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PREFACE • 

,A reading of the following thesis will indicate:· 

. (l). that the author h~s attempted to portray ori tically 

the life, teachings and character of Arnold of Brescia. 

(2). that the author's work frankly represents the 

orgahization of the material of the primary and 

secondary sources upon the life of Arnold -

rather than a literary production whose chief 

merit is ·originality of expression. 

The author has tried to s:et at the faets - which for the most 

p~rt come from iources:·hos-tile to Arnold. For example,-

among the original sources: 

(a~. Bernard of Olairvaux is a bitter opponent of Arnold. 

This is plainly shown by his letter relating to 

Arnold• 

(b). Ctto of Freisingen and Gunther are in their sympathies 

imperialists - while Arnold is democratic both ·in 

religion and politics. Though they are fairer to 

Arnold than Bernard. they are strongly biased. 

(o). The Historia Pontificalis was written by a personal 

acquaintance of Arnold - John of Salisbur·y - and on the 

whole is a reliable document though not wholly 

sympathetic with Arnold. 

(d). Gerhoh of Reichersberg cherishes views similar to 

those of Arnold in regard to the corruption of the 

Church--. His treatment of Arnold, though brief and 

incidental. is. one feels, much fairer to the real 

Arnold. 



It is necessary, therefore, in sketching the portrait of 

Arnold, to read between the lines of these sources - if 

we are to get the facts of the matter. 

'1o the · autl1c:c' s knor:ledge -- this is the first article 

of any considerable length va-itten in English specifically 

on the subject of Arnold of Brescia. 

F. L. Y!. 
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CUlONOLOOY: 1100-1150. 
# 

1098. 11rst Crusade. Oouncil of Clermont. 

1099. Pasohal II, Pope. C1stero1an Order fotmded by Robert of' Mol1sme. 

1100. God'frey of' Bouillon, Christian King of Jerusalem. 
Manry I, {Beauo1ero), King of England • 

. William of Champeau teaches at Paris. 
Peter Abelard (Nominalist) a rival teaoher. 

1106. Kenrv IV, --•~•rdml!dGermany-, dies. 
lenry v. euooeeds ae R.~.E. 
Peter de Bruys, reforming preaoher. (died 1126). 

1108. Louis VI of France. 
fanohelm of' Antwerp. { died 1115 ). 

1111. Order of the Praemonstratene~ona founded. 

1115. Bernard, Abbot of' Clairvaux. 

1111. Alexius Oommeniue persecutes the Bogomilee. 
lenry of Lausanne. (died 1145). 

1118. Militarv Order of the Templars founded. 

1119. ~athari oondenmed at ~ynod at Toulouse. 
Calixtua II, Pope. 

1112. Concordat at Worms regarding Inve3titures. 

1113. :First Lateran Council (Nineth Oeoumenioal). 

1115. Lothar II, •• R.E. 
Cathar1 at Orrioto. 

1130. Innocent II, Pope. He invokes secular aid against heresy. 

1154. 

1135. 

1157. 

11~8. 

1159. 

Abelard teaches in Paris. Me writes: S1o et Non. 
Henrv of Lausanne condemned. 

Stephen of' Blois, King of England. 

Louis VII, .King of J'ra.noe. 

Conrad III, of Hohenstaufen, King of' the Romans. 
Second Lateran Council {Tenth Oeoumenical). 

Arnold of Bresoia banished from Italy. 

114 o. ou~)..~h and Ghibelline beoome watchwords. 

1141. •ugh of st, Viotor died. 

1144. Cathari in Liege. 

1145. Eugenius III, Pope. Cathari in Cologne. Eudo de Stella (Brittanvl 

114'7. Second Crusade~ preached by Bernard of Clairvaux\ 
Bernard of Clugny. 



Chronology, continued. 

1151. Peter Lombard, Master of sentenceA. (died 1151). 

1152. Jrederick I, Barbarossa, Holy Roman Emperor. 
B'ernard of Clairvaux: Doctor lfellifluus: dies. 

1155. Cathari in Artoia. 

1154. menry II, (Plantagenet), King of England. 
.•adr1an IV, Pope.(Hicholas Breakspear, the only English Pope). 
Arnold of Brescia put to death. 

C!RONOLOOY OP THE LIPE 01 ARNOLD 01" BRESCIA. 

1105. Arnold of Brescia, born. {Some say 1095). At best either is 
uncertain. 

1115. Arnold went to study in France. 

11S9. Arnold banished from Italy. 

1140. Arnold and Abelard at the Council of sens. 

1141. under the influence of st. Bernard the Synod of Sen~ expe1/s 
Arnold from Paris. 

1145. The Romans reject t~e temporal power of the Pope. 

1145. Arnold returns to Rome under the patronage of a papal legate, 
Cardinal Guido (or Gu1). 

1148. July 15. Pope Eugenius III anath~matizea Arnold of Bresoia. 

1155. Arnold of Breeoia, put to death, nis body burned, and his ashes 
thrown into the Tiber. 
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POPES ANll EMPERORS, 1100-1150 A. D. 

1099-1118. Pasohal II. (1) Exoommunicated Kenrv 
IV, who died unabsolved; {i) quarrelled with 
xenry V; (5) oam.e to agreement on Investitures 
with Henr7 I of England. 

1118-1119. Oelasius II. 

1118-1121. Gregory VIII (Anti-pope). 

1119-1124. Cal1xtus II. (1) Conoordat of worms 
with Elll!)eror, settling investiture dispute; (2) 
1irst Counoil of the Lateran. 

1134-1150. Bonorious II. 

1130-1i45. Innocent II. ( 1) Disputed eleotion be­
tween him and Anacletus II (Pierleone). In 
Pranoe Innocent II was strongly supported by 
st. Bernard; (2) the Tenth General Council, 
Seoond of the Lateran. 

1130-1158. Anacletus II. (intipope). 

1138-1143. Victor rv. (Antinope). 

1145. Celestine II. 

1144-1145. Lucius II. 

1145-1153. B.Eugenius III. A Cistercian monk and 
a f'r1end of st. Bernard. Dealt wisely with popular 
seditions in Rome. 

1155. Anastasius IV. 

1154-1159. Kadrian IV. An Englishman; (1) crowned 
Jrederiok I; (2) laid Rome under an interdict; 
(3) Arnold of Brescia executed. 

Henry IV 
(d.110&) 

Kenrv v · 

Lothar II 
Conrad III 
King of the 

Romans 

J'rederiok I 
( Barbarossa ) 



ARNCLD OF BRESCIA. -
··1. 

A Stlrye,7 of .the One HW!q;ed Years Betweep 1050 A.D. and 1150 A.D • 

• 
The period,ofone hundred years between 1050 and 

1150 A.D. marks the time when Europe ·was just beginning to 

recover from the devastating e·ffects of the barbaric invasions 

of the Dark Ages. The great kingdoms of Europe which had 

been in the making were now more stably founded. Especially 

was. this tr11e ·o:r England where \7ill1am the Conqueror (I066-

1C87) ·having secured, an entrance by means of the battle of· 

Hastings (1066) had succeeded in reducing the population to 

order.by imposing upon the defeated SA%6,-.ia·tb.e feudal system 

of the oontineni. As a consequence of the new ato·ck· aJ1d. -? 

Its acc0lilpan71ilg'.o1'tl11zat1on which came over from France in 

the Conqeror's train a new school of literature was built up, 

in England.- Here were, also, two prelates of fame;- the 

archbishops Lan:frano (I070-l·oa9} and Anselm (1093-1109). 

History, too, was being written. William of 

MalmesburJ (1095-1142) • G-offrey of Monmouth (1110-1155), and 

HeI117 ·of Huntindon (fi.ll.35-1155} wh11e in ·no ·d·ense cri tioal 

historians, were busy, nevertheless, reoord1ng the events o·f 

their own and past times, and from tb,etr·w-iilnga·:.wetare ·altl•~-2 

to separate from ·the chaff o·f their ·extravagant fancy, much 

good grain. 



2. 

From the England o:f' this ti~e, too, came the writer 

of that invaluable book, the,Histor1a Pontifioalis. In John 

of·Salisbury (1110~11ao) we have a aan who had benefited·from 

an aoquaintanoe with Arnold of Brescia, who had learned to 

criticise history, perhaps from the fact that he,too, ha(} 

studied at the feet of Abelard (10'19-ll42l. 
~ 

No scholar of 

the.Middle Ages oan·oompare in brilliance, in ability, in 

keen understanding of life, and in teaching capa•oi tY W1 th 

this intellectual colossus - Abelard - the friend and perhaps 

the te11oher of Arnold o~Bresota. 

'in regard ·to the progress of the arehitecture,o~ 

the tfme we find' that the majority of the Anglo-Sax·on churches 

·of England had been built. Westminster Abbey, indeed, had at 
( 

the opening ot·this period just been completed by Edward the 

conte,ssor. Then-a ·new school of arohiteots commenced Darham 

Cathedral in the Anglo-·Norman. style. Moreover, during this 

period the celebrated Land.on Bridge; was built. 

Universities were being founded. Cambridge (1109) 

is reputed' to have originated during this periofl. In Italy 

the Un1vers1~t- of Bologna (1116) started its honorable career. 

And as for , tlia· University of Paris, tho it was 'Onl)f chartered , 

in the year 1200, the teaching·of Abelard nearly -one hundred 

years before .that time· ·ce.g. (l} 1108 to lll.3; (2) 1115-1119; 

·(3) 1135-1140) had ,given this university nch a good name 

that 1t was now Aa117 first among all the aohools of Europe,. 

Here oaiion law, civil law, mathematics, and rhetoric wi tli a 

bit of philosopb7 ln the form largely o'f dialectics, were tne· 
most popu,lar st'udicts. ' We are ·studying the peric:>'d of $ohola's-

· t101em. 
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All the lit-erature of this period is of a heroic· 

cast, and, as time softens the fiaroeness of the Norman 

temperment, the heroic gives way to the religious. So it is 

to be expected that. a period 'frhi*h starts with the c·hanson de 

Roland and the Troubadour _songs of William of Guienne and the 

beginnings of the Arthurian Legends will end with the devout 

proctuotions of the ·mystic Hugo of St. Viator (109'1-1141) and 

the stirring sermons and poems of Bernard of Clairvaux. 
. _, 

Even secular battle has been transformed into the 
- ' - -religious frenzy of the crusades (1095-1099) (1147-1149), 

after Peter the Hermit (10'11-1115) had preached his Children's 

Orusacte. !l!hru his indomitable valor the siege of Jerusalem 

had ended 1n the brilliant capture of the Holy City by the , .. 

reno11.J1ed Godfr•1 o,f BoUillon. The l{nighte of st. John, the 

Knights Te~plar (-1110)' and thtf Ttutonio Knights ·origill8ted at 

this time. :Even the feuds between the Guelfs and the Ghibel­

lines which for more than three·centur!es were to disrupt 

Europe had their birth before·the end of this century. 

BUt more impoi'tant than most of the foregoing events 

both 1n its devastating results at the time and its consequences 

for the future, was the struggle between the Bi~hopa of Rome 

and the Emperors ·of Ge:rma?l1 over the question of the Inv~sti-

tu.res. Iti-· the. course of. this. struggle the monk Hildebrand 

who had becrome Bfshop of Irom.e forced the mighty and proud Henry 

IV., Emperor of Germany, to come bare-footed across the ice 

and snow of the Alps to Canossa (1076) to crave his spiritual 

father's pardo;n and. forgiveness. - · And this was but the o_pening 

of a long, bloody andJieart-r~nding strife for the first place 

in man's kingdom. But in his dealings with Pascalia II., 
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.Henry v., exchanged the roles of Henry IV. and Gregory VII.; 

the son of the monarch who had cast himsel£ faint-hearted 

in the dust before a priest, grasped the Pope with his mailed 

hand, forced him to bend to his royal majesty, and in a 

moment attained what Henry IV. in sixty battles had not been 

able to achieve.- (1). 
-

The renunoiation,of the right of investiture 

involves the loss of all royal influence in the Church, the 

greatest power of the world at that time. 

why the State was so loath to part with it. 

(2). This is 

The feudal•i~t•r~ooura• of secular and spiritual 

powers weighed for centuries upon society, and not until the 

time of the Reformation did the idea of Pasoalis (which in 

him was due prob~bly only to a naive simplicity) attain a · 

mature and powerful consciousness. (3). But in dealing with 

CaliJftllS II.,_H•~Y V. f~und that he was ·working with a very 

different kind of man. The half-century old wars over the 

Investitures came to an end at the Concordat of Worms in 1122. 

"The victory by the Chur9h was more decisive than th~ advantage 

gained by the State, from which a great principle had been 

wrested, namel7 the free election of the cle~gy. The 6hurch, 

however, no longer enjoyed the secular standing of the bishops 

as subjects; she installed them in the spiritual office, ·and 

the Emperor placed the O~urch in poaseas1on of her feudal 
>' • 

p~incipality or lordship." (4). 

(1). See GregoroviUBi1 p. 353. (2). Gregorovius, p. 33'7. 
(I). G:regorov1111:1, J. · 334. · 
(4). Gregoroviua, p. 397-8. Hallam's Middle AgeQ••l•0,•'1· 
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The quarrel for investitures had lasted half a 

century, and, no less destructive. than the Thirt7·Yeare' 

. War, had ravaged Germany an.d also Italy, and wasted the flower 

of the contemperar1 generatioa •. ( 5). Thus Henry IV and 

Grago:r.1VII, as its tragioheroes, and He?ll"y V and Calixtus II, 

art +~s happier founders of peQ,oe in·the ever4memorable war of 

principles, have attained their conspic,uous plaoes in the annals 

of hiato:r7. · ( i} • 

~t ·whiJ;.e the quarJ;el over lnvest1·tures was ill 

prinoiple s,ettled by the Conoord&t of Worm.s. ~the mad race 

between the Chur_oh and the St•t- for the ·foremost plaoe in 

the tampor:al pow•.r of the world was by no meana ended. "With 

eaoh new Emperora.nd with each new Pope t'.qe oase .was entirely 

. reopened and they st~ugglei :until . one_ .or tl:l.e other gave in. 

•e shall see later that the Emperors definitely rejected the 
~ 

proffered alliance of the Roman Republic, and thus they 

helped to confirm the temporal power of the Popes. "The 

essence of the idea of the Mediaeval Empire was the parity 

and alliance of the oivil and eoclesiastical heads of the 

Christian world, while the essential fact in the constitution 

of the German monarchy was the temporal power enjoyed by the 

prelates. lfo~ mediaev~l J~_mperor oould espouse the cause of 

apostolic povertz without loosening the foundations of his 

power. and running counter to the orthodox ecclesiastical 

sentiment of his times. To enter into a quarrel with the 

Papacy upon the lines suggested by the Rom~n Senate would have 

been to open an endless ohapt8r of discord, and to seal up f 

forever the mystic page of the Mediaeval Empire."· ( 7). 

~ - - - ~ ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - -~ - - - - - - - - ~ ~ 

{!;). Gregorovtus, p. 398. (6). Gregorovius, j-. 3i9. 
('l-l..• llit.J:b•rt J'ishe:r: !J?h• :Mediaeval Empire, 217.,.220. 

-~ 
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Thus it will be seen that as the Empire's greatest 

vassals were Churchmen, and as the rule of the Church was the 

best and surest way local good order could be kept for the 

Empire, and furthermore, as the Church's corporate life 

practically depended upon her temporal power over her posses­

sions, the puzzles of the Middle Ages was not as simple as 

it at first might appear to be. How could the Church and 

the Empire remain on a par with an ambi~ious Emperor and a 

worldly Pope each at the other's throat? Arnold of Brescia 

was one of the first to attempt to solve this ri~dle. His 

solution was that the clerics should return to apostolic 

poverty and should cleave only to their spiritual duties. 

In all these struggles during his lifetime, Arnold of Brescia 

was one of the moat ardent adversaries· of the temporal power 

of the Popes. 



'I. 

II. 

Bit~h. Chlldhood, and Educat19n of Arnold~of Brescia. 

Between two and three decades after the death of 

the celebrated Hildebrand at Salerno, and, indee·d,. during 

the last days of the Emperor Henry IV. of germany, there 

was born in the little town of Brescia in northern Italy 

a young man of good, if not noble, family, by the name of 

ArDQld. What- the names of his parents were we do not know. 

We simply know that sometime between the year 1095 and 1105, 

and perhaps nearer the latter date than the former, there 

was born in Brescia this fiery young orator who was marked out 

to do great things in the history of mankind,- to be, in fact, 

one of the most ardent adversaries of the temporal power of 

the Popes. 
' 

As is the case even with th~se we love moat dearly -

our mothers and fathers - our wives and pu.r children - how 

many of us could say off hand accurately the town·, the year, 

the day or even the month in which these loved ones were born, 

- unless perchance we have been favored by the laws of a 

nation like our own whioh requires that such things shall be 

recorded as a part of the doctor's routine work at the birth 
~ 

of each child which comes under his care. 

Even then, how seldom parents check up such dates 

to see that the proper entries have been made! Yet the 

living personalities of these loved ones are ever with us, 

whether they are still in the flesh or whether they have 
.~ : 

fallen asleep.· 



a, 
This is exactly.what happened in the case of Jesus. 

We know enough of his perso~ality to set him apart·from all 

other men. - Many of the world's most prized men and women· 

have_given ~heir lives - have died on a cross - have been 

burned to a stake- - for this man of whose life they possess 

but the bareet and haziest biographical details. 

So in Italy, too, at the geginning· of the twelfth 

century, tho many· of the world's great knew Arnold personally 

and loved him - and tho a whole nation revered him, - and 

tho Rome idolized him and listened to his eloquence with 

breathless interest - no one'saw fit to record the time of 

his birth. 

Hence, as in the case of Jesus and Paul, and many, 

many others down to our own day, the biographical details of 

the· life of Arnold.are not to be had. We cannot turn to the 

Vital Records of Brescia and indicate by volume, page and , ,:·, 

column the exact date of Arnold's birth,·or for the most part 

of any other data connected with his life. 

. But, as we estimate Paul's character and place in 
\ 

history by his few and scattered letters rather than by ~earns 

of biographical ma·terial about him - and as _we· judge Lincoln 

the man.by the few words of his immortal Gettpsburg speech 

rather than by. the full a,pd minutely detailed histories of · 

h'is life - _so we must we~gh the_i11f+uenoe and judge the place 

in history of Arnold - not by a fUlr,l)iographical account of 

his l_tf• but by a few,rare, caustic r~~rks and slurs upon his 

character macle, not by his friends, but by his most bitter e:. __ , ... :~; 

enemies. That after some nine centuries have passed he can 
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still fascinate us with his daring schemes, his aspiring dreams 

fer the future welfare of his adopted city of Rome, and with 

his noble oharaotez:, when all that w~ know of him is reported 

to us by his enemies, is, surely, a tribute of the highest 

kind to his wonderful personality. 

To return to the q•estion of his birth - we cannot 

know even approximately when he was born. We are, however, . 
certain that he was martyred in the year 1155 and we judge 

him by all that we know of him to have been at that time about 

fifty years of age. In a general way, therefore, we may say 

that Arnold w~s born sometime in the first decade of the 

twelfth century. 

But writers of his time have left us no doubt 

conoerriing his birth-place. In a letter to Hermann, the 

bishop of Constance, after having compared his adversary to 

a ·thief, Bernard of Clairvau.x: adds: "I speak of Arnold of 

Brescia." (l}. (Ep1st. 195). No less explicit is Ctto of 

Freisingen (de Gest. Frid. II Imp~ xxi.) ~ho declares that 

"this Arnold originally came from Brescia." And again he 

says; "He was born at Brescia, a city of Italy." 

(1). That Brescia was in Lombardy, I quote/the following, 
(after Clavel): 
Chronique des Suisses IV.£4'1: 
"L'an du Seigxieur 1141, veout Arnauld de Bress~ en Lombardie." 
and again, Tsohudi (Chroll •• ann. 1141): "In the ye(!r of our 
LQrd'. 1141, at ;the time of Pope Innocent, there appeared · 
prematurely in Italy a new doctor, Arnold. who' was born in 
the vill"ge of Brescia 1n Lombardy." 
These authorities are cited for no other reason than to 
indicate ·that the Brescia fr,om whioh, Arnold oame was in Lom-· 
bardy and not in the Tyrol as some·have said. 
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The poet, Gunther, further ·confirms this statement, 

for he said: 

••••• Arnoldus ,· quern Brixia protul1 t ortu 
Pest1fero. 

(Gunther: Ligerinus, III, 345). 

Faino (2), a historian of Brescia said of Arnold 

that he came ref a noble race" while Walter Mape~, an 

English contemporary of Arnold, says that he came of prominent 

stock, but we suspect that these statements are made up of 

nine parts oratory and one part fact. We know absolutely 

nothing concerning the parentage of Arnold. But we may sur-

mise that Arnold came of good family because of his excellent 

education and his extensive travels in France and other 

countDies. His easy association with the great personages 

of many natio~s would indicate that his parents were people 

of means and position • 

Arnold's early education was undou&tedly acquired 

at the feet of some good churchman of Brescia where doubtless 

he d1~tinqutahed himself in hi:s monastic studies. According 

to the old abbot Guadagnini at an early age this brilliant 

lad went with -

Il fiore d,ella.n.obilt'a 1tal1ana (3) 
J 

aero.es the Alps to study in France. Sooner llr later he , 

became a student at P~ria a.nd we can imagine that he actually 

liat.ened there to the· eloquent. words. Of the greatest scholar 

of the,age, .b.belard, whose friend and ally he later became 

and whose veri chair at Ste. Genevieve he later held. (4:J. 

{2). -F;i;o; Br;a;i; illu;t;.-n;lle -p;i;_;cip;li- ci1in1t; - - -
.,olesiastiohe, ms. nella libreria de' Padri d-ell' Oratorio 
dis. Filippo Neri de 'Brescia. 
(3). "The flower of the Italian Uobility." 
VITA D'.ARNALDCj PARVIA,· 1790. 

;.· · .. ,.:-. 

Abbe quadagnini: 
w 
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While we know that he studied theolog11 at Paris (5) there is 

no proof that he was a pupil of Abelard, tho to be sure Otto 

of Freisingen, a very reliable historian and contemporary 

of Arnold says that Arnold completed his studies under-the 

direction of Abelard. Arnold was, according to this witness, 

"a clerk of the chur.ch of Brescia where he was ordained a 

reader, having had for his master Peter Abelard."(6). 

It is the ·opinion of many scholars, however, that 

Arnold did go to F~ance to study in Paris about the· year 

1116. (7). If we review the.life of Abelard we will recall 

that he taught there at three different times. As a young 

man he taught from about the year 1108 to 1113. During this 

period Abelard was so successful in exposing the faults of 

his rival William of ChampeallX that William's friend the 

Bishop of Che.lone_ found it convenient to make Paris iistaste­

ful to Abelard who thus left Paris to be near Anselm of La.ob,~ 

(4). Joseph McCabe: Peter Abelard: passim. 
( 5). DuBoulay:, H1stoira de l,~ Uni versi te de -Pari a. Vol. - II, 
page 10. -
l6). Otto de Freisinge:n: de Gest. Frid. __ Imp. II. Cap. xx1. 
(7). Some critics think that there is not sufficent evidence 
of this. sojourn o:f Arnold ill France. This resi.dence there 
is vouched for by Otto of Freisingen. I see no reason why 
Arnold might not have sojourned in Franoe at·thii;J-time, even 
tho Castro, perhaps the most careful student of Arnold's life, 
doubts as tt> whether Arno1.ever studied under Abelard. But 
as Vacandard says the fact that Arnold had studied under 
Abelard in-Paris would·explain-the aff~ction ,which Arnold 
later showed the French ma·ster, and we could, then, easily 
understand how it came -abeut that .Amtlltd called Arnold to 
his side after the Lateran Council of 1139 -a:a St. Bernard 
intimatea that he did. 
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It was during the 2nd period of Abelarcl's ·teaching 

at .!aria ( from. 1116-1119 l that his name be.cam$ · so fa~p_us t . 

throughout Europe·and he had reached the height of his unap­

proachable success. · The education of the scholar o.f that 

·day was not complete unlees he had sat f•~· a time at the f,et 

of ihe great master. And, thas in the case of Arnold of 

Brescia it would be, indeed, highly improbable if during his 

wanderings in France as a scholar he should not have studied 

dialectics and the6loS7 under his_ companion Abelard. And 

we shall see lat~r, ths_t after _Abelard was forced to flee 

from Paris tor the third and last time, Arnold held his 

friend's chair at Ste. Genevieve, and indeed from the time 

of his first journer to France onward throughout the remainder 

of his life, Arnold threwhimself with all the energy of a 

young and ardent disciple into the schemes of the great master 

Abelard. ( 8). 

(8). The following, among many others, believe Arnold to have 

been a pupil of Abelard: William Barry, F.A.Christie, Ephraim 

Emerton, He°fele, Foakes-Jackson, H.C.Lea, Dom John Mabillion, 

Dana c. Munro, Neander, Newman, Schaff, Schmidt and TDu~. 

For the most part those historians of .this time who do not join 

with the above try to go4ge the issue with the exception of 

Castro who comes out squarely against it •. 

To quote Neander: ( Note , Vol. I. , 203-206) : -

This oonneotion between Abelard and L.rnold has been doubted 
in these tidern times. We allow, an authority so important 
as that of the abbot of Clairvaux, seems to be against the 
correctness of thisiaccouz;it; for this abbot expresses 
hims,lf as if he had first made his appearance in a way alto­
gether independent of .Alnrlird, and had not till later, when 
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banished from Italy he came to France, espoused the cause of 
that persecuted man. See Bernard· in his 189th letter to 
Pope Innocent, s. 3; Sibilavit apiaA guae erat in Francia, 

-a~i de Italia et venerunt in unum a versus Dominmn; and Ep. 
1 5: Execratus a Petro apoatolo adhaeserat Petro Abaelardo. 
We mu•~ suppose,then, that Otto of Freisingeii had been le4r 
by what he had heard ooncening the latter connection with 
Abelard, ~nto the mistake of representing the former as a 
pupil of the latter. Upon this hypothesis we must suppose 
that Arnold had been led, only Lt some later perio4, by the 
common intere:t of opposition in the dominant church-system, 
to take sides with ~belard. The testimony, however, of 
Ctto of Freisingen, who had himself pursued his studies in 
France, is of importance; and we are by no means warrehted 
to accuse him of an anachronism in his account of a fact 
not in 1 t_self improbable. The less inward relationship there 
appears at first glance to he~ been between the teachings 
of Abelard and those of Arllo1tl, the less reason have we to 
oall in doubt Ul account which represents Arnold as having 
been a pupil of Abelard. The narrative of Gunther which 
enters into particulars, agrees with the above •. How easily 
might it have escaped the DO~ive of Bernard, however, who 
would have taken but little interest in the early life of 
Arhold, that, of the great crowd of young men who flocked to 
hear Abelard, Arnold was one! 
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III. 

Arnold,- A Prie•st in Brescia. 

In the new artisan and trade class t·hat -sprang up 
,,,. 

thru the intermarriage of the st·urdy Lombard stock with· the 

more cultured Italian or Roman stock was formed the tewps~ 

people of northern Italy. 

ants of Brescia. 

Of such blood were the inhabitQ 

While Arnold was yet in France this part of Italy 

entered into the 11 beral movement whia_h had begun with the 

,xtension of the borders of the Lombard cities as early as 

the time of t.he Otto's; and some of the later emperors had 

even ••ntured te,help fortify some of the cities in their 

struggles with the growing power of the nobles. 

Two-consuls and.three councils made up the sdminis­

trat_ive 'b.odiea in most of these Lombard towns. The consuls, 

a · judge _and a general, .were _elected annually. Th-ere were 

three co:u.noils, namely,- f'irst, the coucil "de· Credenza"· 

which had to do with finances, surveillance over the two 

consuls, and foreign affairs,- second, the Senate - c·ommonly 

of 100 members, and, third,- the general assembly. This last, 

the general as·sembly of the people, was the soverign body. 

Th• nobles at first resisted the enoroachmerits of 

these republican city gover.nments. But ~ibding that they 

received no. sympathy for' their complaints - -they stopped 

complaining - had themselves installed in the most important 

governmental positi-0ns and _then ruled to suit their fancy -

sometimes well - and at other times, not so well. 
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As the years went by, however, the bishops, being· 

first in rank, both by rlght of lineage and by right of 

wealth~ -ntook an increasing part in these oouncils. As a 

temporal prince the bishop headed the nobles -- as a great 

proprietor of land he had vassals obliged to defend him and 

do his bidding -- as a bishop he dealt as he pleased with the 

souls of all men in his bishopric. -· 

When Arnold returned to his native town, Brescia 

had·had for a long tlme a munioipal oonstitution (if we are 

abie to believe Malvezzi, the writer who deals with the history 

of Bresoia at this•time.)(l). Acoording to Guadagnini, after 

much fruitless effort, in the first years of the 12th century, 

being unable to check the birth of the republican government 

of Brescia Ahrimann, · the bishop-legate at Brescia put himself· 

at the head of the republican city government on the express 

DOiltl1 t ion that the bi shop was always- to be the chief and lord 

of Brescia, to take precedence over the council of Credenza 

and the two consuls. 

As to· the hlst·orici ty of the details of this above 

statement we cannot be c·ertain for our sources are very gen­

eral, but we may say, in general, that the outline is correct •. 

As.might be expected, the people soon became dissatisfied with 

the bishop's government and yearned for more power :for them-. 

selves. During the melee which followed several bishops were 

deposed. Finally in 1132 Innocent II having come to Brescia 

' - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(1). Jacobi Malveccii: Chronicon. Muratori Rer. Ital. script., 
XIV. Milan, 1729. 
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deposed Villanus and p~t in his place his aide, Manfred. (2). 

lheipeo:ple:rattacked t:iie temporal power of the bishop, 

Manfred, who~had placed himself at the head of the aristocratic 

party and in the carrying out of the Pope's orders was thought 

by some of the citizens to have used high-handed methods not 

compatible with those that should be u~ed in a republic. We 

cannot say (from lack of sources upon the point) whether this 

charge against Manf~ed was a just one or not, but at any rate, 

whether for this reason of for some other a struggle between 

the aristocratic party am the townsmen came to pass in which 

Arnold was very clearly on the side of the citizens of Brescia, 

tho in what capacity he served the r~publio we do not know. 

Not only did the people desire to reg~in their old 

control of public matters but,some of the good people shuader­

ed at the corruption of the high clergy and demanded that an 

investigation be made. It must have been about this time 

(1130-1135) (3) that Arnold returned to Brescia from France 

tho he may perhaps have been preaching reform in the nearby 

Lombard towns for a few mo~tha before he actually reached his 

native town. He came heme full of enthusiasm for humanity 

and desiring only to serve his people, his country and his 

Ohuch. He had by this time become a rigid as~etic as 

J3ernard of Clairvaux describes him, '!homo neque manduoans 

neque bibens." 

Arnold was not a heretic in religion but he was a 

pi~us critical student who could not be held down under the 

thumb of the ecclesiastics. Abelard inspired cri tioal inde_-

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - -
( 2). MCXXXII. . Innocenti us papa Brixiam veni t, et e jeci t -­
Villianum de episcopatu. Cronico Bresoiano. v. Landulph., 
Hist. ~ed., cap. xx:x.- Vid. Malvezzi. 
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pendence in his disciples and naturally enough Arnold with 

some of the spirit of his master turned to attack the problems 

of the Scriptures. He asked himself,nWere the Apostles like 

the Bishops of Rome?" 

Arnold read his New Testament critically as he had 

been taught to read everything by Abelard. Had Abelard not 

taught Peter de Bruys to do the same? Arnold read in Matthew 

X. the following verses, being the instructions which }esus 

was supposed to have given his disciples as they went forth 

to preach the gospel: 

7. And as ye go, preach, saying, 
The kingdom of heaven is at hand. 
8. Heal the sick, cleans the 
lepers, raise the dead, cast out 
devils: freely ye have received, 
freely give. 
9. Provide neither gold,nor silver, 
nor brass in your purses, 
lC. Nor script for your journey, 
neither two coats, neither shoes, 
nor yet staves: for the workman 
is worthy of his meat. 

And he decided that this was not the way the ?opes and the 

Bishops lived. The Bishops of Bresci~ and Milan did not 

live as vicars of Christ should live.c "Freely ye have 

received - freely give," said Jesµs. But the Pope and 

his Cardinals and the Bishops all required enormous taxes. 

They dent give freely. They live in the midst of every 

luxury. They are not barefooted wanderers. They are not 

disinterested. They are worldlings. They care more for . 

their tithes than for the good of other men. Truly these 

Popes, Cardinals and Bishops do not live the Apostolic life. 

- (3). John of Salisbury does not seem to have knowri of 
Arnold's sojourn in France after 1136. 
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The poverty of the Apostles does not rhyme with the luxury, 

splendor and wealth of the papacy at Rome. Two generations 

later Francis of Assisi was to ponder over this same question 

as were also Martin Luther and Philip Melancthon three 

hundred years later. 

As:piring to a perfect life Arnold entered a convent 

of oanons regular in his native city where he was ordained a 

priest and was appointed prior or provost of the community. 

"He was fitted for this high office by the austerity 

of his life, his detachment· from earthly things, his love for 

religious discipline, the clearness of his intellect, and an 

originality and charm of expression that he brought to the 

service of a lofty !deal." (4). The Histories Pontificalis 

of John of Salisbury speaks of Arnold ss canonicus regularis 

and abbas apud Brixiam which latter- phrase Deutsch interprets 

as a sort of Choir-master, for, he says, "he stood at the 

head of an establishment of choir-men and as presiding officer 

of this choir he would have the title of abbot."(5). This 

may or may not have been true, but at any rate, if we think 

of Arnold as a priest in the lower orders or a cleric or even 

a lay reader we callllot be far from his true vocation. 

In being thus closely connected w_i th things eccles­

iastical he was able to observe critically the manner of life 

of the church-men of Brescia. The incontinent clergy, living 

in luxury and debauchery, were no longer, he declared, true 

ecclesiastics - they were unfit to discharge the priestly 

(4). E.Vacandard. 

(5). Rough translation from the Germun. 
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functions. The corrupt bishops and priests were no longer 

bishops and priests; the seoularized church was no longer 

the house.of God. (6). If the church is to be saved it 

must renounce altogether any worldly possessions. (7). 

Therefore Arnold began to preaoh: Be emancipated 

from the interest of wealth. Live the true monastic life. 

Be as disinterested as you can. To all religion ·turn with 

criticism and suspicion if it be of this world. The money 

collected and possessed by the Church should at least be 

reduced to tithes. Churchmen should not have great posses-

sions but should copy the example of the apostles and live 

lives of apostolic poverty. (8). To reduce this to a working 

theory, Arnold ventured to formulate the following proposition: 

"Clerics who own property, bishops who hold regalia (tenures 

by royal gr_ant), and monks who· have possessions cannot possibly 

be saved. All these things belong to the (temporal) prince, 

who cannot dispose of them except -in favor of the laity."(9). 

As arnold saw the corruption of the church, therefore, he : · 

thought that the wealth of the clergy and the temporal power 

of the bishops were its most direct causes. "Was it not best, 

therefore, to take drastic measures ut once to strip the 

monasteries and the bishoprics of their wealth, and transfer 

it to the laymen? Was this not the surest and quickest way 

of satisfying the civil authorities, and bringing back the 

clergy, by poverty, to the practice of evangelical perfection?" 

( 6.). Gerhoh of Eeichersberg: Ut domus Dei tali ter ordinata 
domus Dei non sit vel praesules eorum non sint episcopi, quem­
admodum quidam nostro tempore Arnoldus dogmi tizar.e ausus est, 
plebes a talium episcoporum obedienta dehortatus. 
(7). Gtto of Freisingen; Lig.; Gesta di Federico 774 ff. 
(8). Christie - based upon Ctto of Freisingen. 
(9). ctto of Fr~isingen. 
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Such teachings were hailed by the masses and the 

lower clergy, but, naturally, not very warmly by the gigher 

clergy. Cnce ~rnold started to voice his opinions regarding 

the corruption of the clergy and especially against the 

temporal p9wer of the high dignities of the Church his 

troubles began which were to last until the Church crowned 

him with a martyr's death. The world was not yet ready for 

the teachings of Arnold anj more than it badz.been for those 

of Henry of Lausanne or of Tanchelm. 

That his preaching did inflame the laity we learn 

from Ligurinus: 

Veraque multa quidem, nisi tempera nostra fideles 
Reap:µ.e~rat-· mon_i tus·; falsis admixta monebat. 

Such was the prodigious effect produced in the 

minds of the Brescians that when the ~ewly appointed Bishop 

of Brescia, Manfred, made a journey to Rome in 1137-8 to 

consult with Pope Innocent as to what should be done about 

conditions in the surrounding portions of Italy, the people 

of Brescia rose in revolt during his absence from the city, 

and together with Arnold they attempted to prevent Manfred 

on his return, from taking possession of his see or temporal 

power. Manfred hastened back to Rome to condemn the rebel-

lious prior, and it was determtned that his case should come 

before the approaching synod. 

During the Lent (lC) of 1139 a Lateran Council (11) 

solemnly announced the end of the schism between Pope Innocent 

II and Anaclete (Pierleone) the anti-pope. Anaclete's acts 

were annulled.(12). The doctrines and acts of Peter de Bruys 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
( lC). April 4, 1139. (Hafele). 
(11). The 10th Oecwnenical Council and the Second Lateran. 
(12). Hafele. 
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and Arnold of Brescia were condemned at this synod. (13). 

More than a thousand prelates, patriarchs, archbishops, 

bishops and other dignitaries of the Church, had come to 

this council from diverse parts of the Christian world 

to assist at the Council under the direction of the Pope.(14). 

We may be certain that Manfred appeared personally 

at this Lateran Council a~ains~ Arnold in 1139. (15). Deutsch 

declares that Arnold personally appeared to defend himself. 

·,This is perhaps doubtful. The Council, in his absense, found 

Arnold guilty of being a schismatic and charges we·re brought 

against him for heresy. These charges were probably dropped. 

But Arnold was sentence~ as a schismatic to lose his benefice 

at Brescia, to keep silence, to leave Italy and to remain 

away du.ring the good. pleasure of Innocent. H.e was to go 

.• into exile. Arnold, moreover, is said to have bound hir.:1self 

by an oath to obey this injunction to quit Ital~ and not to 

return without the express permission of the Pope. If this 

was the case (which may very well have been the case) the 

oath was probably expressed in such terms as to leave Arnold 

free to interpret it as referring exclusively to the person 

of Pope Innocent. (16). 

- ~ - ~ - - - - -
(13). Ctto of Freisingen: Chr.vii,.c.23~ Mansii,x:x:i;523. 
Gregoroviua Book IV., Part II. page 442-443. 
(14). Hefele: Histoire des Conciles. pp. 733-734-735-737.Vol.V. 
(15). Ann. Brix., M.G.S.S.XVIII:812; Giesbrecht·: Arnold von 
Brescia. 
(16). So thinks Neander. Bernard says (e~.195): Accusatus 
apud Dominwn Paparo schtsmate pessimo, natali solo pulsus est, 
etiam et abjurare compulsus reversionem, nisi as ipsius 
apostolici permissionem. 
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It may be concluded, however, that he was accused 

of agitative activities but not convicted of any real heresies­

since in that case he would hardly have gotten off so easily; 

for had he really been guilty of propagating false doctrines 

he would have been as dangerous to the Church elsewhere as in 

Italy proper. 
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IV. 

Arnold in France. 

Otto of Freisingen and Gunther tell us that Arnold 

fled from Brescia as soon as the tidings.came concerning his 

condemnation be Pope Innocent. He went first by way of the 

· Sw1s·s Alps into Germany where at the town of Terre gum he was 

made a doctor and for a time taught there. But he could not 

have stayed for very long either here or at Zurich for we 

soon hear of him in France. 

Here he must have lived the life o~ the wandering 

scholar as Peter Abelard his master had done and for a time 

we may picture him wandering·afoot through the long provinces 

of France. As he trudged alone, n·ow and then, a "noble or 

a weal thy merchant would fly past_ in his silks and furs, with 

a body-guard of a dozen stout fellows; or a poor clerk would 

jog along on his ass, looking anxiously towards each wood 

or rock that bordered the road ahead. Robbers (frequently 

in the service of the lord of the land) infested every province. 

It was safest to don the coarse frieze tunic of the pilgrim, 

without pockets, sling your little wax tablets and style at 

your girdle, strap a wallet of bread and herbs and salt on 

your back, and laugh at the nervous folk who peep out from 

their coaches over a hedge of pikes and daggers. Few monasteries 

refused a meal or a rough bed to the wandering scholar. Rarely 

was any fee exacted for the lesson given." (1). To some 

(1). Joseph McCabe: Peter Abelard. (If one reads no other book 

about this period - by all .means rc:ad this one! ) 
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such life must Arnold have returned after he left Italy until 

in the due·course of time he must have "directed his steps 
.. 

towards far-famed Paris - beautiful, naughty, brilliant, 

seductive Paris, even in those days." 

Cnce again in- Paris Arnold r1aturally enough found 

hiLself again at the feet of his old master. Abelard, who 

was by this time 67 or 58 years _of age had again attracted 

great· numbers of students to Paris. During the second of his 

earlier periods of teaching in .Paris Crevier and other 

·writers say that he attracted five thousand students to Paris. 

It 1.vE..s the great throng of- students attracted by Peter Abelard 

that assured the growth of the city, for had it not been 

for Abelard, there might never have been the present magnifi­

cent city of Paris. Scholars, students and even learned 

d9ctors came over seas, plains and mountains to hear the 

great teacher. 

"At five or six o'clock each moring the grea-t cathedral 

bell would ri.ng out the summons to work. From the neighbor-

ing houses of the canons, from the c©ttages of the towns-folk 

from the taverns and the hospices and the boarding-houses, the 

stream of the industrious would pour into the inclosure 

beside the cathedral. The master's beadle, who levied a 

precarious tax on the mob, uould strew the floor of the 

lecture-hall with str~w, according to the season, bring the 

master's text book, with the notes of the lectures between 

the lines or on the margin, to the solitary desk, and then 

retire to the silence of the adjoinin~ street~ Sitting 

on their haunches i11 tho ha;;, the right knee raised. to serve 

as a desl{ for the waxed tablets, the scholars would take 
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notes durir1g the long ho·:_rs of the lecture ( about six or 

seven), then hurry home, if they vrere industrious - to 
• 

cor:1rnit them to parchment v1hile the light lastei." (2). 

"The vigour, the freshness, the charming 

pertinacity of youth have departed. Yet there is no ·master 

in Christendom, young or old, that can restrain the flood 

of young nbarbariansn when Li Mestre reappears in Paris. 

John of Salisbury was among the crowd. It i·s from his· 

Metalogicus that .,;;e first learn of Abelard's return to the 

· arena, and the renewal of his old triumph. St. Bernard 

fully confirms this story, after his fashion. Indeed, in 

one sense, .Abelard's triumph vms greater than ever, for he 

gathered a notable g~oup of followers about him on Ste. 

Genevieve. There was Arnold of Bresoia, the scourge of the 

Italian clergy, the "gad-fly" of the hierarchy. There 

was Gilbert de la l)orree, a dreaded dialectician and rational­

is.tic theologian. There was Hyacinth I the young deacon and 

noble from Rome, afterwards a power in the Sacred College. 

There was Berenger, the caustic critic, who gave Bernard 

many an unpleasant quarter of an hour. There were future 

bishops and theologians.in remarkable-numbers." (3). 

Feeling that he must sooner or later come to svmrd's 

points with Bernard of Clairvaux, Abelard decided to take the 

offensive and to challenge him to a disputation. "Very . 

shortly afterwards Bernard was dismayed to receive a letter from 

(2). Joseph McCabe: Peter Abelard. p. 79. 

(3). Ibid., p. 291. 
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the Archbishop of Sens, in which he v:as invited to meet the 

redoubtable diale-ctician at Sens in a few weeks time, and 

discuss the right and ,vrong of their quarrel before the 

whole spiritual and temporal nobility of France.TT (4). 

At first Bernard refused to acceot this challenge, 

but finally at the very last·moment he accepted. It is 

quite clear, however, that from the first he had planned 

to accept the challenge - for 1::Iigne gives us a letter which 

Bernard sent out to all the French bishops on whom he could 

rely for sympathy and support. If Bernard could not meet 

the great dialectician on his grounds - he, at least, knew 

a better way to beat both the master and his "esquire" as 

Bernard calls Arnold bf Brescia. Bernard's method was to 

use a loaded ballot-box. (Even tho saints «o not use such 

methods today - it would seem that the pious Bernard did 

not hesitate if in his opinion the oaoasion demanded them). 

"Be not surprised," vvri tes Bernard, n that I swnmon you so 

suddenly and with so brief a notice; this is another ruse 

of our cunning adversary, so that he might meet us unprepared 

and unarmed." Thus vii th smooth statements and lies Bernard 

prejudiced the case in the minds of the official judges with 

· his rhetorical denunciations of Abelard's heresies. (5). 

"Gn the 4th of June, 1141, -the cathed~al at Sens 

was filled with one of the strangest throngs that ever 

gathered within its venerable walls. Church and State and 

(4). Joseph McCabe: Peter Abelard, p. 3C9. 

(5). Ibid., passim. 
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the schools had brought their highest representatives and 

their motley thousands to witness the thrilling conflict 

of the two first orators of France •••••• On this Monday 

morning, the great concourse had streamed into the cathedral, 
' 

an intense eagerness flashing from the eyes of the majority. 

The red Mass of th_e Holy Spirit .had been chanted by the 

clerics, and the clouds of incense still hung about the 

columns and vaulted roof of the church. King Louis 

sat expectant and stupid on the royal throne: the count de 

:Nevers and a brilliant group of nobles and knights standing 

beside and behind him. Cpposite them, another gaily apparel­

led group _presented Henry, Archbishop of Sens, with five of 

his suffragans. 1~11 tred abbots added to the splendor with 

their flash of jewels. Shaven monks,with the white wool 

of Ci teaux or the -black tunic of St • .Benedict I mingled with the 

thro.ngs of canons I clerics I scholastics, wandering masters, 

ragged, cosmopolitan students, and the citizens of Sens and Paris 

in their gay holiday attire. 

"It was, at fir st sight, just_ such an assembly 

as Abelard ·Lad dreamed of when he threw down the gauntlet 

to the Cistercian. But he must have looked far from happy 

as he stood in the midst of his small band of followers. 

As he passed into the cathedral he had noticed Gilbert de 

la Porree in the crowd, the brillia~t master who was to be 

Bernard's nest victim, and he whispered smilingly the line 

of Horace: 

It is thy affair when thy neighbor's house was on fire. 
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With Abelard were the impetuous young master, Bereger of 

Poitiers; the stern, ascetic, scornful young Italian, Arnold 

of Brescia, flashing into the eyes of the prelates the defiance 

that brought him to the stake fourteeJl_years afterwards; 

and the young noble, Hyacinth, who afterwards became cardinal. 

"Besides these, and a host of admiring non-entities, 

Abelard almost looked in vain for a friendly face amidst 

the pressing throng.!' As Remusat says, 11~f Bernard had 

not prepared for the debate, he had made· every preparation 

for the verdict." 

All the clergy of Sens as well as the majority 

of the people in the cathedral were in favor o~ Bernard. 

The clergy of "the Church of Sens knows no noveties." 

And McCabe goes on to say that of the judges proper, 

Geoffrey, Bishop of Chartres, was almost the only one 

who could be termed neutral; and even he had become greatly 

amenable to Bernard's influence. 

"In such an assembly the nerve of the boldest 

speaker might well fail. Bernard had preached during the 

mass on the importance of true faith. Then when the 

critical moment came he mounted the pulpit with a copy of 

the writings of Abelard, and the dense crowd, totally ignorant, 

most probably, of the previous events, which were known 

only to the intimate-friends of each combatant, held its breath 

for the opening of the struggle. The frail worn, nervous 

figure in the flowing,white tunic began to read the 

indictment, but suddenly Abelard stepped before the judges, 
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and crying out: "I will not be judged thus like a criminal; 

I appeal to Rome,n turned his back on them and strode out 

of the cathedral." 

Although the bishops afterwards made a show of 

disputing_it, the appeal was quite canonical, and was admitted 

at Rome. But it was a cours_e which haq,. not entered into 

the thoughts of the most astute of them, and which completely 

upset-their plans. They could not now touch the person of 

Abelard. Bernard, indeed, did not deprive the great 

audience of the discourse he had J~not prepared", al though it 

was not quite safe from contradiction. Vle have it some say, 

in his later letter to the Pope, a most vehement denunciation 

and often perversion of Abelard's teaching. He 

gained an easy victory as far as Sens was concerned. The 

next day the prelates· met t·ogether, condemned Abelard's 

teaching as heretical, and forwarded a report., submitting his 

person and his works to Rome. 

"We know now that the worthy bishops of the council 

which was to try Abelard had drawn up their verdict 

over ·their.cups on the preceding day." Bernard had Abelard 

condemned on the subject of the Trinity by a lot of stupid 

bishops who were simply there to condemn him without listening 

to him. (6). The assembly was merely a farce covering an 

unworthy plot. Abelard, himself, had, that very morning, 

been secretly informed of this intrigue. This has now been 

based on incontrovertible evidence. (7). At any rate Bermard 

(6). F.A.Christie: Lecture Notes. 

(7). McCabe: P• 329. 
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has never essayed to rebut the charge of procuring a verdict 

against Abelard on the day before the synod (8) and, 

McCabe adds "This fully harmonizes with our ~ .. nowledge of 

Bernard's earlier and subsequent conduct. It is not ours to 

inquire how Bernard was consistent with himself and his lofty 

ideals in acting thus." The bishops regaled themselves with 

wine to listen to the condemnation of Abelard. In condemning 

him they -said we are afloat, svrimming, which is the meaning of 
y\,\__ 

the word which they used to condemn him,- cond~nnaus, namus 

meaning we are afloat. (~)~ And this was on the night before 

his trial was supposeQ to take place. 

Bernard, secluded contemplative though he may have been, 

knew the Roman papal court (or Curia) well. He hastened 

home after the performance that morning in the cathedral 

told his secretary to prepare for a journey to Rome and sat 

down to write a batch of extremely clever epistles. Thus 

the battle was won before Abelard had covered many leagues 

in the direction of Italy. (10). 

The gist of Bernard's letters to the Pope was: 

Do not allow Abelard to come to Rome, but condemn him unheard, 

on my word. They were of an "unworthy temper, torturous, 

diplomatic, misleading, and vituperative." 

And because Arnold of Brescia stood up for Abelard 

when nearly every other friend he possessed left him, he, too, 

was condemned. He earned, by supporting Abelard, the life-long 

hatred of Bernard of Clairvaux - who, if he dislir~ecl a rrian, would 

hound him from one corner of the earth to the other. For this 

reason w•have gone with such great §etail into the above 
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denouement. Both Arnold of Bresoia and Abelard were condemned 

unheard. In the case of Arnold, however, the procedure 

was even more unjust than in the case- of Abelard - for charges 

had been made against Abelard, while Arnold did not even have 

the opportunity to have a hearing before a bench of prejudiced 

judges. He was merely condemned because he had had the temerity 

to stand back of Abelard when nearly every other man had 

deserted him. 

"It was on the 4th of June that Abelard ah.ct appealed to 

Rome. There were no Alpine tunnels in those days, and the 

journey from Paris to Rome was a most formidable one. Yet 

Bernard' s nervous ehergy had infuse cl such spirit into the work, 

and he had chosen so able a messenger that the whole case was 

endedin less than seven weeks. There cannot have been a moment's 

hesitation at Rome. Cn the 16th of July the faithful 

at Rome gathered at the door of St. Peter's for the 

solemn reading of the decree of excommunication." The Pope was 

there, surrounded by his cardinals, and it was announced, 

v✓ith the usual impressive flourishes that Abelard's and 

Arnold's works were condemned te the flames and their persons 

to be imprisoned by the ecclesiastical authorities. 

(8). ~cCabe, p. 333. 

(9). F.A.Ohristie: Lecture Notes. 

(lC) • .McCabe, p. 334. 
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From among the letters of Pope Innocent II we glean the following 

letter:against Arnold and Abelard: 

•••••••.•• Universes quoque erroris sui sectatores et defensores, 

a fidelium consortio sequestrandos, et excommunicationis vinculo 

innodandos esse censemus ••••••.•• ( •.•• we think all followers and 

defenders of errors should be surrendered by the society of the 

faithful and bound by fetters of excommunication ••••.• ). 

In a second much shorter letter, the _Pope orders that 

Abelard and Arnold of·Brescia be imprisoned in a monastery and 

that their books be burned. 

Ad Samsonem Remensem, Henricum Senonensem, episcopos, et Bernardum 

a abbatem Claraevallensem. - De Abaelardi et Arnaldi damnatione. 

( Anno 114C, Jul. 16. ) 

nmccE.NTIUS episcopus, servus servorum Dei, venerabilibus 

fratribus SAMSOIU Remensi, HElffiICO Senonensi archiepiscopis, et 

charissimo in Christo filio BERlrA...~DC Claraevallis abqati, salutem 

et apostolicam benedictionem. 

Per praesentia scripta fraternitati vestrae manamus 

quatenus Patrum Abaelardum et Arnaldum de Brixia, perversi 

dogmatis fabricatores, et Catholicae fidei impugnatores, in 

religiosis locis, ubi vobis melius visum fuerit, separatim 

faciatis includi, et libros erroris eorum, ubicunque reperti 

fuerint, igne comburi. 

Data Laterani XVII Kalendas Ausgusti. 

Transcripta ista nolite ostendere cuiquam, donec ipsae 

litterae in ?arisiacensi colloquio, quod prope est, praesentatae 

fuerint ipsis archiepiscopis. (11-A). 

(11-A). Hafele Vol, V. P. 786. Migne.P.L.Vol. 179. Col. 517. 
Epistle CDXLVIII. 
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"Rome has not been a model of the humane use of power 

but she has rarely condemned a man unheard." However, in this 

instance she did condemn two men unheard. en the· sole 

authority of Bernard the decree recognized in the teachings of 

Abelard and Arnold the "pernicious dootrinesn which were 

the already condemned arrors of the early heretics of the 

Church. It was Bernard's skillful use of Arnold's a;:1sociation 

·with Abelard which chiefly impellec3. the_ Pope to condemn him 

even tho he had not eve:n been ofiipia~ly indicted.· f11-B). 

Thus Innocent replied to Bernard's appeal by 

sending him back the decree of the condemnation of his antagonist 

with a private note to the effect that it must not be published 

until after the approaching synod. ( 12). It was well for 

Bernard~s cause that he had succeeded in obtaining the decree 

without delay fer he had represented to the Pope that the 

whole of F'rance supported him in his demand. Indeed in 

a letter of Bernard's to a certain cardinal we find him 

defending himGelf against the charge of "having obtained 

the decree by improper means (subripere) from the Pope." (13). 

While Abelard took refuge with Peter the Venerable, 

abbot of Clugny, Arnold of Brescia professed moral theology 

at Paris. As might be e~~ected he was bitter in his 

denunciation of the whole hierarchical system. He had 

taken Abelard~s late chair, :tn the chapel of St. Hilary on 

the slope of Ste. Gen_evieve, and was sustaining the school until 

the master should return in triumph from Rome. 

• 

(11-B). McCabe, p. 353. (12). :McCabe, p. 354. (13). McCabe,p,355. 
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Even tho Arnold had little hope of any good being done at 

Rome and tho personally he rebelled at the whole system 

of bejewelled prelates he still hoped that his master 

would Qvercome Bernard's object· ions in some manner. His 

courses were therefore open to the public though John of 

Salisbury says 'llhat he had few disciples and they were 

all so needy that they had to beg their daily bread. 

Sternly ascetic in his life and ideals - St. Bernard 

sooffingly applies to him the evangelical description of the 

Baptist: "He ate not, neither did he drink'' - he 

was ever contrasting the luxurious life of the pastors 

of the Church with the simple ideal of early Christianity. 

It wourd be incorrect to lay too much stress 

on the condemnation of Abelard and Arnold by Pope Innocent. 

"All the world knew that Bernard had prudently kept the 

unexeouted Bull in his pocket, and that Abelard was teaching 

theology at Clugny, with the Pope_~s approval a few months 

after the condemnation." (14). 

It has been sarcastically said that the poverty 

of ..:\rnold' s students accorded very well with his teachings. 

He censured the luxury of bishops and the worldly possessions 

of monks, and he stigr:iatized wealth as the real virus that was 

infecting the Church. (15). 

About this time we are told that Arnold described 
C\o_,r~<u u 'I 

the Abbot of 01 r Ji' as a man "puffed up with glory, and 

jealous of all those who have won fame in religion or 

letters, if they were not of his school." Whether Arnold 

~ctually did say this or did not say it history would seem to 

confirm the truth of the statement. 
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We may perhaps grant that Arnold did say something of 

this sort about Bernard for the latter denounced Arnold to 

King Louis VII of France as "the incorrigible schismatic, 

the sower of discord, the disturber of the peace, the 

destroyer of Unity." We will recall that about this time 

tbere was a conflict between the Papal court and 

King Louis VII. (16). At first Bernard had taken sides 

with the Papacy and against the King. Later, however, 

he came in as mediator and a happy settlement was effected. 

This quite naturally gave Bernard favor with the King. 

Being thus under obligation to Berbard, Louis VII was 

desirous of doing some favor for him, and thus it came about 

at the instigation of nsaint" Bernard that the "most 

Christian Ki_ng ·drove from the Kingdom of France" him whom 

Italy had already exiled. (17). 

Arnold, compelled to flee, took refuge in Switzer­

land and fixed his abode at ~urich in the diocese of Constance. 

_. ____ .... ________________ ------ ------ -

( 14). McCabe, p; 388. 
(15). Vacandard. 
(16). Regarding the conflict between the Papal Court and King 
Louis VII see Vacandard: St. Bernard et la royaute francaise: 
Romische Quartalschrift: 1891, p. 353 ff. 
(17). The latter part of this statement is correct only if one 
thinks of Italy in terms of the ?ope. 
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v. 
Arnold in Switzerland and Bohemia. 

Expelled from France, little Zurich received Arnold, 

and, four hundred years before the time of Zwingli, acquired 

a right to the gratitude of all adherents of liberty of thought. 

Here Arnold found many followers and friends even among the 

higher nobility.(l), Especially was he popular among the lay 

nobility - one of whom, the Count de Linzbourg,(2) became his 

special protector. Thus all went well with the teacher 

during the years 1142-3 (3), until here, too, the Abbot of 

Clairvaux - who had continued active in pursuit - found him 

and required the Metropolitan of Constance (4) to secure the 

heretic, although in his unctuous letter he was obliged to 

admit that Arnold was a man of irreproachable life.(5). 

The persecuted Arnold found a still more influential 

protector in Guido, the highly educated cardinal who had 

formerly been his fellow-student in Paris. This Guido was 

the Cardinal-Deacon whose stay in the East-Mark of Bohemia and 

Moravia was so rich in results.(6). As Papal Legate in these 

parts from 1142 to 1145, Guido extended his protection to the 

fugitive "in whatsoever part of Germany he might be", until 

the idefatigable "Saint" who from the rook of Peter kept 

a watch over heretics, ~Tote (sometime previous to September 

(1). Gtto of Freisingen,ii.c.21.: in oppido Alemanniae Turrego 
officium doctoris assumens, perniciosu.m dogma aliquot dieb. 
seminavit. . Gregorovius,p.485. 
(2). Lecture Notes of F.A.Christie. 
(3). Ctto., Lig. 312ff.,cf. Hausrath 64ff. 
(4). Epistle 195. Quoted in our sources. 
( 5). Epistle 195. Gregorovius, p, 1 

485. 
(6). Giesebrecht, p. 16ff. 
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1143) indignantly to Guido: "Arnold of Brescia. vvhose speech 

is honey, but whose teaching is poison, who bears the head of 

a dove but the sting of a scorpion, whom Brescia drove forth, 

who is abhorred by Rome, banished by ]trance, denounced 

by Germany, and whom Italy refuses to receive, is, it is 

said, with you; take care that he does not injure the respect 

due to your office; to favor him means opposition to the 

commands of the Pope and of God." (7). It remains 

uncertain how lOng Arnold continued with Guido, but we do 

know that on the death of Pope Innocent II in 1143 Arnold 

returned to Italy (having learned of the death of Innocent 

as Otto of Freisingen says "oomperta morte Innooentes" but 

John otr Salisbury fn his Historica Pontificalis says "post 

mortem Innocent es·" Arnolil returned to Italy. ) • With Guido, 

however, Arnold had been more secure and if we can judge 

rightly from the unheaded letter of Bernard to Guido, we 

may conclude that at least until· the time Arnold returned 

to Italy, he was in the retinue of Guido and was grant~d 

intimacy with him:- indeed was made a member of the legate's 

household and a companion at his table. 

(7). Epistle 196. The remark which Ctto of Freisingen makes 
at this point concerning Bernard is that he is credulous and 
zelotn:?hus. (De Gestis.1.c.47). 
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VI. 

Arnold at Viterbo. 

Meanwhile, another Cardinal Guido, a friend of the 

above mentioned Cardinal Guido and a pupil of Abelard, by 

birth a J.1uscan from Castello, who had no common degree of 

culture as may be vouched for by the fact that in France 

he had been given the honorable title of Magister (1), 

"ascended the sacred chair as Celestine II. on September 26, 

1143, only two days after the death of his predecessor; his 

hurried election being due to the revolution then raging in 

Rome. His pontificate, however, lasted only three months, 

and the statement that he died at the Palladium renders it 

probable that he had been unable to come to any settlement 

with the Romans, but during a fierce conflict had been obliged 

to place himself under the protection of the" family of the 

Frangipani. (2). Celestine die 1i on March 8, 1144. 

The successor of Celestine was Lucius II who 

ascended the ?apal throne on liarch 12, 1144. His short 

pontificate was most unfortunate and he himself - it is said -

fell a victim to the revolution. A blow from a stone, it 

is supposed, struck the Vicar of Christ to the earth. 

was in February 1145. 

This 

_ The successor of the unfortunate Lucius was Bernard, 

the Abbot of St. Anastasius ad Aguas Salvias. Thus it was 

that thru his pupil the ideas of the i~bbot of Clairvaux 

obtained possession of the papal chair. As Gregorovius says 

nBernard of Pisa had no genius; his own master felj disma~ 0 ed 

that, at a time so critical, a simple monk should have been 

placed on the throne of Christendom." 



39. 

"The new pope was able to take possession of the 

Lateran unhindered, but the Senators barred his waJ to St. 
. 

Peter's, where his consecration ought to have ta:;.en place • 

They demanded his renunciation of civil pov,er, and the recog-

nition of the republic. Rome stood in arms. The Pope fled 

on February 17, the third day after his el~ction, to the 

Sabine fortress of llonticelli, and was followed by the 

d1smayed cardinals. They proceeded to Farxa, where Eugenius 

III. was consecrated, on February 18, 1145. He took up his 

abode at Viterbe at Easter and remained there eight months."(3). 

It wr .. s about this time that Arnold returned to 

Italy. Apparently Arnold only regarded his obligation of 

1139 as.meaning that he must keep out of Italy while Pope 

Innocent II lived. He must have concluded,therefore, 

that after the death of Innocent there was no reason 

why he should not return to his native land. Cnce again 

in Italy Pope Eugenius granted Arnold permission to remain. 

Having been granted permission to remain in Italy 

it was not long be~ore Arnold was at the feet of good Pope 

Eugenius asking his pardon for all the charges which were. 

made against him. It was at Viterbo, sometime·during this 

first eight month's stay, that Eugenius III forgave Arnold 

of Brescia for all his errors of the past and received him 

into the arms of the Church once more - on the condition that 

he take the oath of obedience to the church and that he 

(1). Gregorovius, p. 486. 
(2). Gregorovius, p. 486. 
(3). Gregorovius, p. 492-3. 
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accept and carry out the penances impo·sed upon him - fasting, 

night-watches, and prayer at all the princi_pal shrines and 

churches of Rome. 

Thus it was that all unknowingly Pope Eugenius III 

sent .Arnold to Rome to start him on a career which should 

end with constant trouble for the one, and, at a later date, 

a martyr 1 s death for the other. 

We cannot doubt but that the influence of Arnold's 

friend and protector,Cardinal Quido, upon Pope Eugenius III 

was the principal ccuse of Arnold's restoration. As a 

result of Arnold's pardon the report soon sfead that his 

earlier condemnation was cancelled. 

We may well wonder how Arnold could accept the 

conditions which were laid upon him, especially his promise 

to be an obedieni son of the Church. Did the longing for 

reconciliation overmaster him for the ,time? or did he hope 

for better things from the hierarchy itself? Who shall say! 

However, that Arnold did assume these obligations we have OIi 

reliable testimony - for the Historia Pontificalis informs us 

that nrnold went to Rome and performed his penances. What 

1s more, he must have kept quiet in Rome, for we hear nothing 

of him until 1147. Just because Arnold went to Rome and 

kept quiet there we have no reason to believe that he had 

renounced his ideals - for the fact that they reasserted 

themselves at a later date indicates that he had not renounced 

them. 
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For the present, then, and, indeed, during the next 

two years we must leave l\rnold quiet in the midst of the 

great political upheaval which was taking place in Rome. 

But we may assume that Arnold was watching the results of 

this revolution and was turning over in his mind~just what 

should be his attitude to it when the proper time should come. 
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VII. 

Arnold at Rome. 

When Arnold went to Rome to perform his penances 

in 1145 it was two years after the Romans had rejected the 

temporal power of the Pope. The rejection of the temporal 

power of the Pope had taken place as a resttit of the quarrel 

of the Roman nobility with Pope Innocent II just before his 

death. The burgher class of Rome together with the nobility 

of the city had quarreled with the ?ope repecting Tivoli. 

"Little Tivoli, fired by the spirit of liberty and 

resistance, roused the ire of the Romans;" its bishop 

_ had enjoyed privileges which Rome did not posses. To this 

must be added the fact that the people of iivoli possessed a 

~olerably free constitution; they even made war 011 their neighbors, 

if such a procedure pleased them. (1). As early as 1139 

Tivoli found herself at strife with the Pope and soon after-

wards in open revo1i against him, and in 114C she was at 

war with Rome. (2). \''e do not know how this war started. 

Perhap_s it was because the ,opJ desired to place a Roman 

garrison in Tivoli to curb the aspirations of its people 

towards civic freedom, as he desired and intended to do in -

Rome and in·" all the cities of the ecclesiastical State. ( 3). 

(1). Gregorovius, p. 447. 
(2). Gregorovius, p. 449. This is shown by the paoitum 
concerning Cddo de Poli (Mansi, xxi. 542), the close of which 
says: Sed quia inter dom. Paparo ao Tibu.rtinos controversia 
emerserit. 
(3). Gregorovius, p. 449. 

-~ 
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For a long time the proud ~~omans were held in 

check so that even Innocent encouraged the efforts cf the 

Roman soldiers. (4). Enclosed and attacked on every 

side the Tivolese at length surrendered, not to the Romans, 

but to the Pope, as they has formerly surrendered to Pope 

Sylvester II. (5). 

(4). See Gregorovius, p. 450. The above statement is borne 
out by a Bull of Innocent II., dated May 19, in Monte 
Tiburtino (Jaffe, n. 5853): probably du.ring the second 
siege. The Chronicle of Sicard (Muratori, vii. 598) 
says rightly: A. dom. 1142 Innocentius -- Tiburtum 
obsedit. 

( 5). "v"le still possess the instrument of peace, in which 
the citizens of Tivoli swore to keep faith to St. Peter 
and to the canonical popes: neither by counsul or deed to aid 
in depriving the Pope of life, limbs,or freedom: to reveal 
any evil designs against him; to keep secret the contents 
of hts embassies; to help him in upholding the papacy in 
Rome, in the town of Tivoli and its domains, the fortress at 
the Pons Lucanus, the fortress op. Vicovaro, St. Polus, 
Boveranum, Cantalapus, Burdellum, Cicilianum, and other 
royalties of St. Pter's; lastly to give the country and 
rectorate of Tivoli into the power of the Pope." 
Gregorovius, p. 450. 

(((---Note regarding Pope Lucius II --- see ante page 38 
Enc7clopedia Britannica::: A single unreliable writer 
(Godfrey of Viterbo ( in J.M.Watterich: Pontif. Roman •. 
Vitae.)) is authority for the statement that Lucius II 
perished in an attempt to storm.the Capitol. He was 
Pope from the 12.th of March 1144· to the 15th of February 
1145.))). . 
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Hearing of this treaty by which the Pope had 

deprived them of a town which they themselves had conquered -
. . 

naturally enough the Romans were seized with furious 

indignation. (6). The people of Rome then demanded that 

Innocent utt~rly destroy Tivoli. 

not do. 

But this the Pope would 

As a result of this last refusal on the part of 

the Pope, Rome was plunged into a fierce civil war. The 

urban nobles set up a republic; which, under forms ostensibly 

modelled on antiquity (e.g. patriaiate, senatus populusque 

romanus, &c.), concealed but clumsily a purely oligarchical 

government.- Helpless to.quell the tumult by means of threats, 

entreaties or gold, the Pope died. But in the meantime the 

indignant Romans hastened to the Capitol, restored the .long 

e~tinct Senate, appointed a Patrician in place of the City­

Prefect dependant upon the Pope, and renewed the war against 

Tivoli. (7). 

"Innocent II., who had spent half of his pontificate 

in exile, or, like a general, in military expeditions, saw 

the temporal government of St. Peter shattered; the sceptre 

of Rome fell from his dying hand; and he nassed away_on 

September 24, 1143, the victim of sorrow and excitement, 

while the hoary Capitol re-echoed to the rejoicings of the 

republicans." (8). 

~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - - - ~ 

(6). Gregorovius, p. 451. 
(7). Gregorovius, p. 451. 
(8). Gregorovius, p. 452. 
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The unfortunate Popes Celestine and Lucius had 

both goh~ down to death in their struggle with this 

revolutionary party which had proclaimed itself a republic, 

and at length Eugenius III tried his feeble hand with 

them only to find himself forced to flee from Rome to Viterbo 

there to rematn in exile for eight months. This was in 1145. 

The head of the republic, or the Patricius, selected 

was none other than Jordon Pierleone, a brother of the anti-pope 

Anaclete, and the sole :memberof that famous mediaeval Jewish 

family who, from ambition of other motives, had selected the 

popular side. Perhars the Patricius had counted himself a 

representative of the Roman King but of that Tie cannot 

be certain. But we can be certain that the civic constitution 

was formed under to.is same Jordan Pierleone 11.:b: 1144, and from 

his installation in that office the senatorial era \Vas reckoned. 

It was this same civic order that had rendered the peace of 

Eugenius III so hazardous that he had fled from the city and 

this same iienate had declared the temporal power of the Popes tc 

be a thing of the past. 

Not until Eugenius III with the help of little 

Tivoli and the Counts of Campagna together ·with the papal 

party in the city opened an offensive war against the Romans 

was he able to reenter the city. Possibly, too, the 

excommunication with which Eugenius III had threatened 

the ?atricius Jordan had some effect for finally the wearied 

populace demanded the return of the Pope - whom they determined 

to recognize. (9). 

(9). Gregorovius, p. 495. 
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The Romans then concluded a treaty with the Pope 

who agreed to recognize their constitution - if they should 

remove the Patricius and a-ppoint a Prefect who should 
" 

recognize the supremacy of the Pope. As a result of this 

treaty shortly before 1145 Eugenius III was able to leave 

Sutri, and make his ehtr.y into the Lateran. (lC). Thus 

for the time both citizens and the papal party were content. 

Rome ~as divided into 14 sections. From each section 4 

senators \Vere elected annually. This madec·56 senators 

in all. Instead of the Patricius as the head of the 

government they now had - besides· the City-Prefect - a 

committee of Senators who made up what is called the com­

mittee of Consiliatores or Procuratores of the republic. 

Thus in a true sense it may be said.that the Romans 

governed themselves. 

It does honor to the civic energy of the Romans, 

that, although recognising in principle the supremacy of 

the Pope, they retained their political autonomy, and 

Rome henceforward became a self-governing republic, which 

made war and peace independently of the Pope. (11). 

But tho the Pope could make a treaty.with the 

Romans he could not bring them,to subjugation. Cnce 

again the Senate became aggressive and wished to exert 

control over the e.nt ire Campagna. For one thing they 

wished to punish Tivoli for its past actions. The Pope 

allowed the Romans to tear down the walls of Tivoli but 

he forbade further damage to the city. Even this failed 

- - - - - - - - - - -
(10). G reg.or o vi us , p . 4 9 6 • (11,. Gregorovius, p. 5CC. 
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to satisfy the Romans and at the end of January 1146 

Eugenius III once more fled from Rome to ST. Angelo. 

Later he retired to Sutri and in TJ:ay 1146 to Vi terbo 

where he stayed until the end of the ?';i7par; (1nd in Har ch 

1147 we find him fleeing to France to seek the protection of 

I:ing Louis who at that time Yas preparing for the second 

crusade. But Home had riot driven Eugenius forth b~, force of 

arms. He had left Rome on his own initiative. 

In the Papal State - clergy, Senate and petty 

nobility were all fighting for as large a slice of the territory 

as they could seize. !vieaf.nvhile JoroorJ Pierleor 1e Lad 

returned to his former position as the leader in civic affairs. 

But t~e city of Rome was for the time again torn by constant 

internal civil wars and revmlutions. 

It must have been sometime in 1147 that Arnold 

appeared once again in public activity. We may here agree 

with the author of the Historia Pontificalis. He 

indicates that Arnold had lived in the city in concealment, 

having returned from Viterbo at about the same time Eugenius III 

returned from Sutri, having performed his penances and 

and having thereupon settled down to a quiet life 

perhaps to meditation or the like for a time 

until in 1147 Eugenius had gone to :Prance and left an 

open field for Arnold to wcrk in. This more accurate 

account appeals more to the thoughtful reader of the time than 

does the account of Ctto of Freisingen which must be 

considered unsound when it says that Arnold was active in Rome 

at the time of the death of Ce1estine II. 
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After the Pope's flight, if we may believe the 

Historia Pontificalis, therefore, "he came forward 

publicly, and, heedless of the oath v1hich he had taken 

to the Curia, loudly preached his old doctrines to the 

Romans." The revolution had effected him greatly. 

"Friends, whom he had either found in the city, or recently 

made, encouraged him to dedicate his, talents to the cause 

of the people. He acquies~d, filled with the enthusiastic 

hope of thus accomplishing his ecclesiastical and sccial 

ideal in the cverthrow of the Dominium Tem:eorale. :Nothing 

could have been more gratifying to Arnold that the establish-

ment of the Roman commune. Should the attempt to deprive the 

Pope of his civil power succeed, it would entail the fall 

of all the remaining ecclesiastical States, and Christian. 

society would then approach the democratic conditions of 

the early unpolitical Chruch. Arnold's chief work must 

consequently be to aid in the formation in Romeo~ a republic 

founded on civic liberty." (12). 

Again, we may conclude that Arnold was exercising no 

influence in Rome in 1146 from the fact that he was not 

mentioned in the letter sent by Bernard in the interest of the 

Pope to Conrad, King of the Romans, (13), and in ·a similar one 

to the Romans (14). In 1147, however, he was active in Rome, 

as we have just said, and where his views in-familiar circles 

are colored by contemporary conditions. 

now to attaok both ~ope and Cardinals. 

(12). Gregorovius, p. 5(3. 

He did not hesitate 

(13). Epistle of St. Bernard of Clairvaux, Humber 244. 
(14). Epistle of St. Bernard of ClairYaux, Number 243., 
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He attacked first the Cardinals whose spiritual 

lives he had for the first time had an opportunity to 

observe in recent years. He said of the Pope himself that 

he was !l no shepherd of souls, no apostolic man, but a man 

of blood, who is seeking to maintain his rule by slaughter 

and fire." He was an incendiary and a murderer, a tyrant 

over churches and a corrupter of innocence, who fed his 

body and his treasure-chests on the property of others. 

Neither obedience nor reverence was due to him. Nor was 

any toleration to be shown to such as desired to reduce 

Rome, the Seat of the Empire, the Source of Freedom, the 

1iistre_ss of the World, to subjection. (15). 

We can imagine the tumult such words would be 

likely to raise in the city of Tiome where Popes both good 

and bad were known to every inhabitant. To add to the 

popularity of such statements must be reckoned the fact 

that Arnold spoke to his listeners in the corrupt latin 

of the vulgar tongue out of which over a century later Dante 

was destined to create a new literature. 

And not only did Arnold speak in public meetings 

on secular affairs but he also spoke early and late 

to his religious followers who by this time had·a name. 

They were known as Arnoldists or Lombards. But of them 

we shall speak later. Suffice it to say here that his 

doctrine of apostolic poverty and plttity of morals won 

him many fri.ends and followers. 

(15). Historia ~ontifioalis. 

, 
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As we have seen Arnold proclaimed that Rome 

was the Mistress of the World and at the same time he 

entered into relations of close intimacy with the 

Roman community. They promised to protect him from any 

harm that might befall him. With him came many members 

of the lower clergy, so many in fact that when word came 

to Pope Eugenius III who at that time was on his return from 

France he decided that something must at once be done 

about this matter. Meanwhile Arnold of Brescia took 

the oath of allegiance to the republic. 

In June 1148 Eugenius r~turned to Italy from 

France and in July of 1148 Arnold was excommunicated by 

him at a Synod held at Cremona. On July 15th 1148 

Eugenius III wrote to the Roman clergy from Brescia. 

He said that Arnold was a schismatic and that anyone who 

followed him would ioae his ecclesiastical offices and 

benefices. (16). 

Both Eugenius III and.the Senate summoned King 

Conrad to Rome. Both made use of the same phrase -that 

Caesar should take that which belonged to Caesar - but by 

this statement each ment something different. (17). 

Conrad returned to Italy after his disasterous Orusade 

by way of Aquileja early in the year 1149 and from there 

he determined to journey to Rome. During all this time 

Eugenius was trembling with fear lest Conrad III should 

agree to a treaty with the Romans which they had repeatedly 

offered him. 

(16). Historia 2ontificalis: eunamque excommunicaverat eccl. Rom. 
et tanquem haereticam praecepefat evitari. 
(17). Ep. 244, ad Conradum. Martene vol. ii. 299. Ep. 212. 
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At the end of the year 1148 Eugenius went to 

Viterbo, a town with which the Romans were already at war. 

In the spring of 1149 he ventured into the neighborhood of 

Rome. .At Tusculwn he was greeted by Count Ptolemy ·and 

King Louis of France who had just returned from the Crusade. 

Louis saw with astonishment the utter helplessness of 

the Pope shut up as he was in the gloomy old fortress 

but rather than succor him he went on to Rome and there 

performed mis pilgrimages to the holy· places of the city. 

During this time he was shown all honor due him by the 

republic. (18). 

Some time later Eugenius with all his mer~enaries 

strove to enter the city - but to no avail - for the republic 

defended it bravely. But the republic was hard pressed and 

three times the Senate wrote to Conrad III begging for 

him to come and help them. The citizens Sixtus. Nicholas, 

and Guido, now Councillors of the republic, announced that 

they had banished the Frangipani and Pierleone, and further 

urged Conrad to take the Roman commune under his protection. (19). 

It has been -thought that Arnold was the writer of this 

letter - but such can hardly be the case - for a man of 

Arnold's scholarship would by all means write a better 

type of letter than the one following._ Of this much we may 

be certain, however,: the letter does refleot the political 

views of Arnold of Brescia. The letter follows: 

(18). Gregorovius, p. 5C9. Historia Pontificalis, c. 29. 

(19). Gregorovius, p. 510. Wibaldi: Epistle 212. 
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(Letter of the Romans to King Conrad. A.D. 1149.). 

(THE LETTER IS TOO POOR TG- BE ASCRIBED TC ARNCLD.) 

(Excell. atque praeol. Urbis et Crbis totius Domino, Conrado 

Dei grat. Romanor. Regi, semp. Augusto, S.P.Q.R. salutem et 

Rom. Imp. felicem et inclytam gubernationem.) (From: Otto of 
Freisingen: De gestis.:i.c.28). 

To the illustrious ruler of the city and of the 

world, Conrad, by the Graoe of God, King of the Romans,· 

always Augustus, from the Senate and people of Rome; health 

and a prosperous and glorious rule over the Roman empire! 

We have already informed your royal nobility by frequent 

letters of that which has happened through our means, have 

told you that we remain fai~hful to you, and that your crown 

may increase in splendor is our daily wish. We are, however, 

surprised that you have not vouchsafed us any answer. Our 

unanimous endeavor is that we may again restore the empire 

of the Romans, whioh God has entrusted to your guidance, to 

the might that it possessed und~r Constantine and Justinian, 

who, empowered by the Roman Senate and people, governed the 

world. We havai therefore, by the help of God, restored 

the Senate, and defeated many enemies of your imperial rule, 

in order that what belonged to Caesar should be yours. We 

have laid a solid foundation. We are security for justice 

and peace to all such as shall desire them. We have conquer-

ed the fortressess of the ci vie nobility, who, supported by 

Sicily and Pope Eugenius, hoped to defy you, &nd have either 

held these towns for you or have destroyed them. We are, 
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therefore~ harried on every side by the Pope, the Frangipani, 

the sons of Pierleone ( with the exception of Jordan our 

standard-bearer), by Ftolemy, and_ by many others. They 

desire to prevent our crowning you Emperor. Meanwhile we 

suffer much hardship out of love ~o you, _ si.nce there is 

nothing too hard for those who love, and you will give us 

·the recompense due from a father, and merited punishment 

to· the enemies of the bmpire. Shut your ears to the 

slanderers-of the Senate; they will rejoice at our discord, 

in order to ruin you and us. Remember how much harm the 

papal co~t and these our former fellow-citizens have caused 

your preq.ecessors, and how, with S~oil1-,an_.a1d, they have ; ~ 

sought to do still further harm to the city. Nevertheless, 

with Christ's help we ho_ld ~u~ manfully for you, and we have 
- . ~ -

t3:lread:y ~riven several of the,empire's worst en~mies out of 

the city. Hasten to our aid wi~h imperial _power; the city 

is at yo~ command. You can dwell in Rome, the Capitol of 

the world, and• more abso_lute than any of your_ predecessors, 

after every obstacle is removed, can rule over the whole of 

Italy and the German empire. We entreat you do not delay. 

Deign to assure your willing servants_ of your we_ll;~being by 

letters and messengers. _We are now actively_oocupied in 

re~toring the Milvian Bridge, which to- the misfortune of 

the emperors has long.been destroyed, and we soon hope to 

oomple~e it with strong masonry. Your. &rlftY will; therefore, 

be -able to cross it, and to surround S. Angelo, where the 

P1erleoni, acoording to arrangement-with Sicily and the Pope. 

• 
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meditate your ruin. 

Rex valeat, quidquid oup1t obtineat super hostes, 

Imperium teneat, Romae sedeat, regat orbem, 

Pr1noeps terrarum, oett fecit Justinianus. 

Caesaris aooipiat Caesar qM.e aunt, sua Praesul, 

Ut Christus jussit, Petro solvents tributum. 

(Strong be the King, let him get whatever he desires 

over his foes. 

Let him keep his soverignty, let him sit at Rome, let him 

rule the world.as Prince, as did Justinian.• 

What is Caesar's let Caesar receive, let the leader have his own 

As Christ commanded when Peter paid the tribute money.) 

Finally we entreat you to acoord our ~nvoya a.· 

good reoep~ion and to put confidence.in them, since 

we cannet write all that we ·would. They are nobleman; 

the Senator Guido, James, ·son of Sixtus, the Procurator 

and Nicholas, their companion. 

((((The envoys mentioned above are called nobilis viri, 

which means actual nobles •. The barbarous hexameters well 

express the programme ot the Romans. This letter 1s·too 

poorly ·written to be ascribed to ·Arnold of Brescia.)))) 
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How true are the words of Gregorovius! "The magic 

influenoe exercised by the traditions of the ancient Roman 

empire is a ourious phenomenon in the history of the Middle 

Ages. A single great reoollection became a political power; 

the Roman emperors on the tl'lf.one of Germany; the Roman popes 

on the chair of Peter, the·Roman senators on the ruins of the 

Capitol, all dreamed of their legitimate-right-to the soverignty 

of the world." 

Conrad. hoVlever, was too busy with hls war with 

Guelf VI. in Germany to care much about conditions in Rome. 

Conr~d's seoretary, the Abbot Wibald of Stable and gorvey, 

was too clever to allow the many friends of Roman freedom 

to draw Conrad to their point ot view. Thus it was that 

towards the end of the year 1149 the sorely beset Romans 
• had to allow the Pope to return to Rome. It w~s not long, -

however, before the Pope was once again driven into exile 

and in June,1150, we find him in Latium. For the next 

three years the papal court wandered through_the Campagna, 

close to Rome, and yet in exile. (20). During all this time 

Eugenius III received numerous assurances from Wibald that 

Conrad would not· support the Romans. 

After having defeated Guelf VI. in 1150, Conrad 
/ 

decided to go to Rome to straighten matters out in that city, 

and, at two imperial· diets, in 1152, his journey was resolved on. 

- - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - -
(20). Gregbrovius, p. 516. 
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Conrad's envoys treated with both Pope and Romans. 

Eugenius was more foxy than the Romans, however, for he 

went to meet Conrad at Segni in January 1152 and at that time 

came to an liu:!derstanding with him •. Fortunately for the Roman 

popluace, in the midst of his prepar~tions, Conrad died, 

February °15, 1152. He was succeeded by his nephew Frederick, 

the immortal hero, Barbarossa, who ascended the German throne 

on March 5, · 1152. 

Again, both Pope Eugenius III and the Roman Senate 

hastened to secure the support of the new King cf the Romans. 

The royal envoys were received by the Pope alone. Tb them, 

Eugenius intimated that Arnold and his partisans were 

conspiring to elect another emperor and to make the empire 

"Roman in fact as w·e11 as in name. As the papal favor 

seemed _necessary to ~im to secure·his coveted coronation 

. and recogni t~on, Frederick cast his fortune-a with the Pope: 

swore to subdue for him the rebellious city and regain for him 

the territory of which he had been deprived; while Eugenius 

on his side, promised to crown ~im when he should invade Italy, 

and to use the artillery of excommunication for the abasement 

of Frederick's enemies. (21). This was all done at Constance 

in the spring of 1153 through the instrumentality of the 

Cardinal-legates Gregory and Bernard. 

Let us quote at some length a letter which one of Arnold's 

followers addressed to Frederick at this time. It follows: 

(21). H.C.Lea: History of the Inquisition in the Mi.ddle Ages,p.73f. 
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"I rejoice that ~~ou have been elected king by your people, 

but I regret that you :follow the counsel o:f · your priests, ·,_ 

through whose teachings things divine and h'i1.man have become 

con:fused, and that you did not consult the sacred city, the 

Mistress o:f the World, the Creato~ of all Emperors." 

Following Gregorovius we learn :further that the writer 

deplores that Frederick, like his predecessors, had 

determined to receive the imperial crown :from the hands of 

:false and heretical monks, whom ho called Julianists. He 

proves to him, :from the precepts of St. Peter and Jerome, 

that the clergy had nothing to do with secular rights. He 

derided ~-the Donation of Constantine as an absurd fable, 

which old wives laughed to scorn; he showed how the 

im-!)erimn and every magisterial office was an emanation from 

the majesty of tha Roman people, to whom there.er alone 

belongea the right of creating him emperor. · The writer 

finally required him to send envoys and lawyers to Rome, 

in order to place the empire on a legal foundation in. 

accordance with the law of Uustinian, and to prevent a 

revolution. (22). 

As z:e have seen while negotiations were going on 

between Frederick and the Pope a violent revolution broke out 

in Rome. Since the Pope had not treated the ~enate fairly, 

Arnold and his party demanded that the treaties with him 

be annulled and that instead there should be annually elected 

a Senate of one hlllldred members and two Consuls. These 

were the tumults of the people, of which we have spoken, 

which Eugenius interpreted to Frederick as the plottings of 
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the populace to elect a new emperor amo~themselves. This 

vie learn from the following letter which Eugenius sent to the 

Abbot Wibald. 

"We notify of what a rustic gang at the instigation 

of the heretic Arnold and without the knowledge of the nobles 

and the better classes recently attempted in the city. For 

about two thousand were secretly bound by oath and next 

November First they plan to create one hundred Senators 

and two Consuls, one moreover whom the~i v;i sh to call ?ffiperor." ( 23). 

In the autumn I::..ugenius left Segni and at. the end 

of the year 1152 he again entered Rome• Arnold's party 

was overthrown. Even the moderates had to come to terms. 

Gnce again the Senate was by the deceit of Eugenius 

rendered impotent and the exiled nobles returned to the 

city. Two of their number who were in papal favor were 

made Consuls. Tie hear of a glowing account of Eugenius' 

triumph over the Arnoldists and the democrats but at the same 

time we remember that the :?ope has not entirely subjugated 

the Roman Senate and'the republic, si.nce Arnold, the 

Pope's most hated opponent, remained with many followers, 

in the city. ( 24) • 

Eugenius III died at Tivoli on July 8, 1153. 

This "unassuming but astute pupil of St. Bernard had 

( 22). Epistle 384 in Martene II. 
(23). Wibald. Ep. 383, dat. Signiae XII. Kal. Oct.: notifioamus 
quae faciente Arnaldo haeretico rusticana quaedam turba absque 
nobilium et majorum soientia nuper est in Urbe molita. Ciroiter 
enim duo millia -- sunt secretius conjurati, et in proximis 
Kalendis Novembris oentum senato~es -- et duos con~ules -- unum 
autem, quern volunt Imperatorem die ere, creare disp·onunt. 
(24). Gregorovius, p. 523. 
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always continued to wear the coarse habit of Clairvaux 

beneath the purple; the stoic virtues of monasticism 

accompanied him through his stormy career, and invested him 

with that power of passive resistance which has always re­

mained the most effectual weapon of the popes." (25). 

Following Eugenius III an aged. Homan Ca:r;dinal, 

Conrad by name, became Pope as Anastasius IV on July 12, 

1153. He was unanimously elected and to all intents and 

purposes kept on good terms with the S~nate. .After an 

uneventful and_peaceful reign he died in Rome on December 

3, 1154. 

Then a new force came to the papal throne, in the 

person of an Englishman, Nicholas Breakspeare,-

"a peasant born, rude and bluff, ~ho by sheer ability 

and pluck, fought his way to that supreme eminence, where 

he sat for five years as Adrian IV." he was a man of 

high character, of industry and· of unusuallycgrea.t energy. 

As a beggar lad he had forsaken his native land and 

crossed over into France, where, in time, he came to 

be prior of St. Ruf~s near Arles. In this capacity he went 

to Rome where he attracted the attention of Eugenius III 

who - impressed with the remarkable eloquence, culture, 

ability and personality -of the young man - at once, in 1146, 

made him Cardinal-Bishop of Albano. Later Eugenius gave him an 

opportunity to prove his matal by making him papal legate to 

Norway where he set up the new archbishopric of Trondhjem. 

So it came abe:ut in due time that this very Nicholas Breakspeare 

came to the papal throne - the only Englishman who has ever 

achieved that dignity, - as Adrian IV. on December 5, 1154. 
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That he felt fully the.responsibility of his office 

may be gathered from his declaration that the Pope's 

tiara was splendid b.ecause it burned like fire. 

-Adrian IV used a firmer hand in his dealing with the 

Roman commune than his predecessors. He was refused recognition 

by the Senate - but he was rather pleased that such should be 

the case - for he was now able to refuse recognition to that 

body. He at once determined to be master in Rome - the 

constitution should be abolished - and if necessary Frederick's 

arms should bring about this result. 

Almost the firs~ thing which Adrian did as 

Pope was to demand the expulsion of Arnold from the 

city. This "most dangerous of all heretics, protected 

by the Senate and idolised by the populace, was able to 

preach his doctrines for years in the very face 

of the popes. Vli th the overthrow of this one demagogue, 

Adrian hoped to bury the republic, and the Romans, 

who had little to ezpect from Frederick, turned in secret 

to William I., who had succeeded his celebrated father 

Roger on the throne of Sicily in February 1154, and had 

immediately quarrelled with the Pope. It is possible 

that he may have been invited to invade the State of 

the Church before the German king came to Rome."(26). 

It was amidst a succession of street fights 

that Adrian began his pontificate. In one of these 

brawls between the people and the hated priests - a 

(26). Gregorovius, p. 526. 
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cardinal, Guy the •Titular Cardinal of St. Pudentienne, on 

his way to visit the Pope was stabbed and slain in the Via 

Sacra. Adrian IV, to the amazement of all Christendom, 

quickly seized the opportunity to lay Rcme under an interdict,­

giving as his reason for so doing that the death of a 

cardinal under such circumstances was an offense against 

the majesty of the Church. This interdict he laid upon 

the city shortly befo+e Palm Sunday, 1155. "Not even when 

personally maltreated by the Romans had any pope ever before 

employed this - the most terrible of all weapons - against 

the city ..•• In order to compel the people to banish Arnold, 

he laid Rome under a curse." This meant no sacraments, 

no baptism for children, no penance, no exftreme unction, 

no Christian burial for the dead. Marriages only received 

the benediction in the churchyard. "Never had human 

ingenuity devised so bloodless, yet so terrible, an 

.instrument of force; nor in a superstitious age could any 

have proved more efficacious in reducing great princes 

to submission, a word pronounced by a priest having power 

to stir their subjects to revolt." 

The Romans at first bore the interdict with 

defiant contempt; but the pious and the vrnak, the women 

and priests, overcame the defiance when it began to look 

as if mass would not be celebrated on Easter. l~nd we 

mfy believe that the decreased gains of the shopkeepers 

and citizens - who were to a large extent dependent for 

their livelihood upon the purchases of pilgrims - had a 

very great influence upon the people - for a pilgrim 

could not visit a city under the Pope's ban: and here 
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it was almost Easter-time when thousands of pilgrims 

from all the four corners of Christendom were expected 

to attend the Pope's Easter mass, but who v1ould be 

preveinted from witnessing this mass because the Pope ...., . 

had laid Rome under a curse • 

Thus it was that on Tiednesday of Holy Week the 

people rose in an uproar, the Sehators w~re compelled 

to throw themselves at the feet of the Pope and implore 

for mercy. As a result of their eubmission the Pope 

demanded that Arnold of Brescia be driven from the city. 

nThe unfortunate teformer suffered the fate of all prophets; 

the people ·whom he had so long held spellbound surrendered 

him. After having dedicated his talents for ·nine years 

to civic freedom, he fled froni Eome." Thus forced to 

flee from Rome he wandered from friend to friend, from 

·fortress to fortress, an outlaw seeking only to reach 

soPtpJ republic of Cental Italy ·where he would be be:yond 

the reach of the papal arm. en r:ednesday (Harch 23) 

Adrian removed the interdict; the moral darkness vanished 

from Rome and for the first time the Pope was conducted 

in festal procession to the Lateran. 

By losing Arnold, hov1ever, the republic had 

lost its leader, and the fate of both the republic 

and cf Arnold himself was decided by this banishment. 
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VIII. 

Arnold in the Cam~~· 

Ba;nished from Rome - forced to wander from friend 

to friend and from fortress to fortress - Arnold had succeeded 

in getting. part way acros~ Tuscany only to fall into the 

hands o,f Oddo, Cardinal-Deacon of St. lUcholas i:n carcere 

Tulliano at Bricola in the Crcia Valley. But the Viscounts 

of Campagnatico set him free again and he found a refuge 

with them at their fortress where they honored him "as a 

prophet. " ( 1 ) • 

William I., the new king of Sicily, afflicted 

the Church with war, devastated the Cam:pagnia, laid siege 

to Benev~nto, and burnt Ceprano and other fortresses in 

Latium, and threatened to march on Rome. In his despair, 
'--

Adrain renewed with Freda.rick the treaty of Constance, 

and went out towards I1epi to meet him. But as the German 

king approached and Rome remained quiet, Dilliam retreated 

from Frosione to Aquino, after having comuitted fearful 

devastation. (2). 

~uscans, :Pisans, the .Apulian exiles, and the 

Emperor Emmanuel were novr ready to ~oin Frederick 

against the normans. As Fredericl: approached ··by t~e 

Via Toscana the :Pope did -i1ot knov: v1hether to rejoice over 

his deliverance from William of Sicily -or t-0 tremble in 

uncertainty before the terrible and war-like Frederick. 

In order to find out hovi Frederick was disposed toward him 

~ - - - ~ - - - ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
'<1). Cdorici 4:281. Giesebrechte p.28~ 
( 2). Gregorovius p. 529. 
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Adrian sent th:ree Cardinals ahead to meet the King at 

San Quirico in Tuscany to demand that the heretic Arnold 

of Brescia be secured and surrendered. tc tho .Pope • 

-~?":ishing to Ter.1ove any obstacle thct stood i:L the 

y;ay of 111s coro:i1atioi1 Frederick did not hesitate to se:nd 

his troops to the-fortress of one of the Councts of Campagnatico 
\• 

. to arrest hirn and compell him to ::::mrrender Arnold; -r;ho had 

remained um1.cr his protection. '=hus it v.rc.1s that .Arnold 

· i::o.s delivered into the hands of the- papal legates to be 

once mor-e thrown upon the mere~- of the Church. 

All this ·happened iL .Jmw llf.5 1·1hen .b.drian. the 

Prefect ·Peter, and Cddo Frangipan~, and other nobles of 

the papal court v;ere at Vi terbo. Soon after this, Adrain, 

still suspicious, moved from Vi terbo to Civl ta CS:.~e·11ana 

at which place he firmllj was cor1vinced of the 

Emperor's friendliness by his swearin·g agt!iD to fulfil the 

treaty of Constance. 

Encamped at Campo Grasso near ~utri the German 

King mvai tea the ax·ri val of' the ?ope from IJepi. \foen the 

Pope rode up to the royal tent on June 9th. wfthin sight 

of the army .the good understa11ding vms almost destroyed 

-v:hen Frederick refused to hold the b1--idle of. th·e Pope's 

horse to assist him to dismount and the alliance was onl~1 

renewed. by Frederick.' s submission on t11e fo1101iving day, 
' , 

which was renderE:hl necessary by the sudden enmity of the 

Romans to Frederick and ~dr~in alike. 
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The Romans, moreover, 14sistea on being heard. 

From Ltto of Freisingen we learn the gist of the speeches 

ma~e by the ~oman ~nvoys• ''We ambassadors of the city," 

they said,"not insignifi~ant men of Rome, are sent by the 

:2.om?,n people and the Senate to thy Exceller.cy. Bonevolentl~' 

hear 11vhat the illustrious mistress of the v.-orld, whose 

soverign thou, ~1th God's help, wilt soon be, offers thee. 

Dost thou come in peace, I rejoice~ Thou desirest the 

empire of the world, and I gladly rise to hasten forward 

with the crovm. Vv'hy shqulds' t thou not approac11 thy people 

ln peace and meroy, thy. people, who, striving to thrcv: off 

the unworthy yoke of the priests, have awaitel thy coming 

so long and so anxiously. May_ t1:"1e splendor of ancient 

times, the free:.om of the illustrious city, return. May 

Rome under such. an Emperor again seize the reigns of supremecy 

over the rebellious ~orld, a~d may her ruler with the name 

also urli te _the _glory o_f Augustus. Thou knmuest that, t_hru 

the •wisdom of her Senate and the bravery of her lcnitghthood, 

Rome has stretche,1 forth her arm wi ·'Gh_ might from sea te sea, 

to the ends of the world -- yea, even to the i~les 

beyond the confines of the earth. Heither the waves of· 

the ocean nor the inaccessible Alps could ~roteot nations; 

Roma11 valor has overcome all. But unfortunately (thus 

her own guilt has avenged itself} that gloriou~ princely· 

nobility of our olden times ( I speak of t~e Senate), has 

vanished from us, has dengenerated into unwarlike indolence, 

and liko the decline of wisdom, power has also dec~yed. 

Then I arose; to restore thy glory.and that of the divine 

republic, I revived Senate and knightly order, that by the 
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counsels of the former and the weapo1~s of the latter the 

ancient majesty might return to the Roman empire and to 

thee. Shall this not rejoice thy Highness? Do.es not a 

work so glorious and so advantageous to thy dignity seem 

deserving of recompense? Then listen, C Prince, with 

kindly patience to what I have to ~ay concerning thy duty 

and mine, but chiefly thine rather than .mine. For" from 

Zeus is the beginning!" Thou wast my guest; I have now 

made thee a citizen. 'What was mine by right I have given 

thee. Thou art, thereforet pledged first of all to uphold 

my good customs and swear to the laws, ratified by thy 
~ 

predecessors, so that they may not be injured by the fury 

of the barbarian. Thou shalt pay 5C0G pounds to my officials, 

whose duty it is to procfaim thee_ on the Capitol; thou 

shalt avert every injury from the repu?lic at the cost of 

thy blood, and thou shalt confirm this by oath and documents." 

At this point Frederick interrupted this pompous c_ 

oratory. Cnly his sense of the dignity of the ancient 

city of Rome prompted him to answer these men. 

ariswer them. 

But he did 

"I have heard much,~ he said," of the valor, still 

more of the sagacity of the Romans. I am-therefore surprised 

that your speeah should be inflated by suoh foolish 

arrogance and be so destitute of all reason. Thou holdest 

up before me the nobility .of thy anci~»t oity, thou exaltest 
- ~, - ,,__,'" ,.,i,' __ . ,, 

the past of thy republic to the stars. I grant it and 

with thy historian I say •v.1rtutl once dwelt in this republic." 
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•••• It is ~~nown thruout the world h~\v the floner_ of thy ·: 

nobility has been transplanted f~rom this our city to Byzan­

tium, and how for a long time the degenerate Greek has 

drained thy precious life-blood. Then came the· Frank, 

whose noble deeds belied not his name• and deprived the·e 

of even the last remains of nobility and independence. 

Wilt~thou know where the ancient glory of thy Rome, the 

dignified severity of the_$enate, the valient chastity 

of knighthood, the tactics of the camp and invincible military 

courage have gone? All are now found among us Germans; 

all have been transmitted to us v:i th the emp-ire. Vfi th 

us are thy Consuls, with us thy Senate; thy legions are 

here. Thou owest thy preservation to the wisdom of the 

Franks and the sword of their chivalry. History can tell 

whether our illustrious forefathers ~l_e~ and Ctto, re­

ceived the city by the grace of anyone, or whether they 

\v.rested it by the sTiord, ~ith the remainder of Italy, from the 

Greeks and th~ Lombards and then incorporated it with 

the Frankish kingdom. This is witnessed by thy tyrants, 

Desiderius and Berengar; they died old and grey in Frankish 

chains, and our country still preserves their ashes. But 

thou sayest the new emperors are summoned by ·thee. It 

is true. But why? Thou wast oppressed by enemies, and 

by thy own strength thou could not deliver thyself from 

the effeminate Greek. Thou didst then entreat the aid 

of the Fra~; misery summoned fortune, impotence power, 

anguish self-conscious strength.· Thu,s sumrnoned •. · I came. 
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Thy ruler was my vassal, thou thyself art still my subject, 

I am the ri~htful owner. ~'ho dares to snatch his club from 

Hercules? 

thy hopes? 

Perhaps the -S1oil1an on whom thou placest 

Let the past teach him, for the arm of the 

German-is not yet disabled. Them demandest from me a 

threefold oath. Listen. Either thy 9-emand is just, or 

otherwise.. Is it unjust? Thou oughtest llQt to make it, 

nor I to consent. Is it just? I acknowledge an oblig&tion 

assumed of my o,m free will. It 'is therefore unnecessary 

to confirm it by an oath. How should I violate the law 

with thee•· when I have to preserve it for the most insigni­

ficant? Wherefore should I not defend.the seat ofmy empire 

whose boundaries I am determined to restore?,..: ••• Fina11J 

th.cu demandest a sworn.promise to pay money. Is R_ome not 

ashamed to tra£f1o--w.1 t:ti her Emper_or as with a 'QJ3u.rer? Are 

we to be cornpelle-i to give whatever is asked of us insteac! 

of being a dispenser of favor?. The fulfilment ·of due 

services is expected from lesser men, but .the great repay 

as a favor only what has been merited. rlhy should 

I withold from thy citizens the customs inherited from my 

illustrious forefathers? no. My entrance _s~all be 

a festival for the city; but to those whc. :u.njustly demand 

what is unjRQt, I will jsutly refuse all." . 

Both of these speeches are reported to us by the pan 

of Ctto of Frelsingen. Doubtless the phraseology is 

that of Ctto but without doubt the substance of these speeches 

is in keeping with what was actually said on that eventful 

day. 



69. 

"The folly of the Romans· in addressing so powerful 

a ruler in this pompous manner corresponded to their lofty 

ideas concerning the majesty of the Eternal Oity, which, 

by the institution of a Senate, they hoped to invest with 

a new life. . . But h_a·d any man of enlightenment su11erior 

to the level of ~is age been found within the imperial 

tent, he would have laughed at Frec1erick, who shared with the 

Senators~the fqntastic ideas of the legitimate authority 

of the Roman emperors over the world." (3). 

The Roman envoys rode back in anger., The only 

reception which-the Emperor could now expect from the citizens 

of Rome was a barred gateway to the city. The Pope, who 

understood the situation in the city, advised Frederick.to 

occupy the Leonine city with picked men who would be.admitted 

by the papal adherents. A thousand--horaemen were, therefore, 

sent and occupied the Leonina without opposition on the 

dawn of June 18th. 1155. 

On the same· q.ay Adrian and almost secretl.y ,· 

for fear of the Romans, crowned Frederick Emperor in St . .,- Peter's. 

vn hearing the shouts of acclaim which went -up from the 

German army when the coronation was finsihed the Romans 

rushed to arms and tried t.o cross the bridges of the city 

which the German troops held. Frederick could only hold 

his ground by hard fighting, and soon lack of provisi-ons 

forced him to flee from Rome, taking the Pope with him. 
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The fierce heat of the Italian surnr1er, had already a_eciniated 

Frederick's little army~ and he now resolved to recross the 

Alps, leaving Adrqn to his fate. (~}. 

(3). Gregorovius p. 538. 

(4). GregorOvius p. 538-539. Tout: Empire and Papacy, p. 249. 
Fi sher: The Mediaeval Empire._ Vol. II. p. 220. 
Frid. imp •• Ep. 3. "De-ponte Tyberino prosilueru.nt et in monasterio 
Seti. Petri duobus servis nostris ocaisis et cardinalibus spol­
iatis papam oapere intendebant." 

'-~ .-: 
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IX. 

The Death of Arnold of Brescia. 

We .do not know with certainty all the details 

of the obscure death of Arnold of Brescia. It is probable, 

however, that his execution took: place somewhere in the 

neighborhood of Soracte, near Rome, at about the time the 

Pope and his Cardinals retreated in the train-of the newly 

crowned Emperor who sought to eaoape from the wrath of the 

citizens of Rome. 

We will remember that upon his surrender by the 

Viscounts of Campagnatio·o to the Emperor Frederick he was 

handed over to the legate_s of the Pope. They brought him 

before a spiritual trib1U1al, the papal Curia, where he was 

condemned and. handed over to the 61ty Prefect to be executed 
, 

as a heretic and a rebel. 

Undoubtedly his.death had the Emperor's sanction 

as well as that of the Pope• Cf what importance tlo them 

was the life_ if a single heretic? We may surmise, therefore, 

that the City Prefect, who with-his powerful family, owned 

large estates· in the country round about Vi terbo which had 

suffered severe injuries at the hands of the Roman commune, 

was not adverse to use this opportunity to relieve himself 

of the feeling of bitter· tncfignation whioh he oherished 

against Arnold. According to the story recorded by Gerhoh 

of Reiohersberg, Arnold was secretly removed from the 

eco1eaiast1cal prison and put to death by the servants of 

the Prefect of Rome. But Gerhoh· is dubious about· this 

\ 
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story himself and is inclined to t~ink that the papal Curia 

had a larger·share in Arnold's condemnatfon than reflected to 

the credit of the Church. One annalsit goes so far as 

to say that the P.ope personally ordered him to be hanged, 

According to the author of a poem lately discovered 

.( ai.ld he seems to be well informed), Arnold when brought in 

sight of the gallows faced death courageously. When urged 

to recant his teachings, he answered that he had nothing 

to withdraw; he asserted that his teaching was just and 

salutary, and that he was ready to suffer death for his 

principles. He only asked for a brief respite to pray 

and beg Christ's pardon for his sins. He knelt with 

upliftei hands, prayed to he~ven and commended his soul, 

to God. Even the e«ecutioner himself was moved to pity. 

After his short mental prayer he gave himself up to the 

executioner and offered his head to the noose. After 

hanging from the gallows for a short time, his body was 

burned, and the ashes thrown into the ~iber, Hfor fear,"· 

says one chronicler,"lest the people might collect them 

and honor them as the ashes of a martrr." 

Thus ignominiously perisheu the reformer and 

patriot, Arnold of Brescia: . his chief offense being that 

he was born a thousand years ahead of his time! 



73. 

x. 
The Chare.cfter of Arnold of Bresoia. 

The oharaoter of few men in the annals of the 

human raoe has been so disf~gured_c~by the partiality of 

historians - for we must remember that it is from his- most 

b:Ltt~~ enemies th~t we receive all o~ _lglowleqge of this 

inspired leader and .. ,martyr. · To see Arnold in his true 

light we must read between the lines of these preJudiced 

narratives. -Yet even Bernard of Clairvaux, while comparing 

A:r:nold to ~nti-ohrist. _admits his charm of' manner and his --

enga~ins pers·o,11a,li ty. Bernard a~firms that Ar~old's life 

~s pure and a~,t~~e and ~nat he is gifted with a rare 

pur~uasiv~.elo~µ~noe,. 

Arnold was a bold,s~dent,f~roeful.man. He 

was a man of restless activity,_ combining a ze~lous enthusiasm 

for humanity with a clearness of insight gi ve11 lofl~~1 very 

few of his conte~poraries. He was a true leader and inspirer 

of men: albeit too democratic to be a dictator and too much 

of a critic and scholar to be a mere agitator. He was.not -

as Otto 01 Freisin~en said he was - to be olassecl amo:pg those 

1ngeflia.ad fabricendas. haereses scismatumgue:;a,rturl>~tionea 
_t •• It 

prena .(natures - i.e. ta~~lltS ~ inclines to.:,the'". fr.aming 
' ' 

of heresie~ and dlsorders of church d1v11i9~_l (l) for it 

was the teaching of A:rnold rather than,,hisr:inner nature 

that caused him to break with many ot,:-th~ ou_stomary standards 

of his time. Yet we cannot d•~i~;#t1relz that Arnold was a 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - ~~- - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ ~ 

{l). Mon. Ger. hist. S!'Jipto:res. Vol. xx. pp. 403, 537, 538. 
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schismatic - for his progressive and constructive teachings 

left no other way open to his followers than to break with 

the old. But 1:f he was a.·revolt.tlonary - he was the same 

sort of-a revolutionary that ·Jesus was. 

His conquest over·souls·was so rapid that the 

envious Bernard tells us that nhis teeth are arms and 

arrows,. and his tongue· e. sharp sword." 

Perhaps no better way of depicting the char~oter 

of Arn'old could be selected than to compare him with his 

great master - ·Peter Abelard. "Abelard was a philosopher, 

Arnold a poli ticlan; Abelard,r:.a speculative· thinker, Arnold, 

a practical p:teacher; Abelard a rationalist, Arnold, an 

enthusiast. The fcr.rmer undermine·a the tradit·ional orthodoxy, 

the latter attaoked the morals of the clerg1 and the temporal p 

power of the Church. Arnold was far below Abelard ·1n 

intellectual ·et1dovmient, but far more gangerous tn the 
,. 

practical drift of his teaching. which tended to pattp-erize 

the Church and to revolutionize s6ciety." (2). 

Noble by birth - Arnold was also noble by nature. 

His very.virtues _brought him trial and suffering. He was too 

aorupuloua to come to a natural end. · ·iifs £ine·. 'lcEien,· 

cri ticsl, far-sighted intellect led him to ==se:e ~le&rlt 
• 

into the history o:f the Church· and the· meanirig' O'f "the c, · 

scriptures and made him far too critioai''to accept unreserved-

ly the authority of the Pope. He was 'too ··oourageous, fearless 

and persistent to be cowed by the p'e.:rseoutlon of Bernard 

ot the Church. He was too straightforward and too honest 

to be a good diplom~t like. his more . shrewd contemporary, 

Bernard;- while his pious asceticism and his simple mystical 
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regard for religion ·made him too unpractical and idealistic 

in his onslaught against ecclestasticiem. 

His very elol1uen~e marked him. ·as a demagogue 

and the e~:thusiasm which he· engendered thru his preaching 

~olllli it-s llatural outlet in the exc~sses of_the Roman 

revolution. He ?14.a too un8.f3lf1sh to be able to count the 
" ., 

cost to himself which his . ideals inevitably _-would bring 

in.their train, while his sublime faith in human nature 

caused him to forget the shortcomings of his ~ess virtuous 

brethren. His very aincerity brought hiE: to his death 

for he would not retract his teachings and beliefs - as 

he was urged to do - and hence he was martyred. 

Thus principally b•c•use·he lived ahead of his 

time, and be(.\ause he was true to the testimony he was 

given to bear, and because he pleaded for a spiritual 

church in a free ~tate - this daring champion of the free 

spirit was strangled and burned at the stake - a_martyr 

to the Church whose corruption he had spent his whole life 

endeavoring to purge and purify. 

And there is one thing more which reveals the 

sterling character of ,Arnold. He was a true friend. 

When Abelard was in the clutche·s of his enemies at Sens 

and had been deserted by his students, disciples and 

followers - opposed to that vast throng who had conveniently 

~ - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ - - - ~ - - ~ - ~ - ~ - - - - -
(2). Schaff: History of the.:.:Chrlst1an Church. Vol. v. 
Part I. P• 98. 
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forgotten that Abelard had been their friend - there was 

one man who remained at the side of the master - and 

shared - though he was innocent - in the master's condemnation. 

When a man of his own free will faces the disfavor of such 

an august assembly as that oounoil at Sens - just to be at 

the side of a friend in need - suoh a one is indeed a true 

friend.· The man who alone stood by Abelard at this time 

of need was Arnold of Brescia •. 
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XI. 

The Teachings Of Arnold Cf Brescia. 

The philosphioal basis of Arnold's doctrines -

both of an ecclesiastical and of s political najure - was 

the spirit of free inquiry and criticism and in general 

the application of the human re~son to the great problems 

of human thought which he had learned from his master, 

Pet!Jr Abelard. · Suoh a api:ti t: .of inquiry could not rest 

content~ in its conquest of the worlds of theology and philoso­

phy - but must inevitablJ attempt to deal with the more 

practical problems of religious and political organization. 

With oharaoteristio force and clearness of insight Arnold 

applied his energy in the search for,the source of the 

foulness of the Church and the existing eYlis of society. 

Arnold's teacher ·Abelard was a philos:pher:; "he··hsd not the stuff 

in him of which reformers are made~ but his idea·s, falling upon 

the fertile soil of ·an eager and passionate nature like 

Arnold' a·, brought forth a crop of reformatory energy such 

as the Church had never yet seen." (1). 

Thus it was that Arnold of Brescia came preaching 

reform,.denouncing the corrupt life of the clergy and pleading 

for a return to the apostolic poverty of the, early Church. In 

the endeavor to purify and make holy the'ChJJ.rch Arnold 

regarded himself as charged to combat the r b1continenoe · and 

the-worldliness of the clergy. Hle ~oa-p•l was therefore 

fervid. and hot in the denunoiatlon t)-f°-"•pr>iestly vice. 

~ - ~ ~ - - . ~ - - - ~ -
(ll. Ephraim Emerton: Med1e.eval~p1re,. p~ 293. 
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How could those who eager.ly grasped at all th(t 

wealth of this.world, and• corrupted the true riches of the 

Cb.uroh by their false doatrines and their luxurious living 

recel ve the world of our Lord -- Blessed are ·the poor in 

spirit _ _,·when they were themselves poor neither in fact 

nor in disposition? . 

·"How can our Lord say to suoh, 'Ye are the light 

of the world,' 't~e salt of the earth?' Much rather ·1s it 

to be applied to them what our Lord says of the salt that 

had· l<>at lts savor." 

. His life oorresp.onded t.o his .doa.trine. He set 

the example of evsngelioa.1 poverty and· chasti~J- himself 

by his dress, his entire mode of living, and the ascetical 

severity with which he treated.his own person. 

-- I 

The 1noont 1neht cle·r~, living in luxury and 

debauchery, we··re n·o long·er, he deolare<.t, true eoolesiastics; 

Otto of Freisingen reports him• as saying that, . nclergymen 

having property, bishops having rega.11-a, and monks having 

possessions, could in no wise be·saved." -(2). According 

to Arnold, the Church, corrupted in the -;)erson of its priests, 

bishops and cardinals, near·1y all o:f whom wei-e ga:11 t·y 'of 
. . 

simony and greed for riches, -was. not the true ohuroh· 

and its pope was not the t'rue pop19, ( 3 ') ~ ?rpstun papam non 

esse quod profi tetur spostolicum vira.m· ,e:t--an1inarmn pastorem ••• 

Dicebat quod sic apost·olious est ut noll 'apostolorum ·-doctrinam 

imitetur ad vitaf!a et ideo ei obedie11t·bu11 et reverentiam non 

- - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - -
(2}. Otto of Freisingan. lib. 11~0-.2·0. 
(3). Hafele: H1sto1re des Conoiles. · Vol. 5. p. 734. 
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deber1 (That the Pope himself was. not.as he professes to be, 

an apostolic man and a shepherd of souls. He said,"He is so 

_apostolic that he doesn't imitate the teaching of the Apostles 

with repeat to life". and therefore obedience and reverence 

are not due hlm.) 

Hence men need not obey the Pope and the false 

prelates. The faithful ought not to receive the sacraments 

from unworthy priests - n<br confess to them. 

better to confess *o one another. 

It was 

Nee deber~ 1111s populu.rn delicta fateri, 

Sad mag1s alterutrum nee eorum~sumere sacra. (4). 

(Nor should the people confess their faults to them, 

But rather on the other hand also not take their 

sacrt'ments.) · 

Fai thftll to nJ..s pr ind iple s, Arnold re fused, at 

the moment of his death, 'to receive a priest and he declared 

that he would confess to none but Christ. (5). 

The ·Carinals are the scribes and pharisees of 

Christendom~ their college is not the church of God - but 

rather a house of trade and a meeting-place of brig~nds -

because of their prtde - their cupidity - their hypocrisies 

and their depravity. The Pope is not an apostolic pastor 

of souls - as he is called - but a drinker of blood: because 

he holds his power thru murder and arson - he governs the 

churches according· to his good pleasure - he oppresses 

innocence - he fills with gold his coffers•- and lives as 

other men. But ~n spite of his style of life - h~ imitates 

the teachings of the apos!les. The. people only obey him 
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thru fe·ar. It is a state of things intolerable to those 

who do not wish to see the city of Rome~ the seat of the 

powerful - 'the empress · and mistress of the· world - reduced 

to servitude. (6). 

As a monk vowed to poverty Arnold was justified 

in denouncing the wealth and luxury of the clergy of his 

age. 

Arnold taught, then, that.the church.ought to 

live from fts tithes snd free will offerings of the 

faithful and it should confine itself to spiritual 

functions. 

Otto of Freisingen attributes to Arnold on 

hear-say evidence - blamable opinions regarding the 

euoharist and the baptism of infants. (7). Breyer 

claims that Durandus von Mende confirms this• report 

of ctto. But if one examines the passage in question it 

will be seen that Du.randus is speaking of the Arnoldists 

and not of Arnold• The passage is as follows: 

Arnoldistae •••• asseru.nt, quod nunquam per baptismum aquae 

homines Spiritum sanctum accipiunt, nee Samaritan! baptizati 

illum reoeperunt, doneo ·manus impositionem ac~eperunt. 

Whatever ~Y have been his theolo·gical heresies, 
~ 

and undoubtedly he was a heretic, "his real offense_was 

the energetic way in _which he la.shed the vices of the clergy 

( 3). Hafele, Vol. 5. 734. Mon. Germ~-hist. Script. Vol 2C. col. 538~ 
(4). Arohivio della Societa romana di storia. patria, 1878, Vol. 1. 
P• 471. , 
(5). Ibid. p. 473. 
(6). Hefele, Vol. 5. p. 839 •. 
(7). Ctto of Freisingen:"He is said to have been astray with 
reference to the sacrement of the altar and the baptism of 
infants." 
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and stimulated the laity to reposses the ample wealth and 

extended privilege which the Church had acquireI." (8). 

Just as Arnold's teaching regarding the worldly 

life of the olergy proceeded f~om his habit of free inquiry. 

so too ~e arrived at his politio$1 conceptions. Arnold 

had clear democratic ideals. Afier he took the oath of 

allegiance to the republic- (probably. 1n 1147) he took pains 

to voice his politioal ideals. But be cannot be thought 

of as the author of the Roman republic. He was in fac-t 

absent from Rome - perhaps he had never been there - when -

the first Roman revolution took place. 

The real causes of the Roman revolution are several 

in number. The haughty behavior of the Roman Emperors 

towards their subjects; the jealousy of the Roman people 

of sacerdotal authority; - the revived_study of Roman law; 

the -first fruits. of the antiquarians's searches int~ the 

history of' the Qity; the natural desire of' the Romans -

like the Lombards - to have a f:ree city; the ambitions of 

the great noble families ( the Colon.111. the Corsi. t.lle 

Pierleoni, the Frangipani) for more power:· all these and 

many more causes brought about the Roman revolution. And · 

the revolution.in turn.brought about the Roman republic. 

Bui .Arnold of Bresoia did espqu~e.the o.ause openly -

became its hero, dictator, and demagogue _an4 he endeavored 

to reform the entire fab:r;io of Ro~n _so.oiety on a democratic 

basis. Thru his reaearches and -tb.ru his arguments in the 

(8). H.C.Lea: History of the InquiaitUm. p. 72. 
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name of the anoient constitution of Rome he added to the 
L 

political revolution the element of theoretical defense 

which it needed. 

"The Romans certainly felt no great sympathy for 

the religious element in that serious spirit of reform 

which animated Arnold; but the political movements, which 

had sprung out of his reforming tendency, :found a point 

of attachment in their love for liberty, and their dreams 

of the ancient dominion of Rome over the world. The 

idea of emancipating themselves from the yoke of the Pope, 

and of re-establishing the old republic, flattered their 

Roman pride. Espousing the principles of Arnold, they 

required that the Pope as spiritual head of the Church, 

should confine himself to the adminsitration of Ch11roh 

affairs; and they committed to the Senat·e, whom they established_ 

on the Capitol, the supreme direction of civil affairs." (9). 

Arnold's love for civic liberty is commendable -

but his theory that because Rome had lived under a constitu­

tion in the dim-ages of the past - she should be free always -

was not logical and was eventually bound to come to grief.· 

But Arnold was on the r·ight track:- for it is the spirit 

of frea investigation which proved, in the last analysis, 

Kings, Emperors and Popes do not rule by divine_right but 

by the eornmon consent of God's children - the people ruled. 

- - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ - - - - ~ 

(9). Neander: A History of the Christian Religion and Church. 
Vol. VII. page 2C8. 

'-
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XII. 

His Dleci;l.Jtle1. 
(,,. 

(a). _The Arnold:ists. 

Arnold of Brescia not only influenced contemporary 

opinion-while he lived but he also. beyond a doubt, founded 

a seot which carried forward some of ·the J)r:!noiples whioh he 

stood for during his life and-for which he finally ~as 

martyred• We have this on no less an authority than his 

fellow-student, John of Salisbury ( Johannes Saesber:tensis} 

in hi~. Hiatgr;l,~-:~c,_lltifiealis. During his stay in Rome 

he said that Arnold "founded a sect pf men which is still 

(he wrote in 1164} called the heresy o:f the Lombards,n and 
I 

}'hat its adherents, on account of the.uprightness, rigor, 

and p1e-ty of their lives, had folllld the most enthusiastic 

support 8-fil.(?llg.the peopl.e and eapeet.alli among pious women. 

A.a our informant lived in.Rome du.ri:ng Arnold's stay there. 

and as he knew Arnold personally, we must admit that he 

knew whereof he spoke. 

When we come to ask whether· the seot ·which.· 

Arnold founded was the one ~own .during the-fellowing 

century as the Arnoldists we are in deeper watei's. 

Most students of the life of Arnold incline toward the· 

view that Arnold did found the sect wh1chooara·h1s name.(l). 

.. - -- ... - ... - .. - .. '91111!1' '~ - ~ ~- - - -- .. -- - .. - -- - - - ... -- - .., 

(1). Those students, among others, who-hold that ~rnold did 
found the sect of Arnoldista a.re: Leger, Fuettlin~ Mttrator1, 
Diekhoff. Tocoo. Keller,r·,Newmall. Sobmldt. Schaff, Christie. 
Hefele, ~oeller. and m$DY others. Those who disagree with 
this view'-are Gottfried A~nold, Guadagnini, Alphandery, and 
Giesebreoht. Still others refuse to take sides, and still 
others are vague about what they really do believe. 
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Moreover we know that the· Arnoldists flourished in Lombardy 

(where the in:fluenc.e of Arnold is known to have been greatest) 

and th~s fact is strongly favorable to the identification 

of the Arnoldists withithe :followers of Arnold of Brescia. 

What were the views of these people called Arnoldists? 

With the Cathari, Petrobruaians, and other sects, they agreed 

in an uncompromising hostility to the Roman catholic Church. 

This hostility was e,speott\lly directed against the seculariza­

tion and the corrupt lives of the. clergy, whose ministrations 

of the sacrament t·hey considered invalid. ( 2). They denied 

the effioaof ·<if water-baptism to secure the remission of 

sins, and laid considerable stress upon the imposition of 

hands as complementary to baptism. 

We have· no oredi ble evidence tha;t , like , the 

Cathar1. they rejected wat·er~baptism and sustltuted t'here­

:for the Oo1u1olamerrtum~-"Our information about the A.rnoldists 

is extrefi:lely meager: -but they are mentioned with sufficent 
-

frequency in Roman catholic literatur4 of the thirteenth and 

:fourteenth centuries to prove that they persisted as a 

distinct party until long after the rise of the Waldensians. 

It is certain,that, like Arnold and Peter de Brttys, they 

ma·de the apostolic church their model, and a"imed to restoreJ 

Chris~iani t7 to its primitive purity and~ s:bnpllatty." (3). 

Tocco affirms "tha-t the Poor M:en of Lombsrd7 descended 

in a direct line from the Arnoldists." 

(2). pro malitta olericorwn saoramerita eoolesia.e esse vitanda. 

(3). NeWII18n: :Manual of Church History. 
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{b). The Humiliati. 

vye know 11 ttle. e>r nothing regarding the date 

and ci+oumstanoes under which this party originated. It 

seems,. 1n the opiniQll _ of _-}few.man. to have arisen some 

time between 1Cl7 and 1184. an~_~ost Erobably during the 

reign of Frederick I. · Tradition t_ella u~, _ with some 

semblance of truth, that this party owes its bi~th and 

organization to a party o·f ]~talian noblemen who were 

taken captive to ~•rmany, and_ who while there .. had been 

forced to support themselves, so that on returning to 

Italy they had deterin:l.ned to aban_don their titles, to 

devot·e themsel vee to a semi-monastic life, and to continue 

to support themselves by the labor of their own hands. 

Wpol-weaving seems to have bee~ their chief means 0£ sup~ort 

and for a time they are ~aid to have almost had a monopoly 

of this industry in certain parts of It~lJ,. 

"Little is~known of their views e~oept that they 

rejected oaths. The party seems at first to have been 

composed chiefly mf laymen, and celibacy was ~ot required. 

Before the close of the twelfth century there were two 
. -~ 

parties, one o:f which was in harmony with the Church. and 
• -~ _, 'l--' .... 

the other classed by the Church among tho ~e:retios,. It 

is highly probable-that the heretical Humi11ati became 

so thru AI:noldistio 1n,luenoe."(4). 

In the presence of a_ great ~ss_embly of clerics 

and lay nobility in the c&thedral at Veronna on the 4th 

of :rrovember, 1184, 1~ accordance wi ~h the Emperor,. Pope 

- - - ~ - - ·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(4). Newman~ Manual of Church History. 

~ 
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Lucius III promulgated~ long and celebrated Bull against 

all the heretics of •his time. In particular he named 

th8✓ Cathari, th.-._Patarena, the Humiliati or the Poor Men 

of Lyons (5), the paseagiena, the Josephines and the 

~noldists. As it will be notived Lucius speaks of 

the Humiliati and the Poor Men of Lyons as if they were 

one and the same party. (6). We are led to infer, 

therefore, that there was some vital connection between 

these two parties, for an official document emanating from 
'-""'· 

the Roman Curia would hardly make such a s~atement, 11.nless_ 

_there were· some connection between the anti-churchly Humiliati 

amt the followers of Peter Waldo. (7). 

To hold n_ovel or heretical views on any matter 

during the 12th century - as Arnold and his followers did~ 

required more than courage in the_ face of danger. It 

required a ·willingness on the part of tho·se who professed 

these views to take the consequences. As Hafele says: 

After the promulgation of an imperial law against th~ :,.,' 

heretics, the Pope proclaimed a papal Bull which placed an 

_eternal anathema upon all who under the mask of piety 

and without Church authorization, preached pu'Jllicly or 

1n· secret, errors on the sacra .. ment o:;f the altar, baptism, 

the remission of sins, marriage, etc •• - And the same 

penalty was imposed upon their proteotQrs and defenders. 

All clerics or monks culpable· of these errors were to 

1oBe the privileges of their ecclesiastical state, their 

charges and their beneficies and were to be -delivered to 

the secular arm for punishment. As for the laity, if 

• 
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they could not give immediate satisfaction•, they were to be 

deliver·ed to the civil tribunal for punishment, and if 

they were only suspects, it was necessary that they prove 
. 

their innocence before the bishop • A rel$pse could be 

punished without the due process of the law. The property 

of condemned clerics was to be returne"d to the church 

which they had fmrmerly served. All bishops who did not 

announce this .present sentence at every fete day were to 

be suspended for three years from all ec-clesiastical 

functions. Eaoh year the bishop must visit one or two times 

eaoh part.sh in whioh was found, after a public announcement, 

heretios ••••••••• counts, barons, and in general, all civil 
'~~· ,. 

authorities must, at the demand of their bishops, come to 

the defense of the Church against the heretics and to observe 

the present statutes, emanating from the Emperor and the 

Church-. under the pain of loss of their dignities, 

exoommllllioation and the interdict. (8). Few but the 

very boldest d_ared to be heretics in those days. Yet 

there are still people who sigh for nye goode olde days." 

(5). These are the Waldensians who appear here for the first 
time. · 
( 6). -Qui ae humiliates vel pauperes de Lu.gdlplo false nomine 
mentiuntur: (Who feign themselves by a false name to be the 
nmunbled" or the . "Poor Men otf Lyons."· 
(7·) •. Newman: A Mat.ru.al of Church Histor7,~ c-. -S·cbmidt: 
Histoire et dootine de la secte des oathares ou albigeois, 
2 vols. Paris, 1849, of.,pp. 307-308_.·,',;.< 
(8). Translatiug freely -:from Hafele: Histoire ·des Conciles: 
Vol. v. Part II. pages 1119-1127.. · 
De haereticia: :Book V, tit. v11. o. 9. 
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XIII. 

Arnold of Brescia.Ya Place in Historl. 

Arnold's work, the Roman Commune, lived after him, 

and Adrian, after the Emperor Frederick's departure, was 

forced to make terms with it.· Noi- was it long before 

Frederiok himself had· ample cause t0 ·regret that he had 

not made an ally of the only man who could have saved 
,.: ),,i-:l.,.. 

him from thebi~ter humiliation of hi's surrender to Pope 

Alexander III. 

Arnold's oa~eer. was a manifestation ·Of the 

temper with which the more spiritually mind.ad rebelled 

against the enoroachments snd oorruption of the.Church. 

There were many others 111m him. It was not.so much 'that 

they quarrelled with institutionallaed Christianity as 

with the- blight of corruption with ·whioh the· Chu.roh was 

enerusted. Arnold's preaching left a deep impression on 

the minds of the popllllao-e, ·and his followers in secret 

cherished- h-1s memory a:nd his principles for centuries. (l}. 

.This patriarch of political heretics is the· 

first of· a series .of celebrated martyrs for freedom·. 

who died at the stake. . And beoause his insight le-d him 

to attempt to re.form the poliiioal const-i tutien of Italy 

· 700 years before Italy vras ready for freedom we may oall him 

a true prophet. "Arnold surpasses all "his:sucoeasors 

in the struggle for Roman liberty, not· only in the greatness 

of his time, but also in the· loftiness of his aims," and 

~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ 

(1). Lea: History of the Inquisition, etc. p. 76. 
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of such enduring vitality was his teaching, that it is still 

in harmony with the srdrit of our time. (2). 

Arnold was a Protestant 400 years before Luther; 

for like Luther; Arnold protested age.inst the·worldly life 

of .the· clergy, against the temporal rather than the 

spi~itusl polloy of the Church and ~gains.t the blank 

acoeptanoe rather than a critical inquiry into.the teachings 

of the scriptures. 

The idea. of apostolic poverty did not dle with Arnold. 

Half a century later St. Francis of Assisi founded the 

Franaiacan order whose basis was the very idea for which 
!\ 

Arnold had..s:triven so energetically. Like Arnold, 

Franois was convinced that the source of evil was wealth, 

and that only ·a return to the pr1mit1'fe povertJ of 'the 

Apostles c.ould the evangelical· spirit ·be· '1n1'uS'ed again into 

the world. 

Much of ~he austerity, the spiri tu.al pu.rftt.,· ~he 

mystio religion and the free· spirit of the pious asceticism 

of the Vlalden~ians may be,traced thru the Arnoldists .back 

to the influence of A;rnold ff Brescta. Such mystios as 

may be connected with the Waldensians suoh aa Tau.ler, Thomas .,,,, 

a Kempis and the author o-.f the Theolog1a~: Germantoa owe 

·much to Arnold. 

· It is interesti'ng- to note that- this sta·tement, 

"He who professes the .true articles of the.Christian 

faith, and only sins against the p'ower of the Pope, 

is by no means to be counted a heretic," was signed 

by John Tauler and two other monks who at the time were 

threatened with excommunication because they insjsted that 



9C. 

it was their duty to administer the saoraments in Strassbourg 

when that city was for 26 years under an interdict for which 

the people who su£fered were in no way to blame. 

Furthermore we know that the life task of John 
. . - . 

Wycliffe was to teach the old doctrine of Arnold of Brescia -

that the clergy were to l.1ve wholly in their spiritual vocation 

and to :follow the pattern of Christ 1n poverty,- self-surrender 

and renunciation of the world. 

Arnold of Brescia has, mor·eover, a lesson for 

our own time,_'.- namely that the spirit of free and critical 

inq-u.iry ( of v1hich great numbers of men are still afraid ) 

ls the only spirit that can make for progress an~ truth. 

Truly Arnold of Brescia - de.serted by }1.is :followers 

and. his friends - and burned at· the stake as a heretic - did 

not die in vain --- but rather left a r1oh and fruitful 

heritage, which we of the twentieth century may share --

if our souls are large _enough to partake of it. 

- - - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(2). Gregorovius, p. 548. 

Finis. 
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· ~unther, ·Ligllri~~~' verses 262-348, in P.L., CCXII,Jp.589-371. 

Guntheri Cisteroiensis: Ligurinus.-Lib.III. 

Cujus origo mali, tantaeque vorag1n1s auotor 

Extitit Arn~ldus, quem Br1x1a protulit ortu 

Pestifero, tenuit nutrivit Gallia suq,tu, 

Edoouitque diu: tandem natalibua oris 

Redditua, assumpta sapientis fronte, deserto 

Pallebat sermone rudes, olerumque prooao1 

Inseotana odio, monaohorum aoerrimus hoat1s, 

Plebis adulator, gaudo·ns pOJ>Ularibue auris, 

Pontifioes, ipsumque gravi oorrodere lingua 

Audebat papam, scelerataque dogmata vulgo 

265 

270-

D1f:fundens, var11s (or vanis) implebat vooibua aures. 

Nil proprium oleri, fU.ndos, et praedia nu110 

Jure saqui m.onaohos, nulli fisoal.11i.ajura 

Pont1f1cum, null1 ourae (or curiae) popularis honorem 275 

Abbatum eacros referens oonoedere legee. 

Omnia pr1no1p1bue terrenia eubdita, tantum 

Comm1ttenda viris popularibua, atque regenda: 

Illis pr1m1t1as, et quae devotio plebis 

Offerat, et deoimaa oaatos in oorpor1s·uaus 

Non ad 1uxuriam, sive oblectamina oarnia 

Conoedens, mollesque oibos, oultueque nitorem, 

Illicitoaque jooos, lascivaque gaudia oleri, 

Pont1f1oum f'aetus, apbatum denique laxos 

Damnabat penitos mores, monacho~que superbOs. 

Veraque multa quidem, nisi tempora nostra fideles 

aaspuerent mon1 tus, falsie ad.mist a ( al ntl.sta) monebat, 

Et t'ateor, pulchram fa11end.1 noverat ·artem, 

varis falsa probans; quia tantum falsa loquendo 

1a11ere nemo potest: veri sub imagine falsum 

Influ1 t, et :f'urtim deoe,tae oooui,at auras., 

aso 

285 

190 



aunther, L1aurinus, oontinued. ~ 

Artioulos etiam fidai, oertumque tenorem 

Non satis exaota stolidus pietate t'ovebat, 

Impia mellifluis admisoens toxioa verbis. 

Ille suam veoors in olerwn, pontifioem:i.ue, 

Atqua alias plures adeo o~verat urbes, 

ilt jam ludibrio saoar, extremoque pudori 

@iorua:"3haberetur; quod ad.huo (ni fallor) in illa 

Gente nooet, multumq_ue saoro detrunoail honor!. 

Mox in oono1110 Romae damnatus, ab 1110 

Praesule, qui numeros vetitum oontina;ere nostros 

Noman ab innooua duoit laudabile vita, 

Territus, et miserae oon~~sus imagine ou.l»ae, 

Juiit ab ·urbe sua, transalpinisque reoeptus, 

QUa sibi vioinas Alemannia suspioit ilpea, 

Homen an Alpino duoens, ut fama, Lemanno 

Nobile i'urregum, doatorie nomine falso, 

Insedit, totamqua bravi sub tempore terram 

Pertidua, ipuri foadavit dogmatis aura: 

295 

500 

305 

unde venenato dudum oorrupta sapore, 310 

Et nimium falsi dootrina (or dootrinae) vatis inhaerens, 

lervat adhuo uvae gustum gens illa pa~ernae. 

Ast ub1 de medio sublato praeaule summo, 

Eugenius saorae susoepit jura oathad.Jlae, 

Ille Petri solidam oupiens oonvellere patram,. · 

ut aaput infarmum per oaetara membra dolorem 

·Diff\mdat, Romana petit temerarius ausu 

Moanis saorilego, totamque nefarius urbem 

Infiait 1mpur1 oorrupto semine verb!: 

:mt pop1.11i tantas in olerum oonoitat iras, 

ut penitua nu11um swnmo deferret honorem 

Pontifiai, olertUIQue odio vexaret 1niquo. 

315 

330 



tJunther, Ligurinus, _oontinuad. 

Bt si ~uis, oui mens aaquJ. et raverentior asset, 

Et maliora pio flagrarent visoara voto, 

1orte rafragari, aeu dissuadere furorem 

Ausus erat, sesaque novis opponere monstris; 

Qmibus areptis, everaa funditus aede, 

Oorporis affliotu, sau tandem sanguine fUso, 

Olerious,' aut etiam popularis, faota luebat. 

Quin etiam titulos urbis renovare vetustos, 

Patrioios reoreare viroa, prisoosque Quirites, 

Nomine plebio seoernere nomen· equestre, 

Jura tribunorum, sanotu.m reparare senatum, 

Et senio fesaas, mutasque raponere legee, 

Lapsa ruinosis, et sahuo pendentia r.auris 

Reddere primaevo Capitolia prisoa nltori: 

Consiliis, armisque suae moderamina, summae 

Arbitrio traotare suo, nil juris in hao re 

Pontif1o1 ewnmo, modioum oonoedere regi, 

luadebat populo: sio laesa stultus utraque 

Majestata, reum geminae se .feoerat aulae. 

Unda etiam tandem ( neque enim reor esse silendum, 

Nao de :tunaato repet,etur 19ostea sermo} 

lud1o1o oleri nostro sub prinoipa viotus, 

Appensusque oruoi, flammaque oremanta solutus 

In oinaree, Tiberina, tuae est eparsus in undas: 

He stolidae plebis, quem feoerat improbus, error, 

Martyris oasa novo, oinereeve :roveret honere, ••••• 

325 

3-30· 

355 

340 

345 

(Conoerning lines 342-348 above, Prof. Archibald Bower in his History· 
o:r the Popes Vol II p 489 says that Gunther was with the king at the 
time of Arnold's death. He would probably know whereof he spoke, there­
for~ regarding this matter.) 



souac~-')U.TEJlI'AL about -.1.•V-OLD o-r BRESCIA. 

Letters o~ iaint Bernard: 
La~ ter C LXXXIX. ( J,. l). 114 o. ) . 
Te Poi;e·tnneoent, aga1nat·Petu-4l)ae1ard.. 
( S'\. ~.ernard. expresses hie g::,.:l.et at the errors 
warns the Pope ~o oppe>ae.} ·- · 

o~ J.baelard., -wh1ah he 

To his most loving lath·er ·and· Lord IHHOOEN!l', by the grace of God, 
SUpreintr Pont1t:r,. Bflmtai-4,: ·oalled. Abbe:\ et c lairvaux, writes .,as. his 
humble servant.~~, · · 

.,,, _-. . , ........... •·• -.. •-•-. ·• . ·• •· ........ -• ................... ·• ............... •-... . 
3. Goliath a4:ranoea, tall 1.11 stature, ·01-..111 -his aPmour· ot war, 
preoeded bf' 1ti .. s armour-bearer, Arnold. ,ot BreeClta.. Soal• overlaps 

. .. 

soale, an4 there is no point lef't unguar4e4, 1-nietcl the bee which 
was in J'itanoe ( An allusion to Isaiah v11.1a. ,-he. rrenob bee is 
Abaelard., the Italian, Arnoldo~ Bresoia.) has i,ent.ha,• mu.rmuring_ 
to. the Italian. bee, and thev have oom together a1&1.1111t. the_ Lord 
and against ·•is anointed •. They have bent their bf)lJ, tJ.lor have mad.e 
ready tJteir arrows within the quiver, ·that they .,may pr1v11,· aho.et 
at them ~•h are true at heart. In their 11:fe and habits · t.her hav-e 
the :ronn of godlineea, but they den, its power, and ther there9y. 
deoe1ve many, for the.r · trans:ro,tn themselves into angels of light•· when _ 
t.hey are Satan• a. . Ge11ath wtand.ing w1 th his armour..:.bearer between 
the two -linee, - ,shouts against the armies ·o-f Israel, and our.sea the 
ranks of the Saints, and that the more boldly b.eoause lle knows that no 
Davii. 18 present. In short he pute forth philosophies with great 
praise and so a~~ronts the teaohers of the Church, and prefera their 
imaginations.and novelties to thedcr,otr1ne and :faith o:f the Catholio 
1'athers1 and. when ·all :r:11·:from his _faoe he. ohalle~ges me,· the weakest 
of all, to · ·e1ng1.e oo\llbat .••• · •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••. • ••••••• 
5. But, ·theu, :o auooeasor•of Pet-er, wllt detenuine whether he, who 
assails the;faith 0~ Peter, ou.gh1i3 to have shelter.at the See of Peter. 
Thou, t sav,·the friend o:r the bride-groom, wilt provide-measures to 
free lie Brl4e from 1v1ng lips and a deoeitfUl tongue. · - Bu.t that I 
may speak a_l:tttle nw>re boldly wfth.my Lord, do thou, most J.oying 
F~ther, take heed to thyself, and to the graoe o:f God whioh i~s in thee. 
.••...............•... ~ ........ ~ ..............•..... ~. ~ .... --~ ..... . 
It is neoesearr, a.Paul says, that there be heresies and •-hiap, 
that they that are approv~ may be made manifest ( I eor.x1.1f,J~ 
And, ind.eed, in sohism, as I have .just said,· the Lord nae p.rove4 and 
known' you. But that nothing be wanting t.o your orow.n, 10.J h·er~stes 
have sprung ·up. ~r-id so for the per:feotion o:f .your virtues, and :\h_at. 
y-ou may be ·,found to have done nothing less· than the g~a._t. iliehop_s, · 
Y'Ol.12' .predeoeaaora_, take awa_, :rrqm us, most 1ov1ng Pathef t :t.he foxes 
w111c011 -are laving waste the vineyard_ o~ the Lord wn1ie··t,1tev are 11tt1a 
onee, _. le·s t if' ·1.hey t.noreaee and multiply, our· J>h1ldl'en despair -of' 
destroying what waa not exterminated b.y' you-, 11th~µgh~ they .. are no·t 
even now a11a11 or few, but J.mposing and numerous, and will not be 
ext erml.nated save by · you., and by a strong hand. 1rao1not11e (? perhaps 
Cardinal Bobo ot s. Mary in Ooamedin ? )"" has t.hre.atened me with many 
evils, but he has net 4one, nor oould lie de, what -_he wished,. But I 
tho~ght ·that I ought to bear patiently -oonoei-i,.i,ng mraelf what··he has 
spared neither to yeur person nor to. the Curial · but this mr :f"riend. 
Nioholas, as he· 1s also your~, will bett~r tell in.person. 



Letter CXCV. ( A. D. 114 0 ). . . 
ro the Bishop of' Oonstanoe ( on the Rhine) about Arnold of Breaoia .. , 
Bernard ad.vises him to _expel Arnold of Bresoia ~rom his Diooeae. · 

· 1. If' the. good man _Qf the h<¾use had known in what watoh the -tht>•f' · 
would-oome he woUl.d have watohed, and woUld not have suffered his 
house t<>. '6e brok~n up .. (S. Matt.x:x:iv.4:3). Do you know that a tht•f' 
has broken into your, house by night, yet not your house, bu't the . 
Lord's entrusted t.o your oareT But· there can be n.o doubt that ·1011L1 
kllPW what 1s taking plao_e a~ you, door, when news of' 1 t has penetrated 
even to us who ,.are ·so :rar d.1stant~ · It ifJ no wonder that you could · 
not·f'orsee·t.h& hour, or peroeiv~.the night attaok of the th&lef', but 
it will be a wonder if you do not recognize that he has bean oalight, 
if you do not hold him fast and prevent him from carrying off your 
goo_cis, nay, ra,ther the -most preo•ous .spoils won by 8hr1et, souls 
which.lo has stamped wit~ His own i~e and redeemed with Kis own 
bl9od.. · Perhaps you are yet in the dar~ and Y(cm4er who 1 t 1 s I mean. 
I speak of Arnold of Breseia, and I wish he.were of as sound dootrine 
as he -is strict. of' li~e. And if' you wish to knew more, •• · 111 a man 
who i,S: neith$r eating nor drinking, but with the devil alone he .1a 
hungering and ·thirsting for the blood of aoula. He is one of tne 
number of those whom the watqhfu.lness of the Apostle takee·noi& of when 
he ·says, Kavin the fQrm ot . odlinees but denyin the ower thereof. 
( I Tim. 111. 5 • An t~e Lor Himself says:_ Thay shall oome to you 
in ·sheep' s olothing, but imrardly the1 are ravening wolves (; s. Matt.vii . 
15 .• ). _,_ Ul> to the present t1me, in wlaatever plaoe he has lived, he has . 
left 13uoh foul and destruotivs traoks that he dares- no·t return to any 
plaoe wharaaver he-has lmprinted bis fGot-mark. Por oxaaple, he 
grievously 1;1tirr·ed: up and .t_roupiea the land 1n whiah he was born, and 
he was,' ther~fore., .aoau$ed. befere the- Pope of grievous eohiem, and 
was .banished from his nait-ve soil, ami: alao ~lled. to . swear that 

_ he \YOU,ld. not. return exoeiit by_ tne Pope'• permission. Jor a like . 
reason. this tJt1atable· sohismat.1o hae been dr1\!en out of tae- kingdom o..r 
J'ratloe. -_,Wlien ·anathematized l?Y' Peter the AJ)ostle be 3o1ned. himself" 
to Pe\er ,,,A,t>aalard, and wit.h ~im, and for him, he endeavoured to 
c1.·e:rend v1gor~ual.y and stubbornly all· hie errors, whioh had been already 
exposed and oondamnad by the Ohur0h. 
a. And in all. ~heea ino1den.ts·.h1e pnrensy was not abated, but his 
hand was stretohed out· still. :ror though he is a fugi:~·ive and wanderer 
on the aarth, he does.not oease to do among men of other aountries 
What h.e is not allowed to do among.st -his own oountr,nien, and goes 
aµout as. a roaring lion, seeking whomne·may d.evou.r. And I hear that 
he is_ no.,r working m:tsohie:f amongst you, and is -eating· up your people 

· as it wer.e bread. His mouth•.is -full of oursing and· bit..t,erness, his 
feet -are. n1f't t.o shed blood. Deatruotion and. unhappiness are in his 
waya,. and thw. way ot peace has he not known. . Ila i" '._an enemy of the 
oros·s or C1µr1at, a :Sower of c11soord,- ·a manufaoturer of' sohisms, a 
d1st~.be;r· of' the p;ea,oe, a divid.er c;,f unityi ht• teeth are: spears and 
arrowa• and his ton1;ue a sh,arp,sword, his woi,\tt~are smeother than 011, 
and i,e..t .tiie, are v·ery d.art,s. Thence it 1s that.. he •• want to entiae 
to h1maaJ.:r by_ flattering words .and ~he p:retano&,1J· of"-virtues the rioh 
and the powerful, aooordin~ to the verse: . He-si.ii.eth lurking in 
th1ev1s .... l!9bers w1 th the rioh that he ma sla:, <ihe innocent ( Ps. x. a). 
Depend upc;m 1 t, when he feels. hat he ha.a e:•9\U'•lY::· gained their good-

' Will and af:f"ec_tion, you will see the man opanl'v rise agafnst the olergy• 
and, relying on military tyranny, he w111 rise against the Bishops t J 
themselves, and run a tilt- against all eooles1ast1oal order. 



Letter oxov (Oontinue4). 

Knowing~ this, I do not know what better Qr mor~ wholesome thing you 
ean 4o at suoh a orisis than, aooording to the admonition of the 
Apostle, to remove the evil man from among you ( IOor.:v. 13), though 
the friend-of the bridegroom will see that he is bound rather than put 
:to f'light, lest he be able to travel about again, and so do more harm. 
Our Lord the Pope, when he was here, gave 1n writing the same d1reot1on~ 
beoause of the evils which he heard were being done; but there was no 
one to do the good action. !o end, 1:f the Soripture sound.ly warns us,­
to take the.little f'Qxes wbioh sppil the vine, (Cant.11.15), should 
not a f1eroe and powert'ul wolf mu.oh rather be bound fast, lest he break 
into ~he sheep-folds o~ Christ, ana slay: or·destroy Ilia sh~ept 

Let'ter CDVI. (A.». 1140) •. 
To &u1de,;tne Legate, on the same Subject. 
BernaN warns him aga1net :familiaritr with Arnol4 ot Breeoia. 

1. Arnold of' Breaa1a is· said to be w1 th you, a man. whose disoou.rae 
is aa sweet as honey, wh••• d.ootrine is poison; whese bead is that 
of a 4ove, his tail a soorpion•e; whom Bresoia oaat forth,.Reme was 
horrified at, Pranoe ~ejeoted, Germany abominates, Italy is unw1111ng 
to· take in~ •lea, I beseeoh you, that your authority lend no proteotion 
to his further misehiet, f'or he has bo't.heille art and the wish t,o do 
injury, and. 1:f ht;t gain your favor he will be 11·kely, like a taree-f'old 
oarcl wbieh is not easily broken, to be, I am afraid.·, above measure 
miethievous. And if it is t~e that you hav•~the Dian with you, I 
suppose one or two _things -- either that you do not .know him, ·or_, whioh 
1a more likely, that you are hoping f'or his repentanoe. Would. it were 
not· a vain hepeJ·. ·Who oan :tro1J1 this stone raise up a ohild tQ 
Abra.lulll? ••• weioome a gif't would it be to our mother the OhYroh to 
reoaive ··h1m as a vessel for honor,, whom she has so long borne with 
as a vessel .. d.iahono:v1 . It is lawful to llltAke the attempt, but a wise 
man will be,caretul not to go beyond the number laid down b, the­
Apoetle, wluJn.h°e says, A.man that is an heret1CJ after the first and 
seoond admonition reject, knowing that he that is suoh 1s subverted 
and sinnetht being oondemned of himself (fit. 111. 10,11). otherwise, 
to be on in imate terms with him, and to admit him frequently to 
private oonversation, not to aisv in your house, ts suspicioual.Y like 
showing him ~avor, and-is a powerf'ul weapon in the han4a of the eDemy. 
A member of the household, and a private friend of the Legate of the 
Apostolio_see, will preach with impunity and persuade whom he w111. 
Por who.~n suapeot any wrong to oome :from the side o:f our Lord the 
Pope-? , SUt al though he manifestly speak pervera~ things, who Will 
dare •lightlt·oppose him~el:f against one who is at:1our side? 
••· And. d.o you. know what kind of' :foat-prints he has left 1n every 
plaoe n~ has dwelt. in? It is not w1 thout oauae that Apost·olio energy 
has :for.oe,d him te o:ross the Alps :fr.o.m Italy wh1oh gave him birth, and 
does not suffer him to retarn to his native aountry. What man is there 
aDJ.Ongsi the ~or~igners .to who.m ha w11e driven who ~oee not heart .. ily 
wish '\hat 'they had sent him baok ••mllis home! A!ld oertainlY' the faat 
that his bearing towards all is suoh that he inours the hatred of all 
is an approbation of the_oondemnation of his labors, so that ·no one 
oan say that it was obtained from our Lerd the Pope by eurprise. 
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Le\ 1t'it- Cl8VI {tontinued.). 

With what exouse, then, oan-he flout the sentence of the supreme 
Pontif':t when, though hie torigl.te <l1sela1ma it, hie 11:te 1oud.11 

.,.,...... 11'.~v\;:-

· proclaims its justice? And so to show him favor 1.a to go against our 
Lord. tlie Pope, to oppose "our ·Lord God. · Po~ by whomsoe·ver a righteous 
sentence may have been given, it is certain that it prooeeds from Kim 
who save by '\he · mouth ot -·the · Prehpet, I who speak righteousness 
(Ia. lxiii. 1). _ But I have oonf'idenoe in your wisdom and honesty, 
and that when ,··eu-' 1111.Ye·-read th1a····1etter, and know the truth, you will 
not be. led awar t() give your_oonsent.in this matter to anything, save 
what ie ·becoming to· rou and ·exJ)ed.ient tt> the Ohuroh of God, on behalt 
of whioh you are. disaharging the off'ioe of legat~. You have my heart, 
and. may · reoktin :on "'my o bed.fence. . 

Letter CCXLIII. (A.n. 1148.) J 

To the ••man• when they·Revolted Aga1nat Pope bgentu•~ 

At the instigation e:r Arnold of' Breaoia, the ltomarts" tr,ied.,: to:'. eatabliah 
the ano1ent Koman liberty 1n place of the Pope's authority, leaving 
him only '1.llbea · and :tree-will -.of'fer1ngs. , Be:rnard reproves· them 
sha~lY f'or ingr,atitude. . 

ro the nobles and chief men, and to all the people of Koma, Brother 
BEBBilD, 0a11ed lobe\ of e1a1rvaux, writes, ~es1r1ng that they mat.· 
eschew evil and do good. . . 
1. Mr epeeoh 1e to rou, o great,: and fame•• pe~pl~, th&ugh I am mean 
and of' no reputation, of small stature, and smaller influence. And, 
1nd.•ad., · when I· aonsid.el' who I am that wrll ta, to -whom I --am writing, 
and, at the s1111e time, how d.1:f'ferently a~ther may Judge my action, I 
am keli. laaok · by ve:ry shame. · But 1 t ii · ar smaller thin.I te endure 
shame before men than to be eondemned before God -1usall11DM, with-
hold.lng uut -~~truth, an4 ooneeauaent · ot rfghteeuaneea ••• l· ........... ~ •• 
5. Do you now reoognize that all are not peaceably d.iapoaed who are 
of your own house, now -all tr1en4ly who seem to be sot' And even 1~ 
we had known it before, we are now taught more plainly by your example 
.the hll .tru\h· e~ .that saying of tlie Lo:rd which ae spake -- that a 

.man's enemies shall be those of' his own household S.Matt.x.5S). Yoe 
to brother from'bi-ether in the midst,' and. to the ohil en rom·lheir 
parents._ Woe to tnem;. not f'rom the sword, but :rrom lying lips aijtl a 
deoei\Pu.1 tengue1e .. low long w111 you· evi-llY enoourage eaeli other in· 
your ev11-4oing? How long will you lay one-anott>.er· low with t.h, swords. 
of youi-•11pi, ru1rt one·another, be consumed b:, one anothart Assemble 
youraa.l.Yaa, ya soattered sheep, return to your pastures, and to the 

, ~heplteJ!<I ·aild. Bishop o'f your. aou1a. Retu:rn, ye wand.erera to your :tirst 
love. . I aav this not as an enemy to revile you, .. t>ut as. a friend. to 
rebuke·. yeii.- Tne ,r1endahip · brings sometimes reb~e, never tlat terr. 
8. But l add to it entreaty •. Po~ Ohrist•a sake, I beaeeoh you, be 
reoono11•4 1o ·God, be reoonoilecl to your prinoas l I mean Peter and 
Paul), and to him their vioar and auooessor, Eugepius, whom you have 
dr1Yeri from his house and home. Be reoonoiled to' the princes of the 
world,. laat haply the world begin to take up arm, 011 ~heir behalf 
against yeur to11,. Know rou not that when they., are offended you 
oan do nothipg, that when they are favorable you pave nothing to fear? 
Under thef:r protection you need not :tear, o ren6wned oity, home of" 

·· the brave, for thousands of" the people that set themselves round about 
Y'OU • • ~ • • •••••• • • • • • • • • • •• • • • •••••• " •• • •••• ;- ••••• _-•• • : ••••••• • •••• • ••• • 
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. lohn Mabillon. 

Otto ot IJ're1s1n1en ( de Gestia Friderioi lib.11. 0.10) thua deao:r1bes, 

Arnol4 - le was born at Brescia, a oitv ot Italy, and be1n1 ordained 

reader he beoame a olerk in the Churoh there. Me had formerly had 

Aba•lard as his teaoher. le was a man of quiak intelli1ence,·more 

d1stinquished for a flow of words than fer the weight of his matter, 

• a man who affeoted singularity and sou1ht a~ter noveltr, one of 

those diapositiona ever ready to manufaoture heresies and to stir 

up diviaiona. On returning from Gaul to Italy he assumed the re1111oua 

habit. in order to impoae on people the more easily. la man11"ed and 

1t1awed at ainerythin1 as a 4•1 might, he spared no one, lie epeke 

oontemptuouslv of b1she»s and olergy, he pereeou~ed the monks, and 

reserved his flatteries :ror the laity. For ha was in the habit of 

sa11n1 tbat no clergy with prtvate property, no B1sh,ps with estates, 

no monks \Vi th poaseasior1s o:r their own, oould in any- way be saved; 

that all these things belonged to the King, and that the; ought to give 

Ult possession o:r them and hand them over to the laity. Besides this 

he seams to have held erroneous ideas on the Sacrament of the-Altar 

and on Baptism o:r children.u The same author adds:•In the year 1138 

he was condemned to eilenoe by a Oounoil held at aome, was banished 

from Italy, retired to the town of Turgau, and scattered his fals 

dootr1nea broadeaet. When at last he heard of the death of Innocent 
-

he nturnad to Rome in the days of Eugenius, and urged on the JJeop.le 

to :rurther sedition, putting before them the examples of the •omana 

of old, who in the later days of the senate had brought the world under 

their swar. And, therefore he exhorted them te rebuild.the lapital, te 

restore the senatorial d1gn1 ty, and to reoreate the equestrian Orde:r. 

•e saiC that no part ef the government of the oity belonged to the 

Pontif~, that he ought to be content with eoolesiaetioal juriadiotion. 

"L 
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»•te on letter oxov cent. 

lhe evils springing from thie pernioioua teaohin1 grow to auoh a head 

at last that not only were the houaee and aplend•d palaces of the 

Roman nobles or Cardinals pulled down, but violent hands were laid 

by the furious po»ulaoe on the saored persons of the Cardinale, and 

some were d1sgraoefullY injured.• The same author saye (Chronioles 

lib. vi1.o.10) that Jordan, the son of Peter Leonie, was eleoted into 

the Patrician Order. "At last,• he says,• falling into the hands o~ 

certain people of lueoanv, he was arrested, was breught before the 

Prince for examination, and at last was beund to a stake by the Pre~eot 

of the city, and, the pyre having been reduced to ashes to prevent 

the foolish populace from paying honour to his body, his remains were 

scattered upon the Tiber.• 



GERHOH OF REICHERSBERQ. (died 1169). 

Garhoh. of Reiohersberg: De inveatigatione Antiohristi: published by 
flre,aer. 

Concerning the teaol1ing of Arnold: 
Quae etai zelo forte bono, sad m1nor1 soientia prolata eat. 
Ut domua Dei taliter ardinata domus Dei non sit vel praeaulea aorum 
non aint episoopi, quemadmodwn quidam nosDDO tempore Arnoldus dogmatiz­
are auaua aai, plebes a talium epiaooporwn obedientia dehortatus. 

aonoarning Arnold's death: 
Quern ego vellam pro tali dootrina sua, quamvis prava, vel ex111o vel 
oaroera aut alia paena praeter mortem punitum ease val saltem taliter 
oooisum, ut Romana eoolesia seu· ouria ejus neoie quaestione oareret. 
Nam, eiout ajunt, absque ipsorwn soientia et oonaensu a praefeoto 
urbis Romae de sub eorum oustodia, in qua teneQarur, ,eraptus ao pro 
speoiali oausa oooisus ab ejus aervis est; maximamaaiquidem oladem ex 
oooas1ona ejusdem dootrinae (in whioh, therefore, it seems to be 
implied, that Arnold's prinoiples had only given oooasion to the tumult 
not that he himself had oreated it), idem praefeotus a Romania oivibus 
perpeasus fuerat; quare non saltem ab oooisi oromatione as submersione 
ejus oooiaore~ met~erunt? Quatenus a domo saoerdotali sanguini·s quaestio 
remota eaaet, ·siout David quondam honestas Abner (II sam.iii.) exequias 
prov1d1t ~tque ante 1paas flev1t, ut sanguinem fraudulenter affusum a 
domo ao throno suo remov·eret. sed de his ipsi viderint. Nih11 enim 
super his nostra interest, Mai oupere matri noatrae, aanotae Romanae 
eoolasiae id quod bonum justum et honestum est. It was important r•r 
him to make this dsolaration: ne videatur neoi ejus perperam aotae 
assensum praebere. {see Gretser's Werke, T.XII. in the prolegomena to 
the writings against the·waldensas, f.12. 

Concerning the manner of Arnold's death: 
Quern ego velle~ Pl!l>~~-tali dootr1na( i~e~po'litioal maxims) eua quamvis 
prava, vel ex111o, vel oaroere, aut alia poena, ,raeter mortem, pun1tum 
ease, vel saltem taliter ooc1sum, ut Rom. Ecol. aeu ou.ria ejue neois 
quaeatione oareret. 
(Whom I should wish - in view of' his teaching,- however pervert·ed it ia,-
to b& punished with exile, imprisonment or some punishment ot~er than 
death, or at least put to death in such a fashion that the Roman PhtlJ'~h 
or its oourt should be without aoous·ation of hie death.). 

Gerhoh oalls Arnold's efforts pure and noble. 
Zelo forte bono, aed minori soientia •••• (his execution) nex perperam 
aota. • 
(Perhaps of excellent zeal but of' inferior knowledge ••• a death wrongly 
aooom,lished. 

·suapendio neoi traditua ••• orematua a.tque in Tyberim proieotus est, ne 
Rom. popu1 •••• sibi eum martyrem ded1oaret. 
IDelivered to dea~h by hanging -- he was burned and thrown into the 
Tiber, lest the Rornan people sanotif'Y him forathemselves as a martyr.) 

a praef. Urbia R. de sub eorum oustodia -- ereptue ao pro apeoiali 
oauaa ooaisus ab ejue servis est. Maxir.aam siquidem cladem ex oooasione 
ejusdam dootrinae idem Praef. a Romania oivibua perpersus fuorat. 
(Under their guardianship he was seized by the prefect of Rome and put 
to death bf his servants for a speoial reason, sinoe indeed bi reason 
of the same teaching the said prefect had sufferred the greatest injury 
at the hands of Roman oitizens. ). 



Gregoroviua: History of Rome in the'Middle Agaa: Vol. IV.-Part II. 
page 544: Note 21 says--. 

Oerhoh of Reiohorsberg: De Ivestig. Antiohriat.1., 1. (Gretaer: Prolegom. 

ad soriptor. adv._ Waldensea, o.4. ), expressly asaribes Arnold's death 

to the Pra:fect o:f tha oity: a praaf. Urbis R. da sub eorwn oustod.ia -

ereptus ao pro speo1al1 oausa oooisus ab ejus servis eat. Max1mam aiqui-­

dam oladam ex oooasione ajusdem dootrinae idem Praef. a Romania o1v1bus 

perpessus tuerat. ( ( ( Under their guardians~1ip ha was seized by the 

Prefeot of Roma and put t,o death b7 his servants for a apeoial reason. 

sinoe indeed b1 reason o:f the same teaohing the said Prefect had 

suffered the greatest injury at the hands o:f the Ro~ oitizens. ))). 

I explain this passage baa dooument o:f July 17, 1158: the Prefect 

(Peter) and his brothers John and Ootavian oerti:fiad to .Adrian IV. in 

Vitarbo that they· had reoeived 1, ooo marks, and the revenues of 01v1lai 

Castellana, &o., as seourity, de damno oastror., domor. -- ocoasione 

guarrae quam habuimu.s ourn Pop. R. pro R. Eooleaia.(((for the loss of 

-oamps, dwellings on aooount o:f the war whioh we had with the Roman 

people in behalf o:f the Roman Ohurah. ))). The Pope ~romiaed to have 

their houses in Rome restored. The Praefeotus, Johannes Praefeot1, 

et Ootavianus germani fratrea, Petrus Johannia, Johannes Oaparrone 

(all landed proprietors in Viterbo), Petrus de Atteja (in Nepi) 

oonstituted the kinsfolk o:f the Prefett1 of Vioo and Viterbo (Murat., 

Ant., IV. 31; Theiner, 1. xxv. ). 



I r .. 

Otton de F~e1s1ngen: Geata Fr1der1o1 II, o.xx, in Mon. aerm. hist., 

sor1pt., vol. xx, p. 4o4. 

Reed.1f1oandum Capitolium, renovandam senatoriam dignitatem, reformandum 

equeatrem ordinem dixit ••• N1h11 in d1apos1t1one urbis ad romanum pont-

1f1cem speotare, suffioere s1b1 eooles1ast1oum jud1o1um ~ebere. 

( •••• Indirecting the city not to have regard at all for the Roman 

Pontif, - enough for him his ecclesiastical tribunal judgment.) 

Regarding his character otto satd he was: 

singularitatis amator, novitatis cupidus. 

(a lover of peculiarity, eager for novelty). 

Praeter haec (his views on r,huroh property) de sacramento altar1s, 

et baptismo.parvulormn non sane dioitur senaisse. 

(In addition to this, he ia said to ·have had unsound views on the 

sacrament of the altar and the baptism of infants.). 

Dioebat, neo Clerioos proprietatem, nee Epiaoopos regalia, neo monaohos 

possesaio_nea habentes aliqua ratione salvari posse. Cunota haeo 

Pr1no1p1s ease, ab ejusque benefioentia in usum tantum laioorum 

oedere opportere. 

( He said that clerks who had property, bishops. who had ri·ghts of 

regalia, monks who had possessions could in no manner be saved. All 

these· things belonged to the Prince and should pass by his beneficence 

to the use of the laity merely.) 

Otto classes Arnold among the: 

ingenia ad fabricandas haeresea scismatumque perturbationes prona. 

( natures ( or _talents) inclined to the fran.n1ng of heresies and disord-· 

ers of ohuroh divisions.). 



otto of ]7'e1s1ngen ( oon•t. ). 

Arnaldua iste ex Italia, civi-tate Brixia orimidus, ejusdemque eoolesiae 

olerioua ac tantwn lector ordinatus, Patrum Abailardwn 011m 

-praeoeptorem habuerat. '-

( This Arnold having his origin in Italy in the city of Bresoia, a 

clerg1man with ordination on11 as a lector, formerly had had Peter 

Abelard as-a teacher.). 

lib. 11. c. 21: in oppido Alemanniae Turrego of'fioium doctoris assumens, 

pernioiosum dogma aliq~ot dieb. seminavit. 

( Assuming the function of' a teacher in Turregum (?) a oi ty of Germany, 

he in ·a :few deaths sowed pernicious doctrine. ). 

11. o. 21.: Circa principia ponti:ficatus Eugenii· pestifer Amaldus ( Arnaldus) 
. ' 

Romam ingressus - proponens antiquor. ·Roma.nor. exempla - reaedicicandum 

Capitolium, renovandam dignitatem senatoriam, reformandum equestrem 

ordinem doouit. 

(About the be~inning of Eugene's papacy the pestiferous Arnold entered 

Rome -- proposing the model o:f the Anoient Romans -- he taught that 

the Capitol should be rebuilt, the senatorial rank renewed, the order 

of Knights reformed. ). 

otto said that Arnold was: 

in Tusciae :finibus captus. 

( captured on Etrurian soil. ). 

From Otto of Freising and Frederick's letter we learn: 

Romani de ponte Tyberino pros11uem.mt -- Cardinalibus spoliatia, Papam 

capere intendebant. 

(The Romans sprang forward for the·bridge over the Tiber. After 

Jtlundering the Cardinals they planned to capture thel]ope.) 



II 

ot to of Fre1e1ng_e~n, ( oon 't. ) . 

Conoerning Arnold's death Otto says: pr1no1pis exam1n1 reservatus est 

••• a praef. Urbis 11gno adaotus, ao rogo in pulverem funere redaoto, 

ne a stolida plebe corpus ejus veneration! haberetur, in Tyberim 

sparsua. 

(He was reserved for the Prince's examination •••• by the Prefect of the 

01 ty. ( ligno adactus: is 11 terallY "driven by wood". In late lat1n· 

lignum meant a cross). Driven ••• cr(oss •• and the pyre, and the corpse 

being reduced to ashes lest the body be held in veneration by the 

stupid common folk, (the ashes) were strewn in the Tiber.). 

other accounts of Arnold's death. 

From the verse of Godfrez (Pantheon, Muratori, vii. 464): strangulat 

huno laqueus, ignis et unda ~ehunt. 

(The halter strangles him, fire and flood bear him away.). 

Gerhoh of Reiohersber_g_; 

auspendio neci traditua ••• cremauus atque in ~yberim proiectus eat, ne 

Rom. popu1 •••• sibi eum martyrem dedioaret. 

(Delivered to death by hanging - he was burned and thrown into the 

Tiber, lest the Roman people aa~ctify him for ·themselves as a martyr.). 

Annal. Einsiedl. { ~9J.1• Germ. , V.), A.1155. 

suspensus est. ( He was hung). 

Pal1densee: 

prefecto traditur et RUspendio adjudicatur. 

( He is delivered to the prefect and condemned to be hung.). 

Gesta di Federigo I.£ verse 860. ) • 

ne ou.1 reliquie superent fortasse oolende. 

(Lest gerchanoe relics should survive f"or anyone to worship. ). 



JOHN OF SALISBURY: HIST ORIA PONTIFICALIS. 

Histor. pont1t. , o. xxxi, in Mon. Germ. h_ist., soript. , vol. xx, p. 557_ 

Exinde Arnaldus post mortem domn1 Innooent1i reversua eat Italiam et 

promiasa satis:faotione ••• a d.omno Eugenio reoep:i»ua est apud Viterbium ••• 

Ipse :frequenter in Capitolo et in publio1s oonoionibus audiebatur. 

Ipae palam oardinalibus detrahebat, dioens oonventum eorum, ex oauaa 

euperbiae et avarioiae, hypoorisis et multimodiae turpitudinis, non 

e·s·se Eooleaiam Dai, sed- domum negooiaeionis et spelunoam latronum qui 

soribarum et pharisaeorum vices exeroent ••• IpsUID papam non ease 

quod profitetur, apostolioum virum et animarum pastorem, sad virum 

sanguinum, qui 1noend11a ~t hom1o1d11s praastat auotoritatem, tortorem 

eoolaaiarum, 1nnooent1ae oonoussorem, qui nihil aliud taoit in mundo, 

quam oarnem pasoere et suos replere loculos et exhaurire alienoe.eto. 

(Thereafter, Arnold, after the doath of our Lord Innooen~, returned 

to Italy, and after a promise of penance was received by our Lord 

Eugene at Viterbo. He was frequently heard on the Capitol and in publi~ 

assemblies. He openly reviled tlle Cardinals, saving that their assembl>j 

by reason of their pride, avarice, hypoorioy and moral baseness of 

many a kind, was not a Ohurch of God, but a house of merohandise and 

a den of theivee who play tlle part of soribos and pharisees. That the 

Pope himself was not what he professed to bo, an apostolio man and 

shepherd of souls, but a man of blood who exhibited authority by 

means of arson and ~rurder, the tormenter of ohurohes, the blaokmailer 

of tnnooenoe, who did naught else in the world than feed the flash and 

stuff his own :pooketa and drain those of other people.) 



JOHN OF SALISBURY: HISTORIA PONTIFICALIS. 
Monum. Germ. hist. , script. /Vol~' xx, :, • 4 03, 537, 538. 

The H1ator1a Pontifioalis attributes to Arnold the foundation of a seot 

quao ad.hue dioitur haeresis Lumbardorum. 

(whioh hitherto has been oalled the herosy of tha Lohlbards. ). 

This same says that he was excommunioated 

tanquam haeretioum, (as a heretio or as heretioal). 

Ipaum papam non esse quod profi tetur apostolicum virum et animarum 

paatorem ••• Dioebat quod aio apotolious est t.t non apoatolorum dootrinam 

imitetaur ad vi tam, et tdeo ei obedientiam et reverentiam non deberi. 

( That the Popa 11imself was not as he professes to be, an apoatolio 

man and a shepherd of souls. 
,,. -

He said he so ap-ostolio that he .does not 

imitate the teaching of the apostles with respect to life and their 

obedience and reverence are not due him.). 

-Hominum saotam feait, qua ad.huo dioitur haeresis Lombardorum. Habuit 

anin oontinentiae seotatores, qui propter honestatis speoiem et 

austeritatem vita plaoebant populo, sad maxima apud religiosas feminas 

1nveniebant eubaidium. 

(He ma:le a sect of people whioh till now has been called the heresy of 

the · Lombards. For he had followers (adherents) of his faction, who by 

their. appearance of uprightness and the austerity ·of their life pleased 

the people, but most o'f all round support among religious women.) 



JOHN OF· SALISBURY: HIST ORIA P0NTIFICALIS/ 

Posterea non ease homines admittendoa, q 0 .u sedem Imper11 :fontem liber­

tatis Romam, mundi dominam volebant aubjioere sarvituti. 

(There-after men should not be admitted, who wished to ~~d~oetRome, 

the fountain of Liberty, the world's ruler, to subjeotion.) 

QU1 honori urbis et reipubl. Romanor. se dioebatur obligasse prastito 

iuramento. Et ei popul. Roman. v1o1ss1m auxiliwn et oons111u.m oontra 

omnes hom1n. et nominatimnoontra d. Papam promisit.· 

{ Who was said to have bound himself by an oath to the honor of the 

oity of Rome and the Roman Republio, and to him the Roman people in 

turn promised help and oounoil against all men, and especially against 

the Lord Pope. ). 

INN OOENT II. • 

Baronius: Annalee : ad. ann. 1140. n. 1:1. 

Innooent II oalled Abela~d and Arnold: 

perversi dogmatis fabrioatores et oatholioae fidei impugnatorea. 

(inventors of perverse doctrine and assailants of the Catholio faith.). 

Eugenius III. (Baroniua, Annalee: ad ann. 1148.n._38). 

Eugenius III treats Arnold as a heretio and a sohismatio. 



LOUROE _MATERIAL· FROM. MISCELLANEOUS SOURCES. 

Latter of~enius III. 

Falax et invidius hwn. ganeris 1nim1ous per Arnaldum sohismatioum -

effeoit, ut quidam Capellani unitatem Eoole. - dividentes, ipaius A. 

sequantur arrorem; et Cardinalib. atque Arohipresbyteris suis 

obedi~ntiam -- oontradioant dat. Brixiae Id. Jul11. 

(The deoeptive and envious foe o:r the hlima.n raoe aooomplished by 

Arnold the aohismat1o that ·certain parish priests broke t,he unity o-r 

the Church and adhered to Arnold's error, and refused obedience to 

their Oard1nala and Araohpriaste (or vicars o~ Diaho»s). Given at 

Brescia, June,eto.·, eto. >• 

JCugenius to Wiebald, Ep.383, dat. s1gn1ae XII. Kai. Oat.: 

notifioamu.s quae faoiente Arnaldo haeretioo rustioana Quaedam turba 

abs·que nob111wn et ma3ora so1ent1a nuper est in Urbe mo11 ta. 

01roiter··•n1m da.o m1111a -- . sunt seoretius oonjuati, et in prox1m1s 

ICalend1s~••••mbr1s centum senatores - ot duos oonsUles 
<, 

unum autem, 
--c-

quem volunt Im,eratorem dioere, oreare dispon.unt. 

(We notify of what by the doing of Arnold the heret1o a ruat1o gang 

without the knowledge of the nobles and the better olaeees recently 
' 

attem,ted in the oity. For about two thousand were seoretlv bound 

by oath and next November first thev plan to create one hundred eena­

toras and two oonsula, one moreover whom they-wish to oall Emperor.). 

The harsh beginning of Adrian's rUle is not1oed1n the Annala of 
., 

wur z:burg : . 

Adrianus qui dum ~oat aliquot meneee aooepte a•ostolatu 1na•1enter 

1n Romanos ageret, 1rave odium 1nourr1t. 

(Hadrian who while taking an insolent attitude towards the Romans some 

monthe after he received the aposto110 off1oe incurred ~qt-~~ed. ). 

L 



Miscellaneous soureea , ( oon 't. ). 

Oard. Ara1on: 

'"--

,, 

a1rardum Cardin. tit. s. Pudentiane ad ,rasentiam 1ps1us Pontif1o1s 

euntem. qu1dem ex ii,sis haeret1o1s -- in via aaora ~- ad 1nter1:t.11Dl!,:'. 

vUlneraverunt. 

(Oertain of' the heretios·themselves on the saored Way wounded to the 

death Giradue, titular Cardinal of st. Pudentian when he was going to 

the Pote's own presenoe. 

!uno vere praed.iot~ senatores oompulsi a clero et populo romano 

juraverunt quod saepe dictum haeret1oum et reliquos 1ps1us aeotatoree 

de tota urb_e Roma et ejus f1n1bus sine mora expellorent. 

(Then·1n truth the aforesaid senators oom,elled by the Roman olergy 

and J)eople swore that without delay they would expell from the entire 

oity and its borders the oft named heretio and the rest of his followersJ. 

Redderet eisd. Card1nal1b. Arnald. Haeretioum, quem vioeoomites de 

Oam,an1ano abetulerant Magistro o. Diaoon~ s. N1oela1 a~Ud Br1oulae, 

ubi eum oe»erat: quem tamquam Prophetam in terra aua oum honore habe­

bant. Rex vero -- oontinuo, m1ss1s a»~ar1tor1bus,' oepit unum de 

oem1t1bus 1llie 1 qui valde ,erterr1tus eundem haeret1oum 1n man1bus 

oard1nal1um statim rest1tU1t. (Card. Aragon.J.442. ). 

((The Emperor) should return to the oustody of the same Cardinals, the 

heret1o Arnold, whom the Vioounts of Ca.IQagnatioo had SJirited away 

from Master Oddo, Deaoon of st. Nioholas at Br1 cola, where he had 

oaJtured him; a man whom they in his own land held in honow as a proJh­

et. The king sending agents oaptured one of those counts, who, 

greatly terr1~1ed, immediately restored the said heret1o to the hands 

of the Cardinals.). 



seuroee,(oon•t. ). 

Luoena1s. 

Pro,ter vulnerationem unius Card1nal1s totam Urbem auppoeuit 

eooles1ast1oo 1nterd1oto, { says Ptolem. Luoensis, xx. o. 2 o, in reproa,oh ). 

On aooount of the wotllld1ng of one Cardinal he (1e. Adrian) laid the 

whole oity- under the eoolesiastioal 1nterd1ot.) 

425!}7 


	Weis part 1.pdf
	Untitled.PDF



