POPE INNOCENT L

The framework of this study is formed by Innocent's letters.
These, though presenting few perscnal traits and no biographical
details, are yet sufficiently varied to enable the student to gauge
from them the relationship of the church of Rame to the rest of

Christendom and to assess Innocent's handling of the various crises

with which he was confronted.

His first letter was addressed to Anysius of Thessalonica.
The ties between Znysius and Rome were unusually close, since he had
demonstrated in the past, as he was to do again under Innocent, that
he was willing to lock to Rome for guidance an all major matters.
This willingness on Anysius' part led Innocent to develop the concept
of the papal vicariate which he was able to lmpose, more Or less

successfully, on Rufus, Anysius' successor. It 1s a development which

was to prove fruitful for Innocent's successors in other areas of the
West.

In conformity with his policy of encouraging the Westerm churches
to loock upon Rame as the source of discipline and doctrine, Innocent
was anxious to encourage the habit of consultation of Rome in cases
of dowbt or disagreement. He therefore replied fully to such enquiries
and requested that his replies be given the widest circulation. His
letters to Victricius of Rouen, to Exsuperius of Toulouse, tO the
Macedonian and Dacian bishops and to Decentius of Gubbio are thus most

instructive as to current Raman practice in liturgy and church order.

They are also found in a very large number of canon collections, which

suggests that Innocent's aim was successful.
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The African church was, outside Italy, by far the most highly
organised of any diocese in the West. As a result, the Church there
did not find it necessary to call on Rome in all cases of difficulty.
For example, the decisive act in the Donatist controversy, in 411, was

played out without Roman participation. But matters of faith were
different. Such questions could not, of their very nature, be settled
by one part of Christendom acting alane. When, therefore, Pelagius'
cpinions seemed to be gaining ground in the East, the Africans condemed
them wnequivocally and reported their decision to Innocent, asking him
to add his authority to theirs. Innocent chose to regard their letters
as a consultation, and replied confirming the stand they had taken.
The Africans were thus put in a subordinate positian, TO which they
could scarcely dbject without harming their campaign against Pelagius.
But that they by no means accorded to Rame authority to intervene in
African affairs or to dictate to them on matters of faith, is amply

shown by the experience of Zosimus and Boniface after Innocent's death.

The Eastern church had never accepted Roman primacy in a
jurisdictional sense. Rome's help had, nevertheless, been called upon
repeatedly in the previous century by one side or another in times of
conflict. So when John Chrysostom was exiled, his supporters besought
Innocent's aid. Rome's long-standing friendship with Alexandria prevented
him from taking sides initially, and he called instead for a council of

both East and West to examine the issues at stake, a council at which his

representatives would play a leading part. But the govemment of Arcadius
had already committed itself to persecution of the Johannites, and refused
even to consider Innocent's request. The latter had no optian, therefore,

but to declare for John's cause, and after John's death 1n 407 to insist

an his recognition in the liturgy as rightful bishop of Constantinople.
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Innocent's finmess and patience were rewarded when Alexander of Antioch
acceded to the Raman demand in 413, but Atticus and Cyril still remained

out of commmion, perhaps even after Innocent's own death in 417.

The pre-eminence enjoyed by the Roman church throughout the West

was naturally reflected in its wealth and power in the City. The
endowment of its numerous basilicas as well as the nunber and organisation
of its clerqgy are sufficient testimony to this. Further, the social
position of the bishop was given a powerful boost when in Innocent's
generation the resistance of the pagan aristocracy collapsed and its
menbers found their way into the Church. Innocent's role during the

sieges of Rome by Alaric and his menbership of the Senate's embassy to

Ravenna foreshadow the part played by Leo before Attila.

Again and again we are led to campare Innocent with Leo as we watch
him at work. But Innocent recognised that only time could bring to
carpletia-; the hierarchic structure of church govermment under Rome's
headship, the foundations of which he was so carefully laying. Zosimus
had not this insight, and consequently met opposition to his decisions
on all sides: in Gaul, in Africa, even among his own clergy. Boniface,
though a man in Innocent's mould, found it necessary to devote his
energies during his three year reign to repairing the damage caused by
the Eulalian schism, and no advance an Innocent's achievement was

possible.

Tnnocent's letters are thus capable of throwing more light than
micht at first be supposed, both on the state of the Church in the
early fifth century and on the capabilities of the man himself. One
task remains, however, to which this study offers only a preliminary

contribution: the establishment of a definitive text of the letters.



Chapter II sets out the basis and the limitations of Coustant's text
as reprinted in Migne, P.L. XX, and describes virtually all the
manuscripts of any importance which contain Innocent's letters. The
Latin of all the papal letters of this period abounds in such
peculiarities, not to say, apparent impossibilities, that a critical

text might well produce same surprises.
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FOREWORD

In the case of a thesis as long in preparation as this the debts
of gratitude must be many. My attention was first drawn to Innocent
by the late Professor A.H.M. Jones, and the idea thus sown given form
by another scholar also unhappily no longer with us, Dr. F.L. Cross.
Practical advice and encouragement were offered at the beginning by
my former tutors, Mr. G.E.M. de Ste Croix and Mr. C.E. Stevens, and
by Mr. P.R.L. Brown. Dr. Henry Chadwick guided as Supervisor the

production of the first chapter to appear on paper. My greatest debt,

however, is to Professor W.H.C. Frend, who has industriously supervised
the writing of most of the thesis during the past three years. His
boundless energy and infectious enthusiasm for his subject were a

welcome stimulus during the dry periods which all research entails.

Finally, I should like to pay tribute to those back=room workers updn

whose efforts all scholarship deﬁ)ends yet who receive so little
recognition: the staff of the University library. It is no exaggeration

to say that without their cheerful assistance, given beyond the call

of duty, this work could scarcely have been written.

University of Glasgow May, 1973.
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The first quarter of the fifth century was eventful for both State
and Church in the Western Empire. It was a period which saw the northern
frontier decisively breached by the Gemmanic hordes and their settlement,
in nurbers too great for the imperial govermment to control, on vast
tracts of Gaul and Spain. A period in which West and East, whose union
had been the lasting achievement of the generals of the Roman Republic,
finally reasserted their separate identity and drifted apart. A period
‘when invasion and rebellion continually stared the government in the face,
and when the Empire's citadel was captured and pillaged. Yet as the
western provinces of the Empire passed through the death-throes, the
Church there went from strength to strength, winning fresh converts,
consolidating its organisation, developing its theology. 1In particular,
the church of Rome took decisive steps towards that absolute headship

of Westem Christianity which we call the Papacy.

Tnnocent was Roman bishop during most of this time. What part did
he play in this process? What was his individual contribution to the
growth of the power and influence of his church? Certainly he was

highly regarded in antiquity. Theodoret calls him "distinguished for

shrewdness and intelligence" ,1 a judgment which, coming from an Eastermner,

must testify to his reputation in the Church as a whole. And this

judgment has been echoed by modemn scholars, TILLEMONT called him a

2

man of "exceptional talent".” For BARVBY he was "eminently the man

to enter into, and make the most of, the position he was called upon
to OCCUPY eee s able and resolu ."3 LANGEN speaks of his "diligence",
his "force of character", and the "excellence of his intellectual
abilities” ,4 AMANN of his "sagacity and steadfastness of purpose".5

BOHMER drew attention to the remarkable "skill and tenacity" with which

he pursued the goal he inherited fram his predeoessors.6 SEPPELT noted

the tremendous self-assurance and the far-sidghtedness which characterise



his acticms.7 CASPAR portrayed him as a "marble figure, firm, clear

and cold". 6

This unanimous chorus of praise of Innocent's ability makes
desirable a close study of his reign, and in particular of his letters
which form the bulk of the evidence upon which we must base our judgment.
Yet there have been few such. There is the thesis of GEBHARDT', now
over seventy years old ,9 and the monumental work of CASPAR, 10 This
paucity is due to the fact that neither the writers of general Church
histories nor the contributors to dictionaries and encyclopaedias have
had the space to examine the text of these letters in detail. Moreover,
ecclesiastical history is studied for a variety of reasons. The aim
of the canon lawyer or the theologian is not necessarily that of the
historian. Their interest is in what is valid today, whether for the
institution or for the doctrine of the Church. And this period of
history has in the past served as an ammoury for confessianal polemic.
By contrast, the historian is concemed, much more than they, to view
the past, so far as he can, through the eyes of contemporaries of his
period of study. His should be, therefore, the greater appreciation
of the development of ideas and institutions. This has been my purpose
in this study. I have attempted to utilize the advances made in the
last two generatiaons: for example, the studies of the style and text
of papal letters made by SILVA-TAROUCA, supplemented by my own
collation of a nunber of Vatican manuscripts; and the work of A.H.M.
JONES and E. STEIN on the secular history of the Late Empire, It has

been a fascinating and, I hope, a worthwhile task to trace the thoughts

and steps of a man whose influence on the history of his own and

subsequent times was so profound.
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NOTES TO INTRODUCTION

HE., V.23.12:

Memoires t.X. 6 : Durant sa vie il témoigne que ses mérites

extraordinaires le rendoient vénérable.

In Smith and Wace. DCB II1I.242-9.

Geschichte der romischen Kirche P.665: Die lange Dauer seiner
Thatigkeit, die Energie seines Characters und die Tuchtigkeit
seiner geistigen Anlagen beff‘:'lhig‘te ihn, auf der Bahn, welche

seine VOrggnger. . » o« s0€LYEtEN, mgchtige Fortschritte zu machen.

DIC VIT (1923). 1940-50: la prudence et la fermeté de ce pontife.

3

Hauck's R-E~ IX (190l) .108: mgew?:':»l'mlid'l ist das Geschick und

die Zghigkeit, mit der Innocenz ihn (den Anspruch auf die Leitung

der Gesamtkirche) 15 Jahre hindurch.....z2ur Geltung zu bringen

- gesucht.....hat.

Geschichte der ngste I p.135: diesem von hchem Selbstbewusstsein
erfullten tatkraftigen und weitblickenden Mann.

Geschichte des Papsttums I p.343: vielmehr wie ein Marmorbild:
fest, klar — und kalt, so mutet seine Erscheinung den historischen
Betrachter an.

Die Bedeuting Innocenz' I. fur die Entwicklung der pgpstlichen
Gewalt, Diss. Leipzig 190l.

Opl Cit-pp-296—343-



THE CHURCH IN ROME

On his election in Decenber 40Z ,l Innocent took over the
government of a church rich both in material possessions and in the
ramber and organisation of its clergy. Indeed, alreacdy by the middle
of the third century the Foman church had been displeying the qualities
of administraticn that were to characterise its later dewelopment.
According to the ILiberian catzlogue, a mid-4th century document of
Romen origin ,2 bishop Fabian (236-250) cawve his seven deacons each
responsibility for a part of the cj'.tyl,,3 a territorial division which

was cantinued by his succ:essors.4 The Liber Pontificalis adds to this

notice that seven sub-deacons were also created by Fabian. > However
this may be, Fabian's successor Comelius was able tc boast that the
RPomen church possessed 4€ presbyters, 7 deacons, 7 sub—deaccns, 42
acolytes and 52 excrcists, readers and docr-Keepers. : The list forms
an impressive count of a clerical body, organised apparently into fiwve
grades,7 serving a catholic Christian commmity of perhaps 30—50,000.8
That canmmunity was put tc a severe test in 250, when its bishop, Fabian,
lost his life in the Decian persecution, but its leadership remained
mimpaired. The presbyterzte assumed contrel, and commumicated with
other Christian commumities in the nare of the Rcran churd1.9 Cyprian
exaggerated, of course, when he declared that Lecius feared the elevation
of an inperial usurper less than the electicn cf a Roman bishcop, but his
testinony to the solidarity and courace of that churdh during the
persecution is worthy of credence. lO During the fcllowing fifty years
of peace which sew a rapid growth in the Church everywhexe,ll the Raman
presbyterate received its own measure of organisation. Bishop Planysius

(259-268) divided the presbyters on a recgional basis, assigning them

severally to the places of worship in and arourd the city, including the



cereteries where the martyrs of the Roman church were buried and received
honour an their armiversaries.lz Marcellus (309-9) is credited by the
Liber Pontificalis with the organisation of 25 churches within Fome

quast dioeceses, on account of the large nunber of pagan converts. 13 It
a genuine historical tradition lies behind this statement, it way be that
from this time there begins the practice of carrying the consecrated
elements of the Eucharist from the bishop's church to the other churches
to be dispensed there to the faithful by the resident presbyters, 14 which

was a further stage in the gradusl decentralisation of the bishop's

liturgical functions to the presbyterate. +3

The accession of Constantine to suprene power in the West produced
a profound and permanent change in the Church's relationship with the
rest of society. After being for so long a minority, at best tolerated
by the State, and occasicnally persecuted, Christians now became a
favoured cammnity, and their leaders found themselves courted by the
Empercr. The Romen church in particular benefited handsomely from his
munificence, receiving gifts that were to giwve a powerful boost to her
nascent claim to headship of theyhole Christian world. No less then siX
basilicas were placed at the service of the church, each magnificently
omarnented and richly endowed with the reverue of estates for the upkeep
of their worship.™® The ezrliest Roran Christians had worshipped in
private houses. In the course of the third century, when the new religion
began to perneate the upper classes, wealthy Christians would scmetimes
make over their houses by gift or testement: to the Church for its sole

17

use. Each of these buildings retained, however, the name of its fomer

owner, for they continued to be known as the t7tulus of whoever had gifted

it. 19 These palatial residences were large enouch to permit the assembly
of a local congregatian in the main hall, while the acdjacent rocoms would

provide accammodation for the resident priests and lower clergy. The
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nunber of these tituli at the beginning of the 4th century car be rouchly
estimated frcm the statement of Optatus, that when Donatus, the leader
of the rigorist party in Africa, went to Rore to minister to his adherents
there, he found the catholic commmity in possession cf over 40

basilicas. = If Optatus is excluding the Canstantinian and post-

Constentinian foundations from his estimate, he may well be reckoning

the 2C or sc catacarm shrines into the total, and the nunber of tZtuli

would thus be about ZO.ZO By the kegimning of the 5th century the nunber

had risen to 25, anc at that figure, it remained, for no new tziull were

censecrated after that cate. 2l

Canstantine's foundations were specifically designed as places of
worship, anda the Churdch thus for the first tine acgquired edifices
constructed with an opulence worthy of the pagan temples. 22 Their exanple
caused the Foman church to tum its attention to the existing titulr with
a view to adapting them to serve the new role of Christianity as the
religion of the State. The fourth and early fifth centuries witness the
transformation of most of the old house-churches, by the building 6f grand

ot : : . S 23 .
new basilicas either in place of cr alongside them. Saretimes the

24 sometimes a private

25

kishop would take the initiative in building,

individual would bear the cost of the new construction.

The rapidly increasing numbers of the faithful required more clergy

to serve them, and by the end of the fourth century they numbered about

70.26 But the college of deacons remained at seven, the nurber which hac

become traditional, hallowed as it was by the Mew Testament acccunt. of

the original foundation of the office in Jerusalem.ZI The stebilisation

cf the diacanate at this ficure was a peculiarity of the Foman dhurch.
Elsewhere the nunber grew in proportion to the work of charity amcng the

PoOr and needy of the commumnity. 28 In Alexandria, for example, at the

beginning of the fourth century there were 56 c'ieac::'::a'xs1..29 Yet in spite of

this the Roman bishops cantinve to describe the clerical career as



proceeding fram exorcist to acolyte to sub—-deacon to deacon to

presbyter, as though each grade were a necessary preliminary to the
next. Now this appears to run counter to the practice of the Roman
church, in which there were 70 priests but only 7 deacms.3o Scholars
have therefore been exercised to discover how the two systems can be
reconciled, Hamack's theory was that the majority of acolytes went
straight into the priesthood without actually becoming deacons; only

a select nunber became supb-deacons and thus deacons. For most Roman
clerics, therefore, the sub—-diaconate and diaconate was a transitional,
purely nominal office, which they held for only a short t:i.n‘e...?’:L This
theory, however, gives rise to the dovious dbjections that this concept
of a title without office is nowhere to be found in the ancient sources.
One should probably explain the larger number of acolytes and priests
in Cornelius' letter simply by the fact that most clergy finished their

career in one or other of these grades.32

It is a fact, however, that the fixed nurber of the diaconate gave
it considerable power. We noted above how, after the martyrdom of
bishop Fabian the priests are found acting as a body representing the
Roman church., Yet at the outset of the interregnum it was not they
but the deacons who took over the leadership of the church. This 1s

implied in the greeting at the conclusion of the letter to the church

of Carthage, written in that year: salutant vos fratres qui sunt in

vineulie et presbyteri et tota ecclesia. >3 The deacons must, therefore,

be the authors of the letter. Only later do the priests assert
themselves., Such action on the deacons' part is fully explicable,
since we must regard them as directly subordinate to the bishop, and
therefore a privileged group sharing with him the administration of

the church.34 They would therefore be in an excellent position to act

in the bishop's stead in a crisis like that of 250‘.35



Whether the creation of such a powerful group lay behind Fabian's
decision to divide the city into 7 regians each under the control of
a deacon, is impossible to say. But the fact is undoubted that from
his time the diaconate begins to play an increasingly important role
among the clergy at Rome. It may be no coincidence that along with
Sixtus IT the imperial government executed all seven of his deacons ,36
for they and not the priests formed the administrative core of the
church, Clearly, there was to be a great temptation for the deacons
to over-reach themselves, and the fourth century gives us several
examples of this happening. We hear of deacons attempting to usurp
the liturgical functions of the presbyterate, and two synods in the
early part of the century thought it necessary to formulate canons
against the practice. At Arles in 314 it was ruled that no deacon
was to presume to offer the eucharistic sac::‘:i'.fic:'e.37 Likewise it was
reported to the synod of Nicaea that in sewveral churches the deacms
distributed the sacred elements to the priests, and even received the
elements themselves before the bishop. This, declared the bishops,
mist cease: deacons are to remain within the limits of their office,
recognising that they are servants of the bishop, and inferior in rank
to the priests.38 Possibly, therefore, it was not only in Rame that
the diaconate was liable to overstep the bounds of its functions, but
that Rome was the prime example of this tendency is shown by the explicit
reference to Roman deacons in the 18th canon of the Arles synod: the
Roman deacons must not arrogate so much to themselves, but reserve
hanour to the priests, so as to do nothing of the kind without their

knowledge. 2 The precise reference of this canon is uncertain, but

the growing power of the diaconate is clearly illustrated.

The scattering of the presbyters among the Z7tuli of the city will

have weakened their cchesiveness, while the importance and responsibility



of the deacons grew apace with the enormous increase in the incame
and property of the Roman church, of which they were stewards. The
close proximity of each of them, and especially of their chief, the
archdeacon, %0 to the bishop, gave them great influence over the
election to the episcopal throne. This explains why many of the 4th
and 5th century bishops were elected directly from the diac:sonate.41
Their influence was naturally unpopular in some quarters, and their
arrogance attracted severe criticism. Jerame insisted that deacaons
must accord greater honour to the priesthood, for priests are equal

to the bishop in respect of their ministxy (eiusdem meriti, eiusdem

et sacerdotiz). Such indeed is the testimony of Scripture and the
custan of the Church. Roman practice cannot be allowed to stand
against it, for orbis maior est urbe. The small number of Roman
deacons compared to the number of priests breeds arrogance among them :

- ., 42
diaconos paucitas honorabiles, presbyteros contemptibiles facit.

Of course, Jerome had reasons to feel personal resentment against the
Roman diaconate, for they had been largely instrumental in preventing

his election as Damasus' successor, in favour of their own nominee

Siricius.43 But the same criticism comes also from the anonymous

author of the Liber Quaestionum Novi et Veteris Testamenti. 44 someone

appears to have argued - perhaps in a pam;:hlet45 - in favour of a
measure of equality between deacons and priests. The detail of his
argument escapes us, but the author of the Liber Quaestionum 1is
concerned to rebut vigorously the suggestion that deacons are anything
more than servants of the priESﬂlOOd.46 It is clear that, in Rome at
any rate, the diaconate had come to wield power and influence consider—-
ably greater than their nominal status warranted. Their college has

been compared, not unjustly, to the Senate of Republican RCETB.47

The Roman Church had been able, then, to develop its organisation

to meet both the increased demand for the celebration of the liturgy



and the instruction of the faithful, and the need for a tight
administrative control over its material possessions. That those
possessions multiplied many times in the century following Constantine's
victory over Maxentius is attested both by the Liber Pontificalis and
by the archaeological remains.48 For the imperial favour in which the
Church basked after 312 gave it opportunity for the first time to
proseletize among the highest class of society - the senatorial
aristocracy. The Spanish poet Prudentius represents the senatorial
order hastening en masse to Christian baptism at the exhortation of
the victorious 'Iheodosius.49 Literally, of course, the picture is
false. The conversion of the aristocracy could never have been
produced by an imperial edict. But the point it makes is correct.

For with the defeat of Eugenius and the suicide of Flavianus the last

champions of paganism had gane. Nothing further could be gained by

holding out.SO The descendants of Ammius, the Probi, Paulini Bassi,

the Gracchi were the most notable houses to follow the example of

s D
Annius Anicius, traditionally the first noble to embrace Christianity. .

It is the women of these families who play the leading role in

the conversion process. Annius Bassus married a daughter of Anicius

and their son Anicius Auchenius Bassus becomes a Christian.52

Petranius Prabinus marries a daughter of Anicius Paulinus Juntor,

and their son, Sextus Petronius Prdbus, became the leader of the

53

Christian aristocracy in Rame, Similarly, Christian wives brought

about the conversion of the Caeionii.54 Their devotion to the new

religion is well attested. Marcella, a rich widow, devoted herself

to the Roman church soon after 3f-10..,£-)5 Faltaonia Betita Proba wrote a

Virgilian canto de laudibus Christi at about the same perj_od_S 6 That

the womenfolk were capable of acting as a body is illustrated by their

successful petition of Constantius to allow the return of LiberiUS.57



When the wave of asceticism swept over the West in the last quarter
of the 4th century, the wamen's acts of faith became more spectacular,

After Probus!' death his widow Anicia Faltonia Prdba converted her house

into a monastery for widows and virgins.SB Paula, the young widow of

Toxotius, did likewise in the East.59 Melania the elder founded a
monastery in Palestine, and on returning to Rome disposed of her
remaining estates.ﬁo Her grand-daughter Melania and the latter's

husband Pinianus sold off estates in Italy, Sicily, Africa, Britain

and Spain for chariteble purposes, property which brougnht in 120,000

solidi a year.6l

How far the generous piety of Melania and her compatriots
cantributed to the material wealth of the Raman church is difficult
to assess. One may assume that the sancti et probati virt who
distributed the money resulting from the sale of her Ttalian estates

included the Roman deacons.62 When the family arrived in Africa they

found no such organisation on hand to assist them, and they had
eventually to be advised by Augusﬁine , Alypius and Aurelius against
haphazard distribution to relieve immediate needs, but to use the money
to endow the churches with buildings and .'l.a:nuzfls.ﬁ3 The Roman deacons,
we may be sure, will have acted on the same principle. The ndole lady

Vestina authorised the sale of property in her will for the construction

of a richly oramented basilica.64 Apart from these examples, our
literary sources are silent, but the building activity which archaeology
has traced in most of the titulz during the 4th century implies a steady
stream of such gifts and bequests.65 Even in the reign of Damasus

the wealth of the Roman church was proverbial. Ammianus sees it as the
mainspring of the bloody rivalry between Damasus and Ursinus.66

Praetextatus, the leader of and driving—force behind the senatorial

group which formed the last bastion of paganism in Rome, is said to



have twitted Damasus on his wealth by declaring that he would embrace

Christianity immediately if he could become bishop of Rome.®’

Of equal importance, however, for the power of the Roman church
was the influence that the conversion of the aristocracy was able to
exercise on its behalf in the highest circles. Once again we are left
to conjecture the details, but it is clear that the representations
of Tnnocent to Honorius regarding the ill-treatment of Chrysostam's
supporters was backed up by the Christian ladies of Rome.68 Similarly,
the letter of Honorius to Theodosius requesting the withdrawal of the
rescript placing the churches of Illyricum under the direction of
Constantinople may have owed savething to noble influence in high
places.69 The friendship of Melania and Pinianus with Serena is attested

by the Vita of Melania, and they were able to secure through her influence

an ordinance from Honorius enabling them to sell thelr estates. 0

There are two letters of Innocent which illustrate the intimacy between
the aristocracy and the Roman bishop, but both are unfortunately too
short to tell us more than that. Letter XV is addressed to Anicla
Juliana, and praises her piety which is more illustrious even than her
birth. The second, Letter XXXV, advises a Prcbus (prdoably the son

71

of Sex. Petronius Prcbus, and cansul in 406) ~ on a question of church

law, namely the status of a wife carried away by harbarians, who returns

home to find her husband has given her up for dead and married again.

Rome had always, as the capital of the Empire, attracted to herself

proponents of religions of every kind, among them the heretical and

schismatic sects ot CIl‘lristianity.72 Tt micht be expected, therefore,

that Innocent would have to exercise constant vigilance to keep his

church pure and undivided. Certainly Rame had its schismatic groups,

Donatists had early formed a commumnity ﬂlere73 and are attested under

a biShcp Claudian in the time of Dan‘uasus.m But Innocent seems to have
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been little troubled by them. The Novatians, followers of the Roman
presbyter Novatianus who had separated himself fram the main body of
the Roman church after the Decian persecution on the question of
allowing the lapsi back into the church, had maintained their identity

into the 5th century, especially in Rame, Constantinople and Asia

Minor and Alexandria.75 Elsewhere in the West, however, they seem to

76

have died out. Socrates, who knew the Novatians at first hand in

Constantinople, tells us that Innocent "persecuted the Novatians and

77

took away many churches fram them". From the Liber Pontificalis we

learn that he " multos Catafrigas invenit, quos exilio monasterit

18 7

If this statement is to be believed, ) the author may

relegavit”.
have confused Cataphrygi with Novatians, since the two groups are often
cited together. %0 Tnnocent mentions the Novatians several times in
his correspondence, branding them as heretics, the harshness of whose
discipline is to be rejected, but whose baptism is to be regarded as
authentic. 51 Nothing can be gathered, unfortunately, from these

references as to the extent of the Novatians' following. The sect

seems, however, to have largely disappeared in both East and West in

the course of the 5th century.82 Apart fram the Novatians, only the

Photinians, the followers of Photinus of Sirmiwn,83 claimed Innocent's
attention. The defensores of the Raoman church expelled same itinerant
preachers of this persuasion from the city, and Innocent saw fit to
write to Laurentius bishop of Siena forewarning him against their

arrival there. 84

The defeat of Eugenius and Flavianus' suicide involved the
disintegration of the pagan party that during the previous twenty
yvears had striven to maintain the older forms of religious observance
alongside Christianity. = After 395 such an attitude had no future
and the pagan families gradually conformed to the official religion

with greater or less conviction. The process, of course, had its effect
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ypon the Church. In particular the traditions surrounding the concept
of Roma aeternag and the place of the imperial city in history now found
their way into Christian tI'n::aught.86 Prudentius mirrors this chande in
attitude perfectly. For him Rome's Christian present is not a break
with the pagan past but continuous with it; the Roman who renounces

paganism for the new faith is not betraying his inheritance - rather

he is honouring it, by his willingness to discard the inferior for the

better when it is offered. »l Symbolic, too, of the change this process

wrought upon the Roman church can be seen in the position occupied by

Innocent within the city during the crises of 409-10, when Roman society

found itself thrown back upon its own resources.

During the first siege of the city by Alaric and his Goths in 408,
a nutber of refugees who had arrived from the Etruscan town of Namia
reported that the Goths had been put to flight by thunder and lightning
from heaven, consequent upon prayers and sacrifices being offered to
the ancestral gods. This added fuel to the charge being made by many
pagans, that the ills of the present (jllre were due to neglect of the
gods, and led to a demand that sacrifices should be performed in Rome.
The urban prefect, Gabinius Pompeianus, is said to hawe consulted
Innocent on the question whether this demand should be met. According
to Zosimus, our only authority for this incident, Innocent agreed to
close his eyes to a celebration of the pagan rites in private. He
refused, however, to give his consent to any public sacrifice, sO

firmly in fact that no one dafed press the matter furl:he::‘.88 The

historicity of this account has been impugned by some scholars ,89 and

r

it undoubtedly comes from a non-Christian source. However, if there
is any truth in the story, the significant feature is that Innocent
was approached by the prefect of the city, and a pagan at that ,90 as
to how the city should fulfil its religious cdbligations. Such an

action would have been inconceivable twenty years before. The bishop

has now become the city's spiritual head.
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Consonant with this new position occupied by the Christian bishop
in Roman society, Innocent found himself asked to accompany a senatorial
delegation to the court at Ravenna, when Alaric again encircled the city
and renewed his demands. The purpose of the mission was to attempt to
persuade Hanorius to make the necessary concessions, and so free the
city from the horrors of another siege. In the eyes of the anperor's
principal advisers, however, Rome was e}{penaable, and negotiations with
Alaric were deliberately prolonged in the expectation of help from the
East. 1In the face of this procrastination Alaric grew impatient, and
when his brother and enemy Sarus made a sudden attack on his forces,

he determined to force the issue to a head. Marching straight on Rome

he secured a speedy entry throucgh treachery, and for three days the
imperial city was pillaged for its treasures of silver and gold

(August 23-26, 410.)°1

Innocent was therefore away from the city during its final trial,
and his absence was treated by contemporary writers in widely differing

ways. For Orosius, his absence was providential, The Lord did not

wish him to share the fate of the sinful city, and so removed him, like

Lot from Sodom, to a safe tcilistan':::ae...92 Jerome, however, lamenting the

fall of the city, finds consolation in the fact that Anastasius,

: 9
Innocent's predecessor, was spared the shameful experience 2 a

statement which cannot fail to cast an implied slur upon Innocent.
Jerome, it appears, never forgave Innocent for refusing to continue

Anastasius' policy of wholehearted support for Jerome's campaign

against Origa]ism.% Orosius' words, on the other hand, have an air

of apologetic about them. It may be that the Christian ndbility who

had made their way to Africa or the East after 41095 spread criticism
of Innocent's role during the crisis and particularly of his absence

during the s;ack96 -~ thouch this would have come ill from those who had



13

themselves abandoned the city. What Innocent accomplished during his
stay in Ravenna is unknown, and we cannot assume that he personally
possessed no influence with the governﬂmt.97 The attack by Sarus

was unexpected, and without it Alaric's march on Rome might have been
prevented. It is certain, however, that Innocent did not allow the
disaster to affect the position of his church within the city or within

the Church as a whole. His correspondence makes only the most general
reference to the troubles of the exrpire.98 After 410, as before, the
discipline of the Church is his prime concem, the good order and

organisation of an institution that must always remain, so far as

possible, independent of and untouched by the vicissitudes of the

secular power,

It is possible that Innocent was present in Ravenna on at least

oqe other occasion. In a letter to Marcianus of Naissus he speaks of

himself as resident in Ravenna " propter necessitates populi Romani

creberrimas” .99 This has usually been taken to refer to the Gothic

troubles of 410,,]'OO put modern scholars have usually failed to notice
the difficulty created by this assumption. Tillemont long ago pointed
out that the letter to Marcianus speaks also of a previous letter to
Rufus of Thessalonica; and if, as seems certain, Letter XITII is to be
regarded as a reply to mifus' intimation of his consecration, this
letter must precede the one to Marcianus. Now Letter XIII is dated
27 June 412. Therefore, either we emend this date, or Innocent must
have been at Ravenna an same occasion subsequent to 412, Tillemont
opted for the first, altering Honorio IX Theodosio V to Honorio VII
Theodosio 1I, 1.€. 407&10l Coustant richtly regarded this as an
arbitrary change, and suggested a visit by Innocent to the imperial
court in 413, during the crisis created by Heraclian's blockade of
Rome's grain sup];le..*lO2 The anly good manuscript of Letter XTII in
fact reads Hanorio X Theodosio V, but this suggests a date of 412

rather than 407. The only way to defend the ascription of Letter XV1I
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to 410 is therefore to impugn the date of letter XIIT as a whole,
regarding it as an erroneous scribal addition. Of the letters of the
Collectio Thessalcmicensis,lO3 of which this letter forms part, some
are dated, others not, and Damasus' and Siricius' letters and Innocent's
own earlier letter to Acholius are among the undated anes. s Since
the letters all come from originals, one would expect all to be dated,
but the scribe who prepared the dossier for Theodore of Echinum in 531
micht possibly have amitted them as irrelevant to the case. The
occasional date may therefore have been added by a later trans criber

of the proceedings of the Roman synod. All this adds up to nothing
like a convincing argument, and it would be simpler to accept Coustant's

hypothesis of an otherwise unattested visit to Ravenna, possibly in

413,70

As a bishop, Innocent stands very much in the tradition o‘f the
Raman church at this period. That church produced no theologians and
little st::’fﬂ:)larship,]'O6 but by contrast a succession of extremely capable
administrators and ecclesiastical statesmen graced the bishop's chair.
This was the inevitable result of the tremendously cchesive unity of
the Roman clergy, which we have traced at least as far back as the
middle of the third century, and in particular of the diacconate. NO
outsider could hope to become bishop of Rome. Even Jerome, for all
his talents and close as he was to Damasus, found himself shut out of
the succession by the system. A continuity was thereby assured which
was able to build steadily on what had gone before, building up with
mswerving consciousness of purpose the right of the ecclesta Romana
to address the whole Church militant as its head. Innocent's part in
this process will be the subject of investigation in the following

chapters.




THE M ANUSCRTPT TRADITION

The best insight into the personality and policies of an ancient
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statesman is usually afforded by his owm words. They may be contemporary

with the situation out of which they spring or reflexions composed long
afterwards; they may be informal, or official. They may be written or
spoken. All may be of enormous value in assessing the aims and

the methods with which the man directed policy while in office, and the
greater the variety of such remains as have come down to us the greater
our understanding is likely to be. In the case of Innocent I these
remains are of a single type = letters, almost all of them official,l
containing information or requests from the Romen see to other clerics,

usually bishops. There are thus no sermons, for example, such as the

valuable ones of Ieo, and no theological works like those of G regory

the Great; but the letters are numerous (36 in all)2 and they are usually

called forth in response to some cantroversy or crisis in the Church.
Innocent is the first Roman bishop, therefore, for whom we possess this
kind of direct evidence in sufficient abundance to enable us to trace

the dewelopment of a policy over a long period.3

However, the corpus of Imnocent's letters, as with that of all

those of the fourth and fifth century popes is not offered to us in a

simple form. There is no manuscript or group of manuscripts entitled

Tnnocenti Epistolae, which might be collated relatively easily and a

definitive text produced. Most of the letters are transmitted as a part

of collections of texts drawn up as handbooks of canan law. From the
micd=-fourth century orwards4 such canon collections began to be drawn up
in the East, containing the decisions of the major synods of the Church,

and when such collections began to circulate in the West it was natural

that they should include papal letters also, for these often serwed, and

were intended by the popes to serwve, as authoritatiwve texts for the
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regulation of faith, liturgy and discipline within the different
churches. It was in the nature of these collections that they should
be added to from time to time as canon law deweloped, and indeed
altered or abbreviated to suit changing circumstances. Amplification
and even forgery of texts is to be met with, since such texts were the
weapans with which ecclesiastical battles were fought.5 The prospective
editor of Tmnocent's letters is faced, therefore, with a score of
different collections, each with its own manuscript tradition, some
cansisting, it is true, of only a single manuscript, but the largest
and most widespread of them, the various forms of the Dionysiana, being
represented by approaching a hundred exemplars. There is the constant
difficulty of contamination of one tradition by another, and because of
their history these collections often display a considerable variety of

readings. All this adds a whole extra dimension to the task of producing
a critical edition.

In these circumstances, it is scarcely surprising that the texts of
the editors of the 16th and 17th centuries rest on quite insecure
foundations. Yet to this day the only edition constructed on critical
principles is that produced by the French Benedictine Pierre Coustant
in 1721.6 This, as subsequently reprinted inMigne's Patrologia Latina,
Wl. XX, is the standard text which all students of the early papal
letters must use. It deserves the name of "critical" because Coustant
did make a genuine effort to compare and evaluate as many manuscripts
as he could, instead of being content, like so many of his predecessors,

to choose what they thought was the oldest manuscript and print it as

it stood.7 Yet the number of manuscripts he was able to inspect
personally, or of which he was able to dotain copies, was extremely
limited, and in general confined to those available in France. Nor, of

course, was he able to classify his MSS according to their contents and
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readings, and so a further prerequisite for the establishment of a

reliable text escaped him.8

Working as they did at a time when textual criticism was in its
infancy, the scholars of the loth and 17th centuries were not always
precise in their references to the manuscripts they were using.
Library catalogues were not always available, and guesses at the age
of manuscripts were often totally inaccurate. Coustant in this respect
was a child of his time, and the reader of his text experiences
considerable difficulty in appreciating the critical notes he g:i_ves.9
What I propose to do here is to list the canon collections in which
Innocent's letters are found, indicating which letters are found in

each, and then to describe briefly the materials from which Coustant
built up his text. In this way I hope it will become clear how much

reliance can be placed an the text of each letter.

A. The Dionysian Collectimlo

This collection, about the origin of which more is known than is
the case with any other,ll was drawn up by the Scythian monk Dionysius
Exigaus in Rome in the first half of the 6th century. He was conwersant
with Greek, perhaps through a stay in Constantinople, and was thus well
qualified for his task. It falls into two parts, a collection of
councils and a collection of papal decretals from Siricius to Anastasius
IT. Only two menuscripts, howewer, preserve the original form of
Dionysius's ecilit:"u:n,]'2 for most of our codices which contain Dimmysius's
collection stem from a copy of the two parts of the collection made by
Pope Hadrian I and presented to Charlemagne in the year 774, This
version, normally known as the Dronysio=Hadriana, is characterised by
the anission of Dionysius's own prefaces to the two sections of his

work and by various additims.13 Only one, however, affects Innocent's
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letters (the addition of the letter to the Carthage Council Coustant
XXX, J-K 321) }4 so that the Dionysian and its Hadrianic form may be
classed together for our puxposes.lS Of Innocent's correspondence

the Dionysian collections contain the following:

to Decentius of Gubbio (Coustant XXV, J-K 311)
Victricius of Rouen (Coustant ITI, J-K 286)
Exsuperius of Toulouse (Coustant VI, J=K 293)
Felix of Nocera (Coustant XXXVII, J-K 314)
Maximus and Severus (Coustant XXXVIII, J-K 315)
Agapitus et al. (Coustant XXXIX , J=-K 316)
Rufus, Gerontius et al. (Coustant X VIII, J=-K 304)
Florentius of Tibur (Coustant XL, J-K 317)
Probus (Coustant XXX VL, J=-K 313)

Aurelius and Augustine (Coustant X, J-K 297)
Juliana (Coustant XV, J=K 302)

Aurelius (Coustant XTIV, J=K 301)

Boniface (Coustant XXIII, J=-K 309)

Alexander of Antioch (Coustant XX, J=K 306)
Maximianus (Coustant XXII, J=K 308)

Alexander of Antioch (Coustant XIX , J=-K 305)
Alexander of Antioch (Coustant XXIV, J=K 310).
Acacius of Beroea (Coustant XXI, J=-K 307)
Laurentius of Siena (Coustant XLI, J-K 318)
Marcianus of Naissus (Coustant X VI, J=-K 299)
Rufus and the bishops of Macedonia and Dacia™’

(Coustant XVII, J-K 303).
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B. The Freisingen C'c:ullecrticml7

This collection of canons and papal decretals is represented by
a single 8th century manuscript, which in the 12th century was in the
cathedral chapter of Freisingen. It is now inMunich (Cod.LatMonac.

6243) 1’8 Of Innocent's letters it contains the following:

To Decentius of Gubbio (Coustant XXV, J-K 311)

Victricius of Rouen (Coustant IT, J-K 286)
Exsuperius of Toulouse (Coustant VI, J-K 293)
Rufus and the bishops of Macedonia and Dacla

(Coustant X VII, J=K 303).

Ce The Quesnel Collecl‘:iohlg

This important collection of canons and decretals was first edited

in 1675 by Pasquier Quesnel and takes its name from him. It is represented

by 8 manuscripts:

Arras, Town Library 572 (644) (8th-9th oebt.)

Cod.lat Paris 3848A (8th=9th cent.) = EpXXX, J-K 322 missing
Cod. Einsidl.191 (8th=9th cent.)

Cod. Vindob. 2141 (9th cent.)

Cod. lat. Paris.1454 (9th=-10th cent.)

Cod. lat. Paris.3842A (9th-10th cent.)

Cod. Vinddb. 2147 (9th-10th cent.)

Cod. Oxon. Oriel Coll, XLII (8th=-9th cent.)

2
Maassen mentions several other manuscripts as now lost: S two

codices of the church of Beauvais (Bellovacum) , known to Pithou, a
codex from the monastery of St. Bavo at Ghent, known to Crabbe, a
manuscript of the monastery of St. Vast at Arras and one from the

monastery of St. Hubert in the Ardennes, both known to Coustant.
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Turmer later proved that the St. Bavo manuscript is none other than
the Burgundian Manuscript (Brussels, Cod. Burgund.2493) , described
by Maassen op.cit.<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>