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Diocese of ; Malherbe, Francois; Mangan, James
Clarence; Mantegna, Andrea; Margaret Pole,
Blesseu.
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KELLY, JOSEPH I, Pu.D,, LL.D., ForMERLY LEC-
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UNIVERSITY AND DEAN OF THE FACULTY OF LAw
IN LoUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY, CHICAGO: Law,
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KELLY, LEO A, Pu.B., RocHISTER, NEW YORK:
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PRELATE, PROFESSOR OF PATROLOGY AND CHRIS-
TIAN ARCHZEOLOGY, UNIVERSITY OF FRIBOURG:
Lapsi; Lawrence, Saint; Lawrence Justinian,
Saint; Lay Abbot; Leo I (the Great), Saint,
Pope; Leocadia, Saint; Leonidas, Saint; Liber
Diurnus Romanorum Pontificum; Liber Pontifi-
calis; Linus, Saint, Pope; Liutprand of Cremona;
Lucius I, Saint, Pope; Luna, Pedro de; Macrina,
Saints; Mamertus, Saint; Marcellina, Saint;
Marcellinus, Saint, Pope; Marcellinus, Flavius;
Marcellus I, Saint, Pope; Mark, Saint, Pope;
Martin of Troppau; Martinuzzi, George.

KNOTT, A. LEO, BALTIMORE, MARYLAND: Maryland.

KRAFT, JOSEF, Pu.D. INNSBRUCK, AUSTRIA:
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bermann, Bruno Franz Leopold; Manharter.
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LECLERCQ, HENRI, 0.S.B., Loxpon: Lateran
Councils; Lay Communion; Lucifer of Cagliari.

LEAMKUHL, AUGUSTINUS, S8.J., Sr. IexaT1US
COLLEGE, VALKENBURG, HoOLLAND: Mariana,
Juan; Marriage, Secrament of.

LEJAY, PAUL, FeLLow oF THE UNIVERSITY OF
FRANCE, PROFESSOR, CATHOLIC INSTITUTE, PARIS:
Lascaris, Constantine; Lascaris, Janus; Latin
Literature, Christian, Early Centuries; Latin
Literature in the Church, Classical; Lipsius,
Justus; Mai, Angelo; Manuel Chrysoloras; Mar-
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LENNOX, PATRICK JOSEPH, B.A., PROFESSOR OF
ENGLISH LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE, CATHOLIC
UNIVERSITY OP AMERICA, WASHINGTON : Marryat,
Florence.

LINDSAY, LIONEL ST. GEORGE, B.Sc.,, Pu.D,
EprToR-IN-CHIEF, ‘“LA NOUVELLE FRANCE”,
QuEBEC: Lauzon, Jean de; Laval, Francois de
Montmorency; Laverdidre, Charles-Honoré; Le
Moyne Family; Le Moyne, Simon; Lescarbot,
Marc; Lusignan, Jean-Baptiste-Alphonse; Mail-
lard, Antoine-Simon.

LINS, JOSEPH, FREIBURG-TM-BREISGAU, GERMANY:
Lavant; Leipzig; Leitmeritz, Diocese of; Lim-
burg, Diocese of; Linz, Diocese of; Lithuania;
Liibeck; Lublin, Diocese of ; Lucerne; Mainz.

LOEFFLER, KLEMENS, Pu.D., LIBRARIAN, UNIVER-
BITY OF BRESLAU: Leo X, Pope; Leubus; Lies-
born; Lindemann, Wilhelm; Luscinius, Ottmar;
Magdeburg; Magliabechi, Antonio; Mallinck-
rodt, Hermann von; Maria Theresa; Marienberg.

LUCEY, Mgr. JOHN M., VICAR-GENERAL, DrocEse
oF LITTLE RocK, ARKANSAS: Little Rock, Dio-
cese of.

MAAS, A. J., SJ., Recror, WoopsTocK COLLEGE,
MARYLAND: Lentulus, Publius; Logia Jesu;
Lucifer.

MACAULEY, PATRICK J., BELFAST, IRELAND:
Legists; Loango, Vicariate Apostolic of.

MacDONALD, ANNA SPRAGUE, RB.A., BosToN,
MassacHUSETTS: MacDonald, John.

MACDONALD, DONALD R.,, B.A.,, GLEN NEvis,
ONTARIO, CANADA: Macdonell, Alexander.

MACERLEAN, ANDREW A., NEw York: Leodegar
(Leger), Saint; Loja, Diocese of ; Lugo, Diocese
of; Magnesia; Maine de Biran, Francois-Pierre-
Gonthier; Mariana, Archdiocese of; Marshall
Islands, Vicariate Apostolic of.

McGAHAN, FLORENCE RUDGE, M.A, You~as-
TOWN, OHIo: Magdalens; Marcoux, Joseph.

McHUGH, JOHN AMBROSE, O.P., S.T.L., LECTOR
OF PHILOSOPHY, DOMINICAN HOUSE OF STUDIES,
WASHINGTON: Lutheranism.

McKENNA, CHARLES F., Pa.D. (CoLumBIA), SEC-
RETARY, CaTHOLIC HOME BUREAU, VICE-PRESI-
DENT NEW YORK STATE PROBATION COMMISSION,
NEw York: Lavoisier, Antoine-Laurent.

McLOUGHLIN, JAMES J., LL.B.,, NEw ORLEANS:
Louisiana, The State of.

McNEAL, J. PRESTON, B.A., LL.B., BALTIMORE:
McSherry, James (2) ; McSherry, Richard ; Maré-
chal, Ambrose.

MACPHERSON, EWAN, NEw York: Maffei, Fran-
cesco; Malvenda, Thomas; Map, Walter; Mar-
tini, Antonio; Mason, Richard Angelus.
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MAcRORY, JOSEPH, S.T.D., PROFESSOR OF SACRED
ScrIPTURE, MAYNOOTH COLLEGE, DUBLIN: Mar-
garet, Saint, Virgin and Martyr; Mark, Saint
and Evangelist; Mark, Gospel of Saint; Mary of
Egypt, Saint.

MAERE, R.,, S.T.D.,, ProFESsorR OF CHRISTI\N
ARCHZO0LOGY, UNIVERSITY OF LouvAIN: Le
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Maria; Marchi, Giuseppe; Martigny, Joseph-
Alexandre.

MAHBR, MICHAEL, S.J., Lrrr.D., M.A. (Lo~NDOX),
DIRECTOR OF STUDIES AND PROFESSOR OF PEDA-
GoGIc8, STONYHURST COLLEGE, BLACKBURN,
ENGLAND: Life.

MANN, HORACE K., HEADMASTER, ST. CUTHBERT’S
GRAMMAR SCHOOL, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, ENe-
LAND: Leo II, Saint, Pope; Leo III, Saint, Pope;
Leo IV, Saint, Pope; Leo V, Pope; Leo VI, Pope;
Leo VII, Pope; Leo VIII, Pope; Leo IX, Saint,
Pope; Marinus I, Pope; Marinus II, Pope.

MARIQUE, PIERRE JOSEPH, INSTRUCTOR IN
FRENCH, COLLEGE OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK:
Laprade, Victor de; La Rochejacquelein, Henri-
Auguste-Georges du Vergier, Comte de; Lecoy de
La Marche, Richard-Albert; Marie de France.

MATHIEU, RT. REv. McR., O.E., S.T.D., SEMINARY
oF QUEBEC, CA~NADA: Laval, University of,
Quebec. )

MAYENCE, FERNAND, Ex-MEMBER oF THE EcoLm
FRANGAISE AT ATHENS, PROFESSOR OF ARCHZE-
oLogY, UNIVERSITY oF LouvaIN: Lenormant,
Charles; Lenormant, Francois.

MAYPR, JOHANN GEORG CANON, D.CL,
REGENT AND PROFESSOR OF THE SEMINARY OF
CHURB, SWITZERLAND: Lussy, Melchior.

MEEHAN, THOMAS F., NEw York: Lead, Diocese
of; League of the Cross, The; L’Enfant, Pierre-
Charles; Liberia; Lincoln, Diocese of; London,
Diocese of; Longstreet, James; McGee, Thomze
D’Arcy; McMahon, Martin Thomas; McMaster,
James Alphonsus; McQuaid, Bernard John;
Mallory, Stephen Russell; Marquette League.

MERK, AUGUST, S.J., PROFESSOR OF APOLOGETICS,
St. I6NATIUS COLLEGE, VALKENBURG, HOLLAND:
Lebanon; Machpelah; Magdala.

MERSHMAN, FRANCIS, 0.S.B., S.T.D., PROFESSOR
oF MorAL THEoL0OGY, CANON LAw, AND LITURGY,
St. Joux’s UNIVERSITY, COLLEGEVILLE, MINNE-
sotA: Larue, Charles de; Lectern; Lennig,
Adam Franz; Le Nourry, Denis-Nicolas; Litany;
Litany of the Holy Name; Litany of the Saints;
Ludger, Saint; Lumper, Gottfried; Maffei, Ber-
nardino; Martin I, Saint, Pope; Martin, Abbot
of Schottenkloster; Martyrs, The Ten Thousand;
Maruthas, Saint.

MEYER, GBORGE, PROVINCIAL, SOCIETY OF MaRY,
oF Pamis, DaytoN, Oulo: Mary, Society of, of
Paris.

MOELLER, CH., PrOFESSOR OF GENERAL HISTORY,
UNIVERSITY OF LOUVAIN: Lazarus, Saint, Order
of, of Jerusalem.

MOLLOY, JOSEPH VINCENT, O.P., S.T.L., SOMER-
SET, OHI10: Malchus.

MOONEY, JAMES, UNITED STATES ETHNOLOGIST,
BUREAU OF AMERICAN ETHNOLOGY, WASHINGTON :
Lesueur, Francois Eustace; Lillooet Indians;
Lorette; Lulé Indians; Lummi Indians; Maina
Indians; Maipure Indians; Maliseet Indians;
Mameluco Indians; Mandan Indians; Mascoutens
Indians.

MORICE, A. G., O.M.1., EprToR oF “ LE PATRIOTE DE
L’OUEST ¥, DUCK LAKE, SASKATCHEWAN. CAN-
ADA: Lavérendrye, Pierre-Gaultier de Varennes,
Sieur de; Laverlochere, Jean-Nicolas; Loucheux ;
Manitoba.

MOUGEL, AMBROSE, O.CarT., ST. HUGH’S CHAR-
TERHOUSE, PARKMINSTER, ENGLAND: Ludolph of
Saxony.

MULLER, ULRICH F., C.PP.S., PROFESSOR OF
PHILOSOPHY, ST. CHARLES BORROMEO SEMINARY,
CARTHAGENA, OHI10: Le Verrier, Urbain-Jean-
Joseph.

MURPHY, JOHN, C.S.Sp.,, PROVINCIAL OF THE
FaTHERS OF THE HoLY GHosT, CORNWELLS,
PENNSYLVANIA: Libermann, Francis Mary Paul,
Venerable.

OBRECHT, EDMOND M., O.C.R., ABBoT OF GETH-
SEMANI ABBEY, KENTUCKY: La Trappe; Mari-
annhill, Congregation of the Missionaries of.

O’CONNOR, JOHN B,, O0.P., St. DoMINIC’S PRrIORY,
SAN FraNcisco, CALIFORNIA: Louis Bertrand,
Saint; Louis of Granada.

O’LEARY, THOMAS M., CHANCELLOR, DIOCESE OF
MANCHESTER, NEw HAMPSHIRE: Manchcster,
Diocese of.

OLIGER, LIVARIUS, O.F.M., Lector oF CHURCH
Il1sTorY, CoLLEGIO S. ANTONIO, ROME: Latera,
Flaminius Annibali de; Louis of Toulouse, Saint;
Marcellinus of Civezza.

O'NEILL, ARTHUR BARRY, C.S.C., M.A., Asso-
CIATE-EDITOR “ AVE MARIA 7, NoOTRE DAME,
INDIANA: Lefebvre, Camille; Le Loutre, Louis-
Joseph.

OTT, MICHAEL, 0.S.B., Pu.D., PROFESSOR OF THE
HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY, ST. JOHN’S UNIVERSITY,
COLLEGEVILLE, MINNESOTA: Laski (a Lasco),
John; Laymann, Paul; Ledochowski, Miecislas
Halka; Lemcke, Henry; Leo XI, Pope; Lucius
II, Pope; Lucius III, Pope; Ludmilla, Saint;
Magnus, Saint; Malagrida, Gabriel; Mallinck-
rodt, Pauline; Maran, Prudentius; Marbodius,
Bishop of Rennes; Marcellus II, Pope; Marius
Mercator; Martin IV, Pope; Martin V, Pope;
Martin of Braga, Saint; Mary de Cervellione.

OTTEN, JOSEPH, PITTsBURG, PENNSYLVANIA:
Lassus, Orlandus de.
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PEREZ GOYENA ANTONIO, S.J., Eprros, “ Raz6n
Y FE”, MAprm: Maldonado, Juan; Martin y
Garcfa, Luis.

PETRIDES, SOPHRONE, A.A., ProFEssor, GREEK
CATtHOLIC SEMINARY, KADI-KEUI, CONSTANTI-
NOPLE: Laranda; Lebedus; Lete; Leuce; Limyra,
Linoe; Loryma ; Lyrbe; Lysias; Macri; Mactaris,
Madaurus; Magydus; Mallus; Marciane.

PHILBIN, EUGENE A., REGENT oF THE UNIVER-
SITY OF THE STATE oF NEW YORK, NEw YORK':
Libel.

POLLEN, JOHN HUNGBRFORD, S.J., LoNDON:
Martinov, John; Mary Queen of Scots (Mary
Stuart).

PONCELET, ALBERT, S.J., BRusseLs: Leonard of
Limousin, Saint.

POPE, HUGH, O.P., S.T.L., DocTOR OF SACRED
ScRIPTURE, PROFESSOR OF NEW-TESTAMENT
EXEGESIS, COLLEGIO ANGELICO, RoME: Maledic-
tion (in Scripture) ; Mammon; Martha, Saint;
Martianay; Mary, the name of several personages
in the N. T.; Mary, The Name of, in Scripture
and in Catholic use; Mary Magdalen, Saint.

POULAIN, AUGUSTIN, S.J., Paris: Louis-Marie
Grignion de Montfort, Blessed; Marriage, Mys-
tical.

POWER, ALICE, R.S.H., CONVENT OF THE SACRED
HearT, KENW0OD, ALBANY, NEW YORK: La-
taste, Marie.

PRESTAGE, EDGAR, B.A. (OxoN.); COMMENDA-
DOR, PORTUGUESE ORDER OF S. THrAGO; CoR-
RESPONDING MEMBER OF THE LisBoN RoyaL
ACADEMY OF SCIENCES AND LISBON GEOGRAPHI-
CAL SoCIETY, MANCHESTER, ENGLAND: Macedo,
José Agostinho de.

QUINN, STANLEY J., NEw YoRK: Line, Mrs. Anne.

RANDOLPH, REGINA, BALTIMORE, MARYLAND:
Margaret Haughery.

REILLY, THOMAS A KEMPIS, O.P., DOMINICAN
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REINHOLD, GREGOR, FREIBURG-IM-BREISGAU,

GERMANY: Lausanne and Geneva, Diocese of;
Lieber, Moriz.

RFMY, ARTHUR F. J, MA, Pr.D., ApJuxcr-
PROFESSOR OF GERMANIC PHILOLOGY, COLUMBIA
U~rversity, NEw Yorg: Lassberg, Baron
Joseph Maria Christoph von; Legends, Literary
and Profane; Maelrant, Jacob van.

REZEK, ANTOINE IVAN, HouGHTON, MICHIGAN:
Marquette, Diocese of.

ROBINSON, PASCHAL, O.F.M., FRANCISCAN MoN-
ASTERY, WASHINGTON: Leo, Brother.

ROCK, P. M. J., LouisviLLE, KENTUCKY: Louisville,
Diocese of.

ROMPEL, JOSEPH HEINRICH, S.J., Pu.D., STELLA
MATUTINA COLLEGE, FELDRIRCH, AUSTRIA: La-
treille, Pierre-André; Lossen, Karl August;
Mallard, Ernest-Frangois.

ROTH, LEANDER M., MANDEVILLE, LOUISIANA:
Lorsh Abbey.

RYAN, JOHN A., S.T.D., Proressor OF MORAL
THEOLOGY, ST. PAUL SEMINARY, ST. PauL,
MINNESOTA: Marriage, History of.

SACHER, HERMANN, PaD. EDITOR OF THE
“ KONVERSATIONSLEXIKON ”, ASSISTANT EDITOR
OF THE “ STAATSLEXIKON OF THE GORRESGESELL-
SCHAFT ”, FREIBURG-IM-BREISGAU, GERMANY:
Lippe.

SAGMULLER, JOHANNES BAPTIST, PROFESSOR
oF THEoLoGY, UNIVERSITY oF TUBINGEN: Lay
Tithes; Letters, Ecclesiastical; Ligamen.

SALEMBIER, LOUIS, S.T.D., PROFESSOR OF
CHurcH HisToRY, UNIVERSITY OF LILLE: Mar-
silius of Padua.

SANTI, ANGELO DE, S.J., RoME: Litany of Loreto;
Liturgical Chant.

SCANNELL, THOMAS B., Caxo~, S.T.D., WEY-
BRIDGE, ENGLAND: Latria.

SCHAEFER, FRANCIS J., S.T.D., Pu.D., PROFES-
80R OF CHURCH HISTORY, ST. PAUL SEMINARY,
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the church on; Madruzzi, Christopher.

SCHEID, NICHOLAS, S.J., STELLA MATUTINA CoL-
LEGE, FELDKIRCH, AUSTRIA: Latin Literaturc,
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SCHLAGER, HEINRICH PATRICIUS, O.F.M,, ST.
Lupwia’s CoLLEGE, DALHEIM, GERMANY: Lupus
(Wolf), Christian; Liitolf, Aloys; Maassen,
Friedrich Bernard Christian; Marius Aventicus;
Martene, Edmond; Martin, Konrad.

SCHROEDER, JOSEPH, O.P., DoymiNicAN House

OF STUDIES, WASHINGTON: Lemos, Thomas de;
Loaisa, Garcfa; Marini (de Marinis).
SELINGER, JOSEPH, S.T.D., JerreErson Crry, MIs-
80URI: Marriage, Moral and Canonical Aspect of.
SHIPMAN, ANDREW J., MAA, LL.M., NEw YORK:
Lutzk, Zhitomir, and Kamenetz, Diocese of.

SHORTER, JOSEPH A., LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS:
Leavenworth, Diocese of.

SILVA, PAOLO, S.J., S.T.D., RoME: Lombardy.

SLATER, T., S.J., ST. BEURO’S COLLEGE, ST. ASAPH.
WaLEs: Law, Divine, Moral Aspect of; Lottery;
Lying; Malone, William.

SMITH, IGNATIUS, O.P., DoMiNnicAN HoUSE oF
STUDIES, WASHINGTON: Leonard of Chios.

SMITH, SYDNEY F., S.J., LonpoN: Low Church.

SMITH, WALTER GEORGE, M.A,, LL.B. (UNIVER-
SITY OF PENNSYLVANIA), PHILADELPHIA, PENN-
SYLVANIA: Law, International; Marriage, Civil.
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COLLEGE OF ST. FrRANCIS XAVIER, NEw YORK:
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Logic AND THE HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY, CATH-
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Tables of Abbreviations

The following tables and notes are intended to guide readers of THE 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.

Boevrninninnnnninns article.

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

an.,, &N0........... the year, the years (Lat, annus,
annt).

.Y R in (Lat. apud).

art.....coiieeaennn article,

Assyr............. Asgyrian.

- W T Anglo-Saxon.

A.V....... eeee e Authorized Version (i.e. tr. of

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

bo.o.o...n ceseeanes born

;] S Book.

Bl.....ooainnnn Blessed.

O S about (Lat. circa); canon;
chapter; compagnie.

CAM. ...ovvennnvnns canon.

17 chapter (Lat. caput— used
only in Latin context).

ef. i compare (Lat. confer)

cod......oioeiiinn codex

col.......oovveennn column

concl........... .00 conclusion

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

Curfl. ........eo.nnd by the industry of.

s P died

dict...cooeiinnan dictionary (Fr. dictionnaire).

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

[T T Lat. dissertatio.

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

D.V.......oooeee Douay Version.

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

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

Froo.ooooiviieanenns French.

gen.......ooannenn genus

[ ¢ TP Greek.

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

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

ib,, ibid........... An the same place (Lat. ibidem).

) the same person, or author
(Lat. idem).

inf................ below (Lat. infra).

D § .+« Italian.

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

Lat.............. «.Latin.

T latitude.

libo............... book (Lat. lider).

long............. .+ longitude.

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

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

N, NO..oovvvvnnnne number.

N. Toooiiiiiiianens New Testament.

Nat......ooveveneen ~National.

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

op. cit.........0etn in the work quoted (Lat. opere
citato).

Ord......covevnnnns Order.

[0 VU ..0ld Testament.

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

11:% R .. paragraph.

Passim. . .......... in various places.

1 T part.

L -Quarterly (a periodical), e.g.
“ Church Quarterly ”.

Q., QQ., quest..... question,  questions (Lat.
questio) .

Qo Veerrnnreonennns which [title] eee (Lat. quod
vide).

Rev.......oovvnnnn [Review (a periodical).

R.Sooooiiiviiinnes Rolls Series.

R.Vo........ e Revised Version.

S,SS.......... ... Lat. Sanctus, Sancti, “ Saint ”,
 Saints ”— used in this En-
cyclopedia only in Latin
context.

Sept............... Septaugint.

Sesg.......oiiinnnn Session.

] Sanskrit.

1) (R Spanish.

Sq., 8qQ.. .. ounennn .following page, or pages (Lat.
sequens) .

St, Sts....... «+...Saint, Saints.

BUP.. . ccvevnnnnenns Above (Lat. supra).

B Veetvvnnnnnnnnas Under the corresponding title

(Lat. sub wvoce).



TABLES OF ABBREVIATIONS.

tom....... evess....volume (Lat. tomus).
tre.......... e translation or translated. By it-
self it means “ English trans-
lation ”, or “tranelated into
English by ”. Where a trans-
lation is into any other lan-
guage, the language is stated.
tr, tract..... «.... tractate.
L2 see (Lat. vide).
Ven.......ccovunen. Venerable.
Vol............... Volume.
II.— ABBREVIATIONS OF TITLES.
Acta SS........... Acta Sanotorum (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.

Nors I.— Large
Arabic numerals standing alone indicate
Europe, I, ix ” refers the reader to the nin!
the ptefwe of the same voluma. K

ore II.— Where 8t. Thomas (Aqui with
Theolomu " (not to o Summa Phi
be unde:

Roman rals al indicate volumes. Small Roman numerals stan
e ind nine lnog:her um“ :ge“dnmom are expllcx'.ly stated. Thu-
clnpﬁer of the first volume of that work;

Dict. Christ. Biog...Smith and Wace (ed.), Diction-
ary of Christian Biography.

.Cabrol (ed.), Dictionnaire d’ar-
chéologie chrétionne et de

Dict. d’arch. chrét . .

liturgie.

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

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, Kirchen-
lexicon.

) S ¢ S Migne (ed.), Patres Grecsi.

P.Loo..oooieien.. Migne (ed.), Patres Latini.

Vig., Dict. de la BibleVigouroux (ed.), Dictionnaire
de la Bible.

standing alone indicate chapters.
Rashdall, Universities of
., p.ix” wouldmd\uuthemnthmed

‘ t the ﬂl:mne of any %?lﬂacuhr work the reference is always to * Summa
!na 2"“’ dlvmonn 3 uem ** refers the reader to the seventh article of the sizth question
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Laprade, Vicror pe, French poet and critic, b.
at Montbrison in 1812; d. at Lyons in 1883. He first
studied medicine, thea law, and was admitted to the
bar, but soon left it to become professor of French
literature at the “ Faculté des lettres” of Lyons. He
lost this position in 1863 for baving published “Les
Muses d’Etat”, a satire aimed at the men of the Sec-
ond Empire, and from that time on he devoted all his
time to poetry. In 1858 he had taken the seat of Mus-
set in the French Academy. Laprade is probably the
most idealistic French poet of the nineteenth century.
His talent somewhat resembles that of Lamartine,
whom he gladly acknowledged as his master. His in-
spiration is always lofty, his verses are harmonious
and at times graceful. God, nature, the fatherland,
mankind, friendship, the family are his favourite
topics. To form a correct opinion of his work. one
should discriminate between the two phases of his
literary career. Duﬁn&the first, which extends down
to his admission into the French Academ , he takes
pains to connect the ancient with the modern world,
mytholog with Christianity. This is what might be
termed the impersonal phase of his thought. ‘‘Psyché”
(1842), “Les Odes et Podmes” (1844), “ Les Podmes
évangéliques” (1852). “LesSymphonies” (1855), be-
long to this first period. Another collection of poems
“ Les 1dylles héroiques” (1858), marks the transition
from the first to the second phase. Laprade’s poetical
pantheism has now given place to a more Christian
and more humane inspiration. The “poet of the
summita”, as he was sometimes called, had become a
man of his times; filial and parental love, the country

life of his dear native ogrovmce (Forez), are now his
tm To this period belong ‘Pernette” 21878),
“ odius” (1870), “ Les Poémes civiques” (1873).
It was then that, in some measure, he became
popular. He was also a remarkable educaticnal and
msthetical writer, as is shown by the following works:
“ Questions d’art et de morale” (1867), “ Le Sentiment
de la nature avant le christianisme” (1867), “L’édu-
cation homicide” (1867), “L’éducation libérale”

1873).

(B V. de Laprads, sa vis et ses auvres (Paris,s. d ).
PIERRE MARIQUE.

Lapsi (Lat., labt, lapsus), the regular designation in
the third century for Christians who relapsed into
heathenism, especially for those who during the per-
secutions displayed weakness in the face of torture,
and denied the Faith by sacrificing to the heathen gods
or by other acts. Many of the lapsi, indeed the ma-
jority of the very numerous cases in the great perse-
cutions after the middle of the third century, certainly
did not return to paganism out of conviction: the

imply had not the courage to confess the Faith -

my when threatened with temporal losses and se-

vere punishments (banisbment, forced labour, or
-1

death), and their sole desire was to preserve them-
selves from persecution by an external act of lﬂpostasy,
and to save their property, freedom, and life. The
obligation of confessing the Christian Faith under all
circumstances and of avoiding every act of denial was
firmly established in the Church from Apostolic times.
The First Epistle of St. Peter exhorts the believers to
remain ast under the visitations of affliction
(i, 6, 7; iv, 16, 17). In his letter to Trajan, Pliny
writes that those who are truly Christians will not
offer any heathen sacrifices or utter a.n{orevilings
against Christ. Nevertheless we learn both from
“The Shepherd” of Ilermas, and from the accounts
of the persecutions and martyrdoms, that individual
Christians after the second century showed weak-
ness, and fell away from the Faith. The aim of the
civil proceedings against Christians, as laid down in
Trajan’s rescript to Pliny, was to lead them to apos-
tasy. Those Christians were acquitted who declared
that they wished to be so no longer and performed
acts of pagan religious worship, but the steadfast were
punished. In the ‘“Martyrdom of St. Polf'carg ”
(c.iv; ed. Funk, “ Patres Apostolici”, 2nd ed., I, 319),
we read of a Phrygian, Quintus, who at first volun-
tarily avowed the Christian Fa.itf:, ut showed weak-
ness at the sight of the wild beasts in the amphithea~
tre, and allowed the proconsul to persuade him to
offer sacrifice. The letter of the Christians of Lyons,
concerning the persecution of the Church there in 177,
tells us likewise of ten brethren who showed weak-
ness and apostatized. Kept, however, in confine-
ment and stimulated by the example and the kind
treatment they received from the Christians who had
remained steadfast, several of them repented their
apostasy, and in a second trial, in which the rene
gades were to have been acquitted, they faithfully
confessed Christ and gained the martyrs’ crown
(Eusebius, “ Hist. Eccl.”, V, ii). L
In general, it was a well-established principle in the
Church of the second and the beginning of the third
century that an apostate, even if he did penance, was
not again taken into the Christian community, or ad-
mitted to the Holy Eucharist. Idolatry was one of
the three capital sins which entailed exclusion from
the Church. After the middle of the third century,
the question of the lapsi gave rise on several occasions
to serious disputes in the Christian communities, and
led to a further development of the penitential disci-
pline in the Church. The first occasion on which the
guestion of the lapsi became a serious one in the
hurch, and finally led to a schism, was the great Eler-
secution of Decius (250-1). An imperial edict, which
frankly aimed at the extermination of Christianity.
enjoined that every Christian must perform an act of
idolatry. Whoever refused was threatened with the
severest punishments. The officials were instructed
toseek out the Christians and compel them to sacrifice,
. |
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and to proceed against the recalcitrant ones with the
greatest severity (see DEcius). The consequences of
this first general edict of persecution were dreadful for
the Church. In the long peace which the Christians
had enjoyed, many had become infected with a
worldly spirit. A great number of the laity, and even
some members of the clergy, weakened, and, on the
promulgation of the edict, flocked at once to the
altars of the heathen idols to offer sacrifice. We are
particularly well-informed about the events in Africa
and in Rome by the correspondence of St. Cyprian,
Bishop of Carthage, and by his treatises, “De catho-
licee ecclesis unitate” and * De lapsis” (* Ceeeilii C

riani opera omnia”, ed. Hartel, 1, II, Vienna, 18

71). There were various classes of lapsi, according to
the act by which they fell: (1) sacrificati, those who
had actually offered a sacrifice to idols; (2) thurificati,
those who burnt incense on the altar before the
statues of the gods; (3) libellatici, those who had
drawn up an attestation (libellus), or had, by bribing
the authorities, caused such certificates to be drawn
up for them, reprcsenting them as having offered
sacrifice, without, however, having actually done so.
8o far five of these libelli are known to us (one at Ox-
ford, one at Berlin, two at Vienna, one at Alexandria;
see Krebs in “Sitzungsberichte der kais. Akademie
der Wissenschaften in Wien”, 1894, pg(.)3—9; Idem in
“ Patrologia Orientalis”, IV, Paris, 1907, pp. 33 sq.;
Franchi de’ Cavalieri in “ Nuovo Bullettino di arche-
ologia cristiana’, 1895, pp. 68-73). Some Christians
were allowed to present a written declaration to the
authorities to the effect that they had offered the
prescribed sacrifices to the gods, and asked for a cer-
tificate of this act (libellum tradere): this certificate
was delivered by the authorities, and the petition-~
ers received back the attestation Elibellum accipere).
Those who had actually sacrificed (the sacrificati and
the thurificati) also received a certificate of having
done so. The libellatici, in the narrow sense of the
word, were those who obtained certificates without
having actually sacrificed. Some of the libellatici,
who forwarded to the authorities documents drawn
up concerning their real or alleged sacrifices and bear-
ing their signatures, were also called acta facientes.

e names of the Christians, who had shown their
apostasy by one of the above-mentioned methods,
were entered on the court records. After these weak
brethren had received their attestations and knew
that their names were thus recorded, they felt them-
selves safe from further inquisition and persecution.
The majority of the lapsi had indeed only obeyed the
edict of Decius out of weakness: at heart they wished
to remain Christians. Feeling secure against further
persecution, they now wished to attend Christian
worshi‘p again and to be readmitted into the commu-
nion of the Church, but this desire was contrary to the
then existing penitential discipline. The ‘lapsi of
Carthage succeeded in winning over to their side cer-
tain Christians who had remained faithful, and had
suffered torture and imprisonment. These confes-
sors sent letters of recommendation in the name of the
dead martyrs (libelli pacis) to the bishop in favour of
the renegades. On the strength of these *‘letters of
peace”’, the lapsi desired immediate admittance into
communion with the Church, and were actually ad-
mitted by some of the clergy inimically disposed to
Cyprian. Similar difficulties arose at Rome, and St.
Cyprian’s Carthaginian opponents sought for support
in the capital in their attack against their bishop.

rian, who had remained in constant communica-
tion with the Roman clergy during the vacancy of the
Roman See after the martyrdom of Pope Fabian, de-
cided that nothing should be done in the matter of
reconciliation of the lapsi until the persecution should
be over and he could return to Carthage. Only those
apostates who showed that they were penitent, and
had received a personal note (libellus pacis) from a
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confessor or a martyr, might obtain absolution ano
admission to communion with the Church and to ths
Holy Eucharist, if they were dangerously ill and at the
point of death. At Rome, likewise, the principle was
established that the apostates should not be given up,
but that they should be exhorted to do penance, s
that, in case of their being again cited before the pagan
authorities, they might atone for their apostasy by
steadfastly confessing the Faith. Furthermore, com-
munion was not to be refused to those who were seri-
ously ill, and wished to atone for their apostasy by

penance.,
The party opposed to rian at Carthage did not
accept the Kishop’s decisi(gg) and stirred up a schism.

When, after the election of St. Cornelius to the Chair
of Peter, the Roman priest Novatian set himself up
at Rome as anti-pope, he claimed to be the upholder
of strict discipline, inasmuch as he refused uncondi
tionally to readmit to communion with the Church
any who had fallen away. He was the founder of
Novatianism (q. v.). Shortly after Cyprian’s returmn
to his episcopal city in the spring of 251, synods were
held in Rome and Africa, at which the affair of the
lapsi was adjusted by common agreement. It was
opted as a grinciple that they should be encouraged
to repent, and, under certain conditions and after ade
quate public penance (ezomologesis), should be read-
mitted to communion. In fixing the duration of
the penance, the bishops were to take into considers-
tion the circumstances of the apostasy, e. g., whether
the penitent had offered sacrifice at once or only after
torture, whether he had led his family into apostasy
or on the other hand had saved them therefrom, after
obtaining for himself a certificate of havmf sacrificed.
Those, who of their own accord had actually sacrificed
(the sacrificati and thurificati), might be reconciled
with the Church only at the point of death. The
libellatici might, after a reasonable penance, be im-
mediately readmitted. In view of the severe perse
cution then imminent, it was decided at a subsequent
Carthaginian synod that all lapsi who had undergone
public penance should be readmitted to full com-
munion with the Church. Bishop Dionysius of Alex-
andria adopted the same attitude towards the laps
as Pope Cornelius and the Italian bishops, and Cyp-
rian and the African bishops. But in the East Novs-
tian’s rigid views at first found a more sympathetic
reception. The united efforts of the supporters o
Pope Cornelius succeeded in bringing the great ms-
jority of the Eastern bishops to recognize him as the
rightful Roman pontiff, with which recognition tbe
acceptance of the uprinciplea relative to the case of the
lapsi was naturally united. A few groups of Chris
tians in different parts of the empire s the views
of Novatian, and thus enabled the latter to forms
small schismatic community (see NOVATIANISM).

At the time of the great persecution of Diocletian,
matters took the same course as under Decius. Dur-
ing this severe affliction which assailed the Church,
many showed weakness and fell away, and, as before,

rformed acts of heathen worship, or tried by arti-

ce to evade persecution. Some, with the collusion
of the officials, sent their slaves to the pagan sacrifices
instead of going themselves; others bribed pagans to
assume their names and to perform the required sac-
rifices (Petrus Alexandrinus, ‘‘Liber de pcenitentia”
in Routh, * Reliquie Sacr.”, IV, 2nd ed., 228qq). In
the Diocletian persecution appeared a new category
of lapsi called the traditores: these were the Christians
(mostly clerics) who, in obedience to an edict, gave up
the sacred books to the authorities. The term tre-
ditores was given both to those who actually gave y|
the sacred books, and to those who merely delive:
secular works in their stead. Ason the previous oces-
sion, the lapsi in Rome, under the leadership of 8
certain Heraclius, tried forcibly to obtain readmission
to communion with the Church without performing
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penance, but Popes Marcellus and Eusebius adhered
strictly to the traditional penitential discipline. The
confusion and disputes caused by this difference
among the Roman Christians caused Maxentius to
banish Marcellus and later Eusebius and Heraclius
(ef. Inscrigtions of P(;ﬁn amasus on Popes Mar-
cellus and Eusebius in , ‘ Damasi epigrammata”’,
Leipzig, 1895, 8.051, n. 48; p. 25, n. 18). In Africa
the unhappy Donatist schism arose from disputes
about the lapsi, especially the traditores (see DoNa-
T18T8). Several synods of the fourth century drew up
canons on the treatment of the lapsi, e. g., the
Synod of Elvira in 306 (can. i-iv, xlvi), of Arles in
314 (can. xiii), of Anc in 314 (can. i-ix), and the
General Council of Nice (can. xiii)). Many of the
decisions of these synods concerned only members of
the clergy who had committed acts of apostasy in
time of persecution.
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Lapuente (D'AronNTE, DE PoNTE, DUPONT), LUls
pE, Venerable, b. at Valladolid, 11 November, 1554;
d. there, 16 February, 1624. H,aving entered the So-
ciety of Jesus, he studied under the celebrated Suarez
and professed philosophy at Salamanca. Endow:
with exceptional talents for government and the for-
mation of young religious, he was forced by impaired
health to retire from offices which he had filled
with distinction and general satisfaction. The years
that followed were devoted to lit.erar{. composition.
Though not reckoned among Spanish classics, his
works are so replete with practical spirituality that
they claim for him a place among the most eminent
masters of asceticism. Ordained priest in 1580, he be-
came the spiritual director of the celebrated Marina de
Escobar, in which office he continued till his death.
In 1599 he devoted himself with great charity to the
care of the plague-stricken in Villagarcia. Of remark-
able innocence of life, he not only avoided all grievous
sin, but bound himself by vow, some years before his
death, to avoid as far as human weakness permitted
even venial faults. Besides a mystical commentary in
Latin on the Canticle of Canticles, he wrote in Span-
ish: “Life of Father Baltasar Alvares”; “Life of Ma-
rina de Escobar”; “Spiritual Directory for Confession,

union and the Sacrifice of the Mass”; “The
Christian Life” (4 vols.), and “Meditations on the
Mysteries of Our Holy Faith”, by which he is best
known to English ers. This last work has been
translated into ten different languages, including Ara-
bic. A few years after his death, the Sacred Congre
tion of Rites admitted the cause for his beatification

and canonization.
IXCOI.DA.IA. Hist. 8.J., V1, ix; NIxREMBERG, Varones Ilustres,

HeNRrY J. SwiFt.

Laranda, a titular see of Isauria, afterwards of
Lycaonia. Strabo (XII, 569), informs us that Laranda
had belonged to the tyrant Antipater of Derbe,
whence we may infer that it was governed by native

inces. The city was taken by storm and destroyed

y Perdiccas (Diodorus Siculus, XVIII, 22), after-
wards rebuilt. Owing to its fertile territory Laranda
became one of the most important cities of the dis-
trict, also one of the principal centres for the pirates of
Isauria. It was the birthplace of the poets Nestor and
his son Pisander (Su.das, s. v.). In later times it was
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a part of the sultanate of Konia, and after the pos-
sessions of the Seljuks were divided, it e the
capital of Caramania, conqtll‘ered in 1486 by the Os-
manli Sultan Bajazet II. The name Larands is sel-
dom heard in modern days, the city is generally known
a8 Caraman. It has about 15,000 inhabitants, the
majority being Mussulmans, and is one of the chief
towns of the vilayet of Konia. Cotton and silk fab-
rics are made there, and it i8 a railway-station be-
tween Konia and Eregli on the way to Bagdad. There
are no ancient ruins. Laranda is mentioned as a suf-
fragan of Iconium bK the ‘‘Notitims Episcopatuum”
until about the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. Only
four of its bishops are known: Neo, mentioned by
Eusebius (Hist. Ecel., VI, xix); Paul, present at the
Council of Nicsa, 325; Ascholius, at anlcedon, 451;
Sabbas, at Constantino;;le, 879.

Lr quiEN, Oriens Christ., I, 1081; Swata, Did. of Greek and

n Geog., 8. v.; RaMsay, Asia Minor. passim.
S. PETRIDES.

Lares, formerly a titular archiepiscopal see in pro-
consular Africa. In ancient times it was a fortified
town, mentioned by Sallust (Ju:furtha, xc), later it
received the name of Colonia Zlia Aug. Lares. At
least five of its bishops are known: Hortensian, who
took part in 252 and 255 at the Councils of Cartimge ;
Victorinus who with his Donatist colleague Honoratus
figured at the conference of Carthage; Quintian who
lived at the time of the persecution of Huneric (about
480); Vitulus, who was living in 525 in the time of
King Hilderic. St. Augustine (Ep. cexxix), Victor
Vitensis (Hist. Pers. Vand., 6 an 93, Proco%ijus (Bell.
Vand.,II, 22 and 28), also Arabian and other historians
mention the town. It is the Lorbeus of to-day, be-
tween Tunis and Tebessa; the ruins cover a farge
area, which would indicate that once it had been a
town of coumsiderable importance. A mosque has
taken the place of a church, and the ruins of a basilica
ara still gns‘ible.' L. 466: T

AMS, Series epis m, 1, : To ) i
UAfrique chrmm?:: mmdawm ire (Paris, ‘ljgg{n).lflﬁo.mph“ de

S. VaiLrg.
La Richardie, ARMAND DE, b. at Périgueux, 7 June,
1686; d. at Quebec, 17 March, 1758. e entered the

Society of Jesus at Bordeaux, 4 Oct., 1703, and in 1725
was sent to the Canada mission. He spent the two
following years helping Father Pierre Daniel Richer
at Lorette, and studying the Huron e: In
1728 he went to Detroit to re-establish the long-
interrupted mission to the dispersed Petun-Hurons in
the West. Not a solitary professing Christian did
he find, but among the aged not a few had been ba
tized. By 1741 thi tly changed. T&
new Indian church, though ‘‘seventy cubits long”
(105 ft.?) was scarcely spacious enough to contain the
fervent congrehﬁ:xtlon of practising Hurons. During the
night, 24-25 March, 1746, the father was stricken with
paralysis, and on 29 July he was placed in an open
canoe and thus conveyed to Quebec.

In 1747 the Hurons insisted on his returning to
restore tranquillity to their nation. The father
almost completely recovered from his , and will-
ingly consented. He set out from Montreal on 10
Sept., and reached Detroit on 20 Oct. From this
date until 1751, leaving the loyal Hurons in the keep-
ing of Father Potier at the Detroit village, he directed
all his energies to reclaiming Nicolas Orontondi’s band
of insurgent Hurons. These had already in 1740
owing to a bloody feud with the Detroit Ottawas and
to the reluctance, if not refusal, of Governor Beauhar-
nais to let the Hurons remove to Montreal, sullenly
left Detroit and settled at ‘‘Little Lake” (now Ron-
deau Harbour) near Sandusky. There they had been
won over to the English cause, had openly revolted in
1747, and had murdered a party of Frenchmen. Early
in the spring of 1748 Orontondi (not Orontony) set
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fire to the fort and cabins at Sandusky, and withdrew
to the Riviere Blanche, not far from the junction of
the Ohio and Wabash Rivers. Until his death, which
occurred some time after September, 1749, Orontondi
oontinued to intrigue with the English emissaries, the
Iroquois, and the disaffected Miamis. When there
was no longer doubt of the renegade leader’s demise,
de La Richardie resolved on a final attempt at concilia~
tion. He had already at intervals spent months at a
time among the fugitives, and now on 7 Sept., 1750,
at the peril of his life he , with only three canoe
men for the country of the ‘Nicolites” as they were
then termed. The greater number remained obdu-
rate. It is the descendants of the latter who in July,
1843, removed from their lands at Upper Sandusky,
Ohio, to beyond the Mississippi, and now occupy the
Wyandot reserve in the extreme north-eastern part
of Oklahoma. The father’s failing strength obliged
his superiors to recall him to Quebec in 1751, and on
30 June he bade a final farewell to the Detroit mis-
sion. From the autumn of 1751 until his death he
filled various important offices in Quebec College. His
Huron name waaPOndech‘?gu?’sti. i C ;
H R, . " H ensus o,
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c. xi, fol. 166,

Larino (LArinuM), D1oCESE oF, in the province of
Campobasso, Southern Italﬁ; Larinum was a city of
the Frentani (a Samnite tribe) and a Roman munici
sum, The present city is a mile from the site of the
ancient Larinum, destroyed by war and epidemic, and
is first mentioned as an episcopal see in 668. Note-
worthy among the bishops were Giovanni Leone

1440), a distinguished canonist and theologian; Fra

iacomo de’ Petruzsi, a saintly and renowned phi-
losopher; Belisario Baldovino (1555), present at the
Council of Trent, founder of the seminary and epis-
copal palace; the Oratorian Gian Tommaso Eustachi
(1612), famous for his sanctity; Carlo M. Pianetti
(1706), who restored the cathedral, with its beautiful
marble f e; Gian Andrea Tria (1726), historian of
Larino. e diocese is a suffragan of Benevento, and
has 21 parishes with 79,000 souls, 3 religious houses
of men and 1 of women, and 1 school for girls.

CAPPELLETTI, Le chiese d' Italia, XIX (Venice, 1857); Tria,
8toria civile ed ecclesiastiche di Larino (Rome, 1744).

U. BENIGNL.

Larissa, the seat of a titular archbishopric of
Thessaly. The city, one of the oldest and richest in
Greece, 18 said to have been founded by Acrisius, who
was killed accidentally by his son, Perseus (Stephanus
Byszantius, s. ths ere lived Peleus, the hero be-
loved by the gods, and his son Achilles; however, the
city is not mentioned by Homer, unless it be identified
with Argissa of the Iliad (II, 738). The constitution
of the town was democratic, which ex%lains why it
sided with Athens in the Peloponnesian War. In the
neighbourhood of Larissa was celebrated a festival
which recalled the Roman Saturnalia, and at which the
slaves were waited on by their masters. It was taken

the Thebans and afterwards by the Macedonian
kangs, and Demetrius Poliorcetes gained possession of
it for a time, 302 B. c. It was there that Philip V,
King of Macedonia, signed in 197 B.c. a shameful
treaty with the Romans after his defeat at osce-
Elmla, and it was there also that Antiochus III, the
t, won a great victory, 192 B. c. Larissa is fre-

4

LA ROCHE

quently mentioned in connexion with the Roman civil
wars which preceded the establishment of the empire,
and Pompey sought refuge there after the defeat of
Pharsalus. First Roman, then Greek until the thir-
teenth century, and afterwards Frankish until 1460,
the city fell into the hands of the Turks, who kept it
until 1882, when it was ceded to Greece; it ered
ﬁﬂy from the conflicts between the Greeks and the
ks between 1820 and 1830, and %uite recently from
the Turkish occupation in 1897. On 6 March, 1770,
Aya Pasha massacred there 3000 Christians from
Trikala, who had been treacherously brought there.
Very prosperous under the Turkish sovereignty
Larissa, which counted 40,000 inhabitants thirty
gears a&o, has now only 14,000, Greeks, Turks, and
ews; the province of which it is the chief town 'Y
population of 140,000. ~Christianity penetrated early
to Larissa, though its first bishop is recorded only in
325 at the Council of Nicea. We must mention
especially, St. Achilius, in the fourth century, whose
feast is on 15 May, and who is celebrated for his mira-
cles. Lequien, “Oriens Christ.”’, II, 103-112, cites
twenty-nine bishops from the fourth to the eighteenth
centuries; the most famous, Jeremias I1, occupied the
patriarchal See of Constantinople in the sixteenth
century. As to the archbishops of Latin Rite, about
ten names were recorded b‘y uien, op. cit., III,
979, and chiefly by Eubel, ‘‘Hierarchia catholics
medii ®vi” (Miinster), I, 307; II, 191. The metro-
politan See of Larissa depended directly on the pope
as Patriarch of the West until 733, when the Em
Leo III the Isaurian annexed it to the Patriarchate of
Constantinople. In the first years of the tenth cen-
tury it had ten suffragan sees (Gelzer, * Un, ckte
. . . Texte der Notitiz episcopatuum ", Munich, 1800,
557); subseluent(l{ the number increased and about
the year 1175, under the Emperor Manuel Comnenus,
it reached twenty-eight (Parthey, ‘ Hieroclis Synec-
demus ”’, Berlin, 1866, 120). At the close of the fif-
teenth century, under the Turkish domination, there

were only ten suffragan sees (Gelzer, op. cit., 635),
which ually grew less and ﬁnaliy disappeared.
Since 1882, when Thessaly was ceded to Greece, the

Orthodox Diocese of Larissa has been dependent on
the Holy Synod of Athers, not Constant'ﬁno le. Ow-
inﬁ to the law of 1900 which suppressed all the metro-
politan sees excepting Athens, Larissa was reduced to
the rank of a simple bishopric; its title is united with
that of Phagsalus and Platamon, two adjoining bishop-
rics now suppressed
8. VaiLuE.

La Roche, ALAIN DE. See ALANUS DE RUPE.

La Roche Daillon, JosePH pE, Recollect, one of the
most zealous missionaries of the Huron tribe, d. in
France, 1656. He landed at Quebec, 19 June, 1625,
with the first Jesuits who came to New France, and at
once set out with the Jesuit Father Brébeuf for Three
Rivers, to meet the Hurons into whose country they
hoped to enter. Owing to a report that the Hurons
had drowned the Recollect Nicolas Viel, their mis-
sionary, the journey was put off. In 1626 La Roche
Daillon was among the Hurons, leaving whom he
passed to the Neutral Nation after travelling six days
on foot. He remained with them for three months,
and at one time barely escaped being put to death.
This caused his return to the Hurons. In 1628 bhe
went to Three Rivers with twenty Huron canoes, on
their way to trade pelts with the French. From
Three Rivers he journeyed to Quebec, and on the tak-
ing of the city, in 1629, the English sent him back to
France. ' La Roche Daillon published an account of
his voyage to and sojourn amongst the Neutrals, de-
scribing their country and their customs, and men-
tioning a kind of oil which seems to be coal oil. Sa-
gard and Leclercq reproduced it in their writings, ins
more or less abri form.
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CHAMPLAIN, (Euvres, od. LavEroiirx ( 1870);
8aaaro, Histoire du Ca ed. Tross (Paris, 1866); Lz-
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Oporic-M. Jouve.

La Rochefoucauld - Liancourt, FraNcors- ALEX-
ANDRE-FrEDERIC, DUKE OF, b. at La Roche-Guyon,
11 January, 1747; d. at Paris, 27 March, 1827. O
posed during the last years of the reign of Louis
to the government of Maupeou, and the friend of all
the reformers who surrounded Louis X VI, he owed to
tﬁh: inﬂucl:lncle of th&sef ewgox:;x:lt;s the fav?ur of thi kigg.

ving little liking for the mili profession, he de-
vote:iniimself to scientific agriculture. Du:ing the
rage for rural life which characterized the last years
of the old regime, La Rochefoucauld made his estate
at Liancourt an exSerimental station, wishing to im-
rove both the soil and the peasantry. He intro-
uced new methods of farming, founded the first
model technical school in France (intended for the
children of poor soldiers), and started two factories.
Politically, he was a partisan of a democratic regime
of which the kmls was to be the head, and throughout
his life was faithful to this dream. Deputy for the
nobility of Clermont in Beauvaisis at the States-Gen-
eral, he voted unhesitatingly for the ‘‘reunion of the
orders”. It was he who in the night which
followed the taking of the Bastille (14 July, 1789)
roused Louis XVI‘ saying: ‘‘Sire, it 18 not a revolt,
it is a revolution.’ e presided at the Constituent
Assembly from 20 July to 3 August, 1789. On the
night of 4 August he was one of the most enthusiastic
in voting the abolition of titles of nobility and privi-
leges. grand master of the wardrobe he accom-
ied Louis XVI from Versailles to Paris on 5 and 6
tober, 1789. As president of the committee of
mendicancy, he made a supreme effort at the Constit-
uent Assembly to organize public relief; he determined
the extent and the limits of the rights of every citizen
to assistance, determined the obligations of the State,
and established a budget of State assistance which
amounted annually to five millions and a half of
francs, and which implied the national confiscation of
hospital property, of ecclesiastical charitable property,
of the income from private foundations.

Liancourt is one of the most undiscerning repre-
sentatives of the tendency which led the revolutionary
state to destroy all collective forms of charity. Abso-
lutely devoted to the person of Louis XVI as well as
to the doctrines of the Revolution, he secured for him-
self in 1792 the lieutenancy of Normandy and Picardy,
soasto preg:re for the flight of the king asfar as Rouen;
but Louis X VI refused to place himself in the hands
of constitutional deputies. La Rochcfoucauld-Li-
ancourt emifrated shortly after 10 August, and re-
sided in England until 1794, afterwards in the United
States (1794-7). He took advantage of his residence
in that country to write eight volumes on the United
States, to induce Washington to interfere in favour of
Lafayette, and to iather ideas upon education and
agriculture which he attempted later to a%ply in
France. After 18 Brumaire, Napoleon authorized
him to return to his Liancourt estate, which was re-
stored to him. This former duke and peer gloried in
being appointed, during the First Empire (1806)‘
general inspector of the ‘‘Ecole des arts et métiers’
at Chilons, of which his Liancourt school had been a
forerunner. The book *Prisons de Philadelphie”,
which he composed in America and published in
1796, was meant to initiate a penitentiary reform in
France; at the Restoration in 1814 he begged but one
favour—to be appointed prison inspector. In 1819
he became inspector of one of the twenty-eight ar-
rondissements into which France was divided for peni-
tentiary pu . Louis XVIII gave him back neither
ihe blue ribbon nor the mastership of the wardrobe,
and in the House of Peers he sat with the opposition.

] LA ROCHEJACQUELEIN

La Rochefoucauld-Liancourt was the Franklin of
the Revolution. An aristocrat by birth, a liberal in
his views, in touch with all the representatives of the
new commerce, he availed himself of this concurrence
of circumstances to become the leader of every cam-
paign for the tpeopl.e’s protection and betterment: im-

rovement of sanitary conditions in hospitals and
_oundhniasylums, reorganization of schools accord-
ing to the theories of Lancaster, whose book he
had translated (Systéme anglais d’Instruction). He
brou%t into use the method of mutual instruction,
and the pupils between 1816 and 1820 increased from
165,000 to 1,123,000. In 1818 he established the first
savings bank and provident institution in Paris. On19
Nov., 1821, he founded the Society of Christian Morals,
over which he presided until 1825. It was at times
looked upon with suspicion by the police of the Res-
toration. At its meetings were such men as Charles de
Rémusat, Charles Coquerel, Guizot the lpedagogue,
Oberlin, and Llorente, historian of the Inquisition.
Broglie, Guizot, and Benjamin Constant were chairmen
in turn, and Dufaure, Tocqueville,and Lamartine made
there their maiden speeches. In these meetings prov-
ident institutions, rather than charitable ones, were
discussed; slavery, lottery, gambling were combatted,
and the matter of prison inspection was taken up.
When La Rochefoucauld-Liancourt died, the Resto-
ration would not permit the students of Chélons to
carry his coffin, and the two chambers were much con-
cerned over such extreme measures. La Rochefou-
cauld-Liancourt was a typical philanthropist, with all
that this word implies of generous intentions and prac-
tical innovations; but also with a certain naive pride,
inherited from the philosophy of the eighteenth cen-
tury, which led him to mistrust the charitable initia-
tive of the Church, and to forget that the Church, the
most perfect representative of the spirit of brother-
hood, is still called in our modern society to win the
victory for this spirit by putting it to practical uses,
as 1sz‘llle alone can. o danth o .

RDINAND - DRRYYU! 3
Rodnq/owauld-bhmuﬁ?lﬂ?—l#] (ng'o.plem)cfulre/m La
GEORGES GoYAU.

La Rochejacquelein, HENRI-AUGUSTE-GEORGES DU
VERGIER, CoMTE DE, French politician; b. at the
chéteau of Citran (Gironde), on 28 September, 1805;
d. on 7 January,

1867. He belonged
to an old illus-
trious French fam-
ily, whose name
is mentioned in
connexion with
Saint Louis’s Cru-
sadein 1248. His
father, Louisde La
Rochejacquelein,
andhisuncle Henri
had won fame as
royalist generals
in the wars of the
Vendéans against
the National Con-
vention. His
mother left inter-
esting memoirs
which have been
edited manytimes.
Young La Roche-
jacquelein entered the military academy at Saint-Cyrat
the age of sixteen and in 1823 he received a commission
assecond lieutenantin the cavalry. He took part in the
Spanish War (1823) and in the Russo-Turkish War of
1828. 1In 1825 he had been made a peer, but he re-
signed shortly after the Revolution of 1830, which
brought the younger branch of the House of Bourbon
to the throne of France. The Department of Morbi-
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han sent him to the legislature in 1842. He took his
seat among the members of the Extreme Right, or Le-
gitimist party, with whom he usually cast his vote,
alt.hcg;gh he occasionally supported liberal measures.
In1 the ‘‘Gazette de France” supported his can-
didu{' for the presidency of the newly established
French Republic, but he obtained only an insignificant
number of votes. In 1852 he was made a senator by
Napoleon III, which caused some astonishment and
comment among his friends the itimists. In the
senate La Rochejacquelein always showed himself an
ardent defender of Catholicism, but he may be re-
Proached with having given his support to the whole
oreign policy of the imperial Government. He pub-
lished a number of works on political and economical
subjects, among them being: ‘‘Considérations sur
V'impdt du sel ” (Paris, 1844); *Opinion sur le projet
de loi relatif & la réforme des pensions” (1844)i
“Situation de la France” (1849); ‘“A mon pays’
(1850); ‘‘La France en 1853” (1853); ‘‘Question du
jour” (1856); ‘‘ La suspension d’armes” (1859); ‘‘La
Politique internationale et le droit des gens” (1860);
‘Un schisme et I'honneur” (1861).

Biographie des 800 dép)u'ltc @ IZ}mmb{é,c uolw'nala ﬁPaﬁs,
}ggg;;Bmphwdu760 putésa l'A és législative (Paris,

PIERRE MARIQUE.

La Rochelle, DiocesE oF (RuPELLENsIS), suffra-
n of Bordeaux, comprises the entire Department of
te-Infériecure. The See of Maillezais (see Lu-
¢oN) was transferred on 7 May, 1648, to La Rochelle,
which diocese just previous to the Revolution, aside
from the territory of the former Bishopric of Maillezais,
included the present arrondissements of Marennes,
Rochefort, La Rochelle, and a part of Saint-Jean-
d’Angély. At the Concordat the entire territory of
the former See of Saintes (less the Fart‘comprised in
the Department of Charente, and belonging to the See
of ouléme) and of the See of Lugon was added to it.
In 1821 a see was established at Lugon, and had under
its jurisdiction, aside from the former Diocese of Lu-
gon, almost the entire former Diocese of Maillesais; so
that Maillezais, once transferred to La Rochelle, no
longer belongs to the diocese now known as La
Rochelle et Saintes. .

1. SEE oF Lo RocHELLE.—Mgr Landriot, a well-
known religious writer, occupied this see from 1856 to
1867. St. Louis of France 18 the titular saint of the
cathedral of La Rochelle and the patron of the city.
St. Eutropius, first Bishop of Saintes, is the principal
patron of the present Diocese of La Rochelle. In this
diocese are especially honoured: St. Gemme, martyr
(century unknown); St. Seronius, martyr (third cen-
tury); St. Martin, Abbot of the Saintes monastery
(fifth century); St. Vaise, martyr about 500; St. Mac-
lovius (Malo), first Bishop of Aleth, Brittany, who
died in Saintonge about 570; St. Amand, Bishop of
Maastricht (seventh century). From 1534 La
chelle and the Province of Aunis were a centre of Cal-
vinism. In 1573 the city successfully resisted the
Duke of Anjou, brother of Charles IX, and remained
the chief fortress of the Hu&t;‘e:not.s in France. Butin
1627 the alliance of La helle with the English
proved to Louis XIII and to Richelieu that the politi-
cal independence of the Protestants would be a men-
ace to France; the famous sicge of La Rochelle (5 Au-
gust, 1627—28 October, 1628), in the course of which
the population was reduced from 18,000 inhabitants
to 5&;’0, terminated with a capitulation which put an

end to the political claims of the Calvinistic minority.
" II. ANCIENT SEE OF SAINTES.—Saintcs had a cer-
tain importance under the Romans, as is proved by
many existing monuments. The oldest bishop of
known date is Peter, who took part in the Council of
Orléans (511). The first bishop, however, is St. El.l-
tropius. Venantius Fortunatus, in a poem written in
the second half of the sixth century, makes explicit
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mention of him in connexion with Saintes. Eutropius
was s8aid to be a Persian of royal descent, ordained and
sent to Gaul by St. Clementl' at Saintes he converted
to Christianity the governor’s daughter, St. Eustelle,
and like her suffered martyrdom. This tradition is
noted by Gregory of Tours, with a cautious ut fertur;
Saintes 18 thus the only church of Gaul which Gregory
traces back to the first century. This evidence 1s
much weakened, says Mgr Duchesne, by Gregory’s
remark to the effect that no one knew the history of
St. Eutropius before the removal of his relics by
Bishop Palladius, which took place about 590. At
this tardy date seems to have arisen the account of
Eutropius as a martyr. Among the bishops of
Saintes are mentioned: St. Vivianus (419-52?), once
Count of Saintes, later a monk; St. Trojanus, died
about 532; St. Concordius (middle of the sixth cen-
tury); 8. Pallais (Palladius), about 580, to whom St.
Gregory the Great recommended St. Augustine on his
way to England; St. Leontius, bishop in 625; Cardinal
Raimond Perauld (1503-05), an ecclesiastical writer,
several times nuncio, leg‘?te for a crusade against the
infidels and the re-establishment of between
Maximilian and Louis XII; Cardinal Frangois Sode-
rini (1507-16), who died in Rome as dean of the Sacred
College, and his nephew Jules Soderini (1516—44);
Charles of Bourbon (1544-50), cardinal in 1548, after-
wards Archbishop of Rouen, whom Mayenne wished
later to make King of France; Pierre Louis de La
Rochefoucauld (1782-92), massacred at Paris with
his brother, the Bishop of Beauvais, 2 September,
1792, thus closing the list of the bishope of the dio-
cese as it opened, with a martyr.

Several councils were held at Saintes: in 562 or 563,
when Bishop Emerius, illegallg' elected, was deposed
and Herachus appointed in his stead; other coun-
cils were held in 579, 1074 or 1075, 1080, 1081, at
which last, metropolitan authority over the sees of
Lower Brittany was ted to Tours as against the
claims of Dol, and William VII gave the church of St.
Eutropius to the monks of Cluny; also in 1083, 1088,
1089, 1097. The crypt of St. Eutropius, one of the
largest in France, dates from the beginning of the
twelfth century. Urban II consecrated it on 20 April,
1 Kings of France and England, and dukes of
Guyenne, enriched the church with numerous founda-
tions. Charles VII made a pilgrimage to it in 1441.
Louis XI himself wrote a %rayer against drolpsy, in
hounour of St. Eutropius. Through the Middle Ages
man af)ilgrimagee were made to the tomb. In 1568
the CY vinists ravaged the cr{pt, but the tomb of St.
Eutropius was so well hidden by the monks that it was
thought to belost: it was not until 19 May, 1843, that it
was again discovered. In a Bull of Nicholas V, 1451,
it is said that the cathedral of Saintes was the second
church ever dedicated to St. Peter. Geoffrey Martel,
Count of Anjou, and his wife, Agnes of Burgundy,
founded in 1047 the Abbey of Notre-Dame de Saintes
for Benedictine nuns, which foundation was sanc-
tioned by a Bull of Leo IX. During seven centuries
this monastery had thirty abbesses, most of them
daughters of the first families of France. The abbey
church, now a military barrack, is Poitou Roman-

ue of the twelfth century. The Church of Saintes
claims the honour of being the first to begin the prac-
tice of the Angelus (q. v.); when John XXII heard of
this pious custom he solemnly authorized it by two
Bulls (1318, 1327). The monastery of ‘‘ Angeria-
cum”, founded in 768 by Pepin the Short, was the be-
inning of the town of Saint-Jean-d’Angély. In 1010
bbot Alduin, while having the walls of the church re-
stored, declared that he found in a cylindrical stone a
silver reliquary containing the head of St. John the
Baptist; William V, Duke of Aquitaine, had the relic
exposed, and King Robert and Queen Constance in-
spected it. The future fifteenth-century Cardinal
Jean de La Balue was Abbot of Saint-Jean-d’Angély.
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Bernard Palissy, the famous artist in ceramics (1510-
90), was one of the founders of the Protestant Reform
Church of Saintes, and his atelier was about 1562 a
secret assembly-place of the Huguenots; for this he
“izas B:\:!llmon;ag Efore the Plr:rle.mentf’al Aﬁide from
the ilica of St. Eutropius, the princi ilgrimages
of the diocese are: Our g.ady of Corme- Ecluse, near
Saujon; Our Lady of Pity, at Croix-Gente (twelfth
century); Our Lady of Seven Sorrows, at Jaugou.

There were in the Diocese of La Rochelle, when
the Associations Law was enforced, Lazarists, Little
Brothers of Mar{, Marianists, Children of Mary Im-
maculate, and a local congregation called the Broth-
ers of St. Francis of Assisi, known as ‘‘farming broth-
ers’’; this congregation, founded in 1841 by Pére
Deshayes, then superior general of the Missionaries of
the Holy Ghost, the Daughters of Wisdom, and the
St. Gabriel Brothers, looied after the agricultural
instruction of foundlings. Three congregations of
women trace thejr origin to this diocese: the Provi-
dence Sisters of St. Joseph, a teaching order founded
at La Rochelle in 1658 by Isabelle Mauriet; Providence
Sisters of St. Mary, a teaching order founded in 1818,
with the mother-house at Saintes; Ursulines of the
Sacred Heart, a nursing and teaching order, founded
in 1807 by Pére Charles Barreaud, with mother-house
at Pons. In 1900, before the Associations Law, the
religious congregations had in the diocese one
créche, 34 day nurseries, one convalescent home for
children, an institute for the blind, an agricultural
settlement for boys, 8 orphanages for girls, an indus-
trial room, a society for the preservation of young

irls from da.n%er, 14 hospitals, homes, and asylums
gx; the aged, 18 convents of visiting nurses, 2 houses
of retreat, and an insane asylum. In 1905 (last year
of the Concordat) the Diocese of La Rochelle had 452,-
149 inhabitants, 46 parishes, 326 succursal churches,
52 curacies.
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tisme en Auniset Sainlo;ra 1685-1787 (Cahors, 1902); Barsor,
Histoire de La Rochelle, ed. DENYS D’AUssY (3 vols., Paris, 1880-
90); pr LA GrAVIERE, Les origines de la marine francaise et la

9 naturelle: le sitge de La Rochelle (Paris, 1891); Ropo-
CANACEHI, Les derniers temps du n’éxe de La Rochelle, relation du
nonce apostolique Guids (Paris, 1899); LArONZE, Quas ob causas
e, . ica perierit (La Rochelle, 1880); CHEVALIER,
Topo-Bibl.,s. v.

GEORGES GOYAU.
La Rocque, PauL. See SHERBROOKE, DIOCESE OF.

Larrey, DoxiNiQue-JEAN, Baron, French military
surgeon, b. at Baudéan, Hautes-Pyrénées, July, 1766;
d. at Lyons, 25 July, 1842. His parents were so poor
that he obtained his preliminary education only
through the kindness of the village priest. After the
death of his father, when the boy was thirteen years of
age, he was sent to his uncle Dr. Oscar Larrey, a suc-
cessful surgeon of Toulouse. The surgical ability of
the family already been established by his elder
brother, Cbarles-Franjois-Hilaire Larrey, recognized
as an able surgeon and writer on surgery. At the age
of twenty-one the younger Larrey went to Paris, and
after a brilliant competitive examination entered the
navy. Later he became a pupil of Dessault. He
joined the army in 1792, and the next year established
the ambulance volante (flying ambulance), a corps of

and nurses who went into battle with the men
m tended to their wounds on the battle-field as far as
was possible. For this he was made surgeon-in-chief
and accompanied Napoleon on his expedition into
Egypt. He became a great favourite with Napoleon
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for his devotion to duty. He was noted not only for
his care of the wounded soldiers during and after the
battles, but also for his care of the health of the troops
at all times. Friends or enemies all received the same
devoted attention. For distinguished courage he was
made a baron by Napoleon on the field of Wagram in
1809. He was wounded at Austerlitz and at Waterloo.
He made many ingenious and important inventions in
operations, and significant advancesin clinical surgery.

is observations in medicine and on the health of
troops during campaigns were scarcely less valuable.
Some of his suggestions on medicine and surgery are
still used. “If ever”, said Napoleon, “the soldiers
erect a statue it should be to Baron Larrey, the most
virtuous man I have ever known.” He has two mon-
uments, one erected in 1850 in the court of the Val-de-
Grice military hospital, Paris, and the other in the
hall of the Academy of Medicine. The American sur-
geon Agnew said of him: ‘“As an operator he was
judicious but bold and rapid; calm and self-possessed
1n every emergency; but full of feeling and tenderness.
He stands among the military surgeons where Napo-
leon stands among the generals, the first and the great-
est.” His attachment to his profession was only ex-
ceeded by his K;astriotism. After the exile of Napoleon,
delprived of his honours and emoluments, though
solicited by the Emperor of Russia and by Pedro I of
Brazil to take charge of their armies with high rank
he refused to leave his native land. One of his speciaj
pleasures at the end of his life was a meeting with the
Abbé¢ de Grace, the preceptor of his early years, whom
he held in high veneration. His works have been a
favourite study of the surgeons of all nations during
the nineteenth century. Most of them have been
translated into all modern languages. His Yrinci
works are: “Relation histor. et chirurg. de 1'expédi-
tion de I’armée d’Orient en Egypte et en Syrie” (Paris,
1803), translated into English and German; “ Clinique
chirurgicale dans les camps et hépitaux militaires”;
“Surgical Memoirs of Campaigns: Russia, Germany,
France” (Philadelphia, 1832); *Choléra Morbus, Mé-
moire” (Paris, 1831

The principal sources of material for his life are his works.
AGNEW, Baron Larrey (Philadelphia, 1861); WERNER, Larrey,
Ein Lebensbild (Berlin, 1885). JaMes J. WaLsH.

Larue, CHARLES DE, b. 29 July, 1685 (some say 12
July, 1684), at Corbie, in France; d. 5 Oct., 1739, at
St. Germain-des-Prés.  Very early he displayed talent
in the study of
languages and
signsof a religious
vocation. He
took the habit of
St. Benedict in
the Abbey of St.

Faro at Meaux,
and made his re-
ligious profession
on 21 Nov., 1703.
He then studied
philosophy and
theology, and in
1712 was sent to
Paris to assist
Dom Bernard de
Montfaucon in
his literary work
The latter soon
had a true esti-
mate of his young
assistant, and set
him to work at
editing all the
works of Origen, except the ‘““ Hexapla”. Larue worked
withenergy;in1725 printingwas begun,and eight years
later two volumes agpearecl with a dedication to Pope
Clement XII. In the preface Larue gives the various
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opinions of earlier writers on Origen and his works,
and states his reasons for making a new edition. The
first volume contains the letters of Origen (mostly in
fragments), the four books ‘‘ De prineipiis” on prayer,
an exhortation to martyrdom, and the eight books

inst Celsus. To this is added * De recta in Deum
fide contra Marcionem ”, which had been published in
1674 under the name of Origen. Larue proves that
this book and the books ‘‘Contra heereses ” are falsely
ascribed to Origen. To each book Larue adds copious
explanatory notes. In the preface to the second vol-
ume is given an outline of the method followed by
Origen in explaining the Holy Scriptures; then follow
the commentaries on the Pentateuch, Josue, Judges,
Ruth, Kings, Job, and the Psalter. rue had gath-
ered material for two other volumes, but a stroke of
paralysis Eut an end to his labours. They were
edited by his nephew Vincent de Larue, a member of
the same congregation.

TaseiN, Gelehrtengesch. der Congr. von St. Maur, I1 (Leipzig,
1874),271; LaMa, Bibl. des (crivains de la Congr. de St. Maur, no.
451; KaoLen in Kirchenlez., s.v.; HurtER, Nomenclator.

c18 MERSHMAN.

La Rue, CHARLES DE, one of the great orators of
the Society of Jesus in France in the seventeenth cen-
tury, b. at Paris, 3 August, 1643; d. there, 27 May,
1725. He entered the novitiate on 7 September,
1659, and being afterwards professor of the human-
ities and rhetoric, he attracted attention while still
young by a poem on the victories of Louis XIV. Cor-
neille translated it and offered it to the king, saying
that his work did not equal the original of the young
Jesuit. He wrote several tragedies, brought out an
edition of Virgil, and wrote several Latin poems.
After having several times refused to permit him to go
to Canada, his superiors assigned him to preaching; as
an orator he was much admired by the court and the

ing. His funeral orations on the Dukes of Bur-
gundy and Luxemburg, and that on Bossuet, his ser-
mons on ‘‘ Les Calamités publiques” and  The Dying
Sinner”” have been regarded as masterpieces by the

test masters. He preached missions among the

testants of uedoc for three years. He was a
most virtuous religious, and during his last years en-
dured courageously great infirmities.

P. Vergilis Maronis opera, interpretatione et notis sllustravmt
Carolus Rueus Soc. Jesu, jussu Christianisssms Regis, ad usum
Serenissims Delphini (Paris, 1675), frequently reprinted in
France, England, Italy, Germany (latest Paris, 1864,3 vols.).
All the oratorical works in MigNE, Coll. intigrale et univ. de:
Orateura sacrés (1844-66), XXVIII, col. 199-1570; XXXIII,
1129-1214; Quaressmale del P. Carlo Della Rue (Milan, 1858);
Conferenze tenute nelll avento (Milan, 1853); NETTEMENT,
Oratsons Funébres de Bossuet, Bourdaloue. de La Rue (Paris,
1842); Eloge du P. de La Rue in Mercure de France, June, 1725,
1324-1332; FxLLER, Dict. hist.,, V_(1839), 350; SOMMERVOGEL,
Buwl. de la Com; te de Jésus, VII, col. 280-307, contains a
complete list of morh.

ABEL CHAMPON.

La B8alette, in the commune and parish of La Sa-
lette-Fallavaux, Canton of Corps, Department of
Isdre, and Diocese of Grenoble. It is celebrated as
the place where, it is said, the Blessed Virgin ap-

to two little shepherds; and each year is visited

a large number of pilgrims. On 19 Sept., 1846,
about three o’clock in the afternoon in full sunlight, on
a mountain about 5918 feet high and about three miles
distant from the vilknlfe of La Salette-Fallavaux, it is
related that two children, a shepherdess of fifteen
named Mélanie Calvat, called Mathieu, and a shep-
herd-boy of eleven named Maximin Giraud, both of
them very ignorant, beheld in a resplendent light a
* beautifullady ”’ clad ina strange costume. Speaking
alternately in French and in patois, she charged them
with a messa.‘ge which they were * to deliver to all her
pcople”’. After complaining of the impiety of Chris-
tians, and threatening them with dreadful chastise-
ments in case they should perseverein evil, she prom-
ised them the Divine mercy if they would amend.

LA SALETTE

Finally, it is all , before disappearing she com-
municated to each of the children a special secret.
The sensation caused by the recital of Mélanie and
Maximin was profound, and gave rise to several in-
vestigations and reports. Mgr Philibert de Bruillard,
Bishop of Grenoble, appointed a commission to ex-
amine judicially this marvellous event; the commis-
sion concluded that the reality of the apparition
should be admitted. Soon several miraculous cures
took place on the mountain of La Salette, and pil-

i es to the place were beﬁun. The miracle, need-
ess to say, was ridiculed by free-thinkers, but it was
also questioned among the faithful, and especially by
ecclesiastics. There arose against it in the Dioceses
of Grenoble and Lyons a violent opposition, ra-
vated by what is known as the incident of Ars. &%s a
result of this hostility and the consequent agitation,
Mgr de Bruillard (16 November, 1851) declared the
apparition of the Blessed Virgin as certain, and au-
thorized the cult of Our Lady of La Salette. This act
subdued, but did not suppress, the opposition, whose
leaders, profiting l;i' the succession in 1852 of a new
bishop, Mgr Ginoulhiac, to Mgr Bruillard, who had
resigned, retaliated with violent attacks on the reality
of the miracle of La Salette. They even asserted that
the* beautiful lady ”’ was a young woman named Lam-
erliére, which story gave rise to a widely advertised
suit for slander. Despite these hostile acts, the first
stone of a great church was solemnly laid on the mount
of La Salette, 25 May, 1852, amid a large assembly of
the faithful. This church, later elevated to the rank
of a basilica, was served by a body of religious called
Missionaries of La Salette (q. v.). Since 1891 dio-
cesan priests have replaced these missionaries, driven
into exile by persecuting laws.

As said above, the Blessed Virgin confided to each
of the two children a special secret. These two se-
crets, which neither Mélanie or Maximin ever made
known to each other, were sent by them in 1851 to
Pius IX on the advice of Mgr de Bruillard. It is un-
known what impression these mysterious revelations
made on the pope, for on this point there are two ver-
sions diametrically opposed to each other. Maximin's
secret is not known, for it was never published. Mélan-
ie’s was nserted in its entirety in a brochure which she
herself had printed in 1879 at Lecce, Italy, with the
approval of the bishop of that town. A lively contro-
versy followed as to whether the secret published in
1879 was identical with that communicated to Pius
IX in 1851, or whether in its second form it was not
merely a work of the imagination. The latter was the
opinion of wise and prudent persons, who were per-
suaded that a distinction must be made between the
two Mélanies, between the innocent and simple voy-
ante of 1846 and the visionary of 1879, whose mind had
been disturbed by reading apocalyptic books and the
lives of tlluminati. As Rome uttered no decision the
strife was prolonged between the disputants. Most of
the defenders of the text of 1879 suffered censure
from their bishops. Maximin Giraud, after an un-
happy and wandering life, returned to Corps, his
native village, and died there a holr death (1 March,
1875). Mélanie Calvat ended a no less wandering life
at Altamura, Italy (15 Dec., 1904).

Bz (CanoN), Pilerinage @ la Salette, ou examen criti de
Papparition de la sainte Vierge & deur bergers (Lyons, 1847);
RoUssELOT, La vérité sur I'vinement de La Salette du 19 septem-
bre 1846, ou Rapport 0 Mgr l':’vn‘ttue de Grenoble sur l'apparition
de la sainte Vierge i deur petits bergers sur la monlaane'de La
Salette (Grenoble, 1848); IpEM, Noureaur documents sur I’ événe
ment de La Salette (Grenoble, 1850); Bez (ABB£), M. Vtamwzl.
curé d’Ars, e¢ Mazimin Giraud, berger de La Salctte, ou
vérilé ricupirant ses droits (Paris and Lyons, 1851); Rous-
sELoT, Défense de I'év'nement de La Salelte contre de nouvelles
attaques (Grenoble, 1851); IneM, Un nouveau sanctuaire & Marie
ou conclusion de l'affaire de La Salette (Grenoble, 1853); NicoLas,
La Salette devant la raison (Paris, 1855); Giraup, Ma profeasion
de fosi sur I'apparition de Notre Dame de La Salette (Paris, 1868);
CALVAT, L'apparition de la trés sainte Vierge sur la montagme
de La Salette Ejm septembre 1848 (Lecce, 1879), a pamphlet
several times reprinted in France; BERTRAND, La Salette, docw
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ments et Libliographie (Paris, 1889). The chief works published
against the apparition of La Salette are the following: DonNa-
preU (pseudonym of Abbé DeiLfoN), La Salette-Fallavauz

Falaxz Vallis), ou la Vall-e du M e (Grenoble, 1862-53);

£LbON AND CARTELLIER, La Salefte nt le pape . . .
plusiewrs m. s du ¢ diqeésain (Grenoble, fsw. F:;
the Lamerlitre affair, see FAVRE, Mcmoire pour Mlle Constance
de Saint-Ferriol do Lamerliére (Paris, s. d. (1857]); SABBATIER,
Afasre de La Salette, Mlc de Lamerli re contre MM. Déléon ot
Cortellier (Grenoble, 1857). = The best work on the difiiculties
relating to the aoparition of La Salette is VERDUNOY, La Salette,
&ude critique (Paris, 1908).
LtoN CLUGNET.

La Salette, MissioNARIES oF.—The Missionaries of
La Salette were founded in 1852, at the shrine of Our
Lady of La Salette, where some priests banded to-
gether to care for the numerous pilgrims frequenting
the mountain. In 1858 these priests formed a little
community with temporary constitutions, under the
immediate charge of the Bishop of Grenoble. In 1876
Right Rev. Mgr Fava gave them more complete rules,

in May, 1890, the Institute was approved by
Rome. Finding it hard to recruit their number from
the secular clergy, the fathers founded an ‘‘ Apostolic
school” or missionary college in 1876. At present
they have about 250 students. Their classical course
six {ears, and after their novitiate they repair to
Rome, where the scholasticate is located. Here they
complete their philosophical and theological course in
the Gregorian {Tniversity. In 1892 five of the mis-
sionaries arrived in the United States with fifteen
students. Bishop McMahon of Hartford, Conn., wel-
comed them into his diocese, and they established
themselves in the episctg):l city, occupying the former
bishop’s residence on Collins Street. In 1895 the
removed to their present quarters at 85 New DPar
Ave., Hartford, Conn., close to the church of Our Lady
of Sorrows. Hitherto a mission church of the cathe-
dral, it was made a parish and given in charge of the
fathers, who began to tend it on Ascension Day of the
same year. In 1894, having established themselves
in the Spr::leﬁeld Diocese, the fathers received the
French parish of St. Joseph, Fitchburg, Mass., from
Rt. Rev. Thomas Beaven. In 1895 Rt. Rev. Michael
Tierney, successor to Bishop McMahon, requested the
fathers to take charge of the mixed parish of St.
James, Danielson, Conn. In 1901, at the suggestion
of Bishop Beaven of Springfield, the Very Rev. Supe-
rior General sent a few students to Poland to prepare
themselves for Polish Earishes in the Springfield Dio-
cese, and at present the parish at Ware and that of
Westfield are in their care. In 1902 they were received
into the Diocese of Sherbrooke, Canada, with a parish
at Stanstead, P. Q., Canada, and also into the Arch-
diocese of New York, with a parish at Phcenicia,
Ulster Co. At the request of Archbishop Langevin of
8t. Boniface, Canada, a few fathers were sent from the
mother-house in Hartford to establish themselves in
West Canada. They now form a separate province
with headquarters at Forget, Sask. They tend to the
iritual wants of four flourishing parishes, Iorget,
ven, Ossa, and Weyburn. In 1909, the mission-
aries deeming their order sufficiently developed, owing
to additional foundations in Belgium, Madagascar,
Poland, and Brazil, the Very Rev. Superior General
ﬁlt.itioned the Holy See to approve their constitutions,

e request was granted 29 January, 1909. The
students of the Apostolic schools are trained chiefly to
combat the great crimes of the day, especially those
denounced in the discourse of the Bfo'zssed Virgin at La
Salette. The spirit of the community is that which
pervades the whole apparition of Mary on the Moun-
tain of La Salette—a spirit of prayer and sacriﬁce.

UINET.

See JoHN Baptist

La Salle, JEAN BAPTIST DE.
DE LA SALLE, SAINT.

La Salle, RENE-ROBERT-CAVELIER, SIEUR DE, ex-
plorer, b. at Rouen, 1643; d. in Texas, 1687. In his
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youth he displayed an unusual precocity in mathe-
matics and a predilection for natural science; his out-
look upon life was somewhat puritanical. Whether
or not he was educated with a view to entering the
Society of Jesus is a matter of doubt, though some
religious order he must have subsequently joined, for
to this fact is assigned the forfeiture of his estates. The
career of a churchman was definitively abandoned,
however, when, after receiving the feudal grant of a
tract of land at La Chine on the St. Lawrence from the
Sulpicians, seiyneurs of Montreal—perhaps through
the influence of an elder brother who was a member
of the order at that place—he came to Canada as
an adventurer and trader in 1666. For three years
La Salle remained juietly upon his little estate,
mastering Indian dialects and meditating on a south-
west e. Upon the latter quest he set out
in 1669 with a party of Sulpicians, who, deeming
that there was greater missionary work among the
north-western tribes, soon abandoned the expedi-
tion. La Salle’s subsequent travels on this occa-
sion are shrouded in an obscurity that will ger-
haps never be dispelled. Whether he was the first
white man to gaze upon Niagara, whether he ex-
plored the Allegheny valley or the Ohio river, he
seems not to have reached the Mississippi, Joliet’s un-
disputed claim to that distinction during La Salle’s
residence in Canada being n-farded, at present, as
finally established. Indeed Joliet’s announcement,
some few years later, that the Grande Riviére flowed into
the Gulf of Mexico perceptibly stimulated La Salle to
fashion and carry out those schemes which must have
been taking shape even in the novitiate at Rouen—
dreams of acquiring a monopoly of the fur trade and of
building up the empire of New France. The French
doctrine that the discovery of a river gave an inchoate
right to the land drained by its tributaries suggested to
La Salle and Governor Frontenac a ‘‘ plan to effect a
military occupation of the whole Mississil%pi valley . ..
by means of military posts which should control the
communication and sway the policy of the Indian
tribes’’, as well as present an impassable barrier to the
English colonies. The money needed for such a gjla.n
drove La Salle to those attempts at a monopoly which
engendered such persistent op?osition, and which ac-
count, partly at least, for the failure of his plans.

A trip to France in the autumn of 1674 followed his
erection of Fort Frontenac for the protection of the
fur trade at the outlet of Lake Ontario. The king
gave him a grant of this fort and the adjacent territory,
Fromised to garrison it at his own expense, and con-

erred upon him the rank of esquire. Upon his re-
turn, La Salle rebuilt the fort, launched upon the
Niagara River the ‘“ Griffin”’, a forty-five ton schooner
with five guns, in which, with Hennepin, a Francis-
can, and the Neapolitan Henri de Tonty, he set sail
in the autumn of 1678, passed over Lakes Erie and
Huron, and reached the southern extremity of Lake
Michigan. Here the gunboat was sent back, unlaw-
fully Jaden with furs to appease La Salle’s creditors,
and was never heard from again. The expedition

ushed on to the Illinois, where Fort Crévecceur was

uilt. After waiting through the winter for the re-
turn of the *“Griffin”’, La Salle, leaving the faithful
Tonty in charge of the fort, resolved to return one
thousand miles on foot to Montreal, accompanied by
four Frenchmen and an Indian guide. The sufferin,
of this famous retreat were borne with incredible
fortitude, and he was returning with supplies when it
was learned that the garrison at Fort Crévecceur had
mutinied, had driven Tonty into the wilderness, and
were then cruising about Lake Ontario in the hope
of murdering La Salle. The dauntless Frenchman
pushed out at once upon the lake, captured the mu-
tineers, sent them back in irons to the governor, and
then went to the rescue of Tonty, whom he met at
Mackinaw on his return trip after abandoning the
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search. For a brief space in 1682 La Salle’s fate
seems more propitious, when, on 9 April, we catch a
glimpse of him planting the fleurs-de-lis on the banks
of the Mississippi, and claiming for France the wide
territory that it drained. But, five years later, in the
wretched failure of an attempt to plant a colony at
the mouth of the Mississippi, he was murd by
mutineers from ambush.

La Salle’s schemes of empire and of trade were far
too vast for his own generation to accomplish, though it
was along the lines that he projected that France
pursued her colonial policy in the New World in the
eighteenth century until finally overthrown by the

El;ghsh in the French and Indian Wars.

ARGRY, Mémoires et Documents (Pa-is, 1579-88), I, II, III;
Saxa, Discovery of the Missismppi;, CHARLEVOIX, Histotre de
la Nouvelle-France (Paris, 1744; tr. SHEA, New York, 1865-72;
LxcLercq, Etablissement de 11 fos dane la Nouvelle-France
(Paris, 1691; tr. SnEa, New York, 1881); PAREMAN, La Salle
and the Dis of the Grert West (New Yo-k, 1869).  For full
bibliography of the La Salle-Mazgqetto-Jolget controversy, con-
sult WiNsor, Narralive and Critical History of America, IV
(London, 1884-9), 245 sqq.

Jarvis KEILEY.

Lasaulx, Ernst voN, scholar and philosopher, b. at
Coblenz, 16 March, 1805; d. at Munich, 9 May, 1861.
His father, Johann Claudius von Lasaulx, was a dis-
tinguished architect; his uncle, Johann Joseph Gorres
(q. v.), was the fiery champion of Catholic liberties;

‘and the yo Ernst became imbued with an enthu-
siasm for the Catholic Faith and for liberty. He first
studied at Bonn (1824-30), and later took ug classical
philology and philosthv at Munich, attaching him-
self in particular to Schelling, Gorres, and Baader, and
then spent four vears travelling through Austria,
Italy, Greece, and Palestine, visiting the places most
famous in the history of civilization, both pagan and
Christian. His voyage to Athens was made as a
member of the suite of Prince Otto of Wittelsbach
8Bavaria), who had been elected King of the Hellenes.

n his return to his native land he took the doctor’s
d at Kiel, in 1835, presenting a dissertation en-
titled ‘‘ De mortis dominatu in veteres, commentatio
theologica-philosophica”, and was appointed dozent in
classical philology at the University of Wirsburg,
where he exercised a deep and far-reaching influence
on the youth of the university. Meanwhile he mar-
ried Julie Baader, daughter of the Munich philosopher,
Frans Baader.

Upon the arrest (20 November, 1837) of Clemens
August, Archbishop of Cologne, whose forcible deten-
tion in the fortress of Minden by order of the Prus-
sian Government caused a t stir in Catholic
circles both at home and abroad, Lasaulx wrote
to his uncle, Gorres, calling upon him to protest
against the arbitrary act of the ‘‘military Govern-
ment of Berlin against the Archbishop of Cologne”.
This was the impulse that was responsible for
Gorres's celebrated “* Athanasius”. At the same time
Lasaulx himself issued the controversial pamphlet
*‘Kritische Bemerkungen iber die Kolner Sache”
a bold attack on the Prussian Government and
the diplomat Josias von Bunsen. In the autumn
of 1844 Lasaulx was appointed professor of philoloj
and @sthetics at the University of Munich, despite the
vigorous efforts of the Wiirzburg senate to secure his
continued services there. At Munich he quickly be-
came famous as a magnetic and stimulating teacher.
When his influence effected the downfall of the min-
ister Abel, the senate of the University applauded his
action, but King Louis, on the other hand, vented his
displeasure by dismissing Lasaulx from office (28 Feb-
ruary, 1847). Demonstrations on the part of the stu-
dents followed, resulting in the dismissal of eight
other members of the university teaching staff. In
1848 Lasaulx, with three of his former colleagues, was
elected to the National Assembly at Frankfort, where
he identified himself with the Conservative group and
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again and again eloquently defended the liberties of
the Catholic Church among the intellectual élite of

Germany, . ..

King ian II having at length yielded to the
petition of the Munich students to reinstate Lasaulx
and the other expelled protessors (15 March, 1849),
Lasaulx resumed his work a8 a philosophical writer.
In the same year he was elected a member of the Ba-
varian Chamber of Deputies, where, until his death, his
masterly ability in all political controversies found
energetic expression. n after his death, four of
his works were placed on the Index; it was found that
in them he erred on the side of effacing the dis-
tinction between the common human religious ele-
ment in heathenism and the theological expression of
Christian revelation. Several years earlier, however,
he had declared that, should any errors be found in
his works, he would freely submit to the judgment

of the Church.
HoLLAND, Erinnerungen an Ernst von Lasaulr (Munich, 1861);

StévzLe, Ernst von Lasaulzr (Minster, 1004).
KarvL HoeBEr.

Lascaris, CoNsTANTINE, of Constantinople, Greek
scholar, b. 1434; d. at Messina in 1501. ade a pris-
oner by the Turks on the fall of Constantinople, he

robably stayed the greater part of seven years in
rfu; he made a visit to Rhodes where he acauired
some manuscripts; finally came to Italy and settled at
Milan as a copyist of manuscripts. is work on the

ei‘ght parts of speech presented to Princess Hippolyta
Sforza procui from her father a request to teach
the princess Greek. Lascaris followed the princess

to Naples when she married Alfonso II (1465). The
followmgﬁ'ear he left for Greece, but the vessel stop-
ping at Messina, he was urged to stay there, con-
sented, and died there after many years, bequeathing
to the city his seventy-six manuscripts. They re-
mained at Messina until 1679, and were then moved
first to Palermo and later to Spain, where they are
now in the National Library of rid. Constantine
Lascaris was above all a tutor and a transcriber of
manuscripts. One of his pupils was the future Cardi-
nal Bembo. His industry as a copyist was soon su-
perseded by the art of printing. e was himself the
author of the first book printed in Greek, a small
grﬁnmar (MBi'lan, 1416) f:ll[titled "I Ergbemata”.

AT e hellénigue, .y .
IuAn?r:?NDéi@Iiomﬂﬁum?wmdkgc‘m e 17%;;;
GRAUX, Essat sur les origines du fond grec de ' Escurial (Paris,
1880); Rapport sur unc mission en KEspagne in Archives des
missions, 3d ser., V,i (Paris, 1877), 124; SanDYs, A History of
Classical Scholarship, II (Cambridge, 1908), 77; SaBBADINI,
lmacopn-tcdacodmlahmearmmthl’VekV (Florence,

1905), 67.
PauL Lesary.

Lascaris, JaNUs (or JonN), surnamed RHYNDa-
ceNus (from Rhyndacus, a country town in Asia
Minor), noted Greek scholar, b. about 1445; d. at
Rome in 1535. After the fall of Constantinople he
was taken to Peloponnesus and to Crete. When still
quite young he came to Venice, where Bessarion be-
came his patron, and sent him to learn Latin at Padua.
On the death of Bessarion, Lorenzo de’ Medici wel-
comed him to Florence, where Lascaris gave Greek
lectures on Thucydides, Demosthenes, Sophocles, and
the Greek anthology. Twice Lorenzo sent him to
Greece in quest of manuscripts. When he returned
the second time (1492) he brought back about two
hundred from Mount Athos. Meanwhile Lorenzo had
passed away. Lascaris entered the service of France
and was ambassador at Venice from 1503 to 1508, at
which time he became a member of the Greck Acad-
emy of Aldus Manutius; but if the printer had the
benefit of his advice, no Aldine work bears his name.
He resided at Rome under Leo X, the first pope of the
Medici family, from 1513 to 1518, returned under
Clement VIIin 1523,and Paul IIlin 1534. Meanwhile
he had assisted Louis XII in forming the library of
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Blois, and when Francis I had it removed to Fontaine-
bleau, Lascaris and Budé had ¢ of its organiza-
tion. We owe to him a number of editiones principes,
among them the Greek anthology (1494), four plays of
Euripides, Callimachus (about 1495), Apollonius Rho-
dius, Lucian (1496), printed in Florence in Greek capi-
tals with accents, and the acholia of Didymas (1517)

and of Porphyrius (1518) on Homer, annted in Rome.
LzoranxDp, Biblx phie hellénique, 1 (Paris, 1884), cxxxi;
111, 411; OumonT, Catalogue des ma:

nuacrils grecs de Fontaine-
dleau (Paris, 1889); SANDYS, A History of Classical Scholarship,
II (Cambridge, 1908), 78. PavuL LEJAY.

Las Oasas. See Casas, BARTOLOME DE Las.

Laski (o Lasco), JorN, Archbishop of Gnesen and
Primate of Poland, b. at Lask, 1456; d. at Gnesen,
19 May, 1531. In 1482 he entered the service of the
royal arch-chancellor Kurozwcki, who made him pro-
vost of Skalmiers and of the cathedral church in
Posen, and canon of Krakow. In 1502 he became
royal arch-secretary, in 1505 arch-chancellor, in 1509
coadjutor of Archbishop Boryszewski of Gnesen, and,
after the death of the latter in 1510, Archbishop of
Gnesen and Primate of Poland, whereupon he re-
signed as arch-chancellor in 1511. In 1513 he took
ﬁrt in the Fifth General Council of the Lateran, when

delivered an oration in which he urged upon Pope
Leo X and the temgoral princes to assist Poland and
Hun, against the continually increasing inroads
of the ks. Though he had little success in his
plea for a crusade, he prevailed upon the pope to take
measures against the Teutonic Knights, who had been
openly and secretly intzisxin against Poland ever
since 1466, when it had taken West Prussia and Erm-
land from them and begun to exercise its suzerainty
over East Prussia. During the progress of the Late-
ran Council, Leo X conferred upon Laski and his suc-
cessors in the amhi%isccgml See of Gnesen the title
of us natus. e Bull conferring the title is
da 25 July, 1515, and is still preserved in the
archives of the cathegfml chapter of Gnesen (no. 625).
It was reprinted in Korytowski’s “Arcybiscupi
Gnieznienscy ”’, II (Posen, 1888), 662. Laski's eleva-
tion to the cardinalate by Pope Leo X is said to
have been prevented by King Sigismund. Archbisho
Laski was a zealous upholder of ecclesiastical disci-
pline within his archdiocese, and a strenuous opponent
of Protestantism in Poland. To put a stop to various
ecclesiastical abuses, he held two provincial synods
at Piotrkow (1510,12) and a diocesan synod at
Gnesen (1513). The seven other provincial synods
which he held were intended chiefly to stem the
spread of Protestantism in Poland. Four of these were
convened at Lencicz in the years 1522, 1523, 1525, and
1527, and three at Piotrkow in 1526, 1532, and 1533.

Many of the legislative measures passed at these
synods are printed in the “ Constitutiones synodorum
metropolitane ecclesiz Gnesnensis” (Krakow, 1613)(28.
Most of the canons and decrees of the earlier syn
Laski edited in his “Sanctiones ecclesiasticze tam ex
pontificum decretis quam ex constitutionibus syno-
dorum provinciz excerpte, in primis autem statuta
in diversis provincialibus is a se sancita’ (Kra-
kow, 1525), in his “Statuta provincialia”’ (1512), and
‘“‘8tatuta provincie Gnesnensis” (1527). After the
marriage of King Sigismund of Poland with Barbara
Zapo(lﬁa, in 1512, Archbiaho% Laski entered into
friendly relations with John Zapolya, a brother of

and an aspirant to the Crown of Hungary.
He sent his nephew Jerome Laski to Hungary to
aseist Zapolya with monleznand troops in his opposi-
tion against the rightful King Ferdinand of Hungary.
If we may believe his enemies (especially Cardinal
Gattinara), he continued to supgort his nephew even
after the latter allied himself with the Turkish Sultan
Soliman with the purpose of marching upon Vienna.
In 1530 he was cited to Rome by Clement VII to give
an account of his actions. His departure was, how-
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ever, delayed by King Sigismund, and he died the
following E:xr after expressing his desire to resign
his see. ides collecting the synodal legislations
mentioned above, he made a compilation of the most
important laws of Poland while he was arch-chancel-
lor. The work is entitled “ Commune inclyti Polonis
regni privilegiorum, constitutionum et indultuum’’,
etc., and was published at Cracow in 1506. His
“Liber beneficiorum archidicecesis Gnesnensis” was
edited by Lukowski, with a biography of the author
by Korytowski (Gnesen, 1880-1).

Zz188nEnra, Johann Laski, Erzbischof von Gnesen, wund sein
Testament (Vienna, 1874); Hrrscmsrre, J. Laski als Verbun-
deter des turkischen Sultans (Lemberg, 1879); Buxowski, Dzieje
reformacyi w Polsce (Krakow, 1883). MicaaeL Orr.

Lascberg, BAroN JosErE MARIA CHRISTOPH VON,
a distinguished German antiquary, b. at Donaue-
schingen, 10 April, 1770; d. 15 March, 1855. He was
descended from a pious Catholic family. His father
was chicf forester in the service of Prince von Firsten-
berg. After a brief service in the army, he entered
the University of Strasburg and later that of Frei-
burg im Br. to study law and economics, especially
forestry. From 1789 he was in the service of Prince
von Firstenberg, becoming chief warden of the for-
ests in 1804. Princess Llizabeth, who ruled the prin-
cipality during the minority of her son Karl Egon,
showed him marked favour. He became privy coun-
cillor in 1806, and accompanied her on her travels
through Switzerland, Italy, and England. When the
regency ended in 1817, Lassberg resigned his position
and retired to private life, residing first on his estate
at Eppishusen in Thurgau, and from 1838 at Castle
Meersburg on Lake Constance. He now devoted him-
self zealously to the study of old German literature,
and in the pursuit of these studies he collected a su-
perb library of upwards of 12,000 books and 273 valu-
able manuscripts, among which was the codex of the
‘‘ Nibelungenlied”” (known as the Hohenems MS. and
commonly designated as C). After his death this li-
brary was presented to the town of Donaueschingen.

Lassberg was very hospitably inclined and man
visitors were entertained at Castle Meersburg. Uhlanx
Lachmann, Gustav Schwab, and other distinguished
men of letters were among his friends. He was twice
married, his second wife being Maria Anna von Droste-
Hulshoff, a sister of the famous poetess Annette
(q. v.). His literary work consisted chiefly in editing
medieval German poems, many of which were pub-
lished under the pseudonym of Meister Sepp von EP'
pishusen. Especially noteworthy is the "‘ Liedersaal ”’,
a collection of medieval German poems, chiefly of the
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, of miscellaneous
content. It appeared at St. Gall in four volumes.
In the fourth volume the above-mentioned Nibel-
un§cn MS. was printed for the first time.
(Vioran, 1870): Brinmerungen an-Joseph Fresneqrn s Lastborp
etc. in l'ﬁotori;ch-?:oliliachc Biatter fob dag hathotiache Destec:
land, LIII (Munich, 1864), 425 u;g and 505 8qq.; MuUNcCkER in
Allgemeine D Biographie, XVII, 780-84.

ArTtHUR F. J. REMY.

Lassus, ORLANDUS DE (original name, RoLAND DB
LATTRE), composer, b. at Mons, Hainault, Belgium,
in 1520 (according to most biographers; but his epitaph
gives1532);d.at Munich, 14 June, 1594. At the age of
eightand a half years he was admitted assoprano to the
choir of the church of St. Nicholas in his native city.
He soon attracted general attention, both on account
of his unusual musical talent and his beautiful voice;
8o much so that he was three times abducted. Twice
his parents had him returned to the parental roof, but
the third time they consented to allow him to take up
his abode at St-Didier, the temporary residence of
Ferdinand de Gonzaga, general in command of the
army of Charles V and Viceroy of Sicily. At the end
of the campaign in the Netherlands, Orlandus fol-
lowed his patron to Milan and from there to Sicily.
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After the change of his voice Orlandus sEnt about
three years at the court of the Marquess della Terza, at
Naples. He next went to Rome, where he enf'lt;yed
the favour and hospitality, for about six months, of
the Cardinal Archbishop of Florence, who was then
living there. Through the influence of this prince of
the Church, Orlandus obtained the position of choir-
master at St. John Lateran, in spite of his extreme
youth and the fact that there were many capable mu-
sicians available. During his residence in Rome,
Lassus completed his first volume of Masses for four
voices, and a collection of motets for five voices, all of
which he had published in Venice. After a sojourn of
probably two years in Rome, Lassus, learning of the
serious 1llness of his parents, hastened back to Bel-
gium only to find that they had died. His native
city Mons not offering him a suitable field of activity,
he spent several years in travel through France and
England and then settled at Antwerp for about two
years. It was
while here that
Orlandus received
an invitation from
Albert V, Duke of
Bavaria, not onl
to become the di-
rector of his court
chapel, but also to
recruit capable
musicians for it in
the Netherlands.
While in the em-
ployment and
under the pro-
tection of this art-
loving prince, Las-
sus developeci that
phenomenal pro-
ductivityas acom-
poser which is un-
surpassed in the
history of music.
For thirty-fouryears he remained active at Munich as
composer and director, first under Albert V, and then
under his son and successor, William V. During all
this time he enjoyed not only the continued and sym-
pathetic favour of his patrons and employers, but was
also honoured by Pope Gregory XIII, who appointed
him Knight of the Golden Spur; by Charles IX of
France, who bestowed upon him the cross of the Order
of Malta; and by Emﬁe’;:r Maximilian, who on 7 De-
cember, 1570, raised us and his descendants to the
nobility. The imperial document conferring the honour
is remarkable, not only asshowing the esteem in which
the master was held by rulers and nations, but particu-
larly as evidence of the lofty conception on the part of
this monarch of the function of art in the social econ-
omy. Lassus’s great and long-continued activity
finally told on his mind and caused a depression and
break-down, from which he at first rallied but never
fully recovered.

Lassus was the heir to the centuries of preparation
and development of the Netherland school, and was its
greatest and also its last representative.

While with many of his contemporaries, even the
most noted, such as Dufay, Okeghem, Obrecht,and Jos-
quin des Prés, contrapuntal skill is often an end in it-
self, Lassus, being consummate master of every form
of the art and possessing a powerful imagination, al-
ways aims at a lofty and truthful interpretation of the
text before him. is genius is of a universal nature.
His wide culture and the extensive travels of his youth
had enabled him to absorb the distinguishing musical
traits of every nationality. None of his contempo-
raries had such a well-defined judg;nsent in the choice
of the means of expression which best served his pur-
pose. The lyric, epic, and dramatic elements are

ORLANDUS DE Lassus
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alternately in evidence in his work. But he would
undoubtedly have been greatest in the dramatic style,
had he lived at a later period. Although Lassus lived
at the time of the ormation, when the individ-
ual and secular spirit manifested itself more and more
in music, and although he interpreted secular poems
such as madrigals, chansons, and German lieder, the
contents of which were sometimes rather free (as was
not infrequently the case in those times), his distinction
lies overwhelmingly in his works for the Church.

The diatonic Gregorian modes form the basis of his
compositions, and most frequently his themes are
taken from liturgical melodies. The number of works
the master has left to posterity exceeds two thousand,
in every possible form, and in combinations of from
two to twelve voices. Many of them remain in manu-
script, but the great majority have been printed at
Venice, Munich, Nuremberg, Louvain, Antwerp, or
Paris. Among his more famous works must be men-
tioned his setting of the seven penitential psalms,
which for variety, depth, truth of expression, and ele-
vation of conception are unsu Duke Albert
showed his admiration for this work by having it
written on parchment and bound in two folio vol-
umes, which the noted painter Hans Mielich illus-
trated, at the command of the duke, in a most beau-
tiful manner. These, with two other smaller volumes
containing an analysis of Lassus’s and Mielich’s work
by Samuel van 6uickelberg, a contemporary, are
preserved in the court library at Munich. Lassus left
no fewer than fifty Masses of his composition. Some
of these are built upon secular melodies, as was cus-
tomary in his time, but the thematic material for
most of them has been taken from the liturgical chant.
In 1604, his two sons, Rudolph and Ferdinand, also
musicians of note, published a collection of 516 mo-
tets, under the title of ‘“Magnum opus musicum”,
which was followed in 1609 by ‘‘ Jubilus B. Marise Vir-

inis”’, consisting of 100 settings of the Magnificat.

e publication of a critical edition of Lassus’s com-
plete works in sixty volumes, prepared by Dr. Haberl
and A. Sandberger, was in 1894.

BiuMkeRr, Orlandus de Lassus (Freiburg, 1878);
Geschichte der Musik, 111 (Leipzig, 1881), 354-70;

Notice biographique sur Roland de Lattre (Valenciennes, 1835);

MatTHIEU, Roland de Lattre (Mons, 1838); HaBERL, Kirchen-
mausicalisches Jahrbuch (1894).
JosEPH OTTEN.

Last Supper. See SuPPER, THE LasT.

Lataste, MARIE, b. at Mimbaste near Dax, France,
21 February, 1822; d. at Rennes, 10 May, 1847; was
the youngest child of simple pious peasants. Accord-
ing to her own narrative, written under obedience, she
was a lguoor, lowly, country girl, knowing nothing but
what her mother taught her; hence, in the natural
order, all her learning consisted in being able to read,
write, sew, and spin. Her knowledge in the super-
natural order long embraced merely the principal
truths of salvation. Little by little the light grew hke
a vast furnace on which wood is cast, and towards
which a mighty wind blows from all sides. The Lord
Jesus, the Light of the World, had been the light of her
soul. He had brought her up as a mother does her
child, with patience and perseverance; if she knew
aught she owed it to Him, she had all from Him. A
troublesome child, proud, ambitious, and self-con-
tained, she was the constant subject of her mother’s
anxious prayer, and her first Communion, made in her
twelfth year, was the turning point in her life. A
strong impression of the Divine presence on the great
day, and confirmation received soon after, strength-
ened her piety and virtue, which thenceforward never
faltered. About a year after Marie saw at Mass,
during the Elevation, a bright light which seemed to
inflame her love for the Eucharistic Lord and to in-
crease as that love increased. Soon, to prepare her for
greater favours, she was cast into the crucible of
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severe interior trials and metations, whenoe docili:{
to her director brought her forth victorious. He al-
lowed her to make a yearly vow of virginity, and the
Blessed Sacrament became the central thought of her
life. According to her own narrative, towards the end
of 1839, when she was seventeen, she saw Christ on the
altar. On the Epiphany, 1840, this was repeated, and
for three whole years every time she assisted at Mass
this grace was ted her. Almost daily she received
from the lips of Jesus instructions forming a complete

iritual and doctrinal education. He explained in
ample language the principal truths of faith; some-
times He showed her symbolical visions, or taught her
in parables. He sent His Mother and angels to her;
at times He reproached and humbled her. Her prog-
ress in virtue was rapid, her defects disappeared, and
she exercised a happy influence on those who ap-
proached her. She did not suspect at first that hers
was a singular privilege, yet she never mentioned it
except to her confessor.

In 1840 M. ’Abbé Pierre Darbins succeeded M.
Farbos as curé of Mimbaste. By Divine command
Marie revealed her soul to him. Much surprised, he
tested his penitent by trying her obedience and
humilig ; he found her wholly submissive. Then he
asked the help of the director of the seminary of Dax.
They agreed to order her to put in writi.!;i everythins
supernatural she had Leard and seen in the past, an
all she might hear and see in the future. In due time
this was accomplished; but the true text has been so
much interpolated by the editor that the ‘ Works of
Marie Lataste” are not considered authentic. The
Divine Master had made known to her His will, that
she should embrace religious life, and in the Society of
the Sacred Heart, recently founded and wholly un-
known to her and her director. After many objections
and delays, she obtained permission and left for Paris,
21 April, 1844, alone, under the guidance of Divine
Providence. She was received at the Hotel Biron by
Madame de Boisbaudry, who had her examined by an
experienced spiritual guide. She was admitted as lay-
sister on 15 May. With ﬁregt joy she entered upon
this new life. Humility, charity, obedience, and fidel-
ity to common life were her chief characteristics. Her
misters’ testimony was: ‘‘ Sister Lataste does every-
t.hing like every one else, yet no one does anything like
her.’”” B8till a novice she was sent to Rennes, in the
hope that change of air would improve her health.
An active life succeeded the quiet of the noviceship;
she was infirmarian, refectorian, .H‘onreaa, but her
humble virtues shone the more brilliantly; children
strangers, as well as her superiors and her sisters, fel
her hidden sanctity. Marie’s vows had been post-
Eoned in the hope of an imgrovement in her health.

ut on Sunday, 9 May, she e suddenly so very
ill that the end seemed near. She was aved lago
e t

pronounce her vows, just before receivm?
sacraments. Then the pent-up ardours of her soul
burst forth in ecstatic joy until her death on 10 May,
1847, at the age of twenty-five. Her memory lives in
benediction. Her remains have been secured from
desecration and now repose at Roehampton near
on.
Vie de Marie Lalaste une religi du 8. C. (Paris, 1860);
Dansixs, La Vie of les (Buvres ds Marie Lataste (Paris, 18686).
Avice Power.

Latera, FLAMINTUS ANNIBALI DE, historian, b. at
near Viterbo, 23 Nov., 1733; d. at Viterbo,

27 Feb., 1813. He received his first education from.
a priest, Paoclo Ferranti, and at the age of sixteen
entered the Order of Friars Minor Observants in the
Roman Province, taking the habit at the convent
of 8t. Bernardine at Orte, 23 January, 1750; a year
later on the same day he made his solemn profession.
Being in due time ordained priest, he passed his ex-
sminations as lector generalis (professor), and succes-
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sively taught theology in various convents—Viterbo,
Fano, Velletri, and Rome. From 1790 to 1791 he
was definitor general of the order, and from 1794 to

1797 superior of the Roman Province. When the
convents in Italy were suppressed by Napoleon I in
1810, Annibali retired to Viterbo, and died there in a

private residence.

De Latera during fifty years develo immense
activity as a writer. Unfortunately he lived at a time
when Franciscan history had just passed through the

t and passionate Spader-Ringhieri and Lucci-
rczic controversies, which circumstances had a not~-
able influence on his writings: instead of using his re-
markable talents for constructive work, he wrote
mostly with a polemical motive. Still his merits are
t enough to secure him an honourable place in
‘ranciscan literature. His chief works are (1) ‘“Ad
Bullarium Franciscanum a P. Hyacintho Sbaralea
Ord. Min. Conv. . .. editum, Sug;)lementum" (Rome,
1780), dedicated to Pope Pius VI, by whose orders it
was written to correct the Conventual interpreta-
tions of Sbaralea [see ‘‘ Archiv' f. Litt. u. Kirchenge-
schichte”, I (1885), 516—173.J (2) “Manuale de’ Frati
Mino&) . S.a'ngoll; unoa &’ 'ct)a, ﬁi%s:; ta all’ 1:;11-
tore (P. allo, O.M. Con.) de o compendi-
0so della dottrina di Giustino Febbronio” (Rome,
1776). This latter work occasioned great controver-
sies, which partly took a violent and abusive form. (3)
‘‘ Dissertationes critico-historicee in quarum una Ser.
Patriarcha Franciscus Tertii Ordinis institutor, in
altera Indulgentize Portiuncule veritas asseritur et
vindicatur (Rome, 1784). (4) “ Veritas impressionis
Sacrorum Stigmatum in corpore Seraphici 8. cisci
Assisiensis . . . ”’ (Rome, 1786). (5)*‘‘La storia della
Indulgenza concessa da Gesu Cristo . . . nella Chiesa
della Portiuncula si dimostra vera . . .” (Rome,
1796). The last three books were written against
rationalistic attacks of the time, concerning which see
Pezzana, ‘‘ Memorie degli Scrittori e Letterati Parmi-
iani’”’, VI, Ft. I, 127 (Parma, 1825). When the
nedictine Pujati had, by order of Scipio Ricci of
unhappy memory, written against the traditional
form of the Stations of the Cross, Annibali, with the
Franciscans Affo and Tommaso da Cireglio, was
cha.rﬁd; to answer; he then wrote (6) *‘ La Pratica del
pio reizio della Via Crucis . . . vendicata dalle
obbiezioni di D. Giusere Ma Pujati, Monaco Casi-
nese . . . " (Viterbo, 1783; 2nd ed., Viterbo, 1785).
(7) “La Difesa dell’ antico metodo della Via Crucis
e la Censura del nuovo . . . ” (against the ‘‘ Annali
ecclesiastici” of Florence) (Viterbo, 1783). An im-
portant but little-known work is (8) *Compendio
della Storia degli Ordini religiosi esistenti” (4 vols.,
Rome, 1790-91); 2nd ed. of the same with the title
‘‘Storia degli Ordini regolari . . . ”’ (Naples, 1796).
(9) A life of 8t. Collette, in Italian (Rome, 1805; 2nd
ed., Rome, 1807). (10) Italian life of St. Hyacintha
Mariscotti (Rome, 1805; 2nd ed., Rome, 1807). (11)
New edition of “F. Francisci Horantii iaplani
(O.F.M.) . . . Locorum Catholicorum . . . libri VII”
(2 vols., Rome, 1795-96). (12) Annibali worked at
the reform of the Franciscan Brevia , 1784-85, and
composed many new offices edi sepmbef at
Rome, 1785 (see * Archivum Franc. Hist.”, I,
acchi, 1908, 45-49). (13) An Italian hymn-book (Vit-
erbo, 1772). After his death aﬁpeared (14) “Notizie
storiche della Casa Farnese della fu Cittd di Castro
« « . coll’ aﬁiunta. di due Paesi Latera e Farnese”
(in 2 parts, Montefiascone, 1817-18). We omit some
other works, as well as the anonymous and pseudony-
mous pamphlets of the author.

The biographical notices have been taken from the archives
of Ara Omﬁ.i, gtom ;s the bibliographical indications, from the
books themselves. Breve Cgm t0 della Vila di F. Flamini
ut pro
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Anmibali da Latera (s, d.. but probably about 1770-80), isnothe
agm travesty of , wnitten by one of his literary
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Lateran, CANON8 REGULAR oF THE. See CANONS
AND CANONESSES REGULAR.

Lateran, CurisTiAN MUSEUM OF, established by
Pius IX, in 1854, in the Palazzo del Laterano erected

by Sixtus V on part of the site of the ancient Lateran
ralnce destroyed by fire in 1308. In 1843 the ‘‘pro-
ane’’ Museum of the Lateran was founded by Greg-

ory XVI, in whose pontificate also was mooted the
idea of establishing a museum of Christian antiquities
in the same edifice. Nothing of consequence, how-
ever, was accomplished until Pius IX, at the date
noted, entrusted the task to the two famous archae-
ologists, Father Marchi, S.J., and Giovanni Battista
de Rossi. To Marchi was assigned the work of col-
lecting and arranging the sculptured monuments of
the early Christian ages, to de Rossi all that con-
cerned ancient Christian inscriptions; a third depart-
ment of the museum consisted of copies of some of the
more important catacomb frescoes. The larger part
of the material for the new foundation was drawn
from the hall in the Vatican Library set a) by
Benedict XIV, in 1750, as the nucleus of a Christian
museum, from the storerooms of the Vatican, and
from the Roman catacombs. The Roman munici-
pality also contributed a number of Christian monu-
ments from the Capitoline Museum, while many
others were recovered from convents, chapels, sac-
risties, and private collections. Plaster casts were
also supplied of certain especially interesting monu-
ments that could not be removed from their original
location. The result has been eminently satisfac-
tory, so much so indeed that the Christian Museum of
the Lateran contains to-day a collection of monu-
ments the study of which is mdisfensable toa pro’l[)er
appreciation of the earlier ages of Christianity. The
section devoted to early Christian epigraphy, classified
by de Rossi, begins with a collection bf 1nscriptions
relating to the most ancient basilicas, baptisteries,
- etc.; then follow in order the Damasan inscriptions,
inscriptions with consular dates, those containing allu-
sions to dogma, to the hierarchy, civil matters, and
accompanied with such symbols as the anchor, dove,
and monogram. Still another section is occupied by
monuments with inscriptions classified according to
their topography. The most interesting, perhaps, of
all the mscrli] ; monument;l:)f ftlxa l)::mseum isfthst
containing the famous epitaph of rcius, one frag-
ment of which was presented to Leo XIII by the
Sultan Abdul Hamid 11, the other by Professor (now
Sir William) Ramsay. The sculptured monuments
include a fine collection of fourth and fifth centu
sarcophagi, the statue of St. Hippolytus, and an ad-
mirable third-cent statue of the Good Shepherd.
The third section of the museum consists of copies, not
always accurate, of some of the most interesting
paintings discovered in the Roman catacombs.
NoORTHCOT™® AND BROwWNLOW, Roma Sotterranea '&London,

1878-79); NORTHCOTE, Ept"it:[»ha of the Catacombs (London,
1878); Marvuccrl, Guida Museo Cristiano Lateranense
(Rome, 1898).

MAurICE M. HaASSETT.

Lateran, SAINT JouN.—THE BasiLica.—This is the
oldest, and ranks first amongrthe four great ‘‘ patri-
archal” basilicas of Rome. The site was, in ancient
times, occupied by the palace of the family of the
Laterani. A member of this family, P. Sextius Lat-
eranus, was the first plebeian to attain the rank of
consul. In the time of Nero, another member of
the family, Plautius Lateranus, at the time consul
designatus was accused of conspiracy against the em-

ror, and his goods were confiscated. Juvenal men-

ions the palace, and speaks of it as being of some
magnificence, ‘‘regise mdes Lateranorum”. Some
few remains of the original buildings may still be
traced in the city walls outside the Gate of St. John,
and a large hall decorated with paintings was uncov-
ered in the eighteenth century within the basilica itself,
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behind the Lancellotti Chapel. A few traces of older
buildings also came to light during the excavations
made in 1880, when the work of extending the aj

was in progress, but nothing was then discove: of
real value or importance. The came event-
ually into the hands of Constantine, the first Christian
emperor, through his wife Fausta, and it is from her
that it derived the name by which it was then some-
times called, ‘‘Domus Fauste’’. Constantine must
have given it to the Church in the time of Miltiades,
not later than about 311, for we find a council against
the Donatists meeting within its walls as early as 313.
From that time onwards it was always the centre of
Christian life within the city; the residence of the

popes and the cathedral of Rome. The latter distinc-
tion it still holds, though it has long lost the former.
Hence the proud title which may be read upon its

walls, that 1t is ““ Omnium urbis et orbis ecclesiarum
mater, et caput”’.

It seems probable, in spite of the tradition that Con-
stantine helped in the work of building with his own
hands, that there was not a new basilica erected at the
Lateran, but that the work carried out at this period

was limited to the adaptation, which perhaps invol ved
the e ement, of the already existing basilica or
great hall of the palace. The words of St. Jerome

‘“basilica quondam Laterani’’ (Ep. Ixxiii, P. L., XXII,
col. 692) seem to point in this direction, and it is also
probable on other grounds. This original church was
probably not of very dimensions, but we have no
reliable information on the subject. It was dedicated
to the Saviour, ‘‘ Basilica Salvatoris’’, the dedication
to St. John being of later date, and due to a Benedic-
tine monastery of St. John the Bag:i:t and St. John
the Evangelist which adjoined the basilica and whose
members were charged at one period with the duty of
maintaining the services in the church. This later
dedication to St. John has now in popular usage al-
together superseded the original one. A great many
donations from the popes and other benefactors to the
basilica are recorded in the * Liber Pontificalis”, and
its splendour at an early period was such that it be-
came known at the ‘‘Basilica Aurea’’, or Golden
Church. This splendour drew upon it the attack of
the Vandals, who stripped it of all its treasures. St.
Leo the Great restored it about 460, and it was again
restored b{) Hadrian I, but in 896 it was almost totally
destroyed by an earthquake(‘‘ab altari usque ad portas
cecidit’’). The damage was 8o extensive that it was
difficult to trace in every case the lines of the old build-
ing, but these were in the main respected and the new
bulding was of the same dimensions as the old. This
second church lasted for four hundred years and was
then burnt down. It was rebuilt by Clement V and
John XXII, only to be burnt down once more in 1360,
but again rebuilt by Urban V.

Through these various vicissitudes the basilica re-
tained its ancient form, being divided by rows of col-
umns into aisles, and having in front an atrium sur-
rounded by colonnades with a fountain in the middle.
The fagade had three windows, and was embellishe«l
with a mosaic representing Christ as the Saviour of the
world. The porticoes of the atrium were decorated
with frescoes, probably not dating further back than
the twelfth century, which commemorated the Roman
fleet under Vespasian, the taking of Jerusalem, the
Baptism of the Emperor Constantine and his ‘*‘ Dona-
tion” to the Church. Inside the basilica the columne
no doubt ran, as in all other basilicas of the same date,
the whole length of the church from east to west, but
at one of the rebuildings, probably that which was
carried out by Clement V, the feature of a transverse
nave was introduced, imitated no doubt from the one
which had been, long before this, added at 8. Paolo
fuori le Mura. It was probably at this time also that
the church was enlarged. When the popes returned to
Rome from their long absence at Avignon they found
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the city deserted and the churches almost in ruins,
Great works were begun at the Lateran by Martin V
and his successors. The palace, however, was never
again used by them as a residence, the Vatican, which
stands in a much drier and healthier position, being
chosen in its place. It was not until the latter Ean
of the seventeenth century that the church took its
present appearance, in the tasteless restoration carried
out by Innocent X, with Borromini for his architect.
The ancient columns were now enclosed in huge pi-
lasters, with gigantic statuesin front. Inconsequence
of this the church has entirely lost the appearance
of an ancient basilica, and is completely altered in

character. . . i
Some portions of the older buildings still survive.
Among these we may notice the pavement of medieval
Cosmatesque work, and the statues of St. Peter and St.
Paul, now in the cloisters. The graceful baldacchino
over the high altar, which looks so utterly out of place
in its present surroundings, dates from 1369. The
stercoraria, or throne of red marble on which the
popes 8at, is now in the Vatican Museum. It owes its
unsavoury name to the anthem sung at the ceremony
of the Papal enthronization, * De stercore erigens pau-
perem”’. From the fifth century there were seven
oratories surrounding the basilica. These before lo
were thrown into the actual church. The devotion
visiting these oratories, which held its ground all
thro the medieval period, gave rise to the similar
devotion of the seven altars, still common in many

churches of Rome and elsewhere. Between the ba-

silica and the city wall there was in former times the
great monastery, in which dwelt the community of
monks whose duty it was to provide the services in thé
basilica. The only part of it which still survives is the
cloister, surrounded by graceful columns of inlaid
marble. They are of a style intermediate between
the Roma.naqltlxe proper and the Gothic, and are the
work of Vassellectus and the Cosmati. The date of
these beautiful cloisters is the early part of the thir-

teenth century.
The ancient apse, with mosaics of the fourth cen-
tury, survived all the many changes and dangers of

the Middle Ages, and was still to be seen very much in
its original condition as late as 1878, when 1t was de-
stroyed in order to provide a larger space for the or-
dinations and other pontifical functions which take
place in this cathedral church of Rome. The original
mosaics were, however, preserved with the greatest
ible care and very great success, and were re-
erected at the end of the new and deeper apse which
had been provided. In these mosaics, as they now
appear, the centre of the upper portion is occupied by
the figure of Christ surrounded by nine angels. This
figure is extremely ancient, and dates from the fifth,
or it may be even the fourth century. It is possible
even that it is the identical one which, as is told in
ancient tradition, was manifested to the eyes of the
worshippers on the occasion of the dedication of the
church: “Imago Salvatoris infixa parietibus primum
visibilis omni populo Romano apparuit’’ (Joan. Diac.,
“Lib. de Ecclesia Lat.”, P. L., CXCIV, 1543-1560).
If it is so, however, it has certainly been retouched.
Below is seen the cruz gammata, surmounted by a
dove which symbolizes the Holy Spirit, and standing
on a hill whence flow the four rivers of the Gospels,
from whose waters stags and sheep come to drink.
On either side are saints, looking towards the Cross.
These last are thought to belong originally to the
sixth century, though they were repaired and altered
in the thirteenth by Nicholas IV, whose effigy may be
seen prostrate at the feet of the Blessed Virgin. The
river which runs below is more ancient still, and may
regarded as going back to Constantine and the first
days of the basilica. The remaining mosaics of the
ane are of the thirteenth century, and the signatures
of the artists, Torriti and Camerino, may still be read
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upon them. Camerino was a Franciscan friar; per-
hags Torriti was one also.

he pavement of the basilica dates from Martin V
and the return of the popes to Rome from Avignon.
Martin V was of the Colonna family, and the columns
are their badge. The high altar, which formerly oc-
cupied the position custo; in all ancient basilicas
in the centre of the chord of the apse, has now beyonti
it, owing to the successive enlargements of the church,
the whole of the transverse nave and of the new choir.
It has no saint buried beneath it, since it was not, as
were almost all the other great churches of Rome,
erected over the tomb of a martyr. It stands alone
among all the altars of the Catholic world in being of
wood and not of stone, and enclosing no relics of any
kind. The reason for this peculiarity is that it is it-
self a relic of & most interesting kind, being the actual
wooden altar upon which St. Peter is believed to have
celebrated Mass during his residence in Rome. It
was carefully preserved through all the years of ger—
secution, and was brought by Constantine and Sy
vester from St. Pudentiana’s, where it had been kept
till then, to become the principal altar of the cathedral
church of Rome. It is now, of course, enclosed in a
larger altar of stone and cased with marble, but the
original wood can still be seen. A small portion was
left at St. Pudentiana’s in memory of its long con-
nexion with that church, and is still preserved there.
Above the High Altar is the canopy or baldacchino al-
ready mentioned, 8 Gothic structure resting on four
murble colUffMAs, and decorated with paintings by
of the baldacchino

this shrine was prepared to receive them had always
been kept in the ‘‘Sancta Sanctorum”, the private

.¢hapel of the Lateran Palace adjoining. Behind the

apse there formerly extended the ‘‘ Leonine’ portico;

.it is not known which pontiff gave it this name. At

the entrance there was an inscription commemorati
the dream of Innocent VIII, when he saw the churc
oll; the Lateran upheld by St. F' xl‘lant;"i;}’ ::lfa Assisi. On
the opposite wall was hung the magna, or
catalogue of all the relics of the basilica, and also of the
different chapels and the indulgences attached to
them respectively. It is now in the archives of the
ica.

THE BaPTISTERY.—The baptistery of the church,
following the invariable rule of the first centuries of
Christianity, was not an integral part of the church it~
self, but a separate and detached building, joined to
the church by a colonnade, or at any rate in close prox-
imity to it. The right to baptize was the peculiar
privilege of the cathedral church, and here, as else-
where, all were brought from all parts of the city to re-
ceive the sacrament. There is no reason to doubt the
tradition which makes the existing baptistery, which
altogether conforms to these conditions, the origi
baptistery of the church, and ascribes its foundation
to Constantine. The whole style and appearance of
the edifice bear out the claim made on its behalf.
There is, however, much less ground for aa{in%that it
was here that the emperor was baptized by St. Syl-
vester. The building was originally entered from
the opposite side from the present doorway, through
the portico of St. Venantius. This is a vestibule or
atrium, in which two large porphyry columns are still
standing and was formerly approached by a colonnade
of smaller porphyry columns leading from the church.
The baptistery itself is an octagonal edifice with eight
immense porphyry columns supporting an architrave
on which are eight smaller columns, likewise of por-
phyry, which in their turn support the octagonal
drums of the lantern. In the main the building has

reserved its ancient form and characteristics, though
it has been added to and adorned by many popes.
Sixtus III carried out the first of these restorations
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and adornments, and his inscription recording the fact
may still be seen on the architrave. Pope St. Hilary
(461-468) raised the height, and also added the chap-
elsround. Urban VIII and Innocent X repaired it in
more recent times,

In the centre of the building one descends by sev-
eral steps to the basin of n t which forms the
actual baptismal font. There is no foundation for the
idea that the Emperor Constantine was himself ac-
tually baptized in this font by Pope St. Sylvester.
That is a confusion which has arisen from the fact that
he was the founder of the baptistery. But although
he had embraced Christianity and had done so much
for the advancement of the Church, the emperor, as a
matter of fact, deferred the actual reception of the
sacrament of baptism until the very end of his life,
and was at last baptized, not by Sylvester, but by Eu-
subius, in whose diocese of Nicomedia he was then,
after the foundation of Const.antinoile, germa.nently
residing (Von Funk, “Manual of Church History”,
London, 1910, I, 118-119; Duchesne, ‘‘ Liber Pontifi-
calis”’, Paris, 1887, I, cix—cxx). The mosaics in the
adjoining oratories are both ancient and interesting.
Those in the oratory of St. John the Evangelist are of
the fifth century, and are of the conventional style of
that period, consisting of flowers and birds on a gold
ground, also a Lamb with a cruciform nimbus on the
vault. The corresponding mosaics of the chapel of
St. John the Baptist disaJ)peared in the seventeenth
century, but we have a description of them in Pan-
vinio. The mosaics in the chapel of St. Venantius
(the ancient vestibule) are still extant, and are of con-
siderable interest. They date from the seventh cen-
tury, and & comparison between the workmansh‘ilp of

ese mosaics and of those in the chapel of St. John
offers an instructive lesson on the extent to which the
arts had deteriorated between the fifth and the sev-
enth centuries. The figures represent, for the most
part, Dalmatian saints, and the whole decoration was
originally designed as a memorial to Dalmatian mar-
tyrs, whose relics were brought here at the conclusion
of the Istrian schism.

LATERAN PALACE.—From the beginning of the
fourth century, when it was given to the pope by Con-
stantine, the ce of the Lateran was the principal
residence of the p(}pes, and continued so for about a
thousand years. In the tenth century Sergius III
restored it after a disastrous fire, and later on it was
greatly embellished by Innocent III. This was the
period of its greatest magnificence, when Dante speaks
of it as beyond all human achievements. At this time
the centre of the piazza in front, where now the obe-
lisk stands, was occugied by the palace and tower of
the Annibaldeschi. Between this palace and the ba-
silica was the equestrian statue of Marcus Aurelius,
then believed to represent Constantine, which now is
at the Capitol. The whole of the front of the palace
was taken up with the “Aula Concili”, a ifi-
cent hall with eleven apses, in which were held the
various Councils of the Lateran durin&the medieval
period. The fall of the palace from this position of

lory was the result of the departure of the popes from
me dun'ng the Avignon period. Two destructive
fires, in 1307 and 1361 respectively, did irreparable
harm, and although vast sums were sent from Avignon
for the rebuilding, the palace never again attained its
former splendour. When the returned to Rome
they resided first at Santa Maria 1n Trastevere, then at
Santa Maria Maggiore, and lastly fixed their residence
at the Vatican. Sixtus V then destroyed what still
remained of the ancient palace of the Lateran and
erected the present much smaller edifice in its place.

An apse lined with mosaics and open to the air still
preserves the memory of one of the most famous halls
of the ancient palace, the “Triclinium” of Leo III,
which was the state banqueting hall. The existing
structure is not ancient, but it 1s possible that some
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E‘ortions of the original mosaics have been preserved.
he subject is threefold. In the centre Christ gives

their mission to the Apostles, on the left he gives the
keys to St. Sylvester and the Labarum to Constantine,
while on the right St. Peter gives the stole to Leo III
and the stan . to Charlemagne. The private
rooms of the popes in the old palace were situated be-
tween this ‘‘Triclinium” and the city walls. The
ga.lqce. is now given up to the Pontifical Museum of

hristian Antiquities.
For the history of the basilica, the student should consult
tber Pontificalis,

primarily the two quarto volumes of the L
edited by DucresNe (Paris, 1887 sqq.). Other monographs are
wer de Ecclema s in P, L.

JoannEs Draconus, 2 in P, L.:
ALEMANNI, De Lateranensibus parietinis (Rome, 1625); Rae-
PONDI, De ica et palnarcz: Lateranenss (h

ome, 1656);
CRESCIMBENI AND BALDESCHI, Stato della S. Chiesa papale Latera-
nense nell' anno 1723 (Rome, 1723); SEVERANO, Le sette chiesc
di Roma; Uqgonio, Historia delle Stazioni di Roma; PANVINIO,
De Septem urbis ecclesits; Plrazza, Stazioni di Roma. The latter
four works were published in Rome in the sixteenth or seven-

teenth century.
Among recent books the best are: ARMELLINI, Le chiese di
Roma (Rome, Marucca1, Basils et Eglises de Rome

891);
(Rome, 190‘.’);1 unc} in particular, pe FLxURY, Le Latran aw
moyen dge, (Paris, 1877). There is a large number of plans and
manuscripts in the archives of the basilica. For special points
consult pE Roasi, Musaics delle chiese di Roma antervors al
secolo XV (Rome, 1872); pe MonTAULT, La grande pancarte de

basilique de Latran in Revue de l'art chrétien (Paris, 1888);
GeRrsPAcH, La Mosaique apsidale des Sancta Sanctorum du

ran in Gazetle des beaur arts, 1880; BaRrTOLINI, Sopro
antichissimo altare ds legno sn Roma (1852).
ARTHUR 8. BARNES.

Lateran Councils, a series of five important coun-
cils held at Rome from the twelfth to the sixteenth
century. From the reign of Constantine the Great
until 3:0 removal of the papal Court to Avignon, the
Lateran palace and basilica served the bishops of
Rome as residence and cathedral. During this long
period the popes had occasion to convoke a number
of general councils, and for this purpose they made
choice of cities so situated as to reduceasmuchas
sible the inconveniences which the bishops callegot:
such assemblies must necessarily experience by reason
of long and costly absence from their sees. Five of
these councils were held in the Lateran palace, and
are known as the First, Second, Third, Fourth, and
Fifth Lateran Councils, held respectively in 1123,
1139, 1179, 1215, and 1512-17.

FirsT LATERAN CounciL (1123).—The Council of
1123 is reckoned in the series of cecumenical councils.
It had been convoked in December, 1122, immediately
after the Concordat of Worms, which agreement be-
tween popeand emperor had caused general satisfac-
tion in the Church. It put a stop to the arbitrary
conferring of ecclesiastical benefices by laymen, re-
established freedom of episcopal and abbatial elections,
separated spiritual from temporal affairs, and ratified
the principle that spiritual authority can emanate only
from the E‘hurch; lastly, it tacitly abolished the exor-
bitant claim of the emperors to interfere in papal elec-
tions. So deep was the emotion caused by this con-
cordat, the first ever signed, that in many documents
of the time the year 1122 is mentioned as the i
ning of a new era. For its more solemn confirmation,
and in conformity with the earnest desire of the Arch-
bishop of Mainz, Callistus II convoked a council to
which all the archbishops and bishops of the West were
invited. Three hundred bishops and more than six
hundred abbots assembled at Rome in March, 1123;
Callistus II presided in person. Both originals (¢n-
strumenta) of the Concordat of Worms were read and
ratified, and twenty-two disciplinary canons were pro-
mulgated, most of them reinforcements of previous
conciliary decrees. Canons iii and xxi forbid priests,
deacons, subdeacons, and monks to marry or to have
concubines; it is also forbidden them to keep in their
houses any women other than those sanctioned by the
ancient canons. Marriages of clerics are null pleno
jure, and those who have contracted them are subject
to penance. Canon vi: Nullity of the ordinations per
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formed by the heresiarch Burdinus (Antipope Greg-
ory VIII) after his condemnation. Canon xi: Safe-
rd for the families and possessions of crusaders.
non xiv: Excommunication of laymen appropriat-
? offerings made to the Church, and those who for-
ify churches as strongholds. Canon xvi: Against
those who molest pilgrims on their way to Rome.
Canon xvii: Abbots and religious are prohibited from
admitting sinners to penance, visiting the sick, ad-
ministering extreme unction, singing solemn and pub-
lic Masses; they are obliged to obtain the holy chrism
and holy oils from their respective hishops.

SecoND LATERAN CounciL (1139).—The death of
Pope Honorius II (February, 1130) was followed by a
schism. Petrus Leonis (Pierieoni), under the name of
Anacletus II, for a long time held in check the legiti-
mate pope, Innocent II, who was supported by St.

and St. Norbert. In 1135 Innocent II cele-
brated a Council at Pisa, and his cause gained steadily
until, in January, 1138, the death of Anacletus helped
largely to solve the difficulty. Nevertheless, to eflace
the last vestiges of the schism, to condemn various
errors and reform abuses among clergy and ple,
Innocent, in the month of April, 1139, convoked, at
the Lateran, the tenth cecumenical council. Nearly
a thousand prelates, from most of the Christian na-
tions, assisted. The pope opened the council with a
discourse, and de) from cheir offices those who
had been ordained and instituted by the antipope and
by his chief partisans, Agidius of Tusculum and Ger-
ard of Angouléme. As Roger, King of Sicily, a parti-
san of Anacletus who had been reconciled with Inno-
cent, persisted in maintaining in Southern Italy his
schismatical attitude, he was excommunicated. The
council likewise condemned the errors of the Petro-
brusians and the Henricians, the followers of two
active and dangerous heretics, Peter of Bruys and
Arnold of Brescia. The council promulgated against
these heretics its twenty-third canon, a repetition of
the third canon of the Council of Toulouse (1119)
against the Manich®ans. Finally, the council drew
up measures for the amendment of ecclesiastical
morals and discipline that had grown lax during the
schism. Twenty-eight canons pertinent to these
matters reproduced in great part the decrees of the
Council of Reims, in 1131, and the Council of Cler-
mont, in 1130, whose enactments, frequently cited
gince then under the name of the Lateran Council, ac-
quired thereby increase of authority. Canon iv: In-
junction to bishops and ecclesiasties not to scandalize
anyone by the colours, the shape, or extravagance of
their garments, but to clothe themselves in a modest
and well-regulated manner. Canons vi, vii, xxi: Con-
demnation and repression of marriage and concubin-
age among priests, deacons, subdeacons, monks, and
nuns. Canon x: Excommunication of laymen who
fail to pay the tithes due the bishops, or who do not
surrender to the latter the churches of which they re-
tain possession, whether received from bishops, or
obtained from princes or other persons. Canon xii
fixes the periods and the duration of the Truce of God.
Canon xiv: Prohibition, under li:;ain of deprivation of
Christian burial, of jousts and tournaments which
jeopardize life. Canon xx: Kings and princes are to
i justice in consultation with the bishops.
Canon xxv: No one must accept a benefice at the
hands of a layman. Canon xxvii: Nuns are prohibited
from singing the Divine Office in the same choir with
monks or canons. Canon xxviii: No church must be
left vacant more than three years from the death of
the bishop; anathema is pronounced against those
(secular) canons who exclude from episcopal election
“ persons of piety’’—i. e. regular canons or monks.
LaTeran CounciL (1179).—The reign of
Alexander III was one of the most laborious pontifi-
cates of the Middle Ages. Then, asin 1139, the object
was to re% the evils caused by the sehism of an anti-
—,
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pope. Shortly after returning to Rome (12
1178) and receiving from its inhabitants their oath
fidelity and certain indispensable guarantees, Alex-
ander had the satisfaction of receiving the submission
of the antipope Callistus III (John de Struma). The
latter, besieged at Viterbo by Christian of Mai
eventually {)ielded and, at Tusculum, made his sub-
mission to Pope Alexander (29 August, 1178), whe
received him with kindness and appointed him Gover-
nor of Beneventum. Some of his obstinate partisans
sought to substitute a new antiFo , and chose one
Lando Sitino, under the name of Innocent III. For
lack of support he soon gave UE the struggle and was
relegated to the monastery of La Cava. In Septem-
ber, 1178, the pope in agreement with an article of the
Peace of Venice, convoked an cecumenical council at
the Lateran for Lent of the following year and, with
that object, sent legates to different countries. i
was the eleventh of the cecumenical councils. It met
in March, 1179. The pope presided, seated upon an
elevated throne, surrounded by the cardinals, and by
the prefects, senators, and consuls of Rome. The
gatherinﬁ numbered three hundred and two bishops,
among them severai Latin prelates of Eastern sees.
There were in all nearly one thousand members.
Nectarius, abbot of the Cabules, represented the
Greeks. The East was represented by Archbishops
William of Tyre and Heraclius of Csesarea, Prior
Peter of the Holy Sepulchre, and the Bishop of Bethle-
hem. Spain sent nineteen bishops; Ireland, six;
Scotland, only one; England, seven; France, fifty-
nine; Germany, seventeen; Denmark and Huniary
one each. The bishops of Ireland had at their head
St. Laurence, Archbishop of Dublin. The pope con-
secrated, in the presence of the council, two English
bishops, and two Scottish, one of whom had come to
Rome with only one horse, the other on foot. There
was also present an Icelandic bishop who had no other
revenue than the milk of three cows, and when one of
these went dry his diocese furnished him with another.
Besides exterminating the remains of the schism,
the council undertook the condemnation of the Wal-
densian heresy and the restoration of ecclesiastical
discipline, which had been much relaxed. Three
sessions were held, on 5, 14, and 19 March, in which
twenty-seven canons were promulgated, the most
important of which may be summarized as follows:
Canon i: To prevent schismg in future, only the car-
dinals should have the right to elect the pope, and
two-thirds of their votes should be required for the
validity of such election. If any candidate, after se-
curing only one-third of the votes, should arrogate to
himself the papal dignity, both he and his partisans
should be excluded from the ecclesiastical order and
excommunicated. Canon ii: Annulment of the or-
dinations performed by the heresiarchs Octavian and
Guy of Crema, as well as those by John de Struma.
Those who have received ecclesiastical dignities or
benefices from these persons are deprived of the same;
those who have freely sworn to adhere to the schism
are declared suspended. Canoniii: It isforbidden to
promote anyone to the episcopate before the age of
thirty. Deaneries, archdeaconries, parochial char;
and other benefices involving the care of souls s|
not be conferred upon anyone less than twenty-five
ﬁ:nrs of age. Canon iv regulates the retinue of mem-
rs of the higher clergy, whose canonical visits were
frequently ruinous to the rural priests. Thencefor-
ward the train of an archbishop is not to include more
than forty or fifty horses; that of a bishop, not more
than twenty or thirty; that of an archdeacon, five or
seven at the most; the dean is to have two. Canomn
v forbids the ordination of clerics not provided with
an ecclesiastical title, i. e. means of proper support.
If a bishop ordains a priest or a deacon without assign-
ing him a certain title on which he can subsist, the
bishop shall provide such cleric with means of liveli
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hood until he can assure him an ecclesiastical revenue,
that is, if the cleric cannot subsist on his patrimony
alone. Canon vi regulates the formalities of ecclesi-
astical sentences. Canon vii forbids the exaction of a
sum of money for the burial of the Head, the marriage
benediction, and, in general, for the administration of
thesacraments. Canon viii: The patronsof benefices
shall nominate to such benefices within six months
after the occurrence of a vacancy. Canon ix recalls
the military orders of the Templars and the Iospital-
lers to the observation of canonical regulations, from
which the churches dependent on them are in no wise
exempt. Canon xi forbids clerics to receive women in
their houses, or to frequent, without necessity, the
monasteries of nuns. non xiv forbids laymen to
transfer to other laymen the tithes which they possess,
under pain of being debarred from the communion of
the faithful and deprived of Christian burial. Canon
xviii ll):'ovides for the establishment in every cathedral
church of a schocl for poor clerics. Canon xix: Ex-
communication aimed at those who levy contributions
on churches and churchmen without the consent of the
bishop and clergy. Canon xx forbids tournaments.
Canon xxi relates to the “Truce of God”. Canon
xxiii relates to the organization of asylums for lepers.
Canon xxiv consists of a prohibition against fur-
nishing the Saracens with material for the construc-
tion of their galleys. Canon xxvii enjoins on princes
the repression of heresy.

FourTtH LaoTERAN CoUNCIL (1215).—From the com-
mencement of his reign Innocent III had purposed to
assemble an cecumenical council, but only towards the
end of his pontificate could he realize this project, by
the Bull of 19 April, 1213. The assembly was to take
place in November, 1215. The council did in fact
meet on 11 November, and its sessions were prolonﬁ
until the end of the month. The long interval
tween the convocation and the opening of the council,
as well as the prestige of the reigning pontiff, were re-
sponsible for the very large number of bishops who
attended it; it is commonly cited in canon law as ‘‘ the
General Council of Lateran”, without further qualifi-
cation, or, again, as ‘‘the Great Council”’. Innocent
III found himself on this occasion surrounded by
seventy-one patriarchs and metropolitans, including
the Patriarchs of Constantinople and of Jerusalem
four hundred and twelve bishops, and nine hundred
abbots and priors. The Patriarchs of Antioch and
Alexandria were represented by delegates. Envoys
appeared from Emperor Frederick II, from Henry,
Latin Emperor of Constantinople, from the Kings of
France, ls;gland, Aragon, unga? Cyprus, and
Jerusalem, and from other princes. he pope himself
orened the council with an allocution the lofty views
of which surpassed the orator’s power of expression.
He had desired, said the pope, to celebrate this Pasch
before he died. He declared himself ready to drink
the chalice of the Passion for the defence of the Catho-
lic Faith, for the succour of the Holy Land, and to
establish the liberty of the Church. After this dis-
course, followed by moral exhortation, the pope pre-
sented to the council seventy decrees or canons, al-
ready formulated, on the most important points of
dogmatic and moral theology. Dogmas were defined,
points of discipline were decided, measures were
drawn up against heretics, and, finally, the conditions
of the next crusade were regulated.

The fathers of the council did little more than ap-
pruve ihe seventy decrees presented to them; this
approbation, nevertheless, sufficed to impart to the
acts thus formulated and promulgated the value of
cecumenical decrees. Most of them are somewhat
lengthy and are divided into chapters. The follow-
ing are the most important: Canon i: Exposition of
the Catholic Faith and of the dogma of Transub-
stantiation, Canonii: Condemnation of the doctrines
of Joachim of Flora and of Amaury. Canoniii: Pro-
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cedure and penalties against heretics and their pro-
tectors. Canon iv: Exhortation to the Greeks to
reunite with the Roman Church and accept its max-
ims, to the end that, according to the Gospel, there
mayl"be only one fold and only one shepherd. Canon
v: Proclama.ion of the papal primacy recognized by
all antiquity. After the #)ope, primacy is attributed
to the patnarchs in the following order: Constanti.
nople, Alexandria, Antioch, Jerusalem. (It is enough
to remind the reader how long an opposition preceded
at Rome this recognition of Constantinople as second
in rank among the patriarchal sees.) Canon vi: Pro-
vincial councils must be held annually for the reform
of morals, especially those of the clergy. Canon viii:
Procedure in regard to accusations against ecclesias-
tics. Until the French Revolution, this canon was
of considerable importance in criminal law, not only
ecclesiastical but even civil. Canon ix: Celebration
of public worship in places where the inhabitants be-
long to nations following different rites. Canon xi
renews the ordinance of the council of 1179 on free
schools for clerics in connexion with every cathedral.
Canon xii: Abbotsand priors are to hold their general
chapter every three years, Canon xiii forbids the
establishment of new religious orders, lest too great
diversity bring confusion into the Church. Canons
xiv—xvil: Against the irregularities of the clergy—
incontinence, drunkennness, the chase, attendance
at farces and histrionic exhibitions. Canon xviii:
Priests, deacons, and subdeacons are forbidden to per-
form surgical operations. Canon xix forbids the
blessing of water and hot iron for judicial tests or
ordeals. Canon xxi, the famous ‘“Omnis utriusque
sexus”’, which commands every Christian who has
reached the years of discretion to confess all his, or
her, sins at least once a year to his, or her, own (i. e.
parish) priest. This canon did no more than confirm
earlier legislation and custom, and has been often,
but wrongly, quoted as commanding for the first time
the use of sacramental confession. Canon xxii: Be-
fore prescribing for the sick, physicians shall be bound,
under pain of exclusion from the Church, to exhort
their patients to call in a priest, and thus provide for
their spiritual welfare. Canons xxiii-xxx regulate
ecclesiastical elections and the collation of benefices.
Canons xxvi, xliv, and xlviii: Ecclesiastical procedure.
Canons l-lii: On marriage, impediments of relation-
ship, publication of banns. Canons Ixxviii, Ixxix:
Jews and Mohammedans shall wear a special dress
to enable them to be distinguished from Christians.
Christian princes must take measures to prevent
blasphemies against Jesus Christ. The council, more-
over, made rules for the projected crusade, imposed a
four years’ peace on all Christian peoples and princes,
published indulgences, and enjoined the bishops to
reconcile all enemies. The council confirmed the ele-
vation of Frederick II to the German throne and took
other important measures. Its decrees were widely
published in many provincial councils.

F1rTH LATERAN CoUNCIL (1512-17).—When elected
pope, Julius II promised under oath that he would
soon convoke a general council. Time passed, how-
ever, and this promise was not fulfilled. Conse-

uently, certain dissatisfied cardinals, urged, also, by
“mperor Maximilian and Louis XII, convoked a coun-
cil at Pisa and fixed 1 September, 1511, for its open-
ing. This event was delayed until 1 October. Four
cardinals then met at Pisa provided with proxies from
three absent cardinals. Several bishops and abbots
were also there, as well as ambassadors from the King
of France. Scven or eight sessions were held, in the
last of which Pope Julius IT was suspende?, where-
upon the prelates withdrew to Lyons. The pope
hastened to oppose to this concilicbulum a more
numerously attended council, which he convoked, by
the Bull of 18 July, 1511, to assemble 19 April, 1512,
in the church of St. John Latcran. The Bull was at



LATIN

once a canonical and a polemical document. In it the
pope refuted in detail the reasons alleged by the car-
dinals for their Pisa conciliabulum. He declared that
his conduct before his elevation to the pontificate was
a plaedge of his sincere desire for the celebration of the
council; that since his elevation he had always sought
opportunities for assembling it; that for this reason
he had sought to re-establish peace among Christian
princes; that tne wars which had arisen against his
will had no other object than the re-establishment of
pontifical authority n the States of the Church., He
then reproached the rebel cardinals with the irregular-
ity of their conduct and the unseemliness of convoking
the Universal Church independently of its head. He
inted out to them that the three months accorded
y them for the assembly of all bishops at Pisa was
too short, and that said city presented none of the
advantages requisite for an assembly of such impor-
tance. Finally, he declared that no one should attach
any significance to the act of the cardinals. The Bull
was signed by twenty-one cardinals. The French
victory of Ravenna %el April, 1512) hindered the
opening of the council before 3 May, on which day the
fathers met in the Lateran Basilica. There were
present fifteen cardinals, the Latin Patriarchs of
Alexandria and Antioch, ten archbishops, fifty-six
hishops, some abbots and generals of religious orders
the ambassadors of King Ferdinand, and those of
Venice and of Florence. Convoked by Julius II, the
assembly survived him, was continued by Leo X, and
held its twelfth, and last, session on 16 March, 1517.
In the third session Matthew Lang, who had repre-
sented Maximilian at the Council of 'f‘ours, read an act
by which that emperor repudiated all that had been
done at Tours and at Pisa. In the fourth session the
advocate of the council demanded the revocation of
the Pragmatic Sanction of Bou;ﬁf\s. In the eighth
(17 December, 1513), an act of King Louis XII was
read, disavowing the Council of Pisa and adhering to
the Lateran Council. In the next session (5 March
1514) the French bishops made their submission, and
Leo X granted them absolution from the censures pro-
nounced against them by Julius II. In the tenth
session (4] tK' 1515) the pope published four decrees;
the first of these sanctions the institution of montes
pietatis, or pawn shops, under strict ecclesiastical super-
vision, for the purpose of aiding the necessitous poor
on the most favourable terms; the second relates to
ecclesiastical liberty and the episcopal dignity, and
condemns certain abusive exemptions; the third for-
bids, under pain of excommunication, the printing of
books without the permission of the ordinary of the
diocese; the fourth orders a peremptory citation
against the French in regard to the Pragmatic Sanc-
tion. The latter was solemnly revoked and condemned,
and the concordat with Francis I approved, in the
eleventh session (19 December, 1516). Finally, the
council l_E‘!romulgatcd a decree prescribiniwar against
the Turks and ordered the levying of tithes of all the
benefices in Christendom for t. years.

OraER LaTERAN CounciLs.—Other councils were
held at the Lateran, among the best known being
those in 649 against the Monothelite heresy, in 523,
861, 900, 1102, 1105, 1110, 1111, 1112, and 1116. In
1725, Benedict XTII called to the Lateran the bishops
directly dependent on Rome as their metropolitan
see, i. c. archbishops without suffragans, bishops im-
mesiately subject to the Holy See, and abbots exer-
cising (iuast-episeopal jurisdiction. Seven sessions
were held between 15 April and 29 May, and divers
regulations were promulgated concerning the duties
of bishops and other pastors, concerning residence,
ordinations, and the periods for the holding of synods.
The chief objects were the suppression of Jansenism
and the solemn confirmation of the Bull “Unigen-
itus”, which was declared a rule of faith demanding
the fullest obedience.
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H. LECLERCQ.

Latin, EccLesiasticaL.—In the present instance
these words are taken to mean the Latin we find in the
official text-books of the Church (the Bible and the
Liturgy), as well as in the works of those Christian
writers of the West who have undertaken to expound
or defend Christian beliefs.

Characteristics.—Ecclesiastical differs from classical
Latin especially by the introduction of new idioms and
new words. (Insyntax and literary method, Christian
writers are not different from other contemporary
writers.) These characteristic differences are due to
the origin and purpose of ecclesiastical Latin. Origi-
nally the Roman %ople spoke the old tongue of Latium,
known as prisca latinitas. In the third century B.c.
Ennius and a few other writers trained in the school
of the Greeks undertook to enrich the language with
Greek embellishments. This attempt was encour-
aged by the cultured classes in Rome, and it was to
these ¢! that henceforth the poets, orators, his-
torians, and literary coteries of Rome addressed them-
selves. Under the combined influence of this political
and intellectual aristocracy was developed that classi-
cal Latin which has been preserved for us in greatest
purity in the works of Cssar and of Cicero. The
mass of the Roman populace in their native rugged-
ness remained aloof from this hellenizing influence,
and continued to speak the old tongue. Thus it came
to pass that after the third century B. c. there existed
side by side in Rome two languages, or rather two
idioms: that of the literary circles or hellenists (sermo
urbanus) and that of the illiterate (sermo vulgaris);
and the more higlexly the former developed the greater
grew the chasm between them. But in spite of all the
efforts of the purists, the exigencies of daily life brought
the writers of the cultured mode into continual touch
with the uneducated populace, and constrained them
to understand its speech and make it understand them
in turn; so that they were obliged in conversation to
employ words and expressions forming part of the

gar tongue. Hence arose a third idiom, the sermo
cotidianus, a medley of the two others, varying in the
mixture of its ingredients with the various periods of
time and the intelligence of those who used it.

Origins.—Classical Latin did not long remain at the
high level to which Cicero had raised it. The ari
racy, who alone spoke it, were decimated by proscrip-
tion and civil war, and the families who rose in turn to
social position were mainly of plebeian or foreign ex-
traction, and in any case unaccustomed to the delicacy
of the literary language. Thus the decadence of clas-
sical Latin began with the age of Augustus, and went
on more rapidly as that age receded. As it forgot the
classical distinction between the language of prose and
that of poetry, literary Latin, spoken or written, began
to borrow more and more freely from the popular

h. Now it wasat this very time that the Church
found herself called on to construct a Latin of her own;
and this in itself was one reason why her Latin should
differ from the classical. There were two other rea-
sons however: first of all the Gerel had to be spread
by preaching, that is, by the spoken word; moreover
the heralds of the g tidings had to construct an
idiom that would appeal, not alone to the li
classes, but to the whole people. Seeing that they
sought to win the masses to the Faith, they had to
come down to their level and employ a speech tha*
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was familiar to their listeners. 8t. Augustine says
this very frankly to his hearers: “I often employ”,
he says, “words that are not Latin, and I do so that
you may understand me. Better that I should incur
the blame of the grammarians than not be understood
by the people” (In Psal. cxxxviii, 20). Strange though
it may seem, it was not at Rome that the building up
of ecclesiastical Latin began. Until the middle of the
third century the Christian community at Rome was
in the main a Greek-speaking one. The Liturgy was
celebrated in Greek, and the apologists and theologians
wrote in Greek until the time of St. Hippolytus, who
died in 235. It was much the same in (gnul at ﬁyom
and at Vienne, at all events until after the dnys of St.
Irenzus. In Africa, Greek was the chosen language
of the clerics, to begin with, but Latin was the mare
familiar speech for the majority of the faithful, and it
must have soon taken the lead in the Church, since
Tertullian, who wrote some of his earlier works in
Greek, ended by employing Latin only. And in this
use he had been preceded by Pope Victor, who was
also an African, and who, as St. Jerome assures us, was
the earliest Christian writer in the Latin language.
But even before these writers various local Churches
must have seen the necessity of rendering into Latin
the texts of the Old and New Testaments, the reading
of which formed a main portion of the Liturgy. This
necessity arose as soon as the Latin-speaking faithful
became numerous, and in all likelihood it was felt first
in Africa. For a time improvised oral translations
sufficed, but soon written translations were required.
Such translations multiplied. “It is possible to enu-
merate”, says St. Augustine, “those who have trans-
lated the Scriptures from Hebrew into Greek, but not
those who have translated them into Latin. In sooth,
in the early days of faith whoso possessed a Greek
manuscript and theught he had some knowledge of
both tongues was daring enough to undertake a trans-
lation” (De doct. christ., II, xi). From our present
point of view the multiplicity of these translations,
which were destined to have so great an influence on
the formation of ecclesiastical Latin, helps to explain
the many colloquialisms whiah it assimilated, and
which are found even in the most famous of these
texts, that of which St. Augustine said: “ Among all
translations the Itala is to be preferred, for its lan-
guage ismost accurate, and itsexpression the clearest,”
(De doct. christ., II, xv). While it is true that many
renderings of this passage have been given, the gener-
ally accepted one, and the one we content ourselves
with mentioning here, is that the Itala is the most
fmportant of the Biblical recensions from Italian
sources, dating from the fourth century, used by St.
Ambrose and the Italian authors of that day, which
bave been partiallgepreserved to us in many manu-
scripts and are to be met with even in St. Augustine
i With some slight modifications its version
of the deuterocanonical works of the Old Testament
was incorporated into St. Jerome's “ Vulgate ”.
Elements from African Sources.—But even in this
ress)ect Africa had been beforehand with Italy. As
early as A. p. 180 mention is made in the Acts of the
Sulﬁ'tan martyrs of a translation of the Gospels and of
the Epistles of St. Paul. “In Tertullian’s time”, sa
Harnack, “ there existed translations, if not of all the
books of the Bible, at least of the greater number of
them.” Itisa fact, however, that none of them
sessed any predominating authority, though a few
were beginning to claim a certain respect. And thus
we find Tertugllm.n' and St. Cyprian using those b
preference, as appears from the concordance of their
quotations. The interesting point in these transla-
tions made by many hands is that they form one of the
principal elements of Church Latin; they make up, so
to say, the popular contribution. This is to be seen in
their disregard for complicated inflexions, in their
analytical tendencies, and in the alterations due to
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analo%y. Paﬁn littérateurs, as Arnobius tells us (Adv.
nat., I, xlv-lix), complained that these texts were
edited 1n a trivial and mean speech, in a vitiated and
uncouth language.

But to the popular contribution the more cultivated
Christians added their share in forming the Latin ot
the Church. If the ordinary Christian could translate
the “ Acts of St. Perpetua”, the “ Pastor” of Hermas,
the “Didache”, and the “First Epistle” of Clement
it took a scholar to put into Latin the “ Acta Pauli”
and St. Irensus'’s treatise “ Adversus hereticos”’, as
well as other works which seem to have been trans-
lated in the second and third century. Itisnot known
to what country these translators belonged, but, in the
case of original works, Africa leads the way with Ter-
tullian, who has been rightly styled the creator of the
language of the Church. Born at Carthage, he studied,
and perhaps taught, rhetoric there: he studied law
and acquired a vast erudition; he was converted to
Christianity, raised to the priesthood, and brought to
the service of the Faith an ardent zeal and a forceful
eloquence to which the number and character of his
works bear witness. He touched on every subject,
apologetics, polemics, dogma, discipline, exegesis. He
had to express a host of ideas which the simple faith of
the communities of the west had not yet grasped.
With his fiery temperament, his doctrinal rigidness
and his disdain for literary canons, he never hesitated
to use the pointed word, the everyday phrase. Hence
the marvellous exactness of his style, 1ts restless vigour
and high relief, the loud tones as of words thrown im-
petuously together: hence, above all, a wealth of
expressions and words, many of which came then for
the first time into ecclesiastical Latin and have re-
mained there ever since. Some of these are Greek
words in Latin dress—baptisma, charisma, extasis, 1dolo-
latria, prophetia, martyr, etc.—some are given a Latin
termination—demonium, allegorizare, Paracletus, ete.
—some are law terms or old Latin words used in a
new sense—ablutio, gratia, sacramentum, seculum, per-
secutor, peccator. The greater part are entirely new,
but are derived from Latin sources and regularly in-
flected according to the ordinary rules affecting anal-
ogous words—annunciatio, concupiscentia, christianis-
mus, coxternus, compatibilis, trinitas, vivificare, ete.
Many of these new words (more than 850 of them)
have died out, but a very large portion are still to be
found in ecclesiastical use; they are mainly those that
met the need of expressing strictly Christian ideas.
Nor is it certain that all of these owe their origin to
Tertullian, but before his time they are not to be met
with in the texts that have come down to us, and very
often it is he who has naturalized them in Christian
terminology. . .

The part St. Cyprian played in this building of the
language was less important. The famous Bishop of
Carthage never lost that respect for classical tradition
which he inherited from his education and his previous
profession of rhetor; he preserved that concern for
style which led him to the practice of the literary
methods 80 dear to the rhetors of his day. His lan-
guage shows this even when he is dealing with Chris-
tian topics. Apart from his rather cautious imitation
of Tertullian’s vocabulary, we find in his writings not
more than sixty new worcis, a few Hellenisms—apos-
tata, gazophylacium—a few popular words or phrases—

ia, mammona—or a few words formed by added
inflections—apostatare, clarificatio. InSt.Augustine’s
case it was his sermons preached to the petéple that
mainly contributed to ecclesiastical Latin, and present
it to us at its best; for, in spite of his assertion that he
cares nothing for the sneers of the ians, his
youthful studies retained too strong a hold on him to
permit of his departing from classical speech more
than was strictly necessary. He was the first to find
fault with the use of certain words common at the
time, such as dolus for dolor, effloriet for florebit, ossum
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for 0os. The language he uses includes, besides a large
g‘art of classical Latin and the ecclesiastical Latin of

‘ertullian and St. Cyprian, borrowings from the popu-
lar speech of his day—incantare, falsidicus, tantillus,
cordatus—and some new words or words in new
meanings—spiritualis, adorator, beatificus, edificare,
meaning to edify, inflatio, meaning pride, realus, mean-
ing guilt, etc. It is, we think, useless to pursue this
inquiry into the realm of Christian inscriptions and the
works of Victor of Vito, the last of these Latin writers,
as we should only find a Latin peculiar to certain indi-
viduals rather than that adopted by any Christian
communities. Nor shall we delay over Africanisms,
i. e. characteristics peculiar to African writers. The
very existence of these characteristics, formerly so
strongly held by many philologists, is nowadays gener-
ally questioned. In the works of several of these
African writers we find a pronounced love for em-
phasis, alliteration, and rhythm, but these are matters
affecting style rather than vocabulary. The most
that can be said is that the African writers take more
account of Latin as it was spoken (sermo cotidianus),
but this speech was no peculiarity of Africa.

St. Jerome's Contribution.— After the African writers
no author had such influence on the upbuilding of
ecclesiastical Latin as St. Jerome had. His contribu-
tion came mainly along the lines of literary Latin.
From his master, Donatus, he had received a gram-
matical instruction that made him the most literary
and learned of the Fathers, and he always retained a
love for correct diction, and an attraction towards
Cicero. He prized good writing so highly that he
grew an, whenever he was accused of a solecism;
one-halfgx?’the words he uses are taken from Cicero,
and it has been computed that besides employing, as
occasion required, the words introduced by earlier
writers, he himself is responsible for three hundred and
fifty new words in the vocabulary of ecclesiastical
Latin; yet of this number there are hardly nine or ten
that may fitly be considered as barbarisms on the score
of not conforming to the general laws of Latin deriva-
tives. “The remainder”, says Geelzer, * were created
by employing ordinary suffixes and were in harmon
with the genius of the language.” They are bot
accurately formed and useful words, expressing for the
most part abstract qualities necessitated by the Chris-
tian religion and which hitherto had not existed in the
Latin tongue, e. g., clericatus, tmpenitentia, deitas,
dualitas, glorificatio, corruptriz. At times, also, to sup-
ply new needs, he gives new meanings to old words—
conditor, creator, redemptor, saviour of the world, pre-
destinatio, communio, etc. Besides this enriching of
the lexicon, St. Jerome rendered no less service to eccle-
siastical Latin by his edition of the Vulgate. Whether
he made his translation from the original text or
adapted previous translations after correcting them,
he diminished, by that much, the authority of the
many popular versions which could not fail to be

rejudicial to the correctness of the language of the
&mrch. By this very same act he popularized a num-
ber of Hebraisms and modes of 8 —vir desiderio-
.rum, filii iniquitatis, hortus voluptatis, inferioris a
Daniele, inferior to Daniel—which completed the
shaping of the peculiar physiognomy of church Latin.

After St. Jerome's time ecclesiastical Latin may be
said to be fully formed on the whole. If we trace the
various steps of the process of producing it we find

1) that th= ecclesiastical rites and institutions were
of all known by Greek names, and that the early
Christian writers in the Latin language took those
words consecrated by usage and embodied them in
their works either in toto (e. g., angelus, apostolus, eccle-
sia, evangelium, clerus, episcopus, martyr{gr else trans-
lated them (e. g.,verbum, persona, testamentum, gentilis).
It sometimes even happened that words bodily incor-
porated were afterwardsreplaced by translations (e. g.,
chrisma by donum, hypostasis by substantia or persona,
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exomologesis by confessio, synodus by concilium). (2)
Latin words were created by derivations from existing
Latin or Greek words by the addition of suffixes or
prefixes, or by the combination of two or more words to-
gether (e. g., evangelizare, Incarnatio, consubstantialis,
wdololatria). (3) At times words having a secular or
profane meaning are employed without any modifica-
tion in a new sense (e. g., fidelis, depositio, scriptura,
sacramentum, resurgere, etc.). With respect to its ele
ments, ecclesiastical Latin consists of spoken Latin
(sermo cotidianus) shot through with a quantity of
Greek words, a few primitive popular p , some
new and normal accretions to the language, and,
lastly, various new meanings arising mainly from
devclopment or analogy.

With the exception of some Hebraic or Hellenist
expressions popularized through Bible translations,
the grammatical peculiarities to be met with in eccle-
siastical Latin are not to be laid to the charge of
Christianity; they are the result of an evolution
through which the common language passed, and are
to be met with among non-Christian writers. In the
main the religious upheaval which was colouring all
the beliefs and customs of the Western world did not
unsettle the language as much as might have been
expected. Christian writers preserved the literary
Latin of their day as the basis of their language, and 1if
they added to it certain neologisms it must not be for-

otten that the classical writers, Cicero, Lucretius
Seneca, ete., had before this to lament the poverty of
Latin to express philosophical ideas, and had set the
example of coining words. Why should later writers
hesitate to say annunciatio, incarnatio, predestinatio
when Cicero had said monitio, debitio, prohibitio, an
Livy, coercitio? Words like deitas, nativitas, trinitas
are not more odd than awtumnitas, olivitas, coined by
Varro, and plebitas, which was used by the elder Cato.

Development in the Liturgy.—Hardly had it been
formed when church Latin had to undergo the shock
of the invasion of the barbarians and the fall of the
Empire of the West; it was a shock that gave the
death-blow to literary Latin as well as to the Latin of
everyday speech on which church Latin was waxing
strong. Both underwent a series of changes that com-
pletely transformed them. Literary Latin became
more and more debased; popular Latin evolved into
the various Romance languages in the South, while in
the North it gave way before the Germanic tongues.
Church Latin alone survived, thanks to the religion of
which it was the organ and with which its destinies
were linked. True, it lost a portion of its sway; in
popular preaching it gave way to the vernacular after
the seventh century; but it could still claim the Lit~
urgy and theology, and in these it served the purpose
of a living language. In the liturgy ecclesiastical
Latin shows its vitality by its fruitfulness. Africa is
once more in the lead with St. Cyprian. Besides the
singing of the Psalms and the readings in public from
the Bible, which made up the main portion of the
primitive liturgy and which we already know, it
shows itself in set prayers, in a love for rhythm, for
well-balanced endings that were to remain for cen-
turies during the Middle Ages the main characteristics
of liturgical Latin. As the process of development
went on, this love of harmony held sway over all
prayers; they followed the rules of metre and prosody
to begin with, but rhythmical cursus gained the
ugper-hand from the fourth to the seventh, and from
the eleventh to the fifteenth, century.

As is well known, the cursus consists in a certain
arrangement of ‘words, accents, and sometimes whole
phrases, whereby a pleasing modulated effect is pro-
duced. The prayer of the “ Angelus” is the simplest
example of this; it contains all three kinds of cursus
that are to be met with in the prayers of the Missal and
the Breviary: (1) the cursus planus, ‘“nostris in-
funde”; (2) the cursustardus, ““ incarnationem cognovi-
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mus”; (3) the cursus veloz, “gloriam perducamur.”
So great was their influence over the language that the
cursus P&med from the prayers of the liturgy into
some of the sermons of St. Leo and a few others, into
papal Bulls from the twelfth to the fifteenth century,
and into many Latin letters written during the Middle
Ages. Besides the prayers, hymns make up the most
vital thing in the Liturgy. From St. Hilary of Poi-
tiers, to whom St. Jerome attributes the earliest, down
to Leo XIII, who composed many h , the number
of hymn writers is very great, and their output, as we
learn from recent research, is beyond computing.
Suffice it to say that these hymns originated in popu-
lar rh{thms founded on accent; as a rule they were
modelled on classical metres, but gradually metre gave
way to beat or number of syllables and accent. (See
Hymnopy aAND HyMNoLOGY.) Since the Renaissance,
rhythm has again given way to metre; and many old
hymns were even retouched, under Urban VIII, to
bring them into line with the rules of classical prosody.

Besides this liturgy which we may style official, and
which was made up of words of the Mass, of the
Breviary, or of the Ritual, we may recall the wealth of
literature dealing with a variety of historical detail,
such as the “ Pereginatio ad Loca sancta ” formerly at-
tributed to Silvia, many collections of rubrics, ordines,
sacramentaries, ordinaries, or other books of a reli-
gious bearing, of which so many have been edited of
late years in England either by private individuals or
by the Surtees’ Society and the Bradshaw Society.
But the most we can do is to mention this brilliant
liturgical efflorescence.

Develo in Theology.—Wider and more varied
is the field theology opens up for ecclesiastical Latin;
8o wide that we must restrict ourselves to pointing out
the creative resources which the Latin we speak of has
given proof of since the beginning of the study of
speculative theology, i. e., from the writings of the
earliest Fathers down to our own day. More than
elsewhere, it has here shown how capable it is of ex-
pressing the most delicate shades of theological
thought, or the keenest hair-splitting of decadent
Scholasticism. Need we mention what it has done in
this field? The expressions it has created, the meanings
it has conveyed are only too well known. Whereas the
major part of these expressions were legitimate, were
necessary and successful—transsubstantiatio, forma,
materia, individuum, accidens, appetitus—thcre are
only too many that show a wordy and empty formal-
ism, a deplorable indifference for the sobriety of ex-
pression and for the purity of the Latin tongue—aseitas,
Juturitio, beatificutivum, terminatio, actualitas, haccei-
tas, etc. It was by such words as these that the
language of theology exposed itself to the jibes of
Erasmus and Rabelais, and brought discredit on a
study that was deserving of more consideration. With
the Renaissance, men’s minds became more difficu’t to
satisfy, readers of cultured taste could not tolerate a
language so foreign to the genius of the classical Latin-
ity that bad been revived. It became necessary even
for renowned theologians, like Melchior Cano in the
preface to his “ Loci Theologici ”, to raise their voices
against the demands of their readers as well as against
the carelessness and obscurity of former theologians.
It may be laid down that about this time classic
correctness began to find a place in theological as well
as in liturgical Latin.

Present Position.—Henceforth correctness was to be
the characteristic of ecclesiastical Latin. To the ter-
minology consecrated for the expression of the faith
of the Catholic Church it now adds as  rule that gram-
matical accuracy which the Renaissance gave back to
us. Butin our own age, thanks to a variety of causes,
some of which arise from the evolution of educational
programmes, the Latin of the Church has lost in quan-
tity what it has gained in quality. Latin retains its
wiace in the Liturgy, and rigltly 80, the better to point
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out and watch over, in the very bosom of the Ch

that unity of belief in all places and throughout
times which is her birthright. But in the devotional
hymns that accompany the ritual the vernacular alone
is used, and these hymns are gradually replacing the
liturgical hymns. All the official documents of the
Church, Encyclicals, Bulls, Briefs, institutions of
bishops, replies from the Roman Congregations, acts
of provincial councils, are written in Latin. Within
recent years, however, solemn Apostolic letters ad-
dressed to one or other nation have been in their own
tongue, and various diplomatic documents have been
drawn up in French or in Italian. In the training of
the clergy, the necessity of discussing modern systems,
whether of exegesis or philosophy, has led almost
everywhere to the use of the national tongue. Man-
uals of dogmatic and moral theology are written in
Latin, in Italy, Spain, and France, but often, save in
the Roman universities, the oral explanation thereof is
given in the vernacular. In German- and English-
speaking countries most of the manuals are in their
own tongue, and nearly always the explanation is in
the same languages.
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ANTOINE DEGERT.

Latin Church.—The word Church (ecclesia) is used
in its first sense to express the whole congregation of
Catholic Christendom united in one Faith, obeying one
hierarchy in communion with itself. This is the sense
of Matt., xvi, 18; xviii, 17; Eph., v, 25,27, etc. Itis
in this sense that we speak of the Church without quali-
fication, say that Christ founded one Church, and so
on. But the word is also constantly applied to the
various individual elements of this union. As the
whole is the Church, the universal Church, so are its
parts the Churches of Corinth, Asia, France, ete. This
second use of the word also occurs in the New Testa-
ment (Acts, xv, 41; II Cor., xi, 28; Apoc,, i, 4, 11,
etc.). Any portion then that forms a subsidiary unity
in itself may be called a local Church. The smallest
such portion is a diocese—thus we speak of the Church
of Paris, of Milan, of Seville. Above this again we
group metropolitical provinces and national portions
together as unities, and speak of the Church of Africa,
of Gaul, of Spain. The expression Church of Rome,
it should be noted, though commonly applied by non-
Catholics to the whole Catholic body, can only be used
correctly in this secondary sense for the local diocese
(or possibly the province) of Rome, mother and mis-
tress of all Churches. A German Catholic is not,
strictly speaking, a member of the Church of Rome,
but of the Church of Cologne, or Munich-Freising, or
whatever it may be, in union with and under the
obedience of the Roman Church (although, no doubt,
by a further extension Roman Church may be used as
cquivalent to Latin Church for the patriarchate).

The word is also used very commonly for the still
greater portions that are united under their pa-
triarohs, that is for the patriarchates, It is in this




LATIN

sense that we speak of the Latin Church. The Latin
Church is simply that vast portion of the Catholic
body which obeys the Latin patriarch, which submits
to the pope, not only in papal, but also in patriarchal
matters. It is thus distinguished from the Eastern
Churches (whether Catholic or Schismatic), which re
regent the other four gatriarchaees (Constantinople,
Alexandria, Antioch, Jerusalem), and any fractions
broken away from them. The Latin patriarchate has
always been considerably the largest. Now, since the
great part of Eastern Christendom has fallen into
schism, since vast new lands have been colonized,
conquered or (partly) converted b{ Latins (America,
Australia, etc.), the Latin part of the Catholic Church
looms so enormous as compared with the others that
many people think that every one in communion with
the Fope is a Latin. This error is fostered by the
Anglican branch theory, which supposes the situation
t> be that the Eastern Church is no longer in com-
munion with Rome. Against this we must alwa
remember, and when necessary point out, that the
constitution of the Catholic Church is still essentially
what it was at the time of the Second Council of Nicsa
(787; see also canon xxi of Constantinople IV in 869
in the ‘/Corp. Jur. can.”, dist. xxii, ¢. vii). Namely,
there are still the five patriarchates, of which the Latin
Church is only one, although so great a part of the
Eastern ones have fallen away. The Uniate Churches,
small as they are, still represent the old Catholic Chris-
tendom of the East in union with the ?‘ope obeying
him as pope, though not as their patriarch. All Latins
are Catholics, but not all Catholics are Latins. The
old frontier pa: just east of Macedonia, Greece
(Illyricum was afterwards claimed by Constantinople),
an! Crete, and cut Africa west of t. All to the
west of this was the Latin Church.

We must now add to Western Europe all the new
lands occupied by Western Europeans, to make up the
present enormous Latin patriarchate. Throughout
this vast territory the pope reigns as patriarch, as well
as by his supreme position as visible head of the whole
Church. With the exception of very small remnants
of other uses (Milan, Toledo, and the Byzantines of
Southern Iml{ , his Roman Rite is used throughout,
according to the general principle that rite follows the
. patriarchate, that local bishops use the rite of their
patriarch. The medieval Western uses (Paris, Sarum,
and so on), of which people at one time made much
for controversial purposes, were in no sense really
independent rites, as are the remnants of the Gallican
use at Milan and Toledo. They were only the Roman
Rite with very slight local modifications. From this
conception we see that the practical disappearance of
the Gallican Rite, however much the archzologist may
regret it, is justiﬁed by the ‘}eneral principle that rite
should follow patriarchate. Uniformity of rite through-
out Christendom has never been an ideal among
Catholics; but uniformity in each patriarchate is. We
see also that the suggestion, occasionally made b
advanced Anglicans, of a Uniate Anglican Chure
with its own rite am‘f't.o some extent its own laws (for
instance with a married clergy) is utterly o to
antiquity and to consistent canon law. land is
most certainly part of the Latin patriarchate.  When

licans retyrn to the old Faith they find themselves
subject to the pope, not only as head of the Church,
but also as patriarch. As part of the Latin Church
England must submit to Latin canon law and the
Roman Rite just as much as France or Germany. The
comparison with Eastern Uniates rests on a miscon-
ception of the whole situation. It follows also that
the expression Latin (or even Roman) Catholic is quite
justifiable, inasmuch as we express by it that we are
not only Catholics but also members of the Latin or
Roman patriarchate. A Uniate on the other hand is
a Byzantine, or Armenian, or Maronite Catholic. But
a person who is in schism with the Holy See is not,
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of course, admitted by Catholics to be any kind of
Catholic at all.
ADRIAN FoORTESCUE.

Latin Language, Use oF, IN THE LiTurcY. See
LrTuray.

%thlx‘a Literature, Cmmm.—ﬁfa.mgr gnmn%.
—The Latin e was not at first the literary an
official organmﬁstian Church in the West. The
Gospel was announced by preachers whose language
was Greek, and these continued to use Greek, if not in
their discourses, at least in their most important acts.
Irensmus, at Lyons, preached in Latin, or perhaps in
the Celtic vernacular, but he refuted heresies in Greek.
The Letter of the Church of Lyons conoerning its
martyrs is written in Greek; so at Rome, a cent
earlier, is that of Clement to the Corinthians. In bot!
cases the language of those to whom the letters were
addressed may have been designedly chosen; never-
theless, a document that may be called a domestio
roduct of the Roman Church—the ‘Shepherd” of
ermas, was written in Greek. At Rome in
middle of the second century, Justin, a Palestinian
hilosopher, opened his school, and suffered martyr-
om; Tatian wrote his ‘Apologia’ in Greek; at
Rome in the third century 'gpo ytus compileé his
numerous works in Greek. And Greek is not only the
language of books, but also of the Roman Christian in-
scriptions, the greater number of which, down to the
third century, are written in Greek. The most ar-
cient Latin document emanating from the Roman
Church is the correspondence of its clergy with Car-
thage during the vacancy of the Apostolic See follow-
ing on the death of Pope Fabian (20 January, 250).
One of the letters is the work of Novatian, the first
Christian writer to use the Latin language at Rome.
But eveli] at this epoch, Ghr:el; i}s] still the oﬁciﬁ.l lan-
guage: the original epitaphs of the popesare still com-
inGreek. We have those of Anterus, of Fabian,
of Lucius, of Gaius, and the series bri us down to
206. That of Cornelius, which is in Latin, seems to be
later than the third century. In Africa Latin was
always the literary language of Christianity, alt.hough
Punic was still used for preaching in the time of St.
Augustine, and some even preached in the Berber lan-
e. These latter, however, had no literature;
cultivated persons, as well as the cosmopolitan popu-
lation of the seaports used Greek. The oldest i
tian document of Africa, the Acts of the Scillitan
Martyrs, was translated into Greek, as were some of
the works of Tertullian, perhaps by the author himself,
and certainly with the object of securing for them a
wider diffusion. The Acts of Sts. Perpetua and Feli-
citas, ori?nn.lly written in Latin, were translated into
Greek. In Spain all the known documents are writ-
ten in Latin, but they appear very late. The Acts of
St. Fructuosus, a martyr under Valerian, are attrib-
uted by some critics to the third century. The first
Latin éhnst ian document to which a quite certain
date can be assigned is a collection of the canons of the
Council of Elvira, about 300.

Side by side with literary works, the Church pro-
duced certain writings necessary to her life. In this
category must be placed the most ancient Christian
documents written in Latin, the translations of the
Bible made either in Africa or in Italy. inni
with the second century, Latin translations of techni-
cal works written in Greek became numerous—trea~
tises on medicine, botany, mathematics, etc. These
translations served a practical pu; , and were made
by professionals; consequently they had no literary
merit, and aimed at an almost servile exactitude re-
sulting in the retention of many peculiarities of the
original. Hellenisms, a very questionable feature in
the literary works of preceding centuries, were fre-
quent in these translations. The early Latin versions
of the Bible had the characteristics common to all
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texts of this group; Hellenisms abounded in them,
and even Semitisms filtered in through the Greck. In
the fourth century, when St. Jerome made his new
Latin version of the Scriptures, the partisans of the
older versions to justify their opposition praised
loudly the harsh fidelity of tiazsz inelezant translations
Augustine, ‘“‘Dedoct. christ.”’, II, xv,in P.L., XXXIV,
). These versions no doubt exercised a great influ-
ence upon the imagination and the style of Christian
writers, but it was an influence rather of inven-
tion and in?iration than of expression. The incor-
rectness and barbarisms of the Fathers have been
much exaggerated: profounder knowledge of the
Latin lanf\mge and its history has shown that they
used the language of their time, and that in this re-
8 there is no difference worth mentioning between
em and their pagan contemporaries. No doubt
some of them were men of defective education, writers
of incorrect prose and popular verse, but there have
been such in every age; the author of the * Bellum
Hispaniense’’, the historian Justinus, Vitruvius, are
profane authors who cared little for purity or elegance
of style. Tertullian, the Christian author most fre-
quently accused of barbarism, for his time, is by no
means incorrect. He sses strong creative power,
and his freedom is mostly in the matter of vocabulary;
he either invents new words or uses old ones in very
novel ways. His style is bold; his imagination and
his passion light it up with figures at times incoherent
and in bad taste; but his syntax contains, it may be
said, almost no innovations. He multiplies construc-
tions as yet rare and adds new constructions, but
he always respects the genius of the lan, His

et 8“"'%’3 .
work contains no Semitisms, and the Hellenisms-

which his critics have pointeé out in it are neither
frequent nor without warrant in the usage of his day.
This, of course, does not apply to his express or im-
plicit citations from the Bible. At the other extreme,
chronologically, of Latin Christian literary develop-
ment, a pope like Gelasius gives evidence of consider-
able classical culture; his language is novel chiefly in
its choice of words, but many of these neoterisms were
in his time no longer new, and had their origin in the
technical usage of the Church and the Roman law.

In the historical development of Christian Latin
literature three E‘:sriods may be distinguished: that of
the Apologists, lasting until the fourth century; that
of the Fathers of the Church (the fourth century); and
the Gallo-Roman period. The first period is charac-
terized by its dominant tone of apology, or defence of
the Christian religion. In fact, most of the earliest
Christian writers wrote apologies, e. g. Minucius Felix,
Tertullian, Arnobius, Lactantius. In face of pagan-
ism and the Roman State they plead the cause of
Christianity, and they do it each according to his
character, and each with his own line of arguments.
Minucius Felix represents, in a way, the transition
from the traditional philosophy of the cultured classes
to the popular preaching of Christianity and in this
approaches closely to some of the Greek apologists,
converts from philosophy to Christiarity. e. g. Justin,
secking at the same time to harmonize their inherited
mental culture with their faith. Even the dialogue
form they use is meant to retain the reader in that
?hilosophic world with which Plato and Cicero had
amiliarized him. Tertullian, perhaps identical with
the jurisconsult mentioned in the ‘‘ Digest” of Jus-
tinian, lifts out boldl{ arguments of a legal order and
examines the juridical bases of the persecution. Arno-
bius, rhetorician and philosopher, is first and foremost
a product of the school; he exhibits the resources of
amplification and displays the erudition of a scholiast.
Lactantius is a philosopher, only more profoundly
penetrated by Christianity than were the earlier apol-
ogists. He 1s also very particular about the main-
tenance of social order, good government, and the
State. His writings are well adapted to a society that
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has recently been shaken by a long period of anarchy
and is in process of reconstruction. In this way the
early Christian Latin literature presents all the varie-
ties of apology. There are here mentioned only those
aﬁologies which formally present themselvesassuch; to
them should be added some of St. Cyprian’s works—
the treatises on idols, and ‘‘ad Donatum”’, the letter
to Demetrianus, works which attack special weak-
nesses of polytheism, the vices of pagan society, or
discuss the calamities of Rome.

These writers do not confine their activity to con-
troversy with the pﬁ?hﬂ. The extent and variety of
the works of Tertullian and St. Cyprian are well
known. At Rome, Novatian touches, 1n his treatises,
on questions which more particularly interest the
faithful, their religious life or their beliefs. Victorinus
of Pettau, in the mountains of Styria, introduced Bib-
lical excgesis into Latin literature, and began that
serics of commentaries on the Apocalypse which so in-
fduenced the imagination, and ech so powerfully
among the artists and writers, of the Middle Ages.
The same visions were embodied in the verses of Com-
modianus, the first Christian t; but in a second
work he took his place among the apologists and com-
batted paganism. In their other works St. Cyprian
and Tertullian kept always in view the apo‘ogetic
interest; indced, this is the most noteworthy trait of
the early Christian Latin literature. We may call
attention here to another characteristic: many Latin
writers of this time, Minucius Felix, Tertullian, Cyp-
rian, Arnobius, perhaps Commodianus, were Africans,
for which peculiarity two causes ma{ be assigned.
On the one hand, Gaul and Italy had long employed
the Greek language, while Spain was backward, and
Christianity developed there but feebly at this period.
On the other hand, Africa had become a centre of
profane literature; Apuleius, the greatest profane
writer of the age, was an African; Carthage possessed
a celebrated school which is called in one inscription
by the same name, studium, which was afterwards a
plied to the medicval universities. There is no doubt
that the sccond was the more potent cause.

The second period of Christian literature covers
broadly speaking, the fourth ccnturg—i. e. from the
Edict of Milan (313) to the death of St. Jerome (420).
It was then that the great writers of the Church
flourished, those known pre-eminently as ‘‘the Fath-
ers”, both West and East. Though the term patris-
tic belongs to the whole period here under considera-
tion, as contrasted with the term scholastic applied to
the Middle Ages, it may nevertheless be restricted to
the period we are now describing. Literary produc-
tiveness was no longer the almost exclusive privilege
of one country; it was spread throughout all the
Roman West. Notwithstanding this diffusion, all the
Latin writers are closely related; there are no national
schools; the writers and their works are all caught up
in the general current of church history. There is
truly a Christian West, all parts of which possess
nearly the same importance, and are closely united, in
sgite of differences of climate and temperament. And
this West is beginning to stand off from the Greek
East, which tends to follow its own particular path.
The causes of Western cohesion were various, but
it was principally rooted in community of interests
and the similarity of questions arising immediately
after the peace of the Church. At the beginning of
the fourth century Christological problems agitated
the Church. The West came to the aid of the ortho-
dox communitics of the East, but knew little of Arian-
ism until the Teutonic invasions. When the conflict
concerning the use of the basilicas at Milan arose, the
Arians do not appear as the people of Milan; they are
Goths (Ambrose, Ep. xii, 12, in P. L., XVI, 997). In
the fourth century the great personages of the West
are champions of the faith of Niczea—Hilary of Poi-
tiers, Lucifer of Cagliari, Pheebadius of Agen, Am-
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brose, Augustine. Nevertheless, the West has errors
of its own: Novatianism, a legacy from the preceding
age; Donatism in Africa; Manichsism, which came
from the East, but developed chiefly in Africa and
Gaul; Priscillianism, akin to Manicheism, and the
firstfruits of Spanish mysticism. Manicheism has a
complex character, and, in truth, appears to be a dis-
tinct religion. All other errors of the West have a
bearing on discipline or morals, on practical life, and
do not arise from intellectual speculation. Even in
the Manichsan controversy, moral questions occupy
a large place. Moreover, the characteristic and most
important heresy of the Latin countries bears upon a
problem of Christian psychology and life—the recon-
ciliation of human liberty with the action of Divine

. This problem, raised by Pelagius, was solved
Ey Augustine. Another characteristic of this period
is the universality of the gifts and the activity dis-
played by its greatest writers; Ambrose, Jerome, and
Augustine are in turn moralists, historians, and ora-
tors; Ambrose and Augustine are poets; Augustine is
the universal genius, not only of his own time, but of
the Latin Church—one of the greatest men of an-
tiquity, to whom Harnack, without exaggeration,
has found none comparable in ancient history except
Plato. In him Christianity reached one of the high-
est of human thought.

is second period may be again subdivided into
three generations. First, the reign of Constantine
after the e of the Church (313-37), when Juvencus
com the Gospel History (Historia Evangelica) in
verse; from the preceding period he had inherited the
influence of Hosius of Cordova. Second, the time
between the death of Constantine and the accession of
Theodosius (337-79). In this Eeneration apologetic
assumes an aggressive tone with Firmicus Maternus,
and appeals to the secular arm against anism;
Christianity, by many held responsible for the gather-
ing misfortunes of the empire, is defended by Augus-
tine in * The City of God’’; Ambrose and Prudentius
protest against the retention of paganism in official
ceremonies; great bishops like Hilary of Poitiers, Zeno

of Verona, Optatus of Mileve, Lucifer of Cagliari, Eu-

sebius of Vercelli, take part in the controversies of the
day; Marius Victorinus combines the erudition of a
philologian with the subtlety of a theologian. The
third generation was that of St. Jerome, under Theo-
dosius and his son (380-420), a generation rich in
intellect—Ambrose, Prudentius, Sulpicius Severus,
Rufinus, Jerome, Paulinus of Nola, Augustine, the sec-
ondary poets Proba, Damasus, Cyprian; the Spanish
theologians Pacianus and Gregory of Elvira; Philas-
trius of Brescia and Phcebadius of Agen. The long-
lived A ine overlapped this period; at the same
time by the sheer force of genius he is both the last
great thinker of antiquity in the West and the first
great thinker of the Middle Ages.
Early Christian literature in the West may be re-
%nrded as ending with the accession of Theodoric
408). Thenceforth until the Carlovingian renascence
there arises in the various barbarian kingdoms a lit-
erature which has for its chief object the education of
the new-comers and the transmission of some of th
ancient culture into their new civilizgation. This
brings us to the last of our three periods, which may
conveniently be called the Gallo-Roman, and com-
prises about two generations, from 420 to 493. It is
dominated by one school, that of Lérins, but already
the splintering of the old social and political unity is at
and in the new barbarian nationalities rooted on pro-
vincial soil. In Augustine’s old age, and after his
death, a few disciples and partisans of his teachings
remain: Orosius, a Spaniard; Prosper of Aquitaine, a

Gallo-Roman; Marius Mercator, an African. Later,
Victor Vitensis tells the story of the Vandal persecu-
tion; in him Roman Africa, overrun by barbarians,

furnishes almost the only writer of the second half of
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the century. To the list of African authors must be
added the names of two bishops of Mauretania men-
tioned by Gennadius—Victor and Voconius. In Gaul
a pleiad of writers and theologians develops at Lérins
or within the radius of that monastery’s influence—
Cassian, Honoratus, Eucherius of Lyons, Vincent of
Lérins, Hilary of Arles, Valerian of Cemelium, Sal-
vianus, Faustus of Riez, Gennadius. Here we might
mention Arnobius the younger, and the author of the
‘‘ Preedestinatus’’. No literary movement in the
West, before Charlemagne, was so important or so
prolonged. Gaul was then truly the scene of manifold
intellectual activity; in addition to the writers of
Lérins, that country reckons one C{flygmgger. Sido-
nius Apollinaris, one philosopher, Claudian Mamertus,
several poets, Claudius Marius Victor, Prosper, Orien-
tius, Paulinus of Pella, Paulinus of Périgueux, perhaps
also Ccelius Sedulius. Against this array Italy can
offer only two preachers, St. Peter Chrysologus and
Maximus of Turin, and one t_pope, Leo I, still
greater by his deeds than by his writings, whose name
recalls a new influence of the Church of Rome on the
intellectual movement of the time, but a juridical
rather than a literary influence. KEarly in the fifth
century Innocent I appears to have been occupied
with a first compilation of the canon law. He and his
successors intervene in ecclesiastical affairs with let-
ters, some of which have the sise and scope of veritable
treatises. Spain is still poorer than Italy, even count~
ing Orosius (already mentioned amo: e disciples of
Augustine) and the chronicler Hydatius. The island
peoples, which in the preceding period had produced
the heresiarch Pelagius, deserve mention at this date
also for the works attributed to St. Patrick.

A first general characteristic of Christian liter-
ature, common to both East and West, is the space it
devotes to bibliographical questions, and the impor-
tance they assume. This fact is explained by the very
origins of Christianity: it is a religion not of one book,
but of a collection of books, the date, source, authen-
ticity, and canonicity of which are matters which it is
important to determine. In Eusebius’s ‘ History of
the Church” it is obvious with what care he pursues
the inquiry as to the books of Scripture cited and
recognized by his Christian predecessors. In this way
there grows-up a habit of classifying documents and
references, and of describing in prefaces the nature of
the several books. The Bible is not the only object of
these minute studies; every important and complex
work attracts the attention of editors. Let it suffice
torecall the formation of the collection of St. Cyprian’s
letters and treatises, a more or less official catalogue
of which, the ‘‘ Cheltenham Catalogue”’, was drawn up
in 359, after a lengthy elaboration, the successivestages
of which are still traceable in several manuscripts.
Questions of authenticity pl::{y a large part in the dis-
sensions of St. Jerome and Rufinus. Apocryphal
writings, fabricated in the interest of heresy, engen-
dered controversies between the Church and the heret~
ical sects. Another illustration of the same literary
interest is to be found in the inquiry instituted at the
end of the fourth century as to the Canons of Sardica,
called Canons of Nicea. The ‘‘Retractationes” of
St. Augustine is a work unique in the history of an-
cient bibliography, not to speak of its psychologie
i uﬂn.r quality of all Christian literature in

In part, therefore, Christian Latin literature natu-
rally assumes a character of immediate utility. Cata-
l(gues are drawn up, lists of bishops, lists of martyrs
(Depositiones episcoporum et martyrum), catalogues of
cemeteries, later on church inventories, ‘‘Provin-
ciales”’, or lists of dioceses according to countries. Be-
sides these archive documents, in which we recognize
an imitation of Roman bureaucratic customs, certain
literary genres bear the same stamp. The accounts of
pilgrimages have as much of the guide-book as of the
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parrative in them. History had already been reduced
to a number of stereotyped scenes bxlt.he profane mas-
ters, and had been incorporated, at Alexandria, in that
elementary literature which condensed all knowledge
into a minimum of dry formule. The ‘‘ Chronicle” of
St. Jerome, really only a continuation of that of Eu-
sebius, is in turn continued by a series of :geci;l
writers, and even a Sulpicius Severus betrays the in-
fluence of the new form of chronicle. While in these
departments of literature the West but imitates the
East, it follows at the same time its own practical ten-
dencies. Indeed, the Latin writers make no pretence
to originality; they take their materials from their
Eastern brethren. Five of them, Hilary, Jerome,
Rufinus, Cassian, and Marius Mercator, have been
described as hellenizing Westerns. St. Ambrose is
generally considered an authentic representative of
the Latin mind, and this is true of the bent of his gen-
ius and of his exercise of authority as the head of a
Church; but no one, perhaps, translated more fre-
quently from the Greek writers, or did it with more
spirit or more care. It is an acknowledged fact that
his exegesis is taken from St. Basil’s ‘‘ Hexaemeron”
and from a series of treatises on Genesis by Philo.
The same holds good in respect to his dogmatic or
mystical treatises: the ‘' De mysteriis”’, written in his
last years, before 397, is largely taken from Cyril of
Jerusalem and a treatise of Didymus of Alexandria
ublished a little before 381, while the ‘‘ De Spiritu
cto”, written before Easter, 381, is a compilation
from Atimnasius, Basil, Didymus, and Epiphanius,
from a recension of the * Catecheses” of Cyril made
after 360, and from some theological discourses which
had been delivered by Gregory of Nazianzus less than
a twelvemonth previously (380). St. Augustine is less

erudite; his leamin% if not his philosophty, is more

Latin than Greek. But it is the strength of his genius

;htiﬁh makes him the most original of the Latin
athers.

One influence, however, no Christian writer in the
West escaped, that of the literary school and the lit-
erary tradition. From the beginning similarities of
style with Fronto and Apuleius appear numerous and
distinctly perceptible in Minucius Felix, Tertullian,
and Zeno of Verona; owing, perhaps, to the fact that
all writers, sacred and profane, adopted then the same
fashions, icularly imitation of the old Latin writ-
ers. To its traditional character also, early Christian
Latin literature owes two characteristics more pecul-
iarly its own: it is oratorical, and it is moral. m
remote antiquity there had existed a moral literature,
more exactly a preachm%, which brought certain
truths within the reach of the masses, and by the
character of its audience was compelled to employ
certain modes of expression. On this common ground
the Cynic and the Stoic philosophies had met since
the third century before Christ. From the still ex-
tant remains of Teles and Bion of Borysthenes we
can form some idea of this style of preaching. From
this source the satire of Horace borrows some of its
themes. This ico-Stoic morality finds expression
also in the Greek of Musonius, Epictetus, and some
of Plutarch’s treatises, likewise in the Latin of Scn-
eca’s letters and opuscula. Its decidedly oratorical
character it owes to the fact that with the beginning of
the Christian era rhetoric became the sole form of
literary culture and of teachin% This tradition was
?erpetuated by the Fathers. It furnished them the

orms most needed for their work of instruction: the
letter, developed into a brief treatise or reasoned ex-
position of opinion in the correspondence of Seneca
with Lucilius; the treatise in the shape of a discourse
or as Seneca again calls it a dialogus; lastly, the ser-
mon itself, in all its varieties of conference, funeral
oration, and homily. Indeed, homily (homilia) is a
technical term of the Cynic and Stoic moralists. And
the aforesaid literary tradition not only dominates the
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method of exposition, but also furnishes some of the
themes developed, commonplaces of popular morality,
modified and adapted, but still recognizable. With-
out repudiating this indebtedness of Christian litera-

ture to ?agan literary form, one cannot help seeing in
its double character, oratorical and moral, the i
stamp of Roman genius. This explains the con-

stant tone of exhortation which makes most works of
ecclesiastical writers so monotonous and tiresome.
Exegesis borrows from Greek and Jewish literature
the system of allegory, but it lends to these parables a
moralizing and edifying turn. Hagiography finds its
models in biographies like those of Plutarch, but al-
ways accentuates their E:negyrica.l and moral tone.
Some compensation is to be found in the autobiogaph—
ical writings, the personal letters, memoirs, and con-
fessions. In the ‘‘Confessions” of St. A ine we
have a work the value of which is unique in the litera~-
ture of all time.
Although its oratorical methods are chosen with an
eye to the character of its public, there is nothing pop-
in the form of Christian Latin literature, nothing
even corresponding to the freedom of the primitive
translations of the Bible. In prose, the work of Luei-
fer of Cagliari stands almost alone, and reveals the
aforesaid rhetorical influence almost as much as it does
the writer’s incorrectness. The Christian poets might
have wandered somewhat more freely from the beaten
path; nevertheless, they were content to imitate clas-
sical poetry in an age when Jarosody. owing to the
changes in pronunciation, had ceased to be a living
thing. Juvencus was more typical than Prudentius.
The verses of the Christian poets are as artificial as
those of good scholars in our own time. Commo-
dianus, out of sheer ignorance, supplies the defects of
prosody with the tonic accent. Indeed, a new type of
rhythm, based on accent, was about to develop from
the new pronunciation; St. Augustine gives an exam-
le of it in his *‘ psalmus abecedarius”. It may there-
ore be said that from the point of view of litera
history the work of the Latin Christian writers is little
more than a survival and a prolongation of the early
profane literature of Rome. It counts among its
celebrities some gifted writers and one of the noblest
geniuses that humanity has produced, St. Augustine.
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II. SixtH To TWENTIETH CENTURY.—During the
Middle Ages the so-called church Latin was to a great
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extent the language of poetry, and it was only on the
advent of the Renaissance that classical Latin re-
vived and flourished in the writings of the neo-Latinists,
as it does even to-day though to a more modest ex-
tent. To present to the reader an account of Latin
poetry in a manner at once methodical and clear is
not an easy task; a strict adherence to chronology
interferes with clearneeshofd tﬁreatmellzt, dx;n(} an ar-

ement according to the different kinds of poetry
woﬁd demand a repeated handling of some of the
poets. However, the latter method is ‘preferable be-
cause it enables us to trace the historical development
of this literature.

A. The Latin Drama.—Both in its inception and its
subsequent development Latin dramatic poet.rt\" dis-
plays a peculiar character. *In no domain of litera-
ture”’, says W. Creizenach in the openintg sentence of
his well-known work on the history of the drama,
*“do the Middle Aﬁshow so complete a suspension
of the tradition of classical antiquity as in the drama.”
Terence was indeed read and taught in the schools of
the Middle Ages, but the true dramatic art of the
Roman poet was misunderstood. Nowhere do we
find evidence that any of his comedies were placed on
the stage in schools or elsewhere; for this an ade-
:P!lx“e conception of classical stage-craft was wanting.

e very knowledge of the metres of Terence was lost
in the Middle Ages, and, just as the difference between
comedy and tragedy was misunderstood, so also the
difference between these and other kinds of poetical
composition was no longer understood. It is thus
clear why we can speak of imitations of the Roman
writer only in rare and completely isolated cases, for
example, in the case of the nun Hroswitha of Gander-
sheim in the tenth century. But even she shared the
mistaken views of her age concerning the comedies of
Terence, having no idea that these works were written
for the stage nor indeed any conception of the dra-
matic art. Her imitations therefore can be regarded
only as literary dramas on spiritual subjects, which
exercised no influence whatever on the subsequent

development of the drama (see HroswiTHA). Two -

centuries later we find an example of how Plautus
fared at the hands of his poetical imitators. The fact
that, like Seneca, Plautus is scarcely ever mentioned
among the school-texts of the Middle Ages makes it
easier to understand how at the close of the twelfth
century Vitalis of Blois came to recast the * Amphi-
truo’’ and the * Querulus”, a later sequel to the ‘ Au-
lularia”’, into satirical epic poems.

That the drama might therefore never have devel-
oped in the Middle Ages were it not for the effective
stimulus supplied by the ecclesiastical liturgy is
quite conceivable. Liturgy began by assummﬁ more
solemn forms and finally gave rise to the religious
drama which was at first naturally composed in the
liturgical Latin language, but .su{'s«uxently degen-
erated into a mixture of Latin and the vernacular,
until it finally assumed an entirely vernacular form,
The origin of the drama may be traced to the so-called
Easter celebrations which came into life when the
strictly ecclesiastical liturgy was developed into a
dramatic scene by the introduction of hymns and se-
quences in a dialogue form. A further step in the de-
velopment was reached when narration in John, xx,
4 sqq., was translated into action and the Apostles
Peter and John were represented as hastening to the
tomb of the risen Saviour. This form appears in a
Kmlll)d celﬁbr;tig: at Smmbricht mlf ﬁnother at

urg, bot ti to the twelfth century.
Thug expansion of thenﬁla.swr celebration by the int%
duction of scenes participated in by the Apostles
spread from Germany over Holland and Italy, but
seems to have found a less sympathetic reception in
France. The third and final step in the development
of the Easter celebrations was the inclusion of the
apparition of the risen Ckrist. Among others a Nu-
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remberg antiphonary of the thirteenth century con-
tains all three scenes, joined together so as to give
unity of action, thus possessing the character of a
little drama. Of such Paschal celebrations, which
still formed a part of the ecclesiastical liturgy, 224
have been already discovered: 159 in Germany, 52 in
France, and the remainder in Italy, Spain, and Hol-
land. The taste for dramatic representations, awak-
ened in the people by the Easter celebrations, was
fostered by the clergy, and by bringing out the human
side of such characters as Pilate, Judas, the Jews, and
thgrhs:ldéﬁrsh:s true] drama was ually created.

t the Easter plays were orifuml.ly composed in
Latin is proved by numerous still existing examples,

such as those of ‘‘Benediktbeuren”, *‘Klosterneu-
burg”’, and the ‘ Mystery of Tours”’; ually, how-
ever, passages in the vernacular were introduced, and
finally this alone was made use of. Passion-plays

were first produced in connexion with the r
plays, but soon developed into independent dramas,
generally in the mother-tongue. As late as 1537 the
f:.ssion-play ““Christus Xylonicus” was written in
tin by Barthélemy de Loches of Orléans. As the
Easter plays developed from the Easter celebrations,
so Christmas plays developed from the ecclesiastical
celebrations at Christmas. In these the preparatory
season of Advent also was symbolized in the predic-
tions of the Prophets. Similarly the plays of the
Three Kings originated in connexion with the Feast
of the Epiphany; there the person of Herod and the
Massacre of the Innocents are the materials for a very
effective drama. It was but natural that all the pla.{a
dealing with the Christmas season should be brought
together into a connected whole or cycle, begi
with the play of the She(i)herds, continuing in that of
the Three , and en mﬁ with the Massacre of the
Innocents. t this combination of plays actually
existed we have abundant manuscript evidence; par-
ticularly famous is the Freising cycle.

The transition to the so-called eschatological plays
—the climax of the history of the Redemption—was
easy. Two such plays enjoy a special celebrity,  The
Wise and Foolish Virgins’’, which appeared in France
in the twelfth century, and ““ The Appearance and Dis-
agopeamnce of Antichrist”, written by a German poet
about 1160. The latter, which is also entitled ‘‘The
Roman Emperor of the German Nation and Anti-
christ”’, has also been regarded as an Easter play, be-
cause the arrival of Antichrist was expected at Easter.
The second title agrees better with the contents of the
play. The poet, who must have been a learned
scholar, drew his inspiration from the politico-reli-
gious constitution of the Roman Empire as it existed
in the golden period of Frederick barossa, and
from the es. This ambitious play with its mi-
nute directions for representation is divided into two
main actions—the realization of a Christian world-
empire under the German nation, and the doings of
Antichrist and his final overthrow by the Kingdom of
Christ. The unity and conception of the two parts is
indicated by the fact that the nations appeariniin the
first part s t to the spectator what will be their at-
titude towards Antichrist. The drama was intended
to convey the irnﬁreesion that the German ple
alone could fulfil the world-wide office of the mau
Empire and that the Church needed such a protector.

e extension of the ecclesiastical plays by the in-
troduction of purely worldly elements led ually
to the disappearance of spintual influence, the decay
of which may also be gathered from the ‘g‘::iua.l adop-
tion of the vernacular for these plays. ile the first
bloom of the neo-Latin drama is thus attributable to
the influence of the Church, its second era of prosper-
ity was purely secular in character and began with the
labours of the so-called Humanists in Ttaly, who called
into life the literary drama. Numerous as they were,
we do not meet with a single genuine dramatist among
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them; still many sporadic attempts at play-writing
were made by them. The pagan classics were naturally
adopted as models—Seneca for tragedy, as is shown by
the plays of Mussato, Loschi, or Dati, and especially
the “ Progne’” of Corraro. On the other hand Plau-
tus and Terence found more numerous imitators, whose
works did not degenerate into ribaldry, as is seen from
the attempts of Poggio, Beccadelli, Bruni, Fidelfo, etc.
These humanistic attempts attained a measure of
sucoess in the school drama. A beginning was made
with the production of the ancient dramas in the
original text; such productions were introduced into
the curriculum of the Liége school of the Hieronymites
and they are occasionally mentioned at Vienna, Ros-
tock, and Louvain. A permanent school-stage was
erected in Strasburg by the Protestant rector, John
Sturm, who wished that “all the comedies of Plautus
and Terence should be produced, if possible, within
half a year.”

The second step in the development was the imita-
tion of the classical drama, which may be traced to
Wixﬁpfeling’s “Stylpho”’; produced for the first time
at Heidelberg in 1470, this play was still produced
in 1505, a proof of its great popularity. . A glorifica-
tion and defence of classical studies was found in
the comedy of “Codrus” by Kerkmeister, master of
the Miinster grammar school. The contrast between
humanistic studies and medieval methods, which
does not come into prominence in Wimpfeling's “ Styl-
pho”, forms here the main theme.. Into the same
category falls a comedy by Bebel, demonstrating the
superiority of humanistic culture over medieval learn-
ing. Into these plays important current events are
introduced, such as the war of Charles VII against
Naples, the Turkish peril, the political situation after
the Battle of Guinegate (1513), etc. The best-known
of these dialogue writers were Jacob Locher, Johann
von Kitzcher, and Hermann Schottenius Hessus.

Another hybrid class of drama was the allegorical
festival plays, which were fitted out as show-pieces
after the fashion of the Italian mask-comedies. A
brilliant example of this class is the “ Ludus Diana”,
in which Conrad Celtes (1501) panegyrizes the pre-
eminence of the emperor in the chase. Similar to that
of the festival plays was the development of the so-
called moralities in the Netherland schools of rhetoric.
These represented the strife between the good and the
bad principles (virtus et voluptas) for the soul of man,
e. g., Locher’s “ Spectaculum de judicio Paridis” or the
well-known dramatized version of the “ Choice of Her-
cules”. Side by side with these semi-dramatic plays
proceeded the attempts to follow more closely the
ancient dramatic form in the school drama with its
varied contents. Reuchlin with his three-act comedy,
which treats as subject the wonderful skull of Sergius
may be regarded as the real founder of the schoo
drama. With “Henno”, his second and still more
famous drama, the humanistic comedy became nat-
uralized in Germany. The great master of this art is
unquestionably George Macropedius (i.e., Langhveldt)
witl his three farces “ Aluta’” (1535), * Andriska’
(1537), and “ Bassarus’ (1540). A further develop-
ment led to the religious school drama, which

nerally drew its sub{)ect-matter from Holy Writ.

o further his own objects Luther had counselled
the dramatization of Biblical subjects, and tales from
the Bible were thus by free treatment of the in-
cidents made to mirror the conditions of the time,
while containing occasional satirical sallies. Among
the numerous writers of this class must be mentioned
before all as the pioneer, the Netherlander Wilhelm
Graph#us (Willem van de Voldergroft), who became a
Protestant: hismuch-discussed “ Acolastus” (the story
of the prodigal son), which follows the Protestant ten-
dency of representing the uselessness of good works
and justification by faith alone, was reprinted at least
forty-seven times in various countries between 1529
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m;]d 1585, frequently translated, and produced every-
where.

This species of drama was cultivated by the Catho-
lics also, who introduced greater variety of subject-
matter by including lives of the saints, Thus Corne-
lius Crocus wrote a “St. Joseph in Egypt”’, Petrus
Papeus a “[Good?] Samaritan”, and George Holonius
several martyr-plays. The founder of the school
drama in Germany was Sixt Birk (Xistus Betulius):
his “Susanna”, “Judith”, and “ Eva’ have primarily
an educative aim, but are coupled with Protestant
tendencies. His example was followed by a fair num-
ber of imitators: George Buchanan (1582), a Scotch-
man, wrote “ Jephthe’” and “ Baptistes”, and the belli-
cose Naogeorgus treats with still more bitterness the
differences between Catholics and Protestants in his
“Hamanus”, ‘“Jeremias”, and “Judas Iscariot’’.
Among the polemical dramatists on the Catholic side
Cornelius Laurimanus and Andreas Fabricius must be
mentioned.

Although the number of the Biblical school-dramas
was not small, it was far surpassed by the number of
the moralities. As has been said, these originated in
the Netherlands, and it was the Maastricht priest,
Christian Isch{;rius (Sterck), who freely adapted the
famous English morality “Lveryman”. This is the
dramatized and widely circulated “ Ars moriendi’’ and
represents the importance of a good preparation for
death. The same subject in a somewhat more de-
tailed form is treated by Macropedius in his “ Hecas-
tus” (1538). The conclusion of the drama is an
exposition of justification by faith in the merits of
Christ. This inclination of the Catholic poet towards
Luther’s teaching found great applause among Protes-
tants, and fostered the development of polemico-
satirical sectarian plays, as Naogeorgus’s “ Mercator”
(1539) shows. The Catholic standpoint also found its
exposition in the moralities, for example in the *“ Miles
Christianus” of Laurimanus (1575), the “ Euripus’’ of
the Minorite Levin Brecht, the “ Pornius” of Hannar-
dus Gamerius, the “ Evangelicus fluctuans” (1569) of
Andreas Fabricius, who had com his “Religio
patiens” three years earlier in the service of the Coun-
ter-Reformation. Still more bitter now grew the

olemics in the dramas, which borrowed their material

rom contemporary history. The most notorious of
this class is the “Pamachius” of the pope-hater,
Thomas Naogeorgus, who found many imitators.

Towards the end of the sixteenth century materials
derived from ancient popular legends and history first
came into greater vogue, and gradually led to the
Latin historical drama, of which we find numerous
examples at the famous representations given at the
Strasburg academy under its founder Sturm. This
example found ready imitation, especially wherever
the influence of the English comedy-writers had made
itself felt. In this way Latin drama enjoyed a period
of prosperity everywhere until the seventeenth cen-
tury. The best-known dramatic poet of the latter
half of the sixteenth century was the unfortunate
Nicodemus Frischlin. Examples of every kind of
school drama may be found among his works: “ Dido"
(1581), “Venus” (1584),and *“ Helvetiogermani’’ (1588),
owe their subjects to the ancient classical period; “ Re-
becea’” (1576),‘Susanna’’ (1577), hisincomplete Chris-
tianized drama of “ Ruth”, after the manner of Terence,
the “ Marriage of Cana’’, and a “ Prologue to Joseph"”,
treat Biblical topics; German legend is representes by
“ Hildegardis”, the wife of Charlemagne, whose fate 18
copied from that of St. Geneviéve; of a polemico-
satirical nature are “ Priscianus vapulans’ (1578), a
mockery of medieval Latin, and “ Phasma" (1580), n
which the sectarian spirit of the age is scourged. A
play of an entirely original character is his “Julius
redivivus’: Cicero and Cwesar ascend from the lower
world to Germany, and express their wonder at Ger-
man discoveries (gunpowder, printing). All these
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attempts at a Latin school drama, in so far as the

se " educational ﬂur})oees, were most zealously we
comed in the schools of the regular orders (especially
thoee of the Jesuits), and cultivated with great suo-
cess. Thus the purei{ external side of the dramatic
art developed from the crudest of beginnings to the
brilliant settings of the so-called ludi cesarii. With
the suppression of theSociety of Jesus the schooldrama
came to a rapid end, and no serious attempt has been
since made to revive it and restore it to its former posi-
tion. However from time to time new plays have
been produced both in Europe and America, and the
#S8t. John Damascene’’, written by Father Harzheim
of the Society of Jesus,is worthy to take its place
among the best productions of the Jesuit dramatists.
B. Latin Lyrwal Poetry.—This division of Latin
falls naturally into two classes: secular and re-
ous. The former includes the poems of itinerant
olars and the Humanists, the latter hymnody. The
development of vagrant scholars (clerict vagi) 18 con-
nected with the foundation of the universities, as stu-
dents wandered about to visit these newly founded in-
stitutions of learning. From the middle of the twelfth
century imperial pnivileges protected these travelling
scholars. The majority intended to devote them-
selves to theology, but comparatively few reached
orders. The remainder found their callings as amanu-
enses or tutors in noble families, or degenerated into
loose-living goliards or into wandering scholars who
became a veritable plague during the twelfth and thir-
teenth centuries, as they wandered, begging, from
place to place, demanded hospitality in monasteries
and castles and like the wandering minstrels paid
with their songs, jugglery, buffoonery, and tales.
Proud of their scholarly attainments, they used Latin
in their poetical compositions, and thus arose a special
literature, the goliardic. poetry. Of this two great col-
lections are still extant, the ‘‘ Benediktbeuren” collec-
tion and the so-called Harleian MS. (no. 978) at Cam-
bridge. The arrangement of ‘‘Carmina burana’’, as
their first publisher, Schmeller, named them, was upon
a uniform plan, accordingr:o which they were divided
into serious, comic, and dramatic pieces. Songs cele-
brating the spring and the winter, in which sentiments
of love also find expression, follow one another in great
variety. Together with these are pious hymns of en-
thusiasm for the Crusades or of praise for the Blessed
Virgi ‘We also find the most riotous drinkin -son§s,
often of a loose, erotic nature, nor are diatribes of a
satirical nature wanting: these soured and dissolute,
though educated, tramps delighted especially in lam-
against the pope, bishops, and nobles, inveigh-
Ing with bitter sarcasm against the avarice, ambition,
and incontinence of the clergy. In this Professor

Schénbach sees the influence of the Catharists.

Concerning the composers of this extensive litera-
ture nothing can be stated with certainty. The
poems were 1n & certain sense regarded as folk-songs,
that is as common l’groperty and international in the
full sense of the word. Some representative poets are
indeed mentioned, e. g., Golias, Primas, Archipoeta,
but these are merely assumed names. Particularly
famous among the poems is the ‘‘Confessio Golie”,
which was referred to the Archipoeta, and may be re-
garded as the prototype of the goliardic songs: strophes
12-17 (Meum est mcosﬂum in mort) are even
to-day sung as a drinking-song in German student cir-
cles. Theidentity of the Archipoeta has been the sub-
ject of much investigation, but so far without success.
'aris was an important centre of these itinerant poets,
particularly in the time of Abelard (1079-1142), and it
was probably thence that they derived the name of
liards, Abelard having been called Golias by St.
grn.ud. From Paris their poetry passed to England
and Germany, but in Italy it found little favour. At
a later period, when the goliardic songs had become
known everywhere, the origin of their title appears to
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have grown obscure, and thus emerged a Bishop Go-
lias—a name referred to the Latin gula—to whom a
parody on the Apocal and biting satires on the
pope were ascribed. ere even appeared poets as
Jilius or puer or discipulus de famila Golie, and fre-

uent mention is made of a goliardic order with the
titles of abbot, prior, etc. Apart from their satirical
attitude towards ecclesiastical life, the goliards showed
their free, and at times heretical, views in their paro-
dies of refigious hymns, their irreverence in adapting
ecclesiastical melodies to secular texts and their use
of metaphors and expressions from church hymns in
their loose verses.

In outward form the poetry of the goliards resem-
bled the ecclesiastical uences, rhyme being com-
bined with an easily sung rhythm and the verses being
joined into strophes. Singularly rapid in its develop-
ment, its decay was no less sudden. The cause of its
decline is traceable partly to the conditions of the time
and partly to the character of the goliardic poets. In
a burlesque edict of 1265 the goliards were compared
to bats—neither quadrupeds nor birds. This was in-
deed a not inapt comparison, for their unfortunate
begging rendered them odious to clergy and laity alike.
Forgetting their higher educational parts, they found
it necessary to ally themselves more and more closely
with the strolling players and thus became subject to
the ecclesiastical censures repeatedly decreed by
synods and councils against these wandering musi-
cians. Thus, regarded virtually as outlaws, they are
heard of no more in France after the thirteenth cen-
tury, although they are referred to in the synods of
Germany until the following century. Together with
the poets gradually disappeared their songs, and only
a few are preserved in the Kommersbiicher of the stu-
dent world. Yet the influence of their poetry on the
secular German lyric, and perhaps also on the outer
form of religious poetry, was both stimulating and

rmanent. In this fact lies their principal literary
mportance and they are valuable as illustrations of
the literary culture of the time.

Quite distinct in subject and form is the lyric poetry
of the humanistic period, the era of the revival of
classical learning. The work of a few scattered
poets, it could not attain the popularity won by the
goliardic poetry, even had its form not been exclu-
sively an imitation of ancient classical versification.
From the begi ix:igﬂof the sixteenth century the Cath-
olic humanist, Vida, had been engaged among other
works on the composition of odes, elegies, and hymns:
he belonged to the poete urbanzt of the Medici period of
Leo X, many of whom wrote lyrical, in addition to’
their epical, pieces. Johannes Dantiscus, who died in
1548 as Bishop of Ermland, com thirty religious
hymns after the fashion of the older ones in the Brevi-
ary, without any trace of classical imitation. Even
the renowned Nicolaus Copernicus composed seven
odes embodying the beautiful Christian truths associ-
ated with Advent and Christmas. Among the Hu-
manists of France, John Salmon (Salmoniusilacrinus)
was named the French Horace, and among the numer-
ous other names those of Erixius with his ‘‘ Carmina”’
(1519) and Théodore de Béze with his * Poemata’
(1548) deserve special mention. In Belgium and the
Netherlands Johannes Secundus (Jan Nicolai Ever-
aerts, d. 1536) was conspicuous asalyrical poet. From
Holland Latin poetry found an entrance also into the
Northern Empire under the patronage of Queen Chris-
tina, while even Iceland had its representative in the
Protestant Bishop Sveinsson (1605-74), who among
other works published a rich collection of poems to the
Blessed Virgin in the most varied ancient classical
metres.

As in the domain of drama, so also in that of lyrical
poetry, Humanism showed itself most fruitful in Ger-
many, particularly in connexion with the dissemina~-
tion of the new doctrine of Luther. *Thus among the
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neo-Latinist poets we meet a large number of preach-
ers, school-rectors, university and grammar-school
professors, who translated the Psalms into Horatian
metres, converted ecclesiastical and edifying songs of
every type into the most divine ancient strophes, and
ﬁ.nnlay, In an immeasurable number of occasional
ms, celebrated in verse princes and potentates, re-
i ’omill and secular festivals, the consecration of
churches, christenings, marriage, interments, i
tions, occasions of public rejoicing and calamity”
§Baumgartner). The Jesuits were as distinguished
or their fruitful activity in the field of lyrical poetry
as in the school drama. With Sarbiewski (q.v.), the
Polish Horace, were associated by Urban VIII for the
revision of the old h; in the Breviary Famian
Strada, Tarquinius Galuszzi, Hieroni'mus Petrucci,
and Cardi Robert Bellarmine. In addition to
Balde (q. v.) there were among the German Jesuit
poets a notable number of lyricists. Of the many
names we may mention Jacob Masen, Nicola Avan-
cini, Adam Widl, and John Bissel, who must be num-
bered among the best-known imitators of Horace. In
the Netherlands, France, Italy, England, Portugal,
and Spain, their number was not smaller, nor their
achievements of less value. For example the Dutch
Hosschius (de Hossche, 1596-1669) excels both Balde
and Sarbiewski in purity of language and smoothness
of verse. Simon Rettenbacher (1634-1706), the
Benedictine imitator of Balde, whose lyrics show a
true poetic gift, also deserves a place among the neo-
Latinist writers of odes. The nineteenth century
added but one name to the list of Latin lyricists, that
of Leo XIII, whose evince an intimate knowl-
edge of ancient classical literature. The other trend
of neo-Latinist lyric poetry embraces religious hym-
nody. “The whole career of ecclesiastical and devo-
tional l?mnody from its cradle to the present day may
be divided into three natural periods, of which the first
is the most important, the second the longest, and the
third the most insignificant.” Such is the division of
Latin ecclesiastical hymnody (q. v.) given by the
freatest authority, the late Father Guido Dreves,
ormerlLa member of the Society of Jesus.

C. The neo-Latin Epic.—The epic forms, as is nat-
ural, the largest part of our inheritance of Christian
Latin poetry. As a lucid treatment according to any

division of the subject-matter is difficult, we
shall content ourselves with a chronological sketch of
it. The foundation of the Benedictine Order was in
every respect an event of prime importance. The
. Benedictines advanced the interests of culture, not
only to supply the needs of life, but also to embellish
it. Thus among the earliest companions of St. Bene-
dict we already find a poet, Marcus of Monte Cas-
8ino, who in his distich sang the praises of the deceased
founder of his order. During the sixth century, while
the foundations of a rich literature were being thus
laid the culture formerly so flourishing in Northern
Africa had almost died out. The imperial governor,
Flavius Cresconius Corippus, and Bishop Verecundus
were still regarded as poets of some merit: but the for-
mer lacked g)etic inspiration, the latter, poetic form.
Among the Visigoths in Spain, however, we find true
poets, . g., St. Eugenius IT with his version of the Hex-
aemeron. In Gaul in the sixth century flourished the
most celebrated poet of hisage, Venantius Fortunatus.
Most original is his *‘ Epithalamium’’ on the marriage
of Sigebert I of Austrasia to the Visigothic princess
Brunehaut, Christian thought being clothed in ancient
mythological forms. About 250 more or less exten-
sive poems of Venantius are extant, including a *‘ Life
of St. Martin"” in more than two thousand hexameter
verses. Most of his composition are occasional poems.
In t;1do¥)t,ion t,l(: his wel]*;knolwn hymns * Ve);ill}z: regis”’
and ‘‘ Pange lingua”’, his elegies treating of the tragi-
cal fate of the family of Radegundis found the greatest
appreciation. About the same period there sprang up
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in the British Isles a rich harvest of Latin culture.
One of the most eminent poets is St. Aldhelm, a scion
of the royal house of Wessex: his great work *‘De
laudibus virginum”, containing 3000 verses, attained
a wide renown which it long enjoyed. The Venerable
Bede also cultivated Latin poetry, writing a eulogy of
8t. Cuthbert in 976 hexameters.

Ireland transmitted the true Faith, together with
higher culture, to Germany. The earliest pioneers
were Saints Columbanus and Gall: the former is cred-
ited with some poems, the latter founded Saint-Gall.
The real apostle of Germany, St. Boniface, left behind
some hundreds of didactic verses. The seeds sown by
this saint flourished a:ge?read under the energetic
Charlemagne, who su ed, without neglecting his
extensive affairs of state, in making his Court a Round
Table of Science and Art, at which Latin was the collo-
quial speech. The soul of this learned circle was Al-
cuin, who showed his knowledge of classical antiquity
in two great epic poems, the “ Life of St. Willibrord®’
and the history of his native York. In command of
language and skill of versification as well as in the
number of poems transmitted to rity, Theodulf
the Goth surpassed all members of the Round Table.
Movements similar to that at Charlemagne’s Court are
observed in the contemporary monastic schools of
Fulda, Reichenau, and Saint-Gall. It will suffice to
mention a few of the chief names from the multitude
of poets. Walafrid Strabo’s “ De visionibus Wettini'’
containing about 1000 hexameters, is justly regard
as the precursor of Dante’s “ Divine éomedy". His
verses on the equestrian statue of Theodoric, *“ Versus
de imagine tetrici”’, are of literary importance, because
he represents the king as a tyrant hating God and man.
Highry interesting also for the art of gardening is his
great poem “Hortulus”, in which he describes the
monastery garden with its various herbs etc. Con-
tempo with Walafrid and characterized by the
same spirit were the poets Ermoldas, Nigellus, Ermen-
rich, Sedulius Scottus, etc. As a “real gem from the
treasury of old manuscripts’ F. Riickert describes the
elegy on Hathumod, the first Abbess of Gandersheim,
written by the Benedictine Father Agius. From the
same monk of Corwey we have the poem “On the
translation of St. Liborius” and a poetical biography
of Charlemagne. A peculiar work was written by
Albert Odo of Cluny under the title “ Occupatio’: it
is an epico-didactic poem against pride and debauch-
ery, which he demonstrates to be the chief vices in the
history of the world.

The golden age of Saint-Gall begins with the end of
the ninth century, after which opens the epoch of the
four famous Notkers and the five not less renowned
Ekkehards. The first Ekkehard is the author of the
well-known “Waltharius” which Ekkehard IV re-
vised. About the time when the “ Waltharius” was
revised, there appeared another epic poem “ Ruod-
lieb’’—a romance in Latin hexameters by an unknown
author, describing the adventurous fate of the hero—
which is unfortunately only partly extant. The
name of the poet who in 1175 com in Latin
hexameters the first “animal” epic, “ Ecbasis cuius-
dam captivi per tropologiam”, is also unknown. The
frame-work of the poem is the story of a monk who
runs away from the monastery but is brought back
again under the form of a calf. The “Fable of the
Bees’’ forms the “animal” epic in which the enmit,
of the wolf and fox is the central point. In the twelf
century this “animal” gf)ic received an extension,
probably from Magister Nivardus of Flanders, under
the title “ Ysengrimus” or “ Renardus vulpes’’: frqm
the poem thus extended an extract was made later,
and this is the last product of the “ animal’’ epic in the
thirteenth century. Like Charlemagne Otto the Great
(936-73) sought to make his Court the centre of
science, art, and literature. The most brilliant repre-
sentative of this period is the nun Hroswitha, pupil of
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the emperor’s niece Gerberga. It was in the epic that
she achieved her first poetic successes: these were her
well-known “ Legends”, which were followed by two
long epic poems in praise of the imperial house (see
HROSWITHA).

The chroniclers and historians of the twelfth and
thirteenth centuries but seldom use verse in their
narratives, their works being intended above all else
for strictly historical purposes. Histories in verse,
however, were not wanting. Thus Flodoard records
in legendary fashion almost the whole ecclesiastical
history of the first ten centuries. Walter of Speyer
wrote during the same period the first “ Legend of St.
Christopher’”’, and an unknown poet composed “The
Epic of the Saxon War” (of Henry IV). Other poets
wrote on the Crusades, Walter of Chitillon even ven-
tured on an “ Alexandreis’’, while Hildebert produced
a *“ Historia Mahumetis’ in verse.

The Humanists of the twelfth and thirteenth cen-
turies are characterized by a closer approach to an-
cient classical form. Marbod (d. 1123) was a scholarl
poet, and left behind a considerable number of legen
and didactic aphorisms. His younger contemporary
Hildebert of Tours also wrote a fair number of re-
Eous poems: more important are the two “Roman

gies”’, in which he treats of the remains of ancient
Rome and the sufferings of the papal capital under
Paschal II. Most artistic in its conception and execu-
tion, is his fragment “ Liber mathematicus’, in which
the tragical complications caused by the superstitious
fear arising from an unfavourable horoscope are de-
picted. That the medieval Scholastics could combine
theological knowledge with humanistic culture may
be seen from the works of the two scholars John of
Salisbury and Alanus de Insulis. That the influence
of this humanistic culture was unfortunately not
always for good, the notorious prurient narratives
of Matthew of Vendéme prove. In the days of
the goliards there were also ’Pﬁeta who depicted in
verse contemporary events. us the achievements
of Barbarossa were sung by no less than three

Humanism attained its full bloom in the era of the
Renaissance, which began in Italy. Dante gives
strong evidence of this movement, as does even more
strongly Francesco Petrarch, whose epic “ Africa’ en-
joyed wide renown. Giovanni Boccaccio, a contem-

rary of the preceding, belongs rather to Italian

iterature, although he also cultivated Latin poetry.
The humanistic movement found favourable reception
and encouragement everywhcre. In Florence there
sprang up about the Augustinian monk, Luigi Marsigli
(d. 1394), a kind of literary academy for the cultiva-
tion :fh a.ncienié &ter&t:;e vshilelix;eti e follci]wing cen-
tury the city of the ici developed into the lite:
centre of a-l{ Italy. Most representatives of the m
movement preserved their close connexion with the
Church, although a few isolated forerunners of the
great revolt of the sixteenth century already made
their ce. The seeds of this religious revolu-
tion were sown by the lampoons and libidinous poems
of such men as Poggio Bracciolini, Antonio Beccadelli
and Lorenzo Valla. Maffeo Vegio on the other hand
followed the purely humanistic direction of the true
Renaissance; he added a thirteenth book to Virgil’s
“ ZEneid”, making the poem conclude with the death
of XEneas. He com poetic versions of the
“Death of Astyanax’ and “The Golden Fleece”, and
still later composed a “Life of St. Anthony”. An
:fic eulogizing the elder Hunyadi was begun by the
ungarian Janus Pannonius, but unfortunately left
unfinished. A legendary poem of an entirely original
character is the “ Josephina”, written in twelve cantos
by John Gerson, the learned chancellor of the Univer-
sity of Paris. It reminds us of a similar poem by

Hroswitha, though the apocryphal narratives taken
from the ao-ullegh Gospel of St. James are marked by
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greater depth. Humanism was planted in Germany

by Petrarch during his residence there as ambassador

to Charles 1V, with whom he corresponded after his

departure. The interest in humanistic studies was

:Il?lsoI spread by Zneas Silvius at the Council of
asle.

As in Italy, the movement rapidly develo?ed every-
where, evincing at first a religious tendency but
afterwards becoming hostile to the Church. In the
century preceding the ‘‘ Reformation”, indeed, the
foremost representatives of Humanism remained true
to theancient Faith. Conrad Celtes, although his four
books of ‘‘ Amores” are a reflection of his dissolute
life, sang later of Catholic truths and the lives of the
saints. Similarly Willibald Pirkheimer (d. 1528)
among many others, notwithstanding his satire ‘‘Ec-
cius desolatus”’, remained faithful to the Church. On
the other hand Eoban Hessus, Crotus Rubeanus, and
above all Ulrich von Hutten espoused the cause of the
new doctrine in their highly satirical writin%.ulA
somewhat protean character was displayed by id-
erius Erasmus of Rotterdam, whose early works in-
clude hymns to Christ and the Virgin Mary. ‘‘Laus
stultitiz’’, a satire on all the estates after the fashion
of Brant’s ‘“ Narrenschiff ’, was written in seven days
to cheer hissick friend, Thomas More. In England es-
pecially at the Universities of Oxford and Cambridge,
the humanistic movement developed along the same
lines as in Germany. The first direction was given to
the movement mainly by Thomas More, whose
“ Utopia” (1515) is world renowned. In Italy the
Renaissance movement continued into the sixteenth
century. Sadolet’s poem on ‘‘The Laocoon Group”
is known throughout the literary world, while his epic
on the heroic death of Caius Curtius is equally fin-
ished. Not less famous is Vida’s *‘ Christiad ’: he also
wrote didactic poems on * Silk-worms’’ and ‘ Chess”’.
Among the more important works of this period must
also be included Jacopo Sannazaro with his classically
finished epic ““De partu Virginis”, at which he la-
boured for twenty years. His‘‘Nenia’ on the death
of Christ also merits every praise. The example of
Vida and Sannazaro spurred numerous other poets to
undertake extensive epical works, of which none at-
tained the excellence of their models.

In other countries also the ncw literary movement
continued, although it produced richer fruit in the
ficld of dramatic and lyric poetry than in epic poetry.
The singular attempt of Laurenz Rhodomannus to
com! a ‘‘Legend of Luther” in opposition to the
Catholic legend deserves mention on account of its
peculiarity. Among the works of the dramatists we
also meet with more or less ambitious attempts at epic
verse. This is especially true of the dramatists of the
Society of Jesus. J. Masen's ‘‘Sarcotis”, for example,
enjoys a certain fame as the proto-type of Milton's
“lgaradise Lost” and Vondel's *“Lucifer”. Bieder-
mann and Avancini also composed small epic narra-
tives. Balde produced many epical works; his ‘‘ Ba-
trachomyomachia’ is an allegorical treatment of the
Thirty Years’ War, and his uies”’ of Tilly bring
to light many interesting particulars concerning the

t general. He also celebrated in verse the heroic
mh of Dampierre and Bouquois. Not least among
his works is his *‘ Urania Victrix’’. But, instead of ac-
cumulating further names, let us bring forward just
a few of the more important poems: the * Puer Jesus”
of Tommaso Ceva must be placed in the front rank of
idyllic compositions; the ‘‘Life of Mary’’ (2086 dis-
tichs) of the Brazilian missionary, Venerable Joseph
de Anchieta, is a model for similar works. During the
nineteenth century the Latin epic more or less cen-
tred around the endowment of the rich native of
Amsterdam, Jacob Henry Hoeufft, who founded a
competitive prize for Latin poetry. Peter Esseiva, a
Swiss, is the best-known prize winner: he celebrated in
beautiful classical verse and brilliant Latin such mod-
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ern inlvon{.ions a8 t.(liule rﬂilroad, e(tc., and %‘llslo lgxl*g?)&ed
strictly religious and light topics (e. g.,in *“The ",
“The Grievances of a.n%)ld Mﬁid"). Leo XIII was the
last writer who wrote short epical ms in addition
to his odes. Ba artner, the author of * Weltliter-
atur’’, assigns to Latin Christian poetry the well-
meri raise: ‘‘It still contains creative sugges-
tions and offers the noblest of intellectual enjoy-

ment.”’

BAUMGARTNER, Geschichte der Weltliteratur, 1V (Freiburg,
1900); SaLzxR, Ilustrierte Geschichle der deutschen Literatur
(Vienna), publication not yet completed; DrEvES, Die Kirche
on thren Liedern (Kempten, 1908); HARTUNG, Andreas Gryphius
und das Drama der Halle, 1907); CrE1zENACH, Ge-

des neueren Dramas, I, 11 (Halle, 1893-1901); HEiNzEL,
Beschreibung des geistelichen Schm’tﬂnch im dewtschen Mittelalter
&Hambum[ 1898) ; GOEDEKE, Grundriss (2nd ed.); ScamipT, Die

ah dlinisse des deutachen Schuldramas (Berlin, 1903);
Scaxip, Der Jesust J. Masen (Cologne, 1898); IpEM, Jakob
Balde in Historiache-politische Blaiter, CXIII, 19; SwoBopa,
Odonis abbatrs Clunt sis Occupat (lﬁlpliﬁ 1900
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Latin Literature in the Church, CrLassicaL.—
1. This article deals only with the relations of the
classical literature, chiefly Latin, to the Catholic
Church. When Christianity at first appeared in
Rome the instruction of youth was largely confined to
the study of poets and historians, chief among whom
at a very early date appear Horace and Virgil. Until
the peace of the Church, early in the fourth century,
the value and use of classical studies were, of course,
not even questioned. The new converts to Christian-
ity brought with them such mental cultivation as they
had received while pagans. Their knowledge of my-
thology and ancient traditions they used as a means
of attacking paganism; their acquirements as orators
and writers were placed at the scrvice of their new
Faith. They could not conceive how a thorough edu-
cation could be obtained under conditions other than
those under which they had grown up. Tertullian for-
bade Christians to teach, but admitted that school
attendance by Christian pupils was unavoidable (De
idol., 10). In fact, his rigorous views were not carried
out even so far as the prohibition of teaching is con-
cerned. Arnobius taught rhetoric, and was very
proud of having numerous Christian colleagues (Adv.
nat., I, 4). One of his disciples was Lactantius, him-
self a rhetorician and imperial professor at Nicomedia.
Among the martyrs, we meet with school teachers like
Cassianus (Prudent., ‘‘Perist.”, 9) whom his pupils
stabbed to death with a stylus; Gorgonis, another
humble teacher, whose epitaph in the Roman cata-
combs dates from the third century (De Rossi, ‘‘Roma
Sotterranea’, II, 810). During the fourth century,
however, there sprang up an oPlposition between pro-
fane literature and the Bible. This opposition is con-
densed in the accepted translation, dating from St.
Jerome, of Psalm Ixx, 15-16, ‘ Quoniam non cognovi
litteraturam, introibo in potentias Domini; Domine
memorabor justiti® tuz solius”. One of the va-
riants of the Greek text (ypaumuarias for wpayuarias)
was perpetuated in this translation. The opposition
between Divine justice, i. e., the Law and literature,
became gradually an accepted Christian idea.

The persecution of Julian led Christian writers to
express more definitely their views on the subject. It

roduced little effect in the West. However, Marius
Q’ictorinus, one of the most distinguished professors in
Rome, chose “to give up the idle talk of the school
rather than deny the Word of God”’ (Augustine
“Conf.”, VIII, 5). Thenceforth, Christians studie
more closely and more appreciatively their own litera-
ture, i. e., the Biblical wnitings. St. Jerome discovers
therein a Horace, a Catullus, an Alceeus (Epist. 30).
In his ““De doctrina christiana’’ St. Augustine shows
how the Scriptures could be turned to account for the
study of eloquence; he analyses periods of the Prophet
Amos, of St. Paul, and shows excellent examples of
rhetorical figures ip the Pauline Epistles (Doctr. chr.,
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1V, 6-7). The Church, therefore, it seemed ought to
bave given up the study of pagan literature. She did

not do so. 8t. Augustine suggested his method only
to those who wished to become priests, and even for
these he did mean to make it obligatory. Men of less
marked ability were to use the ordinary method of in-
struction. The ‘ De doctrina christiana’ was written
in the year 427, at which time his advanci and
the increasing strictness of monastic life ht have
inclined A tine to a rigorous solution. St. Jerome's
scruples and the dream he relates in one of his letters
are quite well known. In this dream he saw
scourging him and saying: ‘‘Thou art not a Christian,
thou art a Ciceronian’’ (Epist. 26). He finds fault
with ecclesiastics who find too keen a pleasure in the
reading of Virgil; he adds, nevertheless, that youths
are indeed compelled to study him (Epist. 21). In
his quarrel with Rufinus he declares that he has not
read the profane authors since he left school; ‘“ but I
admit that I read them while there. Must I then
drink the waters of Lethe that I may forget?”’ (Adv.
Ruf,, 1, 30).

In defend.i.nf himself the first that occurs to
him is taken from mythology. hat these eminent
men desired was not so much the separation but the
combination of the treasures of profane literature and
of Christian truths. St. Jerome recalls the precept of
Deuteronomy: *“ If you desire to marry a captive, you
must first shave her head and eyebrows, ve the
hair on her body and cut her nails; so must it be done
with profane literature, after having removed all that
was earthly and idolatrous, unite with her and make
her fruitful for the Lord” (Epist. 83). St. Augustine
uses another Biblical allegory. For him, the Christian
who seeks his knowledge in the an authors re-
sembles the Israelites who despoil the tians of
their treasures in order to build the tabernacle of God.
As to St. Ambrose, he has no doubts whatever. He
quotes 9uite freely from Seneca, Virgil, and the ‘‘ Con-
solatio’” of Servius Sulpicius. He accepts the earlier
view handed down from the Hebrew apologists to
their Christian successors, viz., that whatever 18 good
in the literature of antiquity comes from the Sacred
Books. Pythagoras was a Jew or, at least, had read
Moses. The pagan g‘oets owe their flashes of wisdom
to David and Job. Tatian, following earlier Jews had
learnedly confirmed this view, and 1t recurs, more or
less develo&cd, in the other Christian apologists. In
the West Minucius Felix gathered carefully into his
““Octavius” whatever seemed to show harmony be-
tween the new doctrine and ancient learning. This
was a convenient argument and served more one
pulrgposeil posed tha paa:n stud-

ut this concession pre-sup t -
ies were subordinate to Christian truth, the ‘‘ He-
braica veritas”. In the second book of his ‘ De doc-
trina christiana”, St. Augustine explains how
classics lead to a more perfect apprehension of the
Scriptures, and are indeed an introduction to them.
In this sense St. Jerome, in a letter to Magnus, pro-
fessor of eloquence at Rome, recomm~nds the use of
profane authors; profane literature is a captive (Epist.
85). Indeed, men neither dared nor were able to do
without classical teaching. Rhetoric continued to in-
spire a kind of timid reverence. The panegyrists, for
example, do not trouble themselves about the em-
peror’s religion, but addressed him as pagans would a
pagan and draw their literary embellishments from
mythology. Theodosius himself did not dare to ex-
clude pagan authors from the school. A professor like
Ausonius pursued the same methods as his pagan pred-
ecessors. Ennodius, deacon of Milan under 'Fll;eo-
doric, and later Bishop of Pavia, inveighed against the
impious person who carried a statue of Minerva to a
disorderly house, and himself under pretext of an
‘‘epithalamium’’ wrote light and trivial verses. It is
true that Christian society at the time of the barbarian
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invasions repudiated mythology and ancient culture,
but it did not venture to completely banish them. In
the meantime the public schools of mti(iluity were
ually closed. ivate teaching took their place,
ut. even that formed its pupils, e. g. Sidonius Ap-
llinaris, accordi to the traditional method.
ristian asceticism, however, developed a strong feel-
ing against secular studies. As early as the fo cen-
tury St. Martin of Tours finds that men have better
things to do than studiing. There are lettered monks
at Lérins, but their soholarship is a relic of their early
education, not uired after their monastic profes-
sion. The Rule of St. Benedict prescribes ing, it
is true, but only sacred reading. Gregor{ the Great
condemns the study of literature so far as bishops are
concerned. Isidore of Seville condenses all ancient
culture into a few data gathered into his withered
herbarium known as the *‘Origines”, just enough to
prevent all further study in the original sources.
siodorus alone shows a far wider range and makes pos-
sible a deeper and broader study of letters. His en-
eyclopedic grasp of human knowledge links him with

e best literary traditions of pagan antiquity. He
planned a close union of secular and sacred science,
whence ought to issue a complete and truly Christian
method of teaching. Unfortunately the invasions of
the barbarians followed and the Institutiones of Cas-
siodorus remained a mere project.

II. At this period, i. e. about the middle of the sixth
century, the first indications of classical culture were
seen in Britain and a little later, towards the close of
the century, in Ireland. Thenceforth a growing liter-
ary movement appears in these islands. The Irish, at
first scholars and then teachers, create a culture which
the Anglo-Saxons develop. This culture places pro-
fane literature and science at the service of theology
and exegesis. They seem to have devoted themselves
chiefly to grammar, rhetoric, and dialectics. Whence
did the Irish monks draw the material of their learn-
ing? It is quite unlikely that manuscripts had heen
brought to the island between 350 and 450, to bring
about verrv much later a literary renaissance. The
small ecclesiastical schools almost everywhere pre-
gerved elementa tewching, reading and writing.
But Irish scholarship went far beyond that. Duri
the sixth and seventh centuries, manuscripts were sti
being copied in continental Europe. The writing of
this period is uncial or semi-uncial. Even after elim-
inating fifth-century manuscripts there still remains a
fair number of manuscripts in this style of writing.
We find among these profane works ﬁ:‘actically use-
ful writings, glossaries, treatises on land-surveying,
medicine, the veterinary art, juridical commentaries.
On the other hand, the numerous ecclesiastical manu-
scripts prove the persistence of certain scholarly tra-
ditions. The continuations of sacred studies sufficed
to bring about the Carlovingian revival. It was like-
wise a purely ecclesiastical culture which in their turn
the Irish brought back to the continent in the sixth
and seventh centuries. The chief aim of these Irish
monks was to preserve and develop religious life; for
literature as such they did nothing. When we exam-
ine closely the scattered items of information, espe-
cially the hagiological indications, their importance is
peculiarly lessened, for we find that the teaching in

uestion genemlly concerns Scripture or theology.

ven St. Columbanus does not seem to have organized
literary studies in his monasteries. The Irish monks
had a personal culture which they did not make any
effort to diffuse, for which remarkable fact two general
reasons may be given. The times were too barbarous
and the Church of Gaul had too long a road to travel
to meet the Church of Ireland. Moreover, the disciples
of the Irish were men enamoured of ascetic mortifica~
tion, who shunned an evil world and sought a life of
prayer and penance. For such minds, beauty of lan-
riage and verbal rhythm were frivolous attractions.
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Then, too, the material equipment of the Irish religious
establishments in Gaul scarcely admitted any other
study than that of the Scriptures. Generally these
establishments were but a group of huts surrounding
a small chapel.

Thus, until Charlemagne and Alcuin, intellectual
life was confined to Great Britain and Ireland. It re-
vived in Gaul with the eighth century, when the clas-
sic Latin literature was again studied with ardour.
This is not the place to treat of the Carlovingian re-
naissance nor to attempt the history of the schools and
studies of the Middle Ages. It will be sufficient to
point out a few facts. e study of classical texts for
their own sake wasat that period very uncommon. The
mgan authors were read as secondary to Scripture and

eology. Even towards the close of his life, Alcuin
forbade his monks to read Virgil. Statius is the fa-
vourite poet, and, ere long, Ovid whose licentiousnessis
glossed over by allegorical interpretation. Mediocre
abstracts and compilations, products of academic de-
cadence, appear amonﬁ the books frequently read,
e. g. Homerus latinus (Ilias latina), Dictys, Dares, the
distichs ascribed to Cato. Cicero is almost over-
looked, and two distinct personages are made of Tul-
liusand Cicero. However, until the thirteenth century
the authors read and known are not a few in number.
At the close of the twelfth century, in the early years
of the University of Paris, the principal known au-
thors are: Statius, Virgil, Lucian, Juvenal, Horace,
Ovid (with exoegtion of the erotic poems and the
satires), Sallust, Cicero, Martial, Petronius (judged as
combining useful information and dangerous passages),
Symmachus, Solinus, Sidonius, Suetonius, Quintus
Curtius, Justin (known as Trogus Pompeius), Livy,
the two Senecas (including the tra%edies), Donatus,
Priscian, Boethius, Quintilian, Euclid, Ptolemy (Has-
kins, ‘ Harvard Studies”’, XX, 75). In the thirteenth
century the influence of Aristotle restricted the field of
reading.

There are, however, a few real Humanists among
the medieval writers. Einhard (770-840), Rabanus
Maurus (776-856), the ablest scholar of his time, and
Walafrid Strabo (809-849) are men of extensive and
disinterested learning. Servatus Lupus, Abbot of
Ferriéres (805-862), in his quest for Latin manuscripts
labours as zealously as any scholar of the fifteenth
cent At a later period Latin literature is more or
less felicitously represented by such men as Remigius
of Auxerre (d. ), Gerbert (later Pope Sylvester II,
d. 1003), Liutprand of Cremona (d. about 972), John
of Salisbury (1110-1180), Vincent of Beauvais (d.
1264), Roger Bacon (d. 1294). Naturally enough
medieval Latin poetry drew its inspiration from Latin
poetry. Among the imitations must be mentioned the
works of Hroswitha (or Roswitha), Abbess of Gan-
dersheim (close of the tenth century), whom Virgil,
Prudentius, and Sedulius inspired to celebrate the acts
of Otho the Great. She is of particular interest in the
history of the survival of Latin literature, because of
her comedies after the manner of Terence. It has been
said that she wished to cause the pagan author to be
totally forgotten, but so base a purpose is not recon-
cilable with her known simplicity of character. A
certain facility in the dialogue and clearness of style do
not offset the lack of ideas in her writings; they ex-
hibit only too clearly the fate of classical culture in the
Middle Ages. Hroswitha imitates Terence, indeed,
but without understanding him, and in a ridiculous
manner. The poems on actual life of Hugh of Orléans,
known as ‘‘ Primas” or ‘*‘ Archipoeta’’ are far superior,
and betray genuine talent as well as an inteﬁ(;gent
grasp of Horace.

During the Middle Ages the Church preserved sec-
ular literaturc by harbouring and copying its works in
monasteries, where valuable libraries existed as early
as the ninth century; in Italy, at Monte Cassino
(founded in 529), and at Bobbio (founded in 612 by

LATIN



LATINI

Columbanus); in Germany at Saint Gall (614), Reich-
enau (794), Fulda (744), Lorsch (763), Hersfeld (768),
Corvey (822), Hirschau (830); in France at St. Mar-
tin’s of Tours (founded in 372, but later restored),
Fleury or Saint-Benoit-sur-Loire (620), Ferriéres
(630), Corbie (662), Cluny (910). The reforms of
Cluny and later of Clairvaux were not favourable to
studies, as the chief aim of the reformers was to com-
bat the secular spirit and re-establish strict religious
observances. This influence is in harmony with the
tendencies of scholasticism. Consequentl{, from the
twelfth century and especially the thirteenth, the copy-
ing of manuscripts became a secular business, a source
of gain. To Gudeman (*‘ Grundriss zur Geschichte der
klassischen Philologie”’, Leipzig, 1909, p. 160) we owe
the following list of the most ancient or most useful
manuscripts of the Latin classics for the Middle Ages.
Eighth-ninth centuries: Cicero’s Orations, Horace, the
ilnlosopher Seneca, Martial. Ninth century: Terence,

ucretius, Cicero, Sallust, Livy, Ovid, Lucan, Val-
erius-Maximus, Columella, Persius, Lucan, the philoso-
gger Seneca, Pliny the Elder, QuintusCurtius, the The-

id of Statius, Silius Italicus, Pliny the Younger,
Juvenal, Tacitus, Suetonius, Florus, Claudian. Ninth-
Tenth centuries: Persius, Quintus Curtius, Ceesar,
Cicero, Horace, Livy, Pheedrus, Persius, Lucan, the
philosopher Seneca, Valerius Flaccus, Martial, Jus-
tin, Ammianus Marcellinus. Tenth century: Ceesar,
Catullus, Cicero, Sallust, Livy, Ovid, Lucan, Per-
sius, Quintus Curtius, Pliny the Elder, Quintilian,
Statius, Juvenal. Eleventh century: Cesar, Sallust,
Livy, Ovid, Tacitus, Apuleius. Thirteenth century:
ﬁomelius Nepos, Propertius, Varro, ‘‘De lingua

tina”’.

This list, however, furnishes only incomplete in-
formation. An author like Quintus Curtius is repre-
sented by numerous manuscripts in every century;
another, like Lucretius, was not copied anew between
the ninth century and the Renaissance. Moreover, it
was customary to compile manuscripts of epitomes
and anthologies, some of which have preserved the
only extant fragments of ancient authors. The teach-
ing of grammar was very deficient; this may, perhaps,
account for the backwardness of philological science
in the Middle Ages. Latin grammar is reduced to an
abridgment of Donatius, supglemenwd by the mea-
gre commentaries of the teacher, and replaced since
the thirteenth century by the ‘‘ Doctrinale” of Alex-
ander de Villedieu (de Villa Dei).

II1. The Renaissance brought to light the hidden
treasures of the Middle Ages. Prior to this period,
classical culture had been an individual, isolated fact.
From the fourteenth century on it became collective
and social. The attitude of the Church towards this
movement i8 too important to be treated within the
brief limits of this article (see HumaNisM; RENAIS-
8aNCE; LEo X; Prus II; etc.). As to Latin studies, in
particular, the Church continued to influence very
actively their development At the beginning of the
modern era Latin was the court language of sove-
reigns, notably of the Italian chanceries. The Roman
curia ranks with Florence and Naples, among the first
for the eminence, fame, and grace of its Latinists.
Poggio was a papal secretary. Bembo and Sadoleto
became cardinals. Schools and universitics soon
yielded to the influence of the Humanists (sce Hu-
MANIsM). In France, the Netherlands, and Germany
the study of the ancient classics was more or less
openlg influenced by tendencies hostile to the Church
and Christianity. But the Jesuits soon made Latin
the basis of their teaching, organized the same in a
systematic way and introduced compulsory and daily
construing of Cicero. The newly founded Louvain
University (1426) became a centre of Latin studies,
owing chiefly to the Ecole du Lis founded in 1437 and
especmll?' to the Ecole des Trois Langues (Greek,
Latin, Hebrew), opened in 1517. It was at the Ecole
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du Lis that Jan van Pauteran (Despauterius) taught,
the author of a Latin grammar destined to survive
two centuries, but unfortunately too clearly dependent
on Alexander de Villedieu’s above-mentioned ‘‘ Doc-
trinale”. In the seventeenth century Port Royal in-
troduced a few reforms in the method of teaching,
substituted French for Latin in the recitations, and
added to the programme of studies. But the general
lines of education remained the same.

In the nineteenth century, classical philology re-
vived as a historical science. The men who brought
about this progress were mainly Germans, Dutch, and
English. The Catholic Church had no share in this
labour until towards the close of the century. In the
middle of the nineteenth century sprang up in France
a controversy of a gagogical nature, concerning the
use of the Latin classics 1n Christian schools. bbé
Gaume insisted that Christians, especially future
priests, should obtain their literary training from the
reading and interpretation of the Fathers of the
Church, and he went so far as to call classical educa-
tion the canker-worm (ver rongeur) of modern society.
Dupanloup, superior of the Paris seminary of Notre-
Dame des Champs, later Bishop of Orléans, took up
the defence of the classical authors, whereupon there
broke out a long polemical controversy which belongs
to the history of Catholic Liberalism. Louis Veuillot
answered Dupanloup, but the Holy See was silent and
the French bishops did not alter the curriculum of
their ‘‘ petits séminaires’’ or preparatory schools for
the clergy. Veuillot withdrew from the discussion in
1852. Dibner edited a collection of patristic texts so
graded as to serve all Christian schools from the ele-
mentary to the upper classes. Less positive at-
tempts were made to introduce selections from the
principal ecclesiastical writers of Christian antiquity
(Nourisson, for the state lycées and colleges; Monier,
for the Catholic colleges). In Belgium Guillaume
urged the simultaneous comparative study of a Chris-
tian and a an author. Both in Belgium and
France the traditional use of the authors has
held its own in most educational houses; in this re-
spect, the Jesuit schools and the government institu-
tions do not differ. In recent times attacks have been
aimed, not merely at pagan authors, but in general at
all mental training in Latin. The leaders of this new
opposition are on the one hand the so-called *‘ prac-
tical”’ men, i. e. representatives of the mtured and

- applied sciences, and on the other declared adver-

saries of the Catholic Church, many of whom hold the
opinion that the study of Latin makes men more
ready to receive the teachings of Faith. Once in,
therefore, the destinies of the Church and of them
classics are brought into connexion. On this subject
see the various articles of THE CaTHOLIC ENCYCLO-
PEDIA concerning schools, studies, education, the
history of philology, ete.
SANDYS, History of Classical Scholarship: The Survival of the
tn Classics, 1 (Cambridge, -8), ch. xxxii; Borssies,
La fin du paganisme, I (Pans, 1891) 233-398: Lrsay, Lsttera-
tura in Revue de philologie de !sttérature et d histosre ancienne,
XVI (1892), 22; ROGER, L'enscignement des letires classiques
d’Ausone it Alcuin (Paris, 1905); CHATELAIN, Uncialis scriptura
codicum latinorum (Paris, 1902); TraUBE, Vorl en und Ab
handlungen, I (Munich, 1909); Haskins, A List of Text- Books
Jrom the close of the twelfth century in Harvard Studies in Classs-
cal Philology, XX (1909), 75; LAGRANGE, Vie de Mgr Dupan-

loup (Paris, 1907).
PauL LEjay.

Latini, BruneETrTO, Florentine philosopher and
statesman, b. at Florence, ¢. 1210; the son of Buonac-
corso Latini,d. 1294. A notary by profession, Brunetto
shared in the revolution of 1250, by which the Ghibel-
line power in Florence was overthrown, and a Guelph
democratic government established. In 1260, he was
sent by the Commune as ambassador to Alfonso X of
Castile, to implore his aid against King Manfred and
the Ghibellines, and he has left us in his * Tesoretto”
(II, 27-50), a dramatic account of how, on his retura
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journey, he met a scholar from Bologna who told him
that the Guelphs had been defeated at Montaperti and
expelled from Florence. Brunetto took refuge at
Paris, where a generous fellow-countryman enabled
him to pursue his studies while ing on his pro-
fession of notary. To this unnamed friend he now
dedicated his * r’’. After the Guelph triumph
of 1266 and the establishment of a new democratic
constitution, Brunetto returned to Florence, where he
held various offices, including that of secretary to the
Commune, took an active and honoured part in Flor-
entine politics, and was influential in the counsels of
the Republic. Himself a man of great eloquence, he
introduced the art of oratory and the systematic study
of political science into Florentine public life. He
was buried in the church of Santa Maria Maggiore.
Among the individuals who had come under his influ-
ence was the young Dante Alighieri, and, in one of the
most pathetic episodes of the ‘ Inferno” (canto XV),
Dante finds the sage, who had taught him ‘‘how man
makes himself eternal”, among the sinners against
nature.

Brunetto’s chief work, ‘“Li Livres dou Trésor”, is a
kind of encyclopedia in which he “‘ treats of all things
that pertain to mortals”. It was written in French
prose during his exile, and translated into Italian by a
contemporary, Bono Giamboni. Mainly a compila-
tion from St. Isidore of Seville and other writers, it
includes compendiums of Aristotle’s *‘ Ethics” and
Cicero’s treatise on rhetoric. The most interesting
portion is the last, ‘On the Government of Cities”, in
which the author deals with the political life of his own
times. The ‘““Tesoretto’”, written before the *‘Tré-
sor", is an allegorical didactic poem in Italian, which
undoubtedly influenced Dante. Brunetto finds him-
self astray in a wood, speaks with Nature in her secret
places, reaches the realm of the Virtues, wanders into
the flowery meadow of Love, from which he is deliv-
ered by Ovid. He confesses his sins to a friar and
resolves to amend hislife, after which he ascends Olym-
pus and begins to hold converse with Ptolemy. It has
recently been shown that the ‘‘ Tesoretto’ was prob-
ably dedicated to Guido Guerra, the Florentine sol-
dier and politician who shares Brunetto’s terrible fate
in Dante’s *‘ Inferno’’. Brunetto also wrote the ‘ Fa-
volello”, a pleasant letter in Italian verse to Rustico
di Filip,
ascri
canzone, are spurious.

CrasarLLx, Li Livres dou Trésor par Brunetto Latini, publié
pour la premiére fois (Paris, 1863); GAITER, Il Tesoro di Bru-
netio int_vol * da Bono Giamboni (4 vols., Bol
1878-83); ZANNONI, Il Tesoretto e il Fawoletto [sic) di Ser Bru-
netto Latini (Florenoce, 1824); “éupt. Der T esoretto und Favolello

B. estschr. f. romanische Philologic

Latinos, Tezt in
1quln. 1883), VII; SunpBY, Della Vita ¢ delle Opere di Bruncetto

a1, tr. RENIZR, with appendixes by DeL LuNao and Mussa-

»1a (Floreace, 1884); ScHERILLO, A s capilols della brogra-
fic di Dante (Turin, 1896); ZiNoARELLI, Dante (Milan, 1903).
EpMUND G. GARDNER.

Latitudinarians. See Low CHuURcH.

La Trappe.—This celebrated abbey of the Order
of Reformed Cistercians is built in a_solitary valley,
surrounded by forests, and watered by numerous
streams which form, in the vicinity, a number of
beautiful lakes. Thelocation is eighty-four miles from
Paris, and nine miles from the little town of Mortagne
in the Department of Orne and the Diocese of Séez,
within the ancient Province of Normandf'. At its
beginning it was only a small chapel, built in 1122
in pursuance of a vow made by Rotrou II, Count of
Perche, who, a few years afterwards, constructed a
monastery adjoining, to which he invited the religious
of Breuil-Benolt, an abbey belonging to the Order of
8avigny, then in great renown for fervour and holi-
ness; and in 1140 the monastery of La Trappe was
erected into an abbey. In 1147 Savigny, with all
its affiliated monasteries, was united to the Order of
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Citeaux, and from this time forth La Trappe was a
Cistercian abbey, immediately depending on the
Abbot of Clairvaux. During several centuries La
Tra%pe remained in obscurity and, as it were, lost
in the vast multitude of monasteries that claimed
Citeaux for their mother. But in the course of the fif-
teenth century La Trappe, on account of its geograph-
ical situation, became a prey to the English troops,
during the wars between France and England, and in
the sixteenth century, it, like all the other monas-
teries, had the misfortune to be given “in commen-
dam’’; after this the religious had nothing further to
preserve than the mournful ruins of a glorious past.
However, the hour was soon to come when the
monastery was to have a bright return to its primitive
fervour. The author of this reform was de Rancé,
fourteenth commendatory Abbot of La Tralzge, who,
as regular abbot, employed all his zeal in this b,
enterprise, the noble traditions of the holy founders
of Citeaux being again enforced. The good odour of
sanctity of the inhabitants of La Trappe soon made
the monastery celebrated amongst all Christian
nations. On 13 February, 1790, a decree of the
Government was directed against the religious orders
of France, and the Abbey of La Trappe was sup-
pressed; but the religious, who had taken the road
to exile under their abbot, Dom Augustin de Le-
strange, were one day to see the doors reopen to them.
In 1815, the abbey, which had been sold as national
property, was re’B::chased by Dom Augustin, but on
their return the Trappists found nothing besides ruin H
they rebuilt their monastery on the foundations of the
old one, and on 30 August, 1832, the new church was
solemnly consecrated by the Bishop of Séez. In 1880
the Trappists were again expelled; they, however
soon returned, to the g;mat Joy and satisfaction of
the working classes and the poor. Under the able
administration of the present abbot, Dom Etienne
Salasc, the forty-fiftth abbot since the foundation,
and the fourteenth since the reform of de Rancé, the
monastery has been entirely rebuilt: the new church
which is greatl{‘ admired, was consecrated on 30
August, 1895. The different congregations of Trap-
ists are now united in a single order, the official name
ing the “ Order of Reformed Cistercians’, but for a
long time they will continue to be known by their
popular name of “Trappists” (see CISTERCIANS).
ossuet was a frequent visitor at La Trappe, in
order to spend a few days in retreat with his friend,
the Abbot de Rancé; James II of England, when a
refugee in France, went there to look for consolation.
Dom Mabillon, after his long quarrels with de Rancé,
visited him there to make e with him. The
Count of Artois, afterwards Charles X, spent several
daysat the abbey; and in 1847 Louis Philippe wished
likewise to visit this celebrated monastery. Amongst
those who have contributed to the glo? of the abbey
in modern times we will ong mention Father Robert,
known to the world as Dr. Debreyne, one of the most
renowned physicians of France, and held in high re-
pute for his numerous medico-theological works.
MANRIQUE, Annales Cistercienses, 1140, 1148; JONGELINUS,
Notitia Abbatiarum O. Chat., I, 86; JANAUSCHEK, Ory. Cist., I,
265, and introduction; Gallia Christiana, XI; GAILLARDIN,
Hyistoire de La Trappe (Paris, 1844); pe CHARENCEY, Cartulaire
de I'Abbaye de N. f) de La Trappe (Alengon, 1889): Histoire de
N. D.de La Trappe, by a roligious of the monastery (Paris, 1895);
M. P., La Trappe mieuz connue (Paris, 1834): M. L. D. B., His-
toire civile, religieuse et littéraire de I’ Abbaye de La Trappe (i’nris.
1824); La Trappe, par un Trappiste de Sept Fons (Paris, 1870);
PraNNENSCHMIDT, Jllustrierte Geschichte der Trappisten (Pader-
born, 1873); Description de I' Abbaye de La Trappe, en forme de
lettre (Paris, 1671).
Epmonp M. OBRECHT.

Latreille, PIERRE- ANDRE, a prominent French
zoologist; b. at Brives, 29 November, 1762; d. in
Paris, 6 I'eb., 1833. Left destitute by his parents in
1778, the boy found benefactors in Paris, and was
adopted by the Abbé Haily, the famous mineralogist.
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He studied theology and was ordained priest in 1786,
after which he retired to Brives and spent his leisure
in the study of entomology. In 1788 he returned to
Paris, where he lived till driven out by the Revolution.
Although not a pastor, he was arrested with several
other priests, sentenced to transportation, and sent in
a cart to Bordeaux in the summer of 1792. Before the
vessel sailed, however, Latreille made the acquaintance
of a physician, a fellow-prisoner, who had obtained a
specimen of the rare beetle, Necrobi lvs. It
was through this disco mttﬁat Latreille became ac-
quainted with the naturalist, Bory de Saint-Vincent,
who obtained his release.

He was again arrested in 1797 as an émigré, but was
once more saved by influential friends. In 1799 he
was placed in charge of the entomological department
of the Museum of Natural History in Paris, and was
elected a Member of the Academy in 1814. In 1829
‘he was appointed Frofeasor of entomology to succeed
Lamarck. From 1796 to 1833 he published a great
number of works on natural history. He was the real
founder of modern entomology.

His lesser treatises and articles for various en-
cyclopedias are too numerous for detailed mention
here; details of them will be found in * Biographie

énérale”’, XXIX, and in Carus-Engelmann, ‘‘ Biblio-
eca xoof.”, 11 (I’;eipzig, 1861). In his ‘‘Précis des
caractires génériques des Insectes” (Brives, 1795),
and “Genera Crustaceorum et Insectorum” (4 vols.,
Paris, 1806-09), Latreille added very l;?ely to the
number of known genera, and he rendered an incom-
?Amble service to science by grouping the genera into
amilies, which are treated in the complete work
‘‘ Histoire naturelle générale et particuliére des Crus-
tacés et Insectes” ?14 vols., Paris, 1802-05). But
his two most conspicuous writings on this subject
of natural classification are: *“ Considérations sur I'or-
dre naturel des animaux”’ (Paris, 1810), and “ Familles
naturellesdu eanimal’’ (Paris, 1825). Hislast work
was ‘“‘Cours d’ ntomol%ie” (2 vols., Paris, 1831-33).
GERSTAECKER in BRONN, undOrdnunam’V fl) sleip-
sig, 1866); WAsMANN in Natur und Offenbarung, Miin-
ster, 18803; KNELLER, Das Christentum mdm’&gc Vertreter der
neueren Naturwissenschaft (Freiburg, 1904); BurcxmamrprT,
Geachichte der Zoologie (Leipsig, 1907?.
J. H. RoMPEL.

Latria (Aarpela) in classical Greek origmall' meant
‘“the state of a hired servant” (Zsch., “¥’rom.”,

966), and so service generally. It is used especially
for Divine service (Plato,  Apol.” 23013. In Christian
literature it came to have a technical sense for the

supreme honour due to God alone, in contradistinc-
tion to the inferior honour due to His servants, the
angels and saints. This latter was styled “dulia”
(ct v.). Etymologically, however, there is no reason
why latria should be preferred to designate supreme
honour; and indeed the two words were often used
indiscriminately. The distinction is due to St.
Augustine, who says: “Latria . . . ea dicitur ser-
vitus qus pertinet ad colendum Deum” (De Civ. Dei,
X, i). (See AporaTION; WORSHIP.)
T. B. ScCANNELL.

Latulipe, ELie ANicET. See TEMiscAMING, VICAR-
IATE APOSTOLIC OF.

Lauda Sion.—The opening words (used as a title) of
the sequence composedpl;=m St. Thomas Aquinas, about
the year 1264, for the M‘;sa of Corpus isti. (See
Corpus CHRIaTI, FEAST OF.) That the sequence was
written for the Mass is evidenced by the sixth stanza:

Dies enim solemnis agitur

In qua mens® prima recolitur

Hujus institutio.
(“for on this solemn day is again celebrated the first
institution of the Supper”). The authorship of the
sequence was once attributed to St. Bonaventure; and
Gerbert, in his “ De cantu et musica sacra’’, declaring it
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redolent of the style and rhythmioc sweetness charao-
teristic of the verse of this saint, moots the question
whether the composition of the Mass of the feast
should not be ascribed to him, and of the Office to St.
Thomas. The fact that another Office had been com-
posed for the local feast established by a synodal de-
cree of the Bishop of Liége in 1246 also led some
writers to contest the ascription to St. Thomas. His
authorship has been proved, however, beyond ques-
tion, thinks Marténe &e antiq. rit. ecei., 1V, xxx), by
the dissertation of Noél Alexandre, which leaves no
doubt (minimum dubitands scrupulum) in the matter.
There is also a clear declaration (referred to by Car-
dinal Thomasius) of the authorship of St. Thomas, in
aConstitution issued by Sixtus IV (1471-1484), and to
be found in the third tome of the “ Bullarium novissi-
mum Fratrum Predicatorum’”. In content the great

uence, which is partly epic, but mostly didactic
and lyric in character, summons all to endless praise
of the Blessed Sacrament of the Altar (lines 1-15);
assigns the reason for the commemoration of its in-
stitution (lines 16-30); gives in detail the Catholic
doctrine of the Sacrament (lines 31-62): “Dogma
datur Christianis”, etc.; shows the fulfilment of an-
cient types (lines 63-70): “Ecce panis angelorum",
etc.; prays the Good Shepherd to feed and us
here and make us sharers of the Heavenly Table here-
after (lines 71-80): “Bone tﬁn.m‘,or, anis vere” ete.
Thioughout the long poem the rh ic flow is easy
and natural, and, strange to say, especially so in the
most didactic of the stansas, deepite a scrupulous
theological accuracy in both thought and phrase.
The saint “writes with the full panoply under his
singing-robes’’; but always the melody is perfect, the
condensation of phrase is of crystalline clearness, the
unction is abundant and, in the closing stanzas, of
compellingsweetness. A more detailed description of
the content of the ‘“ Lauda Sion ” is not n here,
since both Latin text and English version are given in
the Baltimore “ Manual of Pra, ers"ig. 632.

In form, the uence follows the rhythmic and

stanzaic build of A of St. Victor’s ‘‘ Laudes crucis
attollamus’’, which is given by present-day hymnolo-
ists as the typeselected by St Thomasforthe ‘‘ Lauda
ion”’. Thus the opening stanzas of both sequences
have the form:
L v L v L v 2 v
L v L v L v L
A V. A U

which is continued through five stanzas. In the
gixth stanza the form changesin the *“ Lauda Sion "’ to:
“Dies enim solemnis agitur’’ etc., as quoted above;
and in the “Laudescrucis” to the identical (numerical)
rhythms of :

Dicant omnes et dicant singuli,

Ave salus totius seculi

Arbor salutifera.
Both sequences then revert to the first form for the
?ext stanza, while in the following stanza both alter the

orm to:

2 v L v L v L
L v L v £ v Z
2Z v L v L v L

in which all three lines are in the same rhythm. Both
again revert to the first form, the “ Lauda Sion’’ having
tensuchstanszas, the ‘' Laudes crucis’’ twelve. We next
come to a beautiful stanzaic feature of the sequences
of Adam, which is imitated by the “ Lauda Sion’’.
The stanzaic forms thus far noticed have comprised
three verses or lines. But now, asif the fervour of his

theme had at length begun to carry the poet beyond
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his narrow stanzaic limits, the lines multiply in each
stanza. Thus, the following four stanzas in both
sequences have a form which, as it has in various ways
become notable in the ‘Lauda Sion’’, may be given
here in the text of one of its stanzas:

Ecce panis angelorum

Factus cibus viatorum;

Vere panis filiorum

Non mittendus canibus.

Finally, both sequences close with two stanzas
having each five lines, as illustrated by the penulti-
mate stanza of the ‘‘ Lauda Sion’’:

Bone pastor, panis vere,
Jesu, nostri miserere;
Tu nos pasce, nos tuere,
Tu nos bona fac videre
In terra viventium.

It is clear from the above detailed comparison of the
two sequences that St. Thomas, following the form of
the “ Laudes crucis’’ throughout all its rhythmic and
stanzaic variations, composed a sequence which could
be sung to a chant already in existence; but it is not
a necessary inference from this fact that St. Thomas
directly used the ‘‘Laudescrucis’’ as hismodel. Inform
the two se(buences are indeed identical (except, as al-
ready noted, that one has two stanzas more than the
other). Butidentity of formisalsofoundin the ‘‘Lauda
Sion” and Adam’s Easter sequence, “Zyma vetus
expurgetur ', which Clichtoveus rightly styles‘‘admo-
dum divina”’, and whose spirit and occasional phrase-
ology approximate much more closely to those of the
‘“Lauda Sion”. Thisis especially notable in the sixth
stanza, where the first peculiar change of rhythm oc-
curs, and where in both sequences the application of
the theme to the feast-day is made directly and for-
mally. Thus (in “LaudaSion”’): * Dies enim solemnis
agitur”, etc.; and (in “Zyma vetus”’): “ Hxc est dies
quam fecit Dominus”’ (This is the day which the Lord
hath made). It may well be surmised that Adam de-
sired to include this famous liturgical text in his
Easter sequence of “‘ Zyma vetusexpurgetur”’, even at
the expense of altering the rhythm with which he had
begun his poem; and St. Thomas, copying exactly the
new rhythmic form thus introduced, copied also the
spirit and pungency of its text. The same thingis not
true, however, of the corresponding stanza of the
‘‘Laudes crucis’’, which gives us merely similarity of
form and not of content or of spirit. Other verbal
correspondences between the ‘“Zyma vetus” and the
‘“Lauda Sion’’ are o@ervable in the closing stanzas.
It may be said, then, that the  Lauda Sion'’ 6wes not
only its poetic form, but much also of its spirit and fire,
and not a little even of its phraseology, to various
sequences of Adam, whom Guéranger styles “le plus
grand podte du moyen 4ge’’. Thus, for instance, the
two lines (rhythmically variant from the type set in
the first stanza) of the ‘‘ Lauda Sion’’:

Vetustatem novitas,

Umbram fugat veritas,
were directly borrowed from another Easter sequence
of Adam's, Ecce dies celebris, in which occurs the double

stansza:
Latis cedant tristia,
Cum sit major gloria,
Quam prima confusio.
Umbram fugat veritas,
Vetustatem novitas,
Luctum consolatio—
while the *Pascha novum Christus est "’ of the Easter
uence of Adam, and the *“ Paranymphi nove legis
Ad amplexum novi Regis” of his sequence of the
Apostles, find a strong echo in the “Novum pascha
nove legis "’ of the “Lauda Sion”.

The plainsong melody of the ‘Lauda Sion’’ includes
the seventh and eighth modes. Its purest form is
found in the recently issued Vatican edition of the
Roman Gradual. Its authorship is not known; and,
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accordingly, the surmise of W. S. Rockstro that the
text-authors of the five sequences still retained in the
Roman Missal probably wrote the melodies also (and
therefore that St. Thomas wrote the melody of the
‘‘Lauda Sion”’), and the conviction of a writer in the
“Irish Ecclesiastical Record”’, August, 1888 (St.
Thomas as a Musician), to the same effect, are incor-
rect. Shall we suppose that Adam of St. Victor com-
posed the melody? The sugposition which would of
course date the melody in the twelfth century, is not
animprobable one. Possibly it is of older date; but the
peculiar changes of rh{’thm suggest that the melody
was composed either Adam or by some fellow-
monk of St. Victor's Abbey;
rhythmic change is, as has been remarked above, the
inclusion of the intractable liturgical text: “Hee
dies quam fecit Dominus "’—a change demanding a
melogy appropriate to itself. Since the melody dates
back at least to the twelfth century, it is clear that the
“local tradition” ascribing its composition to Pope
Urban1V (d. 1264), who had established the feast-day
and had charged St. Thomas with the composition of
the Office, is not well-based: *‘Contemporary writers
of Urban IV s of the beauty and harmony of his
voice and of his taste for music and the Gregorian
chant; and, according to a local tradition, the music
of the Office of the Blessed Sacrament—a composition
as grave, warm, penetrating, splendid as the celestial
harmonies—was the work of Urban IV’’ (Cruls,
“The Blessed Sacrament ”, tr., Preston, p. 76). In
addition to the exquisite piainsong mel mention
should be made of Palestrina’s settings of the ‘‘ Lauda
Sion”, two for eight voices (the better known of which
follows somewhat closely the plainsong melody), and
one for four voices; and also of the noble setting of
Mendelssohn.

The *“ Lauda Sion ” is one of the five sequences (out
of the thousand which have come down to us from the
Middle Ages) still retained in the Roman Missal. Each
of the five has its own special beauty; but the ‘“ Lauda
Sion” ig peculiar in its combination of rhythmic flow,
dogmatic precision, phrasal condensation. It "has
been translated, either in whole or in part, upwards of
twenty times into English verse; and a selection from
it, the *“ Ecce panis angelorum’’, has received some ten
additional versions. Amongst Catholic versions are
those of Southwell, Crashaw, Husenbeth, Beste,
Oakeley, Caswall, Wallace, Aylward, Wackerbarth,
Henry. Non-Catholic versions modify the meaning
where it is too aggressively dogmatic and precise. E.
C. Benedict, however, in his ‘“ Hymn of Hildebert ”,
etc., gives a literal translation into verse, but declares
that it is to be understood in a Protestant sense. On
the other hand, as the editor of “Duffield’s Latin
Hymns" very sensibly remarks, certain stanzas ex-
press “ the doctrine of transubstantiation so distinetly,
that one must have gone as far as Dr. Pusey, who
avowed that he held ‘all Roman doctrine’, before
using these words in a non-natural sense.” The ad-
miration tacitly bestowed on the sequence by its
fmTent translation, either wholly or in part, by non-
Catholic pens, found its best expression in the elo-
quent Latin eulogy of Daniel (Thesaurus Hymnologi-
cus, II, p. 88), when, speaking of the hymns of the
Mass and Office of éorpus Christi, he says: ‘“The
Angelic Doctor took a single theme for his singing, one
filled with excellence and divinity and, indeed, angelic,
that is, one celebrated and adored by the very angels.
Thomas was the greatest singer of the venerable
Sacrament. Neither is it to be believed that he did
this without the inbreathi:; of God (quem non sine
numinis afflatu cecinisse credas), nor shall we be sur-
prised that, having so wondrously, not tosay uniquely,
absolved this one spiritual and wholly heavenly theme,
he should thenceforward sing no more. One only off-
spring was his—but it was a lion (Peperit semel, sed
leonem).”

and the most notable
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KArsen, Beitrage sur Geschichte und Erklirung der alien
Kirchenhymnen, 11 (Paderborn and Miinster, 1888), 77; JuLiaN,
Dactionary of Hym (New York, 1892), s. v. for references
to MSS. and translations; DRevEs anpD BLUME, Ana
Hymnica (Leipsig), x, 123; xxxvii, 58; xxxix, 226, 229, x, 311;
xlii, 104, 151, for poems founded on the Lauda Sion, and xxxvii,
269 (no. 312) for a sequence in honour of 8t. Thomas Aquinas,
beginning Lauda Sion increatam; E iastical Review, IV, 443,
for text and translation, notes and comment.

H. T. HENnrY.

Laudianus Oodex. See MANUSCRIPTS OF THE

BIBLE.

Lauds.—In the Roman Liturgy of to-day Lauds
designates an office composed of psalms and canticles,
usuﬁllm recited after Matins.

1. TuE TErM Laups AND THE Hour oF THE Or-
rice.—The word Lauds (i. e. praises) explains the
particular character of this office, the end of which is
to praise God. All the Canonical Hours have, of
course, the same object, but Lauds may be said to
have this characteristic excellence. e name is
certainly derived from the three last in the
office (cxlviii, exlix, cl), in all of which the word
laudate is repeated frequently, and to such an extent
that originally the word Lauds designated not, as it
does nowadays, the whole office, but only the end,
that is to say, these three psalms with the conclusion.
The title Alvoc (praises) has been retained in Greek.
St. Benedict also employs this term to designate the
last three psalms: post hec [viz, the canticlg] ur
Laudes (Reoguln, cap. xiii). In the fifth and sixth cen-
turies the Office of the Lauds was called Matutinum,
which has now become the special name of another
office, the Night Office or Vigils, a term no longer
used (see MaTINs). Little by little the title Lauds
was applied to the. whole office, and supplanted the
name of Matins. In the ancient authors, however,
from the fourth to the sixth or seventh century, the
names Matutinum, Laudes matutine, or Matutini
hymnt, are used to designate the office of daybreak or
dawn, the Office of Matins retaining its name of Vig-
ils. The reason of this confusion of names is, perhaps,
that originally Matins and Lauds formed but a single
office, the Night Office terminating only at dawn.

In the liturgy, the word Lauds has two other mean-
ings: It sometimes signifies the Alleluia of the Mass;
thus a Council of Toledo (IV Council, ¢. xii) formally
geronounced: ‘‘Lauds are sung after the Epistle and

fore the Gospel” (for this interpretation compare
Mabillon, *De Liturgia gall.”, I, 1v). Saint Isidore
says:‘‘ Laudes, hocest, Alleluia, canere’’ (De div. offic.,
xiti). The word Lauds also designates the public
acclamations which were sung or shouted at the ac-
cession of princes, a custom which was for a long time
observed in the Christian Church on certain occasions.

II. THE OFFICE IN VARIOUS LITURGIES.—In the
actual Roman Liturgy, Lauds are composed of four
psalms with antiphons (in reality there are usually
seven, but, following the ordinary rules, psalms with-
out the Gloria and antiphon are not counted sepa-
rately), a Canticle, Capitulum, Hymn, Versicle, the
Benedictus with Antiphon, Oratio, or Collect, and, on
certain days, the Preces, or Prayers and Versicles.
The psalms, unlike those of Matins and Vespers, are
not teken in the order of the Psalter, but are chosen
in accordance with special rules without reference
to their position in the Psalter. Thus the psalm
*‘Miserere mei Deus” (Ps. 1) is said every day on
which a feast does not occur. The Ims ‘“Deus,
Deus meus” (Ps. Ixii) and ‘‘ Deus miscreatur nostri
et benedicat nobis” (Ps. Ixvi), and finally the last
three ms, ‘ Laudate Dominum de ccelis”, *“Can-
tate Domino canticum novum”, and *Laudate
Dominum in sanctis ejus” (Pss. cxlviii-cl), are
recited every day without exception. As we have
remarked, it i3 from these last that this office derives
its name. It will be noticed that, in general, the other
nealms used at Lauds have also been chosen for special
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reasons, because one or other of their verses containsan
allusion either to the break of day, or to the Resur-
rection of Christ, or to the prayer of the morning,
which, as we shall presently point out, are the raison
détre of this office. Such are the verses:  Deus Decus
meus ad te de luce vigilo”’;  Deus misereatur nostri
. . . illuminet vultum suum super nos’’; ‘‘Mane
astabo tibi et videbo’’; ‘' Emitte lucem tuum et veri-
tatem tuam’’; “Exitus matutinum et vespere dc-
lectabis’’; ¢ Mane sicut herba transeat. mane floreat
et transcat’’; “ Ad annuntiandum mane misericordiam
tuam”’, etc. Another characteristic of this office are
the canticles which take place between the psalms
Ixii-Ixvi and the last three psalms. This collection of
seven canticles from the Old Testament (Canticle
““ Benedicite”, Canticle of Isaias, Canticle of Ezechias,
Canticle of Anne, the two Canticles of Moses, the
Canticle of Habacuc) is celebrated, and is almost in
agrcement with that of the Eastern Church. St.
Benedict borrowed it from the Roman Church and,
having designed the plan of the Office of Lauds in
accordance with that of the Church of Rome, pre-
scribed a special canticle for each day: ‘‘Canticum
unumquodque die suo ex prophetis, sicut psallit
Ecclesia Romana, dicatur’” (Reg., xiii).

To these canticles the Roman f.iturgy adds, as the
finale to this office, that of Zachary, ‘‘Benedictus
Dominus Deus Israei”, which is recited every day and
which is also a canticle to the Light, viz. Christ:
“Illuminare his qui in tenebris et in umbra mortis se-
dent”. The hymns of Lauds, which in the Roman
Church were only added later, also form an inter-
esting collection; they generally celebrate the break
of day, the Resurrection of Christ, and the spiritual
light which He has made to shine on earth. ey are
very ancient compositions, and are probably anterior
to Saint Benedict. In the Ambrosian Office, and also
in the Mosarabic, Lauds retain a few of the principal
elements of the Roman Lauds—the Benedictus, can-
ticles from the Old Testament, and the psalms exlviii,
cxlix, cl, arranged, however, in a different order (cf.
Dom G. Morin, op. cit. in bibliography). In the
Benedictine Liturgy, the Office of Lauds resembles the
Roman Lauds very closely, not only in its use of the
canticles which St. Benedict admits, as we have
alread‘r_ remarked, but also in its general construc-
tion. The Greek office corresponding to that of Lauds
is the 8p6pos, which also signifies ‘morning’’; its com-

ition is different, but it nevertheless retains a
ew elements of the Western Lauds—notably the can-
ticles and the three psalms, cxlviii-cl, which in the
Greek Liturgy bear the name Al»o: or Praises, corre-
sgondinf1 to the Latin word Laudes (cf. ‘“‘ Dict. d’ar-
chéol. chrét. et de lit.”’, s. v. Ainoi; ‘‘ Horologion”,
Rome, 1876, p. 55).

III. Laups IN THE EARLY CHRISTIAN AGES AND
THEIR ORIGIN.—Lauds, or, to 8 more precisely,
the Morning Office or Office of Aurora corresponding
to Lauds, 18 incontestably one of the most ancient
offices and can be traced back to Apostolic times. In
the sixth century St. Benedict gives us a very de-
tailed description of them in his Rule (chap. xii and
xiii): the psalms (almost identical with those of the
Roman Liturgy), the canticle, the last three psalms,
the capitulum, hymn, versicle, the canticle Benedic-
tus, and the concluding part. St.Columbanus and the
Irish documents give us only very vague information
on the Office of Lauds (cf. ‘‘ Regula S. Columbani”,
c. vii, *“De cursu psalmorum’’’ in P. L., LXXX, 212).
An effort has been made to reconstruct it in accord-
ance with the Antiphonary of Bangor, but this docu-
ment, in our opinion, gives us but an extract, and not
the complete office (cf. Cabrol in * Dict. d’ archéol. et
de lit.”’, s. v. Bangor, Antiphonaire de). St. Gregory
of Tours also makes several allusions to this office,
which he calls Matutini hymni; he gives us, as its con-
stitutive parts, psalm 1, the Benedicite, the three
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pealms, cxlviii-cl, and the versicles (‘' Hist. Franco-
rum”’, I, vii, in P. L., LXXI, 201, 256, 1034 etc.
Cf. Baumer-Biron, ‘‘Hist. du brév. rom.”, I, 229-
30). At an earlier period than that of the fifth and
fourth centuries, we find various descriptions of the
Morning Office in Cassian, in Melania the Younger,
in the *‘ Peregrinatio Atheriee”’, St. John Chrysostom,
St. Hilary, Euscbius (B#umer-Biron, op. cit., I, 81,
114, 134, 140, 150-68, 208, 210).

Naturally, in proportion as we advance, greater
varieties of the form of the Office are found in the
different Christian provinces. The gneml features,
however, remain the same; it is the office of the dawn
(Aurora), the office of sunrise, the morning office, the
morning praises, the office of cock-crow (Gallicinium,
ad galli cantus), the office of the Resurrection of
Chnist. Nowhere better than at Jerusalem, in the
‘‘ Peregrinatio AEtheris”’, does this office, celebrated
at the very tomb of Christ, preserve its local colour.
The author calls it kymnt matutinales; it is considered
the principal office of the day. There the liturgy dis-
plays all its pomps; the bishop used to be present with
all his cler?', the office being celebrated around the
Grotto of the Holy Sepulchre itself; after the psalms
and canticles had been sung, the litanies were chanted,
and the bishop then blessed the people. (Cf. Dom
Cabrol, * Etude sur la Peregrinatio Silvig, les Eglises
de Jerusalem, la discipline et la liturgie au IV® sie-
cle”, Paris, 1895, pp. 39, 40. For the East cf. “De
Virginitate””, xx, in P. G., XXVIII, 275.) Lastly,
we again find the first traces of Lauds in the third,
and even in the second, century in the Canons of Hi

lytus, in St. Cyprian, and even in the Apostolio
F;thers, so much so that Biiumer does not hesitate to
assert that Lauds together with Vespers are the most
ancient office, and owe their origin to the Apostles
(Baumer-Biron, op. cit., I, 58; cf. 56, 57, 64, 72 etc.).

IV. StuBoLisM AND REAsON oF Tris OFricE.—It
is easy to conclude from the preceding what were the
motives which gave rise to this office, and what its
signification is. For a Christian the first thought
which should present itself to the mind in the morning,
is the thought of God; the first act of his day should be
a prayer. The first gleam of dawn recalls to our
minds that Christ is the true Light, that He comes to
dispel spiritual darkness, and to reign over the world.
It was at dawn that Christ rose from the tomb, Con-
queror of Death and of the Night. It is this thought
of His Resurrection which gives to this office its whole
signification. Iast(l’y, this tranquil hour, before day
has commenced, and man has again glunged into the
torrent of cares, is the most favourable to contempla-
tion and prayer. Liturgically, the elements of Lauds
have been most harmoniously combined, and it has
preserved its significance better than other Hours.

BoxA, De Divina Psalmodia, v, in Opp. omnia (Antwerp,
1677). pp. 705 8qq.; Commentarius historicus in Romanum Bre-
twariwm (Venice, 1724), 102; Prossr, Brevier u, Breviergebet
(Tabingen, 1868), pp- 146, 173, 184, 188; IpEM, Lehre u. Gebet in
den dres ersten Jahrh. (Tabi , 1871); BAUMER, Hist. du bré-
naire, French tr. Birown, I (Paris, 1905), 58, 164, etc.; Batir-
yoL, Hist. du brév. romain (Paris, 1893), 22 sqq.; DucHESNE,
Chnistian Worship (London, 1904), 448-9; HoTrAM in Dict.
CArist. Antiq.,s. v. Office, The Divine; SCUDAMORE, tbid., 8. v.
Howurs of Prayer; MoRrIN, Les Laudes du dimanche du IV au
VIIe sitcle, in Revue Bénédidine (1889), 301—4; BiNGHAM,
Works (Oxtford, 1855), IV, 342, 548, etc. See also BREVIARTY;
Hours, CANONICAL; ViaILs; MATINS.

F. CasroL.

Laura.—The Greek word laura (Aalpa) is em-
ployed by writers from the end of the fifth century to
distinguish the monasteries of Palestine of the semi-
eremitical type. The word signifies a narrow way or

, and 1n later times the quarter of a town. We

- find it used in Alexandria for the different portions of

the city grouped around the principal churches; and

this latter sense of the word is in conformity with

whst we know of the Palestinian laura, which was
a group of hermitages surrounding a church.
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Although the term laura has been almost exclusively
used with to Palestine, the type of monastery
which it designated existed, not only there, but in
Syria and Mesopotamia; in Gaul; in Italy; and among
the Celtic monks. The type of life led therein might
be described as something midway between the purely
eremitical—inaugurated by St. Paul the first hermit—
and the purely cenobitical life. The monk lived alone
though dependent on a superior, and was only bound
to the common life on Saturdays and Sundays, when
all met in church for the solemn Eucharistic Liturgy,
This central church was the origin of what was after.
wards called the canobtum, or the house of the im
perfect, or of ‘‘the children’. There the future sol .
tary was to pass the time of his probation, and to it .o
mxfht have to return if he had not the strength for the
full rigour of the soli life. The lauras of Palesti.c
were originated by St. Chariton, who died about 350,
He founded the Laura of Pharan, to the north-east of
Jerusalem, and that of Douka, north-east of Jericho.
But most of the lauras in the vicinity of Jerusalem
owed their existence to a Cappadocian named Sabas.
In 483 he founded the monastery which still bears his
name, Mar Saba. It stands on the west bank of Ce-
dron and was once known as the Great Laura. We
know that in 814 the Laura of Pharan wasstill fiourish-
ing, and it appears that on Mount Athos this type of
life was followed till late in the tenth century. I{ gave
way, however, to the cenobitic, and no monastery now

-extant 4N be sdid really to resemble the ancient lauras.
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