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CHAPTER IX.

THE GERMAN DECLARATION OF NEUTRALITY AND THE ELEC-
TION OF FELIX V.

1438—1439.

EuceNius 1V. might triumph at Florence; but the fathers
of Basel, weakened yet not dismayed, pursued their Attitade of
course with an appearance of lofty indifference. In the Coun-
January, 1438, they suspended Eugenius IV. from Basel.

his office for venturing to summon a Council to ***

Ferrara without their assent. The logical consequence of
such a step was the deposition of Eugenius, and to this
Cardinal d’Allemand and his followers were ready to proceed.
But, although all who had any leaning towards Eugenius,
or who had any scruples about the omnipotence of the
Council, had already left Basel, there still remained many
who did not wish to proceed at once to extremities. Motives
of statesmanship and considerations of expediency landed
them in a somewhat illogical position. Through their desire
to support the Council without attacking the Pope they were
mC!mal:ned at Basel ¢ the Greys,” as being neither black nor
white.! This party, though it had the weakness which in
e({CICSiastical matters always attaches to a party that is
trimming through political pressure, was still strong enough
to put off for some time the deposition of Eugenius. It
raised technical points, disputed each step, and gave weight
;for‘:lihremo_nstrances against a new schism which came

€ princes of Europe.

1
ZEn. Syl D¢ Con. Basil. (ed. 1 ‘
. . . . . 1700), p. 9. ‘Quorum postea sectam
WIlhelm“S, Constantiensis Juris consultus, Griseam appellavit.’



4 THE COUNCIL OF BASEL,

Accordingly, says Aneas Sylvius, the question of procedure
against Eugenius was discussed according to the Socratic
method. Every possible suggestion was made, and every
possible objection was raised against it. Was Eugenius to
be dealt with simply as a heretic, or as a relapsed heretic,
or was he a heretic at all? On such points the fathers
differed ; but they agreed on March 24 in fulminating against
the Council of Ferrara, declaring all its procedure null and
void, and summoning all, under pain of excommunication,
to quit it and appear at Basel within thirty days.

It was, however, impossible that this war between the
Declara. Pope apd the Council could c?ntinue without excit-
tion of ﬁttl;,e ing serious attention, on political grounds, amongst
of Ger- ~ the European nations most nearly interested in
Marsh 17, the Papacy. Germany and France, about the same
1438 time, took measures to protect themselves against
the dangers with which they were threatened by the impend-
ing outbreak of a schism. What Germany desired was a
measure of ecclesiastical reform without the disruption of
the unity of the Church. It felt no interest in the struggle
of the Council against the Pope ; rather the German princes
looked with suspicion upon the avowed object of the Coun-
cil, of exalting the ecclesiastical oligarchy at the expense of
the Papacy. [t bore too near a resemblance to their own
policy towards the Empire, and they did not wish to be
embarrassed in their own schemes by an access of independ-
ence to the bishops. Accordingly the Electors entered into
correspondence with Cesarini in 1437, and lent their support
to his efforts for a compromise between the Pope and the
Council. When this failed, the Electors, under the guidance
of Archbishop Raban of Trier, devised a plan of declaring
the neutrality of Germany in the struggle between the Pope
and the Council ; by so doing they would neither abandon
the reformation of the Church nor assist in creating a schism,
but would be in a position to take advantage of any oppor-
tunity that offered. This scheme was, no doubt, suggested
by the example of the withdrawal of the French allegiance



THE GERMAN DECLARATION OF NEUTRALITY. 5

from Boniface XIIIL., and had much to be said in its favour.
The Electors had sent to obtain the assent of Sigismund
when the news of his death reached them.

In March, 1438, the Electors met for the purpose of choosing
a new king at Frankfort, where they were beset by partisans
of Eugenius IV. and of the Council. They resolved that
before proceeding to a new election they would secure a basis
for their new policy. In a formal document they publicly
declared on March 17 that they took no part in the differ-
ences between the Pope and the Council, nor would they
recognise the punishments, processes, or excommunications
of either, as of any validity within the Empire. They
would maintain the rights of the Church till the new king
found means to restore unity ; if he had not done so within
six months they would take counsel of the prelates and jurists
of their land what course to adopt.! Next day Albert, Duke
of Austria and King of Hungary, Sigismund’s son-in-law,
was elected king, as Sigismund had wished and planned.

This declaration of neutrality was a new step in ecclesias-
tical politics, and was equally offensive to Pope giection
and Council, both of whom were loud in" asserting §f AT,
that in such a matter neutrality was impossible. 5 3%
Both hastened to do all they could to win over Albert; but
Albert was not easy to win over, nor indeed was he ina
position to oppose the Electors. His hold on Hungary,
Fhreatened by the Turks, was but weak, and Bohemia was
Insecure. His personal character was not such as to afford
much opportunity for intrigue. He was upright and honest,
reserved in speech, a man who thought more of action than
of diplomacy. Tall, with sunburnt face and flashing eyes,
he took his pleasure in hunting when he could not take it in
warfare, and was content to follow the advice of those whom
he thought wiser than himself? Ambassadors could do

1 M . .

QM“HCB Reichstagstheatyum, i., 22, etc,
stat Aineas Syl_viqs, in Palacky, Italienische Reise, 116: * Fuit vir magna
mal“‘l;a, venationis cupidus, in armis promptus, facere quam dicere
one at; non ipse per se cernens sed acquiescens consiliis eorum quos
O8 existimavit; nigra facie, oculis terribilibus, malorum omnium hostis .
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nothing with him, and in July he joined the band of the
Electors, and declared himself personally in favour of
neutrality.

The example of Germany was followed by France. Ger-
pragmatic THANY had taken up the attitude most in accordance
Sanction  with its views; France proceeded to do likewise.
of Charles .

VIL May, For the large questions of Church government
13t involved in the struggle between Council and Pope,
France had little care. Since their failure at Constance the
theologians ofthe University of Paris had sunkinto lethargy.
France, suffering from the miseries of its long war with
England, took an entirely practical view of affairs. Its
object was to retain for its own uses the wealth of the
Church, and prevent Papal interference with matters of
finance. Charles VII. determined to adopt in his own
kingdom such of the decrees of the Council as were for his
advantage, seeing that no opposition could be made by the
Pope. Accordingly, a Synod was summoned at Bourges on
May 1, 1438. The ambassadors of Pope and Council urged
their respective causes. It was agreed that the king should
write to Pope and Council to stay their hands in proceeding
against one another; meanwhile, that the reformation be
not lost, some of the Basel decrees should be maintained in
France by royal authority. ‘The results of the Synod’s
deliberation were laid before the king, and on July 7 were
made binding as a pragmatic sanction! on the French
Church. The Pragmatic Sanction enacted that General
Councils were to be held every ten years, and recognised
the authority of the Council of Basel. The Pope was no
longer to reserve any of the greater ecclesiastical appoint-
ments, but elections were to be duly made by the rightful

1 The term Pragmatic Sanction is explained by S. Augustine, Coll.
III. cum Donatistis : * Pragmaticum rescriptum quod supra preceptum
Imperiale dicitur°.  Similarly Eneas Sylvius in his Commentaries says:
¢ Pragmaticam sanctionem quidam rescriptum principis esse dixerunt, nos
melius sanctionem de causis possumus appellare. Pragma enim Grece,
Lating, cansam significat ; apud Gallos autem Pragmatica sanctio lex est
quadam de negotiis ecclesiasticis.’
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patrons. Grants to benefices in expectancy, ¢ whence all
agree that many evils arise,” were to cease, as well as
reservations. In all cathedral churches one prebend was
to be given to a theologian who had studied for ten years in
a university, and who was to lecture or preach at least once
a week. Benefices were to be conferred in future, one-third
on graduates, two-thirds on deserving clergy. Appeals to
Rome, except for important causes, were forbidden. The
number of Cardinals was to be twenty-four, each of the age
of thirty at least. Annates and first-fruits were no longer
to be paid to the Pope, but only the necessary legal fees on
institution.  Regulations were made for greater reverence
in the conduct of Divine service; prayers were to be said
by the priest in an audible voice; mummeries in churches
were forbidden, and clerical concubinage was to be punished
by suspension for three months.! Such were the chief
reforms of its own special grievances, which France wished
to establish. It was the first step in the assertion of the
rights of national Churches to arrange for themselves the
details of their own ecclesiastical organisation. It went
no further, however, than the amendment of existing griev-
ances as far as the opportunity allowed. It rested upon
no principles applicable to the well-being of Christendom.
While Germany, true to its imperial traditions, was content
to hold its hand till it discovered some means of bringing
about a reformation without a schism, France entered upon
a separatist policy to secure its own interests,

The issue of both these plans depended upon the struggle
betweén the Pope and the Council. Charles VIL. The
besought the Council to suspend their proceed- Blectors

. ) i vainly
Ings against the Pope, and received an answer offer to.

: . . 12
that it was doing so. On July 12, at a Diet held at between
. . n
Niirnberg, the Electors offered to mediate between Coumeil.

the Pope and Council, but were answered by the %‘L‘éﬁ‘ér.

Council’s envoys that secular persons might not “3*

., It _i§ given in fu]l in Ordonnances des Rois de France de la troisieme
ace, xiil., 267 ; briefly in Martene, Amp. Coll,, viii., 945, and in Ménch,
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judge ecclesiastical matters, and that it would be a bad pre-
cedent if Popes and Councils were interfered with The
Electors, with Albert’s assent, extended the neutrality for four
months. On October 16, at a second Diet at Nirnberg,
appeared Cardinal Albergata, as the head of a Papal embassy;
but the envoys of the Council, headed by the Patriarch of
Aquileia, were received with greater marks of distinction.
Eugenius IV. never again subjected any of his Cardinals to
such a slight, but chose less important and more skilful
diplomatists. The Electors again offered to mediate, on
the basis that the Councils of Ferrara and Basel should
alike be dissolved, and a new one summoned at another
place. The Basel envoys replied that they had no instruc-
tions on this matter; they asked if the Electors accepted
the decrees of the Council, and were answered in turn that
envoys should be sent to Basel to answer this question.
At Basel accordingly there was much negotiation with the
German envoys, who were joined by those of the other
princes, but the fathers resolutely opposed a translation
of the Council, and rejected all proposals tending to that
end. When the third Diet met at Mainz on March 5, 1439,
matters had advanced no farther than they were at first.

To Mainz Eugenius sent no envoys; but many of his
the D¢ 2dherents were there to plead his cause, chief
of Mainz amongst whom was Nicolas of Cusa, a learned

ublishes . . .
R necept- theologian, who had been an admiring follower of
ance o . .
some of Cesarini, ‘the Hercules of Eugenius’ party,’ as
ceesof  Zneas Sylvius calls him.2 But the Electors now

Basel. T . . ..
M:.s,ech wavered in their policy of mediation, and began to

1439 turn their eyes to the example of France. They

1 Patricius, ch. 8o: ¢ Quoniam non liceret seculares principes de rebus
ecclesiasticis judicare, neque esset utile reipublica ut principes videantur
legem prascribere Concilio generali et Romano pontifici .

2 D¢ Concil. Basil., p. 9: *Hercules tamen omnium Eugenianorum
Nicolaus Cusanus existimatus est, homo et priscarum literarum eruditis-
simus et multarum rerum usu perdoctus, cujusque dolendum sit tam
nobile ingenium ad illa schismatis studia divertisse, ut legatione ad
Grecos vigore falsi Decreti fungeretur’. The last sentence refers to the
fact that Nicolas was one of the ambassadors sent to Constantinople in
the name of the minority, who claimed to pass their decree of May 7, 1437.
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tended towards using the opportunity for establishing the
privileges of the German Church. The Council sent again
the Patriarch of Aquileia. But the German princes had by
this time seen that a reconciliation between Pope and Coun-
cil was impossible. They had an adviser of keen sagacity
in the legist John of Lysura, sprung, like Nicolas of Cusa,
from a little village in the neighbourhood of Trier.! He
was the firm upholder, if not the originator, of the policy
of neutrality, He now advised the Electors, if nothing
were to be gained by mediation, to follow the example
of France, and secure such of the work of the Council of
Basel as satisfied them. On March 26 the Diet took the
unwelcome step of publishing its acceptance of the Basel
decrees concerning the superiority of General Councils, the
organisation of provincial and diocesan synods, the aboli-
tion of reservations and expectancies, freedom of election to
ecclesiastical benefices, and the abolition of annates and
other oppressive exactions of the Curia. The Pope was not
to refuse confirmation to the election of a bishop, except for
some grave reason approved by the Cardinals. Appeals to
Rome, until the cases had been heard in the bishops’ courts,
were, with few exceptions, forbidden. Excommunications
were not to be inflicted on a town for the fault of a few
individuals. Such were the chief provisions of this prag-
matic sanction of Germany.

The state of things which now existed in France and
Germany was really a reversion to the system of
concordats with which the Council of Constance g:;?::_r?é
had ended. The rights that had then been granted “°™"
by the Papacy for five years, and had afterwards proved
mere*illusory concessions; were now extended and secured.
The strife between the Pope and the Council enabled the
State in both countries to assert, under the sanction of a
General Council, liberties and privileges which needed no

! About Lysura see /En. Sylv,, De Ratisbonensi Dieta, in Mansi, Ora-

tiones Pii II., iii, 66. At Basel he and Cusa were looked upon with

€qual dislike, and there was a saying current: * Cusa et Lysura pervertunt
omnia jura’.
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Papal approval. Such a policy of selection was opposed
equally to the ideas of the Council and of the Pope. The
Council wished for adhesion to its suspension of Eugenius
IV.; the Pope was not likely to acquiesce quietly in the loss
of his prerogatives and of his revenues. Meanwhile, how-
ever, each was bent on using its opportunities. Eugenius
IV. hoped by the brilliancy of his success at Florence to
establish himself again in a position to interfere in European
affairs. The Council trusted that, if it carried to extremities
its proceedings against the Pope, Germany and France,
after establishing reforms by virtue of its authority, would be
driven to approve of a decisive step when it was once taken.

Accordingly at Basel the process against Eugenius IV.
piscuss  Wwas prepared. The proctors of the Council gathered
Son ata together a hundred and fifty articles against the
the heresy Pope, swelling the number of charges to make
E_:g;;f“'- the matter look more terrible,! though all converged
439, to the one point, that Eugenius by dissolving the
Council had made himself a schismatic and the author of
a schism. It was clear that such a process might be pro-
tracted endlessly by a few determined opponents at every
stage of the pleadings. The more resolute spirits, led by
a Burgundian abbot Nicolas, carried the adoption of a more
summary method of procedure. The Council was summoned
to discuss the heresy of Eugenius and set forth the great
points of Catholic doctrine which he had impugned. This
discussion took place in the middle of April, and for six
whole days, morning and afternoon, the dispute went on.
First the theologians laid down eight conclusions :—

(1) It is a truth of the Catholic faith that a General
Council has power over a Pope or any other Christian
man.

(2) It is likewise a truth that the Pope cannot by his
authority dissolve, transfer, or prorogue a General Council
lawfully constituted.

1 Patricius, ch. 72: *Causidicorum more, capitibus centum et quin-
quaginta, ut res atrocior videretur, patribus proponunt’.,
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(3) Any one who pertinaciously opposes these truths is to
be accounted a heretic.

(4) Eugenius IV. opposed these truths when first he
attempted by the plenitude of the Apostolic power to dis-
solve or transfer the Council of Basel.

(5) When admonished by the Council he withdrew his
errors opposed to these truths.

(6) His second attempt at dissolution contains an inex-
cusable error concerning the faith,

(7) In attempting to repeat his dissolution he lapses into
the errors which he revoked.

(8) By persisting in his contumacy, after admonition
by the Council to recall his dissolution, and by calling a
Council to Ferrara, he declares himself pertinacious.

The Archbishop of Palermo, who had formerly dis-
tinguished himself as an opponent of Eugenius IV., now
at his King’s bidding counselled moderation. He argued
with much acuteness that Eugenius had not contravened
any article of the Creeds, nor the greater truths of Christian-
ity, and could not be called heretical or relapsed. John of
Segovia answered that the decrees of Constance were articles
of faith, which it was heresy to impugn. The Bishop of
Argos followed cn the same side in a speech of much passion,
which the Archbishop of Palermo indignantly interrupted.
The Bishop of Argos called the Pope ‘the minister of the
church’, *No,’ cried the Archbishop of Palermo, “he is its
master.” ‘Yet,’ said John of Segovia, ‘his title is “ servant
of the servants of God”.” The Archbishop of Palermo was
reduced to silence.

The discussion went on; but really narrowed itself to
two questions, ¢ Has a General Council authority over a
Pope? Is this an article of faith?’! The disputation at
last ended, and the voting began. Three deputations at
once voted for the conclusions of the theologians. The
fourth deputation accepted the first three conclusions, but

1 A summary of these arguments on the two points is given by Zneas
Sylvius, De Concil, Basil., pp. 16-42.
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doubted about the last five; it hoped by delay to keep the
whole question open. When the day came for a general
congregation to be held, the Archbishops of Milan and
Palermo prepared for resistance with the aid of the am-
bassadors of the princes. They pressed for delay, on the
ground that the princes of Europe were not sufficiently
represented. When they had finished their arguments,
Cardinal d’Allemand made a splendid speech for a party
leader. The princes of Europe, he said, were well enough
represented by their prelates; the Archbishops of Milan,
Palermo, and Lyons had said all that could-be said. They
had complained that the voice of the bishops was disre-
garded in the Council, and that the lower clergy carried
everything against them. What Council had done so much
to raise the condition of bishops, who till now had been
mere shadows with staff and mitre, different only in dress
and revenues from their clergy ? The Archbishop of Paler-
mo had said that his opinion ought to prevail because more
bishops were on his side. The order of the Council could
not be changed to suit his convenience; it had pleased him
well enough so long as he was in the majority. Everybody
knew that the prelates were only anxious to please their
princes ; they confessed to God in private, to their political
superiors in public. He himself maintained that it was not
the position, but the worth, of a man that was of importance.
‘I could not set the lie of the wealthiest prelate above the
truth spoken by a simple priest. Do not, you bishops,
despise your inferiors; the first martyr was not a bishop
but a deacon.’ The example of the early Church showed
that Councils were not restricted to bishops. If it were so
now, they would be at the mercy of the Italians, and there
would be an end to all further reforms. The Archbishop of
Palermo pressed for delay only as a means of wasting a
favourable opportunity. He threatened them with the anger
of princes, as if the Council was to obey princes, and not
princes the Council. They must cleave to the truth at
all hazards. He ended by urging them to affirm the first
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three conclusions, as a means of stopping the intrigues
of Eugenius IV., and defer for the present the remainder in
deference to the Archbishop of Palermo’s request.

All listened with admiration to the dashing onslaught of
D’Allemand. But on the attempt to read the decree affirming
the three conclusions a scene of wild clamour and confusion
arose, as had happened two years before. The Patriarch of
Aquileia turned to the Archbishop of Palermo and cried out,
¢You do not know the Germans; if you go on thus, you will
not leave this land with your head on your shoulders *. There
was a loud cry that the liberty of the Council was being
attacked. Again the citizens of Basel had to interfere to keep
the peace. The fathers were free to conduct their debates at
pleasure, but a citizen guard was always present to see that
arguments were not enforced by stronger than verbal means.!

When silence was restored, the debate was resumed for a
while, till Cardinal d’Allemand again rose to put the question.
The Archbishop of Palermo interposed, saying, ¢ You despise
our entreaties, you despise the kings and princes of Europe,
you despise the prelates; but beware lest, while you despise
all, yourselves be despised by all. We have the majority of
prelates on our side ; we form the Council. In the name of
the prelates I declare that the motion must not be carried.’
There was a hubbub as of a battle-field, and all was again
confusion. John of Segovia was sufficiently respected by
both parties to obtain a hearing while he denounced the
scandal of the day’s proceedings, urged the observance of
the ordinary procedure of the Council, and defended the
authority of the president. His speech made no impression
on the Archbishop of Palermo, who declared that he and the
prelates of his party constituted the Council, and would not
allow any decree to be published in the teeth of the protest
he had just made. No one kept his seat ; the rival partisans

1 ZEn. Syl., De Concil. Basil., 60: ‘Servaverunt semper hunc morem
cves, ut in omni negotio adesse curarent, quod pariturum dissensiones
arbitrarentur, illud pracipue adcaventes ne qui tumultus fierent, neve
aliz quam verbales rixa’.
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gathered round their leaders, the Cardinal of Arles and the
Archbishop of Palermo, and looked like two armies drawn
up for contest. It seemed that the Archbishop’s policy
would prevail, that the congregation would be ended by the
evening darkness without passing any vote, and thus a
substantial triumph be gained for Eugenius IV. The fol-
lowers of the Cardinal of Arles loudly upbraided him with
his incompetency: ‘Why do you sleep? Where is now
your courage and your skill ?’

But the Cardinal was only waiting his time. When a
slight lull prevailed he called out suddenly in a loud voice,
‘I have a letter just come from France which contains
wonderful, almost incredible news, which I would like to lay
before you’. There was at once silence, and D’Allemand
began to read some trivialities; then the pretended letter
went on to say that messengers of Eugenius IV. filled France
and preached that the Pope was above the Council ; they
were gaining credit, and the Council ought to take measures
to check them. ¢Fathers,” said the Cardinal, ¢ the neces-
sary measures are found in the eight propositions which you
have examined, all of which, however, you do not intend at
present to pass; but I declare the three first to be passed,
in the name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Ghost.’
Thus saying, he hastily left his seat and was followed by
his triumphant partisans. He had snatched a formal victory
at a time when defeat seemed imminent. He had shown
that French craft was a match for Italian subtilty.

A few days afterwards arrived from Mainz the ambassadors

. of the Electors, from whom the opponents of the
Neutrality

of the decree expected help in their resistance. But the
T . - .
aneébr::—u Electors at Mainz had practically forsaken their
sadors at

Basel. position of mediators. They had seen the hope-
May, 1439 |essness of mediation unless supported by a general
agreement of European powers. Private interests prevailed
too strongly for this to be possible. Portugal and Castile
were at variance. Milan and Aragon had their own ends in
view in any settlement that might be made with the Pope,
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The attitude of France was dubious; and the Germans sus-
pected that France aimed at getting the Council into its
own hands, and reviving the French hold upon the Papacy.
The Electors had no settled policy, and were content with a
watchful neutrality. The German ambassadors did nothing
at Basel, though an attempt was made to revive the national
divisions, and procure joint action on the part of the German
nation. On May g, the German ambassadors were present,
though by an accident, at a general congregation which
accepted the form of decree embodying the conclusions
previously passed. Again there was a stormy scene. The
Archbishop of Milan denounced the Cardinal of Arles as
another Catiline, surrounded- by a band of ruffians. When
the Cardinal of Arlesbegan to read the decree the Archbishop
of Palermo thundered forth his protest. Each side shouted
down the other, to prevent their proceedings from claiming
conciliar validity. The Cardinal of Arles rose to leave the
room. His opponents prepared to stay and enact their
protest; but a sudden cry of one who declared that he would
not be untrue to his oath, and allow the Council to degenerate
into a conventicle,! recalled all to a sense of the gravity of
the situation. All felt that they were on the verge of dis-
ruption of the Council. The Cardinal resumed his seat;
those who were departing were recalled. The Bishop of
Albi read a protest to himself, for no one could hear him
for the hubbub. The Lombards, Castilians, and Aragonese
declared their adhesion to the protest, and left the congrega-
tion. The Cardinal of Arles then went on with the ordinary
business, late though it was, and the form of decree was at
last adopted. As the Archbishop of Palermo left the Council
he turned to his followers and said with indignation, ¢ Twice,
twice’. It was the second time that the policy of the
Cardinal of Arles had been too acute for him, and had
baffled his attempts at obstruction.

! An. Syl., De Concil. Basil., 74. ** Absit a me,” inquit Pater, *“ut
in vestro conventiculo maneam aut aliquid agam quod jurejurando a me
prastito sit adversum.”
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For a few days the followers of the Archbishop of Palermo

Thede- absented themselves from the meetings of the
demning deputations; and on May 15 the ambassadors of the

thehere  Electors feebly protested that they did not assent to

Epecnins  any proceedings which were contrary to the con-
Rioc, Cclusions of the Diet of Mainz. Next day they tried
1439. to make a compromise, but failed, as the opponents

of the decree could not make up their minds what terms
they were prepared to accept. A session was held on the
same day, May 16, for the publication of the decree. The
greater number of prelates refused to be present. None of
the Aragonese bishops, none from any of the Spanish king-
doms, would attend. From Italy there was only one, and
from the other kingdoms only twenty. But the Cardinal of
Arles was not deterred by their absence. He had a large
following of the inferior clergy, and had recourse to a strange
expedient to cast greater ecclesiastical prestige over the
assembly. He gathered from the churches of Basel the
relics of the saints, which, borne by priests, were set in the
vacant places of the bishops. When the proceedings began,
the sense of the gravity of the situation moved all to tears.
In the absence of opposition the decree was read peaceably,
and was formally passed.

On May 22 the ambassadors of the princes appeared in
a general congregation, and tock part in the business,
excusing themselves for their previous absence on the ground
that it was not their duty as ambassadors to mix with such
matters. It was clear from such vacillating conduct on the
part of their representatives that the princes of Europe had
little real interest in the struggle between Pope and Council.
They had ceased to act as moderators, and had no large
views about the need of ecclesiastical reforms. They were
content to gain what they could for their separate interests,
as they understood them at the moment, and to let the whole
matter drift. They were incapable of interposing to free the
question of reform from the meshes of personal jealousy in
which it had become entangled. So long as every power
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which could interfere with their own projects was enfeebled,
they were content that things should take their own course.
The only man at Basel with a settled policy was the Cardinal
of Arles; and he was no more than a party leader, bent on
using the democracy of the Council as a means of asserting
the power of the ecclesiastical oligarchy against the Papal
monarchy.

Emboldened by his first triumph, the Cardinal of Arles
pursued his course. The German ambassadors

Deposi-

still urged a suspension of the process against the ;éé‘;;”,fius
. de-

Pope. On. June 13 a solemn answer was made by _Y-9%
the Council that the process had now been sus- Basel

. A June 25,
pended for two years in deference to the wishes of rs.

princes. They must not take it amiss if the Council, whose
business it was to regulate the affairs of the Church, de-
clined to delay any longer. Faith, religion, and discipline
would be alike destroyed if one man had the power to set
himself against a General Council, and bear a tyrant’s sway
over the Church; they would rather die than desert the
cause of liberty.! The ambassadors were silent when, on
June 23, the remaining five of the eight conclusions were
decreed by the Council, and Eugenius IV. was cited to
appear in two days and hear his sentence. The plague was
at this time raging in Basel, and very little pressure would
have sufficed to induce the fathers to transfer the Council
elsewhere; but there was no real agreement amongst the
powers of Europe. The session on June 25 was attended
by thirty-nine bishops and abbots, and some 300 of the
lower clergy. Eugenius IV. was summoned by the bishops,
and when he did not appear was declared contumacious.
He was declared to be a notorious cause of scandal to the
Church, a despiser of the decrees of the Holy Synods, a
persistent heretic, and destroyer of the rights of the Church.
As such he was deposed from his office; all were freed
from his allegiance, and were forbidden to call him Pope

1 Cf, Patricius, ch. g1.
VOL. III. 2
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any longer. The dominant party in the Council had
everything to win and nothing to lose by pursuing to its
end the quarrel with the Pope. In the divided state of
political interests there was a chance that some of the
European powers might be drawn to its side if once a
decided step was taken, But it forgot, in the excitement
of the conflict, that the Council’s hold upon men’s obedience
-was a moral hold, and rested upon hopes of ecclesiastical
reform. When this had been sacrificed to the necessities
" of a party conflict, when a schism and not a reformation
was the issue of the Council’s activity, its authority was
practically gone. It required only a little time to make
this clearly manifest.

The Council, however, did not hesitate in its course. On
Plague at the day of the deposition of Eugenius IV. a con-
Basel. sultation was held about future procedure; and
1439 the opinion of John of Segovia was adopted, to
defer for sixty days the election to the vacant office of Pope.
The position of the Council was discouraging. The plague,
which since the spring had been raging in Basel, had grown
fiercer in the summer heat. Five thousand of the inhabit-
ants are said to have fallen before its ravages. Terror
prevailed on every side, and it was hard to keep the Council
together. The learned jurist Pontano and the Patriarch of
Aquileia, two pillars of the Council, were amongst those
who fell victims to the mortality. The streets were thronged
with funerals and priests bearing the sacrament to the dying.
The dead were buried in pits to save the trouble of digging
single graves. Alneas Sylvius was stricken by the plague,
but recovered. Eight of his friends amongst the clerks of
the Council died.!

1 See his account of the plague, De Concil. Basil., 85, and Commen-
tarii, 7. His own cure is thus described: ‘ Quoniam sinistrum inguen
lesum erat sinistri pedis vena aperta est; tum die toto et in partem
noctis prohibitus somnus ; exin pulvis quidam ebibitus est, cujus materiam
medicus revelare noluit; ulceri et loco leso nunc rafani viridis succi
pleni incise portiones, nunc madid® cretz frusta supponebantur. Inter
hzac aucta febris ingentem capitis dolorem et salutis desperationem adduxit.’
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In spite of all danger and the repeated advice of his
friends that he should flee before the pestilence, the Triumvies
Cardinal of Arles stood to his post, and so kept the 2Prointed
Council together. At the beginning of October the IateEtec
business . of the Council was resumed, and the FPapacy.
method of the new election was discussed. The College of
Cardinals- was represented in Basel only by Louis d’Alle-
mand. It was clear that Electors must be appointed. After
some discussion their number was fixed at thirty-two, but
there were many opinions about the means of choosing
them. At last William, Archdeacon of Metz, proposed the
names of three men who should be trusted to co-opt the
remaining twenty-nine. The three whose high character
and impartiality were supposed to place them above sus-
picion were Thomas, Abbot of Dundrennan, in Scotland,’
John of Segovia, a Castilian, and Thomas of Corcelles,
Canon of Amiens. At first this plan met with great ob-
jections; but they gradually disappeared on discussion.
The Germans urged that they were not represented, and
it was agreed that the three should associate with them-
selves a German, Christian, Provost of S, Peter’s in Bruma,
in the diocese of Olmatz. They took an oath that they
would choose fitting men who had the fear of God before their
eyes and would not reveal the names of those they chose till
the time of their publication in a general Congregation.

The triumvirs at once set about their business. They
conferred with representative men of every nation; ,

R . R . Nomina-
they did their best to acquaint themselves with tionof the
the characters of those whom they had in view. Ocober,
Yet they displayed singular discretion in their ***
inquiries; and when, on October 28, they met to make
their election, no one knew their intentions. Next day the
congregation was crowded to hear their decision. Every-
where speculation was rife. The more vain and more
simple among the fathers displayed their own estimate of

!¢ Abbatem de Dunduno, Ordinis Cisterciensis, Dioceesis Candidze
Cas®’ (Whithern in Galloway), /Bn. Syl., De Concil. Basil,, p. 8g.
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their deserts by appearing in fine clothes, with many
attendants, ready to enter the conclave at once.! Suspense
was prolonged because the Cardinal of Arles was late. He
appeared at last with a gloomy face, and took his seat,
saying, ¢If the triumvirs have done well, I confess that I
am rather late; if they have done ill, I am too scon’. He
was afraid that their democratic sympathies might have
outrun his own. His words were an evil omen ; every one
prepared for a dissension, which in the matter of a new
election would work irreparable ruin to the Council.

The triumvirs behaved with singular prudence. First
Thomas of Dundrennan, then John of Segovia, explained
the principles on which they had acted. They had regarded
national divisions, and had considered the representative
character of whose whom they chose; goodness, nobility,
and learning had been the tests which they had used. The
general result of their choice was that the electors would
consist of twelve bishops, including the Cardinal of Arles,
which was the number of the twelve apostles, seven abbots,
five theologians, nine doctors and men of learning, all in
priests’ orders. This announcement in some degree appeased
the general dread. When the names were read, the position
of the men chosen, and’ their distribution amongst nations,
met with general approval. The Cardinal’s brow cleared;
he praised the triumvirs for their wisdom and prudence,
and the Congregation separated in contentment. On Oc-
tober 3o, after the usual ceremonies, the electors entered
the conclave in the house Zur Briicke.

The Cardinal of Arles was, of course, ready with a nomi-
Amadens €€ for the Papal .ot"ﬁce; ‘naturally, he had not
YILL, proceeded to extremities without making prepara-
Savoy, tions for the result. If the cause of the Council
?::fliniate was to succeed, it must again strike its roots into
Papacy:  Ruropean politics, and must secure an influential
protector. As other princes had grown cold towards the

1 Zn. Syl., De Concil. Basil., g1.



DUKE OF SAVOY A CANDIDATE FOR THE PAPACY. 21

Council, the Duke of Savoy had declared himself its ad-
herent. The greater part of the fathers now remaining at
Basel were Savoyards. Amadeus VIII. had ruled over
Savoy since 1391. He was a prudent man, who knew how
to take advantage of his neighbours’ straits, and had greatly
increased the dominions and importance of Savoy till it
embraced the lands that extended from the Upper Saone
to the Mediterranean, and was bounded by Provence,
Dauphiné, the Swiss Confederacy, and the Duchy of Milan.
Like many others, Amadeus VIII. had drawn his profits
from the necessities of Sigismund, who, in 1416, elevated
Savoy to the dignity of a duchy. The Duke of Savoy
refused to take any side in the internal struggles of France
or in the war between France and England, but grew rich
on his neighbours’ misfortunes, He married a daughter of
Philip the Bold, Duke of Burgundy; his eldest daughter
was married to Filippo Maria, Duke of Milan, his second
was the widow of Louis of Anjou. From his wealth, his
position, and his connexions, the Duke of Savoy was a man
of great political influence. But the death of his eldest son
caused him deep grief and unhappiness. In 1431 he retired
from active life, and built himself a luxurious retreat at
Ripaille, whither he withdrew with seven companions to
lead a life of religious seclusion. His abode was called
the Temple of S. Maurice; he and his followers wore grey
cloaks, like hermits, with gold crosses round their necks,
and long staffs in their hands.! Yet Amadeus, in his
seclusien, took a keen interest in affairs, and, when the
suspension of Eugenius IV. was decreed by the Council,
sent an embassy to the Pope excusing the Council, and
offering to mediate. As matters went on his support was
more openly declared, and he offered to send to Basel the
prelates of his land. During the year 1439 Savoyards had
largely reinforced the Council, and the scheme of electing

1 See his life by &n. Sylvius, De Viris Claris; in Mansi, Orationes,
uL, 178, Eneas saw him at Ripaille, and says: ‘Vitam magis volup-
tuosam quam penitentialem degebat ’ {Commcent., 3).
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Amadeus as the future Pope had taken definite form.
Amadeus had consulted other princes on the subject, and
from the Duke of Milan had received the warmest promises
of support. The electors to the Papacy had been chosen
equally from the nations represented at the Council—France,
Italy, Germany, and Spain. But, from its geographical
position, Savey was reckoned both in France and Italy.
Of the twelve bishops amongst the electors seven were
Savoyards; the others were the Cardinal of Arles, two
French and one Spanish bishop, and the Bishop of Basel.
Without any accusation of false play in the choice of the
electors, it fell out that quite half of them were either
subjects of Amadeus or were bound to him by ties of
gratitude,

The proceedings of the conclave were conducted with the
Election utmost decorum.l At its commencement the Car-
gfAma-  dinal of Arles reminded the electors that the situa-
Sovoy-  tion of affairs needed a rich and powerful Pope, who
bers 1439 could defend the Council against its adversaries.
On the first scrutiny of votes it was found that seventeen
candidates had been nominated, of whom Amadeus had the
greatest number of votes—sixteen, On the next scrutiny he
had nineteen votes, and on the third twenty-one. His
merits and the objections that could be raised against him
were keenly but temperately discussed, and in the final
scrutiny on November 5 it was found that he had received
twenty-six votes, and his election to the Papacy was solemnly
announced by the Cardinal of Arles.

The Council published the election throughout Christen-
dom, and named an embassy headed by the Cardinal of Arles,
with seven bishops, three abbots, and fourteen doctors, to
carry to Amadeus the news of his election. Probably from
want of money, the embassy did not leave Basel till Decem-
ber 3, when it was accompanied by envoys of the citizens

1 An, Sylvius, who was clerk of the Conclave, says: ‘Nihil nisi
honestum vidi’ (De Viris Claris, 180). His account of the proceedings
of the Conclave, De Concil. Basil,, p. 100, etc., is given in great detail,
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and several nobles. On reaching Ripaille they were met by
the nobles of Savoy. Amadeus, with his hermit comrades,
advanced to meet them with the cross borne before him.
Amadeus entered into negotiations in a business-like spirit,
and rather surprised the ambassadors of the Council by
stipulating that a change should be made in the form of the
oath administered to the Pope, that he should keep his her-
mit’s beard and his former name of Amadeus. The envoys
replied that the oath must be left to the Council ; they could
not alter the custom of assuming a religious name; the beard
might be left for the present. Amadeus alsc disappointed
the Council’s envoys by showing an unexpected care about
his future financial position. ¢You have abolished annates,’
he said; ®what do you expect the Pope to liveon? [ can-
not consume my patrimony and disinherit my sons.” They
were driven to promise the cautious old man a grant of first-
fruits of vacant benefices.

At last matters were arranged. Amadeus accepted his
election, assumed the name of Felix V., and took Beghn-
the oath as prescribed by the Council. Then he nings of
left his solitude in Ripaille, and went in pontifical ]:nl:ary:
pomp to Tonon, where, amid the ecclesiastical “**
solemnities of Christmastide, his friends were so struck by
the incongruity of his bearded face that they persuaded him
to shave. On the festival of the Epiphany he took the final
step of separating himself from his worldly life by declaring
his eldest son Louis Duke of Savoy, and his second son
Philip Count of Geneva. By the Council’s advice he agreed
not fo fill up the offices of the Curia, lest by so doing he
should hinder the reconciliation of those who held them
under Eugenius IV.; as a provisional measure they were put
into commission. Felix V. also submitted to the Council’s
demand that, in the letters announcing his election, the
Pope’s name should come after that of the Council. On the
other hand, the Council allowed him to create new Cardinals,
even in contradiction to their decrees on this point, Felix
named four, but only one of those, the Bishop of Lausanne,



24 _ THE COUNCIL OF BASEL.

as a dutiful subject, accepted the doubtful dignity, to which
small hope of revenue was attached.

On February 26, the Council of Basel issued a decree
viewsof commanding all to obey Felix V., and excommuni-
Fogeniss  cating those who refused. This was naturally
his Curie. followed by a similar decree of Eugenius IV. from
Florence on March 23. Neither of these decrees was very
efficacious. Eugenius IV. had strengthened himself in
December by creating seventeen Cardinals, Bessarion and
Isiodore of Russia among the Greeks, two Spaniards, four
Frenchmen, one Englishman (John Kemp, Archbishop of
York), one Pole, one German, one Hungarian, and five
Italians. Unlike the nominees of Felix, all accepted the
office except the Bishop of Krakau, who refused the offers of
both Popes alike. The news of the election of Amadeus at
first caused some consternation in the court of Eugenius
IV.; but the sagacity of Cesarini restored their confidence.
‘ Be not afraid,” he said, ‘ for now you have conquered, since
one has been elected by the Council whom flesh and blood
has revealed to them, not their Heavenly Father. I was
afraid lest they might elect some poor, learned and good
man, whose virtues might be dangerous ; as it is, they have
chosen a worldling, unfit by his previous life for the office,
one who has shed blood in war, has been married and has
children, one who is unfit to stand by the altar of God.’!

Felix V. did not find matters easy to arrange with the

Council. He stayed at Lausanne for some time,
Corona- . .
tion of and did not comply with the repeated requests of
july2s, the fathers that he would hasten to Basel. No
o steps were taken to provide for the support of the
Papal dignity. The letter of Felix V., nominating the Car-
dinal of Arles as president of the Council, was ruled to be so
informal that it was not inserted in the Council’s records.
Questions concerning the Council’s dignity in the presence of
the Pope gave rise to many discussions; it was agreed that

! ZEn. 8yl, Comment., ed. Fea, p. 79.
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the Pope and his officials should take an oath not to impede
the jurisdiction of the Council over its own members. Not
till June 24, 1440, did Felix enter Basel accompanied by his
two sons, an unusual escort for a Pope, and all the nobility
of Savoy. On July 24, he was crowned Pope by the Car-
dinal of Arles, the only Cardinal present. The ceremony
was imposing, and more than 50,000 spectators are said to
have been present. Felix V. looked venerable and dignified,
and excited universal admiration by the quickness with
which he had mastered the minutiz of the mass service.
No expense was spared to give grandeur to the proceedings;
the tiara placed on Felix’s head cost thirty thousand crowns,
After this, Felix abode in Basel awaiting the adhesion of
the princes of Europe.

The two Popes were now pitted one against the other;
but their rivalry was unlike any that had existed in peath of
former times. Each had his pretensions, each re- Ao !n
presented a distinctive policy ; but neither had any w3
enthusiastic adherents. 'The politics of Europe were but
little concerned with ecclesiastical matters; the different
States pursued their course without much heed to the con-
tending Popes. Germany was the least united State and had
the least determined policy. To Germany both Eugenius
-1V. and Felix V. turned their attention; each strove to end
its neutrality favourably to himself. The hopes of both
parties were awakened by the death of Albert I1., on October
27, 143G. He died in Hungary of dysentery, brought on by
eating too much fruit when fatigued in hot weather. Albert
in his short reign had not succeedéd in restoring order in
the Empire, in giving peace to the Church, or in protecting
his ancestral kingdoms; but his noble and disinterested
character, his firmness and constancy, had roused hopes in
men’s minds, which were suddenly extinguished by his un-
timely death. It became at once a question what would be
the policy of the Electors during the vacancy in the Empire,
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CHAPTER X.

EUGENIUS IV. AND FELIX V.

1440—1444.

THE German Electors heard at the same time the news of
Election the death of Albert II., and of the elevation of
of Freder- Amadeus to the Papal dignity. They refused to
February receive either the envoys of Eugenius IV. or of
D% Felix V., and renewed their declaration of neu-
trality. Everything urged them to hasten their election to
the Empire, and on February 1, 1440, they unanimously
chose Frederick, Duke of Styria, second cousin of the
deceased king and head of the house of Austria. Frederick
was a young man, twenty-five years of age, whose position
was embarrassing and whose responsibilities in Germany
were already heavy. He was guardian of the county of the
Tyrol during the minority of Sigismund, son of that Fred-
erick who had played so luckless a part at Constance.
Moreover, Albert II. died without male heir, but left his
wife pregnant; when she gave birth to a son, Ladislas,
Frederick became guardian also of Bohemia and Hungary.
At his election Frederick was held to be sagacious and up-
right ; but he was not likely to interfere with the plans of
the electoral oligarchy. Representatives of the two Popes
at once beset both Electors and King. Frederick IIL., un-
like his predecessor, was not committed definitely to the
policy of neutrality, and only said that he proposed at the
first Diet to confer with the Electors about the means of
amending the disorders of the Church. He took no steps
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to hasten the summoning of a Diet, which met at Mainz
a year after his election, on February 2, 1441. Even then
Frederick II1. did not appear in person.

Meanwhile Felix V. had received the adhesion of a few
of the German princes. In June, 1440, Albert of
Munich recognised him, and in August Stephen Pty
of Zimmern and Zweibriicke came to Basel with "
his two sons, and did him reverence. Albert of Austria,
brother of Frederick III., followed, as did also Elizabeth of
Hungary, widow of the late king. On the other hand,
Felix met with a decided rebuff in France, where a synod
was held at Bourges to hear ambassadors of both Popes.
On September 2 answer was made in the King’s name that
he recognised Eugenius IV., and besought his relative, ¢ the
lord of Savoy’ {as he called Felix), to display his wonted
wisdom in aiming at peace. France had no reason to
deviate from her old policy, especially as Eugenius IV.
maintained the cause of René of Anjou in Naples. The
Universities, especially those of Vienna, Kéln, Erfurt, and
Krakau, declared themselves in favour of Felix. It was
but natural that the academic ideas, from which the conciliar
movement sprang, should accept the issue which followed
from the application of their original principle, The Coun-
cil was especially anxious to gain the adhesion of the Duke
of Milan, and Felix consented to pay a large subsidy in re-
turn for his protection. But Filippo Maria Visconti merely
played with the offers of Felix. He promised to send en-
voys, but nothing came of it. In like manner Alfonso of
Aragon adopted an ambiguous attitude. Both these princes
wished to play off Felix V. against Eugenius IV. in [talian
affairs, but saw nothing to be gained by committing them-
selves too definitely.

Thus Felix V. was supported by no great power, and the
schism had little influence on the mind of Europe. paix v.
Felix represented only the new-fangled ideas of 2pdthe
the Council—ideas which had long deserted the
sphere of practical utility, and so had lost their interest,
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Felix and the Council were indissolubly bound together.
The Council, in electing a Pope, had taken its last step.
Felix could not dissolve the Council against its will, and
was helpless witheout it. Yet, in spite of their close con-
nexion, it was difficult to regulate the relations between the
two. There was at the outset a difficulty about money.
The Council had elected the Duke of Savoy as a man who
would spend his money in its behalf. Felix demanded that
the Council should make due provision for its Pope and
his Cardinals. This could only be done by granting to
Felix V. what had been taken away ‘from Eugenius IV.
The reforming Council must admit that it could not afford
to carry out its own reforms ; there was no escape from this
admission. On August 4 a decree was passed giving the
Pope for five years a fifth, and for the succeeding five years
a tenth, of the first year’s revenues of all vacant benefices.
It is true that the reason assigned for this special grant
was to enable him to rescue from tyrants the patrimony of
S. Peter. None the less it awakened opposition from the
Germans in the Council, and was defended only by the fact
that it was practically inoperative except in the dominions
of Savoy. It brought little money; and when, on October
12, Felix, at the instance of the Council, nominated eight
Cardinals, amongst whom were the Patriarch of Aquileia and
John of Segovia, the question of their revenues again be-
came pressing. On November 12 six Cardinals were created
to conciliate France. It was necessary to have recourse to
the old system of provisions of benefices to supply them
with revenues. Felix chafed under the restraints which
the Council laid upon him, and took advantage of the
absence of the Cardinal of Arles in November to preside
over the Council, and pass some decrees which awoke much
comment. When he asked to have the same rights granted
to him over ecclesiastical benefices in Savoy as the Pope
exercised in the States of the Church, the Council refused
the demand.

Meanwhile Frederick IIl. gave no signs of his intention.
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This indecision, which was the result of indolence and
infirmity of purpose, passed at first for statesman- pje of
like reserve. Both parties looked to the Diet at Jine
Mainz for an opportunity of achieving a signal ™o
victory. They were disappointed to hear that the King found
himself too much engaged with difficult matters in his own
States to undertake in person the affairs of Germany. He
sent four commissioners to Mainz, who were to hear the
arguments of the rival claimants. Eugenius IV. had learned
wisdom by former experience, and sent as his representatives
two men skilled in affairs, but not of high dignity, Nicolas
of Cusa, a deserter from the Council, who well knew the
temper of Germany, and John of Carvajal, a Spaniard of
great personal piety and worth, a trained official of the
Papal court. The Council, on the other hand, sent its
highest dignitaries, Cardinal d’Allemand and three of the
new Cardinals, chief of whom was John of Segovia. John
claimed to appear as Papal Legate; but when he was enter-
ing with pomp the Cathedral of Mainz the Chapter met
him, and declined to admit his legatine authority, so that
he was obliged to retire. The Diet decided to hear him as
an ambassador of the Council, but not to recognise on
either side the claims of any dignity which had been con-
ferred since the declaration of neutrality. When the Coun-
cil’s representatives tried to resist this decision, they were
told by the citizens of Mainz that their safe-conduct would
be revoked within eight days if they did not submit to the
demands of the Diet. They were driven sullenly to give
way, and only the Cardinal of Arles received the honour
due to his office.

On March 24 D’Allemand appeared before the Diet, and
pleaded the cause of the Council, while his col- 1pe piet
leagues remained sulkily at home. Next day Car- 27oRoses
vajal and Cusa answered him, and seemed to pro- Council
duce considerable effect upon those present, the Electors
of Trier and Mainz, the king’s commissioners, the am-
bassadors of France, and a few German nobles, Stung by
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the success of Cusa, John of Segovia laid aside his pride,
assumed a doctor’s robes, and with great clearness and
cogency restated the Council's position. He produced a
vast treatise, divided into twelve books, in which he had
argued out at length the various points raised by his speech.
Carvajal and Cusa replied. When John of Segovia wished
to return to the charge the Diet ruled that it had heard
enough. It is no wonder that it quailed before John of
Segovia’s treatise,! especially as the matter in dispute was
one in which Germany took a political, not an ecclesiastical,
interest. A paper was circulated amongst the members of
the Diet, most probably the work of Jacob, Archbishop of
Trier, urging the acceptance of whichever Pope would
summon a new Council, to be organised by nations, and
would guarantee to the German Church the reforms which
it had claimed for itself. In accordance with this plan the
Diet laid before the rival parties the old proposal that a new
Council should be summoned in some neutral place with
the concurrence of the kings of Europe. Six places in
Germany and six in France were submitted for choice, and
Frederick III. was to negotiate with the two Popes further
arrangements for this new Council, which was to meet on
August 1, 1442.

Both parties retired from Mainz disappointed, and beset

. Frederick with embassies. Frederick, who was

Frederick . . .
L sum-  rapidly showing himself to be a master of the art
another  of doing nothing, said that he proposed to hold
Diet 4% another Diet at Frankfort next year, when the
question might be again discussed. He was not altogether
satisfied with the policy adopted by the Diet. The Diet was
ready to recognise the Pope who would grant to the German
Church such reforms as suited the Electors ; Frederick I1I.
was desirous to recognise the Pope who was generally held
to be legitimate, especially if in so doing he could further
his own interests.

1 A summary of this discussion is given by Patricius, ch. 117, 118,



FELIX V. AND THE COUNCIL. 31X

Pending the next Diet, the fathers at Basel composed

and disseminated statements of their cause. Their
. . . Quarrels

proceedings otherwise were not very harmoniocus. ofFelixV.
There was the old difficulty about money. Felix Counair
V. complained that he incurred great expenses in "**"
sending out embassies and the like, while he received little
or nothing. The Cardinals clamoured for revenues, and the
officials of the Curia claimed their share of such money as
came in. The Council granted to Felix a bishopric, a
monastery, and one benefice in Savoy till he should recover
the States of the Church. An outcry was raised against
the excessive fees of the Papal Chancery ; the officers an-
swered that they only exacted the dues recognised by John
XXII. Want of money led to a strict inquiry into the
conduct of the financial officers of the Council; and this
caused great bitterness. Felix sent the captain of his guard
“to imprison some who were accused of malversation. The
Council loudly complained that their liberty was infringed,
and called on the citizens of Basel to maintain their safe-
conduct. The magistrates interfered, restored peace, and
fined the Pope’s captain. The Council urged on Felix to
send embassies on all sides to set forth his cause. Felix
answered that embassies were costly things, and as yet he
had got little for his money spent on them. The Council,
believing in the power of plausibility, commissioned the
Archbishop of Palermo to draw up a letter to be presented
to Frederick III. When he had done his work it did not
satisfy them, and the facile pen of ZEneas Sylvius was
employed to put it into a more seductive form. The time
for the Diet of Frankfort was drawing near, and Felix was
prevailed to send another embassy. His Cardinals at first
pleaded their outraged dignity, and refused to go. Felix
bade them disregard their clothes in the interests of truth
and justice. The Cardinal of Arles, the Archbishop of
Palermo, and John of Segovia accepted the office and set
out in May, 1442.

Eugenius IV. meanwhile had asserted his authority by
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decreeing, on April 26, 1441,! the transference of his Council
Pelicy of from Florence to Rome, on the ground that Rome
Frederick was a fitter place to receive the ambassadors of

the Ethiopian Church, who were conducting an
illusory reconciliation with the Papacy. It was a proud
assertion of Papal superiority over Councils. An attempt
was made by the more decided of the Electors to obtain the
assent of Eugenius IV. to the policy which they had put
forward at Mainz. A learned jurist, Gregory Heimburg,
was sent to Florence with the proposals of the Electors,
drawn out in the form of two bulls, one dealing with the new
Council, the other with the liberties of the German Church.
Eugenius gave no definite answer, as Heimburg brought
with him no credentials. He deferred his answer to the
Diet at Frankfort. But this negotiation showed a disposition
on the part of the German princes at this time to take the
matter into their own hands, without waiting for Frederick,
whose dubious attitude was probably due to a hope of
winning back from the Swiss cantons some of the Haps-
burg possessions, with which view he did not choose to
quarrel with Basel or with Savoy.?

On May 27 Frederick arrived in Frankfort with the three
Diet of ecclesiastical Electors, the C0}1nt Palatine, and the
{{:;kf:;; Duke of Saxopy. The Council was represented by

"M its three Cardinals ; Eugenius IV. by Carvajal and
Cusa, as before. But they were not permitted to air their
eloquence before the King. He decided, before entering the
troubled sea of ecclesiastical disputes, to secure his position
by the prestige of a coronation, and announced his inten-
tion of going to Aachen for that purpose. In his absence
commissioners would hear the arguments of the rival en-

1 Patricius, ch. 129, gives 1442 as the date of this translation. Mansi
in his note on Raynaldus, sub anno 1441, proves that the first embassy of
the Ethiopians was in 1441, and corrects the error of Patricius. The
decree of translation was signed in 1441, though Eugenius stayed in
Florence till the beginning of 1443.

2 For these negotiations see Plickert, Die Kurfiirstliche Neutralitit,
170, etc.
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voys, that on his return he might not find them contending.
The Cardinal of Arles, as a prince of the Empire, accom-
panied the King; but at Aachen he was shut out of the
cathedral by the bishop as being excommunicated. At
Frankfort the Archbishop of Palermo harangued the royal
commissioners for three days, and Cusa, not to be outdone,
did the same. The weary commissioners asked that the
arguments might be reduced to writing, which was done.
On Frederick’s return, July 8, they were laid before him, and
the business of the Diet commenced. The plan of the five
Electors for recognising Eugenius was, under Frederick’s
influence, laid aside. At Aachen he had signed a treaty
with Ziirich to help him to recover his ancestral domains.
The Electors agreed to stand by their King, and leave in
his hands the decision of the ecclesiastical question.

The policy adopted at Frankfort did not in its contents
differ from that previously followed. Envoys were German
to be sent to Eugenius and to Basel, urging the envoys
summons of an undoubted Council. But the object the two
of this new embassy was the glorification of the Fopes.
new King of the Romans. Six places were proposed for the
Council, all in Germany, because in Germany was greater
liberty and security than in other kingdoms, where war
prevailed and scarcity was felt. Punctilious orders were
given to the ambassadors as to the manner in which they
were to observe the neutrality. Eugenius IV. was to be
treated with the ordinary respect due to the rank which he
had held before the declaration of neutrality. Felix V. was
not to be treated as Pope. Everything was done to convince
both parties that they must submit their cause to the
decision of the German King.

From Frankfort Frederick III. made a kingly progress
through Elsass and the Swiss Cantons, which re-

- . . . Answer
ceived him with due respect. He was accompanied of the
by the Cardinal of Arles, and proposals were made to Council
him for a marriage with Margaret, the daughter of Felix V.,
and widow of Louis of Anjou, Frederick III. does not seem to

VOL. I, 3
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have rejected the proposal. It suited him to take no decisive
steps. He promised to visit Basel, but demanded that first
his ambassadors should be heard, and an answer be returned
by the Council, which, sorely against its will, was driven to
consider the proposals of the Diet. After many discussions
and many complaints, the Council answered that, though
they were lawfully assembled and enjoyed full security at
Basel, and would run many dangers in changing their place,
still, in their desire for peace, they were willing to agree to
the King’s proposal, provided the King and princes would
promise obedience to all the decrees of the new Council,
and also would agree to choose the place of its meeting from
a list which the fathers in Basel would submit. It was clear
that such reservations made their concession entirely futile.

On receiving this answer Frederick III. entered Basel on
Frederick November 11, and was honourably received by the
L in Council. He maintained, however, an attitude of
Basel. . . . . .
bNeclx'vtier. strict .neutrallty, and visited Felix V. on the undf.:r-

' standing that he was not to be expected to pay him
reverence as Pope. The interview took place in the evening.
Felix V. appeared in Papal dress, with his nine Cardinals,
and the cross carried before him. The Bishop of Chiemsee
on Frederick’s behalf explained his master’s attitude, and
was careful to address Felix as ‘ your benignity,” not ¢ your
holiness’. Nothing was gained by the interview. Frederick
was respectful, but nothing more. The marriage project
did not progress, though Felix is said to have offered a
dowry of 200,000 gold ducats provided he was recognised as
Pope. Frederick left Basel on November 17, saying, ¢ Other
Popes have sold the rights of the Church ; Felix would buy
them, could he find a seller’.!

The German envoys to Eugenius IV. were referred to a
Answer of commission, chief amongst whom was the canonist,
Eugenius John 'of Torquemada, who raised many technical
cember, Objections to their proposals. But Eugenius IV.
- refused to take advantage of the technicalities of

1 ABn. Sylvius, D¢ Dictis Alfonsi, lib. ii., 46,
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the commission. On December 8 he gave a decided
answer. He wondered at the demand for an undoubted
Council, seeing that he was then holding a Council which
had done great things for Christendom, and to call it doubt-
ful was nothing less than to oppose the Catholic faith. He
did not call Frederick by his title of King, but spoke only of
¢the Electors and him whom they had elected’. He was
willing to summon more prelates to his Council at the
Lateran, and leave them to decide whether any further steps
were necessary. The answers of the Pope and the Council
were formally reported to the envoys of the King and some
of the princes at Niirnberg on February 1, 1443. They
deferred their consideration to a Diet to be held in six
months ; but they fixed no place for its meeting. In fact,
the German Electors were rapidly falling away from their
mediatorial attitude, which had never been very genuine.
No sooner had Frederick III. succeeded in checking their
league in favour of Eugenius IV. than a new league was
formed in behalf of Felix V. The personal and peigueof
family relationships of the House of Savoy natur- (the Elec-

torsin
ally began to tell upon the German princes. A favouref

man who had a dowry of 200,000 ducats at his Fs;x v

disposal was not likely to be without friends. In December,
1442, negotiations were set on foot for a marriage between
the son of the Elector of Saxony and a niece of Felix V.
The Archbishop of Trier was busy in the matter, and
stipulated for his reward at the expense of the Church. The
Archbishop of Kdln was a declared adherent of the Council.
These Electors were indifferent which Pope was recognised :
they only bargained that the victory should be won by their
help, and that they should be rewarded by an increase of
their power and importance. It was hopeless to attempt to
secure for Felix V. universal recognition; but it would
answer their purpose if he obtained by their means a really
lmportant position.! A league in favour of Felix V. was

! Cf. for these negotiations, Piickert, Die Kurfirstliche Neutralitit, p.
195, etc.
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definitely formed, and its success depended upon obtaining
the support of Frederick III. or of the French King.

The plan dearest to Frederick [11. was the recovery of the
Fredorick old possessions of the House of Hapsburg from the
HLand  Swiss Confederates. His alliance with Ziirich and
Conteter his march through the lands of the Cantons was
€S- 143 regarded by Frederick 1II. as an important step.
But the jealousy of the Confederates was easily aroused,
and the quarrels which had urged Ziirich to seek alliance
with Frederick soon revived. Ziirich was called upon to
renounce her alliance with Austria, and on her refusal was
attacked. The war was waged with savage determination.
Ziirich was overmatched in numbers, but trusted to Austrian
help. Frederick IIL. could raise no forces in his own do-
minions, where he had troubles on every side. The German
princes refused to send troops to prosecute a private quarrel
of their King, A crushing defeat on July 22, 1443, threatened
Ziirich with destruction, and Frederick III., in his desire for
aid, turned to the French King, and begged to have the loan
of some of the disbanded soldiers, who were the miserable
legacy to France of the long English war. These Armag-
nacs, as they were called after their former leader, were a
formidable element in the French kingdom, and Charles
VII. was willing enough to lend them to his neighbours.
But he also was ready to fish in troubled waters; and the
embarrassments of the Empire suggested to him that he
might extend his frontier towards the Rhine. Instead of
5000 troops, as Frederick III. demanded, he sent 30,000;
instead of sending them to the Austrian general, he sent
them under the command of the Dauphin. Eugenius IV.
tried to use this opportunity for his own purposes. He
conferred on the Dauphin the title of gonfalonier of the
Church, with a salary of 15,000 florins, in hopes that he
would attack Basel and disperse the Councill In August,
1444, -the French marched through Elsass, took Miimpel-

1 Raynaldus, sub anno 1444, No. 13.
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gard, and, spreading devastagion in their way, advanced
towards Basel. In a bloody battle on the little river Birs,
by the cemetery of S. Jacob, not far from the walls of Basel,
a body of 1500 Confederates fought for ten hours against
the overwhelming forces of the French. They were cut to
pieces almost to a man; but the victory was so dearly
bought that the Dauphin made no further attempts to
conquer Basel, or to fight another battle against the troops
of the Cantons. He made peace with the Confederates
through the mediation of the fathers of the Council, and
retired into Elsass, where his troops pillaged at will.l

This was the state of things when, at the beginning of
August, 1444, Frederick III. at lastarrived at Niirn- Plars of
berg, to be present, as he had so often promised, at Frederick
a Diet which was to settle the affairs of the Church. withne "
He had during the past year sent letters to the " *°°*%
princes of Europe, begging them to consent to a General
Council, which he, following the example of the Emperprs
Constantine and Theodosius, proposed to summon. He
received dubious answers ; it was clear that such a Council
was impossible. The French King, in his answer, said
that it would be better to drop the name of a Council, and
bring about an assembly of secular princes; where were the
princes there was also the Church.? Aneas Sylvius ex-
presses the same opinion still more forcibly : ¢ I do not see
any clergy who would suffer martyrdom for one side or the
other. We all have the same faith as our rulers, and if
they were to turn idolaters we would do so too. We would
abjure not only a Pope, but Christ Himself at their bid-
ding. For love has waxed cold, and faith is dead.’® For-

1 For this interesting episode in Swiss history see Miiller, Geschichie
fiz'r Schweizerischen Eidgenossenschaft, bk. iii., pt. ii., ch. x.; or more
in detail, Barthold, in Hisforisches Taschenbuch, 1844; Tuetey, Les
Ecorcheurs, Montbéliard, 1874.

2 An. Syl., Com. in Fea, 84: ¢ Relinquendum esse concilii nomen ;
convenire principes bonum esse et in rebus ecclesiz sese aperire atque

componere ; nihil se dubitare ubi essent principes quin illic ecclesia esset,
conventumque illorum nullum prohibere posse ’.

¥ En. Syl., Epistole, No. 54, ed. Basel.
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tified by the proposition of the French King, Frederick IIT.
put off his presence at a Diet till the need had grown urgent.
He went to Niirnberg more interested about Swiss affairs
than about the position of the Church.

On August 1 Frederick I1I. arrived in Niirnberg, where
Dieto  the Electors of Trier, Saxony, and Brandenburg
Aurbere: awaited him, and were soon joined by the Arch-
T4 bishop of Mainz. Many of the chief German
princes were also there. Frederick’s first desire was to get
help from the Diet against the Swiss Confederates; but in
this he was coldly listened to, and when the news of the
battle on the Birs reached Niirnberg the King was placed in
a sorry predicament.! The hungry bands of France had
ravaged the possessions of the Empire, and the Dauphin
was already negotiating peace with the enemies of Austria,
whom he had been summoned to overthrow. Frederick,
crimson with shame, had to listen to reproaches which he
could not answer. The only lesson which he learned from
them was not to face another Diet, a lesson which for the
next twenty-seven years he steadfastly practised. The
Diet appointed the Pfalzgraf Lewis general of the army of
the Empire against ¢ the strangers from France’. Frederick
IIL., by his supineness, had lost his control over the German
princes. A proposition which he put forward about eccle-
siastical matters—to extend the neutrality for a year, and
proclaim a Council to meet on October 1, 1445, at Con-
stance, or, failing that, at Augsburg—was not accepted.
The Diet separated without coming to any joint decision,
The discord between the King and the Electors had at
length become manifest.

Moreover, at Nirnberg the Pfalzgraf Lewis had been won
Fetixv. over to the side of Felix V. by a marriage contract

deserts  with Margaret, the daughter of Felix, whom Freder-

stof  ick IIT. had refused. Four of the six Electors were
1443 now leagued together in favour of Felix. Itwas a

1 An. Sylvius, who was at Niurnberg, gives an account of the news
that reached him, Ep., 87.
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question how far they would succeed. The dispute between
the two Popes had passed into the region of mere political
expediency and personal intrigue. The whole matter was
felt to centre in Germany, and in the midst of these politi-
cal intrigues the Council of Basel sunk to insignificance.
TFelix V. had found that the Council was useless to him, as
well as irksome. Towards the end of 1443 he quitted Basel
on the ground of health, and took up his abode at Lausanne.
There he might live in peace, and be rid of the expense
which the Council perpetually caused him.! Forsaken by
the Pope of its own choice, the Council became a mere
shadow. Its zeal and energy had been expended to little
abiding purpose. After a glorious beginning, it had gone
hopelessly astray, and had lost itself in a quagmire from
which there was no escape.

The hopes of Felix V. entirely rested on Germany.
Eugenius IV. relied upon the revival of his prestige peath of
as sure to tell upon Italian politics, in which the $irdinal
Papacy was a necessary element to maintain the ¢hi 1uo
balance of power. In Italy Eugenius IV. had been slowly
gaining ground. In 1434 the condottiere bishop, Giovanni
Vitelleschi, had taken possession of Rome in the Pope’s
name, and ruled it with severity. Francesco Sforza had,
however, gained a firm hold of the March of Ancona. The
Duke of Milan encouraged Bologna in 1438 to throw off
the Papal yoke and declare itself independent; its example
was followed by Faenza, Imola, and Forli. The condottiere
genergl, Niccolo Piccinino, in league with the Duke of Milan,
beguiled Eugenius IV. into a Dbelief that he was going
against Sforza in the March. Suddenly he showed himself
in his true colours, and prepared to enrich himself at the

! One of the few remaining memorials of the connexion of Felix V.
with Basel is a bell in the cathedral, which bears the following quaint
Inscription :—

) ¢ 'Te, pia Virgo, colo; tibi me dat Papa, Maria ;
Hig Felix quintus, qui germinat ut terebinthus,
Me fieri fecit ; Felix vocor : is sine ve sit:
M, cum C quater X post tot, I jungito duplex’,
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Pope’s expense. Moreover, he planned an invasion of the
Florentine territory, and was supposed to have drawn to
his side the Papal general, Vitelleschi. Vitelleschi with a
strong hand introduced order into Rome and the neighbour-
hood ; he even waged war against Alfonso in Naples. He
enjoyed to the full the confidence of Eugenius IV., over
whom he had greater influence than any one else, and by
whom he was created Cardinal in 1437. Vitelleschi was a
condottiere influenced by the same ambitions as Sforza and
Piccinino, and in Rome he held an independent position
which tempted him to act on his own account. He was
known to be bitterly hostile to Sforza, and was negotiating
with Piccinino for the overthrow of their rival. When
Eugenius IV. summoned to the aid of the Florentines the
Pontifical forces under the leadership of Vitelleschi, the
cautious Florentine magistrates were alarmed lest the
understanding between the two condottieri might prove
stronger that Vitelleschi’s obedience to the Pope. They
laid before Eugenius IV, intercepted letters of Vitelleschi to
Piccinino. The favourite had many foes among the Car-
dinals, who succeeded in persuading the Pope that Vitel-
leschi was a traitor. But Eugenius IV. dared not proceed
openly against a powerful general. Secret orders were sent
to Antonio Redo, captain of the Castle of S. Angelo, to take
him prisoner. On the morning of his departure for Tuscany
Vitelleschi came to give his last orders to the commander of
the Castle. Suddenly the drawbridge was raised; Vitelles-
chi was attacked by soldiers and received three severe
wounds. He was made prisoner, and resigned himself to
his fate. When he was told that his captivity would be
brief, as the Pope would soon be convinced of his inno-
cence, he answered, ¢ One who has done such deeds as mine
ought either never to have been imprisoned, or can never be
released*. He died on April 2, 1440, and the rumour spread
that his death was due to poison, and not to his wounds.!

.
! Poggio, Hisl. Flor., bk. vii. Platina, in' Vita Eugenii. Bonin-
contrii, Aunalcs, Mur., xxi,, 149. Petronius, Mur., xxiv., 1123.
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At all events, the Florentines were glad to be rid of Vitel-
leschi, and managed to persuade the Pope to appoint as
his successor a man whom they could trust, Ludovico
Scarampo, who had formerly been Archbishop of Flor-
ence. In June, 1440, Eugenius IV. conferred on Sca-
rampo and his own nephew, Pietro Barbo, the dignity of
Cardinal.

The fall of Vitelleschi freed Florence from the fear of
Piccinino, for it restored the balance between him peycein
and his rival Sforza. But the Duke of Milan was Eg{;h
growing weary of the indecisive war which he had ™=
been waging against the League of Venice, Florence, and
the Pope. Sforza and Piccinino had won all that for a time
they were likely to hold. All parties wished for peace, which
was concluded at Cremona in November, 1441, on the usual
terms that each should keep what they had won. Sforza
also received in marriage the illegitimate daughter of the
- Duke of Milan, Bianca, whose hand had often been pro-
mised him, and often refused. Eugenius IV. alone was
discontented ; for Sforza was left in possession of the
March of Ancona and other conquests in the States of the
Church.

In Naples also the Angevin party, which Eugenius IV.
supported, was gradually giving way before the
energy of Alfonso. In 1442 René was driven into enters
Naples and there was besieged. His only hope Juan!:e,es-
was to gain assistance from Sforza; but the Duke ™*
of Milan, jealous of his powerful son-in-law, set Piccinino
to keep him in check, and Eugenius IV., who now saw iIn
Sforza his chief enemy, was only too glad to do his part
of fulminating against him.! Alfonso pressed the siege
of Naples, which he entered on June 2, 1442. René was
driven to flee from the Castel Nuovo, where the superb
triumphal arch in the inner doorway still stands to com-

! Raynaldus, 1442, 11. In this Bull of deprivation Eugenius recapitu-
lates all his wrongs at the hands of Sforza.
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memorate the entrance of Alfonso.! René fled on board a
Genoese galley to Florence, where he received the Pope’s
condolences, and afterwards betocok himself to his county of
Provence.

The fall of the Angevin party in Naples greatly affected
the policy and position of Eugenius IV. He had

Departure -

of Euge- little to expect from France, whose position towards
fom ~ the Papacy was now declared. On the other hand,
ﬂiiﬁﬂ“ he had much to gain from Alfonso, and Alfonso
T4 had shown by his dealings with the Council of

Basel that his chief object was to bring the Pope to terms.
By an alliance with Alfonso, Eugenius could obtain help
against Sforza, and could also pave the way for a peaceful
return to Rome. He had begun to feel that in a contest
against a pretender the establishment of his Curia in Rome
would add to his prestige. He had already decreed the
adjournment of his Council from Florence to the Lateran,
and it was worth while to make his hold on Rome secure. .
Moreover, he had gained little by his alliance with Florence
and Venice; in the peace of 1441 they had regarded only
their own interests and had paid no heed to his desires. Ac-
cordingly Eugenius IV. negotiated with Alfonso to recognise
him in Naples, and legitimatise his son Ferrante, on condi-
tion that Alfonso helped him against Sforza, As this was
a step alienating himself from the League and from Flor-
ence, Eugenius IV. found it desirable to leave Florence on
March 7, 1443. The Venetians urged the Florentines to
keep him prisoner, and only on the morning of his depar-
ture did the Florentines determine to let him go.2 Yet the

LThis splendid example of Renaissance architecture is assigned by
Vasari to Giuliano da Majano, but the inscription in S. Maria Nuova on
the grave of the Milanese sculptor, Pietro di Martino, claims it for him.
The frieze represents Alfonso in his triumphal car followed by his Court,
the city magistrates and clergy.

2 Vespasiano da Bisticci, Vite di Agnolo Aeciainoli. < La mattina che
si parti papa Eugenio da Firenze, era stata grandissima disputazione di
tasciarlo o non lasciarlo partire ; perché i Vineziani facevano quello che
poterono che i Fiorentini lo ritenessino per forza.’ See also Vespa-
siano’s Vita di Lionarde &’Areszo.
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final departure was courteous on both sides, and Eugenius
IV. thanked the magistracy for their- hospitality. He be-
took himself to Siena, a city hostile to Florence, and, by sc
doing, gave a clear indication of his change of policy.

In Siena Eugenius IV. was honourably received, and con-
cluded his negotiations with Alfonso. He also had gygenius
an interview with Piccinino, and doubtless devised 5o,
with him schemes against their common enemy gg;;::m
Sforza. On September 13 he set out for Rome, bef 1443
where he arrived on September 28, after an absence of eight
years, The Romans received their Pope with acquiescence,
but without enthusiasm. Eugenius IV. settled down quietly
into his capital, and proceeded at once to open his Council
in the Lateran. But the Council of the Lateran was an
empty form maintained against the Council of Basel, which
was now weakened by the defection of Scotland and Castile,
as well as Aragon. Eugenius IV, trusted to diplomacy to
destroy the last hope of Felix V., by driving Frederick III.
to abandon the German neutrality. Meanwhile in Ttaly he
had important work to do in using his new allies as a means
of recovering from Sforza his possessions in the States of
the Church.

In Italy circumstances favoured the Pope’s policy. The
suspicious Duke of Milan was always jealous of his peain of
powerful son-in-law, and wished to keep him in g‘;ﬁ.‘;‘;‘,"’
check. Alfonso of Naples was true to his agree- ™
ment with the Pope, and in August, 1443, marched against
Sforza. He was joined by Piccinino, and their combined
army is said to have numbered 24,000 men, against which
Sforza could only command 8o0o. Sforza resolved to act
on the defensive and secure his chief cities by garrisons;
but many of the leaders in whom he trusted betrayed his
cause. His ruin seemed imminent, when suddenly the
Duke of Milan interposed on his behalf. He wished to see
his son-in-law humbled, but not destroyed, and so prevailed
on Alfonso to withdraw his troops. Sforza was now a
match for Piccinino, and succeeded in defeating him in
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battle on November 8. But Piccinino was rich in the re-
sources of Eugenius IV., while Sforza suffered from want of
money. Both sides retired into winter gquarters, and as
spring approached Piccinino had a superior force at his com-
mand. Again the Duke of Milan interposed, and invited
Piccinino to a conference on important affairs. No sooner
was Piccinino absent than Sforza hastened to seize the op-
portunity. He gathered together his starving troops, and
told them that now was their last chance of wealth and
victory. His skilful generalship outmatched Piccinino’s son,
who, with the Papal legate, Cardinal Capranica, was left in
charge of the troops of the Church. Piccinino, already an
old man, had gone to Milan with sad forebodings; he was
so overwhelmed with the news of this defeat, that he died of
a broken heart on October 25, 1444. He was a marvellous
instance of the power of genius over adverse circumstances.
Small in stature, crippled through paralysis so that he could
scarcely walk, he could direct campaigns with unerring skill ;
though devoid of eloquence or personal gifts, he could in-
spire his soldiers with confidence and enthusiasm. He was
impetuous and daring, and showed to the greatest advan-
tage in adversity. But he lacked the consistent policy of
Sforza, and saw, in his last days, that he had founded no
lasting power. With his death his army fell in pieces,
and no captain was left in Italy to match the might of
Sforza.l

‘When the fortunes of war had begun to turn against the
Fortunes  £0P€s Venice and Florence joined with the Duke of
of Fran-  Milan in urging peace, which was accepted on con-
Storza.  dition that each party should retain what it held on
MM October 18. Sforza employed the eight days that
intervened between the conclusion of the peace and the date
for its operation in recovering most of the cities which had
been won for the Pope. Eugenius IV. only retained An-
cona, Recanati, Osimo, and Fabriano, and they were to

1See Decembrio Candido’s Vifa Niccolai Piccinini, in Muratori, vol,
XX.
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remain tributary to Sforza.! His first attempt against the
powerful condottiere had not met with much success. Next
year, however, he was again prepared to take advantage of
another quarrel which had arisen between Sforza and the
Duke of Milan, and war again broke out. Bologna, which
had been in the hands of Piccinino, proclaimed its independ-
ence under the leadership of Annibale Bentivoglio; but the
Pope and the Duke of Milan both looked with suspicion on
the independence of a city which each wished to bring under
his own sway. In June, 1445, a band of conspirators, sup-
ported by the Duke of Milan, assassinated Annibale Benti-
voglio after a baptism, where he had been invited to act as
godfather to the son of their ringleader. But their plan of
seizing the city failed. The people were true to the house
of Bentivoglio, and slew the assassins of Annibale. Flor-
ence and Venice came to their help. There was again war
in Ttaly with Sforza, Florence, and Venice on one side, the
Pope, Naples, and Milan on the other. Again Sforza was
hard pressed, and the Papal troops overran the March of
Ancona. In June, 1446, Sforza made a raid in the direction
of Rome, and penetrated as far as Viterbo. But the cities
shut their gates against him, and he had no means of be-
sieging them.? Sforza’s ruin seemed certain; Jesi was the
only town in the March which he held. But, luckily for
him, the Venetians took this opportunity to attack the Duke
of Milan, who, being ill provided with generals, needed the
help of Sforza, whose ambition was henceforward turned to
a nobler prize than the March of Ancona, which fell back
peaceably into the hands of the Pope.

Thus Eugenius IV., by stubborn persistency, succeeded
in repairing the mischief of his first political indis- Tyeo.
cretion, and obtained again a secure position in IEi! .
Italy, while the mistakes of the Council had done e
much to restore his ecclesiastical power, which had IV-
been so dangerously threatened. The leading theologians

1 Simoneta, Sforse Vita, Muratori, xxi., 361.
t Ibid., Mur., xxi., 377.
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of the Council had been driven to quit it, and range them-
selves on the side of the Pope; only John of Segovia and
John of Palomar remained true to the principles with which
the Council opened. It is noticeable that the great advocate
of the Council’s power, Nicolas of Cusa, was now the chief
emissary of Eugenius IV. Cusa had been taught in the
school of Deventer, and came to Basel deeply imbued with
the mystic theology of the Brethren of the Common Life.
His work, ¢ De Concordantia Catholica,”! written in 1433,
represented the ideal of the reforming party, a united Church
reformed in soul and body, in priesthood and laity, by the
action of a Council which should represent on earth the
eternal unity of Heaven. Cusa’s work was the text-book of
the Council ; yet its author was disillusioned, and found his
theories fade away. He quitted Basel with Cesarini, and in
common with others who felt that they had been led away
by their enthusiasm, laboured to restore the Papal power
which once he had striven to upset. The Council of Flor-
ence gathered round the Pope an extraordinary number of
learned theologians, whose efforts were now devoted to the
restoration of the Papacy. Again, after the interval of a
century and a half, the pens of canonists were engaged in
extolling the Papal supremacy. John of Torquemada, a
Spanish Dominican, whom Eugenius IV. raised to the Car-
dinalate, revived the doctrine of the plenitude of the Papal
power, and combated the claims of a General Council to
rank as superior to the Pope.? Now, as in other times, the
immediate result of an attack upon the Papal supremacy
was to gather round the Papacy a serried band of ardent
supporters ; if the outward sphere of the exercise of the
Papal authority was limited, the theoretic basie¢ of the

authority itself was made stronger for those who still up-
held it.

1 See Cusani, Opera, Basel, 1565, vol. ii., and Dux, Nicolas von Cusa,
ii., 252, etc.

 Summa de ecclesia et efus auctoritate (Venice, 1561); also De summa
potestate pontificis et generalis conciliz, in Labbe, xiil., and Mansi, xxx.
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These labours of theologians were to bear their fruits in
after times. The immediate question for Felix V. and
Eugenius IV. was the attitude of Germany towards their
conflicting claims. Germany was to be their battle-field,
and diplomacy their arms.



BOOK IV.
THE PAPAL RESTORATION.

1444—1464.

VOL. 111. 4



51

CHAPTER L

ANEAS SYLVIUS PICCOLOMINI AND THE RESTORATION OF THE
OBEDIENCE OF GERMANY.

1444—1447.

THE man who played the chief part in settling the eccle-
siastical affairs of Germany was /Eneas Sylvius gauysife

N i M : of Aneas
Piccolomini, whose life was closely connected with Syivius

the fortunes of the Papacy in this crisis, and whose Fictolo
character reflects almost every tendency of the age @05-143%
in which he lived. '
Aneas Sylvius was born at Corsignano, a village near
Montepulciano, in the year 1405, of the noble but decayed
family of the Piccolomini, He was one of a family of
eighteen, of whom only two dayghters besides himself reached
the age of maturity. As a youth Zneas helped his father to
work in the fields, and picked up such education as his native
Vi.llage afforded. At the age of eighteen he left home, and
with scanty provision of money betook himself to the
University of Siena. There he applied himself diligently to
study. Mariano Sozzini taught him civil law ; the preaching
of 8. Bernardino kindled in him for a brief space the fer-
vour of monastic devotion. The fame of Francesco Filelfo
as a lecturer in Greek literature drew him for two years
to Fh?rence.l At last he settled in Siena as a teacher.
But Siena was soon involved in war with Florence, and the
Prospects of literature seemed dark, when, in 1431, Domenico

1 From a letter of Filelfo, quoted by Voigt, p. 17.
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Capranica, on his way to Basel, needed a secretary, and
offered the post to Eneas. The journey to Basel was diffi-
cult, as North Italy was involved in war. Zneas took ship
at Piombino, and was nearly shipwrecked in a storm which
suddenly arose. At last he reached Genoa in safety, and
travelled through Milan and over the S. Gothard to Basel,
where he arrived in the spring of 1432.

Capranica received from the Council the dignity of Car-
Jineasas GiDNAl; but Eugenius IV, refused him its revenues,
secretary. and he could not long afford to keep a secretary.

ZAneas found a new master in Nicodemo della Scala,
Bishop of Freisingen, and when he left Basel transferred
himself to the service of the Bishop of Novara, with whom
he went to Milan, and gained an insight into the policy of
the crafty Visconti. The Bishop of Novara was one of the
Duke’s confidential agents, and sent ZEneas to the camp of
Niccolo Piccinino, while he himself at Florence plotted
against the life of Eugenius IV., in 1435. When the plot
was discovered, and the Bishop of Novara’s life was in
danger, Aneas took refuge with Cardinal Albergata, a
man of strict monastic piety, whom Eugenius IV. sent as
one of his legates to preside over the Council of Basel. On
his journey thither Albergata visited Amadeus of Savoy in
Ripaille, and Aneas was more impressed with the luxury
than with the piety of Amadeus’ retreat. From Basel Eneas
accompanied Albergata to the Congress of Arras, where he
had ample opportunities of learning the political condition of
France and England. From Arras he was sent on a secret
mission to the Scottish King,! most probably for the purpose
of instigating him to act as a check upon England in case
the resentment of the English King were aroused by the
pacification of Arras, which was detrimental to English
interests.

VIn Pii II. Commeniarii, the reason /Eneas gives is ‘qui pralatum
quemdam in regis gratiam reduceret’. In De Viris Claris, xxxii., he says,
¢ pro liberatione cujusdam captivi’. Campanus, Vite Pii, says, ‘ad Regem
adversus citeriores Britannos qui paci adversabantur sollicitandum ’,
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The remarks on England and Scotland made by the keen-
sighted Italian are interesting, not.only in them- gneas in
selves but as showing the quickening power which England
the new learning had given to the faculty of observa- laod. 1435
tion. Men’s interests were rapidly enlarging, their curiosity
was awakened, they locked un the world as their dwelling-
place, and all things human had an attracticn for their own
sake. ZEneas writes in the spirit of a modern traveller, and
his picture is vivid and precise. He went to Calais, but
was suspected by the English, who would neither allow him
to go on nor return. At length the interference of the
Cardinal of Winchester enabled him to set sail for London.
London struck him as the wealthiest and most populous
city he had seen. He admired the grandeur of S. Paul’s
Cathedral, and in the sacristy was shown a Latin translation
of Thucydides, which, he says, dated from the ninth century.l
He was struck by the noble river Thames and the old
London Bridge, covered with houses, like a city in itself.
He heard and recorded the legend that the men of Strood
were born with tails. But, above all else, he was amazed
by the shrine of S. Thomas at Canterbury, covered with
diamants, pearls, and carbuncles, to which nothing less
precious than silver was offered. He failed, however, in the
object of his visit, as the English court was too suspicious
of the secretary of Cardinal Albergata to give him a safe-
conduct to Scotland. /Eneas was obliged to return to
Bruges ; but determined not to be baffled, he again took
ship at, Sluys and set sail for Scotland. A terrible storm
drove the ship to Norway, and only after a voyage of twelve
days did ZEneas land at Dunbar. He had made a vow in
his peril to walk barefoot to the nearest shrine of Our Lady.
A pilgrimage of ten miles to the shrine of Whitekirk, through
the snow and ice, was the beginning of an attack of gout in
the feet, from which he suffered for the rest of his life.

! Epistole, cxxvi., ed. Basil. * Apud Angliam in sacrario nobilis adis

« Pauli Londiniensis vetus historia in manus venit, ante annos sexcentos,

ut signatum erat, conscripta. . . . Auctor historizz Thucydides Gracus

1ﬂn0tat}15 erat, quem fama celebrem clarum novimus, translatoris nullum
nomen inveni,’
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HAineas describes Scotland as a cold, barren, treeless
Zneass country. Its towns were unwalled; the houses
descrip-  were built without mortar, were roofed with turf,
Seatland.  and had doors of ox-hide. The pecple were poor
and rough ; the men small but courageous, the women fair
and amorously disposed. The Italian was surprised at the
freedom of manners in the intercourse of the sexes, The
Scots exported hides, wool, and sait fish to Flanders; they
had better oysters than England. The Highland and the
Lowland Scots spoke a different language; and the High-
landers lived on the bark of trees. They dug a sulphurous
stone out of the ground which they used for fuel. In winter
their daylight lasted scarcely more than four hours. There
was nothing the Scots heard with greater pleasure than
abuse of the English.

Aineas was well received by the Scottish King, who gave
him fifty nobles and two horses! When he had done his
business, the captain of the ship, in which he had come,
offered him a passage back. But Aneas had had enough
experience of the North Sea, and determined to return through
England. The ship set sail and was wrecked before his
eyes in sight of land. The captain, who was going home
to be married, and all the crew save four, were drowned.
Thankful for his providential escape, Aineas, disguised as a
merchant, crossed the Tweed, and entered the wild border
country. He spent a troubled night amid a throng of
barbarous people who encamped, rather than lived, in the
desolate plain of Northumberland. When night came on,

11t is curious how ZAneas picked up odd scraps of information. He
says: ‘ Cornicem novam esse, atque idcirco arborem in qua nidificaverit,
regio fisco cedere *. This seems unintelligible ; yet alaw was passed in
the first Pariament of James 1., 1424, Acts and Constitutions of Scotland :
¢« Of bigging of Ruikis in Treis, Ca., xxi. Item, forthy that mg considderis
that Ruikis biggand in Kirkis, Zairdis, Orchardis, or Treis, dois greit
skaith apone Cornis, It is ordanit, that thay, that sie Treis pertenis to, lat
thame to big, and suffer on na wyse that thair Birdis fle away. And
quhbair it be taintit that thay big, and the Birdis be flowin, and the nest
be fundin in the Treis at Beltane, the Treis sal be forfaltit to the King

and hewin down, and v. s. to the kingis unlaw.” *Beltane’ seems to be
the name of an old pagan festival which was transferred to Whitsunday.
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the men departed to a tower of defence, fearing a possible
raid of the Scots. They left the women, saying that fhe
Scots would not injure them, and refused to take ZEneas
with them. He and his three attendants stayed amid some
hundred women who huddled round the watch fire. In the
night an alarm was raised that the Scots were coming.
The women fled ; but Aneas, fearing he might lose his way,
took refuge im a stable. It was, however, a false alarm, as
the approaching band turned out to be friends, not foes.
At dawn he set out for Newcastle, and saw the mighty tower
which Casar had built. Here once more he was in a civil-
ised country. At Durham he admired the tomb of the
Venerable Bede. He found York a large and populous city,
with a cathedral memorable throughout the world, with glass
walls between slender pillars.! He travelled to London
with one of the Justices in Eyre, who, little suspecting the
real character of his companion, denounced to Xneas the
wicked machinations of Cardinal Albergata at Arras. In
London Aineas found that a royal order forbade any foreigner
to sail without the King’s permission. A judicious bribe
overcame the guards of the harbour. /Eneas set sail from
Dover, and made his way safely to Basel.

For a time Aneas remained at Basel, where he led a
Jovial and careless life, making himself agreeable to 4peasa
men of all parties, and gaining a reputation for his Papiisan
elegant Latinity. When the combat between Pope Council
and Council broke out, he was driven to take a side ; 4351437.
but he did so dispassionately, with a clear perception of the
selfisk motives of the various parties.? He first came pro-
minently forward in an eloquent speech in favour of Pavia
as a meeting place with the Greeks; by this step he hoped
to win the favour of the Duke of Milan, whose character he
well knew. He was thanked by the Duke, and won the

‘ Sacellum lucidissimum, cujus parietes vitrei inter columnas ad
medium tenerissimas colligati tenentur.’—Comn., 5.
2¢ . - . . . PR
¢ Apud quem sit veritas Deus viderit: ego non video neque, si video,
sc_nbere ausim,’ he writes in May, 1437. Mansi, xxxi., 227.
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favour of the Archbishop of Milan, who presented him,
though a layman, to a provostship in the Church of S.
Lorenzo in Milan. To hold this as a layman, and without
capitular election, he needed a dispensation from the Council,
which had just prohibited the Pope from similar abuses in
conferring patronage. There were many who grudged the
young favourite his success, and the application met with
some opposition in a general congregation. But the honeyed
tongue of Aneas won the day: ¢ You will act, fathers, as you
think fit; but, if you decide in my favour, I would prefer this
token of your good-will without possession of the provostship
to its possession by any capitular election’. After this the
~objectors were silenced by a shout of applause, and /Eneas
obtained his dispertsation. When he reached Milan, he
found another in possession, by the nomination of the Duke
and the election of the Chapter; but Aneas won over the
Duke, as he had won over the Council, and his rival was
forced to give way. On his return to Basel he was nominated
by the Archbishop of Milan to preach before the Council on
the feast of S. Ambrose. The theologians were scandalised
at this preference of a layman, but the Council enjoyed the
polished rhetoric of Aneas more than the ponderous and
shapeless erudition of men like John of Segovia.
Aineas was now bound to the Council by his provostship,
and showed himself a keen partisan. His pen was
Aneas . . . :
made sec-  busily employed in attacking Eugenius [V. In the
retary to . .
Felix. Council he was a person of importance, and held
s high positions. He was often one of the Committee
of Twelve which regulated its affairs. He often presided
over the Deputation of Faith. He went on several embassies
into Germany, and accompanied the Bishop of Novara to
Vienna in 1438, to congratulate Albert on his accession to
the threne. On his return to Basel he narrowly escaped
death from the plague; in fact, the rumour of his death was
spread, and the Duke of Milan took advantage of it to confer
his provostship of S. Lorenzo on a nominee of Eugenius IV.
The policy of the Duke had changed; he was no longer on
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the side of the Council, and did not need the services of
Aneas. The Council was bound to recompense its adherent,
and conferred on Aneas a canonry in the Church of Trent.
Again Zneas found ancther in possession, and again he
succeeded in ousting him.

Soon -after this came the Papal election at Basel. So great
was the reputation of Aneas that he was urged to qualify
for the post of an elector by taking orders; the Council
offered him a dispensation to allow him to proceed on one
day to the sub-diaconate and diaconate. But Aneas had no
taste for the restrictions of clerical life, or, at least, did not
consider the inducement to be sufficient to lead him to
undertake them. He acted, however, as master of cere-
monies to the Conclave, and on the electicn of Amadeus was
one of those deputed by the Council to escort the new Pope
to Basel. Felix V. made Aineas one of his secretaries, and it
would now seem as though Zneas had cast in his lot for life.

Aneas, however, soon began to see that with the election
of Felix V. the Council had practically abdicated its gqeqs
position. He did not hope for much from the wis- ;ﬁ;‘:"ﬁ;ﬂ
dom or generosity of the Council’s Pope. On all F[rfd?;;t,
sides he saw that men who had any future before =
them were leaving the Council, and joining the side of
Eugenius IV, For himself such a course of conduct was
impossible. He was still a young man, and his reputation
had been entirely made in the democratic surroundings of
the Council. He had made himself remarkable in the eves
of Eugenius IV. only by the keenness of his attacks upon
the Curia. He had no previous services to plead, no weight
to bring to Eugenius’ side, no position which he could use
in Eugenius’ favour. It was useless for him to desert to
Eugenius, and equally useless to stay with Felix. In this
dilemma he resolved to identify himself with the neutral
policy of Germany.! He took advantage of the negotiations

! He says so himself in his life of the Bishop of Novara, De Viris Claris,
Ve, In Mansi, Orationes, iii., 149: ¢ Cum Felicem omnes relinquerent, nec
€jus papatum amplecti vellent, ego ad Fredericum Cemsarem me recepi,
fec enim volui statim de parte ad partem transire’,
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of Felix V. to ingratiate himself with the Bishop of Chiem-
see, one of Frederick’s chief counsellors. The bishop was
struck by the cleverness of the young Italian and his capacity
for writing letters, He recommended him to his master,
and persuaded Frederick 111. to confer on ZEneas the ridi-
culous honour of crowning him with the laurel wreath as
Imperial poet. We cannot guess how Frederick was induced
to revive this distinction, which had been bestowed on Pet-
rarch; but ZEneas was proud of the title of ‘poet,” with
which he afterwards adorned his name.!

Zneas was offered the post of secretary at Frederick’s
Soeas | COUTL; but he diq not deem it judicious to desert
f;?:reyst? abruptly the service of Felix V. He wen_t back to
ﬁr}edemkz Basel, and endeavoured to persuade Felix that he

) " could serve his interests better at Vienna than at
Basel. He so far prevailed that, when Frederick visited
Basel in 1442, Felix reluctantly gave his consent to this
arrangement, and Aneas left Basel in Frederick’s train
never to return.  No sooner had Aneas changed his masters
than he changed his opinions also. Felix V. was disap-
pointed if he thought that the shrewd Italian would have
any feeling of loyalty towards a losing cause. Zineas tried
to renew his connexion with the Duke of Milan, and win
back his Milanese provostship: he loudly proclaimed that
under Frederick I1L. he identified himself with the policy of
neutrality.2

At Vienna Zneas found that he had to begin his career
afresh. He was only one amongst a crowd of hungry secre-
taries, all aspirants for higher office, and all united in disliking
the Italian intruder. In the small matters of their common
life Eneas was given the lowest place at table and the worst

1The diploma, dated Frankfort, July 27, 1442, is given in Chmel’s
Regesta) Frederici 1II., Anhang xxix.: ‘Nos cupientes antecessorum
nostrorum imitari vestigia, qui poetas egregios in morem triumphantium,
ut accepimus, solebant in Capitclic coronare . . . convertimus aciem
mentis nostrz in poetam eximium et praeclarum ZAneam Silvium,’ etc,

28ee his letter to Bishop of Milan (Opeva, Basel ed., No. 29), dated
December, 1442; also Nos. 30, 53.
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bed ; he was the object of the sarcasms of his companions.
But Aneas bore all things with equanimity, and was content
to bide his time.! He attached himself to the Chancellor,
Kaspar Schlick, a man whose career had many points in
common with his own.

Kaspar Schlick was sprung from a good citizen family in
Franconia, and in 1416 entered Sigismund’s chan- g,
cery as a secretary. He had little learning; but ?édspar
his native shrewdness was developed by the teaching Schlick.
of experience, and his industry recommended him for em-
ployment. He went on many diplomatic missions, and
followed Sigismund in his eventful journeys through Europe.
He became Sigismund’s trusted adviser and friend, not only
in matters of state, but in the many amorous intrigues in
which Sigismund delighted to engage. Sigismund conferred
on him riches and distinctions, and Sigismund’s successors
found that Schlick’s intimate knowledge of affairs, especially
in finance, rendered his services indispensable. He con-
tinued to be Chancellor under Albert I1. and Frederick III.
To him Aneas first turned as to a patron,? and approached
him with an elaborate eulogy in Latin verse. Schlick knew
something of Aneas, for during his stay at Siena with
Sigismund he had been entertained by an aunt of Aneas,
and had acted as godfather for one of her children. He took
ZAneas under his care, secured him a regular salary, gave
him a place at his own table, and counted on his assistance
in personal matters. Schlick was an ignoble politician;
with much acuteness and great capacity for affairs, he had a
narrow and sordid mind. He was greedy of small gains,
and this greed grew upon him with increasing age; in all
that he did he had some personal interest to serve. At first
&neas wished to play the part of Horace to a second
Mzecenas; but he soon learned to change his strain, and

f Com., g: ‘ Cum statuisset malum in bono vincere auriculas declinavit,
ut iniquee mentis asellus, cum gravius dorso subit onus .

2See his letter of December 23, 1442, given by Voigt in Archiv fir
Kunde Oesterreichischer Geschichts-Quellen, vol. xvi., p. 338.
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adapt himself to the requirements of his patron’s practical
nature.! Verses disappeared, and political jobbery took their
place. It was not long before Aineas was required to exer-
cise his ingenuity in the Chancellor’s behalf. The Bishop
of Freising died in August, 1443, and the Chancellor wished
to obtain the rich bishopric for his brother, Heinrich Schlick,
a man who had nothing but his powerful relationship to
recommend him. The chapter elected Johann Griinwalder,
one of the Cardinals of Felix V., a natural son of the Duke
of Baiern-Miinchen, and called on the Council of Basel to
confirm the nomination. Aineas wrote to the Cardinal
d’Allemand, urging the impolicy of alienating so powerful a
man as the Chancellor.2 The Council, however, confirmed
the election of Grinwalder, and Schlick applied to Eugenius
IV., who, after some skilful negotiations, confirmed his
brother. The struggle between the rival claimants lasted
for some years; but its immediate effect was to draw Kas-
par Schlick towards the side of Eugenius IV., and Zneas
readily followed his master. After all his services to the
Council, he had neither obtained any promotion for himself,
nor could he help a friend by his arguments.?

Moreover, at Vienna /Eneas met Cardinal Cesarini, who
Aneas had been appointed by Eugenius IV. legate in
drifts fo ¢ Hungary for the purpose of warring against the
[vsniss Turks. Hungarian affairs needed rather delicate
4 management at the Court of Vienna. After the
death of Albert I1. his wife bore a son, Ladislas, of whom

18ee his letter No. 102, written in the character of a contented man of
letters seeking only for ease and free from ambition. It ends: ‘Et
potissime si tu mihi Gaspar favebis, vite presidium et dulce decus
meum .

2 Epistole, No. 183.

3In a letter to a friend at Basel, dated October, 1443, printed by Voigt,
Kunde fiir Oest. Geschichts-Quellen, xvi., 345, he says:  Fuerunt in hanc
sententiam verba vestra, qua ultimo ad me pronuntiastis Basilez, cum
diceretis S. D. nostrum F. (Felicem} mihi absenti quam przsenti de
aliquo beneficio provisurum esse, vestrasque operas ad id spopondistis,
cujus rei nullus secutus est effectus, tametsi multis ego in rebus apud
Cxsaream majestatem S. D. nostro profuerim et dietim prosim’.
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Frederick III. was guardian. But the Hungarian nobles
did not think it wise to run the risks of a long minority in
such perilous times. They chose as their king Wladislaf
of Poland, and Eugenius IV. approved their choice. Frederick
ITI. could not venture on war, and Kaspar Schlick, who
owned lands in Hungary, used his influence on the side of
peace. But it required all Cesarini's tact to reconcile the
positions of the Pope and the King. He was ready to
renew his acquaintance with Aneas, treated him as a friend,
and urged him to take the side of Eugenius IV. Zneas
was keen-sighted enough to use the opportunity. He saw
at Frederick’s Court the immense superiority of the diplo-
macy of the Papal Curia over that of the Council. The strong
character of Carvajal, the Papal envoy, produced a deep
tmpression on him.! ZEneas let it be understood that he
was not indisposed to help the side of Eugenius IV. when
opportunity offered. He wrote to Carvajal, October, 1440,
that he assumed an attitude of judicious expectancy. ¢ Here
stands Aneas in arms, and he shall be my Anchises whom
the consent of the universal Church shall choose. So long
as Germany, the greater part of the Christian world, still
hesitates, I am in doubt; but I am ready to listen to the
common judgment, nor in a matter of faith do I trust myself
alone.’? In December of the same year he had so far ad-
vanced in his opinions as to advocate the ending of the schism
by any means ; he favoured the proposal of the King of France
to summon an assembly of princes. It matters not whether it
be called a Council ; solong as the schism be done away with,
the means used may be called by any name. ¢ Let it be called
a conventicle or a meeting; I care not, provided it leads
to peace.’® He wrote a clever dialogue, the ¢ Pentalogus,’

YIn his Bulla Retractationum {ed. Helmstadt, p. 155), he gives an ac-
count of his arguments with Cesarini. In a letter to D’Allemand in Oest.
Geschichts-Quellen, xvi., 344, he says: ‘Cardinalis Aquilegiensis (the
envoy of Felix V.) graviter zgrotat, nec illi tantum vires sunt quantz
Juliano Cardinali; nec tam robustus est Aquilegiensis quam Carvajal .

2Ep., 25.

8 Letter to Bishop of Chiemsee, Ep., 55.



62 THE PAPAL RESTORATION.

in which he commended this plan to Frederick III.! In
May, 1444, he had already begun to consider how the
neutrality of Germany could be brought to an end. He
wrote to Cesarini: ¢ The neutrality will be hard to getrid of,
because it is useful to many. There are few who seek the
truth ; almost all seek their own gain. The neutrality is a
pleasing snare, because no one can be driven from a benefice,
whether he holds it justly or not, and the ordinaries confer
benefices as they please. It is a hard matter to rescue the
prey from the wolf's mouth. But, as far as I see, all
Christendom follows Eugenius; only Germany is divided,
and I would gladly see it united, because I attach great weight
to this nation, for it is not led by fear, but by its own judg-
ment and goodwill. I shall follow the lead of the King and
the Electors.’? Soon after this Eneas went to the Diet at
Niirnberg, and there saw the feebleness of Frederick III.,
the divisions among the Electors, and the chances of suc-
cess which lay open to enterprise. He was appointed by
Frederick 111, a commissioner, to sit with others nominated
by the Electors for the consideration of ecclesiastical affairs.
¢ We parted in discord and division ’ is the only result which
the letters of Aneas chronicle.

On his way to Niirnberg Aneas passed through Passau,
where Schlick was courteously entertained by the bishop.
Zneas made himself agreeable to his host, and wrote to a
friend in Rome a pleasant sketch of Passau and its bishop.
Before sending it he requested the bishop to look it over
and correct any inaccuracies which it might contain. This
delightful means of letting the bishop know that the pen
of Aneas was employed to sing his praises secured its
due reward. Aineas was presented before the end of the
year to a benefice in Aspach, in Bavaria. The bishop sent
him his presentation free from all ecclesiastical or other
dues.

!In Pez, Thesaurus, vol. iv., part 3, p. 730, etc.
% Epist., 65.
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The character of ZFneas at this time was not that of a
churchman. He had led a careless, adventurous, pjsgolute
self.seeking life. He had lived amongst dissolute Heand
companions and had been as dissolute as the worst ©of Eneas-
amongst them. He cannot be said to have had any prin-
ciples; he trusted to nothing but his own cleverness, and
his sole object was to make himself comfortable wherever he
was. He flattered those who were in authority ; he was
willing to do anything required of him in hopes of obtaining
a suitable reward. He never lost an opportunity of in-
gratiating himself with any one, and would use any means
for that purpose. His store of knowledge, his fluent pen,
his subtle mind were at the command of any promising
patron. One day he wrote to young Sigismund, Count of
the Tyrol, a long and elegant letter in praise of learning,
inviting him by numerous examples to fit himself by study
for his high position. A little while after, he wrote him a
love-letter to help him to overcome the resistance of a girl
who shrank from his dishonourable proposals. With
characteristic levity and plausibility he even provided the
youth with excuses for his conduct. ‘I know human
nature,’ he says; ‘he who does not love in youth loves in
old age, and makes himself ridiculous. I know too how
love kindles in youth dormant virtues ; a man strives to do
what will please his mistress. Moreover, youths must not
be held too tight, but must learn the ways of the world so
as to distinguish between good and evil. I send you a letter
on condition that you do not neglect literature for love; but
as bees gather honey from flowers, so do you from the
blandishments of love gather the virtues of Venus.’!

The private life of Aneas, as we learn plainly from his
letters, was profligate enough ; but it does not seem to have
shocked men of his time, nor have fallen below the common
Siiandard. His irregularities were never made a reproach to
him later, nor did he take any pains to hide them from

1Ep., 122,
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posterity. Such as he was he would have himself known—
induced perhaps by literary vanity, more probably by a
feeling that his character would not lose in the eyes of his
contemporaries by sincerity on his part. In those days
chastity was the mark of a saintly character,! and /Eneas
never professed to be a saint. His temperament was
ardent, easily moved and soon satisfied. The pleasures of
the flesh had strong dominion over him. His love affairs
were many, and he did not regard constancy as a virtue. A
son was born to him in Scotland after his visit there; but
the child soon died. We know of another son, the offspring
of an English woman whom A neas met at Strassburg when
on an embassy from Basel. In a letter to his own father he
shamelessly describes the pains that he took to overcome
her virtue, and asks his father to bring up the child. His
excuses for himself show an entire frivolity and absence of
principle. ¢ You will perhaps call me sinful; but I do not
know what opinion you formed of me. Certainly you did not
beget a son of stone or iron, seeing you yourself are flesh.
I am not a hypocrite who wish to seem good rather than be
so. I frankly confess my fault, that I am neither holier
than David nor wiser than Solomon. It is an old and
ingrained vice, and I do not know who is free from it. But
you will say that there are certain limits, which lawful wed-
lock provides. There are limits to eating and drinking ; but
who observes them? Who is so upright as not to fall
seven times a day? Let the hypocrite profess that he is
conscious of no fault. I know no merit in myself, and only
divine pity gives me any hope of mercy.’

In truth ZEneas took no other view of life than that of a
selfish voluptuary, for whom the nobler side of things did
not exist. He gave his exper.ences to his friend Piero da
Noceto, who was in the chancery of Eugenius IV., and
wrote to him that he had thoughts of marrying his concubine,
who had already born him several children. Aineas advises

! Vespasiano da Bisticci says of Cesarini with wonder: ‘In prima era
firma opinione in corte di Roma, e dov’ egli era stato, lui gssere vergine’.
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the step: he will know all about his wife beforehand, and
will not have to endure the disillusionment that often
follows a honeymoon. ¢I have loved many women,” he
says, ‘ and after winning them have grown weary of them;
if I were to marry I would not unite myself to any one whose
habits I did not know beforehand.’! /neas was the con-
fidant of the amours of Kaspar Schlick, and took an adven-
ture of Schlick’s with a Sienese lady as the subject for a
novel in the style of Boccaccio.. This story, ¢ Lucretia and
Euryalus,” had great popularity and was translated into
almost every European tongue.?

Thus the life of Aneas at Vienna was by no means edify-
ing, nor was it satisfactory to himself. His associ- Dissatis.
ates in the Imperial Chancery were mostly younger faction of
than himself. Their manners were rude, their v}gtnheas

. . . . . Germany.
enjoyments coarse, and their vices wanting in that
refinement which to a cultivated Italian gave them half
their pleasure. ZEneas was never at home in Germany :
he could not speak the language fluently : the country, the
climate, the people, and the manners were all distasteful to
him. He pined at times to return to Italy, and urged his
friends to deliver him from his exile in a foreign land. He
began to feel that his life was somewhat wasted ; he began
to think that he ought to turn over a new leaf and enter
upon a new career. He thought of taking holy orders; but
if his cultivation did not keep him from vice, it at least
prevented him from assuming a position the duties of
which he could not with decency fulfil. ¢I do not intend
to sperid all my life outside Italy,” he writes in February,
1444. ¢As yet I have taken care not to involve myself
in holy orders. I fear about my continency, which,
though a laudable virtue, is more easily practised in
word than in deed, and befits philosophers better than
poets.’ 8

LEp., 45, of January, 1444.
* It is in the letters of Aneas, No. 114, and was written in July, 1444.
8 Ep., 50.

VOL. IIl. 5



66 THE PAPAL RESTORATION.

While this was the frame of Zneas’s mind, the pro-

Pali ceedings of the Diet of Nirnberg gave a new direc-
olicy of . . . . . .

the tion to his energies. The Diet did nothing except
German cig e s -

Electors. confirm the current witticism that °diets were
i indeed pregnant, for each carried another in its
womb’, It revealed, however, to Aneas the existence of
the strong party among the Electors, which' had formed a
league in favour of Felix V. He saw that the contest be-
tween the two Popes was becoming important in German
politics. It gave the Electors an opportunity of acting
without the King, and if their league in favour of Felix
succeeded, the royal power would have received a serious,
if not a deadly blow. The weakness of the Electors lay in
the fact that their ecclesiastical policy was not sincere,
They did not venture to identify themselves with the
national desire for reform, and, supported by the authority
of the Council of Basel, set in order the affairs of the Ger-
man Church. Their policy was oligarchical, not popular ;
they wished to strengthen their own hands against the
King, not to work for what the nation desired. They
looked for help, not to the national sentiment of Germany,
but to the French King, and negotiated with him to support
them in the old plan of demanding a new Council in a new
place. But the French had just shown themselves to be
the national enemies of Germany; and Charles VIL., now
freed from the pressure of the English war, was no longer
willing to help the Electors, but reverted to the old desire
of France to have a Pope at Avignon. The negotiations
between him and the Electors led to no results,!

This policy of the Electors naturally tended to bring the
Battleof King and the Pope together. Frederick III. on
x:z';;bﬂ' his part had from the beginning inclined in favour
1444 of Eugenius IV,, and events had made the friend-
ship of Eugenius more desirable. Eugenius had so far
wished to fulfil his promises to the Greeks that he pro-

1 Puackert, Die Kurfirstliche Neutralitdt, 212, etc.
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claimed a crusade against the Turks, and sent Cesarini
as his legate into Hungary. Cesarini, whose lofty character
was never displayed to better advantage than when acting
as the leader of a forlorn hope, stirred the courage of the
Hungarians, filled them with enthusiasm for the cause of
Christendom against the infidel, and awakened a strong
feeling of devotion towards Eugenius IV. In 1443 Wladis-
laf, the Hungarian King, compelled the Turks to sue for
peace on condition of restoring Servia and quitting the
Hungarian frontier. But next year the expectations of a
combined attack upon the Turks by Venice and the Greeks
led Cesarini to urge Hungary again to war. The peace
had not been approved by the Pope, and he absolved them
from all obligations to observe it. His exhortations were
obeyed, and Wladislaf again led forth his army to join his
allies on the Hellespont. But at Varna he was’startled by
the news that the Turkish Sultan Murad was advancing
with 60,000 men against his army of 20,000. Cesarini
counselled a prudent policy of defence ; but Wladislaf was
resolved to try the issue of a battle. On the fatal field of
Varna, November 10, 1444, the Christian army suffered a
severe defeat, and Wladislaf fell fighting.! The eventful
life of Cesarini found on the battle-field a noble end.2
Chivalrous and high-minded, he had always devoted himself
unsparingly to the loftiest and most difficult cause that was
before him. He failed in war against the Bohemians; he
failed to regulate the ecclesiastical violence of the Council
of Basel ; he failed to drive the Turks from Europe. Yet

18ee Bonfinius, Decades, iii., ch. iv., v. ; von Hammer, xi. ; Diugloss,
xii.; the letter of /Eneas to Duke of Milan giving the news, dated
Dec. 13, 1444, Epist., No. 52.

2 About the mode of Cesarini's death there were various accounts
which are epitomised by ZEneas Sylvius, Hist, Fred., in Kollar, ii., 119:
* Julianus quoque Cardinalis in eo bello periit, de quo variam famam
referunt, alii inter preeliandum occisum, alii bello vulneratum effugisse,
atque ex vulnere periisse ; constantior tamen fama est ipsum, dum
fugeret, equumque potaret, ab Hungaris, qui et ipsi fugiebant, pet-
Cussum, illustrem spiritum qui multis annis Basiliensem conventum
rexerat, emisisse .
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his efforts ‘were always directed to a noble end, and the
very singleness of his own purpose made him neglect the
prudence which would. have been familiar to a smaller man.
Amid the self-seeking of the age Cesarini rises almost to
the proportions of a hero; he is the only man whose char-
acter claims our entire respect and admiration.

The news of the defeat of Varna filled Europe with con-
Frederick sternation ; but it was not without its advantages
III. draws  to Frederick III. The death of Wladislaf opel?ed
R‘flgm? the way for the. settlement of Hungarian affairs,

and the recognition of Frederick’s ward, Ladislas.
To gain this end more securely, Frederick needed the help
of Eugenius IV. Negotiations began to take a more inti-
mate and personal turn in relation to the affairs of Hungary.
Yet still the affairs of the Church were the subject of formal
embassies, in which the old plan of a new Council was
ostensibly being pursued. In November, 1444, the Fathers
of Basel answered this proposal by an entire refusal. They
had already agreed to it in 1442, and the obstinacy of
Eugenius IV. had prevented it; on him rested the blame
of its failure. An envoy had next to be sent to bear a simi-
lar proposition to Eugenius IV. This was not done till the
beginning of 1445, and then the person chosen was Aneas
Sylvius,
ZEneas at once saw that in dealings between Frederick
III. and Eugenius IV. there was scope for his
Embassy . . . .
of Eneas Cleverness and his powers of intrigue. He readily
Sylvius to « . .. . .
the Pope, Started on his journey, and. rejoiced to see his native
3 land once more. At Siena his kinsfolk were
alarmed at his audacity in venturing into the presence of
the Pope, whom he had so often attacked and so grievously
offended. They represented to him that ¢ Eugenius was
cruel, mindful of wrongs, restrained by no conscience, no
feeling of pity ; he was surrounded by ministers of crime ;.
ZEneas, if he went to Rome, would never return’.! Aneas,

1 Comm., ed. Fea, p. 87.
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no doubt, enjoyed the simplicity of these good people, and
acted with dignity the part of a possible martyr to duty.
He tore himself from their weeping embrace, declaring that
he must either fulfil his embassy or die in the attempt,! and
proceeded to Rome. Carvajal had aiready given Eugenius
information of the usefulness of Eneas. He was well
received by several of the Cardinals for his literary or for
his political merits. Amongst the officials of the Papal
Curia he met several of his old friends at Basel. Before he
could have an audience with the Pope it was necessary that
he should be absolved from the ecclesiastical censure pro-
nounced against the adherents of the Council. This duty
was assigned to the Cardinals Landriano and Le Jeune,
who afterwards introduced ZEneas to the Pope’s presence.
Eugenius graciously allowed him to kiss not only his foot,
but his hand and his cheek. Aineas presented his cre-
dentials, and then began to speak as a pemitent on his own
behalf.

¢ Holy Father, before I discharge my errand for the King,
I will say a little about myself. I know that you gecon-
have heard much against me ; and those who have Siationof
told you have spoken truly. At Basel I spoke, gi}é’enius
wrote, and did many things, I do not deny it, not IV-
with the intent of injuring you, but of benefiting the Church.
I erred, but in the company of many others, men of high
repute. I followed Cardinal Cesarini, the Archbishop of
Palermo, the apostolic notary Pontano, men who were
esteemed in the eyes of the law and teachers of the truth.
I will not mention the universities which gave their opinions
against you. In such company who would not have erred ?
But when I discovered the error of the Basilians, 1 confess
that I did not at once flee to you. I was afraid lest I should
fall from one error into another. I went to the neutral
camp, that after mature deliberation I might shape my
course. I remained three years with the German king, and

1Pii II. Comm., p. g,
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there my study of the disputes between your legates and
those of the Council left me no doubt that the right was on
your side. Hence, when this embassy was offered me, I
willingly accepted it, thinking that so I might regain your
favour. Now I am in your presence, and ask your pardon
because I erred in ignorance.’

Eugenius answered graciously : ¢+ We know that you erred
with many ; but to one who owns his fault we cannot refuse
pardon, for the Church is a loving mother. Now that you
hold the truth, see that you never let it go, and by good
works seek the divine grace. You live in a place where
you may defend the truth and benefit the Church. We,
forgetting your former injuries, will love you well if you walk
well.’1

Thus Eneas made his peace, and entered into a tacit
agreement with the Pope that if he proved himself useful his
services should be rewarded. Eugenius had gained anagent
in Germany on whose devotion he might rely, because it
was closely bound up with self-interest. The diplomacy of
the Curia had again shown its astuteness.

After this reconciliation Aneas was regarded as a person
Hneas of some importance at Rome, and was well re-
Syviusin cejved by several of the Cardinals. But there was
T445. one person who was too blunt to disguise his con-
tempt for this self-interested conversion. One day Aneas
met Tommaso Parentucelli, who had been a companion in
the service of Cardinal Albergata, but who had followed his
master and had been an uncompromising opponent of the
Council. He was now Bishop of Bologna, and was respected
for his character and his learning. Aneas advanced to
greet him with outstretched hand, but Parentucelli coldly
turned away. Aineas was piqued, and afterwards adopted a
similar attitude of disdain towards Parentucelli. ¢How
ignorant are we of the future!’ he remarks afterwards,
when relating this incident; ¢if ZAneas had known that

1 Pii II. Commentarii, p. 10.
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Parentucelli would be Pope, he would have condoned all
things.”1 A reconciliation between the two was brought
about by friends before Aneas left Rome; but Parentucelli
was never cordial to one whose sincerity he doubted.

On the particular matter of his embassy Aneas does not
seem to have done much.- The party of Eugenius in Ger-
many, headed by Schlick, saw no way of ending the neu-
trality except by summoning another Council. To this
Eugenius was resolved not to consent, and Aneas gave him
the benefit of his advice. In April he left Rome with an
announcement that Eugenius would send an embassy to
bring his answer to the King. His envoys, Carvajal and
Parentucelli, followed close upon Aneas.

Eugenius IV. had already entered upon a policy of attack-
ing his enemies in Germany. On January 16, gygenius
1445, he issued a Bull cutting off the lands of the 1Y

attacks
Duke of Cleves from the dioceses of Koln and the Elec

Munster. In this matter he acted at the request of ;?;sljzlsu
the Dukes of Burgundy and Cleves; but in the Bull he
spoke of the Archbishop of Kéln as disobedient to the
Roman See, and called the Bishop of Minster, ‘ Henry, the
son of wickedness, who styles himself Bishop of Miinster’,
The Electors had not fared so well as they hoped in their
negotiations with France. They were afraid lest the King
might get the better of them by his secret dealings with
 Eugenius IV,, and were taken aback at this hostile display
on the part of Eugenius. They judged it prudent to retire
from their separate position, and once more make common
cause with the King. At the Diet on June 24, 1445, the
neutrality of Germany was renewed for eight months, at the
end of which time the King was to summon an ‘ assembly of
the German Church or a national Council,” which was to be
proclaimed to the various lands depending on the Empire,
including England, Scotland and Denmark.? Once more

! Comment., ed. Fea, p, 88,

2 S__ee Ranke, Deutsche Geschichte, Anhang, vol. vi., p. 8, and Pickert,
Kurfurstlicke Neutralitat, 238,
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the ecclesiastical question was to be also a national question
for Germany. The Electors were willing to abandon their
separate negotiations with Felix V. on the understanding that
Frederick I11. abandoned his agreement with Eugenius IV.
But Frederick III., indolent and careless as he was, saw
Negotia- in an alliance with Eugenius IV. the sole means of
tions be-  maintaining himself against the formidable alliance,

tween

Eugenins which threatéened him, of France with the House of
Fredenick Savoy and the German princes. If he was heedless
UL 1445 himself, the envoys of Eugenius IV. spared no pains
to enlighten him. Schlick and Aneas Sylvius were ever at
his side, and Carvajal was busy at Vienna arranging an
alliance between the King and the Pope. ‘The King hates
the neutrality,” writes Eneas Sylvius at the end of August,.
¢and would willingly abandon it if the princes would only
concur, to which end perhaps some means may be found.”?
In Rome Eugenius IV. went on with his proceedings against
the Archbishop of Ksln. It was known in Vienna that the
archbishop had been summoned to appear in Rome,? and it
was clear that further steps must follow; yet the King
raised no word of protest. He was engaged in a secret
treaty with the Pope ; he was selling his neutrality, and was
being bought cheap. On September 13 Carvajal left Vienna
to carry to Rome Frederick [Il.’s conditions. The terms
which Carvajal had negotiated were accepted by Eugenius
IV. A treaty between Pope and King was once more firmly
established, and the end of the reform movement in Germany
was rapidly approaching.
The terms on which Frederick II1. sold his aid to Eugenius

Terms of 1V. are expressed in three Bulls issued in February,
thetreaty 14468 The Pope granted to the King the right

between

Pope and T 1 1 1 1 3
Kine pup. during his lifetime to nominate to the six great

ruary; 1446 hishoprics of Trent, Brixen, Chur, Gurk, Trieste
p tl 3

1Voig;t in Archiv fiiy Qesterr. Geschichls-Quellen, xvi,, 373.
? See letter of An. Sylvius, dated September 13, carried by Carvajal
to Rome, in Voigt, Archiv, xvi., 386.
# The Bulls are given in Chmel, Matermlzen, i.,, No. 72-74.
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and Piben; he granted the King and his successors the
right to nominate for the Papal approval those who should
have visitorial powers over the monasteries of Austria; the
King should have the right of presentation to 100 small
benefices in Austria. Besides this, the Papacy was also
to pay the King the sum of 221,000 ducats, of which
121,000 were to be paid by Eugenius and the rest by his
successors.” The indolent and short-sighted Frederick, no
doubt, thought that he had made a good bargain. He ob-
tained a supply of money, of which he was always in need.
He got into his own hands the chief bishoprics in his
ancestral domains, and thereby greatly strengthened his
power over Austria, By the nomination of visitors of the
monasteries he lessened the influence of his enemy, the
Archbishop of Salzburg, by exempting the monasteries from
his jurisdiction. By the right of presentation to 100 bene-
fices he secured the means of rewarding the hungry officials
of his court. He thought only of his own personal in-
terests ; he cared only to secure his own position in his
ancestral domains. For the rights of the Church, for his
position in the Empire, he had no thought. All that can be
urged in Frederick’s behalf is, that the German princes were
equally ready to abandon the German Church and make
terms with either Pope who would help them to secure
their own political power. On the other hand, Eugenius IV,
though making great concessions, was careful not to impair
the rights of the Papacy or take any irretrievable step. The
Papal, treasury was exhausted ; but money was well spent in
regaining the adhesion of Germany, and Eugenius IV, felt
amply justified in mortgaging for this purpose the revenues
of his successors. The Pope granted the nomination to six
bishoprics, but only for Frederick’s lifetime, after which the
mischief, if any, might be repaired. The absolute appoint-
ment of visitors of monasteries was not granted to Frederick
and his successors in Austria, but only the nomination of

1 This rests on the authority of Heimburg in a letter of 1446 given by
Dux, Nicolas von Cusa, i., Betlage iv,
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several from whom the Pope was to select. The benefices
granted to the King were not important ones; they were to
be between the annual value of sixty and forty marks, and
did not include appointments to cathedral and collegiate
churches. There was nothing in all this that materially
affected the Papal position in Germany.

Moreover, Eugenius IV. was anxious that the treaty be-
tween himself and Frederick III. should be as soon as pos-
sible openly acknowledged. He promised Frederick 100,000
guilders for the expenses of his coronation. He invited him
to Rome to receive the Imperial crown; in case Frederick
could not come to Rome, Eugenius, old and gouty as he
was, undertock to meet him at Bologna, Padua or Treviso.
In the reunion of the Papacy and the Empire Eugenius IV.
saw the final overthrow of the Council of Basel and the
restoration of the Papal monarchy.

Eugenius IV., however, did not trust only to his allure-
Eugenis Ments to induce the indolent Frederick to declare
IV. de-

pose‘s'elhe himself. Knowing the feeble character of the King,

EBlectors  he resolved to play a bold game, so as to attain his
;‘:%r*flg‘:; end more speedily. He had already succeeded in
446. . weakening, by his threat of ecclesiastical censures,
the electoral league in favour of Felix V. As his negotiations
with Frederick III. advanced, he resolved to strike a decided
blow against his enemies in Germany. On February g he
issued a Bull deposing from their sees the Archbishops of
Koln and Trier, and appointing in their places Adolf of
Cleves and John, Bishop of Cambrai, the nephew and the
natural brother of his powerful ally, the Duke of Burgundy.
The German rebels were openly defied, and the allies of
Eugenius IV, must range themselves decidedly on his side.
If Eugenius IV. acted boldly, the Electors answered the
League  Challenge with no less promptitude. On March 21
b - they met at Frankfort, and formed a league for
1446, mutual defence. The attack upon the electoral
privileges combined the whole body in opposition to the

high-handed procedure of the Pope, Undeterred by the
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alliance of Pope and King, the Electors united to assert the
principles on which the neutrality of Germany had been
founded. If the time had come when neutrality could no
longer be maintained, it should, at least, be laid aside on the
same grounds as those on which it had been asserted. The
Electors again assumed the position of mediators between
the rival Popes, but set forward a plan of mediation which
should lead to decided results, and which should have for its
object the security of the liberty of the German Church.
They abandoned their scheme for the recognition of Felix
V., and were willing to join with the King in recognising
Eugenius 1V., but on condition that he confirmed the decrees
of Constance about the authority of General Councils, ac-
cepted the reforming decrees of Basel as they were expressed
in the declaration of neutrality, recalled all censures pro-
nounced against neutrals, and agreed to assemble a Council
on May 1, 1447, at Constance, Worms, Mainz, or Trier.
They prepared Bulls for the Papal signature embodying
these conditions: on the issue of these Bulls they were ready
to restore their obedience and submit the formal settlement
of Christendom to the future Council.

The attitude of the Electors was at once dignified and
statesmanlike. It showed that the Bishops of Trier and
Kéln possessed political capacity hitherto unsuspected. No
special mention was made of individual grievances, no direct
answer was given to the attack made by Eugenius IV. on
the electoral privileges. By accepting their terms the Pope
would tacitly recall his Bulls of deposition; if he refused to
accept them, the Electors would be free to turn to Felix V.
and the fathers of Basel. They might summon in name a
new Council ; but it would consist of the members of the
Council of Basel reinforced by Germans bound to the policy
of the Electors. They resolved that envoys be sent to
Frederick III. and Eugenius IV., and unless a satisfactory
answer were obtained by September, they would proceed
further. These resolutions were the work, in the first in-
stance, of the four Rhenish Electors; but within a month
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the Markgraf of Brandenburg and the Duke of Saxony had
also given in their adhesion. The League of the Electoral
Oligarchy, to act in despite of its nominal head, was now
fully formed.

Strong as was the position of the Electors, they showed
The pro- their weakness by not asserting it publicly. Their
posals agreement was kept s‘ecret; and tbe embassy se‘nt
Electors to demand the adhesion of Frederick III. was in-
Frederick structed to lay the plan only before him and six
UL 2446 counsellors, who were to be bound by an oath of
secrecy. Decided as was the policy of the Electors in
appearance, it was founded upon no large sentiment of
earnestness or patriotism. It was merely a diplomatic
semblance, and, as such, must be cloaked in diplomatic
secrecy, that it might be exchanged, should expediency re-
quire, for a more conciliatory attitude. The envoys of the
Electors were headed by Gregory Heimburg, who hoped
against hope that he might use the opportunity of giving
effect to his own reforming ideas, and trusted that he might
work through the selfishness of the Electors towards a really
national end. Frederick IIl. received through him the pro-
posals of the Electors, by which he was sorely embarrassed.
At his Court were Carvajal and the Bishop of Bologna, who
had just brought him the Bulls which ratified his treaty with
the Pope; but his oath of secrecy to the Electors forbade
him to take counsel with them. The separate articles of the
proposals of the Electors were discussed in the presence of
the six counsellors sworn to secrecy. The King was ready
to accept them in principle, but made reservations on points
of detail.  The envoys were instructed not to lay before the
King the Bulls which they were to present to the Pope,
unless he fully accepted the provisions of the Electors.
Frederick, on his side, complained of this reserve as offen-
sive to his dignity. ‘It is a new thing,’” he said, ¢that an
agreement should be made behind my back, and that I
should be required to accept it without a full discussion of
every article.” The ambassadors of the Electors declared that
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they had submitted everything to the King. But Frederick
I1I. was justified in refusing to join the Electors till they had
shown him the written proposals which they were to submit
to the Pope; and they refused to do this because they wished
to keep in the background their final threat of making com-
mon cause with the Council of Basel.! The sole result of
these negotiations was that the King proclaimed a Diet at
Frankfort on September 1, and let it be understood that he
was then prepared to consider the termination of the
neutrality.

In the beginning of July Heimburg and two companions
reached Rome. Frederick IIl., anxious to give Bavoys
some hint to Eugenius IV, told the Pope’s envoys of the
at Vienna that it would be well if one of them re- is Rome.
turned to Rome. Carvajal was ill of a fever; so 1" ™
the Bishop of Bologna set out, and with him went /Eneas
Sylvius, to whom the King confided the secret of the Elec-
tors. ZAneas pleads, as a technical excuse for this double
dealing, that the King himself had taken no oath of secrecy,?
but only his six counsellors. It is, however, probable that
Aneas needed no special enlightenment, but as secretary
was privy to the whole matter, and was himself bound to
secrecy,® if not specially on that occasion, yet by the nature
of his office. However that may be, he went with Thomas
of Bologna, and on the way let drop enough to indicate to
Thomas the advice which he ought to give to the Pope.
They made such haste on their journey that the ambassadors
of the Electors only entered Rome the day before them, and
Thomas of Bologna was the first to have an audience of the
Pope. Aneas expressly says, ¢ The Bishop of Bologna,
though he could not know all that the ambassadors of the
Electors brought with them, still guessed and opined much’.4

1For these negotiations see Piickert, Die Kurfiirstliche Neutralitat,
p. 264, etc.

2Comm., ed. Fea, p. 9.
% This is the conjecture of Puckert, p. 264.
4 Hist, Frederici, in Kollar, ii., p. 122.



78 THE PAPAL RESTORATION.

¢Instructed by Eneas, he warned the Pope about the matter,
and advised him to give the ambassadors a mild answer.,”}
The duplicity of AEneas was invaluable to the cause of
Eugenius IV.: it averted the most pressing danger, that
the Pope, by his contemptuous behaviour, should give the
Electors an immediate pretext for turning to the Council of
Basel.

The presence of AFneas was also useful in another way.
Double  Frederick III. had not been asked by the Electors
dealingiof {5 send an embassy to Rome; but Aneas was
Sylvies.  there to speak in the King’s name, and was called
in to assist at the audience. By this means Eugenius IV.
had a pretext for overlooking the fact that what were sub-
mitted to him were the demands of the Electors; he could
treat them as the joint representations of the King and the
Electors, and so return a vague answer. Lvery precaution
had been taken by the Electors to put their cause clearly
before the Pope. When Eugenius raised an objection to
receiving an embassy from the men whom he had deposed,
he was informed that the credentials of the ambassadors were
signed simply with the subscription of the whole College—
¢ The Electoral Princes of the Holy Roman Empire ’.

However definitely the Electors put their propositions
before the Pope, he was resolved not to give them a definite
answer. When they were admitted to an audience, Eneas
spoke first on behalf of the King. He recommended the
ambassadors to the Pope’s kindly attention, and vaguely
said that the peace of the Church might be promoted by
entertaining their proposals, Then Heimburg, in a clear,
incisive, and dignified speech, set forward the objects of the
Electors, There could not be a greater contrast than be-
tween Fneas and Heimburg; they may almost be taken as
representatives of the German and Italian character. Heim-
burg was tall and of commanding presence, with flashing
eyes and a genial face, honest, straightforward, eminently

1 Comm., ed. Fea, g1.
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national in his views and policy, holding steadfastly by the
object which he had in view.! He was the very opposite of
the shifty Italian adventurer, who recognised in him a natural
foe. Heimburg’s speech was respectful, but uncompromising.
Eugenius listened, and then, after a pause, shrewdly returned
a vague answer. The deposition of the archbishops, he said,
had been decreed for weighty reasons; as to the authority of
General Councils, he had never refused to acknowledge it,
but had only defended the dignity of the Apostolic See; as
to the German Church, he did not wish to oppress it, but to
act for its welfare. The proposals made to him were serious,
and he must take time to consider them.

Zneas meanwhile unfolded to Eugenius the opinions of
Frederick III. He advised that the archbishops should be
restored, without, however, annulling their deprivation ; that
the Constance decree in favour of General Councils should
be accepted. If this were done, the recognition of Eugenius
might be accomplished ; if not, there was great danger of a
schism. Eugenius listened and seemed to assent. The
Cardinals endeavoured to discover if the ambassadors had
any further instructions; but Heimburg did not consider
himself justified by the Pope’s attitude to lay before him the
Bulls that he had brought. The ambassadors were kept for
three weeks awaiting the Pope’s answer, and &neas has
drawn a spiteful picture of Heimburg sweltering in the sum-
mer heat, stalking indignantly on Monte Giordano in the
evening with bare head and breast, denouncing the wicked-
ness of Eugenius and the Curia. At length they were told
that, as’they had no powers to treat further, the Pope would
send envoys with his answer to the Diet at Frankfort. The
ambassadors left Rome without producing their Bulls.
Heimburg regarded the Papal attitude as equivalent to a
refusal to entertain his proposals. Meanwhile ambassadors
had been sent also to Basel, and the Council had similarly
deferred its answer till the assembling of the Diet.

1 See Aneas’s description of him, Hist, Fred., in Kollar, ii,, p. 123.
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The results of the Diet of Frankfort would clearly be of
partieans  BTEAL importance both to Germany and to the
of Freder- Church at large. The policy of the Electors had
R IL ot received the adhesion of the King; the oligarchy
had resolved to act in opposition to their head, and, if they
were resolute, the deposition of Frederick III. was immi-
nent. In this emergency Frederick entrusted his interests
to the carc of the Markgraf Albert of Brandenburg and Jacob
of Baden, the Bishops of Augsburg and Chiemsee, Kaspar
Schlick and Aneas Sylvins. At the head of this embassy
stood Albert of Brandenburg, who had already shown his
devotion to Frederick by taking the field against the Armag-
nacs, and who was bent upon overthrowing the intrigues of
France with the Rhenish Electors. The representatives of
the King were all convinced of the great importance of the
crisis, and were not a little embarrassed to find at Frankfort
no ambassadors of the Pope. The Bishop of Bologna had
left Rome with ZAneas Sylvius, but had been delayed at
Parma by sickness, and on his recovery had gone to confer
with the Duke of Burgundy about the measures to be
adopted towards the deposed Archbishops of Trier and
Koln. John of Carvajal and Nicolas of Cusa had come
from Vienna; but they had no special instructions about
the answer to be returned by the Pope to the proposals of
the Electors.

In spite of the gravity of the occasion, few of the German
Dietof  PTinces or prelates were personally present at Frank-
g;;'t‘:fl;’f" fort. The four Rhenish Electors were there; but
ber1,1446. the Electors of Brandenburg and Saxony only sent
representatives, as did also the majority of the bishops and
nobles. From Basel came the Cardinal of Arles, bearing a
decree which approved of the transference of the Council to
one of the places which might be approved by the King and
the Electors, and generally accepting the proposals of the
Electors without making any mention of Felix V. The
Electors took up a position of friendliness to the Cardinal
of Arles. When, on September 14, the proceedings of the
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Diet began with a solemn mass, the Cardinal appeared, as
was his wont, in state as a Papal legate. The royal am
bassadors made the usual protest that Germany was neutral
and could not recognise the officials of either Pope. The
Archbishop of Trier angrily denounced their conduct; they
could admit the legates of Eugenius, the foes of the nation,
and would exclude those of the Council. The majority
agreed with him; but the citizens of Frankfort were still
loyal, and their tumultuous interference compelled the Car-
dinal to lay aside the insignia of his office.

The proceedings! began with the reading by Heimburg
of the speech which he had made to Eugenius IV., and the
written answer of the Pope. Heimburg further gave an
account-of his embassy, and the reasons which had led him
to abstain from presenting to the Pope the Bulls which the
Electors had drawn up; the question to be discussed was,
whether the Pope’s answer gave ground for further delibera-
tion. On the Pope’s side his envoys submitted an answer
to the ‘ prayers of the King and the Electors’. Eugenius
was ready to summon a Council within a convenient time;
he had never opposed the decrees of -the Council of Con-
stance, which had been renewed in Basel while a universal
and recognised Council was sitting ; he was willing to do
away with the old burdens of the German Church provided
he were indemnified for the losses which he would thereby
sustain. About the revocation of the deprivation of the
archbishops he said nothing. The answer of Eugenius
IV. was mere mockery of his opponents. He granted
nothing that they had asked; his concessions were merely
apparent, and he reserved to himself full power to make
them illusory. His attitude towards the Electors was

practically the same as it had been towards the Council
of Basel.

f For the proceedings of the Diet the account given by ZEneas Sylvius,
Hist, Fred., in Kollar, ii., 127, etc., must be compared with the official
record in the Dresden Archives excerpted by Piickert, Die Kurfirstliche
Neutralitit, p, 278, etc.
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The regal and the Papal ambassadors would not have
Division  ventured to submit such an answer if they had not
amongst  seen their way to effect a breach in the ranks of
tars. their opponents. On September 22 Albert of
Brandenburg succeeded in inducing the representatives of
his brother the Ilector, the Archbishop of Mainz, two
bishops, and one or two nobles, to agree that they had ob-
tained an answer from the Pope, which afforded the basis
for peace in the Church, and that they would stand by one
another to maintain this opinion. The Archbishop of Mainz
was won over by consideration of the assistance which he
might obtain from Frederick III. and Albert of Branden-
burg in the affairs of his own dominions. Zneas Sylvius
is not ashamed to own that he was the instrument of brib-
ing four of the archbishop’s counsellors with 2000 florins
to help in bringing him to this decision. The adhesion of
Frederick of Brandenburg was due to the influence of his
brother Albert. The others who joined in the step had all
some personal interest to serve.

Round the basis thus secured adherents rapidly began to
gather. But it was clear to the Papal envoys that they
must make some concessions, and afferd their new adher-
ents a plausible pretext for withdrawing their support from
the Electoral League. Aineas Sylvius undertook the re-
sponsibility of playing a dubious part. He ‘squeezed the
venom,’ as he puts it, out of the proposals of the Electors,
and composed a document in which the Pope undertook, if
the princes of Europe agreed, to summon a General Council
within ten months of the surrender of the neutrality, recog-
nised the Constance decrees, confirmed the reforming decrees
of Basel till the future Council decided otherwise, and, at the
instance of the King, restored the deposed Archbishops of
Trier and Koéln, on condition that they returned to his
obedience.! The Bishop of Bologna and Nicolas of Cusa

1 The Dresden MS. has in the margin of this proposal the note: * Nota
fallaciam, quum potius rex instare deberet ut ante omnem tractatum
domini isti restituerentur,” Piickert, 28q.
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assented to these proposals; John of Carvajal was dubious,
and hot words passed between him and Aneas, who was
afraid lest his obstinacy or honesty might spoil all. /Eneas
skilfully mixed up his relations with the Pope and with the
King, and managed to produce an impression that the Pope
had commissioned him to make this offer. The sturdy Ger-
mans, Heimburg and Lysura, were annoyed at this activity
of the renegade Italian in their national business. ‘Do
you come from Siena,’” said Lysura to Aneas, ‘to give
laws to Germany ?’ /neas thought it wiser to return no
answer.

Eneas may have exaggerated his own share in this
matter; but early in October the Royal and Papal ambas-
sadors agreed to submit to the Diet a project of sending a
new embassy to Rome, to negotiate with Eugenius IV.
on this basis. Their demands were to go in the form of
articles, not, as before, of Bulls ready prepared.

This seemed to the majority to be a salutary compromise.
The Electors of Mainz and Brandenburg considered
. . . Over-
it better than a breach with the King. The Elector throw of
of Saxony and the Pfalzgraf thought that the new foral
proposals contained all that was important in the 52?51;1:1:,
old. The summons of a new Council would keep ™
matters still open; anyhow, negotiations would gain time.
On October 5 the league that had been formed in favour of
this compromise was openly avowed, and received many
adherents. It was resolved that the articles be presented
to Eugenius at Christmas; if he accept them, the neutrality
should be ended; if not, the matter should be again con-
sidered. The answer was to be brought to a Diet at Niirn-
berg on March 19, 1447. The Archbishops of Trier and
Kéln found themselves deserted by the other Electors; all
they could do was to join on October rr in a final decree
that the King should try to obtain from the Pope a con-
firmation of the Bulls prepared by the Electors; failing that,
he should obtain Bulls framed according to the articles;
these were to be laid before the Electors at the next Diet,
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and each should be free to accept or reject them. This
reservation of their individual liberty was the utmost that
the oligarchical leaders now hoped to obtain for themselves.
Next day the Cardinal of Arles appeared before the Electors
in behalf of the Council of Basel, which had been invited
to support the policy of the Electors, and had issued Bulls
accordingly. He proffered the Bulls, but no one would
receive them. With heavy hearts the envoys of Basel left
Frankfort. On their way to Basel they were attacked and
plundered ; only by the speed of his horse did the Cardinal
of Arles succeed in taking refuge in Strassburg. He after-
wards said in Basel, ¢ Christ was sold for thirty pieces of
silver, but Eugenius has offered sixty thousand for me’.

The league of the Electors had been overthrown at Frank-
fort, and with it also fell the cause of the Council
throw of Basel. Germany was the Council’s last hope,
Councit and Germany had failed. The diplomacy of the
Curia had helped Frederick III. to overcome the
oligarchical rising in Germany; but the Pope had won more
than the King. The oligarchy might find new grounds on
which to assert its privileges against the royal power; the
conciliar movement was abandoned, and the summoning of
another Council was vaguely left to the Pope’s good pleasure.
The ecclesiastical reforms, which had been made by the
Council of Basel, survived merely as a basis of further
negotiations with the Pope. If the Papal diplomacy had
withstood the full force of the conciliar movement, it was
not likely that the last ebb of the falling tide would prevail
against it.

There still remained, however, for the final settlement of
Proposals  the question, the assent of Eugenius IV. to the
ofthe .o undertaking of his ambassadors. Even at Frank-
before  fort, Carvajal had been opposed to all concessions;

Eugenius . . .
5:’r;lbgf' at Rome, where Fhe gravity of the _situation in
1446, Germany and the importance of the victory won at
Frankfort were not fully appreciated, there was still a chance

that the Pope’s obstinacy might be the beginning of new
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difficulties. But the health of Eugenius IV. was failing;
he was weary of the long struggle, and desired before the
end of his days to see peace restored to the distracted Church.
The theologians in the Curia, headed by John of Torque-.
mada, counselled no concession;  the politicians were in
favour of accepting the proffered terms. Eugenius showed
his desire to increase the influence of those who were con-
versant with German affairs by raising to the Cardinalate
in December Carvajal and the Bishop of Bologna. Fred-
erick ITI., the Electors, and the princes of Germany all sent
their envoys to Rome. On behalf of the King went Aneas
Sylvius and a Bohemian knight, Procopius of Rabstein;
chief amongst the others was John of Lysura, Vicar of the
Archbishop of Mainz. They all met at Siena, and rode into
Rome, sixty horsemen. A mile outside the city they were
welcomed by the inferior clergy, and were honourably con-
ducted to their lodgings. A difficulty was first raised
whether the Pope could receive the ambassadors of the
Archbishops of Bremen and Magdeburg, seeing that those
prelates had been confirmed by the Council of Basel; but
this was overcome by a suggestion of Carvajal that they
should appear as representatives of the sees, not of their
present occupants. On the third day after their arrival an
audience was given to the German ambassadors in a secret
consistory, where Eugenius was seated with fifteen Car-
dinals. In a clever speech AFneas Sylvius laid the pro-
posals before the Pope, and such was his plausibility that
he mapaged to satisfy the Germans without offending the
dignity of the Pope.l He touched upon the evils of ecclesi-
astical dissension, spoke of the importance of Germany and
its desire for peace, skilfully introduced the German pro-
posals, and besought the Pope of his clemency to grant
them as the means of unity. Eugenius answered by
condemning the neutrality, complained of the conduct of the
deposed archbishops, and finally said that he must deliberate.

1In Mansi, Pii II. Orationes, i., 108.
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On the same day Eugenius was seized by an attack of
fever, which confined him to his bed. The German

Negotia- . P .
tions with question was referred to a commission of Cardinals,
the Coria- 1 nd opinion was greatly divided. Only nine Car-
dinals were in favour of concession; the others declared
that the Roman See was being sold to the Germans, and
that they were being dragged by the nose like buffaloes.
The German proposals were not treated as though they
were meant for definite acceptance, but were regarded as
the basis of further negotiation. The ambassadors were
entertained and cajoled by the Cardinals, while the iliness
of Eugenius IV. made every one anxious to have the matter
settled speedily. Little by little the articles agreed on at
Frankfort were pared down: (1) As regarded the summons
of a new Council, the Pope agreed to it as a favour, without
issuing a Bull, which might bind his successor, but merely
making a personal promise to the King and the Electors.!
(2) Instead of the acceptance of the decrees of Constance
and Basel, Eugenius agreed to recognise ‘the Council of
Constance, and its decree Frequens and other of its decrees,
and all the other Councils representing the Catholic Church’.
All mention of the Council of Basel was studiously avoided,
and, by the express mention of the decree Frequens, the
omission of the more important decree Sacrosancia was in
a measure emphasised. (3) On the third point, the accept-
ance of the Pragmatic Sanction of Germany as it had been
established at the declaration of the neutrality in 1439, Eu-
genius IV. was willing to follow the example of Martin V.
in granting the concordats of Constance. He recognised
the existing possessors of benefices, and agreed to send a
legate to Germany, who would arrange for the liberties of
the German Church in the fature, and the proper provision
to be made for the Papacy in return. Meanwhile, the con-
dition of the German Church was to remain as it was, ‘till
an agreement had been made by our legate, or other orders

! Raynaldus, Annales, 1447, No. 5.
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given by a Council’. The Germans, who had at first taken
the Basel decrees as the foundation of an ecclesiastical re-
formation, now accepted them as a limit—a limit, moreover,
which might be narrowed. (4) In like manner the Papal
diplomacy secured for the Pope a triumph in the matter of
the deposed archbishops, Eugenius IV, was asked to annul
their deposition, if they were willing to concur in the decla-
ration in his favour; he agreed, when they did so concur,
to restore them to their office,

Moreover, to aid the progress of these negotiations, Eneas
Sylvius undertook, in Frederick’s name, that the King would
solemnly declare, and publish throughout Germany, his
recognition of Eugenius, would receive with due honour a
Papal legate, would order the city of Basel to withdraw its
safe-conduct from the Council, and, as regarded the provision
to be made for the Pope out of the ecclesiastical revenues
of Germany, would act not only as a mediator but as an ally
of the Pope.

Thus diplomacy was busily spinning its web round the
bed of the dying Pope. True till the last to his

. . Iliness of
persistent character, Eugenius IV. was resolved to Eugenius
see the restoration of the German obedience before *
he died. The theologians might make the best terms that
they could; but Eugenius made them understand that he
wished to see the end. He might well gaze with sadness
on the desolation which his unyielding spirit had wrought
in the fortunes of the Church. France was practically in-
dependent of the Papacy; Germany was estranged ; a rival
Pope"diminished the prestige of the Holy See; in Italy,
Bologna was lost to the demains of the Church, and the
March of Ancona was still in the hands of Sforza. He
would bequeath a disastrous legacy to his successor; but
the recovery of Germany would at least improve the position.
Eugenius longed to signalise his last days by a worthy
achievement ; on their side the envoys of the German King
wished their mission to succeed. Now that a goal of some
sort was in view, all were eager to reach it. If the Pope
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died before matters were decided, the powers of the envoys
came to an end, for they were only commissioned to ne-
gotiate with Eugenius. The Germans did not wish to
sacrifice the present opportunity, and see everything again
reduced to doubt.

The physicians gave Eugenius ten days to live when the
conclusions of the Commission of Cardinals were laid before
him. The Pope was too feeble to examine them fully, much
more. to go through the labour of reducing them to the form
of Bulls. - Scrupulous and persistent to the last, he dreaded
even the semblance of concession when the decisive moment
came. When he finally decided to give way he devised a
subterfuge to save his conscience. On February 5 he
signed a secret protest setting forth that the German King
and Electors had desired from him certain things ¢ which
the necessity and utility of the Church compel us in some
way to grant, that we may allure them to the unity of the
Church and our obedience. We, to avoid all scandal and
danger which may follow, and being unwilling to say, con-
firm, or grant anything contrary to the doctrine of the
Fathers or prejudicial to the Holy See, since through sick-
ness we cannot examine and weigh the concessions with
that thoroughness of judgment which their gravity requires,
protest that by our concessions we do not intend to derogate
from the doctrine of the Fathers or the authority and privi-
leges of the Apostolic See.’!

By this pitiful proceeding the dying Pope prepared to
Restora-  €nter into engagements which his successor might
fonof the repudiate. He was ready to receive the restitution
phedience. of the German obedience ; but the German envoys,
7147 on their side, began to hesitate. They did not, of
course, know the secret protest of the Pope; but they
doubted whether they ought to take a step which might
divide Germany, when they had no guarantee that the
successor of the death-stricken Eugenius would pursue his

! Raynaldus, 1447, No. 7.
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policy ; John of Lysura, who was now as zealous for re-
conciliation as before he had been anxious for reform,
plausibly argued that they were dealing with the Roman
See, which never died ; the Bulls of Eugenius would bind
his successor. If they left Rome without declaring the
obedience of Germany, the existing disposition of the
Electors might change, and everything might again be-
come doubtful. So long as Eugenius could stir his finger,
it was enough. If they went away without accomplish-
ing anything they would be ridiculous. Lysura and Aneas
prevailed on the other ambassadors of the King and of the
Archbishop of Mainz to resolve on a restoration of obedience
to Eugenius IV.

On February 7 the ambassadors were admitted into the
Pope’s chamber. Eugenius still could greet them with
dignity, but in a feeble voice requested that the proceed-
ings should not be long. Aneas read the declaration of
obedience, and Eugenius handed him the Bulls, which he
gave to the ambassadors of the Archbishop of Mainz as
being the primate of Germany. The envoys of the Pfalz-
graf and of Saxony excused themselves from joining in the
declaration ; they were not empowered to do so, but they
had no doubt that their princes would give their assent in
the forthcoming Diet at Niirnberg. Kugenius thanked
God for the work that had been accomplished, and dis-
missed, with his benediction, the ambassadors, who were
moved to tears at the sight of the dying man. A public
Consistory was held immediately afterwards before the
whole Curia ; over a thousand men were present. Zneas
spoke for the King, Lysura for the Archbishop of Mainz,
the other ambassadors followed. The Vice-Chancellor, in
the Pope’s behalf, spoke words of thankfulness, and the
Consistory broke up amid the joyous peals of bells with
which Rome celebrated its triumph. The city blazed with
bonfires ; the next day was a general holiday, and was de-
voted to a special service of thanksgiving.

The German envoys stayed in Rome, waiting for the
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necessary copies of the Bulls, and anxious about the new
Death of election. Day by day Eugenius grew visibly worse,
Eugenius and there were signs of disturbances to follow on
ruary 23, his death. Alfonso of Naples advanced with an
e army within fifteen miles of Rome. There were
troubles at Viterbo, and in Rome itself the people were
anxious to be rid of the severe rule of Cardinal Scarampo,
the favourite of Eugenius. Amidst this universal disquiet
Eugenius died hard. When the Archbishop of Florence
wished to administer supreme unction the Pope refused,
saying, ‘I am still strong ; I know my time; when the
hour is come I will send for you’. Alfonso of Naples, on
hearing this, exclaimed, ¢ What wonder that the Pope, who
has warred against Sforza, the Colonna, myself, and all
Italy, dares to fight against death also!’

- At length Eugenius felt that his last hour was approach-
ing. Summoning the Cardinals, he addressed to them his
last words. Many evils, he said, had befallen the Holy
See during his pontificate, yet the ways of Providence were
inscrutable, and he rejoiced, at last before he died, to see the
Church reunited. ¢ Now, before I appear in the presence of
the Great Judge, I wish to leave with you my testament.
I have created you all Cardinals save one, and him I have
loved as a son. I beseech you, keep the bond of peace, and
let there be no divisions among you. You know what
sort of a Pope the Holy See requires ; elect a successor in
wisdom and character superior to me. If you listen to me,
you will rather elect with unanimity a moderate man than
a distinguished one with discord. We have reunited the
Church, but the root of discord still remains; be careful
that it does not go up afresh. That there be no dispute
about my funeral, bury me simply, and lay me in a lowly
place by the side of Eugenius III.” All wept as they heard
him.! He received supreme unction, was placed in S. Peter's

! This account is given by ZEneas Sylvius in his letter from Rome to
Frederick II1., Muratori, vol. iii., pt. 2, p. 889. The other account is
given by Vespasiano, Vita di Eugenio I'V.
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chair, and there died on February 23, at the age of sixty-two.
According to Vespasiano da Bisticcl, he exclaimed shortly
before his death: ¢ O Gabrielle, how much better had it
been for your soul’'s health had you never become Pope or
Cardinal, but died a simple monk! Poor creatures that we
are, we know ourselves at last” His body was exhibited
to public view, and he was buried, according to his desire,
in S. Peter’s, by the side of Eugenius III.

Amid the disastrous events of his pontificate, the personal
character of Eugenius IV. seems to play an insig- Character
nificant part. At his accession he had to face a of Euge-
difficult problem, which would have tried the tact ™'V’
and patience of the largest and wisest mind. But Eugenius
was a narrow-minded monk, with no experience of the world
and a large fund of obstinacy. He quarreiled with the
Romans ; he alarmed the politicians of Italy ; he of-
fended a strong party in the Curia, and finally pro-
ceeded to defy a Council which was supported by the
moral approval of Europe. Such wisdom as Eugenius
IV. ever gained, he gained in the hard school of experience.
After the mistakes of the first year of his pontificate, the
rest of his life was a desperate struggle for existence. The
one quality that helped him in his misfortune was the same
obstinacy as first led him astray.! Where a more sensitive or
a more timid man might have been disposed for compromise
Eugenius stood firm, and in the long run won a tardy
victory, not by his own skill, but through the faults of his
opponents. Time was on the side of the representative of
an old institution, and every mistake of the Council brought
strength to the Pope. Those who at first attacked him
through bitter personal animosity gradually found that he
was the symbol of a system which they did not dare to
destroy. The wisdom and skill of eminent men, which at
first enabled the Council to attack the Pope, were gradually
transferred to the Pope’s service. Every mistake committed

'*Fu molto capitoso e di dura testa’ is the testimony of Paolo
Petrone. Mur., xxiv., 1130.
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by the Council lost it a few adherents, alarmed at the dangers
which they foresaw, or anxious for their own personal in-
terests, but all determined on the overthrow of that which
they had forsaken. To them Eugenius IV. was necessary ;
and they paid him greater reverence through remorse for
the wrongs which they had formerly done him.! No man
is so zealous as one who has deliberately changed his con-
victions ; and the success of Eugenius at the last was due
to the zeal of those who had deserted the Council. Hence
Eugenius IV. was faithfully served in his latter days,
though he inspired no enthusiasm. He was the Pope, the
Italian Pope, and as such was the necessary leader of those
who wished to maintain the prestige of the Papacy, and to
keep it secure in its seat at Rome. But he was outside the
chief interests, intellectual and political, which were moving
Italy. Politically, he pursued a course of his own, and was
not trusted by Venice, nor Florence, nor by the Duke of
Milan, nor by Alfonso of Naples, while in Rome itself his
rule was harsh and oppressive both to the barons and the
people. He was a man of little culture, and such ideas as
he had were framed upon his monastic training. Yet,
though he was untouched by the classical revival, he was
not opposed to it. Among his secretaries were Poggic
Bracciolini, Flavio Biondo, Maffeo Vegio, Giovanni Aurispa,
and Piero de Noceto.? He welcomed at Rome the anti-
quary Ciriaco of Ancona and the humanist George of Trebi-
zond, and employed in his affairs the learned Ambrogio
Traversari. He pursued the plan of Martin V. to restore
the decayed buildings of Rome ; and in his later days sum-
moned Fra Angelico to decorate the Vatican Chapel. He
also invited to Rome the great Florentine sculptor Dona-
tello; but his plans were interrupted by the disturbances of
1434 and his flight from the city. While at Florence he so

! The final judgment of Eneas Sylvius was: * Alti cordis fuit, sed nul-
lum in eo magis vitium fuit, nisi quia sine mensura erat, et non quoed
potuit sed quod voluit aggressus est,” Mur., iii., pt. 2, p. 8g1.

% See Bonamici, De Claris Pontificiarum litterarum Scriptoribus.
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admired Ghiberti’s magnificent gates to the Baptistery that
he resolved to decorate S. Peter’s by a like work, which he
entrusted to a mediocre but eminently orthodox artist, An-
tonio Filarete. The gates of Eugenius IV, still adorn the
central doorway of S. Peter's, and are a testimony of the
Pope’s good intentions rather than of his artistic feelings.
Large figures, stiffly and ungracefully executed, of Christ,
the Virgin, SS. Peter and Paul, fill the chief panels; be-
tween them are small reliefs commemorating the glories of
the Pontificate of Eugenius IV., the coming of the Greeks
to Ferrara, the Council of Florence, the coronation of Sigis-
mund, the envoys of the oriental Churches in Rome. On
the lower panels are representations of martyrdoms of saints.
The reliefs are destitute of expression and are architecturally
ineffective. The imagination of the artist has been reserved
for the arabesque work which frames them. There every
possible subject seems to be blended in wild confusion—
classical legends, medallions of Roman emperors, illustra-
tions of Esop's fables, allegories of the seasons, representa-
tions of games and sports—all are interwoven amongst
heavy wreaths of ungraceful foliage. Eugenius IV. showed
his respect for antiquity by restoring the Pantheon, but did
not scruple to carry off for his other works the stones of the
Colosseum.! Though personally modest and retiring, he
had all the Venetian love of public splendour; he caused
Ghiberti to design a magnificent Papal tiara, which cost
30,000 golden ducats. Without possessing any taste of his
own, Eugenius IV. so far followed the fashion of his time
that he prepared the way for the outburst of magnificence
which Nicolas V. made part of the Papal policy.

The object, however, which lay nearest the heart of
Eugenius IV. was the promotion of the Franciscan Order,
to which he himself had belonged. The friars held a chief
place at his court, and were admitted at once to the Papal
presence, where their affairs had precedence over all others,

18ee Miintz, Les Arts @ la Cour des Papes, i., 32, etc.
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to the great indignation of the humanists. Poggio rejoiced
that under the successor of Eugenius the reign of hypocrisy
was at an end,! and friars would no longer swarm like rats
in Rome. If the policy of Eugenius was to erect the friars
once more into a powerful arm of the Holy See, the corrupt
state of the body made such a restoration impossible. Yet
Eugenius would give more attention to remodelling the
rules of a religious order than to the great questions which
surrounded him on every side. His notion of ecclesiastical
reform was to turn monastic orders into orders of friars, and
he met the demands of the Fathers of Basel by displaying
great activity in this hopeless work.?

In person Eugenius IV. was tall, of a spare figure, and of
imposing aspect. Though he drank nothing but water, he
was a martyr to gout. He was attentive to all his religious
duties, lived sparingly, and was liberal of alms. He slept
little, and used to wake early and read devotional books.
He was reserved and retiring, averse to public appearances,
and so modest that in public he scarcely lifted his eyes from
the ground.3 Though stubborn and self-willed, he bore no
malice, and was ready to forgive those who had attacked
him. He had few intimates; but when he once gave his
confidence he gave it unreservedly, and Vitelleschi and
Scarampo successively directed his affairs in Italy. A man
of monastic and old-fashioned piety, he was destitute of
political capacity, and was more fitted to be an abbot than a
Pope. What might in a smaller sphere have been firmness
of purpose, became narrow obstinacy in the ruler of the
Universal Church. It is a proof of the firm foundation of
Papacy in the political system of Europe, that it was too
deeply rooted for the mismanagement of Eugenius IV., at
a dangerous crisis of its history, to upset its stability.

1 Dialogus contra hypocrisim, in Fasciculus Rerum ; Appendix, 571.

2 Vespasiano, Vita di Eugenio IV., ©attendeva con ogni diligenza a
riformare la Chiesa, e fare che i religiosi stessino a’termini loro, ed i con-
ventuali fargli osservanti, giusto alla possa sua’.

8 Raffaelle de Volterra, Commentarii (Anthropologia), xxii. : * oculos in
publico nunquam attollebat, ut a parente meo, quieum sequebatur, accepi .
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CHAPTER 1I.

NICOLAS V. AND THE AFFAIRS OF GERMANY.

1447—1453.

On the death of Eugenius IV. the troubled state of Rome
made the Cardinals anxious about the future. It Republi-
was of the utmost importance for the peace of the icggff—tel-
Church that the new election should be peaceable Rome.
and orderly, that the new Pope should have an un- R
doubted title ; but the attitude of the Romans, who had endured
with murmurs the rule of Eugenius IV., made the Cardinals
dread a repetition of the tumults which had caused the
Schism, The citizens of Rome held a meeting in the
monastery of Araceli to draw up demands which should be
submitted to the Cardinals.! The Cardinals in dismay
urged the Archbishop of Benevento, Cardinal Agnesi, to
attend the meeting and confer with the citizens. The
leader of the Romans was Stefano Porcare, a man of con-
siderable knowledge of affairs, sprung from an old burgher’s
stock in Rome. Porcaro recommended himself by his
capacity to Martin V., who obtained for him the post of
Capitano del Popolo in Florence. There he became ac-
quainted with many of the chief humanists, and on leaving
Florence he travelled in France and Germany. By Eugenius
IV. he was made Podesti of Bologna, where his reputation
increased, and he won the friendship of Ambrogic Traver-
saii,? who advised the Pope to employ Porcaro as mediator
1 Infessura, in Mur., iii., 2, 1131; Zn. Syl,, id., 8g1.

20ur chief information about the early life of Porcaro comes from
scattered notices amongst the letters of Traversari.
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with the rebellious Romans in 1434. Eugenius refused all
mediation, and his obstinacy was rewarded by success; but
it alienated Porcaro from the Papal service, and his classical
studies drifted him to the republicanism of ancient Rome.
In the assembly at Araceli Porcaro rose, and in a fiery
speech stirred the citizens to remember their ancient
liberties. They ought, at least, to have an agreement with
the Pope such as even the smallest towns in the States of
the Church had managed to obtain. Many agreed with
him,! and the Archbishop of Benevento had some difficulty
in reducing him to silence. The assembly broke up in con-
fusion, and many citizens gathered round Porcaro.

But the Republican party was afraid to move through
Peace fear of Alfonso of Naples, who lay at Tivoli with an
keptby ¢ army, with a view of influencing the new election.
Naples.  He had already sent a message to the Cardinals that
he was there to secure for them a free election, and was at
their commands. The Romans felt he would use any
movement on their part as a pretext for seizing the city;
and it was useless to escape from the rule of the Church
only to fall under that of the King of Naples. Accordingly
the Republican party held its hand. The keys of the city
were given to the Cardinals, who made the Grand Master
of the Teutonic Knights guardian of the Capitol, and
published a decree ordering the barons to leave Rome. The
bands who were flocking from the country into the city
were excluded, the barons unwillingly departed, and all was
quiet when, on March 4, the Cardinals went into conclave
in the dormitory of the cloister of S. Maria sopra Minerva,

Zneas Sylvius gives a description of the preparations for
prepara-  the conclave. The dormitory was divided into
tonsfor  cells for the eighteen Cardinals present; but on
clave. this occasion the partitions were of cloth, not of
wood. Lots were drawn for the distribution of the cells,
which each Cardinal adorned with hangingsaccording to his

_ ! ¢ Disse alcune cose utili per la nostra Repubblica,’ says Infessura, Mur.,
iii,, pt. 2, 1131,
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taste. Each entered the conclave with his attendants, a
chaplain and a cross-bearer; each had his own food sent
him every day in a wooden box, on which his arms were
emblazoned. These boxes were carried through the streets
in a way that made the city seem to be full of funerals;
they were accompanied by a procession of the Cardinal’s
household and all his dependents, who had so contracted
the habit of flattery that, when their master was not there,
they were fain to grovel for the box that contained his
dinner.!

When the eighteen Cardinals entered the conclave it was
the general expectation that their choice would fall gjeciion
on Prospero Colonna, the nephew of Martin V, o Tom-

maso

But the old Roman provorb, ¢ He who goes into f;ff’ﬁ‘i‘go_

the conclave a Pope comes out a Cardinal,’ was V. 6
again proved true. Prospero Colonna was sup- 1447

ported by the powerful Cardinals Scarampo and Le Jeune;
but the party of the Orsini was strongly opposed to an
election from the house of their rivals, and many of the Car-
dinals thought that it would be bad policy to run the risk of
kindling discord in the city. The opponents of Colonna
were more anxious to prevent his election than careful who
else was elected. On the first scrutiny Colonna had ten
votes and Capranica eight. In the hopes of agreeing on
another candidate, various names were suggested of those
outside the college, such as the Archbishop of Benevento
and Nicolas of Cusa. On the second scrutiny Colonna still
had ten votes, but the votes of his opponents were more
divided, and three were given for Thomas of Bologna.
The election of Colonna now seemed secure. ‘ Why do we
waste time,” said Cardinal Le Jeune, ¢ when delay is hurtful
to the Church? The city is disturbed ; King Alfonso is at
the gates ; the Duke of Savoy is plotting against us ; Sforza
is our foe. Why do we not elect a Pope? God has sent

1 Usque adeo miseros Curiales adulandi consuetudo illexit ut quum
Cardinalibus nequeant Cornutis assententur.” Mur., iii., 2, 8g2. The
boxes were called Cornuta.

VOL. 111, 7
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us a gentle lamb, the Cardinal Colonna : he only needs two
votes; if one be given, the other will follow” There was
a brief silence; then Thomas of Bologna rose to give his
vote for Colonna. The Cardinal of Taranto eagerly stopped
him. ¢ Pause, he said, ¢ and reflect that we are not electing
a ruler of a city but of the Universal Church. Let us not
be too hasty.” ¢ You mean that you oppose Colonna,’ ex-
claimed Scarampo; ¢if the election were going according
to your wishes, you would not speak of haste. You wish
to object, not to deliberate, Tell us whom you want for
Pope.” To parry this home-thrust, which was true, the
Cardinal of Taranto found it necessary to mention some
one definitely. ¢ Thomas of Bologna,” he exclaimed. *I
accept him,’ said Scarampo, who was followed by Le Jeune,
and soon Thomas had eleven votes in his favour. Finally,
Torquemada said, *I, too, vote for Thomas, and make him
Pope; to-day we celebrate the vigil of S. Thomas’. The
others accepted the election that it might be unanimous,
and Cardinal Colonna announced it to the people. The
mob could not hear him, and a cry was raised that he was
Pope. The Orsini roused themselves; the people, accord-
ing to old custom, pillaged Colonna’s house. Their mistake
was lucky for themselves, as Thomas was a poor man, and
they found little booty in his house afterwards. The election
was a universal surprise. The Cardinal of Portugal, as he
limped out of the conclave, when asked if the Cardinals
had elected a Pope, answered, ¢ No, God has chosen a
Pope, not the Cardinals’.

Tommaso Parentucelli! sprang from an obscure family
Farly lfe at Sa.rzana, a little town not far from Spezia, in
of Paren- the diocese of Lucca. His father, Bartolommeo,
el wasa physician in Pisa or Lucca, it is not certain
which. At the age of seven he lost his father, and his

1 The very name is uncertain. Manetti, Mur., iii., 2, 107, says: * De
nobili Parentucellorum progenie’. Two Bulls of Felix V. (Mansi, xxxi.,
188, 190} call him Thomas de Calandrinis ; but Ciaconius, ii., 961, gives

from Oldoinus two inscriptions from a tomb at Sarzana which call his
mother Andreola de Calderinis, and an uncle ], P. Parentucelli.
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mother soon afterwards married again ; but she was careful
to give her son a good education, and at the age of twelve
sent him to school at Bologna. As he had to make his own
way in the world, he went to Florence at the age of nine-
teen, and acted as private tutor to the sons, first of Rinaldo
degli Albizzi, and afterwards of Palla Strozzi. By this means
he saved in three years enough money to enable him to return
to Bologna and continue his studies at the University, where
he attracted the notice of the bishop of the city, Niccolo
Albergata, who took him into his service. For twenty
years Parentucelli continued to be at the head of Albergata’s
household ; he looked upon the Cardinal as a second father,
and served him with zeal. But he was a genuine student,
and employed his leisure in theological reading. He be-
came famous for his Jarge and varied knowledge, his great
powers of memory, and his readiness and quickness as a
disputant. In Albergata’s service he accompanied his
master on many embassies, and obtained an insight into
the politics of Europe, while at the same time, by his own
reputation for learning, he made acquaintance with the
chief scholars of Italy. No one had a greater knowledge of
books, and Cosimo de’ Medici consulted him about the
formation of the library of S. Marco. The only luxury in
which Parentucelli indulged was in books, for which he had
a student’s love. He was careful to have fair manuscripts
made for his own use, and was himself famous for his
beautiful handwriting.!

On the death of Alberguta in 1443 Parentucelli entered
the service of Cardinal Landriani, and after his death in the
same year was employed by Eugenius IV., who soon made
him Bishop of Bologna. But Bologna was in revolt against
the Pope, and Parentucelli gained such scanty revenues
either from his see or from the bounty of Eugenius IV.,
that he was driven to borrow money from Cosimo de’

! Vespasiano da Bisticci, himself a Florentine bookseller, speaks with
lz}gmu:atxon of the technical skill of Parentucelli as a scribe and a
ibrarian,
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Medici to enable him to discharge his legation in Germany.
Such was Cosimo’s friendship that he gave him a general
letter of credit to all his correspondents. The embassy
in Germany led to important results, and Eugenius IV.
recognised the merits of Parentucelli by making him Car-
dinal in December, 1446. He had only enjoyed his new
dignity a few months before his elevation to the Papacy.
His first act was a sign of gratitude to his early patron and
friend. He took the pontifical title of Nicolas V. in re-
membrance of Niccolo Albergata.

If the election of Nicolas V. was not very gratifying to
Concilia- any political party, it was at least objectionable to
foymea- none. The Colonna, the Orsini, Venice, the Duke
Nicolas V. of Milan, the King of France, the King of Naples,
all had hoped for an election in their own special interest.
All were disappointed ; but at least they had the satisfac-
tion of considering that their opponents had gained as little
as themselves, No one could object to the new Pope. He
was a man of high character and tried capacity. He had
made himself friends everywhere by his learning, and had
made no enemies by his politics. Alfonso of Naples sent
four ambassadors to congratulate him and be present at his
coronation. Aneas Sylvius waited on him to receive a
confirmation of the agreement which Eugenius IV. had
made with Germany. ¢I will not only confirm but execute
it,’ was the answer of Nicolas. ‘In my opinion the Roman
Pontiffs have too greatly extended their authority, and left
the other bishops no jurisdiction. It is a just judgment
that the Council of Basel has in turn shortened too much
the hands of the Holy See. We intend to strengthen the
bishops, and hope to maintain our own power most surely
by not usurping that of others.’! These words of Nicolas
V. express the entire situation of ecclesiastical affairs.
If his policy could only have been carried out, the future
of the Church might still have been assured. In the same

In Mur., iii., pt. 2, 8gs.
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sense he spoke about secular matters to his old friend the
Florentine bookseller, Vespasiano da Bisticci. Vespasiano
presented himself at a public audience, and Nicolas bade
him wait till he was done. Then he took him into a
private room, and said with a smile, ¢ Would the people of
Florence have believed that the simple priest who rang the
bell would one day become Pope to the confusion of the
proud 7' Vespasiano answered that his elevation was due
to his merits, and that he now might pacify Italy. ¢I pray
God,’ said Nicolas, ¢ that He will give me grace to carry out
my intention, which is to pacify Italy, and to use in my pon-
tificate no other arms than those which Christ has given me,
that is, His Cross.’

The pacific character of the new Pope made him gener-
ally acceptable. After his coronation on March 18, Exabassies
embassies from the various ltalian States flowed of congra-
into Rome, and the dexterity and precision with o the new
which Nicolas answered their harangues increased Fope.
the opinion which men already had of his capacity, He
received the embassies in open consistory, so that those
who wished to regale themselves with a banquet of elo-
quence might be fully satisfied. Already in Italy a culti-
vated taste had begun to attach great importance to the
neat and decorous performance of formal duties. Cities
were anxious to have in their service men whose speeches
on public occasions could win applause by the elegance of
their style ; and scholars rose to the rank of State officials
by the reputation which they gained from these public
appearances. Under Eugenius IV. the Papacy had not
given much encouragement to this display of eloquence;
but Nicolas V., himself a scholar and the friend of scholars,
was willing to fall in with the prevalent taste. His public
audiences were crowded with critics, and reputations were
made or unmade in a morning. The complimentary
harangue began to hold the same relation to the new culture
of the Renaissance as had the scholastic disputation to the
erudition of the Middle Ages. In this arena of eloquence
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Nicolas V. himself could hold his own with the best, not so
much by elegance of style as by the readiness with which he
could aptly reply, on the spur of the moment, to an elabor-
ately prepared speech. The very graces of the orator who
had preceded him lent a foil to the readiness of the Pope.
Thus the Florentine embassy was headed by the learned
Gianozzo Manetti, who spoke for an hour and a quarter.
The Pope, with his hand before his face, seemed to be
asleep, and one of his attendants touched his arm to wake
him. But when Gianozzo had finished, Nicolas took each
of his points in order, and gave a suitable answer to them
all. The audience knew not which to admire most, the
grace of the orator or the aptness of the Pope.! The
cleverness of Nicolas V. soon won for him the respect of
those who at first looked with disfavour on the insignificant
appearance of the successor of the majestic Eugenius IV.
Nicolas V. had no outward graces to commend him. He
was little, with weak legs disproportionately small for his
body ; a face of ashen complexion brought into still greater
prominence his black flashing eyes; his voice was loud and
harsh ; his mouth small, with heavily protruding lips.
Nicolas V., however, had more sericus work in hand than
Xneas the reception of ambassadors. His first care,
Sylyius naturally, was to secure the restoration of the Ger-

made

Bishopof man obedience. AEneas Sylvius, who had acted
a7 as cross-bearer at the Pope’s coronation on March
18, set out on March 3o to carry to Frederick III. the confir-
mation by Nicolas V. of the engagements of his predeces-
sor. Zneas advised the King to renew his declaration of
obedience, and order all men to receive honourably the Pope’s
legates ; so would he end the schism, conciliate the Pope,
win back Hungary, and prepare the way for his coronation
as Emperor. Aneas himself soon received a mark of the
Pope’s favour in the shape of a nomination to the vacant
bishopric of Trieste. As Eneas found himself rising in the

! Vespasiano, Vita di Nicola V.
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world, and his age advanced beyond the temptations of
youthful passion, his objections to take Holy Orders had
died away. In 1446 he resolved to live more cleanly, ‘to
abandon,’ as he said, ¢ Venus for Bacchus’. He was ordained,
and ¢loved nothing so much as the priesthood’. Only
through ecclesiastical preferment could he hope for any
recognition of his services. While he was at Rome there
came a report of the death of the Bishop of Trieste, and
Eugenius IV. was ready to appoint Aneas to the vacant
see. The Bishop of Trieste outlived Eugenius; but Nicolas
V. carried out his predecessor’s intention, disregarding the
fact that, by the compact between Eugenius and Frederick,
Trieste was one of the bishoprics granted to the King’s
nomination. No difficulty, however, arose on this head, as
Frederick I1I., independently of the Pope, had nominated
Aneas. It is true that the Chapter of Trieste tried to assert
their rights, but were at once set aside by the King and
Pope, and /Eneas won his first decided step in the way of
preferment.!

As affairs stood in Germany, the King, the Archbishop of
Mainz, and the Elector of Brandenburg were ready congress
to acknowledge Nicolas V.; the other Electors had 2251'30]?‘;27
not yet declared themselves. Wishing to make the #7-
best terms for themselves, they turned to the King of
France, who held a congress at Bourges in June. Jacob
of Trier went there in person; the other Electors sewd re-
presentatives. England, Scotland, Burgundy, and Castile
were gll ready to follow the French King, who thus asserted
in the affairs of the Church the authority which had previously
belonged to the Emperor. The conclusions signed at
Bourges on June 28 were a little in advance of those accepted
by Frederick III. The King of France and the Electors
were ready to acknowledge Nicolas V. if he recognised the
existing condition of ecclesiastical affairs, agreed to summon
a Council on September 1, 1448, in some place to be deter-

LPii 11, Comment., 14.
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mined by the French King, accepted the Constance decrees,
and agreed to provide for his rival, Felix V.! There was in
this a pretence of standing upon the conciliar basis, and main-
taining the cause of reform more definitely than Frederick
III. had done; but it was done by an alliance with the
French King, the enemy of the German nation. It was
the expression of anarchy and self-interest rather than any
care for the national welfare; it was merely a means of
making better terms than could be obtained by joining
Frederick III. The Congress then moved from Bourges to
Lyons, that it might more easily negotiate w1th Felix V. the
terms of his abdication.

Meanwhile Frederick III. summoned an assembly of the
Congress Princes who had joined his party at Aschaffenburg
:i%é}flffr'g_ on July 12. The Archbishop of Mainz presided,
Jaly. 1447 and the assembly confirmed what had been done at
Rome. Frederick III. withdrew his safe-conduct from the
Council of Basel, and ordered it to disperse; but no im-
mediate heed was paid to his command. On August 21 he
published in Vienna a general edict announcing his ad-
hesion to the conclusion of the assembly at Aschaffenburg,
and forbade, under the ban of the Empire, any adhesion
to Felix V. or the Council of Basel.2 The proclamation was
celebrated by festivities in Vienna and by a solemn procession.
But this display of joy was fictitious, and the University
wagonly driven to take part in the procession under threat
of deprivation of its revenues and benefices.? The academic
feeling remained till the last true to the conciliar cause.

But the Papal diplomacy steadily pursued its course.
Fneas /Zneas Sylvius found himself, as Bishop of Trieste,
Sylviis  occupied in the same way as when he held the
justifies . .
his inferior office of royal secretary. He was sent to
OnduEt Koln to win over the archbishop, and succeeded in

14 Adwisata in facto pacis ecclesie,’ in D’Achery, Spicilegium, iii., y70.
Labbe, xiii., 1330,

2 See Chmel’s Materialien, i., 245 ; Raynaldus, 1447, 17.
3 Mitterdorfer, Hist. Univ, Vienrens, 1., 161.
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the object of his mission. But at Kéln he found himself
regarded by the University as an apostate; the sneers which
had elsewhere been spoken behind his back were there ex-
pressed before his face. Aineas found it necessary to justify
himself in a letter addressed to the rector of the University,
and his apology is full of characteristic shrewdness.! He
went to Basel, he said, an unfledged nestling from Siena;
there he heard nothing but abuse of Eugenius, and was too
inexperienced to disbelicve what he heard. Dazzled by the
eminence of the Council’s leaders, he followed in their track,
and his vanity led him to write against Eugenius. DBut
God had mercy on him, and he went to Frankfort as Saul
had gone to Damascus. If even Augustine had written
confessions, why should not he ? At Frederick’'s Court he
first began to hear both sides, and gradually became neutral,
till the arguments of Cesarini convinced him that he ought
to leave the Council’s party. His chief reasons for doing so
were : (1) The wrongful proceedings against the Pope, who
was neither heretical, schismatic, nor a cause of scandal, and
therefore ought not justly to be deposed; {2) the nullity of
the Council, which had been translated by the Pope, did not
represent the Universal Church, and was not supported by
any nation in Europe except Savoy; (3) the Council did
not trust the justice of its own cause ; was faith only to be
found at Basel, as Apollo gave oracles only at Delphi >—by
refusing to go elsewhere the Council showed disbelief in
itself,

Thus Zneas justified himself, and the cause of Nicolas
V. progressed, as the Electors saw that they could tpe
gain something from the Pope. Jacob of Trier Spman

Electors
began to make terms for himself. Dietrich of Koln (giognise
used Carvajal to mediate in a troublesome dispute 48
between himself and the Duke of Cleves. The Pfalzgraf,
though the son-in-law of Felix V., was content with exacting

a few concessions from Frederick II1., and sent his ambas-

It is given in Fea, Pius I1. a calumniis vindicatus, p. 1.
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sador to Rome. The Elector of Saxony obtained correspond-
ing favours from the King. On no side was there any real
care for Church reform; it merely served as a cry under
cover of which the Electors sought to promote their own
power and their own interests. Early in 1448 the whole of
Germany had entered the obedience of Nicolas V.

In accordance with the undertaking of Eugenius IV., a
Concordat 1€gate was sent to Germany to arrange for the
%2,‘,’,‘::,“; liberties of the German Church in the future, and
1448, the no less important question of the provision
to be made for the Pope out of its revenues. Cardinal
Carvajal was wisely chosen for this purpose, and the Con-
cordat at Vienna on February 16, 1448, was the work of
himself and the King. It was not submitted to a Diet,
though no doubt many representatives of the Electors and
the princes were at Vienna. It would seem that the
assembly of Aschaffenburg was dexterously turned into a
Diet ; and the Concordat, made in the name of the German
nation, was regarded as being a necessary consequence of
that assembly.!

The Concordat of Vienna and the Pragmatic Sanction of
Itsrela- Dourges represent the net result of the reforming

ti . .
c“;‘,:::,’,fhe movenment at Basel, and in their form, as well as

datsof  their contents, go back to the system pursued at
stance.  the end of the Council of Constance. The strength
of the reforming party was its cry for the redress of grievances
which each national Church experienced from Papal inter-
ference. Its weakness lay in the fact that it had not suf-
ficient statesmanship to devise a means of redressing these
grievances without destroying the constitution of the Church
under the Papal monarchy. The Council of Constance fell
in pieces before the difficulties of this task, and produced
merely a temporary agreement between the Papacy and the
national Churches concerning a few matters of complaint.
The Council of Basel, in its desire to abolish abuses,

! The Concordat has been often printed, best by Koch, Sanctio Prag-
matica Germanorum Illustrata, Argentor., 1789, p. 210,
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threatened to sweep away also the basis of the Papal mon-
archy, and so became engaged in an irreconcilable contest
with the Papacy, in which it was not supported by the
public opinion of Europe. In this state of things France
used the opportunity to regulate by royal authority the
relations of the Gallican Church to Rome. Germany, after
a vain indeavour to arbitrate as neutral between the rival
Popes, fell back upon the old method of a Concordat, and
aimed merely at extending the basis which had been estab-
lished at Constance. The Concordat of Constance 