui est primo. 
genitus lllortuorum, propter suam resurredionem, dedit nobis 
novam nativitatem, novum esse, consortium cum sanctis, seu 
aliis verbis, Christus redivivus fit elementum uniens nos cum 
ipso fJni est caput nostrnm nosque membra eius. Igitur resUl'-
1'ectio iuxta PauIum habet momentum salvificum, in Christo 
cnim in quo habitat pleroma, seu iota divinltas, in tot a, sua pleni­
tudine, in quo indissolublliter collocata est, aSflimi'avit nos ad ip .. 
Sllm, adducendo 110S ad hoe cOl1s()rtium quod ipse Ohristus habet 
cun1 Patre. Ergo "participes Ohristi facti sumus" idem est a,c 
effecti suml1S aliquic1 de hac plenitudine divinitatis Ohristi. In 
tantum enim sumus justificati in quantum sumns cum Ohristo. 

Ha-ne idea-m S. Puu1i, quae breviter exprimitur in ep. ad 
Hebraeos et plenitls evolvitnr in ep. a'd 00108l'len8eS, Banettls 

~7) Corpus Script{)rnm Ecclesiasticorum T~ntinorum. tom. XXII, 
p.653. 

(8) op. cit., p. 432. 



28 :JIELITA THEOLOGICA 

Dodor Pietaviensis usurpat, eum dicit: "Erit particeps eJus, 
quia ipse est resurredio." 

6). Rebr. IV.12; Rune textuIll cltat S. Hilarius in Libro IT. 
n Traetatus Mysit'l'iorum (9). cnm dicit de Domino "qui etver­
bum aeut.nm est penetrans usque ad divisionem animae.!' 

7). Hebr. ,'1:1, 27: In commelltario ad Psalm,um LIII "Deus 
in nomiue tuo SalVlll1l me fae etc.". ad versnm "volnntarie sa­
crifica.bo tibi", Sanctns Doctor ideam Panli de sacrifieio Christi 
in cruce evolvit tarn ex epi~t. ad Galatas, quam ex epist. ad 
Hebraeos c. VII, 12 et seq .. ubi Apostolus ostendit excellentiam 
sacerdotii Christ.i prae sacerdotio Levitieo. Christus non habuit. 
pecc:1ia propria expi:1l1da, un de lege non tenebat.ur offerendi 
sacrificia pro seipso. N ec tenebatur lege offerendi quotidiana 
sacrificia expiatoria peccatonun populi, quia merito valoris san­
guinis snipsius oblation is quod sernel obtulit in redemptorium sa­
crificium pro aliis sn b ani· crueis. necesse non est ut repeteretur. 
Roe enim fecit semel seipsum offerendo. 

Ranc doctrinam pariter expo11it S. Rilarius innixus allato 
testimonio ep. ad Rebraeos. Ait enim: "Legis sacrificia, quae 
in holocaustomatis et oblationibus hircorum atque taurorum sunt, 
110n habel1t in se volnntatis professionem. quia maledicti sen­
tentia legem sit decreta violantibus. Quisque enim a sacrificiis 
destitisset, ipse obnoxinm se efficiebat esse maledido. Necesse 
ergo erat effici, quod fiebat, quia sacrificii negligentiam male­
dictinon admittebat udiectio. A quo maledicto nos Dominus 
Noster Jesus Christus exemit, flpostolo dicente 'Christus nos 
exemit de l11a1edicto legis, factus pro omnibus ipse maledic­
turn. quia seriptum est: l11aledictus ol11nis qui pendet ox ligno' 
(Gal. III. 13), MaleCiictornm se ergo obtulit morti, ut male­
ilictum legis dissolveret, hostiam se ipse l)eo Patri voluntarie 
offerendo, ut per hostiam voluntarial11 maledictum quod ob hos­
tiae necessariae ('t illtermissae l'eaturn erat ac1c1itum, solveretuT. 

(9) op. eit., tom. LXV. p. 33. 'l'ractatus J\fysteriorum jam ('ommemo­
ravit S. Hieron~Tmus in "De Yiris illustribus". p. 100. Eo quod hoc opus 
p(mlitum supponebatur, mitiqui: putabant agi do. aIiquo Sacramentario. 
Anno aut.e'IIl 1887 .r. F. Gamurrini in Bib1ioth~a Are!:.ina duo fragment a 
notabilia invenit in manuscripto saet'. XI. OfI'. Bibliotheca Cassinensis, 
1894, t. Vaa; Revue benedictine. 1910. t. XXYII, p. ]2. Examine critico 
a H. Lilrdem!lnn facto, authenticitas frngmentorum operis S. Hilarii pro­
bata est. Ex quibus fragment is visum est non agi df' liturgia, Red de pro­
phetiis et symbolis Vet Test. 
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Cuius sacrificii alia loco meminit in psalmis (XXXIX, 7) hostiam 
et oblationem noluisti, perfecisti autcm mihi corpus, Deo Pat1'i 
legis flacl'ificia l'eflpnenti hostimo placentell1 suscepti corporis 
offel'endo. Cuius oblationis beatns Apostolus ita meIDiinit: 'Hoe 
enim fecit seipsnm ofl'erens hostiam Deo' (Hebl·. VII, '27) 0111-

nem humani generis salutem oblatione sunctae hujus et perfec­
tae hostiae l'edempturus" (10). 

R). Hebl'. X, 1: In divcrsis locis, S. Hilal'ius tractans de 
factis Veteris 'Postamenti, ut demonstret ea facta esse typica, 
figuratu, symbolica, seu refe1'1'i ad aliud factum. Novi Testamenti, 
adhibet dictum Panli quo([ nempe lex umbrarn habet futurorum 
bonorum. 

Ita in comlllenlallc1o Psalmo eX-XXVI "Super flu mina Ba­
bylonis illic sedimus ot flevimus eum recordarero.ur Sion", dicit: 
"Non dubium autem Cflt omnia £luae in patros aut per pat1'es 
nostros gesta sunt formam futuri in his, quae gesta sunt prae­
tulisse, et idipsum ita. esse, his quoque Psalmorum libel' testis 
est. Numque cum in septuagesimo et. septim.o psalmo omnin, 
quae in Aegypto atque in deserto et in ceteris deinceps locis 
gesta essent, l'eCensel·entur. ea ipsa parabolica esse ita, demon­
st,rata sunt.; adtenc1e populus meus, in legem meam; inclinate 
unrem vestrnm in verba oris mei. Aperiaro in parabolam os 
meUlll, loquar propositiones ab initio. Per id enim, quod eo 
parabolae et propositiones sunt, rerum futurarum effectibus coro­
parantur. ApostolllS £luogue docet ea ipsa, quae gesta- sunt in 
praefigurationem gesta esse, dicens; quia lex umbram habet 
futurornm bonorum; et omnia in praefignrationem acciderunt 
his, scripta Runt autem propter nos. in quos fines saeculorum 
devenerunt. 'Gesta igitur ipsa illa in exemplum et scripta in 
doctrinam Runt." (11) 

Hane veritatem saepius exprimit Hilarius. Ita denuo ap­
pa,ret in commentando Psalm, eXVIII, ad litt. 3, et dicit quod 
ea "quae corpora-liter in lege praecepta sunt Umbl'l1lll esse et 
speculum futurornm". Et particulariter de iis quae fiebant a 
sacerdotio Mosaico et Aaronico figurabant Christum, qui est 
Princeps sacerdotum (12). 

(10) Corpu~ Script. Reel. Latin., t. K.."'!Il, p. t45. 
(11) op. cit., p. 724. . 
(12) op. eit., p. 361. 
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Iterum tertiumque alia eiusdem ideae explanatio S. Hila·rii 
occurrit, et quidem in Libro I, 8 ex Tractatu Mysteriorum(l3). 

Figuram futurorum etiam reperit Doctor Pictaviensis in 
facto de oblatione Cain, qui invidia motus erga fratrem suum, 
et recte cum non obtulisset idcirco non habuit communem et 
participatam oblationem cu~ Abel, ita etiam oblationes Gen­
tium Deo faciendae ut communionem habeant. Ait ipse: "Re­
rum itaque in Cain gestaru:m praefigurationem efiectorum fides 
est consecuta nec secerni possunt a praeformationis exempl0, in 
quos eiusdem reatus est ultio consecuta, verum etiam in eO quod 
dictum est; non ne si recte ofieras, recte autem non dividas, pec­
casti? praeter rei praesentis effectum futuri quoque species con­
tinetur; Deo enim non placent nisi communia et participata et 
amicata, promissa ergo Dei expectans populus per legem, etiam­
si cum praeceptorum observantia recte Deo ofierat, tamen, nisi 
hanc ipsam Dei legem, quae umbra est futurorum, cum gentium 
congregatione conlmunicet, peccavit. Cain namque invidens 
fratri suo non participaverat sibi conspectae a Deo hostiae gra­
tiam et peccator, quia non rectedividet, constitutus est, quo 
exemplo, probatas Deo fiilelium ex gentibus hostias nisi, qui 
sub lege sunt, diviilant. etiam si lege recte utantul', in crimine 
sunt. " 

9). Hebr. XI, 6: In capite XI suae epistulae ad' Hebraeos, 
Paulus fidem magnifice commendat ex actis Patrum, a mundi 
exordio usque ail Daviil ae prophetas; et in universum quanta 
patrarint ae passi sunt per fid'em; nee tamen adhuc plenam ac­
ceperl1nt retributionem. 

In vel's. 6 autem dicit: "Sine fide impossibile est placere 
Deo. Credere enim oportet accedentem ad Deum quia est, et 
inquirentibus se remunerator sit." 

Ad hunc versum alludit S. Hilarius cum dicit: "Igitur 
Deus justitiae praemiis muneratur creditus ab ig-norante quod 
DeuR sit. Atque ob id Abmham fides prima iustificat." (14). 

10). HcbT. XlI. 22: S. Hilarhm in RUO Commentario Psal-
1110rum ad Psalm. XIV "Domine quis ha,bitabit in tabernaculo 
tno aut quis requieRcit in monte sancto tno", citat etiam ep. 
ad Hebr. 

(13)' op. (lit., tom. LXV, p. 10. 
(14) op. cit.., tom. LXV, p. 99. 
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S. Doctor asserit prophetam hie duo distinguere; habits.­
tionem in tabernaculo et requiem in monte, et prior est habitatlO 
in tabernaculo, posterior requies in monte (15). 

Quapropter in suo commentario, montis et tabel'llaculi pro­
prietatem explicat ut habitationis et requiei distantia in~elliga­
tur. Videtur per tabernaeulurn intelligere ecclesiam militan­
tern, et per montem Christum, seu ecc1esiam triumphantem. 

Hoc lubet invetisgare ex tota Hilarii commentatione istius 
versus: . 'o.ratio est simplex Dominum preeantis et optantis ab 
eo nosce1'e, qui mores, quod stuclium, quae voluntas sit cohabi­
taturi cum Deo et in excelsis ejus et caelestibus quietituri. Non 
est enim humilis cui us dam animi nec mediocris operis admi­
seeri Deo, mereri eiusdem domicilii communionem. Ergo de 
quibus quaeritur, statim respondetur, ut, quia arduum est atque 
difficile haec obtinere, quibus modis id consequendum sit, intel­
ligere". Comparat deinde tabernacula Vet. Test. cum taberna­
culis Novi Test. Ait enim: "Moyses populo iussu Dei taberna­
cula instituit, sed haec erant imaginaria et facta ad exemplum", 
et pergit dicens haec tabernacu:a fuisse levia, caduca, arescentia, 
ad t~mpuB ex frondibus texta·. Etiam David, subiungit, templum' 
desiderans illumque tabernaeulum appeUavit cum dicebat 111 

Psalmo CXXXI "Non .c1abo somnum oculis meis, donee inve­
niam locum Domino, tabernaculum Deo Jacob." 

De Apostolis autem fatetm; Hilarius: "Apbstoli plurima ta­
bernacula conc1iderunt et per omnes terrarnm partes, quacum­
que adiri potest, quia etiam ex Oceani insulis habitationes pluri­
mas Deo paraverunt, de quorum gloria testatur Spiritus SanctuG 
"Quam amabilia sunt tabernacula tua, Domine vil'tutum, con­
eupiscit et deficit anima mea in atriis Domini" (Ps. LXXXITI, 
2). Concludit hie Hilarius, Prophetam non unum tabernaculum 
sive Moysis fronc1emu sive Davidis exoptatum, sive Salomonis 
splendic1um desiclerare, sed multa et innumerabilia, quia : "etsi 
III orbe eccltlsia uIla sit., tamen unaquaeque urbs e.cclesiam suam 
obtinet, et una inomllibus est, cnm tamell plures sunt, quia una 
habetur in pluribus". En testimonium S. Hilarii de unitate 
Ecclesfae Christi. 

"""(15)' "Iuxta Knahenhauer, propheta quaerit qui~ p08sit accedere ad 
Dorninum, ejusque sunctuarium, seu quis possit esse accola, civis theo­
cru.tiae, ,'cl hospitare apud Juhvc. Cfr. CommelltariUlll iD Psalmo8, p. 62. 
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Explicat deinde habitationem ill hoc tabernaculo de quo 
loquitur propheta in illoque l1Qdibus diebusque vitam aevi totins 
agere esse primum et. maximum gtadum ad caelestia aseenden-
tibus: "Postea in mOl1te DominI quiescendum est ...... quia ex 
eo in monte esset aseensus...... deinde habitatio est tempori::; 
laboris". Unde iuxta .8. HilariUlll hoe tabernaeulum vel potiu8 
habitatio in hoc tabernacnlo est temporal is , ergo quid huiw; 
saeculi; ascensio in monte in qno quies habetur est quid stabile 
"quod in statu suo maneat". In quo autem statu, ex natura 
rei ipsius quietis, requiei, omnis molestia, inquietitudo carere 
oportet. Ait uutem S. Doctor: "Sed mons Domini nuUus in 
terra , quia per vitia et pecc:ata hominum maledictis obnoxia 
est. " 

Hie antem mons, in quo est requies, est Christus: "·Mons 
<l.utem ejus est illud, quod ex hOllline corpus adsumpsit, in quo 
nun<: habitat et sublimis et exeelsui:; super omnem prinCipatum 
et potestatem et omne nomen. Super hunc montem aedificata. 
est uivitas, quae non possit abscondi, quia. sicut ait i1pOstolus 
'Non est aliud fundulllcnt.ulll nisi Christus' (I Cor. nI, 11), 
Ergo qui,t qui Uhl'isti sunt in Christi corpore aute mundi oon­
stitutionem eleeti sunt, et ecclesia corpus est Christi, et funda­
mentum aedificlLtionis nostme Christus~' est, et eivitas supel.' 
montem aediflcuta.; hie ille mons est, in quo quaeritul", quis 
possot e:S::ie l·equieseells. In alio quidem Psalmo (XXIII, 3) do 
hoc eodem monte sic legimus 'QUIS ascendet in montem Domi­
ni, aut quis stabit in loco sando ejus?' Et Isaias nobis; erit 
Lestis (11, 2) '}Jt erit in novissimis tlielms mUllifestus mons 
Domini, et dieent; ,;,eniLe aseendamus in montem Domini et in 
aec1em. Dei J aeob' . Et ruri:;U1l1 I)aulus 'V os aceessistis ad Sion 
montem et ad eivitatem Dei yiventis Hiel'usalem' (Hebr. XII, 
22)". 

COlleluclit S. Dodor eo quod tota nostra spes requiei· in 
Corpore Christ i habetur, nos Eedesiae membra esse oportere 
viiamqne SanCLc.ll11 agcrG: "1\1ons nihil aliudect quam corpus, 
quod snseepit a nobis, ante quod Deus emt et in quo Deus est 
et per quod transftguravit corpus humilitatis nostrae conforma­
turn corpori gloriae ejus, si tamen et nos vitia corporisnostri 
cl'Uci ejui:; confixerimus, ut in ejns corpore resurgamus. Ad H­
lud enim post habitationern occlesiae scandittll'; in illo in Domini 
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wblimitate requiesc:itur, in i110 c:um angelorum choris, cum et 
nos simue Dei civitas, sociabimur" (16). 

Ergo habetur in hac explicatione S. Hilarii ecclesiologia, 
quae est etiaru ec:clesiologia Paulina. Haec igitur idea ecclesio­
logica Doctori" Pictavien"is his pOtest complecti: 

a) Ecclesia supel' Christum seu super Corpus ipsius aedl-
ficata est. 

b) Ecclesia est Corpus Christi. 
c) Fundamentum aedificationis nostrae est Christus. 
cl) Per Ecdesiam in Christo sociabimur, unimul'. 
e) Post ingressum in En:lcsiam militantem ascendimus a.d 

Ecclesia,m triumphantem, quae est (·tiam Corpus Christi in quo 
l'equiescimus. 

Ut patet ex toto contextu, S. Hilarius non est merus escha­
tologista. Ipse admittit dupIicem phasem Ecclesiae, quae est 
militans hie in tenis, et triumphans, caeIestis in coelo, modo 
quo de regno coelorum dicitur, quod non exclusive et unice de 
regno in eoelestibus sermo fit. 

S. Doctor clare fatetnr nos ad Ecclesiam tl'iunphantem, seu 
moniem qui est Chl'istus, ascenc1ere, in illoque requiescere 
}Jost habitation em in ec:desia militanti, cum ait: "Ad illud enim 
post habitationem eccl~!ac scanditur.') 

Id lueulentius pa,tet"" Gum iterum citat ad Hebr. XII, 22 in 
commentario ad Psalmulll CXXVIII "Saepe expugnaverunt me 
a iuventute me<1, dieat nunc Israel." 

Illam Sion, mons Domini, ho~ loco intelligit Ecclesiam et 
ljuidem militantem simul et triumphantem. 

Ad verso 5 "Confundantur et revel'tantur omnes, qui ode­
runt Sion", S. Doctor ita commentatur: "Frequenter admonui­
mus Sion montem es~e Jerusalem proximulll. Sed cum rex 
Sion, cum fiIia Sion, ellll] poria Sion a prophetis nuncupantur; 
primum ipso nomine oportet intelligi aliud sub Sion significatione 
monstrari. Sion enim speculahonis intcl'pretatio est; quod enim 
nobisculll speculatio, id hebraic'c Sion llielLur. Turn deinde dicti 
Apostolici meminisse nos (:onvoni (, ad montem Sion et J erUSl1-
lem caeIcstem ac:cessisse nos .. jn Dominnm Nostrum Jesum 
Christum crec1entes in cujus glorificato corpore, quod in caeles­
tem gloriam transformatnm est, spei nostrae honorem specula­
mur, humilitatis nostrae corpore in gloriam corporis sui conf01'-

(16) Corpns S(:rip~. Eec!. Latin.) t. XXU, p. 84-88. 

• 
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mando. Ecclesiam autem esse corpus Christi, cujus invictJm 
membra sumus, Apostolus testis est (Ephe!:l. I, 23) quae ipsa sit 
Sioll mons Domini, regis filia, civitas sancta, vivis lapidibus ill 
funu,tmenlO pl'ophetarum CL aposiolorum aeuificata. Hano ergo 
Sion quisque odit, ouit CUlll cujus et coqms est" (17). 

J.<;rgo ille mOllS DOmini, seu Bcclesia habet fundamentum 
prophetae et apostoli, ut ait Paulus au Ephesios c. II, 20, qua­
tenus scilieet, III doctrinu apostolorul1l et prophetarum fundata 
('st. Hoc autem praeprimis Beclesiae militanti convenit . 

. \dl1UG clal'ius videtur illspieiendo S. HilaI'ii explicationelll 
ad Psalmum OXXIV "Qui confic1unt in Domino, sicut mons 
Sion, non eommovebitUl' in aeternum qui habitat in Jerusalem". 

In liuius Psttlmi cOlUmental'io, Doctor Pictaviensis adhibet 
ea,uem verba Apostoli ad Hebl'aeos c. XII, 22-23. Mons 810n 
aut em et E(:desiam militantem et triumphantem intelligit, 
};eclesiam praesentclll i.e. militantelll formam esse dicit futurae 
i.e. tl'iumphantis. 

Ait ipse: "SequalllUl' Apostolulll, ::;equalllUl' Evangelium, 
~equamul' Proplletam. Confidilllus in Domino, ut conformet5 
glol'iae Dei "inlUS. Habitemus llunc?jEcclesiam caelestein ut 
non moveamur in aetCl'llum. In hac 'cnim habitantes, habita­
hilllUS cl in illa; quia haee illius forma est ... Sed et haec caeles­
tis, et illa c:aelestis; et haec Jerusalem est, illa quic1em ecclesia 
angelol'um, multituclinis frequentium; sed est ecclesia primitivo­
nun est et eoc.1esia spil'ituum in Domino fundatorum" (18). 

FateL proiude S. Doctol'em non esse merum esehalot-ogistam, 
sed agnoscel'e eeele::;iam militantelll, quae lllerito caelestis etiam 
voca,tur, et quae nos c1ueit ad eeciesiam iriumphantem. Ergo 
ac1mittit cluplieem phasem unius ejusc1emque ecelesiae. 

~Oll illlmerito ailirmamul:i S. Hilarium allatum textum 
q)istulae S. :Panli ad Hebraeos rode uitare et adhibere. 

:\ am S. l'aulus et de ecde::;ia JJlilitanti et triumphanti in 
coelis loquitur. Hoe elucet ex toto contextn. Apostolus in 
cap. XII comparat Vetus Testamentum cum Novo" differentias-

(17) op. cit., t. XII, p. 643. 
(lS) op. dL: t. XXTl, p. 600. 
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que eXJ:!Ollit. Yetus comprehendebcLt legem timoris, Novum 1e­
gem dilectionis (19). 

Clmracteres cS1:ientiale1:i ill eo reponuutur quod promulgatio 
Vet. Test, Hebruei::i in :Jlonte Si11ai facta, totum populum iPSUIll­
que cluc:em :JloY::icm timore et ireHlCrl"e coneussit, igne, turbine, 
(~aligille, magna pl'ocella yel'bmn Dei l:omitantibus (20). Ex his 
omnibu::i Apostolus o::;tenc1it duritiam legis. Ipse deinde docet 
rem in novo pado aliter ::ie haberi. Habetm· nunc alius popu­
lUi:i,chl'isLifidele::i, HOll a mpli m; Synagoga sed Bcclesia quae est 
eivita::; Dei, nOll Sinai sed Sion, non quid materiale sed quid 
elllinenter caele::ite, cOlllmunio cum ~\.l1gelis: "..:\.ecessistis ad 
Montem 8ion et ad civitatem Dei viventis, Jerusalem caelestem." 

Ex comparatione igitur cum Sinai et Sion eruitur Sion esse 
illum 10<.:lun ubi nova lex, lex vitae absque rumoribus promul­
gata est. \~ui locus bene intelligitm Ecclesia militans quae est 
t:i:vitas Dei viventis, habitaculul1l ill quo papulu::; vita divina 
pascitur et c1electatm. "Merito autem dicitur .Jerusalem caeles­
Lis, ntpote eaele::;tia commuuicat atque ad coelum c1ucit. 

Animadvertendum lumen quod S. PauIus loquitur etiam de 
Ecdc::;ia tl'inmphanti. 'Am1iamu:-s expositionell1.1 Johannis Me. 
Jl}viPy; ., "l'hey are eome to Mount Sion', i.e. they em-

. braced the religion or .church of Chl'J:.;t founded on Mount Sion. 
Thi::; refer:, to "the Clm~'Ch militant. 'And to the City of the 
living God, the heavenly .Jerusalem whereof the earthly Jeru­
::iulem, wa::; a figure. 'rIle Apostle then alludes, in thi::; verse, to 
the entire Church, militant and triumphant. regarded here as 
one by him. The Church militant hero belmv, is the entrance 
to the Ohureh triumphant in heaven which it continually peoples 
with blessed ::;pirits, betvveen whom and u::; on earth, there is 
a constlLut. in<.:reasing communion. 'rtwy communicate theil' 
merits to us, and pl'e::;ent our petition::; to God, and act as our 
intercessors with him in heaven" (21). 

ErgoS. Hilarins bene u::iurpat ideanl S. Panli, uterque enim 
loquitur de ecdesia rnilitanti et de ecclesia b-iumphanti. EC"-

(19) Idem fadt S. Paulut:> ill cp. ad Galata,; e. IV, 21-31 expOllell8 uuo 
testa1'l1Emta !Sub flguri;;, Agar et, 8a;.;1, opponit in;wr statum sorvitutis in 
Synagoga. et statum libertati~ in Ecclesia, inter Sinai et (Jerusalem. Cfr. 
Rom. c. VIII. 

(20) Exod. c. XX. 
(21) John Mc.Evilly: An esposition in tho Epistles of 8t Puul. Dub­

lin. 1875. p. W{). 
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clesia autem militans est ingressus ad Ecelesiam triumphautem. 
Recordamm dictum S. Hilarii "Ad illud (i.e. mons, seu corpus 
Christi, ecclesia triumphans) post habitationem ecdesiae scal1-
(litue. " 

Ex. bis ollluibus c:ondndillllls tlanetum Dodorem Pictavien­
selll lIlcrito habendum esse teste.m epistulae ad Hebraeos, testem 
quid em authenticitatis et genuinitatis. Ipse enim, ut ostensum 
est, non semel ilbm citat et quidem sub nomine Pauli vel Apo­
stoli, sensumguc Paulinum etiam diserte exponit. 
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'The Program~e of Studies In the 
Faculty of Theology enforced by the 

Magisterial Chirograph of 1 771 
By the HT HEY . .MGR PIWF. A. Bm\NICI, 

RA., B.L.CAK , D.D., H.E.L . 
. ~\.ftcr cQmpleLing ::mcccs::;fully a cour::;e in Literature and 

Philosophy and obtaining the Ma::;tership in Arts, the student 
of the ne\vly-founded University could loin any of the three 
Academical Courses of '11heology, Law and Medicine. 

The studies 1n the Faculty of 'Theology, at least as re­
gal'cl~ the subjects studied, were the same as they are t.oday, 
after the reform carried out lately in accordance with the Pon­
tifical Constitution "Deus ScientiarU1:n. Dominus". 

'rhe second pa.l't of the Statutes enforced by Grand Master 
Pinto in 1771 (1), deals with the syllabus, SQ to call it, of the 
studies to be followed throughout the 'l'heological Course, which 
lasted five years. Successful candidates obtained the degree of 
Bachelol' after t,he secQnd year, the degree of Licentiate at the 
end of the fourth year and that of Doctor (Laurea) at the end 
of the fifth year (2). 

'1'he programme of studies included Holy Scripture, Specu­
lative Theology, :Moral Theology, Canon Law and Church His­
tory (0). Holy Sl'l'ipture (4) was considered as the noblest 
among the several branches of theological stUdies, because the 
Bible is the source of the Divine Science, and because it is 
. 'the book of everlasting life." This supernatural life is ac­
quired by him who complies with the precepts therein contained 
and who shapes his life ~ll iro,itation of that of Christ and of the 
Saints of both the Old lmd ~he New Testament. 

(1) A.O.l'£. (.irchivo of the Order-Malta): :JIB 575, Liber Bullaru IlL , 

if. ·179v.-482. 
(2) Ibid .. Tit. XXVII., if. 492\'.-493. 
(3) This is the order of the· subjects as mentioned in the Consti­

tution, but in other places Church· History is mentioned before Canon 
Law (cfr. f. 497v, 498v). 

(,I') Jbil1., Tit. XIII., ff. 4iDv--1S0. 
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'1'he Professor of Holy Scripture had to start his lectures 
with an introduction on the importance of the study of this 
subject. Then he had to deal with the text" and versions of 
the Bible and to explain the methods by which the books could 
be recognized as Canonical. Next, he had to explain in detail 
the Holy Books, dictating no,v and again, the lllore import.ant 
rules t;hat help to give 11 right interpretation of the Scriptures. 

The Professor had to deal also with incidental questions 
and to solve doubts about the apparent antilogies and thwarted 
applications of some expressions. On account of the sore need 
of the knowledge of the Greek and Hebrew languages for the 
right interpretation of the Divine Books, the Professor of Holy 
Scripture had the task to teach these two languages. 

Dogmatic Theology (5) was deemed as "the true and per­
fed knowledge." The Professor of this subject had to speak of 
the nobility of dogmatic studies, and it was his duty to en· 
lighten the minds and to kindle the hearts of his students with 
this knowledge. He had to lecture on such matters as the 
sources of this branch of theological studies, the authenticity 
of the Canonical Books. the legality of Catholic Tradition a.~d 
Papa] supremacy- and Infallllibility. Controversia.l points aris­
ing from the study of Comparative religions were to be raised 
and. objections were to be solved in class, so as to make the 
students feel a 1\:ron interest in, and appreciate the more 
Catholic belief. 

Besides these fundamental treatises, other topics had to be 
(lea.lt wit,h according- to the programme for each year (6). In the 
solution of controversies the Professor was to adhere religiously 
to the doctrine and principles of St. Augustine and of his faith· 
fut interpreter, St Thomas Aquinas. The scholastic form was 
excllldeCl' from the method of teaching "because of its useless 
subtleties anr1 sophisms." The Professor had to touch lightly 
on ~ertain scholastic questions but he was expected to dwell at 
greater length on the exposition of dogma and on the conflitnr 

(5) Ibid., Tit. XIV., if. 480,' 480v. 
Speculative Theology was taught by two Professors. It might be 

that Fundamental Theology was dis~inet from Dogmatic Theology. 
(Ofr. Diploma given to the Cleric Paschal Grim(t in 1741). 

(6) This programme Or syllabus was called "rotulo" (Ch. Tit. 
XIX, f. 484). 
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tiou or tlogmatil' CITOI'S. Student:.; wt·re shown, with the help 
of examples, which were the true and reliable sources of 
Catholic doctrinc, the errors which the Church had to faee 
throng'hout her life and tlw drcisions she had deemed fit to 
take in oraeI' to safeguard the Divine Trnths. 

Moral 'rheology (7) was the next thoroughly taught subject 
in the Course of Theology, because this branch waR held to be 
"necessary for t.he aequaintance of the right ruleR of Christian 
life, in accordance with the spirit of the Gospel and of Ecc1esias­
tica1 Canons." 

'}'here seems to have been in some Catholic Universities of 
those times Profesors of Moral Theology who gave notes on 
this subject that were at variance with the teaching of the 
0hurch. T;he use of any written text was prohibited by the· 
Constitution and the prescribed textbook waR the "Theologia. 
Moralis" by the .Jesuit Path er Paolo Ga.briele Antoine, reprinted 
at Rome in 17"57 by order of the learned Pope Benedict XIV (8). 

In order to train the studenh; in making good sacramental con­
fessions and to beeome good confessors· in their future priestly 
career, every week a "casus conscientiae" was proposed b:y the' 
Professor f(Jr the students to discuss. 'rhis was a very wise 
measure beeause casuistry is merely the reasoned application 
of the law to concrete cases :1110 it determines with all possible 
exactitude the limitations of law or the bearings of the law in 
particular caseI'. 

As a help to Moral '1'heolog~T in its purpose of leading man 
to everlasting !ife, the study of Oanon IJaw wa,s prescribed by 
the Statutes (9). At the time there was no Oode of Canon J.1aw 
as wc know it today. Canonic:11 studies were ca.rried on the 

.. 
(7) Ibid., Tit. XV., 11'. 480v-4H1. 
(8) This text-book of :Morol Theology had a second reprint in 1764, 

and it was annotated by a ConveIltun.l Friar Minor. It contl}ined 6 
Tomes distrihuted into 2 volumes. 

(9) Ibid., Tit. XVI., £1'. 481. 
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Y<l1'10U" collections of eanong and of decree" which \yore eom­
piled from time to time (10). 

The Professor of Cannn I..Jaw had to lecture on the' 'Institu­
tiones"(ll), to compare the various ('ollee-tions, both of the Ea,st 
and West and to shO\y the degree of their authority. He had 
comwqnently "to explain the fi,~e books, inserting in their 
proper place the titles of the sixth, the Extrava,gantes, the 
Decree of Gratian and what had been later on decreed by the 
Councils and by the Roman Pontiffs and particularly by the 
Council of Trent." 

'rhe stuc1y of Church History was prescribed (12) with the 
purpose of showing "the divinity of the Founder of the Church 
through her wonderful origin and miraculous development, 
thanks to the hbours of Christ a,nd of Hi!'; Apostles, and of 
praying the veraeitT and the holiness of the same Church through 
the victories she gained over her enemies in persecutions and 
in heresie!';." The aims of the study of this subject were to 
inculcate in the hearts of the faithful n, deep gratitude for their 
being members of the Church and to make them· cherish her 
salubrv teachings. 

The Professor of this subject dealt with the life and work 
of Christ and of the Apostles, with the early persecutions of 
tlw Church, with heretics and their erroneous doctrines, with 
the Councils that condemned these errors and with the life and 
,,;;ark of the Popes. To him waR also entrusted the task of 
keturing on Patrolo!z:' (or better Patristi('S) and on Liturgy. 

(10) The first official, though not thoroughly authentic collection was 
that of Gratian (1140-11:jO), known hy the name "Decrcbtrn GraUaJtli". 
I~ater on this Collection "'as supplemented by otller five collections. Pope 
Gregory IX in 1234 compiled all tIlE' <:nnons and decreeR contain­
<,d in these eollections ill one comnreh",ns;Ye work diYided in five books 
-the "QlIinqlle Decl'rtalill1H Libri". Pope Eoniface VIn in 1298 added 
It sixth book known as the "SC'J~tll". In 1317 Pope .T ohn XXII publisl1-
ed the Constitut.ions of his Predecessor Clement V under tho name of 
"Olcmentince". Later on, other Papal Decretals WAre published under 
the title of "Bxtra'vaaaldes" because they were outside the abovemen­
tioned Collecdons approyed h~' the Popes. The Acts of t.he, Couneil of 
Trent (1545-63) could be reckonp<1 as a most ou<tstnnding .collection of 
canonR regarding faith and 1110rak 

(11) The "InsUtlltiond' were> trr.atise~ rlealing' wi<th the principles 
and genE'l'al elements of law. 

(12) Ibid., Tit. XVII, ff. 48IY-4R2. 
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This is dead,,>, shown in art. VI of the paragraph dealing with 
Church History, whidl runs as follows: "And lastly, after ac­
quainting (his stndents) wiih the Holy Fathers and their works, 
and t.lw other famou,; writers of the Church, (the Professor) will 
conclude 'with a treatise on Holy Liturgy, by teaching the young 
"tridents a particular ,,,ay how to partake of the spirit of the 
Holy Rites prescribed by the Church." 

From other documents preserved in the same "Libel' Bul­
larum", ,ve know that lectures were delivered, most likely to 
theologica,l students, on the history of the Order (lsto1'ia 8-e1'o­
solimitana), As a matter of fact a list of appointments of 
Professors and Lecturers of the University speaks of a Lecturer 
in Ecclesiastica·l History who had to teach temporarily the 
. 'lsto1'ia Gel'osolimitana" (13). In a paylist of salaries given 
to Professors mention is made of a· Pl'<)fessor of Ecclesiastical 
History an<1 of the History of the Order (14). 

In the fu'st section of the Statute>, several details about the 
delivering of lectmec:. in the Course of 'rheology are given; 
however, the information nffordec1' is not exhaustive. We learn 
from it that lec,tures in theology began on the 3rd of November 
and ended by the feastday of St John the Baptist. Examina­
fions Were held in the period dating from thiR feast to the 
middle of July. Throughout the academic year lectures were 
delivered daily excepting 'l'hursc1ays, Sundays and other Public 
Holid3:.),s. Saturdays were resel'\"ec1 for practical exercises ("exer­
cita.tioneR") which were held in the lecture ha.lls (15). 

Practica·l exerciseR ,yere repeated every month in a semi­
offieial way, before a limited audience. Every year however, 
a· publie and thoroughly official 0xercj"p was held by one 01." 

two candida.tes (16). 

. Holy Scripture was taught from 8 to 9 a.m.; SpeCUlative 
'rheology from 9 to 10 a.m. ; Moral Theology from 2 to 3 p.m. : 
Ecc1eRiastical History from 10 to n a.m. and from 3 to 4 p.m. ; 
Canon Law from 8 to 10 f!.m. and Hebrpw a·nel Greek in the 

(13) Ihid., £. 498v. 
(lA-) IQid., f. rJOl. . 
(Hi) Ibid., Tit. XVIII., ft. 482-483. l\inss was said both at the open­

ing and at !the closing of the academic yen!" (f. 482v). 
(16) Ibid., I.e. 
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afternooll (17). Frolll the ovel'hpping" of hour::5 ::5ul:h a:o those 
for Canon Law and Dogmatil: ~rheology it nm be dec1ueeJ that 
either leeLme:o were noL held Jaily on ea eh ::5ubject or that lecture::; 
Oil certain ::5Ub]eels were lJeld ill onc year anJ tho::5e on other 
subjed:o in another yea!". ~'lte ::5yllalm:o lll1l1 tllt' time-table for 
each year were dra\Yll by Uw Hec:tol" and were made known 
to eaell l)rofes,..,ol' by mean,.., of the "rotulo" dl'l1\vJ1 up by the 
8eel'dary of the L'niYl'I'i'ity (18) 

(17) 1 hid., if. 49i-·1Hiv. The afteruoon time-table was postponed ·by 
one h0111' during thomonths of March and April, and b~ t.wo hours 
during tU{).·':) of May ut!ll June. 

(18) IbL:,; Tit. XXI" f. 'l~::;\'. 
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The Church and the Rise of Universities ~, 
By REV. PH. CALLUS, B.A., B.D. 

THE earliest univel"sities which are generally recognised as 
those of Bolognaaud Paris, as we have seen, grew "ex con­

suetudine". They were not founded in virtue of a papal or impe­
rial charter. Out of these others developed, by migration, or by 
formal establishment. A::3 the nniversitie:5, at first, had no build­
jngs like om modern halls and laboratorie:5, it was very easy for 
the students and professors, when they found fault with one 
"studium", to go and seek another. Conflicts between the "stl1-
dium" and the townsmen, or the City Commune often !ed to 
such migrations: hence the exodus from Bologna to Vicenza in 
1204 and to Arezzo in 1213. In 1222, a similar dispute with the 
citizens of Bologna led to the departure of nearly all the teachers 
and scholars to Padua, where there was already a small school. 
Of these "conflict:::: betweell town and gO\vn" we have also the 
"great dispersIon" from Paris (1229), and the migration from 
Oxford ta' Cambridgl: in 1209. Moreover, disputes among the 
students led to the migration of a body, and sometimes a profes­
sor took offence for ::::ome reason 01' other and withdrew with his 
supporters to anothercentl'e of leaming. But causes of a less vio­
lent sort were not ~ackillg. 'The special privileges bestowed upon 
the first univcl';:;itie-; \\'81'e a great inducement to other cities to 
seek similar advantages in order to keep their own students at 
home, and at the Sl1me time attl',lt:t scholars from all over Europe. 
Paris and Bologna served as models for the new institutions, and 
the privileges were earnestly sought from pope or king. Oxford 
and Cambridge in England, and SL Andrews and Aberdeen in 
Scotland, were for the most part modelled on the Parisian uni­
versity, and Glasgow on that of Bologna. Likewise, the system 
of the ear~iest German universities of Prague, Vienna, Erfurt 
and HeideLberg was conformed to tha t of Paris. Similar causes 
ean be traced ill Lhe origin of (he other universities which rose 
up . all over Europe in the l\Iiddle Ages. 

But now one ma:v ask: "'What \vas the part played by-·the 
Church in the rise and development of universities.?" Remem­
bering that' the history of Europe cannot be severed from the 

C") The £r~t part of this article appearod in i7'o1. 1, No. 2. 
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history of the Catholic Chureh during the first fifteen centuries 
of the Christian cra, we are prcpared to find the Church taking 
an active part in the foundation of these great universities of 
Europe. The Church which has always fostered the cultivation 
and developmellt of the higher hmnan faculties contributed great­
ly to the institution and development of the medieval universi­
ties. 'rhis action en t.he part of the Church consists in her share 
in the foundation of these centres of learning and in her noble 
contribution to the deyelopment alld progress of the same. 

vVith regard to the foundation of medievul uniVEirsitiet:i there 
has been an endless discussion and controversy. On the one ha11(l, 
it has been maintailled that only the pope .could establish a llui­
versity, on the other ha nd, it has been helel that the institution 
of universities was the exclusive right of emperor 01' killg. 111 
point of faci:, however, these are extreme views and they are evi­
dently based on tl study of particular universities. And whilt is 
lllore, they reveal an utter failure to realise the relations of Church 
and State in the Midd~e Ages (1) .. From these opposite views er­
roneous conclusions have beel) drawn with regard to the origin ·of 
universities and the poltey of the papacy towards these institu­
tions. Because, O1)ce it is lllaintained that a university could be 
founded only by the pope, it is yuite easily inferred that any si­
milar ce~ltre of learning instituted by eUjperor Or king, 01' any 
init.iative taken by a City Corulllu~le was a symptom of llostility 
to the Holy See and a step imvtlnls that seclllarization of uuivel'-: 
si ties, which evelltually Cllme to pass with the Reformation. 
Likewise, it is interpreted that the popes felt resentmel1tat thE) 
granting of charters by the (;jyil authority. and opposed an eu­
deavours on the purt of the universit~es to free tlfemselves from 
ecclesiastical supervision. rro understand the falsity of thesevi.t?wt'i 
alid to see the origin of the universities in its true ligl1t, it i\5 suf~ 
ficient to consider the varioQs modes of foundation. Up to the 
R-eformation 81 univert'ities \\'ere founded ill all. Of these l~'had 
neither papal nor imperiul ~hurter; they grew spontuneou\'lly; "ex 
consuetudine", as some historian;; put it; 33 had only the papal. 
charter; 15 were founded by emperor or king and 20 were ef?~~b­
lished by both papa! and imperial bulls. 

(1) efr. E. Pace, Thc Cath. Enc. (special cd. 1921), art. "f!'ttf\'tMsi: 
MesH, p. 191. 
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When the earliest nnivtlrsitie::;, especially Paris and Bologna, 
had gl'Own to l'cputi1tion and prestige so that their graduates had 
the "ius ubique docendi", the notion begall to prevail among the 
jurists that the very esscuce of tbe "studiull1 generale" was this 
"ius" 01' "licentia", and that no llew "duc1imJl" could acquire 
t,hat position without an illlperial or pupal bull. Thus St. Tho­
mas says: "Ordinare de studio pc!.'iinet ad cmu qui pri1cest l'ei­
publicae, et praecipue ad auc:toritatelll apostolicae sedis qua un:­
vel'salis ecclesia gubcruatur, cui per generale stnclium provide­
tm" (2), Thc reason for this papal Or imperial authorization i:-; 
the very llatme of 01e "stmliulll generale", 'l'his institution was 
int.endecl for the students of all Christendom; it was a place of in­
struction for all. It was not of a lllerelv local or even national 
character but its teachings and degrees \~ere to be recognized by 
all the Christian "tates. Therefore, l!ll~ uuivel'",ities because of 
their international chanwier, so to say, sought the authorization 
of the supreme authority, i.c. of the pope as head of the Church 
or of the emperor as protector of a~l Christendom. 

It cannot be at aJI maintained, then, that the Holy See only 
could found a universit,y, and that the founding of universities by 
the civil power was ,1 sign of antagonism to the Church. We have 
seen ·that it was not; the exdusive prerogative of the popes, that 
the emperor could, ill virtue of his position as temporal head of 
the Christian world, grant dWl'ten:i for the founding of universi­
ties'and, in fact, did exercise this right, as the various universi­
ties established by imperial authority amply show. But to demon­
st,ratehow far it is from the t.rnth to say that the popes resented 
the action of the emperor, it is sufficient to observe that the im­
periai cha,rters were recognised and ful~y approved and that, 
whenever necessary, additional privileges were conferred. By way 
of illustration, the Emperor Charles IV, at the petition of the 
citizens of Siena, granted ,1 charter to the "studium" in that city 
ih~·1357.' It was founded as a "studium generale" in law, arts 
and· medicine. 'rhe imperial charter was confirmed by Po:pe Gre­
gory XII ill H08, Likewise, the foundat.ion of the university of 
Prague shows clea·rlv H1'lt the relatiOll between Church and State .1:> , 

in the Middle Ages \\ias ouo of cooperation in a COJIlmon cause. 
With regard to the foundation of universities on the part of 

kings one must realize that the kings had not the same rights· as 

(2) St, Thomas, Op. contra impugn. rciig., c. jii. 



THE CHURCH AND THE RISE OF UNIVERSITIES 47 

the emperor. They 'Cou~d, indeed, found a university, Dominate 
a chancellor, and grant him the right to confer degrees, but they 
could not establish a "studium generale" in the true sense of the 
term. The "stndiurn" they founded \ya::; mCl'el~' a nniversity, so 
to say, "respectu regni", i.e. the degrees iL eonfel'l'ed were re­
cognised only \vithin their kingdom. 'l'he est.abishment of these 
"studia" was far from being a sign of hostility to the Holy See, 
and an attempt at emancipation from Spiritual Authority. So 
much so that the kings inU:v realizing' their limited powers in this 
respect, asked for the papal sanction in Ol'del' to raise their "stu­
dia" to the rank of Paris, Bo~ogna and otber priivleged universi­
ties. The popes, on the other hand, far from resenting this royal 
action, recognised the royal charters and elevated these centres 
of learning to true "studia generalia". Thus King Alfonso of 
Lean transformed the "studium" of Salamanca to a university 
and some years later it was granted a bull by Pope Alexander IV. 

In some cases the papal authorization was required and 
sought, not merey to sanction what. the king had founded, but to 
save and give life to the university. We see this papa! interven­
tion to revive universities in the measures taken by Honorins III 
for Palencia in 1220, and by Julius II for Hnesca in 1464. rrhese 
"studia" founded by royal'charters made no headway and were 
in no way progressive until the pope gave them his support. and 
aid. 

The power of the City Communes was, naturally, still more 
limited. They could, indeed, take the initiative themselves, but 
sooner or later they had to seek the papal authorization. This 
was the case in Italy where free and prosperous cities as Treviso, 
Pisa, Florence and Siena, on the example of Bologna, attempted 
to found universities of theh' own. At Siena, it seemed, at first, 
that the attempt to dispense with a papal or imperial charter 
would be successful, yet in 1325 the "studium" well-nigh col­
lapsed and its very existence was saved by special privileges 
granted by Chares IV in 1357 and by grants from Pope Gregory 
XII in 1404. 

Facts, therefo1'6 , do not accord with the views of those who 
maintain that the founding of universities by civil power was a 
sign of hostility to the papacy and that it was resented by the 
Holy See. On the contrary, they sufficiently prove that the pope~ 
fully supported the designs of the State and cooperated who}e­
heartedlywith it in the development of these centres of learning. 
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"Ve. have said above that 38 universities were founded in vir­
tue of a papal charter. '\Ve now, therefore, try to enumerate the 
chief' universities which O\vec1 their in::;titlltion to the pope. The 
lmivel'sity of Toulouse is to he 110tec1 as the first founded in any 
country by a papal charter. Tt was founded to ::;uppress the Alb1-
gensian heresy which was widespread in Southern France. It 
acquired its full privileges a,s a "studium generale" in virtue of 
a charter given by Gregory JX. The "St·udium" of Piacenza ob­
ta.ined from Pope Innocent IV a bull, which raised it to the pl'i­
vEeged rank of Paris and Bologna. It is considered by Denifle as 
the earliest university in Italy founded by a papal charter. The 
univei'sity of Rome knew its foundation to Boniface VIII (1303) 
and was ~pecial1y designed for the benefit of poor foreign students 
in the' capitaL 'l'he university of Perugia received its charter as 
11 "studium generale" from Clement V in 1308. And SO with 
those of Avignon, Greuob1e and others founded by the granting 
of a papal charter. 

Moreover, the origin of some llniYel'sit.ies can clearly be 
traced back to the cathedral and monastic schooIF, which preseI'\T­
cd classical literature and promoted learning and \itudy. In the:;c 
schools which attained such 11 high degree of influence and repu­
tation in the Middle Ages, we find the germ of some of the future 
universities. On the al1t.hol'itv or Denifio t.he cradle of the Univer­
sity of Paris was the cfl.thed~al-school of ~otre-Dame. ']'he Uni­
versity of Cambridge had its ),ise in the "studium" which was 
gradually developed by the callonS of the Church of St. Giles. 
J.Jikewise, the "Studium GeneralC'" .of Angers in France, clearly 
goes back to the cathedral-school of tl1(' lUh century, founded 
hy Fu~bert, bishop .of Chartres. 

Besides authorizing the establishment of universities by the 
granting of charters, the pope,:; contributed in various ways to the 
development and progress of tIle "studia generalia". They grant­
ed great privileges to the professors and scholars. Clerics who had 
benefices were dispensed from the obligation of residence if they 
absented themselves to attend the universities. Both lay and ec­
clesiastical students enjoyed special privileges. Thus they were 
exempted from taxat.ion, from military service and' from the jl.1-
risdietiohof ordinary law:'courts. The pope a~ways appOinted 'a 
CbnRervn.tor Apostolic, usually n bishop; an archbishop or same 
ot,her' prelate whose duty was to see that these immunitiesand 
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privileges were duly respected. Hence we find Innocent IHin 
1212 checking the chancellor of the University of Paris, when 
he claimed from the masterR the oath of ohedience to himRclf, 
and his powers ,yere conseqnen tly restricted by the action .of later 
popes .. 

The pcpeR. in several cases, found it necessary to intervene 
to defend the schol::trs in their conflicts \vith the civi! authorities. 
In 1220, by way of example, we find Ihe students of Bologna ap­
pealing to Honorius III in a dispute \vith the authorities of the 
City. The Pope took up tbeir side against the authorities who had 
drawn up statutes that encroached on their rights. So, Nicholas 
IV in 1288 threatened to dissolve the universitv of Padua unless 
the authorities repea1ed the ordinances they hud formulated 
against the interests of the teachers ancl stndent.s. Hence it be­
came quite usnal for the universities to appeal to and lay their 
grievances before the Holy See. :ll1d in this they were generally 
successfu~ . 

The popes, besides, always granted the universities eccle­
siastical benefices for the maintenance of professors and scholars. 
In many cases, especially in Germany, the universities were en­
dowed for the greater part, if not; entirely, \yith the revenues of 
chapters and monasteries. The emperor or the king in like man­
ner granted financial aid to these institutions, but, generally, the 
first endowment was drawn from ecclesiastical benefices (3). In 
the University 01 Salamanca the payment of its professors was. 
at first, so poor that in 1298, they sl;~pended their lectures, in 
consequence of their scanty remuneration. A remedy for this 
c1ifficu~ty was provided by the appropriation of some ecclesiasticaJ 
revenues of the diocese for the purpose of increasing the profes­
sors' salaries. In nearly all th(~ Germa,n universities the professors 
were partly remunerated by the appropriation of prebends of 
neighbouring churches. The popes for the sake of peace inter­
vened on several occasions and insisted on the payment of salaries 
to the professors: Boniface VIII (1301) a.nd Clement V (1313) ftt 
Salamanca, Clement VI (1346) at Vftlladolid. and Gregory IX at 
Tou!ouse, where Count Raymol1d had refused to pay the salarie~. 

The action of the Church is also seen in the institution and 
endowment of "collegec;". At firc;t no provision was made for the 

(3) Cfl'. E. Briick, ::\Ianuale di Stol'ia Ecclf'siastica, (Italian trnns­
lation by C. CastelleUi), 5th edition, p.'!58. 
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maintenance and discipline of the students who resorted in :;rea'i. 
numbers to the centres of learning for the purposes of study. To 
remedy this deficiency. 0)' mtller to help and protect the poor 
foreign studenj;s residing ill these centre;; and to preserve all fronl 
the dangers of university liff', houses of residence were establish­
ed. Thus Robert of SOl'bonne, chaplain to IJouis IX, faunded at 
Paris the establishment named after him-the College of S01'­
bonne. Of similar character was that instituted by Zoen, Bishop 
of Avignon, in 1256. From these houses of Tesidence which be­
came, in time, the chief fmaneia~ support of the universities, de­
veloped late}' the college-system of the ulliversity. And here also, 
as we have said, one sees the beneficial hand of the Church. The 
popes themselv;es set the example of endowing these colleges, and 
revenues of monasteries and chapters were appropriated to servE. 
for the same purpOSE'. As for the part played by churchmen in tht, 
institution of these colleges, besides the already mentioned famous 
College of Sorbonne, whieh, in the words of F. X. Funk, "in 
course of time achie.,'ec1 snch fame that it became identified at 
first with the faeu!ty of theology, and finnJly with the whole uni­
versity" (4), we may mGntion : the College of Brescia, fOllnded by 
Wi1liam of Bl'escia. archdeacon of Bologna, in 1326; the founda­
tion at Cl1mbl'idge hy Hngh de Balsham, Bishop of Ely, in which 
we see the origin of Peterhouse, its ol(~".st college; the institution 
of New College by "\Villiflln of "\Vykeham, bishop of Winchester, 
and the famous Col~ege of Spain fonnded by Egic1io Albornoz, 
Cardinal Archhishop of rroledo. 

Finally. in our appreciation of the work of the Church in the 
development of medieval universities, we cannot fail to bring into 
relief the contl'ibntion of the Heligious Orders to the entire life 
of the univen:;ity, The ideal of t,he friar as contrasted with that of 
et monk was that instead of withdrawing from the ordinary life 
of men, he should take part in their pursuits and a.ctivities and 
thereby sanctify them. Accordingly, the fl'iars began at once to 
share in the' 'fever of learning" which mal'kec1 the beginning of' 
the 13th century. 'rhe J<'l'anciscans were ear~y to be found among 
the hearers at the "studia" and presently among the masters. So 
the Dominicans whose ideal w::\s, above nll. intellectual activitv. 
were soon to be found in every great centre of Europe attendi~g' 

(4)F. X. Funk, A History of the Church (English translation by C. 
Perciba1li) Vo1. I, p. 422. 
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the "studia" as listeners and disputants. In Haly wbere the 
frjars had, for a long time, bt!l~n recogn isec1 ill:; teachers of theo­
logy, the profe::;sors and the majurity or students werB drawn, for 
the geater part .. from the nnwly-fQundec1 Order.,;, when the ftWU~­
ty of theology ,,,as established ut Bologna in 1260. 'l'he Domini­
cans had from tlle Hest atLelld"a the lectures in theology at Paris, 
so that when St. .\lbCl't alld lli" illustrious pupil went thero, the 
one to teach tlud the otller to continne his studies for t,he licen­
tiate, the connection uf the Unlet' of l'l'eaehers with the U niver­
sity of Paris Wi.LS of lOllS' standing. At CultJbridg0 and Oxford the 
religious cH'den,; were udwitted tu degree6, Cl privilege which until 
the year 1:337, was srallted to chE.:uI at HO other lluiversity, saye 
that of Pariti. HeDce . .J. H. Mll:linger concludes: . 'Their interest 
in and infiuell(;0 at UW::;t~ three ee.lItres \Ht,; consequently pl'opor­
tionably great" (5). 'l'he fl'iu-l's, therefore, especially the Domini­
cans and Frunci::;ullh ,d10 wt.'re the wo::;!, active pro motel'S of 
learning at the tinle. \\t~l'e an illlportallt elelllent in the student­
body and ill ilw teaehiug-bolly of t.he uniYersitie':l and distinguish_ 
ed themselYes as scholar~ alld teachers. 

The part played by 1he ClrnJ'eh, therefore, in the foundation 
and development of universities was great and generous. Through 
her initiative. support, aid allLl protection She led the universities 
to that height of splendour and digllity ill learning which charae­
terizes medieval Burope. 1"01' the Illedientl university was an im­
portant factor in the ell~i~'htemuenL and social progress of the 
times. Its studie,; <I!let traillin~' devated the human mind and at 
the same time reeo!.mi::;ed re'~s()1l il,; the lmndllmid' of faith. It 
was the centre in \\':hieh the pllilo::;opby oJ: the ancients tLud the 
jurisprudence of the Homulls \\"ere l'eyin:d alId developed to meet 
the requirements and delllumls of the tiules. "Prom it the mo­
dern university has inherited the essential elt!mellts of eorpomte . 
teaching, faculty organization, courses of ~tudy and academic de­
grees" (6), So that \ve do noL wonder at all at the lofty claim 
made by Bl. Jordanuti of Saxony, fourth :Master-General of the 
Order of Preachers, who sa\..,- in the Papaey, the Empire and the 
Univcrsitic::l a. "trillitv of lll\'sk'riou~ \"irtne" \\'ho:::o co-operation 
tillsLained the tempor~l and 'spiritual \\'l'!1-being of the people of 
Christendom. ') 

(5) ,T. B .. Mullinger, The EllC. Brit. (11th ed.) art. "Universities". 
p.755. 

(6) E. Pace, 1'110 Catb. EIW., Le., p. 19:1. 
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QUAESTIONES 
de re Morali-Canonica-Liturgica 

CASUS MORALES: 
Feli:D dcstru,ril" /zoro/(Ifjilllll Du/dc pretioSlllJl Canneti, quod 

ipse credcbllt jirlnit(:r 1}(,l'iinc/'c ad Laul'entiwil, sUllIIt udvcrs(/­
riwn, et diec/)(d ('ollics8ariu iJllpulwl.li si/I/' IIUl/IllS rcddendi If€} 

in£uria;11l non Cal"lllclo sed La lll'cnl io intell(3,.l'i.,8c in/eYre. "Si tn 
damnificatWln Cal'melllln fWI/ vi., rcslll'circ I:nabsolutum te 1niit­
tam" d i;l; it. confessurius pucllitCllti Fel£(,i. Veli.?; aeecl1t.f.(vit et ab­
sol-ultus d till iS8118 est. 

Quaeritur: 
Prima: (Jllumodo c;Dplieas cUlluitiullem "'l'heologice eulprl­

bilis causa," ad rlanllllllil rC7Ja.}'(l/I!lu.m necc8sari([ cllm ista sit in-
ilu.;ta et effiea;c? . 

Secundo: .Id quid iCJI(:illl' qui ubliyatio/IC/I/ ccrtam, i'rnponit, 
si de eeL ceriu non constel! 

Tcriia: Utrwm Peke ((/iqlwlIl illju.ria.11l CUrl/zeZo intulerit? 
Quarto: ,I cl quid !cllc!ar C;OJl,/c88arills qlli cl'rat e.'{: dcfieientia 

doctrinal? r 
AD PRIMUM QUAESITUM RESPONDEO : 

Culpa Theologi<:a idem ;SoHat ac pec<:atlllU fonnale; eam 
igitul' l'emovet qUiqllid a pcccato fOl'l1wli excusu.t, puta ignoran­
tja, inadvertentia, vis et<:. Nullum ergo damnum theologice 
culpabile esse potest quin "altem ill <:onfuso praevisum fuerit, 
iuxta adagiul1l: "Nil yolitum qnin pral'cognitulYl. Et ideo sicut 
quis non tenetur sarcil'e damnum quod alteri intulit e.g.: gran<io" 
aut fera nullius, ita nee tenetm daml11 quod i11e 'intulitpl'aefet' 
voluntatem. Nee di<:a::; damnificatorem, etsi de facto non 
praeviderit, pmevic1ere debuisse. et t'onsequenter teneri damrii, 
quia ista ratio in idem in<:idel'et, et quaeri potest et debet utrum 
de·fado ad obligationem praeyidendi iIle praevic1erit, seu utrum 
ad obligationem praevidendi ille yoluntari(~ nOll aclverterit. Cul­
pa' ergo theologi<:a ita di<:itur, ut belle aliqui am'tores adnotant, 
non prae<:ise in lluuntulll importat ofl'ensam Dei, sed pot ius in 
quantum actio c1amnificativa proeec1it. a lib era voluntateagentis, 
Ht ideo agenti imputabilis; dicitUl ergo theologica ut a culpa 
eiviji distinguaiul'. 
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AD SECUNDUM: 
Ade:Ot pl'incipium pro praxi nullo modo coutroversurn inter 

theologos; llGlllpe: non est inlponenda obligatio ni8i de ea certo 
('on::ltet. Hlfju::l prin6ipii applieatio oceUl'rel'e facile PQtest in 
tribunali poenitentiac ex parte eOllfessarii in ma,tel'ia restitutio­
nis. Ideo confessarius qui seiens CL volens positive imponit 
poeniienti, uti certam, obligationem restitnendi, dum de cius 
eel'tituc1il1u non certe eOllstat, lenetu!' col'l:igel'e el'l'OreIll et qui­
dem ex institia aliquanc10 Clllll grayi proprio incomJl1odo. COll­
fessal'ius enim ill easu est causa cllieux ut iniusta damn} ipsius 
poenitenLi:3. Et::;i culrubilitel' cOITedio llegligatur, trahit socum 
OllUS restitutioni::; ex secunda radice. Error cOlTigi seu reparari 
debet quallt um. tleri poLest in eonfes::lione si poenitens, l'editul'us 
;-:pcratm et nOIl ac1est pel'ieuluIll ill mora; secus ·petita prius et 
obtenta li<:entia poenitcuti::l, tenctm confe:3sarius el't'Ol'em extra 
confr:'HsioIlPlll cOl'l'igerl'. Ex hoc VG1'o nQll semper sequitlll' con-
1'c:;sul'ium, etsi <.:ulpabilitm erraverit, imposita poenitenti inceI'­
ta obligatione l'estituclldi ad restitutionem tenel'i.~am obliga­
tio cOl'rigendi el'l'orem ex parte con1'e::;su1'ii, per l'estitutiollem ab 
ipso confessario faeiclldallJ, debet esse certa, quia in casu ite­
rum principinm in praxi recidit, sell non adest obligatio certa 
restitUf!lldi llisj de ea certa consU't, quod valere potest et valet 
ctiam. pro ipso l:onfe:s:sario, talllquam dUlllnifkaiorc in poeniten­
tcm. Ita ex. gl'. : si eonfcssarins illlponat roellitenti obHgatio­
llem l'estituendi, dU("tu::; ex 01>i1\10nC pl'Obabili, antequam obli­
getul' ad restituendulIl, videl1dulll est utrulll ipsa opinio quam 
seeutus est ('olli'esSHl'iu;,;, et::;i nOll l'ert:l, sati" sit communis et 
in praxi sequcnda, etHi opillio eontraria non careae pl'Obabilitate 
tnm intrinseca tum extrillHecu. ~on desnnt enim doctores qui 
ill hoc C'11SU nOll obligen t eOllfessarium ad rcstitutionem. Ita 
I.iehmkuhl quem HccuiU::l est Arregui, t1ui ait. "nt vero conies­
sarius tune iniuste pocuiLcuti damllum illtuliSHt' dicatul", usus 
opinipne severiore in onus et lllcommoc1Ulll pocnitentis, videtur 
requiri ut obligavcl'it poenitelltem contra eam opinionem, quae 
communis est vd l'ollmHmitel' ut prndico sequcncla statuitur, ..... 
equidem non uUc\<'l'etrl ('onfessal'iulll i niust,iti:w l'enm pl'O nun­
tiare. " 

A.D TERTIUM: 
Celebris quaestio est, seu fuit iuxta aliquos, inter theologos 

utrum scilicet error ill ]1C1'8011a1O ita faciat nt deessc possit for-
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lllalitas in aetione damnifieativa. 
Prima sentcmtia doeet damni non teneri cum qui alium pro 

alio laesH errore invincibili. Et auctores hujus senteniae ita 
al'gunnt-. ad onus resiitmioliis ratione damnifieatiollis non 
snfficit sola actio materialis iniusta sed insuper l'equiritur actio 
fOl'malitel' sen yoluntul'ie iniuriosa in ultel'um qui laeditur. Haec 
antem actio iniuriosa dcC'st yo1untal'ia· in (:aCiU erroris in persona·, 
eum aceidat actio praeicl' Yolunlatem, quae non est alieui fo1'­
ma1il:e1' iniuriostL: si oni111 intondo, ox. gl'. tantum laedere 'l'itium 
et qnemcumque alium excludo, tUDC neminem voluntarie ofIen­
do: nOD Titium quia de facto is non laeditUl', non alterum quia 
respectu istius, mea aetio est prOl'SI1S il1yoluntaria et ideo error 
est circa substantiam. 

Secunda senLelltiu docet eum qui errore invincibili alium 
pl'Oaliolaesit, damni sarciendi obligatiolle teneri. Et qui eam 
tencnt, ita al'guunt-mtio culpae c1eficere potest quidem quoad 
aliquas cil'cumstantia" delidi sulJstantiae extl'insecas; et quoad 
consectal'ia eanUll Cll'Clllllstantial'um, non \-e1'O quoad delicti sub­
:-;tantiam et quoad collseciaria ipsiu:-; substantiae_ In easu aute)Il 
nostI'o deficit offensa, quatenus tleest maIns laedentis a·nimus 
erg-a personam pal'ticulal'em, quae tn:men [lon impedit quominus 
substanti[t injuriac sit c1010sa et inil1sta ne plane voluntaria. 

Quidqnid sit, secllnda bent en tia b.ocliel'llis temporibus evadit 
communis ct batis probabilis cl mihi vic1etul' veriol' immo in 
praxi sequenda. Non c1esunt enim auctores recentes qui distinc­
tionem inter iniul'ialll formalem et iniul'iam materialem deduc­
tam simpliciter ex erroro in personam, yocant meram subtilita­
tem. Ergo ad quaesitum respondeo: iuxta com.munem senten­
tiam quam aligui auctores neg-ant, probabilitel' Felix in destruen­
dohorologio Canneli, etsi intellclel'it dmnnifical'e tantum Lau­
rentium, iniuria in Carlllelulll non est itnmunis, et qnidem 
fOl'mali, et ideo 11'elix teneim tiarcire damnum Ca:rmeloettan­
tUlll quantum tialtem in confuso pl'aevidit. Quoad confessarium 
nostrum qui in casu impobuit onus l'estituendi poenitenti sub 
denegata absolutionc, male se gessit, quia in pl'axi confessarius 
debet esse semper patius benignus quam rigidus, quod fien 
potest, sed ad restitutionem erga Felicem damnare non audeo 
confessarium, quia, cum secutus esset sententiam probabilem et 
srdis commnnem, de ista obligatione non satis constat. 
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AD QUARTUM: 
'l'enetur imprimis, et patct, ,mt sibi. comparare scientiam, 

et quidcll1 sub gmvi, sufllcit.-,ntE'!11 (lWl cnsus ol'dinarie contin­
gentes percipere et l'csolvere possir, et saltcm in casibus diffici­
lioribus prudenter dubitare seiat, aut statim desistere ab audien­
dis fidelium confessiol1ibus. Si ergo sciens et volens se exponit 
ad periculum crrandi, et ideo saItem in ronfuso praevideat se 
el'l'aturum, jam peccat gmviter, cum iam dispositus est ad e1'­
randum. et si de facto en'at, eum yoluerit causam censetur vo-
1uisse effectum, teuetUl' snbire omn in inrommoda quae ori1'i pos­
sunt ex ista defieientia seientiae. Ad qua0 incommoda ipse 
teneri potest aliquando ex iustitia et quidem sub gravi et cum 
proprio gravi incommodo, et aliquando ex caritate tantum, quod 
pendet ex genere erronUl1 et ex circumstantiis in e1'1'ando. 

* * * 
Cla'm puella, valde JrlOriuc'1'Cl/a d 11l1bilig, apud confessa:riwJI 

confessioncrn sacramentalcm il1stit'llit, in qua decla'ra'vit, se adlwc 
pllellam absque /Ilia malitia sed in simplieitate cOt1sl;it7lL(I.11/ a 
qIlodmn confcssa,rio in ac[,g 8(Jcmmentalis cOllfessionis a,d turpia 
sollieitatamt juisse. COllfessarius oblig(Jvit caan ad dClwntiationem 
facicndam, -ipsa. a.utelll 'reJl:llit ob sequen/;es 'rationes: (i) Q1lin iam 
1I0tabile te1llpus efjlll:l.:il a ilie sollidtatiollis, (ii) QlIiaipsa, erit 
in simplicitate cOllstiillta quando' sollicitata jnit, (iii) Q1lia ipsa 
est nubilis et, non pu/est denllntiare absqllepericulo injamicw, 
(iv) Quia confessaJ'ills sollicita}ls lJ1'cjcctlls est in 'reyionem longill" 
qlwrn et, ipsa nescit quo se contlllerit, (t1) Q1Iia ipse est 8ulJer'io)', 
benefacl.or slli et; cOJ/san(f1line1ts ipsills Clarae, (vi) Quia ipse a'll­
rlivit cOII.jessarimJ/ sollieit([lli-em ('sst' l/Iort-IIum. 
Quaeritur: 

Primo: An obligatio derumliaLionis cOl/lira 80llieitan/('s sit de 
i Itre ecclesiastico. 

Secundo: An gl'W!)/? incommocZmn e.uCllSct, ab hac obligatione. 
Tertio: A nvalea nt mt;iones alla.tae Cl Clam. 

AD PRlMUM QUAESITUM RESPONDEO: 
Finis praecepti positivi ecclesiastici iuxta canonem 904, non 

solum est emendatio personae particularis, sed potius securitas 
publica, sacramenti et animarum, ex certa castigatione sceleris 
et ex metu indeclinabili confessariorum obtinenda; quod facile 
evinci potest ex ipso verborum tenore qnibus Summi Pontifices 
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ill divC'l'sis cCmstitutioniblls llsi sunt, l)('("11011 ex diversis decre­
tis et responsionibu8 S. Congregationis S. Officii. Hinc obli­
gatio gravis dmllmlintionis ad('st non solum speeialis ex lege 
p08i1.iva, ('eelpsiastica, et (Jllitlem suh poena exeommunieationi8 
latae sentent.iae nemini reservat,ac, s(~t1 eham generalis ex lege 
naturae, qua omnes ad hoe tenentur, 8) necesse sit ad damnum 
fidelium removendnm, dnmmodo tlenuntiatio sit medium neces­
sarium: et effir-ax et sine propol'tionato incommodo fieri possit. 
Hinc obligatio c1ennntialioniseonlra sollicitantes non est tan­
tum de iure eeclesiastico, sed etiam lie iure naturae. Ex his 
sequitur quod inter personas sollicitatas et alios qui 'delictum 
cognoverint, hoe datnr deserimen; ilIae tenentur denuntiare ex 
utroque iure, et ex solo iure eec1esiastico intra mensem sub 
poena excommunicationis, latae selltentiae nemini reservatae; 
hae teneri possunt aliquando ex solo imp naturae at sine dicta, 
sanctionC' poenali. 

AD SEOUND.UK: 
Agitur de obligatione px lege positiva orta et ideo ex iusta 

causa sollicitatu8 a· denunciatione facienda exeusatur: hoc enim 
praeceptum, licet gravissimnm, quanc10gne est solum praecep­
tum positivum eeelesiae, quod cum gl'avissimo incommodo non 
obligat. Si tamen demmtiatio simuI faeienda sit ex lege natn­
me, ubi nempe sollicitatio inducit publicnm scandalum vel dam­
num cOmmune, ab ea faciencla nee, iuxta omnes, gravissimum 
quidem incommoc1nm privatum deobligat. Bonum enim publi­
emn privato bono praevalerp debet. 

AD TERTIUM:: 
Disfingnendnm, est; Nam Clam poenitens 8011ieita;ta in 

aetu c0111'essioni8 adcTuxit pImes rationes, non eiusdem gravi­
tatis qui bus se exoneratam in ('onscientia esse ab obligatione 
clenunciandi ('onfessarium putabat. Prima ratio allata, aIiis ver­
bis, ex eo qnod iarn notabilc tempus effluxit a die sollicitationis, 
non valet, et ratio patet. Con8tai pnim ex verbis constitutio­
ni8 Benedicti XIV. 

Secunda ratio, quia scilicet ipsa erat in simplicitate cou­
stituta quando sbllieitata fuit, nec etiam valere potest, quia ut 
constituatur crimen soUicitationis et ideo denuntiandum, non 
requiritnr nec malitia in persona sollicitata, nee quidem adyer-
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tentia ad ma,litiaffi. Hoc constat ea dp('l'eio R. Offieiill ?lfa,ji 
1707. 

Terlia rutio, id c'st quia ipsa est nubilis Pt non potest de­
l1untial'P absque periculo inl'amitw, YHlcl'e poiC'st, dummoc1o aga-
1ur de vero periculo seu aliis verbis, dummodo adsit timor fun­
datus gravis damni in bono t'amae ipsius ClaI'ae. Dixi dummodo 
vore periculum adsit, nam pericnlnm illfamiae pm persona c1e­
nuntiante per se numquam cpnselm' callsa legitima excusans, 
quia tot ac tantae cf1utelae ac1hibentm, ut Yix infamia ipsi ob­
yenire queat, et ideo 1'111'0 f1c1essc potest in pocnitente periculum 
diffamal1c1i seipsnm, quia persona sol1icitata. de consensu praes­
tito non interrogatm nequp interrogari potest, et si fuerit in­
terrogata, quoc1 nct'aR est, potest negare - Hinc, nee etiam 
in eaRU valpt rati;) quia eRt llubiliR, qnal1l10 nullum perieulum 
ip bonum fo1'tunae adesse poteRt; si vero in aHquo easn parti­
culari, hujusmodi infamia haberi possci, excusaret ut c1ixi in 
l'esponsione ad seeundnm. 

Qual'ta ratio: sell qnia eonfpssarius sollicitans profectus C'st 
ill regionem 10nginql1am C't ipsa nf'seit <1110 se contul'eri1. 

1sta ratio non yald, et patet, quia secus lex esset inut.ilis; 
quod ('onstat ex ipsa natura obligationis (1enuntiationis. 

Quinta ratio, sell quia ipse est superior, benefador sui et 
('onsanguineus ipsius ClanH'. 

Quia confeRsarinR sollieitans est superior, non debet valere 
ratio, et irleo per se denuntianc1ns .psi": si est vero ipse ordina­
vius loci contl'Ovprtitl1l" inter theologos, quia si ipse ordinarius 
loei est iudex, non videtur C111' sit quoque nms denuntianduR. 
Red sententia cOlltl'al'ia longe pl'Obabilior est, et ea tenenc1a,. 
R. Officium ellim nrget denuntiationem Pt in casu denuntiatio 
fipri dehet S. Congregationi R. Officii. 

Quia est betlPfactor, videndum est utrum confessarius so11i­
citans Claram fUel'it tam insigllis benefa·etor eius, a quo ipsa 
Clara extraorc1inariuO) et necessarillm subsidium accipiebat, 
C[llia iuxta omnes theologos. si agatnr de tanto benefactore et 
propter den UlH.:iationem, tanta beneficia paenitells amitteret, 
yic1etur excusari PORSC', nisi YNO agat.ur <le gravi malo communi 
Ilvertendo. 

Quia est (~onsanguil1eus; iuxta omlles ista ratio potest ex­
cusare poenitentem fth obligatione denuntiationis, dummodo vero 
agatnr de consanguinro proximo eOlliundo vel de affine. 
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Sosta ra.tio, quia ipsa au(livit confessa-rium sollicitantem 
esse mortuum. Si poenitens certo noverit confessarium SOlliCl­

tanto m defuncium esse, cerium est oblign tionem cessare, quia 
eessaiJ fmis legis-quod colligitnr ('X decreto S. Poenitential'iae, 
94 apriJis 1884. In dubio yem poenitens tenetur et ratio patet. 

* * * 
Lncia 1iWl'SlIl1z'U1Jl. hwenit ad limen Vi-rginiae, ct; laeta a,pMuit; 

illll111 in llama 81W C01'am 111a1'i1,o SlIO inhianti. Ilhllta. praetiosa, 
praete1' n71mmOsmll/t08 a1l1'808, crant in marsupia, q'll.ae omnia 
nno eonscnSll. slla. jec(mlni -nw1'itlls et ti;LOl'. J1I[ a.1's/lpium orat Vzir­
gini.a.e, nee Lncin 1JOtera.t dubitrl1'c quia a1/d1:ebat emn referentmn 
omnia singillaJim et mimlwti111 7'11 ma1'supio colleeta. Vae Ubi, 
diOJit marittl8 1/;'C01'i 811ae Lueiae, 8i t1/ 1)crbum facis de his boni:s, 
C1~m ipsa. ei animmn manifestavissct. ·reddendi ea; iu.s[;itia quod in-
1)enerai. Confessa,r·ius, audi la confession e Ltteiae, perpleOJUs de 
pra-vo animo ci forti mm·iN ejusdem, et de i-ure st;ricto posito in 
his Oi1'G11J11sta,nUig. et praeserl,im de vitao Lu.ciae periculo, hanc 
fecit Gonelusioncm <liGens: QU,iI?8CC, filia, -rcspondeat m.arihts tU1tR 
(Jo'rmn Dca; eapt.(J 1)13')'0 oC(Ja"~ione. tu mayna cllm prudentia redde 
domino qu.od 81.1'll1n est. 

Quaeritur: 
P'l'imo: Pcccahw qlli amittit volnntmie colligc'l'e aliquid pre­

tiotmm quod qtllis ignotll,~ amisit? 
Seeundo: Qui rem im)cntam sllscipit ad quid tenet?tr? 
Tertio: L.ueia potuitne -i1ldicm'i lJosita in co;trern.a neeessita.te 

ob 1tLl:nas mariti? 
Qua'rto: Quid de modo aqendi confessa.1'ii? 

AD PRlMUM QUAESITUM RESPONDEO: 
Res inventae sunt quadruplicis generis: thesauri, res vacan­

tes, res del'elictae, l'es amissae. Quando. speetatis adiunctis, nul­
la amplius spes adest jnveniendidominum, ex illius dominio 
excidisse censetuJ', et pro derelicta habetur. Inventor rem in­
ventam in suo loco relinquel'e potest, quod omnes theologi ad­
mittunt; ordinarie tamen exsist.it obligatio, non qnidem justi­
tiae sed cal'itatis. eam secum fercndi, Non exsistit obligatio 
Justitiae quia seduso speciali contractu, nemo ex officio tenetur 
rem a1ienam secum fetTe; potest autem exsistere obligatio ca· 
I'itn.tis Pt mtio patet quia tenemnr damna a proximo avertere, 
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si commode fieri potest. liillC, si alias dominus rem suam non 
l'ecupel'aret, Pt si spes udsit dorninum detegelldi, urget obligatio 
rem assnmendi, nisi incommoanm excuset; quae quidem ohliga­
t,io eo maior est) q no malus est dekimentum, quod dominus 
ex re amis>'m patitul'. 

AD SECUNDUM: 
(~ui reIn inventcHll assmnptiiL, tenetur non tantum ex ca1'i­

tatc, ilTIlllO etiam ex iu:::titia aomil1um inquirel'e, non sui;:; sed 
clom,ini expensis, e1 intenlum earn deligentel' custodil·e. Ratio 
pat et quia qui rem invellLurn assumit, implicite ex iure naturae 
contl'ahit obligation em :-;triCb:1).D inquil'enCii uominum, quia eo 
ipso rem alienam sponte in suam custodiam. recipit, et qui autem 
rem, alienam in sua custodia ha.bet, cum res amissa non amittat 
clom,inum, non pOLest ea uti, si u::;u lleteriol' fit, sed tenetlll' eam 
diligentel' domino consel'va.re eamquc l'eddere, et si dominus 
ignotus sit, aptis rnediis cum qnael'erc, 

Quomodo 'vero, isttl inquisitio fa{;ienda est~) Cel'tus modus 
dominum inquil'endi lege naturae quidem non praecipitur, sed 
quilibet sufficii (lui ad finem idol!cUS Tepl1tetur; lege positiva 
antem .moc1n,; iuvestigandi c1ominl1llJ uc:<.:urate determinatur; si 
I c,.; i Iwenta nOll est .minoris mOlllClI ti, modus i nvestigandi do-
1I1inmn. tt, legc~ praes<.:riptu::;, generuLilll in ('onsz:ientia servandus 
est: dixi generatilll (Iuiu privata inql1is,itio non censetur modus 
nptus et suffkiens medium inveniencli dominum. Qui ergo 
statuta legis positivae sc-iens et volens non observat, non fit rei 
Inventae dominus, nee per pmescriptionem quic1em quia ei 110n 
assistit bona titles, nee in ea::;u dominus haberi il'mtiol1u,biliter 
invitus potest. rramen, uLi aiunt complures ,doctores, non videtUl' 
llliustitia arguenc1us qui omissis his quae a lege praescripta sunt, 
aliis utitnr rnediis aeque aptis <1ct inveniendum dominum. Ve­
rum modus a lege positiva aeliniius e::;L securioJ: et facilior et 
ideo generatim eOl1tiuliendus. Dispositiones iuris civilis in 
nQstr~ regione. statuuntur clare et pmecise : Vide Ordinanza VII 
(lp1 ]8GS art. 959-:.Wl, scilicet "Chi. il'QvtL una cos a mobile che 
non ::;la tesol'O, deve l'estituirla <11 preecl1entc possessol'e ; e se 110n 
lo.coposce deye senza. l'ilal'do consegnada alla. Polizia. I.Ja Po­
lizi.Ui l'ende nota la consegna per mezzo di un avviso da essere 
,'tlmeno due volte pUbblicato l1elIa Gazzetta di Governo. Pas­
sato un al1n6 duI giol'l1o c1ella pubblieazione del. seconclo :1:vviso" 
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t:>ellza che t:>i ~ia pret:>cutato il pwprietario, la cot:>a, Qvvero1 in caso 
chc le circostunze ne abbiano re80 spediente la vendita, i1 suo 
prezzo apparteru, [d ritrovaiore. 'l'anto i1 proprietario quallto i1 
ritrovatore, riprendendo b cOt!a 0 il prezzo devono pagare le 
spec;c OCC01"80. I! propricturio cbe riprendc la cosa deve paga­
re al ritrovatore un premio regolato secondo le circostanze, e 
non ccccdente i1 tlecimo tlel valore tleJla COS1 trovata." -Praete­
rea in corpore iuris criminalis statuitur ip capite Tertio art. 341, 
parag. 3. "Coloro che ritrovando ,cose altrui comunque smal'­
rite 0 perdutc, non ne facessero rive10 fra tre giomi alla Poli­
zia esecutiva sarallllO imputllbiji <1i contravenzione contro la 
proprietu,. " 

Praeterel1 ill notlLl'a. regione ab antiquitus invaluit usus de­
ponendi rem inventam apud Parochum loei in quo res invenitur. 
Pa·rochus peragit publicationes, et illutilitel' tempore a lege 
definito elapso, paroehus tradit rem inventori qui tuta conscien­
tia etH1J; retinere potest. Hie usus cum yj apud legem careat, 
non videtur esse suflicienter securus, et ideo Parochi, etiam si 
res in eecle::;iu invenituf, securius a·gerent si rem statim deferant 
custodi civili, et si uliquod prueiudiciull1 ipsi inventori qui rem 
omisit deponere intra ke::; tlies, afferre possint, possunt tuta 
conscientia declarare sibi rem in loco confessionis traditam 
fuisse, tueito nomine inventori::;. IDbpso tl'mpore statuto a lege, 
llominus eensetur amiHm'e dominium in l'em suam. Rinc qui 
culpabiliter dominum inYe::;tigar0 negligit, a fortiori dieendus, 
si rem inventam de illuustri[L ubscondit, quando exsistit spes 
reperiencli dominium, causa est, cur dominus rem suam recupe­
rare non possit, et ideo fit iniustus possel:isor rei alienae, eamque 
retillere non potest, setl, si dominus non compareat, in pauperes 
vel in usus pios erogare debet, quod est sententia communis, 
quia llelllO sibi afferat comrnodum ex propria iniquitate. 

AD TERTIUM: 
Caut;ae u restitutione excusantes ellUlnerantur quatuor: a) 

cbnuonatio ereditoris, b) irnpotentia debitoris, c) cessio bono­
rum, (1) cOlllposilio. Bx istis c(lusis, illlPotent.ia et cessio bono­
rum solum ad' tempus excusant, ::;eu potius suspendunt obliga­
tionem restituendi, .quamdiu dm'at causa. Harum causarum 
principium cOlllmune est: ex parte debitoris excusant ea omnia 
quae eflic.iunt, ut creditor non possit esse rationabiliter invitu6, 
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etsi reipsa jnvitu::; ::;it. Cxeditor autem tunc non pote::;t esse 
rationabiliter invituii J cum debitol' l'e:;tituendo subiret iucDm­
modum notubilitcr maius quam sit incommodum credito-
1'i::; ex re::;titutione non percepta. Quodsi d{)lninus omis­
lOa restitutione uequule jncollllllodum putel'etur ac .debi­
tor, hie a facienda restitutione non excusatur. Impotentia dici­
tUl' moralis quando restitutio fieri non potest sine gmvi damno, 
quod exinde delJitori vel tertio oriretur. Omnes auctores ad­
lllittunt quod obligatio l'csLituendi suspenditur, si restitutio fieri 
nequit :-;im: grayj d,unno in bonis ultel'ius ol'dinit:i. Ergo attenta 
narratione easus, Lucia, videtur invenil'i in vera impotentia mo­
rali. X ee vcm l'equiritur uL Lucia inveniatur in periculo amit­
tendi vitam quam minatus est vir eius, sed sufficit etiam si 
inveniutUl'in periculo amittendi pacem uomesticam seu oonju­
galem. Ista vero causa nOD eximit Luciam ab obligatione fa­
l'iendi quod ill ea e::;t ut opportune suadeat viro de eius strieta 
obligatione. 

AD QUARTUM: 
Confessarius in exonerando Luciam ab ohligatione resti­

tuendi, manente cau:-;e iusta deolJligante, non videtur reprehen­
dendus, immo laudandut:i. Sed ma:le se gessit si omiserit aceusare 
Ll1ciam de pecea.to flll'ti intel'lle commissa quia ipsa statuit 
eiut:i COl1l:>en~u emu JntLl'ito, sibi fu(:el'e marsupium ut narl'atur in 
cas'U. 

QUAESTIONES CANONICAE: 
UtrulIl (lofiu poelluli::; 8iclli actio criminali::; 8ubsit p-raescrvp­

tioni} 
Hesp. Non idem :-;entiunt canonit:itue. Qui negant asserunt 

tel'minologia]ll. Codici::; nOll esse tam claram ut emi possit. efr. 
Can. 1702, 2210, 1310. Qui aufirmant adducunt rationes juri­
dicas quae valent pro crimine praescripto et ideo valere possunt 
et debent pro ip:;a poena pracseribenda. Secunda sentenia Vl­

detur verior et practice sequenda. 

* * * 
Quid in/lua,llt obrept.io ct 8nbrcptiu in rcscrf.pt{l 8. Scdi.s. 
Cum in omnibus rescript is subintelligenda sit, etsi non 

expressa, conditio (essentialis ad valorem) "si preces veritate 
nitantur" (Can. 40), necesse est ut tiupplex libellus subreptionis 
vel obseptionis vitiQ in esscniiujibus nOll Taboret. Juxta canonem 
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4:Z p. 1 ne rescl'ip1:a, praesel'lim S. Seclis, ob subl'eptionem sint 
invalidn., debent exponi ea omnia qmw cx iure vel de stylo Cu­
riae sunt ad validitatelll exprimcncia. - Jnxh1 eun. 42. p. "2 ne 
obrcpliollC J'C'seriptulU viiictul' :,;lIflkit m una causu motiva sit 
ye rH . licct aliae falsae :,;j ill, yel l'n·i::;ae sint enusue irnpulsivae. 
In fine iuxta cnn. ·1:Z p. :l vitium obl'eplionis vel subreptionis 
ill lil1lL talltulU parte re::;cripti. aliam non infil'lllut, si una simul 
plllh~s gl'H t iue ]let· J'Psl'riptutll (·oJlceclantnl'. 

* * * 
Quid ayew[ /till in Flutlri 111011 iu ('lIlIt ad rot d ubillnl de alterius 

(;ollt.rahcn[.is bupl iSIHutes: 

III casu quo adsit clubiUlII lit' baptismate alterius pal'tis, liee 
nllomodo deponi possit, ad rnatl'imoniull1 contrahendum necesse 
est vel ut renQvetl1l' baptismu:,; sub mnditione (quod tamen 
non lieet Disi pars dubie lmphwta consentiat in baptismo et 
"Glit ad fidem catholil'um ("orrn:rti, :si eam antea non profite­
batul') vel ut dispt'llsdm ad cauldam supc]' impedimentum dis­
pal'itatis cu:1tus. III dubio fact.i ipse ordinarius potest dispensare 
ad llornmm canonis ] ;'5. c\.([ dubium illud de baptismo depellen­
dum, Paroclm:s ("Hi (·ompetit. sel'vei llOl'llH1S can. 1031 par. 1. 
sinlUl attendens ad pnwseriptul1l ('an. 770. "Ad collatllm bap­
tiS1l1Ulll compl'ObandullI, si nemini fiat pl'tleiudicium., satis est 
nnns testj:,;omni eXeeplioll(' waio]", yel ipsius baptizati iusiuran­
dum si ipse in ac1ulta aetate baptismum reeepel'it." 

QUAESTIONES LITURGICAE: 
Quid ill cwm. quo dCllcqata 8cpllltlll'a ccdc8iastica, aZiquod 

(la mn1l1n imminent: 
Hesp. Habeml1s duas l'espOnsioll<:'s Congo S. Officii. 

:. 18 J nlii, 1609. Quando, ex negata sepultura ecclesiastica, 
aliquod damnum tnmquillitati fic1elium ,mel'ito timel'etur, tole­
rari posse, dummoc1o absit'l'ODtemptus religionis et scandalum 
fidelium. 

30 :Martii 1 185D. 
infeni.ntUl; sepulchl'O 
maiOl'a mala vitanda. 

'1'01e1'a1'1 possc ut consanguinei acatholici 
gentilieio catholicarum familiarum ad 

Utrum SdlJbatumSallctllln COllnllUwrct.nr inter dies litu'r­
(Jtcos. 
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Resp. Neg; Sabbatum Sanctum (:Qnnumeratur inter dies 
alitUl'gicos etiam in ritu lat:ino. Quod si ca dic missa conven­
lualis celebratUl', hoc non fit pC'!' aniicipationcm illius mis­
sae, quae antiquitus noel u ill Yigilin of'fera.tm' in memoriam 
Dominicae ResUl'reciionis. Vide ]'Ojetti, Synopsis rerum mora­
lium et iuris Pontificii-Yol. lIT. 

QUGC1I(11lI disloJllia tCllcnr/a sil inter "CpU1CIlI et nUarc: 
Resp; Can. 120~. p. :3; "Snbin::; altal'c nullun:l sit reCOl1-

ditum cac1a.Yel'; cadayera autem quae pl'Ope altare sepulta forte 
sunt, distent ab eo saltirn spa,tio unills mctl'i; se,cus Missam in 
altari celebrare non 1 ic·ct. donee eada.yel' l'emoveatul'." 
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Book Reviews 
THE OLD TESTAMENT AND THE FUTURE LIFE (Ed. 

F.S'utdiffc, S, .• }. 1- (The .Be1lal'mine Ser'ies No. 8). 
Burns Gates and Washbourne. 1946; 16s. 
Man's lot in the hereafter is a matter that has affected 

mankind throughout all ages. The Egyptians and the Baby­
lonians, the two most eultured people of the Ancient Near East, 
had their own conceptions concerning fnture life and retribution, 
their funeral rituals and their prayers to their gods for a happy 
life in this world or in the other. The Israelites too, the 
People of the Promise and the depositary of revelation, had 
their own system of beliefs reflecting, on the one hand, their 
raeial affinities with the Babylonians and, on the other, God's 
providenee in the relig'ious and moral upbringing of his people. 

In this hook, which contains a course of lectures given at 
Heythrop College in the scholastic year 1942-1943, we are pre­
sented with a thorough and scholarly investigation of the pro­
blem of the Israelites' belief in futul'P, life, retribution and the 
resurrection of the body. The main conclusions may be briefly 
summarized thus: The early Israelites bp,lieved in the survival 
of the soul after thedissol~tion of the body, but had no definite 
ideas of retribution beyond thp grave; punishments and rewards 
were meted out in this life (pP. 19-29). At the time of 
Ecclesias!ticus (4th or 3rn centlll'Y B.C.) retribution was still be­
lieved to be restrictp,d to this 'world (pp. 29-36), "the views of 
the author on the future state being fundamentally the same 
as those tha,t are reflected in the Pentateuch" (p. 36). Hence 
the inference is drawn that during the intervening centuries 
the IRruelites had no idea of future rewards and punishments 
and that, consequently, aU passages in the Psalms an'd other 
books that seem to express a higher conception of retribution 
must he interpreted in the sense of temporal retribution (pp. 
69-81). But at the same time, a more developed doctrine of 
personal respol1sibi1ity and the many anxious searchings of 
hea,rt caused bv the apparent contrast between God's justice 
and the prosperity of the wicked and the suffering of the righteous 
were g-mdnallv leading to a loftier conception of retribution (pp. 
81-109) which is dearly set out in the book of Wisdom (pp. 
109-115). The doctrine of the resurrection of the boay is ex-
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pl'essly taught in the book of Daniel (12, 2) and in the second 
book of Maecabees (pp. 138-147) ; there is no reference t.o resur­
rection in Job 19, 25-27. 

These conclusions are, in the main admitted by one and 
all. There is, ho",'ever, one slight rem.ark which I should like 
to make, That the Israelites had no definite ideas of future 
retribution before the 2nd or 1st century B.O. I am willing to 
admit. But hmy a·re -we to explain the sudden appearance of 
a fully developed doctrine in the book or Wisdom written in 
the 1st century or tm'i'lll'ds the end of the 2nd century B.O.? 
Father Sutdiffe repl ies; "It may be that Ecclesiasticus was 
written three 01' four generations before this time ...... It may 
also be that the new ideas did not spread at once throughout 
the nation" (p. 193). I should rather say that divine providence 
had long been preparing the people for the fuller development 
of the doctrine by permitting the righteous to suffer and direct­
ing their hopes or reward beyond this world. If God was just, 
as they firmly believed, righteousness could not go uilrewarded 
nor sin unpunished. If temporal retribution was inaaequate, 
was it not natural that the hraelites should hope at least for 
some sort of retribution 3,fter death? This even Father Sutcliffe 
admits (p. 192). but he does not seem to giv(' it the importa.ncc 
it deseryes. 

If we admit that long before the book of VliRdom was 
written the Israelites, 0]' at least the more spil'itually-mlnded, 
had the germ of the true doctrine of retribution which they 
expressed as a (:onfident hope and an ardent desire, certain pas­
sages of the books of Psalms and Proverbs cannot be forced 
int.o the narrow limits of exclusive temporal retribution. David's 
words; 'Because thon wilt not leave my soul in hell (Sheol); 
1101' wilt thou give thy holy one to see corruption" (Ps. 
It5, 10) can hardly be interpreted as "expressing the confident 
hope that God will deliver him from present danger and save 
him from death" (p. 80) even if this deliverance is considered 
as the type of Christ's resurrection. David is in reality pro­
fessing his ul1shaken faith in Yahweh and expressing the hope 
that the JOY which he is feeling as the effect of his fellowship 
,vith God will not end with death, but will cOntinue beyend the 
grave in an eternal life with God. 
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rrhis however is only a point of detail which does not de­
tract from the value of the book. The discllssion is based on 
sound biblical exegesis. There is hardly a single relevant pa.s­
sage in the books of the Old Testament ,vhich is not quoted, 
explained and discussed. The book is a valuable addition to 
the existing treatises on Old Testament Theology and will be 
greatly appreciated by students of 'l'heology and biblical 
scholars alike. 

P. P. SWDON. 

KTIEBGOB maqlub mil-Lhudi u mfisser ;minll Dun P.P. 
Saydon; Malta, The Empire Press, 1947, pp. xi+77. 

Within u few months after the publication of Ester Prof. 
Saydon has given us the 14th volume of the translation of the 
Bible. The book of Job is one of the greatest masterpieces of 
\vorld-:iterature going back hundreds of years before Christ ante­
dating most of the Greco-Romall elassieb. 

Job is a, very difficult book to translate both from 11 textual 
and from a lingl{istic point of vie\v. The lVhssoretic text in some 
eases, as in the famous passage whieh seem" to speak of the re­
surrection of the body (19, 2:'5-27) is corrupt beyond emendation. 
The LXX raises more than one textual problem (Swete, Intr. to 
the Greek O.T., p. 2:36) and affords little help for the recovery 
of the original fIebrew. lV[Ol'COVel' the meaning of many words 
must be determined by mcans of their AraInaie, Arabic OJ.' Assy­
rian equivalents (P. Dhorme, De Livl'(? de lob, pp. cxl-cxliii) . 

. Lastly the ho.ok is written in verse and deals with a ...-ery difficult 
problem, and therefore the translator first of all must tmllsplant 
himself with his imagination baek into those timles before Christ 
and identify himself with the author t{) feel and think like him and 
only then to attempt to give €xpression to those feelings and 
thoug:hts in another language without in a.n~' way indulging in 
a free tl'a,nshtion. 

In our view tbe translat{)r has tackled these pl'Ob!ems in a 
masterly wu.y. Even a cursory reading of the whole book would 
make oile feel its Tllodernness in conformity vvith the best and lat­
est commentaries on this book. The Hebrew text is never slavish­
ly translated, u.}though there is a, strict adherence to the original. 
The meanihg of words is always determined according to the best 
established results of recent linguistic reseu.rch. 
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As to its literary merits we outrightly t;ay that it i8 one of the 
best contributions to our ever gro\ving Maltese literature; it is the 
best thu·t Prof. Saydon, alread v a we11-known l\Inltese writer, has 
given us so far. H~ slweeedecl '111 reproducing the rhythmic nlove­
ment of the origina~ with all its orienb11 atmosphere and nna.nCC8. 
This is not an easy task, lIotwithstanding that our Mother tongue 
is near and akin to Hebrew (ll. Head for example Job's curse of 
the day of his birth feh. ;'), God's speeebes in ells. 38ff, esptKlia.Jly 
the description or the \v:ll'-steecl (3~), lQ-25) or the hyppopottunus 
(JO, L5-8:1), and of the croeodile (dO, 2,)-41, 26). 

r1'he notes are more extensive than ill the other books; it is 
desirable that more notes would accompany the text, but this 
perhaps would make the work look more like a COlnlllentary than 
a tral1"llation. vVe hope that the public would not be indifferent 
to the enOl'lUOUS task whieh Prof. SlLydoll has undertaken. Pro£. 
Saydon is laying the foundations for future Maltese Biblical Lite­
l'l1ture; we encourage him to eal'ry On impert,ul'bed by any fear or 
laek of illtel'est on the pl1rt of those who should know better that 
as a biblical scholar he has done his duty to his Church and his 
Country in giving the people the Bible in their mother tongue 
in conformity with the wishes of H.H. Pope Pins XII as ex­
pressed in the latest Encyclical Divino ajjZantc Spiritlu (Acta 
/1 p081. S er! is, X XX\', 19-1:3, :3~)7 -326). 

K. SAN'l'. 

(1) ...... Il R0V. P. P. Saydol1, giil alullllO del no~i;ro Istitut.o od ora 
P:'ofes~ore cli S. Scrittura ncll'Univcrsit1l di l\Ialta Sua patria, cIa un de­
celluia viene publicando una sua propria vcrsione dei Sacri I,ibri dai testi 
originali nE/lIa sua lingua matel'llt1 eon sobri0 note cd illustraziolli, pQr 
rondere aecessibiIo aI ,;uo popolo la divilla parola e farglicla meglio gusta­
re quasi in fonte. Infatti il )Ialteso, ('olla struttUr:1 delle lingue scmiticho 
e la spontalleit'l della parlata popoiarl', e lllcravigliosamclltc adatto a ri­
produrre insicIJIo col senso am:hu il coloTe' e tutt.g le sfumature dell'origi­
nale ebraico; C sotto qlle,;to u,;pct.i.u la tra'duziulle di (Iud profondo cono­
sciltore delle due linguo, dw e l'c~ilnio Pro::e~~oredi Malta puo intE.:ressnrtJ 
anche il filologo. Esselldo inoltrc la prima versionc illtegrale di tutta la Bib­
bia in Malteoo, puo chiamarsi a buon diritto un vero avvonimellt<> letterari<>. 
L'opera intrapresa dal Prof. Saydon con cccellol1ltc proparnziollC e pari 
coraggio, proceido celera11lonte, cd nuguriamo di gran cuore· che sin COTl­

dotta felicetnente a tel'JJline (.\. V Iw:::.tri, IJiblicu,1920, '135). 
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