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ENCYCLICAL  LETTER

OF POPE LEO XIII ON THE
UNITY OF THE CHURCH.

[CONCLUDED. ]

THE ROMAN PONTIFFS POSSESS SUPREME
POWER IN THE CHURCH JURE DIVINO.

13. It was mnecessary that a govern-
ment of this kind, since it 'belongs to
the constitution and formation of the
Church, a8 its principal element—that is,
a8 the principle of unity and the founda-
tion of l.sting stability—s8honld in no
wise come to an end with St. Peter, but
should pass to bis successors from one to
another. “There remains, therefore, the
ordinance of truth, and St. Peter persever-
ing in the strength of the rock which he
had received, bath not abandoned the
government of the Chureh which bad
been confided to him” (S. Leo M., sermo
iii., cap. 3. For this reason the Pontiffs
who succeeded Peter in the Roman Epis-
copate receive the supreme power in
the Church, Jure prvino. “We define”
(declare the Fathers of the Council ot
Florence) “that the Holy and Apostolic
See and the Roman Pontiff holds the
primacy of the Church throughout the
whole world : and that the same Roman
Pontiff is the successor of St. Peter, the
Prince of the Apostles,and the true Viear
of Christ, the bead of the whole Church,
and the fatlier and teacher of all Christ-
ians ; and that full power was given to
him, in Blessed Peter, by our Lord Jesus
Christ to feed, to rule and to govern the
universal Church, as is also contained in
the acts of cccumenical councils and in
the sacred canons” (Coxc. FLORENTINUM).
Similarly the Fourth council of Lateran
declares : “The Roman Church, as the
mother and mistress of all the faithful by
the will of Christ obtains primacy of
jurisdiction over all other Churches.”

“These declaralions were prededed by
the consent of antiguity whicly ever ac<
knowledged, without the slightest doubt
or hesitation, the Bishops of Rome, and
revered them, as the legitimate succes-
sors of St. Peter.

Who is unaware of the many
and evident testimonies of the hoiy
¥athers which exists to this effect?
Most remarkable is that of 8t. Irenaeus
who, referring to tbhe Roman Church,
says : ‘“With this Church, on account of
its pre-eminent autbority, it i8 neces-
gary that every Church should be in
accord”’ (Contra Haereses, lib. iii.,, cap.
3, n. 2) ; and St. Cyprian also says of the
Roman Church, that “it is the root and
mother of the Catholic Church, the chair
of Peter, and the principal Church
whence sacerdotal unity has its source”
(Ep. xlvii., ad Cornelium, n. 3. and Ep.
lix., ad eundem, n.14). He calis it THE
CHAIR OF PETER because it is occupied by
the successor of Peter : he calls it the
PRINCIPAL CHURCH, on account of the
primacy conferred on Peter himself and
his legitimate successors; and 1THE
SOURCE OF UNITY, because the Roman
Church is the efficient cause of unity in
the Christian commonwealth.  For this
reason Jerome addresses Damascus
thus : “My words are spoken to the suc-
cessor of the Fisherman,to the disciple
of the Cross....... .I communicate with
none save your Blessedness, that is with
the chair of Peter. For this 1 know is
the rock on which the Church is built”
(Ep. xv,, ad Damasum, n. 2). Union
with the Roman See of Peter is to him
always the public criterion of a Catholic
“] acknowledge every one who is united
with the See of Peter” (Ep. xvi, and
mmasum 5. 2). And for a like reason
St. Augustine publicly attests that, “the
primacy of the Apostolic chair always
existed in the Roman Church” (Ep.
xliii., 1. 7.) ; and he denies that any one
who dissegge from the Roman faith can
be a Catho®E, «You are not to be look-

~ed uport as holding the true Catholic
faith if you do not teach that the faith of
Rome is to bé held” (Sermo cxx., n 13).
SO, too, St. Cyrian: «“To be in com-
munion with Corneliug is to be in com-

munion with the Catholic Church”

(Ep. v, m. 1. In the same
way Maximus the Abbott teaches
that obedience to  the Roman

Pontiff is the proof of the true faith and
of legitimate communion, - Therefore if
a man does not want to be, or to be call-
ed, a heretic, et him not strive to please
this or that man.....but let him hagten
before all things to be in communion

with the Roman See. 1f he be in com-
munion with it, he should be acknow-
ledied by all and everywiere a8 faith-
ful and orthodox. He speaks in vain
who tries to persuade me of the ortho-
doxy of those who, like Limself, refuse
obedience to His Holiness the Fope ot
the most boly Church of Rome" that is
to the Apostclic See.”” The reason and
motive of this he explains to be that
“the Apostolic See has received and hath
government, authority, and power of
binding and lcosing from the Incarnate
Word Himself; and, according to all
holy synods, sacred canons and decrees,
in all things and through all things, in
respect of all the boly churches of God
throughout the whole world, since the
Word in Heaven who rulesthe Heaven-
ly powers binds and loosens there” {De-
floratio ex Epistola ad Petrum illustrem).

Wherefore, what was observed and
acknowledged as Christian faith, not by
oue nation only or in one age, but by the
East and by the West, and through all
ages, this Philip, the priest, the Ponti-
fical legate at the council of Ephesus, no
voice being raised in dissent, recalls:

“No one can doubt, yea, it is known
unto all ages, that St. Peter the Prince
of the Apostles, the pillar of the faith
and the ground of the Catholic Church,
received the keys of the kingdom from
our Lord Jesus Christ. That is: the
power of forgiving and retaining sins
was given to him who, up fo the present
time, lives and exercises judgment in
the persons of his successors” (Actioiii.).
The pronouncement of the Council of
Chalcedon on the same matter is pre-
sent to the mind of all: “Peter has
spoken through Leo” (Actio i.i) to whick
the voice of the Third Council of Con-
stantinople responds as an echo: ‘‘The
Chief Prince of the Apostles was fighting
on our side: for we have bLad as our
ally his follower and the successor to
his see : and the paper and the ink were
seen, and Peter spoke through Agatho

b (xwiii).

In the formula of Catholic faith drawn
up and proposed by  Hormisdas,
which was  subscribed at  the
beginning of  the sixth century
in the great Eighth Counci] by
the Emperor Justinian, by Epiphanius,
Jobn and Menna, the Yatriarchs,* thig
same is declared with great weight and
solemuity. “For the pronouncement of
our Lord Jesus Christ saying: ‘Tmey
ART PETER AND UPON THIB ROCK [ wipy
puiLd My CHURCH,’ &C., cannot be pagsed
over. What is said is proved by the re-
gult, because Catholic faith has always
been preserved without stain in the
Apostolic See” (Post Epistolam, XX Vi.,
ad omnes Epise. Hispan., n. 4)), we
have no wish to quote every available
declaration ; but it is well to recal] the
formula of faith which Michael Pgjeo-
logus proféssed in the second Counci] of
Lyons : “The same holy Roman Chyrch
possesses the sovereign and plenary
primasy and authority over the whole
Catholic Cburch, which, truly gng
hembly, it acknowledges to bave recejy-
ed together with the plentitude ot power
from the Lord Himself, in the person of
St. Peter, the Prince or head of the
Apostles, of whom the Roman Pontiff is
the successor. And as it is bound to de-
fend the truth of faith beyond all others,
8o algo if any question should arise cop-
cerning the faith it must be determined
by its judgment” (Actio iv.).

BISHOPS BELONG TO THE ESSENTIAL QONSTI-
TUTION OF THE CHURCH,

14. But if the authority of St. Peter
and his successor is plenary and aup-
reme, if i8 not to be regarded as the gole
authority. ' For He who made Petey the
foundation of the Church also “choge
twelve, whom He called apostles” (Luke
vi., 13) ; and just as it is necessary that
the autbority of Peter should be perpetu-
sted in the Roman Pontiff, so, by the
fact that the bishops succeed the apostles,
they igherit their ordinary power, and
thus the episcopal order necessarily be-
longs to the essential constitution of the
Church, Although they do not receive
plenary, or universal, or supreme auth-
ority, they a1e not to be looked upon as
vicars of the Roman Pontiffs ; because
they exercise a power really their own,
and are most truly .called the orpinary
pastors of the people over whom they
rule. :

But since the successor of Peter ig one,
and those of the apostles are many, it is
necessary to examine into the relations

whicl exist between him and them ac-
cording to the divine constitution of the
Chureb. Above all things the need of
union between the bishops and the suc-
cessors of Peter i8 clear and undeniable.
This bond once broken, Christians would
be separated and seattered, and would
in no wise form one body and one flock.
“The safety of the Church depends on
the dignity of the chief priest, to whom
if an extraordinary and supreme power
is not given, there are as ‘many schisms
to be expected in the Church as there
are priests” (S. Hieronymus, Dialog. con-
tra Luciferianos, n. 9), Itis necessary,
therefore, to bear all thisin mind, viz,
that nothing was conferred on the
apostles apart from Peteer, but that
several tbings were conferred upon Peter
apart from the apostles, St. John Chrys-
ostom in explaining the words of Christ
asks : “Why, passing over the others,
does He speak to Peter about these
things ?” And be replies unbesitatingly
and at once, “Becauge L was pre-emin-
ent among the apostles, the mouthpiece
of the disciples, and the head of the col-
lege” (Hom. 1xxxviii. in Joan., n. 1), He
alone was designated ag the foundation
of the Church. To him He gave the
power of BINDING and y1gosINe ; (o bim
alone was given the power of FEEDING,
On the other hand, whatever authority
and office the Apostles received, they
received in conjunction with Peter. “If
the divine benignity willed anything to
be in common between lhim and the
other princes, whatever He did not deny
to the others He gave only tbrough him.
So that whereas Peter slone received
many things, He conferred nothing on
any of the rest withoyt Peter participat-
ing in it (8. Leo M. gerpo iv., cap. 2).

BISHOPS SEPARATED FroM PETER AND HIS
SUCCESSOR LOSE ALy, JURISDICTION.

15. From this it must be clearly un-
derstood that Bishops are deprived of
the right and power of ruling, if they de-
liberately secede from Peter aud Ins suc-
cessors ; because, by this gsecession they
are separated : fromy $he foundation on
whichh the: whole: edifiecé must rest.
They are therefore outgide the rprrice
itself ; and for this very reason they are
geparated formthe FoLp, whose Jeader
is the Chief Pastor ;tbey are exileq from
the Kinepoym, the kéys of which were
given by Christ to Peter alone,

These things help us to see the heaven
Iy ideal; and thedivine exemplar, of the
constitutton of the Christian common-
wealth, namely : When the Divine
Founder decreed that the Chureh ghould
be one in faith, in government, and in

ccommunion, He chose Peter ang his suc-

cessors as the principle and centre, as it
were, of this unity. Wherefore St
Cyprian says: “The following is &
short and easy proof of the faity, The
The Lord said to Peter: ‘I gay to thee
thou art Peter’ ;on him alone He build-
eth Hia Church ; and although afier His
resurrection He gives a similar power to
all the Apostles ‘and says: ‘ag the
Father hath sent Me,’ &c., stil] in grder
to make the necessary wunity clear, by
His own aunthority He laid down the
source of that unity 28 beginning from
one” {De Unit. Eccl. n. 4}, Angq Optatus
of Milevis says : “You cannot deny that
you know tuat in the ¢ity of Rome the
Episcopal chair was first conferred on
Peter. In this Peter, the heag of all the
Apostles (hence his name Cephds), has
gat ; in which ckair alone unity was to
be preserved for all, lest any of the
other apostles should claim anything a8
exclusively his own. Bo muych so, that
he who would place another chair
against that one chair, Would be a schis-
matic and a sinner” (De Schigm, Donat.,
lib. ii).  Hencp the 4eaching of Cyprian,
that heresy and schism arige ana are
begotten from the fact that due obedi-
ence is refused to the Bupreme guthority.
“Heresies and Schi¥ms have no other
origin than that obedience ig yefgsed to
the priest of God, and that nien Joge sight
of the facf that there i8 one judge in the
place of Christ in this world” (Epist. xii.
ad Cornelium, n. 5). No one, therefore,
unless in communion with Peter can
ghare in his authority, since it is‘absﬁ',rd
to imagine that he wWho is outside can
command in the Cburch. Wherefare,
Optatus of Milevis blamed the Donatists
for this reason : “Against which gates
{of hiell) we read that Peter received the
saving keys, that is to 8ay, our prince, to
whom it was said by Christ: Py thee
will I give the keys of the Kingdom of

\

| the College of the Disciples ; the Yrince
of the holy Apostles ; the leader of tue

Heaven, and the gates of Hell shall not
conquer them,” Whence ig it, thereiore,
that you sirive to obtain for yonrselves
the keys of the Kingdom of Heaven—
you who fight against the chair of
Peter ?” (Lib. ii, ™ 4-5.)

But the Episcopal order is rightly
judged 1o be in communion with Peter ag
Christ commanded, if it be subject 1o
and obeys Peter ;otherwise it becomes a
lawless ang digorderly crowd. It is not
suflicient for the due preservation of the
ubity of the faith that the head should
merely have been charged with the of-
fice of superintendent, or should have
been invested golely with a power of
direction, Bgg it i8 absolutely neces-
8ary that ) e ghould have received real
and sovereign suthority which the
whole community 8 bound to obey.
What hag the Son of God in view
when he promiwd the keys of the
Kingdom of Heaven to Peter ALONE ?
BiBLicaL, ypgage aPd  the nnanimon#
teachingg of the Fathers clearly show
that supreme authority is designated in
the Passage by the word KEYS.: Nor is it
lawfnl to interpret in & different sense
what wag given to Peter ulone, and what

jointly wih him. If the power of bind-
ing, loosing and feeding confers npon
each and every one of the B:iehops the
succesgors of the Apostles a real author-
ity to rule the people committed to him,
certainly the game power inust have the
same effoct in his case to whom the duty
of feeding the lambs and the sheep
has been assigned by God. “Christ con-
stituteg [Peter] not ouly pastor but pas-
tor of pastors ; Peter therefore feeds the
lambs angd feeds the sheep, feeds the
children and feeds the mothers, governs
the subjects and rnles the prelates, be-
cause the lambs and the sheep form the
whole of the Church” (8. Brunonis Epis-
eopi Signiensis Comment. in Joan., part
iil,, eap. 21, n. 55). - Hence those remark-
able eXpressions of thie ancients concern-
ing St. Peter, whicl most clearly set
forth the fact that he was piaced in the
highest degree of dignity and authority,
They frequently call him “the Prince of

thoir; the mouthpiece of all the Apostles;
the bead of that family ;the ruler of the
whole world ; the first of the Apostles ;
the safeguard of the Church.” In thisi

Pope Eugenius : “Who art thou? The
great priest—the high priest. Thou sit
the Prince of Bishops and the heir of the
Apostles......... Thou art he to whom .the
keys were given. There are, it i ‘true,
other gatekeepers of heaven and other|
pastors of flocks, but thou art so much
the more glorious as thou hast inherited
a different and more glorious name than
all the rest. They have flocks consigned
to them, one to each ; to thee all the
flocks are confined ag one flock to one
ghepherd, and not alone the sheep, but
the shepberds. You ask how I prove
this ¥ From the words of the Lord. To
which—I do not say—of the Bishops,but
even of the Aposties have the sheep
been 8o absolutelv and unreservedly
committed ? If thou lowest me, Peter,
feed My sheep. Which-sheep ? Of this
or tLat people, of this city, or country, or
kingdom ? My sheep, Hesays : to whom
therefore i8 it pot evidentthat He does
not designate some, but all? We can
make no exception where no distinction
is made” (De Consideratione, lib, ii.,
eap. 8). :

But it is opposed to the truth, and in
evident contradiction with the divine
constitution of the Church, to hold that
while each Bishop is rnprvipuarey bound
to obey the authority of the Roman
Pontiffs, taken coLigorivaLy the Bishops
are not 80 bound. For it s the nature
and object of a foundation to support the
unity of the whole edifice and to give
stability to it, rather than to mAcm con-
PONENT PART; and in the present case
this is much moreapplicable, singe Christ
she Lord wished that Ly the strength and
solidity of the foundation 6 gates of hell
should be prevented from prevailing
against the Church. AJl are agreed that
the divine promise must be understood
of the Charch as a whole, and not of any
certain portions of it. These can indeed
be overcome by the assaults of the
powers of hell, as in point of fact has be-
fallen some of them. Moreover, he who
is det over the whole flock must have
autbority, not only over the sheep dis-

when they are assembled together. Do
the shieep when they are all assembled
together rule and guide the shepherd ?’
Do the successors of the Apostles assem-
bled together constitute the foundation
on which the successor of St. Peter restg
in order to derive therefrom strength and
stability ? Surely jurisdiction and author-
ity belong to him in whose power have
been placed the keys of the Kingdom of
Heaven, not alone in all provinces taken.
singly, but in all taken colectively. And

a8 the Bishops, each in his own district,,
command with real power not only indi-

viduals but the whole community, sothe

Roman Pontiffs, whose jurisdiction ex-

tends to the whole Christian common-
wealth, must have all its parts, even

taken collectively, subject and obedient
to thieir authority. Christ the Lord, as
we buve quite sufficiently shown, made

Peter and his successors His vicans, to-
exercigse’ for ever in the Church the

power which He exercised during His
mor:al life. Can the Apostolic Coliege be-
said to have been above its master in

authority ?

This power over the Episcopal College

to which we refer, and which is clearly

was given o the other Apostles con-|set forth in Holy Writ, has even been

acknowledged and attested by the
Church, 48 is clear from the teaching of
General Councils. “ We. read that the
Roman Pontiff has pronounced judg-
wentson the prelates of all the churches;
we do not read that anybody has pro-
nounced sentence on bim” (Hadrianus
ii., Allocutione iii.,, ad Synodum Roman-
um an. 869, Cf. Actionem vii., Cone, Con-
stantinopolitani iv). The reason for
which is stated thus: *there is no
aathority greater thah that of the
Apostolic See * (Nicolaus in Epist. Ixxx vi.
ad Michael. Imperat.) * Wherefore Ga-~
lusius on the decrees of Councils says:
*“That which the First See has not ap-
proved of cannot stand ; but what it has
thought well to decree Lias been received

| by the whole Church ™ (Epist. xxvi,, ad

Episcopos Dardanie, n. 5). It bas ever
Leen nnquestionably the office of the
Roman Pontiffs to ratify or to reject the
decrees of Councils. Leo the Great res-
cinded the acts of the Conciliabulum of
Ephesuvs. - Damasus rejected those of Ri-
mini, and Hadrian L. those of Constant-
inople. The 28th Canon of the Council of
Cbaleedon, by the very fact that it lacks
the-assent aud approval of the Apostolic

sense St. Bernard writes as follows to}See, is admitted by all to be worthless.

Rightly, therefore, has Leo X, laid down
in'the 5th Council of Lateran *that the
Roman Pontiff alone, as having author-
ity over all Councils, has full jurisdiction
and power to summon, to transfer, to dis-
solve Councils, as is clear, not only from
the testimony of Holy Wri¢, from the
teaching of thie Fathers aud of the Rom-
an Pontiffs, and from the decrees of the
sacred canons, but from the teaching of
the very Councils themselves.” Indeed,
Holy Writ attests that the keys of the.
Kingdom of Heaven were given to Peter
alone, and that the power of binding and
loosening was grantéd to the Aposties.
and to Peter; but there is nothing to
show that the Apostles received supreme
POWer WITHOUT PETER and AGAINST PETER, .
Such power they certainly did not re-
ceive from Jesus Cbrist. Wherefore, in
the decree of the Vatican Council ag to-
the nature and authority of the primacy
of:the Roman Pontiff, no newly conceiv-
ed opinion is set forth, but the venerable-
and constant belicf of every age (Sess. iv.,.
cap. 8). .

Nor does it beget any confusion in the
administration that Christians are bound
to obey a twofold authority. We are pro-
hibited in the first place by Divine Wise
dom from entertaining any such thought,.
since this form of governmenwwas con-
stituted by the counsel of God Himself.
In the second place we must note that
the (ue order of things and their mutual
relations are disturbed if there be a two-
fold magistracy of the same rank set over
a people, neither of which is amenable to
the other. But the authofity of the Roms-
an Pontiff is supreme, universal, inde--
pendent; that of the bishops limited and
dependent. “It ig not congruous that
two s8uperiors with equal authority
should be placed over the same flock ;.
but that two, one of whom is higher than

*#It 18 evident that the judgment of the
Apostolic See, than which there is no anthor-
ity greater, may be rejected by no one, not is.
it lawful for anyone to pass judgment on ite.
judgment.”

persed throughout the Church; bat also

(Continued on page 8y,

theotber, should be placed over the same -
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