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Contributors to the Sixth Volume

AHERNE, CORNELIUS, Proressor or New Trs-
TAMENT EXEGESIS, Ii.lc'ron, 81. Josxpra’s CoL-
LE(:;, MiLr Hiun, LoNpon: Galatians, Epistle
to the.

ALBERS, P.,8.J., MaasTrICET, HOoLLAND: Gorkum,
The Martyrs of.

ALDASY, ANTAL, Pu.D., Arcmvist or TEES LI-
BRARY OF THE NATIONAL MuseEuM, BupaPEST:
Gran, Archdiocese of. .

ALSTON, G. CYPRIAN, O.8.B., Downsipn AB»EY,
BatH, ENGLAND: I‘(ont.enelle, Abbey of; Font-
froide, Abbey of; Gall, Abbey of Baint; Gar-
lénd; ljszdet.e Sunday; General Chapter; Glebe;

oscelin.

ARENDZEN, J. P., 8.T.D., M.A. (CANTAB.), Pro-
rEssorR oF HoLyr Scriprure, St. EpMUND'S
CoLLEGE, WARE, ENGLAND: Gabriel Sionita;

Gnosticism.

ASTRAIN, ANTONIO, 8.J., Mapaip: Francis Xav-
ier, Saint.

AVELING, FRANCIS, S.T.D., Lonpon: Form;
Free-Thinkers.

BARBIERI, REMIGIO GUIDO, TrruLar Bismor
or TaEODOSIOPOLIS, VICAR APosTOLIC OF GI-
BRALTAR: Gibraltar, Vicariate Apostolic of.

BARNES, ARTHUR STAPYLTON, M.A. (Oxon.
AND CaNTAB.), CAMBRIDGE, ENGLAND: Glabrio,
Manius Acilius.

BARRETT, MICHAEL, O..B., Buckiz, Scor-
LaND: Fort Augustus Abbey; Graham, Patriek.

$+BARRY, ALBERT, C.SS.R., LIMERICK, IRELAND:
Furniss, John.

BENIGNI, UMBERTO, Proressor or EccLesias-
TicAL History, PoNT. CoLLEGI0 URrBANO DI
PropacaNDa, Rome: Ferentine, Diocese of;
Fermo, Archdiocese of; Ferrara, Archdiocese of;
Fiesole, Diocese of; Florence, Archdiocese of;
Foggia, Diocese of; Foligno, Diocese of; Forli,

Diocese of; Fossano, Diocese of; Fossombrone,

Diocese of; Frascati, Diocese of; Gaeta, Arch-

diocese of; Gallipoli, Diocese of; Galluppi,

Pasquale; Galtelli-Nuoro, Diocese of; Genoa,

Archdiocese of; Gerace, Diocese of; Giberti,

Gian Matteo; Gioberti, Vincenzo; Girgenti,

Diocese of; Gonzaga, Ercole; Gonzaga, Scipione;

Grassis, Paris de; Gravina and Montepeloso,

Diocese of. .

BERGH, FREDERICK THOMAS, 0.S.B., ABBor
oF Sr. AvuGUBTINE'S, CARSHALTON, SURREY,
ENaLAND: Genuflexion. .

1 Deoceaded

BEWERUNGE, H., Proressor or CHUrRcE Music,
. 8r. PatrICK’S COLLEGE, MAYNOOTH, DUBLIN:
Gregorian Chant.

BIHL, MICHAEL, O.F.M., Lecror or EccLESIASTI-
cAL HisTory, CoLLEGIO SAN BONAVENTURA,
ggdmccm, FLoBeNCE: Fraticelli; Friars Minor,

er of; Gerardus Odonis.

BOOTHMAN, C. T., KinagsTowN, IrELanD: Fits-
herbert, Maria Anne; Glanville, Ranulf de.

BOUDINHON, AUGUSTE-MARIE, 8.T.D., D.C.L.,
DIRECTOR, ‘‘CANONISTE CONTEMPORAIN”, PRrO-
FES80R OF CANON Law, INsTITUT CATHOLIQUE,
Paris: Fox'gerl!‘l Forger; Formularies; Gibert,
Jean-Pierre; iaire, Jean-Baptiste; Glosses,
Glossaries, Glossarists.

BRANN, HENRY A., D.D., New Yosx: Grace,
William Russell.

BRAUN, JOSEPH, 8.J., BrLLEVUE, LuxEMBURG:
Gloves, Episcopal.

BREHIER, LOUIS-RENE, PROFESSOR OF ANCIENT
AND MEepievaL History, UNiversiTY or CLER-

MONT-FERRAND, PUY-DE-DOME, ce: Foul-
ue de Neuilly; so, Federigo; Froissart,
ean; Gesta Dei per ¥rancos; Godfrey of Bouil-

lon.

BRIAULT, MAURICE, C.S.8r., Paris: Gaboon,
Vicariate Apostolic of.

BROCK, HENRY M., S.J., Proreasor or PHYsICS,
HovLy Cross CoLLEGE, WORCESTER, MASSACHU-
sETTs: Ferdinand, ﬁlessed; Feuillet, Louis;
Fixlmillner, Placidus; Fontana, Felice; Forster,
Arnold; Forster, Thomas Ignatius Maria; Fres-
nel, Augustin-Jean; Gerbillon, Jean-Frangois.

BROWN, CHARLES FRANCIS WEMYSS, Locsn-

TON CAsTLE, PERTHSHIRE, ScoTLAND: (Gandol-

hy, Peter; Gervase, Georﬁg Goldwell, Thomas;
otﬁer, John; Grad’well, bert.

BURKE, EDMUND, B.A., INSTRUCTOR IN LATIN,
CoLLEGE oF THE CitY of NEw York: Filelfo,
Francesco; Forcellini, Egidio; Fust, John.

BURTON, EDWIN, 8.T.D., F.S. Hisr. Soc., Vicx-
PresipeNT, ST. EpMUND’S CoOLLEGB, WARE,
EncrLanDp: Fenn, John; Finch, John, Venerable;

Fitzalan, Henry; Fitzherbert, Sir Anthony;
Fleming, Richard; Fletcher, John; Floyd, John;
Formby, Henry; Fowler, John; Gardiner

Stephen; Geoffrey of Dunstable; Geoffrey of
Monmouth; Gerard, Archbishop of York; Ger-
vase of Canterbury; Gesta Romanorum; Goffe,
Stephen; Goes, Aiexauder; Grant, Thomas;
Green, Thomas Louis.
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BUTLER, RICHARD URBAN, O0.8.B.,, DownsipE
ABBEY, BoTH, ENGLAND: fiilbertines, Order of;
Gilbert of Sempringham, Saint.

CAMM, BEDE, 08.B.,, B.A. (OxoNn.), ERpINGTON
?B;EE’ BrrmiNnGHAM, ENGLAND: Feckenham,
ohn de.

CARTER, MARY GILMORE, New York: Gilmore,
Patrick Sarsfield.

CASANOVA, GERTRUDE, 0.8.B.,, STANBROOK
ABBEY, WORCESTER, ENGLAND: Gertrude the
Gl:'leat, Saint; Gertrude van der Oosten, Vener-
able.

CASARTELLIL, L. C., S.T.D., BisHOP OF SALFORD,
ENGLAND: Gentili, Aloysius.

CHAPMAN, JOHN, 08.B,, B.A. (Oxon.), Prior or
S1. THOMAS'S ABBEY, Emmo-rou, BIRMINGHAM,
EngLaND: Fathers of the Church; Fessler,
Joseph; Firmilian, Bishop of Camsarea; Fulgen-
tius, Fabius Claudius Gordianus, Saint; Gauden-
tius, Saint; Gennadius I, Saint.

CLEARY, GREGORY, O.F.M., S.T.L., J.U.L., Pro-
FES8OR OF MORAL THEOLOGY AND CANON Law,
St. IsipoRE’S8 CoLLEGE, RoME: Friar.

CLEARY, HENRY W., Epitor, “NEW ZEALAND
TaABLET’, DUNEDIN, NEW ZEALAND: Goulburn,
Diocese of.

CLUGNET, JOSEPH-LEON-TIBURCE, LitrL.,
Paris: Gatianus, Saint; Gerard, Saint, Abbot of
ls3rog'ne; Gerard, Saint, Bishop of Toul; Goar,

aint.

COFFEY, PETER, 8.T.L., Pa.D., PrOFESSOR OF
Pr1L08OPHY, ST. PATRICK’S COLLEGE, MAYNOOTH,
Dusuin: Gilbert de la Porrée; Godirey of Fon-
taines.

COLEMAN, AMBROSE, O.P., M\R.I.LA,, 8t. S8av-
10UR’8 PRIORY, DUBLIN: Felix ITI, Saint, Pope;
Felix of Nola, Saint.

CONNOLLY, ARTHUR THEODORE, B.D., Bos-
ToN: Fitton, James.

COOREMAN, JOSEPH, 8.J., V.G., GENERAL MANA-
GER OF THE ScHOOLS OF THE DIOCESE OF GALLE,
CeYLON: Galle, Diocese of.

CORBETT, JOHN, 8J., New York: Gradual
Psalms.

CORDIER, HENRI, PROFESSOR AT THE SCHOOL FOR
2:1;;«7.«1. LiviNG LANGUAGES, Paris: Gaubil,
inc.

CRAM, RALPH ADAMS, F.R.GS., F. Asm. INnsT.
ARcHITECTS, PRESIDENT, BosTON SOCIETY OF
ArcHITECTS, BoSTON: Gothic Architecture.

CREUTZBERG, HEINRICH AUGUST, Pu.D.,
KRrErELD, GERMANY: George the Beard

CRIVELLI, CAMILLUS, 8.J., PrRoFESsOR OoF GEN-
erAL History, INsTITUTO CIENTIFICO, CITY OF
Mexico: Figueroa, Francisco Garcfa de la Rosa;
Gémara, Francisco Lépes de.

CUTHBERT, FATHER, O.8.F.C., CrawLeY, Sus-
sEX, ENGLAND: Felix of Cantalice, Saint; Fidelis
of Siﬁmari n, Saint; Francis of Paula, Saint;
Fy;cJ,hWil iam Benedict; Gennings, Edmun
and John.

.
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D’ALTON, E. A, M.RI.A,, ATHENRY, IRELAND:
Fitzpatrick, William John; Fleming, Patrick;
Galway and Kilmacduagh, Diocese of.

DEBUCHY, PAUL, 8.J., Lirr.L., ENcmeN, BeL-
arum: Gagliardi, Achille; Gaudier, Antoine le;
Gisbert, Blaise.

DEGERT, ANTOINE, LL.D., Eprtor, ‘LA REVUB

DE LA GASCOIGNE”, PROFESS8OR OF LATIN LITERA-

* TURE, INSTITUT CATHOLIQUE, ToULOUSE: Féne-

lon, Frangois de Salignac de fa Mothe; Gallican-
ism.

DELAMARRE, LOUIS N., Pa.D., INSTRUCTOR IN
Frenca, CoLLEGE or THE CiTY OF NEW YORK:
Fauriel, Charles-Claude; Florian, Jean-Pierre
Claris; Gebhagt, Emile; Gilbert, Nicolas-Joseph-
Laurent; Giraud de Borneil.

DELANY, JOSEPH, 8.T.D., New York: Fear
(from moral standpoint); Gluttony; Good Faith.

DE SMEDT, CH., 8.J., Brusskis: Gamans, Jean.

DEVINE, ARTHUR, C.P., ProrEssorR oF THEOL-
oGy, ST. SAVIOUR'S RETREAT, BRroADWAY,
gg;g(zisrmsmnz, ENGLAND: Gabriel Possenti,

DEVITT, E. J., S.J.,, PROFESSOR OF JPSYCHOLOGY,
GEORGETOWN UNIVERSITY, WASHINGTON : George-
town University.

DINNEEN, MICHAEL FRANCIS, 8.T.D., Pro-
FESSOR OF MoRAL THEOLOGY, ST. MARY’S UNI-
VERSITY, BALTIMORE: Good, The Highest.

DIONNE, N. E., M.D., LL.D., LIBRARIAN TO THE
%mlsm'runz or Quesec: Fréchette, Louis-
onoré.

DONOVAN, STEPHEN M., O.F.M., WasBINGTON:

' Ferber, Nicolaus; Fonseca, José Ribeiro da;
Fonseca Soares, Antonio da; Francis Solanus,
Saint; Frassen, Claude; Gaudentius of Brescia.

DOUMIC, RENE, MEMBER OF THE FRENCH ACADEMY,
LiTERARY AND DRaMATIC CRITIC, “REVUE DES
Deux Monpes”, Paris: French Literature.

DRISCOLL, JAMES F., 8.T.D., NEw York: Firma-
ment; Gog and Magog; Golden Calf.

DRISCOLL, JOHN THOMAS, M.A., S.T.L., FonDa,
New York: Fetishism.

D'SA, MANOEL F. X., PRINCIPAL, ANTONIO DB
Souza Scroor, MAzAGoN, BouBAY, INDIA: Gar-
cia, Gonsalo, Saint.

DUBRAY, CHARLES A,, S.M.,8.T.B,, Pu. D., Pro-
FESSOR OF PHILOSOPHY, MARIST COLLEGE, W ASR-
INGTON: Franchi, Ausonio; Gaultier, Aloisius-
Edouard-Camille; Gédoyn, Nicolas; Gérando,
Joe:gh-Marie de; Ginoulhiac, Jacques-Marie-
Achille; Girard, Jean-Baptiste.

DUNFORD, DAVID, DIoCESAN INSPECTOR OF
Scroors, HoppespoN, HERTFORDSHIRE, ENG-
LAND: Fear (in Canon Law); Foundation; Gar-
dellini, Aloisio; Funeral Dues; Gavantus, Barto-
lommeo.

DUNN, ARCHIBALD JOSEPH, F8.S., F.R. Hist.
Soc., Lonpon: Feilding, Rudolph William Basil
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DUNN, JOSEPH, Pa.D., Proressor or CeLtic LAN-
GUAGE AND LITERATURE, CaTHOLIC UNIVERSITY
or AMERICcA, WasHINGTON: Filliucius, Felix.

EDMONDS, COLUMBA, 0.8.B., ForT AUGUSTUS,
ScorLanp: Gildas, Saint.

ENGELHARDT, ZEPHYRIN, O.F.M., Warson-
VILLE, CALIFORNIA: Friars Minor in America.

EWING, JOHN GILLESPIE, M.A,, San Juan,
Porto Rico: Gillespie, Efiza Maria; Gillespie,
Neal Henry.

FANNING, WILLIAM H. W., 8.J.,, PrRoOFESS8OR OF
CaurRcH HisTorRY AND CANON Law, ST. Louls
UNiveRsiTY, ST. Lours: Filial Church;Forum,
Ecclesiastical.

FAVREAU, J. ARTHUR, SECRETARY, SociETE His-
TORIQUE FRANCO-AMERICAINE, BosTON: French
Catholics in the United States.

FENLON, JOHN F,, 8.8, S.T.D., PresipenT, Sr.
AvusTIN'S COLLEGE, BROOKLAND, DIsTRICT OF
CoLuMBIA, PROFESSOR OF SACRED SCRIPTURE,
St. MaRY’Ss SEMINARY, BaLtimMore: Fouard,
Constant; Gosselin, Jean-Edmé-Auguste.

FISCHER, JOSEPH, S.J., ProFessor oF GEoG-
RAPHY AND HisToRrYy, STELLA MATUTINA COL-
LEGE, FELDKIRCH, AUSTRIA: Fillastre, Guillaume.

FITA Y COLOMER, FIDEL, S.J., MEMBER OF THE
RovaL AcApEMY oF HIsTORY, Maprip: Funchal,
Diocese of; Granada, Archdiocese of.

FORD, JEREMIAH D. M., M.A,, Pu.D., PRoFESSOR
OF FRENCH AND SPANISH LANGUAGES, HARVARD
UNIVERSITY, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS: Fer-
reira, Antonio; Filicaja, Vincenzo da; Folengo,
Teotflo; Gallego, Juan Nicasio; Garcilasso de la
Vega; Giraldi, Giovanni Battista; Giusti, Giu-
seppe; Goldoni, Carlo; Gomes De Amorim, Fran-
cisco; Gonszalo de Berceo; Goszi, Carlo.

FORTESCUE, ADRIAN, S.T.D., Pa.D., LEerch-
WwORTH, HERTFORDSHIRE, ENGLAND: Gennadius
II, Patriarch of Constantinople; Gennadius of
Marseilles; George Hamartolus; Georgius Syn-
cellus; Gloria in Excelsis Deo; Gosepel in the
Liturgy; Gradual; Greece; Greek Rites.

FOURNET, PIERRE-AUGUSTE, S.S., M.A., Pro-
FESSOR or HiIsToRY, COLLEGE DE MONTREAL,
MoNTREAL: Gal, Saint; Galland, Antoine;
Gaume, Jean-Joseph; Gousset, Thomas-Marie-
Joseph.

FOX, JAMES J., S.T.D., PRoFESSOR oF PHILOSOPHY,
S'l;.od TaomAs’8 COLLEGE, WaSHINGTON: Glory;

FOX, WILLIAM, B.S., M.E., Ass0CIATE PROFESSOR
oF Prysics, CoLLEGE oF THE CiTY oF NEw YORK:
Faye, Hervé-Auguste-Etienne-Albans; Fizeau,
Armand-Hippolyte-Louis; Foucault, Jean-Bert-
Laqd;Léon; raunhofer, Joseph von; Galvani,

uigi.

FUENTES, VENTURA, B.A.,, M.D., INSTRUCTOR,
CoLLEGE oF THE CiTY oF NEw YOoRrk: Ferndndez
de Palencia, Diego; Fel‘yjéo y Montenel‘gro, Benito
Jer6nimo; Figueroa, Francisco de; Fléres, En-
rique; Garcilasso de la Vega (The Inca).

FUREY, JOHN, US.N., RETIRED, BROOKLYN, NEW
York: Grasse, Francois-Joseph-Paul de.

GEMELLI, AGOSTINO, O.F.M., M.D.C.M., Hon-
ORARY PROFES80R OF HisToLOGY, PROFESSOR OF
PAsTORAL MEDICINE, DIRECTOR, “RIVISTA DI
FiLosoria NEo-scoLasTicA”, MiLAN: Fortunato
of Brescia.

GERARD, JOHN, 8.J.,, F.LS., LonDpoN:
Galileo.

GEUDENS, FRANCIS MARTIN, O.PrEM., ABBoOT
TiTULAR OF BaRrLINGS, CorPUS CHRISTI PRIORY,
MANCHESTER, ENGLAND: Floreffe, Abbey of;
Frigolet, Abbey of ; Goffine, Leonard.

GIETMANN, GERARD, 8.J., TEACHER OF CLASSICAL
LANGUAGES AND ZSTHETICS, ST. IoNATIUS COL-
LEGE, VALKENBURG, HoLLAND: Fithrich, Joseph;
Ghiberti, Lorenso di Cione; Girardon, Frangois.

GIGOT, FRANCIS E.,S.T.D., PROFESSOR OF SACRED
ScRIPTURE, ST. JOSEPH'S SEMINARY, DUNWOODIE,
New York: Gabbatha; Gad; Gamaliel; Ged-
eon; Generation; Gentiles; Glosses, Scriptural;
Gospel and Gospels.

GILLET, LOUIS, Paris: Ferrari, Gaudenszio; Feti,
Domenico; Flandrin, Jean-Hipﬁglyw; Fouquet,
Jehan; Francia (Francesco Raibolini); Fromen-
tin, Eugéne; Ghirlandajo (Domenico di Tomasso
Bigordi); Giotto di Bondone; Giulio Romano;
Gossaert, Jan.

GILMARTIN, THOMAS P., S.T.D., Vice-Presi-
DENT, ST. PATRICK’S COLLEGE, MAYNOOTH, DUB-
LiN: Good Friday.

GOYAU, GEORGES, Associate EpiTor, ‘‘Revux

pes DEux MoNDEs”, PaRis: Fescix, Joseph;
Fleury, André-Hercule; France; Francis I,
King of France; Fréjus, Diocese of; Gallia
Chnistiana; Gap, Diocese of.

GRATTAN-FLOOD,WILLIAMH.,M.R.I.A,,Mus.D.,
ROSEMOUNT, ﬁumsconm, IRELAND: Ferns,
Diocese of; Finan, 8aint; Finnian of Moville,
Saint; Fintan, Saints; Fothad, Saint; Gerald,
Saint; Giordani, Tommaso; Giovaneli, Ruggi-
ero; Gobban Saer.

GREANEY, JOHN J,, 8.T.L., PirT8BURG, PENNSYL-~
vanta: Fitzralph, Richard.

GUERIN, CHARLES, PrREFECT AposToLIC, GHAR-
DAIA, AFRICA: Ghardaia, Prefecture Apostolic of.

HAGEN, JOHN G., S.J.,, VaricaAN OBSERVATORY,
RomMe: Gassendi, Pierre.

HAMMER, BONAVENTURE, O.F.M., LAFAYETTE,
INDIANA: Fort Wayne, Diocese of.

HANDLEY, MARIE LOUISE, New York: Gasser
von Valhorn, Joseph.

HARTIG, OTTO, ASSISTANT LIBRARIAN OF THE
Royar LiBrary, MunicH: Gama, Vasco da;
Geography and the Church; Glarean, Henry.

HASSETT, MAURICE M., S.T.D., HARRISBURG,
PeENNSYLVANIA: Fish, Symbolism of the; Fos-
sors; Graffiti.

HEALY, JOHN, S.T.D., LL.D.,, M.R.I.LA,, ARcH-
BISHOP OF TuaM, SENATOR OF THE RovaL Uni-
VERSITY OF IRELAND: Glendalough, School of.

Galilei,
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HEALY, PATRICK J., 8.T.D., AssisTaNT Pro-
FESSOR OF CHURCH HisToRY, CaATHOLIC UNIVER-
8ITY OF AMERICA, WASHINGTON: Faustus of Riez;
Felicissimus; Firmicus Maternus; Flavia Domi-
tilla; Fulgentius Ferrandus.

HECKMANN, FERDINAND, O.F.M., TEACHER OF
LATIN AND GREEK CISCAN MONASTERY,
WasHINGTON; Ferdinand III, Saint.

HERBERMANN, CHARLES G. Pu.D., LL.D,,
Lirr. D., K.S.G., PROFES80R OF LATIN LANGUAGE
AND LITERATURE, COLLEGE oF THE CITY OF
New York: Frank, Michael Sigismund.

HIND, GEORGE ELPHEGE, O.S.B., GLAMORGAN-
sHIRE, WaLEs: Faversham Abbey; Folkestone
Abbey; Fountains Abbey; Furness Abbey.

HOEBER, KARL, Pa.D., Eprror, *‘ VoLkszEi-
TUNG"’ AND ‘‘ AKADEMISCHE MONATSBLATTER”,
CoLoGNE: Galerius, Valerius Maximianus; Gal-
lienus, Publius Licinius Egnatius; Graz, Uni-
‘versity of.

HOFFMANN, ALEXIUS, 0.8.B., 8t. Joan’s CoL-
LEGE, COLLEGEVILLE, MINNESOTA: Feder, Jo-
hann Michael; Feilmoser, Andreas Benedict;
Feneberg, John Michael Nathanael.

HOLWECK, FREDERICK G., St. Louis, M1ssounr:
" Feasts, Ecclesiastical.

HUDLESTON, GILBERT ROGER, 0.S.B., Down-
sIDE ABBEY, BaTH, ENGLAND: Glastonbury
Abbey; Gregory I, Saint, Pope.

HULL, ERNEST R., 8.J., EpiTor, “THE ExauM-
INER”, BoMBaY, INDIA: Goa, Archdiocese of.

HUNT, LEIGH, Proressor oF ART, COLLEGE OF
THE CiTy OoF NEW YORK: Gaillard, Claude-
Ferdinand; Giocondo, Fra Giovanni; Giorgione;
Goya y Lucientes, Francisco José de.

HUN’}‘, THOMAS JOHN, DusLIN: Goyaz, Diocese
of.

HUNTER-BLAIR, 8ir D. O, Bart,, 0.S.B.,, M.A,,
Oxrorp: Foreman, Andrew ; Free Church of Scot-
land; Gillis, James.

HUONDER, ANTHONY, 8.J., Epitor, ‘‘KatHo-
LiscHE MissiONEN"’, BELLEVUE, LUXEMBURG:
Fridelli, Xaver Ehrenbert; Fritz, Samuel.

HYDE, DOUGLAS, LL.D., Lirr.D.,, M.R.IA,
FrencHPARK, Co. RoscoMMmoN, IRELAND: Four
Masters, Annals of the.

ISENBERG, ANTHONY FRANCIS, EbiTor,
‘“MoRrNING STAR”, NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA:
Gayarré, Charles Etienne Arthur.

JAROSSEAU, ANDRE, O.M. Cap., TiTuLAR Bisuop
OF SOATRA, VICAR APOSTOLIC OF GALLA, HARAR,
AsByssiNIA: Galla, Vicariate Apostolic of.

JARRETT, BEDE, O.P., B.A. (Oxon.), S.T.L., 8.
Dowminic’s PrioRry, LoNpon: Feudalism.

JENNER, HENRY, F.8.A., LATE oF THE BRITISH
MuseuM, LoNpON: Gallican Rite, The.

JEROME, MOTHER MARY, DorLe, Nxw York:
Felician Sisters.

JOYCE, GEORGE HAYWARD, 8.J., M.A. (OxoN.),
PROFESSOR oF Logric, STONYHURST COLLEGE,
BrLackBURN, ENGLAND: Fundamental Articles.

KAMPERS, FRANZ, Pua.D., PRoOFESSOR OF MEDIE-
vaL AND MopERN CHURCH HisToRry, UNIVERSITY
oF BreEsLav: Frederick I; Frederick II; Ger-
x‘rrly.nys from the beginning to 1556; Godfrey of

iterbo.

KEILEY, JARVIS, M.A., GRaNTwWoOD, NEW JER-
BEY: Georgia.

KELLY, BLANCHE M., NEw York: Ferrer, Ra-
fael; Gerona, Diocese of; Granada, University
of; Griissel, Lorenz.

KELLY, LEO A., Pu.B., RocHEsTER, NEW YORK:
Frankfort, Council of.

KIRSCH, JOHANN PETER, S.T.D., DoMEesTIC
PRELATE, PROFESSOR OF PATROLOGY AND CHRIS-
TIAN ARCHXE0LOGY, UNIVERSITY OF FRIBOURG
SwitzeRLAND: Felicitas Saint; Felicitas and
Perpetua, Saints; Felix I, Saint, Pope; Felix II,
Pope; Felix IV, Pope; Felix V, Antipope;
Flaccilla, Zlia; Fleury, Claude; Florentina,
Saint; F'lorus; F ormosus, Pope; Fort{IMartyrs;
Four Crowned Martyrs; Fribourg, University
of; Fridolin, Saint; Kulcran, Saint; Fulgentius,
Saint; Finfkirchen, Diocese of; i‘unk, Franz
Xaver von; Galletti, Pietro Luigi; Gaudiosus,
Bishop of Tarazona; Germanus I, Saint; Gobe-
linus, Person; Gérres, Guido; Gérres, Johann
Joseph; Gregory X, Blessed, Pope.

KITTELL, FERDINAND, LORETTO, PENNsYL-
VvANIA: Gallitzin, Demetrius Augustine.

KLAAR, KARL, GOVERNMENT ARCHIVIST, INWs-
BRUCK: Ferdinand II.

KURTH, GODEFROID, DirecToR, BELGIAN His-
TORICAL INsTITUTE, ROME: Frankenberg, Johann
Heinrich; Franks, The; Fredegarius; Granvelle,
Antoine Perrenot de.

LADEUZE, PAULIN, S.T.D., REcToR, UNIVERSITY
oF LouvaIN: Goossens, Pierre-Lambert.

LAFLAMME, J. K. L., EptToRr-IN-CHIEF, “ L’AcTION
SociaLe”, Quesec: French Catholics in the
United States.

LALANDE, LOUIS, S.J., MONTREAL, CANADA:
Félix, Célestin-Joseph; Fléchier, Es]gri@; Fray-
ssinous, Denis de; Freppel, Charles-Emile.

LAUCHERT, FRIEDRICH, Pa.D., AacHEN: Feb-
ronianism; Geissel, Johannes von; Gerhoh of
Reichersberg; Granderath, Theodor.

LAURENTIUS, JOSEPH, S.J., PROFESSsOR OF
CanoN Law, St. IeNATIUS COLLEGE, VALKEN-
BURG, HoLLAND: Fiscal Procurator; Fiscal of the
Holy Office.

LAVIGNE, DAVID E., Eptror, “La TRIBUNE”,
WooNsockET, RHODE IsLAND: French Catholics
in the United States.

LEBRUN, CHARLES, C.J.M. S.T.D. SUPERIOR,
Hory HEART SEMINARY, HALIFAX, NovaA ScoTiA:
Good Shepherd, Our Lady of Charity of the.

LECLERCQ, HENRI, O.8.B., Lonpon: Ferritres,
Abbey of; Fire, Liturgical Use of; Flavigny,
Abbey of; Gams, Pius Bonifacius; Gerbert,
Martin; Goar, Jacques; Grace at Meals; Gran-
colas, Jean.

viii

.
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LEJAY, PAUL, FrLrow or THE UNIVERSITY OF
FraNcE, PRorFEssoR, CaTHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF
Paris: Fortunatus, Venantius Honorius Cle-
mentianus; Garet, jean; Garland, John; Gaul,

lan.

LENHART, JOHN M., O.M.CAr., LcToR or PHILOS-
orHY, ST. FipELIS MONASTERY, VICTORIA,
Kansas: Forbes, John.

LENNOX, PATRICK JOSEPH, B.A., Proressor
or ENGLISH LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE, CATHO-
Lic UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA, WASBHINGTON:
Gower, John,

LINDSAY, LIONEL ST. GEORGE, BSc., Pu.D,,
Ebrtor-IN-CHIEF, “LA NOUVELLB F{mscm",
veBEc: Frontenac, Louis de Buade; Garneau,
rangois-Xavier; Garnier, Charles; Gaspé,
Philippe Aubert de; Goupil, René; Gravier,
Jacques.

LINS, JOSEPH, FrREIBURG 1M BREISGAU, GERMANY:
Frankfort-on-the-Main; Freiburg (City, Arch-
diocese, University); Fulda, Diocese of; Ger-
many, Vicariate Apostolic of Northern; Gesellen-
vereine; Gnesen-Posen, Archdiocese of.

LOUGHLIN, JAMES F. S.T.D., PHILADELPHIA:
Friends, Society of; Gelasius Iil Pope; Gregory
VIII, Pope; Gregory VIII, Antipope.

MAAS, A.J., 8.J., REcToR, WoopsTOCK COLLEGE,
MaryranD: Filioque; Forer, Laurens; Gene-
alogy }in the Bible); Genealogy of Christ; Gib-
bons, John; Gibbons, Richard.

MacAULEY, PATRICK J., Berrast, IRELAND:
Gagarin, Ivan Sergejewitch; Gifford, William;
Gonnelieu, Jéréme™ de.

MacCAFFREY, JAMES, S.T.L., Pa.D., St. Par~
RICK'S COLLEGE, MAYNoOOTH, DUBLIN: Fleming,
Ehom_as; French, Nicholas; Giraldus Cam-
rensis.

MAcERLEAN, ANDREW A., New York: Fin-
barr, Saint; Garzon, Diocese of; Genevieve,
Saint; George Pisides; Germain, Saint, Bishop
of Auxerre; Germain, Saint, Bishop of Paris;
Giffard, Bonaventure; Gilbert, Sir John Thomas;
Glaber, Raoul; Goajira, Vicariate Apostolic of;
Goodman, Godfrey.

McMAHON, ARTHUR L., O.P., Str. DoMiNic’s
Priory, SAN FraNcisco: Ferre, Vincent; Gali-
lee; Gravina, Dominic.

MACPHERSON, EWAN, New York: Garefa Mor-
eno, Gabriel. ’

MAERE, R., S8.T.D., ProFessoR oF CHRISTIAN
ﬁ;tg_mi:owot, University of Louvain: Garrucei,
aele.

MAES, CAMILLUS P., 8.T.D., Bisnor or Coving-
TON, KENTUCKY: i"‘laget, Benedict Joseph; For-
bin-Janson, Charles - Auguste - Marie - Joseph,
Comte de.

MAGNIER, JOHN, C.SS.R., Romx; Gerard Majella,
amnt.

MAHER, MICHAEL, 8.J., Lirr.D., M.A. (LonpoON),
DIRECTOR OF STUDIES AND PROFESSOR OF PEDA-
GoGIc8, STONYHURST COLLEGE, BLACKBURN,
EnGLAND: Free Will.
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MANN, HORACE K., HEADMASTER, St. CUTE-
BERT'S GRAMMAR SCHOOL, NEWCABTLE-ON-TYNE,
ENgLAND: Gregory II, Saint, Pope; Gregory III,

Saint, Pope; Gregory IV, Pope; Gregory V,
Pope; Gregory r\eli I¥ope;’ Gregory Vf,IXnu-
pope.

MARIQUE, PIERRE JOSEPH, INSTRUCTOR IN

ENCH, COLLEGE OF THE CiTY oOF NEW YORK:

Féval, Paul-Henri-Corentin; Flanders; Fleuriot,
Zénaide-Marie-Anne.

MEDIN, JOSEPH, GreaT FaLLs, MoNTANA: Great
Falls, Diocese of.

MEEHAN, THOMAS F., New York: Fitz-Simons,
Thomas; Foresters, Catholic Orders of; Foster,
John Gray; Galveston, Diocese of; Garesché,
Julius Peter; Gaston, William; Geraldton, Dio-
cese of; Grand Rapids, Diocese of; Green Bay,
Diocese of.

MEIER, GABRIEL, O.8.B., EINSIEDELN, SWITZER-
1AND: Fructuosus of Braga, Saint; Fruetuosus

of Tarragona, Saint.

MEISTERMANN, BARNABAS, O.F.M., Lkcror,
CoNVENT OF S. SaLvATOR, JERUSALEM: Geth-
semani.

MERSHMAN, FRANCIS, 0.8.B., S.T.D., PROFESSOR
oF MoraL THEOLOGY, CANON LAW, AND LITURGY,
81. JorN’s UNIVERSITY, COLLEGEVILLE, MINNE-
sota: Felix and Adauctus, Saints; Feria; Fla-
bellum; Funeral Pall; Galia, Saint; Gallicanus,
Saints; Garnier, Jean; Genesius (1. Genesius,
a comedian at Rome; 2. Genesius of Arles; 3.
Genesius, Bishop o Clermont; 4. Genesius,
Count of Clermont; 5. Genesius, Archbisho, of
Lyons); Gervasius and Protasius, Saints; Gott-
sc{mlk, Saint.

MOONEY, JAMES, Unitep StATES ETHNOLOGIST,
SMITHSONIAN fns'rrm-non, WasHINGTON: Flat-
head Indians; Ghost Dance.

MORICE, A.G.,, O.M.I., St. BoNIFACE, MANITOBA,
CANADA: é-arin, André,

MUELLER, ULRICH F., C.PP.S.,, PROFESSOR OF
PriLosoPHY, ST. CHARLES BORROMEO SEMINARY,
CARTHAGENA, OH10: Gaspare del Bufalo, Blessed.

MULCAHY,CORNELIUS, PROFES8OR OF RHETORIC,

. St. Patrick’'s CoLLEGE, MAYNOOTH, DUBLIN:

Fergus, Saint; Fiace, Saint; Fiacre, Saint; Fur-
sey, Saint; Germaine Cousin, Saint.

MURPHY, JOHN F. X,, S.J., WoobsTock COLLEGE,
MaryYLaND: Faustinus and Jovita, Saints; Filli-
ucci, Vincenzo; Fonseca, Pedro da; Franzelin,
Johann Baptist; Frowin, Blessed; Gelasius I,
Saint, Pope; Giles, Saint; Gordianus and Epi-
machus, Saints; Gorgonius, Saint.

MYERS, EDWARD, M.A. (CaNTAB.), PROFESSOR OF
DoamaTic THEOLOGY AND PaTROLOGY, ST. ED-
MUND’S COLLEGE, WARE, ENGLAND: Gelasius of
Cyzicus; George of Trebizond; Giffard, God-
frey; Giffard, William,

OBRECHT, EDMOND, O.C.R., GETHSEMANI ABBEY,
KenTucky: Feuillants; Florians, The; Géramb,
Ferdinand de; Gervaise, Frangois-Armand;
Gethsemani, Abbey of Our Lady of.

O’BRIEN, JOHN JOSEPH, Pu.D., CoLLEGE oF ST.
TroMAS, ST. PAuL, MINNESOTA: Gibault, Pierre.
=
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OESTREICH, THOMAS, O.8.B.,, PROFESSOR oOF
CHURCH HISTORY AND SACRED écmmnn, MAryY-
HELP ABBEY, BELMONT, NORTHE CAROLINA:
Florilegia; Gregory VII, Saint, Pope.

O’KANE, MICHAEL M., O.P., Pa.D., S.T.L., Lix-
ERICK, IRELAND: Felix of Valois, Saint.

OLIGER, LIVARIUS, O.F.M., Lecror or CHURCH
Hisrory, CoLLEGIO S. ANTONIO, ROME: Feuar-
dent, Frangois; Francis, Rule of Saint.

OTT, MICHAEL, 0.8.B., Pa.D., PROFESSOR OF THE
HisTorY oF PHILOSOPHY, $r. Jomn’s Untves-
8ITY, COLLEGEVILLE, MINNESOTA: Forster, Fro-
benius; Fulbert of Chartres; Farstenberg, Frans
Friedrich Wilhelm von; Gebhard of Constance;
Gemblours; Génebrard, Gilbert; Gerberon,
Gabriel; , Gertrude of Aldenberg, Blessed;
Gertrude of Hackeborn; Gertrude of Nivelles

Saint; Gil de Albornoz, Alvarez Carillo; Gil of-

Santarem, Blessed; Gottschalk of Orbais; Gott-
;eig, Abbey of; Gregory IX, Pope; Gregory XI,
ope.

OTTEN, JOSEPH, PITTSBURG, PENNSYLVANIA:
Gounod, Charles-Frangois.

PAOLI, FRANCESCO, 8.J., RoMme: Frances of
Rome, Saint, Francis Caracciolo, Saint; Giu-
seppe Maria Tommasi, Bl .

PARKINSON, HENRY, S.T.D., Pu.D., REcroR,
Oscorr CoLLEGE, BIRMINGHAM, ENGLAND:
Fitter, Daniel.

PERNIN, RAPHAEL, O.S.F.8., ALBANO-LAZIALE,
ItaLy: Francis de Sales, Saint.

PHILLIMORE, JOHN SWINNERTON, M.A.
(OxoN.), Proressor oF HumaniTIES, UNIVER-
siTY OF GLasgow: Glasgow, University of.

PLASSMAN, THOMAS, O.F.M., PaD., S.T.D,
Roume: Francis of Fabriano, lélessed; Galatino,
Pietro Colonna.

POHLE, JOSEPH, S.T.D., Pa.D., J.C.L., PrRorEssor
oF DogMmATIC }I‘umwmr, UNIVERSITY OF BRES-
LAU: Grace; Grace, Controversies on.

POLLEN, JOHN HUNGERFORD, 8.J., LoNpoN:
Fitzherbert, Thomas; Fitzsimon, Henry; For-
tescue, Adrian, Blessed; Freeman, William,
Venerable; Fri(ieswide, Saint; Garlick, Nicholas,
Venerable; Garnet, Henry; Garnet, Thomas,
Venerable; Gerard, John; Gerard, Myles; Ger-
ard, Richard; German Gardiner, Blessed; Good-
man, John, Venerable; Gordon Riots; Green,
Hugh, Venerable.

PONCELET, ALBERT, S.J., BrusseLs: Gall, Saint.

POOLE, THOMAS H., New York: Fontana, Carlo;
Galilei, Alessandro; Gau, Franz Christian; Gaulli,
Giovanni Battista.

POPE, HUGH, O.P., HaAwkesyAarp Priory, Ruce-
LEY, ENGLAND: Gabriel, Archangel.

POTAMIAN, BROTHER, F.8.C., D.Sc. (LonpoN),
ProressorR OoF PHysics, MANHATTAN COLLEGE,
New York: Gordon, Andrew.

QUINN, STANLEY J., New York: Fremin, James;
s Gzimie;, Julien; Gilbert Islands, Vicariate Apos-
tolic of.

RANDOLPH, BARTHOLOMEW, CM. MA,,
TEACHER OF PHILOSOPHY AND CHURCH i{wronf,
8r. Jomn’s CoLLEGE, BrooxLYN, NEW YoORK:
Francis Regis Clet, Blessed

REINHOLD, GREGOR, FREIBURG IM BREISGAU,
GERMANY: Gorz, Archdiocese of.

REMY, ARTHUR F. J., M.A., Pu.D., Apsuncr Pro-
FES880R OF GERMANIC PHiLoLocY, CoLuMBIA
UniversiTY, NEW YORK: Feuchtersieben, Ernst
von; Flodoard; Friedrich von Hausen; German
Iﬁltlemture; Gottfried von Strasburg; Grail, The

oly.

RICKABY, JOHN, 8.J., PrRoFEssor ofF Ermics,
STONYHURST COLLEGE, BLACKBURN, ENGLAND:
Fortitude.

RITCHIE, JOHN CANON, DIOoCESAN SECRETARY,
Grasgow: Glasgow, Archdiocese of.

ROBINSON, PASCHAL, O.F.M., WasHINGTON:
Fioretti di 8. Francesco d’Assisi; Franciscan
Order; Francis of Assisi, Saint.

ROCK, P. M. J., LouisviLLe, KENTUCKY: Golden
Rose.

ROY, J. EDMOND, Lirr.D., F.R.8.C., OFFICER OF
THE FRENCH ACADEMY, OTTAWA, Canapa: Fer
land, Jean-Baptiste-Antoine.

RUDGE, FLORENCE MARIE, M.A, Youngs-
TowWN, Or10: Faunt, Lawrence Arthur: Ferndn-
dez, Antonio; Ferndndez, Juan; Finglow, John,
Venerable; Flavian, Saint; Fontbonne, Jeanne;
Good Samaritan, Sisters of the.

RYAN, JOHN A, S.T.D.,, ProFessorR OF MORAL
THEOLOGY, 8r. PauL SEMINARY, ST. Pavul,
MinNEsoTA: Foundling Asylums.

SALEMBIER, LOUIS, S.T.D., PRoFEssoR oF CHURCH
History, UNIVERSITY OF LILLE: Gerson, Jean le
Charlier de.

SALSMANS, JOSEPH, 8.J., Proressor oF MoRAL
THEOLOGY AND CaNoN Law, Jesuir COLLEGE,
LouvaiN: Génicot, Edward; Gobat, George;
Gonzalez de Santalla, Thyrsus.

SAUER, JOSEPH, S.T.D., EpiToR, * RUNDSCHAU”,
Proressor oF THEOLOGY, UNIVERSITY OF FREI-
BURG, GERMANY: Ferstel, Heinrich Freiherr von;
Fontana, Domenico.

SAUVAGE, G. M., CS.C., S.T.D., Pu.D., PRoFESSOR
or DocmaTic THEOLOGY, HoLy Cross COLLEGE,
WasHINGTON: Fideism; Gerdil, Hyacinthe-Sig-
ismond; Gratry, Auguste-Josepi:— phonse.

SCANNELL, THOMAS B. CANON, S.T.D., EpIToR,
‘““CatHOLIC DiIcTioNARY’, WEYBRIDGE, ENG-
LAND: Frequent Communion; Gift, Supernatural;
Gordian, Roman Emperors; Gratian, Roman
Emperor.

SCHAEFER, FRANCIS J., S.T.D., Pn.D., Pro-
FESSOR OF CHURCH }ixs'rony, St. PauL SeEMmI-
NARY, ST. PAuL, MINNESOTA: Gassner, Johann
Jose, ‘:; Geoffrey of Clairvaux; Geoffrey of
Vend6me.

SCHEID, N.,S.J., STeLLA MATUTINA COLLEGE, FELD-
}ulz‘cu, AvusTriIA: Geiler von Kaysersberg,
ohann.
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SCHIRP, FRANCIS M., Pu.D., INSTRUCTOR, LoYOLA
gcnoon, New York: Germans in the United
tates.

SCHLAGER, HEINRICH PATRICIUS, HaRre-
vELp, LICHTENVOORDE, HOLLAND: Feiler, Fran-
is-Xavier de; Ficker, Julius; Gallandi, Andrea;
allitzin, Adeéle Amaiie; Gervase of Tilbury;
Gfrorer, Augit’xst Friedrich; Giannone, Pietro;
Grandiéier, hilippe-André; Gratius, Ortwin,

SCHROEDER, JOSEPH, O.P., ImmacuraTE CoN-
CEPTION COLLEGE, WASHINGTON: Francis of
Vittoria; Franck, Kaspar; Galura, Bernbard;
Gazzaniga, Pietro Maria; (}onet, Jean Baptiste;
Gratz, Peter Aloys.

SCHUMACHER, MATTHEW, CS.C., Pa.D.,S8.T.B.,
DIRecTOR OF STUDIES, UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE
DamE, INp1aNa: Ficino, Marsilio.

SCULLY, VINCENT JOSEPH, C.R.L., St. Ives,
CorNwaALL, ENGLAND: Gerhard of Zitphen.

SHIPMAN, ANDREW J., M.A,, LL.M., New York:
Glagolitic; Greek Catholics in the United States;
Greek Orthodox Church in America.

SLATER, T., S8.J., St. BEUNO’8 COLLEGE, ST. ASAPH,
Wavres: Fraud; Gambling.

SLOANE, THOMAS O’CONOR, M.A,, EM,, Pu.D.,
New York: Fuchs, Johann Nepomuk von.

SMITH, HENRY IGNATIUS, O.P., WASHINGTON:
Fumo, Bartolommeo.

SMITH, JOSEPH H., 8.J., BRrookLYN COLLEGE,
BrookLYN, NEW YORk: Gallifet, Joseph de.

SMITH, SYDNEY F.,8.J., LoNpoN: Gallwey, Peter.

SOLLIER, JOSEPH FRANCIS, S.M., S.T.D., San
- ﬁl;AN.CIBCO: Gerbet, Olympe-Philippe; Godet des
rais.

SORTAIS, GASTON, 8.J.,
‘“Erupes”, Paris: Gozzoli.

SOUVAY, CHARLES L., CM., LL.B, S.T.D,
Pu.D., ProFEssoR oF Hory ScRIPTURE AND HE-
BREW, KENRICK SEMINARY, ST. Louis: First-
B(;rn; First-Fruits; Fringes; Geography, Bibli-
cal.

AssSISTANT EDITOR,

SPAHN, MARTIN, Pu.D., ProFessor oF MoODERN
HisTory. UNIVERSITY OF STRASBURG: Germany
(1556 to 1871; The New Cierman Empire).

SPILLANE, EDWARD P,, S.J., AssocIATE EDITOR,
**AMericA”, NeEw York: Finotti, Joseph;
Fisher, Philip.

STEELE, FRANCESCA M., StroUD, GLOUCESTER-
sHIRE, ENgLAND: Flete, William; Gabriel,
Brothers of Saint.

STUART, JANET, R.S.H., SurerioR Vicar, Con-
VENT OF THE SACRED HEART, ROEHAMPTON,
LonNpoN: Galitzin, Elizabeth; Goets, Marie
Josephine; Gramont, Eugénie de.

STUDART, GUILHERME, BARAO DE, Crax{,
BraziL: Fortaleza, Diocese of.

SUAU, PIERRE, 8.J., Tourwnal, BeLcium:

Francis
Borgia, Saint. .

THURSTON, HERBERT, 8.J., Lonpon: Fodls,
Feast of; Forty Hours’ Devotion; Fractio Panis;
George, Saint.

TIERNEY, JOHN J., M.A,, 8.T.D., PROFESSOR OF
SCRIPTURE AND SEMITIC STUDIES, MT. ST. MARY’S
CoLLEGE, EmMMITSBURG, MARYLAND: Flagella-
tion.

TOKE, LESLIE ALEXANDER ST. LAURENCE,
B.A.,, STRATTON-ON-THE-F0S8E, NEAR BaTH,
EncGLAND: Flagellants: Fonte-Avellana; Godrie
I; Godrio II.

TONER, PATRICK J., S.T.D., Proressor oF Dog-
MmaTIC THEOLOGY, ST. PATRICK'S COLLEGE, MAY-
NooTH, DusLIN: Gahan, William; God.

TURNER, WILLIAM, S.T.D., Bisgor or GALLO-
WAY, SCOTLAND: éalloway, Diocese of.

TURNER, WILLIAM, B.A,, S.T.D., PROFESSOR OF
Loarc ANp THE HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY, CATH-
oLic UNIVERSITY OF AMERICA, WASHINGTON:
Fredegis of Tours; Gerard of Cremona.

URQUHART, FRANCIS FORTESCUE, M.A., Lec-
TURER IN MopERN HisToRY, BaLLiOL COLLEGE,
Oxrorp: Florence of Worcester; Gilbert Foliot.

VAILHE, SIMEON, A.A., MEMBER oF THE RussiaN
ARCHXEOLOGICAL INSTITUTE OF CONSTANTINOPLE,
PROFESSOR OF SACRED SCRIPTURE AND HisTORY
AT THE THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY AT KapI-KEUTI,
ConsTaNTINOPLE: Flavias; Flaviopolis; Fogar-
as, Archdiocese of; Furni; Fussola; Gabala;
Gadara; Gangra; Gargara; Gaza; Gerasa; Ger-
manicia; Germanicopolis; Germia; Gerrha;
Gezireh; Gibail and Batrun; Gindarus; Girba;
Gordos; Gortyna; Gratianopolis; Greek Church.

VAN CLEEF, AUGUSTUS, New YoRk:
bauer, Josef Anton von.

VAN DEN GHEYN, GABRIEL, PRESIDENT OF THE
HISTORICAL AND ARCHXOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF
GHENT, SECRETARY OF THE ProvinNciAL Com-
MISSION OF MoONUMENTS, INspEcTOR OF CoN-
vENTS, GHENT: Ghent, Diocese of.

VAN DER ESSEN, LEON, Lirr.D., Pu.D., CoL-
LEGE pU Papre, LouvaiN, BELciuM: Florence,
Council of; Foillan, Saint; Géry, Saint; Ghis-
lain, Saint; Gondulphus of Metz; Gondulphus of
Tongres; Gondulphus, Saint.

VAN HOVE, A, J.C.D., ProrEssor oF CHURcH His-
TORY AND CANON Law, UNIVERSITY OF LOUVAIN:
Ferraris, Lucius; Giraldi, Ubaldo; Gratian,
Johannes; Gravina, Giovanni Vincenzo.

VAN ORTROY, FRANCIS, S.J.,, Brussers: Fran-
cis de Geronimo, Saint.

VEALE, JAMES, S.T.D., MANDARIN,
Florida.

VELLA, ANTONIO, Gozo, MaLTA: Gozo, Diocese of.

VONIER, ANSCAR, 0.8.B,, Pr.D., ABoT oF Buck-
FAST, BUCKPASTLEIGH, ENGLAND: Fleury, Ab-

bey of.
WALSH, REGINALD, O.P., S.T.D., RoME: Friends
of God.

Gegen-

FLORIDA:

WARD, Mgr. BERNARD, Presipent, St. ED-
MUND'S COLLEGE, WARE, ENGLAND: Flanagan,
Thomas.
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WARREN, KATE MARY, LEcTURER IN ENGLsH
LITERATURE UNDER UNIVERSITY OF LONDON AT
WesTFIELD COLLEGE, HaAMPSTEAD, LONDON:
Forrest, William; Fullerton, Lady Georgiana
Charlotte.

WEBER, N. A.,S.M., 8.T.L., PRoFEssoR oF CHURCH
HisTory, MarisT CoLLEGE, WASHINGTON: Fel-
biger, Johann Ignaz von.

WEBSTER, RAYMUND, 0.S.B.,, M.A. (Oxon.),
Downsipe ABBEY, BatH, ENGLAND: Fonte-
vrault, Order and Abbey of ; Grandmont, Abbey
and Order of.

WELCH, SIDNEY READ, 8.T.D.,, Pa.D.,, J.P,
Emmn, ‘ CATHOLIC GAZINE FOR SOUTH
Arrica”, CarE Town: Good Hope, Eastern
Vicariate of the Cape of; Good Hope, Western
Vicariate of the Cape of.

WILHELM, BALTHASAR, 8.J., 8T2LLA MATUTINA
CoLLreE, FELDKIRCH, AUSTRIA: Galien, Joseph.

WILLIAMSON, GEORGE CHARLES, Lirr.D,,
LoNpon: ﬂemel, Bertholet; Foppa, Ambrogio;
Franceschini, Marc’ Antonio; Franco, Giovanni
Battista; Gaddi, Antonio, Giovanni and Taddeo;
Gallait, Louis; Genga, Girolamo; Gentile da
Fabriano; Giordano, Luca.

WINTERSGILL, H. G., NEw York: Flathers, Matt-
hew, Venerable; Fredoli, Berenger. '

WITTMANN, PIUS, Pu.D., REICHSARCHIVRAT,
Munica: Finland, Grand buchy of; Greenland.

ZIMMERMAN, BENEDICT, O.D.C., St. LUkE's

Priory, 'Wmcm'ron, SoMERSET, ENGLAND:
Frances d’Amboise, Blessed; Garefa, Anne;
QGratian, Jerome.



Tables of Abbreviations

The following tables and notes are intended to guide readers of Trr CaTHOLIC ENCYCLOPEDIA in
interpreting those abbreviations, signs, or technical phrases which, for economy of space, will be most fre-
quently used in the work. For more general information see the article ABBREVIATIONS, ECCLESIASTICAL,

I.—GENERAL ABBREVIATIONS.

Brveerocnnnnnenns article.

adan............ at the year (Lat. ad annum).

an.,ann......... the year, the years (Lat. annus,
annt).

F-Y Y in (Lat. apud).

- article.

AsSyr............ Assyrian.

AS...........L. Anglo-Saxon.

AViieeoiiiin, Authorized Version (i.e. tr. of the

Bible authorized for use in the
Anglican Church—the so-called
“King James”, or “ Protestant

Bible”).

N born

Bk..ooooviiann, Book.

Bl..oovvvnann Blessed.

C,Cueviennn. . .about (Lat. circa); canon; chap-
ter; compagnie.

an.......0u.... canon.

CAD: ves tvnnnn chapter (Lat. caput—used only
in Latin context).

L P compare (Lat. confer).

(77 codex.

col.............. column,

conel.ovonnnn... conclusion.

const., constit. . . .Lat. constitutio.

curh............. by the industry of.

diveveninnnnnnn, died.

diet. ............ dictionary (Fr. dictionnaire).

disp. .ooooven.... Lat. disputatio.

diss............. Lat. dissertatio.

dist............. Lat. distinctio.

D.Vieeoveonna Douay Version.

ed,edit......... edited, edition, editor.

Ep., Epp......... letter, letters (Lat. epistola).

O French.

[ genus,

Groe.oovvvvnnnnn Greek.

H. E., Hist. Eccl. .Ecclesiastical History.

Heb., Hebr. ...... Hebrew.

ib., ibid .......... in the same place (Lat. 1bidem).

d.............. the same person, or author (Lat.
1dem).

inf. ............. below (Lat. tnfra).

Tteoieeenannnn.. Italian.

Le,loc.cit.... .. at the place quoted (Lat. loco
citato).

Lat............. Latin.

lat. ............. latitude.

lib.............. book (Lat. liber).

long............. longitude.

Mon............. Lat. Monumenta.

MS,MSS........ manuscript, manuscripts.

n,No............ number.

NT............ New Testament.

Nat. ............ National.

Old Fr., O. Fr. .. .Old French.

op.cit........... in the work quoted (Lat. opere
citato).

Ood............. Order.

O.T............. Old Testament.

PaPPecercnnnnn. page, pages, or (in Latin ref-
erences) pars (part).

o3 N paragraph.

passim........... in various places.

Pt part.

Quvivieieiae, Quarterly (a periodical), e.g.

“Church Quarterly”.

Q., QQ., qusst. .. .question, questions (Lat. questio).
[« T A which [title] see (Lat. quod vide).
Rev............. Review (a periodical).
RS............. Rolls Series.

RV............ Revised Version.
8,88........... Lat. Sanctus, Sancti, “Saint”,

“Saints”—used in this Ency-
clopedia only in Latin context.

Sept............. Septuagint.

Sess............. Session.

Skt.............. Sanskrit.

Sp...iiiiiiinnn. Spanish.

8q.,8QQ. « ¢ oro..nn following page, or pages (Lat.
sequens).

St.,Bts. . ........ Saint, Saints.

BUD. ... ..ovnunnn Above (Lat. supra).

BVieetonianennn Under the corresponding title
(Lat. sub voce).

tom............. volume (Lat. tomus).



TABLES OF ABBREVIATIONS.

@...co00eee. .. translation or translated. By it-
self it means “ English transla-
tion”, or ““ translated into Eng-
lish by”. Where a translation
is into any other language, the

language is stated.

tr,, tract.........tractate.

Veooeoenonnanans see (Lat. vide).

Ven...... .. . Venerable

Vol........ ++..Volume

II.—AsBBREVIATIONS OF TrrLES,

ActaSS......... .. . Acta Sanctorum (Bollandists).

Ann. pont. cath. . .. .Battandier, Annuaire pontifical
catholique.

Bibl. Dict. Eng. Cath.Gillow, Bibliographical Diction-
ary of the English Catholics.

Dict. Christ. Antiq...Smith and Cheetham (ed.),
Dictionary of Christian An-
tiquities.

Dict. Christ. Biog. . . Smith and Wace (ed.), Diction-
ary of Christian Biography.
Dict. d’arch. chrét.. .Cabrol (ed.), Dictionnaire d’ar-

chéologw' chrétienne et de litur-

gie.
Dict. de théol. cath. . Vacant and Mangenot (ed.),
Dictionnaire de  théologie

catholique.

Dict. Nat. Biog. . ... Stephen and Lee (ed.), Diction-
ary of National Biography.

Hast., Dict. of the

Bible......... .. .Hastings (ed.), A Dictionary of

the Bible.

Kirchenlex. . ...... .Wetzer and Welte, Kirchenlezi-
con.

PG...oovvvnnnnn. Migne (ed.), Patres Gract.

PL........... .. .Migne (ed.), Paires Latini.

Vig., Dict. dela Bible.Vigouroux (ed.), Dictionnaire de
la Bible.

Nore I.—Large Roman numerals standing alone indicate volumes. Small Roman numerals standing alone indicate
chapters. Arabic numerals standing alone indicate pages. In other cases the divisions are explicitly stated. Thus * Rashdall,
Vniversities of Europe, I, ix” refers the reader to the ninth chapter of the first volume of that work;“I, p. ix’”” would indicate the

ninth page of the preface of the same volume.

Norg I1.—Where St. Thomas (Aquinas) is cited without the name of any particular work the reference is always to

*Summa Theologica” (not to *‘Summa Philosophis").
may best be understood by the following example:
sizth question in the first part of the second part, in the resp

to

The divisions of the *“Summa Theol.” are indicated by a system which
“1-1I, Q. vi, a. 7, ad 2 um " refers the reader to the seventh article of the

the

A ohiant:

Note I1I.—The abbreviations employed for the various books of the Bible are obvious. Eoclesiasticus is indicated by

Ecclus., to distinguish it from Ecclesiastes (Eccles.).

It should also be noted that I and II Kings in D. V. correspond to I and II

Samuel in A.V.;and I and IT Par. to I and II Chronicles. Where, in the spelling of a proper name, there is a marked difference
between the D. V. and the A. V., the form found in the latter is sdded, in parentheses,
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CATHOLIC ENCYCLOPEDIA
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Fathers of the Church.—The word Father is
used in the New Testament to mean a teacher of spiri-
tual things, by whose means the soul of man is born
again into the likeness of Christ: “For if you have
ten thousand instructors in Christ, yet not many
fathers. For in Christ Jesus, by the gospel, I have be-
gotten you. Wherefore I beseech you, be ye followers
of me, as I also am of Christ’’ (I Cor., iv, 15, 16;
cf. Gal,, iv, 19). The first teachers of Christianity
seem to be collectively spoken of as “the Fathers™
(II Peter, iii, 4). Thus St. Iren®us defines that a
teacher is a father, and a disciple is a son (iv, 41,2),and
so says Clement of Alexandria (Strom., I,i, 1). A
bishop is emphatically a “father in Christ’’, both be-
cause it was he, in early times, who baptized all his
flock, and because he is the chief teacher of his church.
But he is also regarded by the early Fathers, such as
Hegesippus, Iren®us, and Tertullian, as the recipient
of the tradition of his predecessors in the see, and con-
sequently as the witness and representative of the
faith of his Church before Cntholicitly and the world.
Hence the expression “ the Fathers’’ comes naturally
to be applied to the holy bishops of a preceding age,
whether of the last generation or further back, since
they are the parents at whose knee the Church of to-
day was taught her belief. It is also z:rplicable in an
eminent way to bishops sitting in council, “ the Fathers

" of Niceea’’, “ the Fathersof Trent”. ThusFathershave

learnt from Fathers, and in the last resort from the
Apostles, who are sometimes called Fathers in this
sense: “They are your Fathers’’, says St. Leo, of the
Princes of the Apostles, speaking to the Romans; St.
Hilary of Arles calls them sancti patres; Clement of
Alexandria says that his teachers, from Greece, Ionia,
Ccele-Syria, Emt, the Orient, Assyria, Palestine, re-
Tectively, h anded on to him the tradition of
blessed teaching from Peter, and James, and John,
and Paul, receiving it “as son from father”.

It follows that, as our own Fathers are the predeces-
sors who have taught us, so the Fathers of the whole
Church are especially the earlier teachers, who in-
structed her in the teaching of the Apostles, during
her infancy and first growth. It is difficult to define
the first age of the Church, or the age of the Fathers.
It is a common habit to stop the study of the early
Church at the Council of Chalcedon in 451. “The
Fathers’’ must undoubtedly include, in the West, St.
Gregory the Great (d. 604), and in the East, St. John
Damascene (d. about 754). It is frequently said that
St. Bernard (d. 1153) was the last of the Fathers, and
Migne’s “ Patrologia Latina’’ extends to Innocent 111,
halting only on the verge of the thirteenth century,
while his “ Patrologia Greeca’’ goes as far as the Coun-
cil of Florence (1438-9). These limits are evidently
too wide. It will be best to consider that the great
merit of St. Bernard as a writer lies in his resemblance
in style and matter to the greatest among the Fathers,
in spite of the difference of period. St. Isidore of
Sevﬁe (d. 636) and the Venerable Bede (d. 735) are
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to be classed among the Fathers, but they may be said
to have been born out of due time, as St. Theodore
the Studite was in the East.

Tue APPEAL TO THE FATHERS.—Thus the use of the
term Fathers has been continuous, yet it could not at
first be employed in precisely the modern sense of
Fathers of the Church. In early days the expression
referred to writers who were then quite recent. It is
still applied to those writers who are to us the an-
cients, but no longer in the same way to writers who
are now recent. Appeals to the Fathers are a sub-
division of appeals to tradition. In the first half of
the second century begin the appeals to the sub-Apos-
tolic age: Papias appeals to the presbyters, and
through them to the Apostles. Half a century later
St. Ireneeus supplements this method by an appeal to
the tradition handed down in every Church by the suc-
cession of its bishops (Adv. Her., ITI, i-iii), and Ter-
tullian clinches this argument by the observation that
as all the Churches , their tradition is secure, for
they could not all have strayed by chance into the
same error (Preescr., xxviii). The appeal is thus to
Churches and their bishops, none but bishops being the
authoritative exponents of the doctrine of their
Churches. As late as 341 the bishops of the Dedica-
tion Council at Antioch declared: “ We are not follow-
ers of Arius; for how could we, who are bishops, be
disciples of a priest?’’

Yet slowly, as the appeals to the presbyters died
out, there was ari.ssinﬁl the side of appeals to the
Churches a third method: the custom o! ;Ypealing to
Christian teachers who were not necessarily bishops.
While, without the Church, Gnostic schools were sub-
stituted for churches, within the Church, Catholic
schools were growing up. Philosophers like Justin
and most of the numerous second-century apologists
were reasoning about religion, and the great catecheti-
cal school of Alexandria was gathering renown. Great
bishops and saints like Dionysius of Alexandria,
Gregory Thaumaturgus of Pontus, Firmilian of Cappa-
docia, and Alexander of Jerusalem were proud to be
disciples of the priest Origen. The Bishop Cyprian
called daily for the works of the priest Tertullian with
the words “Give me the master”. The Patriarch
Athanasius refers for the ancient use of the word
duooboios, not merely to the two Dionysii, but to the
priest Theognostus. Yet these priest-teachers are
not yet called Fathers, and the greatest among them,
Tertullian, Clement, Origen, 1$lpolytus, Novatian,
Lucian, happen to be tin‘ged with heresy; two became
antipopes; one is the father of Arianism; another
was condemned ‘by a general council. In each case
we might apply the words used by St. Hilary of Ter-
tullian: “Sequenti errore detraxit scriptis probabili-
bus auctoritatem’’ (Comm. in Matt., v, 1, cited by
Vincent of Lérins, 24)

A fourth form of appeal was better founded and of

enduring value. Eventually it appeared that bishaps
as well as priests were fallible. In the second century
1



FATHERS

the bishops were orthodox. In the third they were
often found wanting. In the fourth they were the
leaders of schisms, and heresies, in the Meletian and
Donatist troubles and in the long Arian struggle, in
which few were found to stand firm against the insidi-
ous persecution of Constantius. It came to be seen
that the true Fathers of the Church are those Catholic
teachers who have persevered in her communion, and
whose teaching has been re ized ag orthodox. So
it came to pass that out of the four ‘““Latin Doctors’’
one is not a bishop. Two other Fathers who were not
bishops have been declared to be Doctors of the
Church, Bede and John Damascene, while among the
Doctors outside the patristic period we find two more
priests, the incomparable St. Bernard and the great-

2

est of all theologians, St. Thomas Aquinas. Nay, few"

writers had such great authority in the Schools of the
middle ages as the layman Boethius, many of whose
definitions are still commonplaces of theolog}ylv.

Similarly (we may notice in passing) the name
“Father’’, which originally belonged to bishops, has
been as it were delegated to priests, especially as min-
isters of the Sacrament of Penance. It is now a form
of address to all priests in Spain, in Ireland, and, of re-
cent years, in England and the United States.

Hdrasor Idxras, Pope, wasa term of respect for emi-
nent bishops (e. g. in letters to St. Cyprian and to St.
Augustine,—neither of these writers seems to use it in
addressing other bishops, except when St. Augustine
writes to Rome). Eventually the term was reserved
to the bishops of Rome and Alexandria; yet in the
East to-day every priest is a “pope’”. The Aramaic
abba was used from early times for the superiors of
religious houses. But through the abuse of granting
abbeys in commendam to seculars, it has become a po-
lite title for all secular clerics, even seminarists, in
Italy, and especially in France, whereas all religious
who are priests are addressed as “Father”.

We receive only, says St. Basil, what we have been
taught by the Holy Fathers; and he adds that in his
Church of Ceesarea the faith of the holy Fathers of
Nicea has long been implanted (Ep. cxl, 2). St.
Greiory Naziangzen declares that he holds fast the
teaching which he heard from the holy Oracles, and
was taught by the holy Fathers. These Caf)padocizm
saints seem to be the first to appeal to a real catena of
Fathers. The appeal to one or two was already com-
mon enoutgh; but not even the learned Eusebius had
thought of a long string of authorities. St. Basil, for
example (DeSpir. 8., ii, 29), cites for the formula “ with
the Holy Ghost” in the doxology, the example of Ire-
nzus, Clement and Dionysius of Alexandria, Dionysius
of Rome, Eusebius of Cwmsarea, Origen, Africanus,
the preces lucernarie said at the lighting of lamps,
Athenagoras, Greﬁ%ory Thaumaturgus, Firmilian,
Meletius. In the fifth century this method became a
stereotyped custom. St. Jerome is perhaps the first
writer to try to establish his inte?retation of a text by
a string of exegetes (hEp. cxii, ad Aug.). Paulinus, the
deacon and biographer of St. Ambrose, in the libellus
he presented against the Pelagians to Pope Zogimus in
417, quotes Cyprian, Ambrose, Gregory Nasziansen,
and the decrees of the late Pope Innocent. In 420 St.
Augustine quotes Cyprian and Ambrose inst the
same heretics (C. duas Epp. Pel,, iv). Julian of Ec-
lanum quoted Chrysostom and Basil; St. Augustine
replies to him in 421 (Contra Julianum, i) with
Irenseus,  Cyprian, Reticius, Olympius, Hilary, Am-
brose, the decrees of African councils, and above all
Popes Innocent and Zosimus. In a celebrated pas-
sage he argues that these Western writers are more
than sufficient, but as Julian had appealed to the East,
to the East he shall go, and the saint adds Gregory
Naziangen, Basil, Synod of Dicapolis, Chrysostom.
To these he adds Jerome (c. xxxiv): “Nor should you
think Jerome, because he was a priest, is to be de-
spised”’, and adds a eulogy. This is amusing, when
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we remember that Jerome in a fit of irritation, fifteen
years before, had written to Augustine (Ep. cxlii):
“Do not excite against me the silly crowd of the ignor-
ant, who venerate you as a bishog, and receive you
with the honour due to a prelate when you declaim in
the Church, whereas they think little of me, an old
man, nearly decrepit, in my monastery in the solitude
of the country.”

In the second book “Contra Julianum”, St. Augus-
tine again cites Ambrose frequently, and Cyprian,
Gregory Nazianzen, Hilary, Chrysostom; in ii, 37, he
recapitulates the nine names (omitting councils and
popes), adding (iii, 32) Innocent and Jerome. A few
years later the Semipelagians of Southern Gaul, who
were led by St. Hilary of Arles, St. Vincent of Lérins,
and Bl. Cassian, refuse to accept St. Augustine’s
severe view of predestination because “contrarium

utant patrum opinioni et ecclesiastico sensui'.
eir opponent St. Prosper, who was trying to convert
them to Augustinianism, comlglains: ““Obstinationem
suam vetustate defendunt” (Ep. inter Aug. ccxxv, 2),
and they said that no ecclesiastical writer had ever
before interpreted Romans quite as St. Augustine
did—which was probably true enou, The interest
of this attitude hes in the fact that it was, if not new,
at least more definite than any earlier appeal to an-
tiquity. Through most of the fourth century, the
controversy with the Arians had turned upon Scrip-
ture, and appeals to past authority were few. But
the ap to the Fathers was never the most imposi
locus theologicus, for they could not easily be assembl
80 as to form an absolutely conclusive test. On the
other hand up to the end of the fourth century, there
were practically no infallible definitions available,
except condemnations of heresies, chiefly by 60&{)&.
By the time that the Arian reaction under Valens
caused the Eastern conservatives to draw towards the
orthodox, and Tgrepared the restoration of orthodoxy
to power by Theodosius, the Nicene decisions were
ning to be looked upon as sacrosanct, and that
council to be preferred to a unique position above all
others. By 430, the date we have reached, the Creed
we now say at Mass was revered in the East, whether
rightly or wrongly, as the work of the 150 Fathers of
Constantinople in 381, and there were also new papal *
decisions, especially the fractoria of Pope Zosimus,
which in 418 had been sent to all the bishops of the
world to be signed.

It is to living authority, the idea of which had thus
come to the fore, that St. Prosper was a ling in his
controversy with the Lerinese school. hen he went
to Gaul, in 431, as papal envoy, just after St. Augus-
tine's death, he replied to their difficulties, not by re-
iterating that saint’s hardest ar ents, but by tak-
ing with him a letter from Pope St. Celestine, in which
St. Augustine is extolled as having been held by the
Rope’s predecessors to be “inter mai'stros optimos"’.

0 one is to be allowed to depreciate him, but it is not
said that every word of his is to be followed. The dis-
turbers had appealed to the Holy See, and the reply is
“Desinat incessere novitas vetustatem’’ (Let novelty
cease to attack antiquity!). Anappendix isadded, not
of the opinions of ancient Fathers, but of recent popes,
since the very same monks who thought St. A ine
went too far, professed (salya the appendix) “ that they
followed and approved only what the most holy See of
the Blessed A e Peter sanctioned and taught by
the ministry of its prelates’”. A list therefore follows
of ““ the judgments of the rulers of the Roman Church”,
to which are added some sentences of African councils,
“which indeed the A
when they approv:
sanctiones (we might ro
ances”’’) prayers used in the sacraments are
“ut legem credendi lex statuat supplicandi
3uently misquoted phrase—and in conclusion, it is
eclared that these testimonies of the Apostolic See

tolic bishops made their own
them’. To these tnuvi
y render “infallible utter-
appended
"—a fre-
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are sufficient, “ 8o that we consider not to be Catholic
at all whatever shall appear to be contrary to the de-
cisions we have cited”. Thus the decisions of the
Apostolic See are put on a very different level from the
views of St. Augustine, just as that saint always drew
a sharp distinction between the resolutions of African
councils or the extracts from the Fathers, on the one
hand, and the decrees of Popes Innocent and Zosimus
on the other.

Three years later a famous document on tradi-
tion and its use emanated from the Lerinese school,
the ‘“Commonitorium” of St. Vincent. He whole-
heartedly accepted the letter of Pope Celestine, and he
quoted it as an authoritative and irresistible witness to
his own doctrine that where quod ubigue, or universi-
tas, is uncertain, we must turn ta quod semper, or an-
tiquitas. Nothing could be more to his purpose than
the pope’s: “Desinat incessere novitas vetustatem’’.
The cecumenical Council of Ephesus had been held in
the same year that Celestine wrote. Its Acts were be-
fore St. Vincent, and it is clear that he looked upon

-both pope and council as decisive authorities. It
.ms fneoessary to wtab‘}ish this, befgre turning to

'amous canon, ubique, quod semper, quod
ab mnibm—otherwg universitas, antiqum, con-
sensio. It was not a new criterion, else it would have
committed suicide by its very exgression. But never
had the doctrine been so admirably phrased, so lim
idly explained, so adequately exemﬁ[;'ﬁed. Even the
law of the evolution of dogma is defined by Vincent in
lan(fuage which can.ha.rd.ly be surpassed for exactness
and vigour. St. Vincent's triple test is wholly mis-
-understood if it is taken to be the ordinary rule of
faith., Like all Catholics he took the ordinary rule to
be the living magisterium of the Church, and he as-
sumes that the formal decision in cases of doubt lies
with the Apostolic See, or with a general council.
But cases of doubt arise when no such decision is forth-
ooming, Then it is that the three tests are to be ap-
plied, not simultaneously, but, if necessary, in succes-
sion, .

When an error is found in one corner of the Church,
then the first test, universitas, quod ubique, is an unan-
swerable refutation, nor is there any need to examine
further (iii, 7, 8). But if an error attacks the whole
Church, then antiquitas, quod semper is to be appealed
‘to, that is, a consensus existing before the novelty
-arose. Still, in the previous period one or two teach-
ers, even men of great fame, may have Then
we betake ourselves to quod ab omnibus, consensio, to
the many against the few (if possible to a general
council; If not, to an examination of writings).
Those few are a trial of faith “ut tentet vos Dominus
Deus vester” (Deut., xiii, 1sqq.). So Tertullian was a
magna tentatio; so was Origen—indeed the greatest
temptation of all. We must know that whenever what
is new or unheard before is introduced by one man
beyond or against all the saints, it pertains not to re-
ligton but to temptation ixx, 49). Who are the
“Baints” to whom we appeal? The reply is a defini-
tion of “Fathers of the Church” given with all St.
Vincent's inimitable accuracy: “ﬂter 86 majorem
oconsulat interrogetque sententias, eorum dumtazat
qui, diversis licet temporibus et locis, in unius tamen ec-
clesie Catholice communione et fide permanentes, magis-
tri probabiles exsliterunt; et quicquid non unus aut
duo tantum, sed omnes pariter uno eodemque con-
sensu aperte, frequenter, perseveranter tenuisse,
scripsisse, docuisse cognoverit, id sibi quoque intelli-
?t' absque ulla dubitatione credendum” (iii, 8).

"his unambiguous sentence defines for us what is the
right way of appealing to the Fathers, and the itali-
cized words perfectly explain what is a “Father”’:
“Those alone who, though in diverse times and
places, yet persevering in the communion and faith
::uc tlhe one Catholic Church, have been approved

hers.
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The same result is obtained by modern theologians,
in their definitions; e. g. Fessler thus defines what
constitutes a ““Father”: (1) orthodox doctrine and
learning; (2) holiness of life; (3) (at the present
day) a certain antiquity. The criteria by which we
judge whether a writer 1s a “Father” or not are: (1)
citation by a general council, or (2) in public Acts of

pes addressed to the Church or concerning Faith;

3) encomium in the Roman Martyrology as * sancti-
tate et doctrina insignis”; (4) public reading in
Churches in early centuries; (5) citation, with praise,
as an authorit{ as to the Faith by one of the more
celebrated Fathers. Early authors, though belonging
to the Church, who fail to reach this standard are
simply ecclesiastical writers (“Patrologia”, ed. Jung-
mann, ch. i, §11). On the other hand, where the
appeal is not to the authority of the wnter, but his
testimony is merely required to the belief of his time,
one writer is as good as another, and if a Father is
cited for this purpose, it is not as a Father that he is
cited, but merely as a witness to facts well known to
him. For the history of dogma, therefore, the works of
ecclesiastical writers who are not only not approved,
but even heretical, are often just as valuable as those
of the Fathers. On the other hand, the witness of
one Father is occasionally of great weight for doctrine
when taken sixelgl{, if he is teaching a subject on which
he is recognized by the Church as an especial author-
ity, e. g., St. Athanasius on the Divinity of the Son, St.
Augustine on the Holy Trinity, ete. ere are a few
cases in which a general council has given approba-
tion to the work of a Father, the most important being
the two letters of St. Cyril of Alexandria which were
read at the Council of Ephesus. But “the authority
of single Fathers considered in itself”’, says Franzelin
(De Traditione, thesis xv), “is not infallible or per-

emptory; though piety and sound reason a that
the thooiogical oisinions of such individ should
not be treated lightly, and should not without

great caution be interpreted in a sense which clashes
with the common doctrine of other Fathers,” The
reason is plain enough; they were holy men, who are
not to be presumed to have intended to swerve from
the dootrine of the Church, and their doubtful utter-
ances are therefore to be taken in the best sense of
which they are capable. If they cannot be explained
in an orthodox sense, we have to admit that not the
greatest is immune from ignorance or accidental error
or obscurity. But on the use of the Fathers in theolo-
ﬁiml questions, the article TRADITION and the ordin:;g'
ogmatic treatises on that subject must be consul
as 1t is proper here only to deal with the historical
development of their use. The subject was never
treated as a part of dogmatic theology until the rise
of what is now commonly called “Theologia funda-~
mentalis”, in the sixteenth century, the founders of
which are Melchior Canus and Bellarmine. The for-
mer has a discussion of the use of the Fathers in
deciding questions of faith (De locis theologicis, vii).
The Protestant Reformers attacked the authority of
the Fathers. The most famous of these opponents is
Dallzus (Jean Daillé, 1594-1670, “ Traité de 'emploi
des saints Péres”, 1632; in Latin “De usu Patrum”,
1656). But their objections are long since forgotten.
Having traced the development of the use of the
Fathers up to the period of its frequent employment,
and of its formal statement by St. Vincent of Lérins,
it will be well to give a glance at the continuation of
the practice. We saw that, in 434, it was possible for
St. Vincent (in a book which has been most unreason-
ably taken to be a mere polemic against St. Augustine
—a notion which is amply refuted by the use made in
it of St. Celestine’s letter) to define the meaning and
method of patristic appeals. From that time onward
they are very common. In the Council of Ephesus,
431, as St. Vincent points out, St. Cyril presented a
series of quotationsfrom the Fathers, 7dv dywrdrwy xal
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Sowwrdrwy varépwy ral éxioxbrwy xal dapdpwr papripwy
which were read on the motion of Flavian, Bishop o
Philippi. They were from Peter I of Alexandria,
Martyr, Athanasius, POK:; Julius and Felix (forgeries),
Theophilus, Cyprian, brose, Gregory Nazianzen,
Basil, Gregory of Nyssa, Atticus, Amphilochius, On
the other hand Eutyches, when tried at Constanti-
nople by St. Flavian, in 449, refused to accept either
Fathers or councils as authorities, confining himself to
Holy Scripture, a {;osition which horrified his judges
(see EU'chm:ss. n the following year St. Leo sent
his legates, Abundius and Asterius, to Constantinople
with a list of testimonies from Hilary, Athanasius,
Ambrose, Augustine, Chévsoetom, Theophilus, Greg-
ory Naziangen, Basil, Cyril of Alexandria. They
were signed in that city, but were not produced at the
Council of Chalcedon in the following year. Thence-
forward the custom is fixed, and it is unnecessary to
give examples. However, that of the sixth council
In 680 is important: Pope St. Agatho sent a long
series of extracts from Rome, and the leader of the
Monothelites, Macarius of Antioch, presented another.
Both sets were carefully verified from the library of
the Patriarchate of Constantinople, and sealed. It
should be noted that it was never in such cases thought
necessary to trace a doctrine back to the earliest
times; St. Vincent demanded the proof of the Church’s
belief before a doubt arose—this is his notion of
antfguitas; and in conformity with this view, the
Fathers quoted by councils and popes and Fathers
are for the most part recent (Petavius, De Incarn.,
XIV, 15, 2-5).

In the last years of the fifth century a famous docu-
ment, attributed to Popes Gelasius and Hormisdas,
adds to decrees of St. Damasus of 382 a list of books
which are approved, and another of those disapproved.
In its present form the list of approved Fathers com-

rises Cyprian, Gregory Nagianzen, Basil, Athanasius,
ghrysostom, T'hetﬁsilus, Hilary, Cyril of Alexandria
g:anting in one MS.), Ambrose, Augustine, Jerome,
osper, Leo (“every 1ota” of the tome to Flayian is
to be accepted under anathema), and “also the trea-
tises of all orthodox Fathers, who deviated in nothin
from the fellowship of the holy Roman Church, an
were not separated from her faith and preaching
but were participators through the grace of God until
the end of therr life in h%- communion; also the
decretal letters, which most blessed popes have given
at various times when consulted by various Fathers,
are to be received with veneration”. Orosius, Sedul-
ius, and Juvencus are Praised. Rufinus and Origen
are rejected. Eusebius's “ History” and “Chronicle”
are not to be condemned altogether, though in another
gart of the list they appear as “apocrypha” with
ertullian, Lactantius, Africanus, Commodian, Cle-
ment of Alexandria, Arnobius, Cassian, Victorinus of
Pettau, Faustus, and the works of heretics, and forged
Scriptural documents. The later Fathers constantly
useJ) the writings of the earlier. For instance, St.
Cesarius of Arles drew freely on St. Augustine’s ser-
mons, and embodied them 1n collections of his own;
St. Gregory the Great has largely founded himself on
St. Augustine; St. Isidore rests upon all his prede-
cessors; St. John Damascene’s great work is a
synthesis of patristic theology. St. Bede’s sermons
are a cento from the ter Fathers. Eugippius made
a selection from St. Augustine’s writings, which had an
immense vogue. Cassiodorus made a collection of
select commentaries by various writers on all the
books of Holy Scripture. St. Benedict especially
recommended patristic study, and his sons have ob-
served his advice: “Ad perfectionem conversationis
qui festinat, sunt doctrin® sanctorum Patrum,
uarum observatio perducat hominem ad celsitu-
3inem perfectionis . . . quisliber sanctorum catholi-
corum Patrum hoc non resonat, ut recto cursu
perveniamus ad creatorem nostrum?” (Sanet Regula,
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Ixxiii). Florilegia and caten® became common from the
fifth century onwards. The{ are mostly anonymo
but those in the East which go under the name‘ﬂ
(Ecumenius are well known. Most famous of all
throughout the Middle Ages was the “ Glossa ordin-
aria” attributed to Walafrid Strabo. The “Catena
aurea” of St. Thomas Aquinas is still in use. (See
Catenz,and the valuable matter collected by Turner
in Hastings, Dict. of the Bible, V, 521.)

8t. Augustine was early recognized as the first of
the Western Fathers, with St. Ambrose and St.
Jerome by his side. St. Gre%jry the Great was added,
and these four became “ the Latin Doctors”. St. Leo,
in some ways the greatest of theoloﬁ:ns, was excluded,
both on account of the paucity of his writings, and by
the fact that his letters had a far hi§her authority as
E:gal utterances. In the East St. John C m

always been the most powxlar, as he is the most
voluminous, of the Fathers. ith the great St. Basil,
the father of monachism, and St. Gregory Nasianzen,
famous for the purity of his faith, he made up the
triumvirate called “the three hierarchs”, familiar up
to the gresent day in Eastern art. St. Athanasius
was added to these by the Westerns, so that four
might answer tofour. (See DocTors oF THE CHURCH.)
It will be observed that many of the writers rejected
in the Gelasian list lived and died in Catholic com-
munion, but incorrectness in some part of their
writings, e. % the Semipelagian error attributed to
%a.ssian and Faustus, the chi m.sn;] of tAbe conclusion(:sof
ictorinus’s commentary on the Apocalypse (St.
Jerome issued an expurgated edition, the only one
in print as yet), the unsoundness of the lost “ Hypo-
typoses” of Clement, and so forth, prevented such
writers from being spoken of, as Hilary was by Jerome,
“inoffenso pede percurritur’’. As all the more im-
gortant doctrines of the Church (except that of the
anonand the Inspiration of Scri&ture) may be proved,
or at least illustrated, from Secripture, the widest .
office of tradition is the interpretation of Scripture,
and the authortty of the Fathers is here °wt
importance. Neverthelessitis only thenn y to
be followed when all are of one mind: “Nemo . . .
contra unanimum consensum Patrum igsam Serip-
turdm sacram interpretari audeat”, says the Council of
Trent; and the Creed of Pius IV has similarly: ¢. . .nec
eam unquam nisi juxta unanimum consensum Patrum
accipiam et interpretabor’”. The Vatican Council
echoes Trent: “nemini licere . . . contra unanimum
sensum Patrum ipsam Scripturam sacram inter-
pretari.”

A consensus of the Fathers is not, of course, to
be expected in very small matters: “Qus tamen
antiqua sanctorum patrum consensio non in omnibus
divins legis qusstiunculis, sed solum certe preecipue
in fidei regula magno nobis studio et investiganda est
et sequenda’’ (Vincent, xxviii, 72). This is not the
method, adds St. Vincent, against widespread and
inveterate heresies, but rather against novelties, to
be applied directly they appear. A better instance
coulg %ardly be %ven than the way in which Adop-
tionism was met by the Council of Frankfort in 794,
nor could the principle be better expressed than by
the Fathers of the Council: “Tenete vos intra term:
nos Patrum, et nolite novas versare questiunculas;
ad nihilum enim valent nisi ad subversionem audien-
tium. Sufficit enim vobis sanctorum Patrum vestigia
sequi, et illorum dicta firma tenere fide. Illi enim in
Domino nostri exstiterunt doctores in fide et duo-
tores ad vitam; quorum et sapientia Spiritu Dei
plena libris legitur inscripta, et vita meritorum
miraculis clara et sanctissima; quorum anims apud
Deum Dei Filium, D. N. J. C. pro 0 pietatis
labore regnant in ceelis. Hos ergo tota animi virtute,
toto caritatis affectu sequimini, beatissimi fratres, ut
horum inconcussa firmitate doctrinis adherentes,
consortium @ternse beatitudinis . . . cum illis ha-
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bere mereamini in celis” (“Synodica ad Episc.” in
Mansi, XIII, 897-8). And an excellent act of faith in
the tradition of the Church is that of Charlemagne
(ibid., 902) made on the same occasion: ‘‘ Apostolics
sedi et antiquis ab initio nascentis ecclesiz et cath-
olicis traditionibus tota mentis intentione, tota
cordis alacritate, me conjungo. Quicquid in illorum
legitur libris, qui divino Spiritu afflati, toti orbi a
Deo Christo dati sunt doctores, indubitanter teneo;
hoc ad salutem anims mew sufficere credens, qugxi
sacratissim® evangelice veritatis pandit historia,
quod apostolica in suis epistolis confirmat auctoritas,
uod eximii Sacree Scripture tractatores et precipui
istiane fidei doctores ad Perpetuam posteris
scriptum reliquerunt memoriam.’

LASSIFICATION OF ParTristic WRITINGS.—In
order to get a good view of the patristic period, the
Fathers may be divided in various ways. One favour-
ite method is by periods; the Ante-Nicene Fathers
till 325; the Great Fathers of the fourth century and
half the fifth (325—451); and the later Fathers. A
more obvious division is into Easterns and Westerns,
and the Easterns will comprise writers in Greek, Syriac,
Armenian, and Coptic. A convenient division into
smaller groups will be by periods, nationalities and
character of writings; for in the East and West there
were many races, and some of the ecclesiastical writers
are apologists, some preachers, some historians, some
commentators, and so forth. .

A. After (1) the Apostolic Fathers come in the
second century (2) the Greek apologists, followed by
g) the Western apologists somewhat later, (4) the

nostic and Marcionite heretics with their apocry-
phal Scriptures, and (5) the Catholic replies to them.

B. The third century gives us (1) the Alexandrian
writers of the catechetical school, (2) the writers of
Asia Minor and (3) Palestine, and the first Western
writers, (4) at Rome, Hippolytus (in Greek), and
I‘i(l)lvatian, (5) the great African writers, and a few
others, .
C. The fourth century opens with (1) the apolo-
getic and the historical works of Eusebjus of Csesarea,
with whom we may class St. Cyril of Jerusalem an
St. Epiphanius, (2) the Alexandrian writers Athana-
sius, Didymus, and others, (3) the Cappadocians, (4)
the Antiochenes, (5) the Syriac writers. In the West
we have (B8) the opponents of Arianism, (7) the
Italians, including Jerome, (8) the Africans, and (9)
the Spanish and Gallic writers.

D. The fifth century gives us (1) the Nestorian
controversy, (2) the Eutychian controversy, including
the Western St. Leo; (3) the historians. In the West
(4£the school of Lérins, (5) the letters of the popes.

. Thesixth century and the seventh give us less
important names and they must be grouped in a
more mechanical way.

A. (1) If we now take these groups in detail we
find the letters of the chief Apostolic Fathers, St.
Clement, St. Ignatius, and St. Polycarp, venerable
not merelg for their antiquity, but for a certain sim-
plicity and nobility of thought and style which is very
moving to the reader. eir quotations from the
New Testament are quite free. They offer most
important information to the historian, though in
somewhat homeeopathic quantities. To these we add
the Didache (q. v.), probably the earliest of all; the
curious allegorizing anti-Jewish epistle which goes
under the name of Barnabas;the Shepherd of Hermas,
a rather dull series of visions chiefly connected with
;enanoe and pardon, comc{)osed by the brother of Pope

ius I,and long appended to the New Testament as of
almost canonical importance. The works of Papias,
the disciple of St. John and Aristion, are lost, all but
a few precious fragments. )

(2) The apologists are most of them philosophic
in their treatment of Christianity. Some of their
works were presented to emperors in order to disarm
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persecutions. dWe xll)lus:hnot a{wa'ya accept the view

iven to outsiders by the apologists, as representi
%llle whole of the Christianity they knew and pmtiszﬁ
The apoloiies of Quadratus to Hadrian, of Aristo of
Pella to the Jews, of Miltiades, of Apollinaris of
Hiera&olis, and of Melito of Sardis are lost to us. But
we still possess several of greater importance. That
of Aristides of Athens was presented to Antoninus
Pius, and deals principally with the knowledge of the
true God. The fine apology of St. Justin with its
aﬁ)pendix is above all interestinﬁ for its description of
the Liturgy at Rome c. 150. His arguments against
the Jews are found in the well-composed “Dialogue
with Trypho”, where he speaks of the Apostolic
authorship of the Apocal{lpse in & manner which is of
first-rate 1mportance in the mouth of a man who was
converted a Eghesus some time before the year 132.
The “ Apology”’ of Justin’s Syrian disciple Tatian is a
less conciliatory work, and its author fell into her-
esy. Athe ras, an Athenian (c. 177), addressed to
Marcus Aurelius and Commodus an eloquent refuta-
tion of the absurd calumnies against Christians.
Theophilus, Bishop of Antioch, about the same date,
wrote three books of apology addressed to a certain
Autolycus,

(3) All ‘these works are of considerable literary
ability. This is not the case with the great Latin
apOIO%y which closely follows them in date, the
“ ogeticus’’ of Tertullian, which is in the uncouth
and untranslatable lan, affected by its author.
Nevertheless it is a work of extraordinary genius, in
interest and value far above all the rest, and for
energg and boldness it is incomparable. His fierce
“Ad Scapulam” is a warning addressed to a perse-
cuting proconsul. “Adversus Judmos’ is a title
which explains itself. The other Latin apologists are
later. e “Octavius’’ of Minucius Felix is as pol-
ished and gentle as Tertullian is rough. Its date is
uncertain. If the ““ Apologeticus ” was well calculated
to infuse courage into the persecuted Christian, the
“Octavius’’ was more likely to impress the inquiring
pagan, if so be that more flies are caught with honey
than with vinegar. With these works we may mention
the much later Lactantius, the most perfect of all in
lite: form (“ Diving Institutiones’’, ¢. 305-10, and
“ ortibus persecutorum”, ¢. 314). Greek apolo-

ies probably later than the second century are the
&

*Irrisiones’’ of Hermias, and the very beautiful
“Epistle’’ to Diognetus. (4) The heretical writings of
the second century are mostly lost. The Gnostics
schoolsand philosophized ; their writers were numerous.
Some curious works have come down to us in Coptic.
The letter of Ptolemsus to Flora in Epiphanius is
almost the only Greek fragment of real importance.
Marcion founded not a school but a Church, and his

-New Testament, consisting of St. Luke and St. Paul,

is preserved to some extent in the works written
against him by Tertullian and Epiphanius. Of the
writings of Greek Montanists and of other early here-
tics, almost nothing remains. The Gnostics com
?uﬂuantity of apocryphal Gospels and Acts of individ-

Apostles, large portions of which are preserved,
mostly in fragments, in Latin revisions, or in Syriac,
Coptic, Arabic, or Slavonic versions. To these are to
be added such well-known forgeries as the letters of
Paul to Seneca, and the Apocalypse of Peter, of which
a fragment was recently found in the FayOm.

(5) Replies to the attacks of heretics form, next to
the apologetic against heathen persecutors on the one
hand and Jews on the other, the characteristic Catho-
licliterature of the second century. The “Syntagma”
of St. Justin against all heresies is lost. lier yet,
St. Papias (already mentioned) had directed his ef-
forts to the refutation of the rising errors, and the same

reoccupation is seen in St. Ignatius and St. Polycarp.
eg:si.ppus, a converted Jew of Palestine, journeyed
to Corinth and Rome, where he stayed from the epis-
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copate of Anicetus till that of Eleutherius (c. 160-180),
with the intention of refuting the novelties of the
Gnostics and Marcionites by an appeal to tradition.
His work islost. But the great work of St. Irenzus (c.
180) against heresies is founded on Papias, Hegesippus,
and Justin, and gives from careful investigation an
account of many Gnostic systems, together with their
refutation. His appeal is less to Seripture than to the
tradition which the whole Catholic Church has re-
ceived and handed down from the Apostles, through
the ministry of successive bishops, and particularly to
the tradition of the Roman Church founded by Peter
and Paul. .

By the side of Irenzus must be put the Latin Ter-
tullian, whose book “Of the Prescriptions Against
Heretics’’ is not only a masterpiece of argument, but is
almost as effective against modern heresies as against
those of the early Church. It is a witness of extraor-
dinary i Eortanoeto the principles of unvarying tradi-
tion which the Catholic Church has always professed,
and to the primitive belief that Holy Scripture must
be interpreted by the Church and not by private in-
dustry. He uses Irenzus in this work, and his
lemical books against the Valentinians and the Mar-
cionites borrow freely from that saint. He is the less
persuasive of the two, because he is too abrupt, too
clever, too anxious for the slightest controversial ad-
vantage, without thought of the easy replies that
might be made. He sometimes prefers wit or hard
hitting to solid argument. At this period controver-
sies were beginning within the Church, the most im-
portant being the question whether Easter could be
celebrated on a weekday. Another burning question
at Rome, at the turn of the century, was the doubt
whether the prophesying of the Montanists could be
a{proved, and yet another, in the first years of the
third centu?' was the controversy with a group of
opponents o Montanism (so it seems), who denied the
authenticity of the writings of St. John, an error then

uite new,

B. (1) The Church of Alexandria already in the sec-
ond century showed the note of learning, together with
a habit borrowed from the Alexandrian Jews, es
cially Philo, of an allegorizing interpretation of Scx;xg—
ture. The latter characteristic is already found in the
“Epistle of Barnabas’’, which may be of Alexandrian
origin. Pantznus was the first to make the Cate-
chetical school of the city famous. No writings of
his are extant, but his pupil Clement, who taught in
the school with Pantenus, c. 180, and as its head, c.
180-202 (died c. 214), has left a considerable amount
of rather lengthy disquisitions dealing with my-
thology, mystical theology, education, social observ-
ances, and all other things in heaven and on earth.
He was followed by the great Origen, whose fame
spread far and wide even among the heathen. The
remains of his works, though they fill several volumes,
are to a great extent only in free Latin translations,
and bear but a small ratio to the vast amount that has
gerished. The Alexandrians held as firmly as any

atholics to tradition as the rule of faith, at least in
theory, but beyond tradition they allowed themselves
to speculate, so that the “Hypotyposes’’ of Clement
have been almost entirely lost on account of the errors
which found a place in them, and Origen’s works fell
under the ban of the Church, though their authorlived
the life of a saint, and died, shortly after the Decian
persecution, of the sufferings he had undergone in it.

The disciples of Origen were many and eminent. The
library founded by one of them, St. Alexander of Jeru-
salem, was precious later on to Eusebius. The most
celebrated of the school were St. Dionysius “the
Great”’ of Alexandria and St. Gre, r{of eocesarea
in Pontus, known as the Wonder—\%r er, who, like St.
Nonnosus in the West, was said to have moved a
mountain for a short distance by his prayers. Of the
writings of these two suints not very much is extant.
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(2) Montanism and the paschal questionbrought Asia
Minor down from the leading position it held in the
second century into a very inferior rank in the third.
Besides St. Gregory, St. Methodius at the end of that
century was a polished writer and an opponent of
Origenism—his name is consequently passed over
without mention by the Origenist historian Eusebius.
We have his “ Banquet’’ in Greek, and some smaller
works in Old Slavonic.

(3) Antioch was the head see over the “Orient”’, in-
cluding Syria and Mesopotamia as well as Palestine
and Pheenicia, but at no time did this form a compact
gatriarchate like that of Alexandria. We must group

ere writers who have no connexion with one another
in matter or style. Julius Africanus lived at Em-
maus and composed a chronography, out of which the
episcopal lists of Rome, Alexandria, and Antioch, and
a great deal of other matter, have been preserved for
us In St.Jerome’s version of the Chronicle of Eusebius,
and in Byzantine chronographers. Two letters of his
are of interest, but the fragments of his ‘‘Kestoi” or
“Girdles’’ are of no ecclesiastical value; they contain
much curious matter and much that is objectionable.
In the second half of the third century, perhaps to-
wards the end of it, a great school was established at
Antioch by Lucian, who was martyred at Nicomedia
in 312. He is said to have been excommunicated
under three bishops, but if this is true he had been long
restored at the time of his martyrdom. It is quite un-
certain whether he shared the errors of Paul of Samo-
sata (Bishop of Antioch,deposed for heresy in 268-9).
At all events he was—however unintentionally—the
father of Arianism, and his l\fyupils were the leaders of
that heresy: Eusebius of icomedia, Arius himself,
with Menophantus of Ephesus, Athanasius of Anazar-
bus, and the only two bishops who refused to sign the
new creed at the Council of Nicea, Theognis of Nicza
and Maris of Chalcedon, besides the scandalous bishop
Leontius of Antioch and the Sophist Asterius. At
Cesarea, an Origenist centre, flourished under another
martyr, St. Pamphilus, who with his friend Eusebius,
a certain Ammonius, and others, collected the works of
Origen in a long-famous library, corrected Origen’s
“Hexapla”, and did much editing of the text both of
the Old and the New Testaments.

(4) We hear of no writings at Rome except in Greek,
until the mention of some small works in Latin, by
Pope St. Victor, which still existed in Jerome’s éay.
Higpolytus, a Roman priest, wrote from c. 200 to 235,
and always in Greek, though at Carth%e Tertullian
had been writing before this in Latin. Hippolytus
is the author of the “Philosophumena’’ he was an
antiso , and full of unreasoning enmity to his rival
St. Callistus; his theology makes the Word proceed
from God by His Will, distinct from Him in substance,
and becoming Son by becoming man. There is noth-
ing Roman in the theology of this work; it rather con-
nects itself with the Greek apologists. A great part of
a large commentary on Daniel and a work inst
Noetus are the only other important remains of this
writer, who was soon forgotten in the West, though
fragments of his works turn up in all the Eastern lan-
gua, Parts of his chronography, perhaps his last
work, have survived. Another Roman antipope,
Novatian, wrote in é)(;mderous and studied prose with
metrical endings. me of his works have come down
to us under the name of St. Cyprian. Like Hippoly-
tus, he made his rigorist views the pretext for his
schism. Unlike Hipa} us, he is quite orthodox in
his principal work, rinitate’’.

(5)_ The apologetic works of Tertullian have been
mentioned. The earlier were written by him when a
priest of the Church of Carthage, but about the yesr
200 he was led to believe in the Montanist prophets of
Phrygia, and he headed a Montanist schism at Car-
thage. Many of his treatises are written to defend his
position and his rigorist doctrines, and he does so
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with considerable violence and with the clever and
hasty argumentation which is natural to him. The
placid flow of St. Cyprian’s eloquence (Bishop of Car-
thage, 249-58) is a great contrast to that of his “mas-
ter”. The short treatises and large correspondence of
this saint are all concerned with local questions and
needs, and he eschews all speculative theolo, From
this we gain the more light on the state of the Church,
on its government, and on a number of interesting ec-
clesiastical and social matters. In all the patnstic
riod there is nothing, with the exception of Euse-
ius’s history, which tells us so much about the early
Church as the small volume which contains St. Cypri-
an’s works. At the end of the century Arnobius, like
rian a convert in middle age, and like other Afri-
cans, Tertullian, Cyprian, Lactantius, and Augustine,
a former rhetorician, composed a dull apolog. Lac-
tantius carries us into the fourth century. He was an
elegant and eloquent writer, but like Arnobius was not
a well-instructed Christian.
C. (1) The fourth century is the t age of the
Fathers. It was twelve years old when Constantine

ublished his edict of toleration, and a new era for the

hristian religion began. It is ushered in b;; Eusebius
of Czsarea, with his t apologetic works *‘ Preepara-
tio Evange‘ica” and “Demonstratio Evangelica’’,which
show the transcendent merit of Christianity, and his
still ter historical works,the “Chronicle’” (the Greek
original is lost) and the ‘“History”, which has gathered
up the fragments of the age of persecutions, and has pre-
served to us more than half of all we know about the
heroic ages of the Faith. In theology Eusebius was a
follower of Origen, but he rejected the eternity of Crea-
tion and of the Logos, so that he was able to regard
the Arians with considerable cordiality. The origi
form of the pseudo-Clementine romance, with its long
and tiresome dialogues, seems to be a work of the very
beginning of the century against the new develo
ments of heathenism, and it was written either on the
Pheenician coast or not far inland in the Syrian neigh-
bourhood. Replies to the greatest of the pagan at-
tacks, that of orph!ry become more frequent after
the pagan revival under Julian (361-3), and they occu-
pled the labours of many celebrated writers. St. Cy-
ril of Jerusalem has left us a complete series of instruc-
tions to catechumens and the baptized, thus supplying
us with an exact knowledge of the reiigious teaching
imparted to the people in an important Church of the
East in the middle of the fourth century. A Pales-
tinian of the second half of the century, St. Epipha-
nius, became Bishop of Salamis in Cyprus, and wrote a
learned history of all the heresies. He is unfortu-
nately inaccurate, and has further made great difficul-
ties for us by not naming his authorities. He was a
friend of 8t. Jerome, and an uncompromising oppo-
nent of Origenism.

(2) The Alexandrian priest Arius was not a product
of the catechetical school of that city, but of the
Lucianic school of Antioch. The Alexandrian ten-
dency was quite opposite to the Antiochene, and the
Alexandrian bishop, Alexander, condemned Arius in
letters still extant, in which we gather the tradition of
the Alexandrian Church. There is no trace in them
of Origenism, the head-quarters of which had long been
at Cesarea in Palestine, in the succession Theoctistus,
Pamphilus, Eusebius. The tradition of Alexandria
was rather that which Dionysius the Great had re-
ceived from Pope Dionysius. Three years after the
Nicene Council (325), St. Athanasius began his long
episcopate of fort%-eﬁve years. His writings are not
very voluminous, being either controversial theology
or apologetic memoirs of his own troubles, but their
theological and historical value is enormous, on ac-
count of the leadinF f!)art taken by this truly great man
in the fifty years of fight with Arianism. The head of
the catechetical school during this half-century was
Didymus the Blind, an Athanasian in his doctrine of

life;
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the Son, and rather clearer even than his patriarch in
his doctrine of the Trinity, but in many other points
carrying on the Origenistic tradition. Here may be .
also mentioned by the way a rather later writer, Syne-
sius of Cyrene, a man of philosophical and literary
habits, who showed energy and sincere piety as a
bishop, in spite of the rather pagan character of his
culture. His letters are of great interest.

(3) The second half of the century is illustrated by
an illustrious triad in Cappadocia, St. Basil, his friend
St. Grego'll'ly Nazianzen, and his brother St. Gregory of
Nyssa. They were the main workers in the return of
the East to orthodoxy. Their doctrine of the Trinity
is an advance even upon that of Didymus, and is very
near indeed to the Roman doctrine which was later
embodied in the Athanasian creed. But it had taken
a long while for the East to assimilate the entire mean-
ing of the orthodox view. 8t. Basil showed great
patience with those who had advanced less far on the
right road than himself, and he even tempered his lan-
guage 80 as to conciliate them. For fame of sanctity
scarcely any of the Fathers, save St. Gregory the
Wonder-Worker, or St. Augustine, has ever equalled
him. He practised extraordinary asceticism, and his
family were all saints. He com a rule for
monks which has remained practically the only one in
the East. St. Gregory had far less character, but

ual abilities and learning, with greater eloquence.
The love of Origen which persuaded the friends in their
mlth to publish a book .of extracts from his writings

little influence on their later theology; that of St.
Gregory in particular is renowned for its accuracy or
even inerrancy. St. Gregory of Nyssa is, on the other
hand, full of Origenism. The classical culture and
literary form of the Caipadocians, united to sanctity
and orthodoxy, makes them a unique group in the his-
tory of the Church.

l?4') The Antiochene school of the fourth century
seemed given over to Arianism, until the time when
the great Alexandrians, Athanasius and Didymus,
were dying, when it was just revivin%)not mereli into
orthodoxy, but into an efflorescence by which the re-
cent glory of Alexandria and even of Capxadocia
was to be surpassed. Diodorus, a monk at Antioch
and then Bishop of Tarsus, was a noble supporter of -
Nicene doctrine and a great writer, though the larger
part of his works has perished. His friend Theodore
of Mopsuestia was a learned and judicious commenta-
tor in the literal Antiochene style, but unfortunately
his opposition to the heresy of Apollinarius of Laodi-
cea carried him into the o] ite extreme of Nestori-
anism—indeed the pupil Nestorius scarcely went so
far as the master Theodore. But then Nestorius re-
sisted the judgment of the Church, whereas Theodore
died in Catholic communion, and was the friend of
saints, including that crowning glory of the Antiochene
school, St. John Chrysostom, whose test sermons
were preached at Antioch, before he became Bishop of
Constantinople. Chrysostom is of course the chief of
the Greek Fathers, the first of all commentators, and
the first of all orators whether in East or West. He
was for a time a hermit, and remained ascetic in his
he was also a fervent social reformer. His
grandeur of character makes him worthy of a place be-
side St. Basil and St. Athanasius.

As Basil and Gregory were formed to oratory by the
Christian Prohseresius, so was Chrysostom by the
heathen orator Libanius. In the classical Gregory
we may sometimes find the rhetorician; in Chrysos-
tom never; his amazing natural talent prevents his
needing the assistance of art, and though training had
preceded, it has been lost in the flow of energetic
thought and the torrent of words. He is not afraid of
repeating himself and of neglecting the rules, for he
never wishes to be admired, but only to instruct or to
persuade. But even so great a man has his limita-
tions. He has no speculative interest in philosophy
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or theology, though he is learned enough to be abso-
lutely orthodox. He is a holy man and a practical

. man, 8o that his thoughts are full of piety and beauty
and wisdom; but he is not a thinker. None of the
Fathers has been more imitated or more read; but
there is little in his writings which can be said to have
moulded his own or future times, and he cannot come
for an instant into competition with Origen or Augus-
tine for the first place among ecclesiastical writers.

(5) Syria in the fourth century produced one great
writer, St. Ephraem, deacon of Edessa (306-73).
Most of his writings are poetry; his commentaries are
in prose, but the remains of these are scantier. His
homilies and hymns are all in metre, and are of very
frest beauty. Such tender and loving piety is hardly

ound elsewhere in the Fathers. The twenty-three
homilies of Aphraates (326-7), a Mesopotamian
bishop, are of great interest.

(6) St. Hilary of Poitiers is the most famous of the
earlier opponents of Arianism in the West. He wrote
commentaries and polemical works, including the
great treatise “De Trinitate” and a lost historical
work. His style is affectedly involved and obscure,
but he is nevertheless a theologian of considerable
merit. The very name of his treatise on the Trinity
shows that he approached the dogma from the West~
ern point of view of a Trinity in Unity, but he has
Inrgely emhyloyed the works of Origen, Athanasius
and other Kasterns. His exegesis is of the allegori
gype. Until his day, the oniy great Latin Father was

t. Cyprian, and H.llvnry had norival in his own genera~
tion. Lucifer, Bishop of Calaris in Sardinia, was a
very rude controversialist, who wrote in a popular and
almost uneducated manner. The Spaniard Gregory
of Illiberis, in Southern Spain, is only now beginning
to receive his due, since Dom A. Wilmart restored to
him in 1908 the important so-called “ Tractatus Ori-

nis de libris §S. Scripture”, which he and Batiffol

d published in 1900, as genuine works of Origen
translated by Victorinus of Pettau. The commenta-
ries and anti-Arian works of the converted rhetorician,
Marius Victorinus, were not successful. St. Eusebius
of Vercellz has left us only a few letters. The date of
the short discourses of Zeno of Verona is uncertain.
The fine letter of Pope Julius I to the Arians and a
few letters of Liberius and Damasus are of great
interest.

The greatest of the opponents of Arianism in the
West is St. Ambrose (d. 397). His sanctity and his
great actions make him one of the most imposing ﬁf-
ures in the patristic period. Unfortunabelg the style
of his writings is often unpleasant, being affected and
intricate, without being correct or artistic. His exe-

is not merely of the most extreme allegorical

ind, but so fanciful as to be sometimes positivel

absurd. And yet, when off his guard, he ks wit!
genuine and touching eloquence; he produces apo-
phthe; of admirable brevity, and without being a
deep theologian, he shows a wonderful profundity of
thought on aacetical, moral, and devotional matters.
Just as his character demands our enthusiastic admira-
tion, 8o his writings gain our affectionate respect, in
spite of their very lmtatingldefects. It is easy to see
that he is very well read in the classics and in Christian
:iritem of East and West, but his best thoughts are all

s own.

(7) At Rome an original, odd, and learned writer
composed a commentary on St. Paul’s Epistles and a
series of questions on the Old and New Testaments.
He is usually spoken of as Ambrosiaster, and may
perhaps be a converted Jew named Isaac, who later
apostatized. St. Damasus wrote verses which are
poor poetry but interesting where they give us infor-
mation about the martyrs and the catacombs. His sec-
retary fora time was St. Jerome, 2 Pannonian by birth,
a Roman by baptism. This learned Father,* Doctor
maximus in Sacris Secripturis’’, is very well known to
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us, for almost all that he wrote is a revelation of hm-
self. He tells the reader of his inclinations and his
antipathies, his enthusiasms and his irritations, his
friendships and his enmities. If he is often out of tem-
per, he is most human, most affectionate, most ascetic,
most devoted to orthodoxy, and in many ways a very
lovable character; for if he is quick to take offence,
he is easily appeased, he is laborious beyond ordinary
endurance, and it is against heresy that his anger 18
usually kindled. He lived all the latter part of his life
in a retreat at Bethlehem, surrounded by loving dis-
ciples, whose untiring devotion shows that thesaint was
by no means such a rough diamond, one might say
such an OT’ as he is often represented. He had no
taste for philosophy, and seldom gave himself time to
think, but he read and wrote ceaselessly. His many
commentaries are brief and to the point, full of infor-
mation, and the product of wide readinf. His t-
est work was the translation of the Old Testament
from the Hebrew into Latin. He carried on the
textual labours of Oﬁﬁx, Pamphilus, and Eusebius,
and his revision of the Latin Gospels shows the use of
admirably pure Greek MSS., though he seems to have
expended less pains on the rest of the New Testament.
He attacked heretics with much of the cleverness, all
the vivacity, and much more than the eloquence and
effectiveness of Tertullian. He used the like weapons

inst any who attacked him, and especially against
ll:ls lfll'iem:l Rufinus during their passing period of

ostility.

If he is only “perhaps’’ the most learned of the
Fathers, he is beyond doubt the greatest of prose
writers among them all. We cannot com i
energy and wit with the originality and polish of
Cicero, or with the delicate perfection of Plato, but
neither can they or any other writer be compared with
Jerome in his own sphere. He does not attempt flights
of imagination, musical intonation, word-painting;
he has no flow of honeyed language like Cyprian, no
torrent of phrases like Chrysostom; he is a writer, not
an orator, and a learned and classical writer. But
such letters as his, for astonishing force and liveliness,
for point, and wit, and terse expression, were never
written before or since. There 18 no sense of effort,
and though we feel that the language must have been
studied, we are rarely tempted to call it studied
lan, , for Jerome knows the strange secret of
polishing his steel weapons while they are still at a
white heat, and of hurling them before they cool. He
was a dangerous adversary, and had few scruples in
taking every possible advantage. He has the unfor-
tunate defect of his extraordinary swiftness, that he
is extremely inaccurate, and his historical statements
need careful control. His biographies of the hermits,
his words about monastic life, virginity, Roman faith,
our Blessed Lady, relics of saints, have exercised great
influence. It has only been known of late years that
Jerome was a preacher; the little extempore dis-
courses published by Dom Morin are full of his
irrepressible personality and his careless learning.

(g) Africa was a stranger to the Arian struggle,
being occupied with a battle of its own. Donatism
(311411) was for a long time paramount in Numidia,
and sometimes in other parts. The writings of the
Donatists have mostly perished. About 370 St. Op-
tatus published an effective controversial work against
them. The attack was carried on by a yet greater
controversialist, St. Augustine, with a marvellous
sucoess, 8o that the inveterate schism was practically
at an end twenty years before that saint’s death. So
hapgy an event turned the eyes of all Christendom to
the brilliant grotagonist of the African Catholics, who
had already dealt crushing blows at the Latin Mani-
chean writers. From 417 till his death in 431, he
was engaged in an even ater conflict with the

hilosophical and naturalistic heresy of Pelagius and
lestius. In thishe was at first assisted by the aged
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Jerome; the popes condemned the innovators and the
emperor legislated against them. If St. Augustine has

the unique fame of having prostrated three heresies,
it is because he was as anxious to persuade as to refute.
He was perhaps the greatest controversialist the
world has ever seen. Besides this he was not merely
the greatest philosopher among the Fathers, but he
was the only great h.ilosopher. His purely theolo-
gical works, especially his “ De Trinitate”, are unsur-
passed for depth, grasp, and clearness, among early
ecclesiastical writers, whether Eastern or Western.
As a philosophical theologian he has no superior,
except his own son and disciple, St. Thomas Aquinas.
It is probably correct to say that no one, except Aris-
totle, has exercised so vast, so profound, and so benefi-
cial an influence on European thought.

Augustine was himself a Platonist through and
through. As a commentator he cared little for the
letter, and everything for the spirit, but his harmony
of the Gospels shows that he could attend to history
and detail. The allegorizing tendencies he inherited
from his spiritual father, Ambrose, him now and
then into extravagances, but more often he rather
soars than commentates, and his “In Genesim ad lit-
teram”, and his treatises on the Psalms and on St.
John, are works of extraordinary power and interest,
and quite worthy, in a totally different style, to rank
with Chrysostom on Matthew. St. Augustine was a

rofessor of rhetoric before his wonderful conversion;

ut like St. Cyprian, and even more than St. Cyprian,
he put aside, as a Christian, all the artifices of oratory
which he knew so well. He retained correctness of
grammar and perfect good taste, together with the
power of speaking and writing with ease in a style of
masterly simplicity and of dignified though almost
colloquial plainness.

Nothing could be more individual than this style of
St. Augustine’s, in which he talks to the reader or to
God with perfect openness and with an astonishing,
often almost e: rating, subtlety of thought. He
had the power of seeing all round a subject and
through and through it, and he was too conscientious
not to use this gift to the uttermost. Large-minded
and far-seeing, he was also very learned. He mastered
Greek only Inlater life, in order to make himself
familiar with the works of the Eastern Fathers. His
“De Civitate Dei’’ shows vast stores of reading; still
more, it puts him in the first place among apologists.
Before his death (431) he was the object of extraor-
dinary veneration. He had founded a monastery
at Tagaste, which suEplied Africa with bishops, and
he lived at Hippo with his clergy in a common life, to
which the Regular Canons of later days have always
looked as their model. The great Dominican Order,
the Augustinians, and numberless congregations of
nuns still look to him as their father and legisla-
tor. His devotional works have had a vogue second
only to that of another of his spiritual sons, Thomas &
Kempis. He had in his lifetime a reputation for
miracles, and his sanctity is felt in all his writings, and
breathes in the story of his life. It has been remarked
that there is about this many-sided bishop a certain
symmetry which makes him an almost faultless model
of a holy, wise, and active man. It is well to remem-
ber that he was essentially a penitent.

(9) In Spain, the t poet Prudentius surpassed
all his predecessors, of whom the best had been Juven-
cus and the almost n rhetorician Ausonius. The
curious treatises of the Spanish heretic Priscillian
were discovered only in 1889. In Gaul Rufinus of
Aquileia must be mentioned as the very free transla-
tor of Origen, etc., and of Eusebius’s “History”,
which he continued up to his own date. In South
Italy his friend Paulinus of Nola has left us pious
poems and elaborate letters.

D. (1) The fragments of Nestorius’s writings have
been collected by Loofs. Some of them were pre-
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served by a disciple of St. Au%ustine, Marius Mercator,
who made two collections of documents, concerning
Nestorianism and Pelagianism respectively. The
great adversary of Nestorius, St. Cyril of Alexandria,
was opposed by a yet greater writer, Theodoret, Bishop
of Cyrus. Cyril is a very voluminous writer, and his
long commentaries in the mystical Alexandrian vein
do not much interest modern readers. But his princi-
pal letters and treatises on the Nestorian question
show him as a theologian who has a deep spiritual
insight into the meaning of the Incarnation and its
effect upon the human race—the lifting lxg of man
to union with God. We see here the influence of
Il}fygtian asceticism, from Anthony the Great (whose
life St. Athanasius wrote), and the Macarii (one of
whom left some valuable works in Greek), and Pa-
chomius, to his own time. In their ascetical systems,
the union with God by contemplation was naturally
the end in view, but one is surprised how little is made
by them of meditation on the lifeand Passion of Christ.
It is not omitted, but the tendency as with St. Cyril
and with the Monophysites who believed they followed
him, is to think rather of the Godhead than of the
glanhood. The g.ntiochene ?chool had ted
e contrary tendency, out of opposition to in-
arianism, which made  Christs Manhood Do
plete, and they thought more of man united to God
than of God made man. Theodoret undoubtedly
avoided the excesses of Theodore and Nestorius, and
his doctrine was accepted at last by 8t. Leo as ortho-
dox, in spite of his earlier persistent defence of
Nestorius. His history of the monks is less valuable
than the earlier writings of eyewitnesses—Palladius
in the East, and Rufinus and afterwards Cassian in
the West. But Theodoret’s “History’’ in continua~
tion of Eusebius contains valuable information. His
apologetic and controversial writings are the works of
:a?ooﬁe theologian. His masterpieces are his exegeti-
works, which are neither oratory like those of
Chrysostom, nor exaggeratedly literal like those of
Theodore. With him the great Antiochene school
worthily closes, as the Alexandrian does with Sﬁrﬂ.
Together with these great men may be mentioned St.
C{ril’s spiritual adviser, St. Isidore of Pelusium,
whose 2000 letters deal chiefly with allegorical exe-
ﬁis, the commentary on St. Mark by Victor of
tioch, and the introduction to the interpretation
of Scrigture by the monk Hadrian, & manual of the
A The Batyonia roduced
2 e Eutychian controversy produced no great
works in the East. Such works of the Monophysites
as have survived are in Syriac or Coptic versions.
(3) The two Constantinopolitan historians, Socrates
and Sozomen, in spite of errors, contain some data
which are precious, since many of the sources which
they used are lost to us. With Theodoret, their con-
temporary, they form a triad just in the middle of the
century. St. Nilus of Sinai is the chief among many
ascetical writers. (4) St. Sulpicius Severus, a Gallic
noble, disciple and biographer of the great St. Martin
of Tours, was a classical scholar, and showed himself
an elegant writer in his ‘‘Ecclesiastical History”’.
The school of Lérins produced many writers besides
St. Vincent. We may mention Eucherius, Faustus,
and the great St. Csesarius of Arles (543). Other Gallic
writers are Salvian, St. Sidonius Apollinaris, Genna-~
dius, St. Avitus of Vienne, and Julianus Pomerius.
(5) In the West, the series of &pal decretals begins
with Pope Siricius (384-98). the more important
opes large numbers of letters have been preserved.
ose of the wise St. Innocent I (401-17), the hot~
headed St. Zosimus (417-8), and the severe St. Celes-
tine are perhaps the most important in the first half of
the century; in the second half those of Hilarus, Sim-
K‘licius, and above all the learned St. Gelasius (492-86).
idway in the century stands St. Leo, the test of
the early popes, whose steadfastness and sanctity
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saved Rome from Attila, and the Romans from Gen-
seric. He could be unbending in the enunciation of
Erinciple; he was condescending in the condoning of

reaches of discipline for the sake of peace, and he was
a skilful diplomatist. His sermons and the dogmatic
letters in his correspondence show him to us as
the most lucid of all theologians. He is clear in his
expression, not because he is superficial, but because he
has thought clearly and deeply. He steers between
Nestorianism and Eutychianism, not by using subtle
distinctions or elaborate arguments, but by statin

lain definitions in accurate words. He condemn

onothelitism by anticipation. His style is careful
with metrical cadences. Its majestic rhythms an
its sonorous closes have invested the Latin language
with a new sglendour and dignity.

E. (1) In the sixth century the large correspondence
of Pope Hormisdas is of the highest interest. That
century closes with St. Gregory the Great, whose cele-
brated ‘“Registrum’exceedsin volume many times over
the collections of the letters of other early popes. The
Epistles are of great variety and throw light on the
varied interests of the %eat pope’s life and the varied
. eventsin the East and West of his time. His “ Morals
on the Book of Job” is not a literal commentary, but
pretends og‘l'y to illustrate the moral sense underlyi
the text. ith all the strangeness it presents to mod-
ern notions, it is a work full of wisdom and instruction.
The remarks of St. Gregory on the spiritual life and on
contemplation are of special interest. As a theolo-

ian he is ori?'.nal only in that he combines all the tra-
itional theol of the West without adding to it.
He.commonly follows Augustine as a theologian, a
commentator and a preacher. .His sermons are ad-
mirably BEmctical; they are models of what a good
sermon should be. After St. Gregory there are some
eat popes whose letters are worthy of study, such as
icholas I and John VIII; but these and the many
other late writers of the West beloxrllg properly to the
medieval period. 8t. Gregory of Tours is certainly
medieval, but the learned Bede is quite patristic. His
geat history is the most faithful and perfect history to
found in the early centuries. (2) In the East, the
latter half of the fifth century is very barren. The
gixth century is not much better. The importance of
Leontius of nirza.ntium (died c. 543) for the history of
dogma has only lately been realized. Poets and hagi-
ographers, chroniclers, canonists, and ascetical writers
succeed each other. Caten® by way of commentaries
are the order of the day. St. Maximus Confessor, An-
astasius of Mount Sinai, and Andrew of Cssarea must
be named. The first of these commented on the
works of the pseudo-Dionysius the Areopagite, which
had probably first seen the light towards the end of the
fifth century. St. John of Damascus (c. 750) closes
the patristic period with hi:a{)olemics against heresies,
his exegetical and ascetical writings, his_beautiful
hymns, and above all his “Fountain of Wisdom”,
which is a compendium of patristic theolo? and a
kind of anticipation of scholasticism. Indeed, the
“Summa Theologicee” of the Middle Ages were
founded on the “Sentences” of Peter Lombard, who
had taken the skeleton of his work from this last of the
Greek Fathers. .

CHARACTERISTICS OF PATRIsTIC WRITINGS.—(a)
Commentaries.—It has been seen that the literal school
of exegesis had its home at Antioch, while the allegori-
cal school was Alexandrian, and the entire West, on
the whole, followed the allegorical method, minglin
literalism with it in various degrees. The suspicion of
Arianism has lost to us the fourth-century writers of
the Antiochene school, such as Theodore of Heraclea
and Eusebius of Emesa, and the charge of Nestorianism
has caused the commentaries of Diodorus and Theo-
dore of Mopsuestia (for the most part) to disappear.
The Alexandrian school has lost yet more heavily, for
little of the great Origen remains except in fragments
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and in unreliable versions. The great Antiochenes,
Chrysostom and Theodoret, have a real %asp of the
sense of the sacred text. They treat it with reverence
and love, and their explanations are of deep value, be-
cause the language o? the New Testament was theit
own tongue, so that we moderns cannot afiord to
neglect their comments. On the contrary, Origen,
the moulder of the allegorizing type of commentary,
who had inherited the Philonic tradition of the Alex-
andrian Jews, was essentially irreverent to the in-
spired authors. The Old Testament was to him full
of errors, lies, and blasphemies, so far as the letter was
concerned, and his defence of it against the pagans,
the Gnostics, and especially the ionites, was to
point only to the spiritual meaning. Theoretically he
distinﬁuished a triple sense, the somatic, the psychic,
and the pneumatic, following St. Paul’s trichotomy;
but in practice he mainly gives the spiritual, as op-
posed to the corporal or lhiteral.

-8t. Augustine sometimes defends the Old Testa-
ment against the Manichzans in the same style, and
occasionally in a most unconvincing manner, but with
great moderation and restraint. In his “De Genesi
ad litteram” he has evolved a far more effective
method, with his usual brilliant originality, and he
shows that the objections brought against the truth of
the first chapters of the book invariably rest upon the
baseless assumption that the objector has found the
true meaning of the text. But Oriﬁen %pplied his
method, though partially, even to the New Testament,
and ed the Eva.ngeiists as sometimes false in the
letter, but as saving the truth in the hidden spiritual
meaning. In this point thchood'feeling of Christians
prevented his being followed. But the brilliant ex-
ample he gave, of running riot in the fantastic exegesis
which his method encouraged, had an unfortunate in-
fluence. He is fond of giving a variety of applications
to a single text, and his promise to hold nothing but -
what can be proved from Secripture becomes illusory
when he shows by example that any part of Seripture
may mean anything he pleases. he reverent temper
of later writers, and especially of the Westerns, pre-
ferred to represent as the true meaning of the sacred
writer the allegory which appeared to them to be the
most obvious. St. Ambrose and St. Augustine in
their beautiful works on the Psalms rather spiritual-
ize, or moralize, than allegorige, and their imaginative
interpretations are chiefly of events, actions, num-
bers, ete. But almost all allegorical interpretation is
so arbit) and depends so much on the caprice of
the exegete that it is difficult to conciliate it with rev-
erence, however one may be dazzled by the beauty of
much of it. An alternative way of delending the Old
Testament was excogitated by the ingenious author of
the pseudo-Clementines; he asserts that it has been
depraved and interpolated. St. Jerome’s learning
has made his exegesis unique; he frequently gives al-
ternative explanations and refers to the authors who
have adopted them. From the middle of the fifth
century onwards, second-hand commentaries are uni-
versal in East and West, and originality almost en-
tirely disapPears. Andrew of Cssarea is perhaps an
exception, for he commented on a book which was
scarcely at all read in the East, the Apocalypse.

Discussions of method are not wantiﬁé Clement
of Alexandria gives “traditional methods”, the lit-
eral, typical, moral, and prophetical. The tradition is
obviously from Rabbinism. We must admit that it
has in its favour the practice of St. Matthew and
St. Paul. Even more than Origen, St. Augustine
theorized on this subject. In his “De Doctrina
Christiana” he gives elaborate rules of exegesis. Else-
where he distinguishes four senses of Seripture: _his-
torical, mtiological (economic), analogical (where N.
T. explains O.T.), and allegorical (*De Util. Cred."”,
3; cf. “De Vera Rel.”, 50). The book of rules com-
posed by the Donatist Tichonius has an analogy in the
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smaller “canons” of St. Paul’s Epistles by Priscillian.
Hadrian of Antioch was mentioned above. St.
Gre?ory the Great compares Scripture to a river so
shallow that a lamb can walk in it, so deep that an
elephant can float. (Pref. to “ Morals on Job”). He
distinguishes the historical or literal sense, the moral,
and the allegorical or typical. If the Western
Fathers are fanciful, yet this is better than the ex-
treme literalism of Theodore of Mopsuestia, who re-
fused to allegorize even the Canticle of Canticles.

(b) Preachers.—We have sermons from the Greek
Church much earlier than from the Latin. Indeed,
Sozomen tells us that, up to his time (c. 450), there
were no public sermons in the churches at Rome.
This seems almost incredible. St. Leo’s sermons are,
however, the first sermons certainly Preached at
Rome which have reached us, for those of Hippolytus
were all in Greek; unless the homily “ Adversus Alea-
tores” be a sermon by a Novatian antipo The
series of Latin preachers begins in the middle of the
fourth century. The so-called “Second Epistle of
St. Clement” is a homily belonging possibly to the
second century. Many of the commentaries of Origen
are a series of sermons, as is the case later with all
Chrysostom’s commentaries and most of Augustine’s.
In many cases treatises are composed of a course of
sermons, as, for instance, is the case for some of those
of Ambrose, who seems to have rewritten his sermons
after delivery. The “De Sacramentis” may possibly
be the version by a shorthand-writer of the course
which the saint himself edited under the title “ De
Mysteriis”. In any case the “De Sacramentis”
(whether by Ambrose or not) has a freshness and
naiveté which is wanting in the certainly authentic
“De Mysteriis”. Similarly the great courses of ser-
mons preached by St. Chrysostom at Antioch were
evidently written or corrected by his own hand, but
those he delivered at Constantinople were either hur-
riedly corrected, or not at all. His sermons on
Acts, which have come down to us in two quite dis-
tinct texts in the MSS., are probably known to us only
in the forms in which they were taken down by
two different tachygraphers. St. Gregory Nazianzen
complains of the importunity of these shorthand-
writers (Orat. xxxii), as St. Jerome does of their in-
capacity (Ep. lxxi, 5). Their art was evidently
highly perfected, and imens of it have come down
tous. They were officially employed at councils (e. g.
at the great conference with the Donatists at Car-
thage, 1n 411, we hear of them). It appears that
many or most of the bishops at the Council of Ephesus,
in 449, had their own shorthand-writers with them.
The method of taking notes and of amplifying re-
ceives illlustration from the Acts of the Council of
Constantinople of 27 April, 449, at which the min-
utes were examined which had been taken down by
tachygraphers at the council held a few weeks earlier.

Many of St. Augustine’s sermons are certainly from
shorthand notes. As to others we are uncertain, for
the style of the written ones is often so colloquial that
it is difficult to get a criterion. The sermons of St.
Jerome at Bethlehem, published by Dom Morin, are
from shorthand reports, and the discourses themselves
were unprepared conferences on those portions of the
Psalms or of the Gospels which had been sung in the
liturgy. The speaker has clearly often been preceded
b{ another priest, and on the Western Christmas Day,
which his community alone is keeping, the bishop is
present and will speak last. In fact the pilgrim
ZAtheria tells us that at Jerusalem, in the fourth cen-
tu?', all the priests present spoke in turn, if they chose,
and the bishop last of all. Such improvised com-
ments are far indeed from the oratorical discourses of
8t. Gregory Nazianzen, from the lofty flights of Chrysos-
tom, from the torrent of iteration that characterizes
the short sermons of Peter Chrysologus, from the neat
phrases of Maximus of Turin, and the ponderous
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rhythms of Leo the Great. The eloguence of these
Fathers need not be here described. In the West we
may add in the fourth century Gaudentius of Brescia;
several small collections of interesting sermons appear
in the fifth century; the sixth opens with the numer-
ous collections made by St. Cesarius for the use of
preachers. There is practically no edition of the
works of this eminent and practical bishop. 8t.
Gregory (apart from some fanciful exegesis) is the
most practical preacher of the West. Nothing could
be more admirable for imitation than St. Chrysostom.
The more ornate writers are less safe to copy. St. Au-
guatine’s style is too personal to be an example, and
'ew are so learned, so great, and so ready, that they
can venture to speak as simply as he often does.

(c) Writers—The Fathers do not belong to the
strictly classical period of either the Greek or the
Latin language; but this does not imply that they
wrote bad Latin or Greek. The conversational form
of the xowrf or common dialect of Greek, which is
found in the New Testament and in many papyri, is
not the lan, of the Fathers, except of the very
earliest. For the Greek Fathers write in a more clas-
sicizing style than most of the New Testament writers;
none of them uses quite a vulgar or ungrammaticai
Greek, while some Atticize, e. g. the Cappadocians and
Synesius. The Latin Fathers are often less classical.
Tertullian is a Latin Carlyle; he knew Greek, and
wrote books in that language, and tried to introduce
ecclesiastical terms into Latin. St. Cyprian’s “Ad
Donatum”, probably his first Christian writing, shows
an Apuleian preciosity which he eschewed in all his
other works, but which his biographer Pontius has imi-
tated and exaggerated. Men like Jerome and Augus-
tine, who had a thorough knowledge of classical litera~
ture, would not employ tricks of style, and cultivated
a manner which should be correct, but simple and
straightforward ; ¥et their style could not have been
what it was but for their previous study. For the
5poken Latin of all the patristic centuries was very

ifferent from the written. We get examples of the
vulgar tongue here and there in the letters of Pope
Cornelius as edited by Mereati, for the third century,
or in the Rule of St. Benedict in Wélfflin’s or Dom
Morin’s editions, for the sixth. In the latter we get
such modernisms as cor murmurantem, post quibus,
cum responsoria sua, which show how the confusing

nders and cases of the classics were disappearing
into the more reasonable simplicity of Italian. Some
of the Fathers use the rhythmical endings of the “cur-.
sus’’ in their prose; some have the later accented
endings which were corruptions of the correct proso-
dical ones. Familiar examples of the former are in
the older Collects of the Mass; of the latter the Te
Deum is an obvious instance.

(d) East and West.—Before king of the theologi-
cal characteristics of the Fathers, we have to take
into account the great division of the Roman Empire
into two languages. Lan, is the great separator.
When two emperors divided the Empire, it was not
quite according to language; nor were the ecclesiasti-
cal divisions more exact, since the (Freat rovinoe of
Illyricum, including Macedonia and all Greece, was
attached to the West through at least a large part of
the patristic period, and was governed by the arch-
bishop of Thessalonica, not as its exarch or patriarch,
but as papal legate. But in considering the literary
productions of the age, we must class them as Latin
or Greek, and this is what will be meant here by West-
ern and Eastern. The understanding of the relations
between Greeks and Latins is often obscured by cer-
tain pre ssions. We talk of the “unchanging
East”’, of the philosophical Greeks as opposed to the
practical Romans, of the rel;:oseful thought of the
Oriental mind over against the rapidity and orderly
classification which characterizes Western intelligence.
All this is very misleading, and it is important to go
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back to the facts. In the first place, the East was
converted far more rapidly than the West. When
Constantine made Christianity the established re-
ligion of both empires from 323 onwards, there was a
striking contrast between the two. In the West
paganism had everywhere a very large majorit{
except possibly in Africa. But in the Greek world

istianity was quite the equal of the old reli-
gions in influence and numbers; in the great cities it
might even be predominant, and some towns were
practically Christian. The story told of St. Gregory
the Wonder-Worker, that he found but seventeen
Christians in Neocesarea when he became bishop, and
that he left but seventeen pa%ens in the same city
when he died (c. 270-5), must substantially true.
Such a story in the West would be absurd. The
villages of the Latin countries held out for long, and
the pagani retained the worship of the old gods
even after they were all nominally Christianized.
In Phrygia, on the contrary, entire vill were
Christian long before Constantine, though 1t is true
that elsewhere some towns were still heathen in Ju-
lian’s day—Gaza in Palestine is an example; but then
Maiouma, the port of Gaza, was Christian.

Two consequences, amongst others, of this swift
evangelization of the East must be noticed. In the
first place, while the slow progress of the West was
favourable to the preservation of the unchanged tra-
dition, the quick conversion of the East was accom-
pame(i by a ragid development which, in the sphere
of dogma, was hasty, unequal, and fruitful of error.
Secondly, the Eastern religion partook, even during
the heroic aﬁe of persecution, of the evil which the
West felt so deeply after Constantine, that is to say,
of the crowding into the Church of multitu