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T H E  T R U E  C H U R C H  A N D  T H E  N O T E S

O F  T H E  C H U R C H

“H ow  do w e know  tha t the C atho lic C hurch is the one true  

C hurch estab lished by C hrist?” T hus reads question 153 in  the  

R evised B altim ore C atech ism . U pon our ab ility to answ er th is 

question effectively  and accurate ly  depend the sp iritual w elfare of 

our ow n peop le and the progress of our m issionary effo rt. A s 

C atho lics w e  know  tha t the sc ien tifica lly  assu red  and  dem onstra ted  

answ er to tha t question ex ists in the teach ing of our C hurch. 

A s teachers, how ever (and every priest is necessarily and pre­

em inen tly a  teacher), it m ust be  our business to  know  how  to  g ive  

tha t answ er. M oreover, w e  m ust be ab le to g ive it in such  a  w ay  

tha t those  to  w hom  our teach ing  is  addressed  w ill be  ab le  to  pro fit 

from  it, and  m ay  be ab le to see the G od-g iven ev idence tha t ours 

is the  true C hurch of C hrist.

T he R evised B altim ore C atechism  answ ers its ow n question  

w ith  an  appeal to  the fou r m arks or no tes of the  C hurch . It sta tes 

tha t “W e know  tha t the C atho lic C hurch is the one true C hurch  

estab lished by C hrist because it alone has the m arks of the true  

C hurch .” In  answ ering  the  tw o  subsequen t questions it defines  the  

m arks of the C hurch  as “certa in  clear signs by w hich  all m en  can  

recogn ize it as the true C hurch founded by Jesus C hrist,” and  

in fo rm s us tha t “T he ch ief m arks of the C hurch are fou r: It is 

one, ho ly , catho lic or un iversa l, and  aposto lic .” A fter exp la in ing  

w hy each of these qualities can be pred icated of the C atho lic  

C hurch , the  C atech ism  te rm inates th is section  of C hristian  D octrine  

w ith  the  answ er to  question  160 : “W e  know  tha t no  o ther  church  

bu t the C atho lic C hurch  is the true C hurch of C hrist because no  

o ther  church  has  these  fou r m arks.”

T hus the R evised  B altim ore C atech ism  expresses itse lf as fu lly  

confiden t tha t the  proof from  the  fou r  m arks or  no tes  of  the  C hurch  

can  show  “all m en”  tha t the  C atho lic  C hurch  is  the  one  true  C hurch  

in stitu ted by  our L ord . It considers the via notarum as an  effec­

tive  dem onstra tion , even  apart from  the  via historica, w hich  show s 

the iden tity of the C atho lic C hurch w ith the organ ized  re lig ious 

socie ty to w hich our L ord ’s im m ediate d iscip les belonged , and  

apart from  the  via empirica, w hich  deals w ith  the  ex isten t C atholic  

C hurch as a m anifest m iracle of the socia l order, and thus as a  
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“great and  perpetual m otive of cred ib ility  and  an  unshakeab le ev i­

dence of its ow n  d iv ine m essengersh ip .” 1

A  great num ber of d istingu ished  and  h igh ly com peten t m odem  

theo log ians have treated  the  via notarum as a  fu lly  and  independ ­

en tly effective argum ent fo r the C atho lic C hurch ’s position  as our  

L ord ’s  ow n  socie ty . In  th is  group  w e  find  such  au thors  as  H urter,2  

M azzella ,3 H errm ann ,4 E gger,5 B illo t,6 D ’H erb igny ,7 P esch ,8  

M ichelitsch ,9 F elder,10 B ainvel,11 V an N oort,12 Z ubizarre ta ,13  

B artm ann ,14 B erry ,15 B runsm ann ,16  T epe,17 M acG uiness,18 P aris,19

1  V a tica n  C o u n c il , S e ss. I ll, c h a p . 3  (D B  1 7 9 4 ).

2  C f. T h e o lo g ia e  d o g m a tic a e  c o m p e n d iu m  (In n sb r u c k , 1 8 7 8 ), I , 2 6 2  ff.

3  C f. D e  r e lig io n e  e t E c c le s ia  p r a e le c tio n e s  s c h o la s tic o -d o g m a tic a e (P ra to , 

1 9 0 5 ), p p . 6 3 9  ff.

4  C f. I n s ti tu tio n e s th eo lo g ia e d o g m a tic a e (L y o n s a n d P a r is : E . V itte , 

1 9 3 7 ), 1 ,4 2 7  ff.

5 C f. E n ch ir id io n th e o lo g ia e d o g m a tic a e g e n e ra lis (B r ix e n , 1 9 3 2 ), p p . 

5 2 6  ff.

*  C f. T r a c ta tu s  d e  E c c le s ia  C h ris ti s iv e  c o n tin u a tio  th e o lo g ia e  d e  V e r b o  I n ­

c a r n a to (R o m e : G r e g o r ia n  U n iv er s ity , 1 9 2 1 ), p p . 1 3 5 ff.

7 C f. T h e o lo g ic a  d e  E c c le s ia (P a r is : B e a u c h e sn e , 1 9 2 8 ), II , 2 9  ff.

* C f P r a e le c tio n e s d o g m a tic a e (F re ib u rg im  B r eisg a u : H e r d er , 1 9 2 4 ), 

I , 2 8 5 ff.

*  C f. E le m e n ta a p o lo g e tic a e s iv e · th e o lo g ia e fu n d a m e n ta lis (G r a z a n d  

V ien n a , 1 9 2 5 ), p p . 2 8 5  ff.

1 0  C f. A p o lo g e tic a s iv e th e o lo g ia fu n d a m e n ta lis (P a d e rb o r n , 1 9 2 3 ), II , 

1 5 4  ff .

1 1  C f. D e  E c c le s ia  C h r is ti (P a r is : B ea u ch e sn e , 1 9 2 5 ), p p . 4 9  f .

1 2  C f. T ra c ta tu s  d e  E c c le s ia  C h ris ti (A m ster d a m , 1 9 1 3 ), p p . 1 3 0 ff.

1 3  C f. T h eo lo g ia  d o g m a tic o -sc h o la s tic a a d  m e n te m  S . T h o m a e  A q u in a tis  

(B ilb a o , 1 9 3 7 ), I , 3 3 8  ff.

1 4  C f. P r e c is  d e  th é o lo g ie d o g m a tiq u e , tra d u it p a r l ’A b b é M a r ce l G a u tie r  

(M u lh o u se , F r a n c e , 1 9 3 6 ), II , 2 0 4 ff.

1 5  C f. T h e C h u r c h o f C h r is t. A n  A p o lo g e tic a n d D o g m a tic T r e a tis e  

(S t L o u is a n d  L o n d o n : B . H e r d e r B o o k  C o ., 1 9 2 7 ), p p . 1 4 6  ff.

1 6  C f. A  H a n d b o o k  o f F u n d a m e n ta l T h e o lo g y , fre e ly  a d a p ted  a n d  e d ited  

b y A r th u r P re u ss (S t L o u is a n d L o n d o n : B . H e r d e r B o o k  C o ., 1 9 3 1 ), 

III, 4 0 9  f .

1 7  C f. I n s ti tu tio n e s th e o lo g ic a e in  u s u m  s c h o la r u m  (P a r is : L e th ie lle u x , 

1 8 9 4 ), p p . 3 1 7  ff.

1 3 C f. C o m m e n ta r ii th e o lo g ic i (P a r is : L eth ie lle u x , 1 9 3 0 ), I , 2 6 3  ff.

1 9  C f. A d  m e n te m  S . T h o m a e  A q u in a tis tr a c ta tu s  d e E c c le s ia  C h ris ti a d  

u s u m  s tu d e n tiu m  th e o lo g ia e  fu n d a m e n ta lis  (T u r in : M a r ietti, 1 9 2 9 ), p p . 7 4  ff.
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and S chu ltes.20 T here is, of course, no such th ing  as any one  

un iform  m ethod of trea ting  the  no tes of the C hurch  to  be  found  

in the w ritings of these m odem  theo log ians. T hese m en  hand le  

the ir m ateria l in  d ifferen t w ays and  they m anage to  ach ieve strik­

ing ly  d ifferen t degrees of effectiveness. Y et, am idst th is d iversity  

of treatm en t, they  all m anifest the ir confidence  in  the  via notarum 

as a  correct and  efficacious apo logetica l process.

2 0  C L  D e  E c c le s ia  c a th o lic a  p r a e le c tio n e s  a p o lo g e tic a e  (P a r is  : L eth id leu x , 

1 9 3 1 ), p p . 1 6 0 ff. T h e sa m e a u th o r sh o w e d h im se lf q u ite c r itic a l o f th e  

v ia  n o ta ru m  in  a n  a r tic le in  D iv u s T h o m a s , I (1 9 1 4 ), p p . 5 7 ff.

2 1  S y n o p s is th eo lo g ia e  d o g m a tic a e (P a r is , T o u r n a i, a n d  R o m e: D e sd é e , 

1 9 3 7 ), I , 5 1 6 .

2 2  T h e o lo g ia d o g m a tic a C h r is tia n o r u m  o r ie n ta liu m  a b e c c le s ia c a th o lic e  

D is s id e n tiu m  (P a ris : L eto u ze y  a n d  A n é, 1 9 3 1 ), IV , 5 9 1 .

2 3  C i. D e  E c c le s ia tr a c ta tu s h is to r ic o -d o g m a tic i (F re ib u r g im  B r e isg a u : 

H e r d e r , 1 9 2 5 ), I , 5 1 1 .

2 4  I n s ti tu tio n e s  th e o lo g ia e  d o g m a tic a e (In n sb ru ck : R a u c h , 1 9 3 4 ), I , 4 1 9 L

2 5  C f. T h e o lo g ia fu n d a m e n ta lis (W esto n , M a ssa ch u setts  : W e sto n  C o l­

le g e , 1 9 4 0 ), p . 3 9 1 .

2 8  E le m e n ta  th e o lo g ia e  d o g m a tic a e (L y o n s a n d  P a r is , 1 8 6 1 ), I , 1 8 6  ff .

2 7  C f. I n s titu tio n e s th e o lo g ia e fu n d a m e n ta lis (In n sb ru c k : R a u c h , 1 9 2 8 ), 

II , 6 3 7  ff.

2 8  C f. D e  e c c le s ia  C h ris ti (In n sb r u c k , 1 8 9 4 ), p p . 7 4 3  ff.

2 8  C L M a n u a le th eo lo g ia e d o g m a tic a e (W estm in ste r , M a r y la n d : T h e  

N e w m a n  B o o k sh o p , 1 9 4 3 ), I , 3 7 4 ff . H e r v é a lso  e m p lo y s th e h ier a r ch ica l 

n a tu re o f th e  C h u rc h  a s  a  q u a s i n o te .

S till o ther com peten t theo log ians, how ever, have  p laced  no  such  

re liance on  the proof from  the no tes of the C hurch . S peak ing  of 

th is dem onstration , T anquerey-B ord says brusquely  : “Hodie m 

Protestantes minime convincit.”21 In  a  sim ilar vein , M arfin  Jug ie , 

the greatest m odem  C atho lic au thority on the doctrines of the  

d issiden t O rien ta ls, in sists tha t the  via notarum is of little  use  in  

exp la in ing  the  R om an  C hurch ’s  prerogatives  to  the  m em bers of  the  

d issiden t assem blies.22 D ieckm ann 23 and  L ercher24  25 g ive the dem ­

onstra tion  from  fire  no tes of the  C hurch  bu t show  them selves  qu ite  

d iffiden t abou t its efficacy . C otter does no t em ploy it at all.21 

S chouppe,26 D orsch ,27 S traub ,28 and H ervé 29 use the no tes of the  

C hurch  together w ith  the  argum ent from  the P etrine  prim acy , the  

J
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strongest elem en t in  the  via historica. Y elle  and F ourn ier use the  

th ree m ethods very  effectively .80

S trangely enough , the sharpest attack on the valid ity of the  

proof  from  the  no tes of the  C hurch  com es  from  D r. G ustave  T hils, 

the theolog ian  w ho  has done the m ost tow ards exp la in ing  the h is­

to ry  and  the  various fo rm s of th is  dem onstra tion . D r. T hils ho lds  

tha t, even gran ting  the efficacy of the proof from  the no tes of the  

C hurch , such a  proof is neither sim ple nor easy , and  certain ly  no t 

adap ted  to  all the fa ith fu l.30 31 M oreover, he  show s a  serious  lack  of  

confidence in  the  fo rce  of the  dem onstra tion  itse lf.

3 0  C f A p o lo g e tic a (M o n tre a l: G r a n d  S é m in a ire , 1 9 4 5 ), p p . 1 9 1 ff .

3 1  C f L e s n o te s t ie F É g lis e d a n s ^ A p o lo g é tiq u e C a th o liq u e d e p u is la  

R e fo rm e (G em b lo u x , B elg iu m : J . D u c u lo t, 1 9 3 7 ), p . 3 4 2 ; c f . a lso th e  

a r tic le  b y  th e  sa m e  a u th o r  " L a  'v ia  n o ta ru m ’ e t  ^ a p o lo g é tiq u e  c o n te m p o r a in e "  

(A n g e lic u m , X V I, I fja n . 1 9 3 9 ], p p . 2 4  ff.) .

3 2  C f  L e s  n o te s  d e  l ’é g lise , p . 8 1 .

T he learned pro fesso r from  M alines reduces the proof from  

the no tes of the C hurch to sy llog istic fo rm . T he m ajor of th is  

sy llog ism  is the  assertion  tha t our L ord  endow ed  H is C hurch  w ith  

certa in characteristics w hich shou ld perm it us to recogn ize it 

am idst all the C hristian groups. T he m inor te lls us tha t these  

characteristics  are  found  in  the  R om an  C atho lic  C hurch . D r. T hils  

ho lds tha t, during  the course of recen t theo log ical h isto ry , ecclesi-  

o log ists have  presen ted the  m inor prem ise in  th ree  d ifferen t w ays. 

S om etim es they have m ade an  absolute assertion , affirm ing w ith ­

ou t any  restric tion  that these no tes belong  to  the  C hurch  of R om e. 

A t o ther tim es they  have  g iven  the  m inor prem ise in  comparative 

fo rm , ho ld ing  tha t the  fou r  no tes ex ist in .  the  R om an  C hurch  m ore  

perfectly  than  they  do  in  non-R om an  com m unions. D r. T hils  ho lds  

tha t our theo log ians presen t the  m inor prem ise in  the proof from  

the  no tes of the C hurch in  a  negative m anner w hen  they  con ten t 

them selves w ith show ing  that the fou r qualities em ployed by the  

F irst  E cum enical C ouncil  of  C onstan tinop le  do  no t  ex ist  in  re lig ious  

socie ties o ther than the C atho lic C hurch .32

D r. T hils passes a very severe judgm ent on  the via notarum. 

H e  cla im s tha t its m ajor prem ise has never been  rigo rously dem ­

onstra ted , and tha t it fa ils to ju stify com plete ly its declara tions 

on the ex istence , the num ber, and  the natu re of the no tes them ­

selves. H e believes tha t the m inor prem ise , in w hatever fo rm  it
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m ay be found , has serious and easily ascerta inab le shortcom ings. 

A s  he  sees it, the  dem onstra tion  from  the  no tes  of  the  C hurch , taken  

as a un it, is a  sadly ineffective in strum en t fo r bring ing  peop le  to  

rea lize the  sta tus  of the C atho lic  C hurch  as  the  true  C hurch  of our 

L ord  Jesus C hrist.

It is obv iously im portan t fo r us to know  w hether or no t D r. 

T hils has adequate ly and accurate ly evaluated the via notarum. 

In  order to  have th is know ledge, w e must understand  som eth ing  

abou t the w ay  in  w hich  and  the  purpose  fo r w hich  the  proof from  

the no tes of the C hurch w as orig inally  conceived . W ith  th is h is­

to rica l in fo rm ation once gained , w e shou ld have little d ifficu lty  in  

seeing in w hat w ay  and  to  w hat end  the  dem onstra tion from  the  

fou r no tes of the  C hurch  is m anifestly  and  fu lly  effective .

C atho lic  theo log ians began  to  use  the  via notarum, in  its ex isten t 

fo rm , during the course of the six teen th cen tu ry . S uch is the  

constan t teach ing  of D r. T hils, and  such  is the ev idence from  the  

h isto ry of sacred theo logy . T he precise po in t of th is beg inn ing  

in the six teen th cen tu ry , how ever, is unfo rtunate ly no t too w ell 

se t fo rth  in  m any  exp lanations  of  the  h isto ry  of  the  no tes.

In the first p lace , the m en of the six teen th cen tu ry w ere by  

no  m eans the  first to  appeal to  qualities v isib le in  the  true  C hurch  

of Jesus C hrist as ev idence ju stify ing the ir attachm ent to tha t 

C hurch . A s  a  m atter of  fac t, som e  of  the  earliest and  m ost effective  

of the C ounter-R efo rm ation ecclesio log ists inco rporated in to  the ir 

ow n  w orks  passages taken  bod ily  from  the  w ritings  of the  F athers, 

ind icating v isib le characteristics of the C atho lic C hurch w hich  

m anifested tha t C hurch as the socie ty w ith in w hich every m an  

w ho  seeks to  live  as  a  fo llow er  of C hrist shou ld  dw ell. P assages  of 

th is k ind w ere to be found in the w ritings of S ain ts Irenaeus, 

A ugustine , Jerom e, O ptatus, and  V incen t of L erins.

S t. Irenaeus had taugh t tha t the true fa ith , the veritab le  m es­

sage of our L ord , w as to  be found  in  the  apostolic C hurches, and  

especia lly  in  the apostolic R om an C hurch , w ith  w hich , because  of 

its "potior principalitas,” every  C hurch  w hich  preserved  the  apos­

to lic trad ition  w as to be un ited .33 L isting  the  fac to rs w hich  held  

h im  as a  m em ber  of the C atho lic C hurch  and  kep t h im  from  asso ­

ciation  in  the  conven tic les of heretics, S t A ugustine had  spoken  of 

a  "m ost sincere  w isdom ”  ex isten t w ith in  the  true  C hurch , an  “agree- 

33  C f. A d v e r s u s  h a e r e r e s , 3 , 3 (M P G , V II, 848 f.).
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m ent of peop les and  of nations,”  an  “au thority , begun  by  m iracles, 

nourished by hope, increased by charity , confirm ed by age,” a  

“succession  of priests from  the  very  see of P eter the  A postle . . . 

to  the  present ep iscopate ,” and  finally  “ the C atholic  nam e itse lf.” 34  

T he  “w isdom ”  found  w ith in  the  C hurch , in  o ther w ords  the  flow er­

ing  of the  d iv ine  life  of grace w ith in the C atho lic socie ty , w as pre ­

sen ted as som eth ing w hich shou ld in fluence C atholics to rem ain  

w ith in  the C hurch . S t. A ugustine seem s to adm it tha t it has no  

probative value in m anifesting the tru th of the C hurch to non ­

C atho lics, since these do  no t believe tha t it ex ists in  the C hurch . 

T he o ther fou r fac to rs, how ever, by the ir very natu re, are such  

tha t they  can  be  seen  and  apprecia ted  even  by  those  ou tside  the  fo ld .

S t. Jerom e had used the nam e and the orig in of the C hurch  

as signs of its tru th .

W e o u g h t to r e m a in in th a t C h u r c h w h ic h w a s fo u n d e d b y th e  

a p o stle s a n d  w h ic h  c o n tin u e s to  th is d a y . I f  y o u  e v e r  h e a r  o f a n y  th a t  

a r e  c a lle d  C h r ist ia n s ta k in g  th e ir  n a m e  n o t fr o m  th e  L o rd  J e su s C h ris t  

b u t fr o m  so m e o th e r , a s fo r in s ta n c e M a r c io n ite s , V a len tin ia n s , m e n  

o f th e m o u n ta in s o r o f th e p la in , y o u m a y b e su r e th a t y o u h a v e  

th e r e n o t th e C h u r c h  o f C h ris t b u t th e sy n a g o g u e o f A n tic h r is t F o r  

th e  fa c t th a t th e y  to o k  th e ir  o r ig in  a fte r  th e fo u n d a tio n  o f th e C h u r c h  

is  p r o o f th a t th e y  a r e th o se w h o se  c o m in g  th e  A p o stle  fo re to ld .3 3

S t V incen t of L erins had taugh t tha t a m an w ould ho ld the  

orthodox fa ith w ith in the C atho lic C hurch w hen he held to en ­

tire ty , an tiqu ity , and  agreem en t.33 S t. O ptatus  of M ilev is had  ap ­

pealed to  the catho lic ity of the C hflrch in show ing “w hich is the  

one C hurch  called  by  C hrist H is D ove  and  H is B ride .” F urther­

m ore he m akes use of five endow m ents (dotes) of the C hurch in  

argu ing  against the D onatists . T hese five endow m ents, w hich  the  

D onatists them selves adm itted  as adornm ents of the  C hurch , w ere  

the Cathedra, Angelus, Spiritus, Fons Signatus, and  the  Sigillum. 

T he Cathedra is the S ee  of P eter, and  the true  C hurch  is the  one  

in  com m union w ith the leg itim ate successor of the P rince of the  

A postles.37

3 4  C f. C o n tr a e p is tu la m  M a n ic h a e i q u a m  v o c a n t fu n d a m e n ti, 4 (C S E L ,  

X X V , 1 9 6 ; M P L , X L II, 1 7 5 ).

3 3  D ia lo g u s  c o n tr a  L u c ife r ia n o s  (M P L , X X III , 1 8 1 f .).

3 3  C f. C o m m o n ito r iu m  2  (M P L , L , 6 4 0 ).

3 7  C f. C o n tr a  P a r m e n ia n u m  D o n a tis ta m , 2  (C S E L , X X V I, 3 2  f f , M P L , 

X I, 9 4 1 ff .) .

B
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F urtherm ore , w hen w e say that the scho lastic argum ent from  

the no tes of the C hurch orig inated during  the six teen th cen tu ry , 

w e  by  no  m eans im ply  tha t the  theo log ians  of  the  six teen th  cen tu ry  

w ere the first to  teach that the fou r qualities enum erated  by  the  

F irst E cum enical C ouncil of C onstan tinop le  are  to  be  found  in  the  

C atho lic  socie ty  and  in  no  o ther. T his  doctrine  had  been  a  com m on­

p lace in C atho lic ecclesio logy since the th irteen th cen tu ry . S t 

T hom as A quinas had  listed  fou r conditiones of the  C hurch , un ity , 

ho liness, catho lic ity , and  a firm ness due to its d iv ine foundation  

and to its aposto lic ity .38 H e in sisted that these conditiones be­

longed to the C atho lic C hurch alone. T he fou rteen th cen tu ry  

ecdesio log ist Jam es of V iterbo had ind icated no less than ten  

fac to rs con tribu ting to  the “g lo ry” of the true C hurch .3 ® T hese  

ten  qualities, he  said , cou ld  be  reduced  to  the  fou r conditiones se t 

fo rth  in  the  C reed  of C onstan tinop le . T he  fifteen th  cen tu ry  C ard inal 

John de T urrecrem ata had  designated these sam e fou r qualities, 

no t on ly as conditiones bu t as proprietates, as pertain ing  to the  

C atho lic  C hurch  and  to  no  o ther re lig ious  socie ty .40 T hom as  N etter 

of W alden  had  appealed to  these fou r qualities in  h is argum ents 

against the W yclifites, bu t had re lied m ain ly on dem onstra tions  

from  the C hurch ’s un ity , catho lic ity , and  aposto lic ity .41

3 8  C f. E x p o s itio s u p e r s y m b o lu m  a p o s to lo r u m (M a n d o n n e fs e d it io n o f  

th e  O p u s c u la  o m n ia  [P a r is : L e th ie lleu x , 1 9 2 7 ]) IV , 3 7 8  S .

3 9  C f. D e r e g im in e C h r is tia n a (A r q u illiè r e ’s c r it ic a l e d it io n [P a ris:  

B e a u c h e sn e , 1 9 2 6 ]) p p . 1 0 0  ff.

4 0  C L  S u m m a  d e  E c c le s ia (V e n ic e , 1 5 6 0 ), c h a p te r s 6 -1 9 , p p . 7 ’ ff.

i1 . C L  D o c tr in a le  a n tiq u ita tu m  f id e i E c c le s ia e  C a th o lic a e (V e n ic e , 1 5 7 1 ), 

I , 1 9 0  ff.

D espite the fac t tha t the C atho lic ecclesio log ists of the six­

teen th  cen tu ry  w ere no t the first to  appeal to  v isib le qualities in­

heren t in  the  C atho lic C hurch  in  defend ing  her sta tus  as  the  true  

C hurch  of Jesus C hrist, and desp ite the fac t tha t they w ere no t 

tire first to  teach that the  fou r*  qualities enum erated  in  the  C reed  

of C onstan tinop le are actually properties of the C atho lic C hurch , 

they w ere  the  orig inato rs of the  via notarum. T he  dem onstra tion  

from  the no tes of the C hurch is som eth ing far m ore rad ical and  

specialized than a m ere appeal to the C hurch ’s v isib le qualities. 

It is a  trium phan t refu ta tion  of one specific  attack  on  the  C hurch, 

an  attack  w hich  began  w ith the P ro testan t R eform ation .

W hat d istingu ished the P ro testan t groups from  the various
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heretica l socie ties w hich had  preceded them , and  w hat fash ioned  

them  in to the m ost fo rm idab le adversaries tha t have ever been  

ranged  against the C hurch  of G od, w as one  ingen ious  thesis in  the  

fie ld  of ecclesio logy . E arlier heretica l socie ties had  gone their ow n  

indiv idual w ays and  held the ir ow n ind iv idual tenets, separating  

them selves, theoretica lly  at least, as tho rough ly  from  o ther errone ­

ous assem blies as  from  the  true  C hurch . It rem ained  fo r the  L uth ­

erans, and  fo r C alv in , and  fo r the ir fo llow ers, to concoct and to  

adop t a schem e w hich w ould  g ive p lausib ility  and  consistency to  

d ie spectacle of doctrinal varie ty itse lf. T hat schem e w as the  

hypothesis of a  tw ofo ld  church , the one v isib le and  the o ther in ­

v isib le . T he P ro testant  theo ry  of the  no tes of the  church  w as an  

essen tial part of th is schem e. T he C atho lic dem onstra tion from  

the no tes of the C hurch , the via notarum, prov ided the ev idence  

w hich  show ed  the  erro r  of th is basic  P ro testan t con ten tion .

B oth the L utherans and the C alv in ists in sisted tha t the true  

Q iurch  of C hrist w as basically  an  inv isib le society . B y  the te rm  

“ the true C hurch of Jesus C hrist” bo th these m en and the ir  

C atho lic  opponents understood  the group  w hich  w as the rec ip ien t 

of our L ord ’s prom ises, the  assem bly  w hich  H e  and  H is d isc ip les  

called  the  Ecclesia. T he  true  C hurch  w as the  body  of m en  against 

w hich the  gates of hell w ould  no t prevail. It w as the K ingdom  

of G od, w ithin  w hich  our  L ord  w as to  rem ain  fo rever. It w as the  

C hurch  of C hrist, and  the  m en w ho d id  no t belong  to  it w ere to  

constitu te a  loosely  organ ized  church  of S atan , the  “w orld ,”  gath ­

ered  under  “ the  prince  of  th is w orld ,”  to  figh t against  our  L ord  and  

H is fo llow ers.

It w as the con ten tion of the L utherans tha t th is true C hurch  

consisted  of m en  and  w om en  in  the  sta te  of grace .42 T he  C alv in ists  

held tha t on ly the predestined belonged to it.43 B oth parties, in

4 2  C f. T h e C o n fe s s io n  o f A u g s b u r g , “ T h e y [T h e L u th e ra n s] te a c h th a t  

th e o n e  H o ly  C h u r c h  w ill r e m a in  fo r ev e r . N o w  th is C h u r c h  is th e  c o n g r e ­

g a tio n  o f th e  sa in ts , in  w h ic h  th e  G o sp e l is r ig h tly  ta u g h t a n d  th e  sa c ra m en ts  

r ig h tly  a d m in iste r e d ." B e tte n so n , D o c u m e n ts  o f th e  C h r is tia n  C h u r c h (O x ­

fo r d  U n iv er s ity  P r e ss , 1 9 4 3 ), p . 2 9 5 .

4 1  C i T h e W e s tm in s te r  C o n fes s io n '  o f F a ith , “ T h e C a th o lic o r u n iv e r sa l 

C h u r ch , w h ic h  is in v isib le , c o n s ists o f th e w h o le n u m b e r o f th e e le c t . . . 

T h e v is ib le C h u r c h  w h ic h is a lso  C a th o lic o r u n iv e rsa l u n d e r th e G o sp el, 

c o n s is ts o f a ll th o se th ro u g h o u t th e w o r ld  th a t p r o fe ss th e tr u e r e lig io n ,  

to g e th er  w ith  th e ir  c h ild r e n . (B e tte n so n , o p . c it. , p . 3 4 8 ).
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o ther w ords, taugh t tha t in  order to  be a C hristian , in  the sense 

in  w hich  th is te rm  is used  in  the  A cts of the  A postles, in  order to  

be a  true  d isc ip le or fo llow er of C hrist and  to  be  in  H is  com pany , 

it w as no t primarily requ isite to live in any organ ized re lig ious  

socie ty  at all.

T here w as no thing particu larly new  abou t these con ten tions. 

T hey  had  been  the  stock  in  trade  of various heretics from  the  tim e 

of M ontanus dow n  to  the  days of W yclif and  H uss. W hat m ade  

the R eform ation heresiarchs ’ attack on the true C hurch m ore  

dangerous than prev ious onslaugh ts had been w as tha t none of 

them  attem pted to iden tify  h is ow n  organ ization w ith th is im ag i­

nary  inv isib le C hurch . T he R eform ers w ere  anx ious to  pu t up  a  

concerted figh t against the C atho lic C hurch , and they found  the  

in strum en t fo r th is cam paign in the ir ow n  theory  on  the no tes of 

the C hurch .

T hat theo ry , as elaborated by the L utherans and adop ted by  

the  C alv in ists , w as em bodied in  d ie  assertion  tha t the  true  C hurch  

ex isted  w herever the  G ospel w as preached sincere ly  and  the  sacra­

m ents w ere  properly  adm in istered .44 T he  ju st and  the  predestined  

w ere dep icted as being free to en ter in to any v isib le re lig ious 

socie ty w herein these tw o characteristics cou ld be found . S uch  

socie ties w ere presen ted as being fit assem blies fo r C hristians, 

organ izations w ith in  w hich the fo llow ers of C hrist cou ld  un ite to  

w ork fo r the ir com m on in terests . T he sincere preach ing  of the  

G ospel and  the  proper  adm in istra tion  of the sacram en ts w ere  thus 

the  P ro testan t no tes of  the  C hurch .

4 4  C L C a lv in ’s I n s ti tu tio C h r is tia n a e r e lig io n is , L ib . IV , c a p . J , n . 9  

(E d in b u r g h : T . a n d  T . C la r k , 1 8 7 4 ), II , 2 0 7 .

T he sincere preach ing of the G ospel, accord ing to R eform ation  

theo ry , dem anded accuracy on ly in the sta tem en t of essen tial or 

prim ary  doctrines of C hristian ity , and  allow ed  erro r and  d isag ree­

m ent on acciden ta ls. T he determ ination w as m ade by a so rt of 

“greatest com m on fac to r” m ethod . T he teach ings on  w hich P ro ­

testan t re lig ious groups agreed w ere, ipso facto, elevated to the  

sta tus of prim ary C hristian  doctrines. M atters on  w hich  they  d if­

fered  au tom atically becam e designated as acciden ta ls.

T he P ro testan t no tes of the C hurch thus becam e the  found ation  

of a k ind of re lig ious “ to lerance.” N o ind iv idual P ro testan t as­

sem bly cou ld claim  to constitu te the C hurch  of G od in its ow n
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righ t. E ach one cla im ed fo r itse lf and  recogn ized in o thers on ly  

the  pretension  to  be  an  ap t and  fitting  dw elling  fo r m en  and  w om en  

w ho  w ere  C hristians by  v irtue  of d ie  life  of  grace  or  by  predestina ­

tion . T hus the P ro testan t no tes of the C hurch do no t cla im  the  

prerogatives of the v isib le C atho lic C hurch fo r any heretica l re ­

lig ious organ ization . R ather they are part of a system  w hich  

cla im s these g ifts fo r an unorgan ized body of m en and w om en , 

fo r  those  in  the  s ta te  of  grace  or  fo r the  predestined .

In  opposing  th is erro r th rough the use of the rea l via notarum 

the C atho lic theo log ians of the six teen th cen tu ry  took cogn izance  

of  those  re lig ious tru ths  w hich  the ir P ro testan t  opponen ts  accepted . 

T he R eform ers recogn ized the early S ain ts, the F athers and the  

D octo rs of the  C hurch  as true  d iscip les of C hrist. T hey  cla im ed  to  

fo llow  the teach ing of the early C hurch . M ost im portan t of all, 

they accep ted the B ib le as G od ’s w ord . W ith th is in m ind the  

C atho lic con troversia lists w orked to draw  from  the S crip tu res, 

and  from  ancien t patristic  and  conciliar  w ritings  all tha t they  cou ld  

find  to  show  tha t being  a  C hristian  in  the  proper  sense  of the  te rm , 

being  a  true  d isc ip le or fo llow er of C hrist, being  in  the com pany  

of C hrist, m eant belong ing to  the v isib le socie ty w hich our L ord  

had organ ized around H im self, the socie ty  w ith in  w hich H e still 

lives and  ru les and  w hich  w e  know  as d ie  R om an  C atho lic  C hurch .

John D riedo sta ted the cen tra l issue of the six teen th cen tu ry  

re lig ious con troversy clearly and  accurately . E cho ing the w ords  

of S t A ugustine he  says that “ there  is an  ancien t con troversy  be ­

tw een the  heretics and  the true C hristians abou t w here the true  

C hurch of C hrist is and w ith w hom  it dw ells .” 45  * * H e no tes tha t 

there are  tw o  d ifferen t C hurches opposing  one ano ther, each one  

cla im ing tha t it w ishes to  rem ain in  the  fa ith  of our S av iour, to  

ab ide by  the  evangelica l and  aposto lic teach ings and  to  possess the  

C hristian re lig ion . T he issue is betw een tw o C hurches. If the  

cla im  of  one  of these groups  is ju stified , that of the o ther is no t. 

If  one  of  these  rea lly  is  the  C hurch  of  C hrist, and  actually  possesses  

the qualifica tions it cla im s to  have, then  the o ther is the body , or  

at least belongs to the body w hich is se t against the C hurch of  

C hrist, and w hich figh ts in som e w ay under the d irection of the  

prince of th is w orld .

4 5  C f. D r ie d o ’s D e  e c c le s ia s tic is s c r ip tu r is  e t d o g m a tib u s , L ib . IV , c a p . 2

(L o u v a in , 1 5 3 3 ), p . 5 0 3 . D r ie d o u ses a n a d a p ta tio n o f th e w o r d s o f S t.

A u g u stin e ’s  D e  u n ita te  E c c le s ia e , c a p . 2 .

9

!
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D riedo se ts ou t to prove tha t “ the true C hurch of C hrist is 

w ith  those w ho  rem ain  in  that C hurch w hich  w as founded  by  the 

apostles, w hich began to  grow  ou t of Jerusalem , sp read ing  to  all 

nations, and w hich endures to th is day .”46 H e advances ten  

sententiae to dem onstrate th is proposition . T he ten sententiae 

cen ter around the ev idence tha t the true C hurch of C hrist is an  

organ ized  body , con ta in ing  bo th  good  and  bad  m en  in  th is w orld , 

tha t it is  aposto lic , and  necessarily  connected  w ith  the  S ee  of P eter, 

tha t it is un ited in  one sacram ent of fa ith , and  tha t its sta tus as 

the group w ith in w hich our L ord dw ells can be dem onstra ted  

th rough  an  appeal to  the scrip tu res. D riedo ’s proof, as  sta ted  and  

exp lained under the head ing of h is ten sententiae, is perfectly  

cogen t. It is capab le of show ing a m an w ho acknow ledges the  

ex istence of a  group  w hich  has  the  righ t to  the  nam e  of C hristian  

tha t th is group is no th ing m ore or less than the v isib le C atho lic  

C hurch . D riedo  organ ized  h is dem onstra tion  w ell, bu t m ade  no  at­

tem pt to  h inge  h is teach ings on  any  defin ite  num ber of character­

is tics ex istent w ith in  the  C atho lic  C hurch .  i

4 8  C f. D r ie d o , o p . c it . , p . 5 2 7 . ’

4 7  C i. T a p p e r ’s O r a tio  s e c u n d a , D e  E c c le s ia e  u n ita te , e t q u o d  v e r a  C h r is ti 

E c c le s ia  e s t a p u d  n o s C a th o lic o s , in  th e O p e r a  o m n ia (C o lo g n e , 1 5 8 2 ), P P - 

3 3 2 f f . T a p p er c a lls th e " n o te s ’’ ta k en fr o m  V in ce n t o f L er in s “ s ig n a  

c e r tis s im a .” . : |

R uard T apper, on the o ther hand , appeals exp lic itly to the i 

classical passages from  S t. A ugustine and S t. V incen t of L erins 

in dem onstra ting tha t “ the C hurch in w hich w e have been bora  

again to C hrist, in w hich w e have received the sacram en ts, and  

in w hich w e have been in structed  from  our earliest years is tha t 

true C atho lic C hurch ou tside of w hich there is no salvation ."47 

L ike  D riedo , T apper  teaches  tha t th is  claim  can  be  verified  th rough  

an exam ination of the scrip tu res. F or P eter S oto , un ity  is d ie  

great sign  of the true C hurch . S oto  in sisted tha t the  true  C hurch  

of the C hristians is indub itab ly  the  one  w hich  ex isted  long  ago  “ in  

the  apostles and  d isc ip les, to  the  num ber of abou t a  hundred , w ho  

w ere gathered in Jerusalem  after the ascension , and w ho there  

received the H oly G host.” T he ones w ho rem ain in tha t un ity  

constitu te the body  of the C hristians. T he  o thers, those w ho  have  48 
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le ft it, are  jo ined  w ith the an tich rist described  in the  F irst E pistle  

of S t. John .48

4 8  C f. A s s er tio C a th o lic a e f id e i c ir c a a r tic u lo s c o n fe s s io n is n o m in e i l lu s ­

tr is s im i D u c is I V ir te n b e r g e n s is o b la ta e  p e r  le g a to s e iu s C o n c ilio T r id e n tin o  

(C o lo g n e , 1 5 5 5 ), s e c tio d e E c c le s ia . T h e se ctio n s a n d  th e p a g e s o f th is  

e d it io n  a r e n o t n u m b e re d .

4 9  C f. B r e v is e t C a th o lic a  s y m b o li a p o s to lic i e x p lic a tio (L o u v a in , 1 5 6 2 ), 

p p . 3 0 T  ff .

5 0  C f. P r in c ip io ru m  f id e i d o c tr in a liu m  d e m o n s tr a tio m e th o d ic a (P a r is ,  

1 5 7 9 ), p p . 1 0 4  ff.

5 1  C f. P r in c ip io ru m  f id e i d o c tr in a liu m  r e le c tio  s c h o la s tic a  e t c o m p e n d ia r ia  

(A n tw e r p , 1 5 9 6 ), p p . 7 0  ff.

8 2  C f. D e  in v e s tig a n d a  v e ra  a c  v is ib ili C h r is ti E c c le s ia  tr a c ta tu s , (A n tw e r p , 

1 6 1 9 ), p . 2 5 . H o liw o o d  u se d  th e L a tin ize d  fo r m  o f  h is n a m e , C h ris to p h o r u s  

a  S a c r o b o sc o , a s a  s ig n a tu r e fo r  h is b o o k .

8 3  C f. o p . c it. , p p . 7 5 ff.

5 4 C f  D e  v is ib ili  m o n a r c h ia  E c c le s ia e  (L o u v a in , 1 5 7 1 ), ρ . 7 9 3 .

John  H essels appeals to  the au thority  of S t. Irenaeus, and uses  

the  C atho lic ity  of  the C hurch , and  its aposto lic ity , as  signs show ing  

tha t the  v isib le C atho lic C hurch  is the C hurch  of the C hristians.48 49  

In  h is Demonstratio methodica, the great T hom as S tap le ton uses  

un iversa lity , perpetuity , and consp icuous clarity as no tes of the  

true  C hurch .50 In  the  la ter book , the  Relectio scholastica, he  offers  

a  som ew hat d ifferen t lis ting . H ere the  no tes are  an tiqu ity , succes­

sion , un iversa lity and un ity .51  * *

C hristopher H oliw ood taugh t that the C atho lic C hurch cou ld  

be show n  to  be  the true C hurch  of Jesus C hrist by  the fac t of its  

status  as  the  h isto rica lly  dem onstrab le  con tinuation  of the  apostolic  

socie ty .82 In  a  la ter ed ition  of 'h is book  he  ind icated five signs or  

m arks w hich rendered  the exclusive cla im  of the C hurch ev iden t. 

T hese  five m arks w ere  fa ith , m orals, ex tension  in  p lace , ex tension  

in  tim e, and  g lo rious  w orks.83 N icholas  S ander  had  lis ted  six  no tes, 

the C hurch ’s dep th  and  sub lim ity , its sp lendor and  clarity , its ex ­

tension , its duration , its un ity , and  its  constancy .54

S uarez nam ed ten properties of the C hurch by w hich a m an  

cou ld dem onstra te its sta tus as the true C hurch of Jesus C hrist, 

even  apart from  those  o ther argum ents w hich  certify  the correct­

ness of its fa ith . T hese  ten  no tes w ere  the C hurch ’s catho lic ity , its  

duration , the  agreem ent of peop les and  nations, its un ity , its ho li­

ness, its aposto lic ity , the g ift of prophecy and of m iracles, the
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ordered  governm ent of the C hurch , its leg itim ate use  of  the  sacra­

m ents, and  its leg itim ate  use of S crip tu re .55 G regory  of  V alenda”  

and A dam  T anner57 considered  as no tes of the true C hurch  the  

fou r properties attribu ted  to  the  C hurch in  the  C reed  of C onstan­

tinop le and  tw o o thers, the order ex isten t in the C hurch , and  its 

v isib ility . S t R obert B ellarm ine, rem ind ing  h is  reader  tha t  the  no te  

o f the C hurch leads to a conclusion “ev iden tly cred ible” ra ther 

than  “ev iden tly  true”  fo r  those  w ho  do  no t accep t the  S crip tu res  as 

G od ’s w ord , em ploys no  less than  fifteen  of these  m arks.58 T hese  

are the C atho lic nam e, the C hurch ’s an tiqu ity , its un in terrup ted  

duration , the num ber and varie ty  of its adheren ts, the succession  

o f its b ishops from  the  apostles, its agreem ent w ith  the  fa ith  of  the  

apostles, the un ion  of its m em bers, the  ho liness of its teach ing , the  

efficacy of its teach ing , the ho ly lives of its great teachers, its 

m iracles, its prophecies, the  adm issions  of its enem ies, the  dreadful 

fa te of those w ho  oppose it, and  finally the tem poral fe licity  of its 

pro tecto rs. S t R obert, how ever, taugh t tha t these  dem onstra tions  

m ight be arranged around the fou r m arks of un ity , ho liness, 

catho lic ity , and aposto lic ity . T hus he len t the pressu re  of h is in­

fluence tow ards the  tendency  to  lim it the  num ber of no tes to  these 

fou r.

E arlier  in  the  six teen th  cen tu ry  bo th  M ichael V ehe 59  and  C ard inal 

S tan islaus H osius60 had  designated these  fou r properties as no tes 

of the C hurch . T his m anner of listing  the no tes soon trium phed  

over the m ore com plicated m ethods. John W iggers took  pains to  

show  tha t the  various elem en ts in  S t. A ugustine ’s celeb rated  argu ­

m ent fo r the C hurch cou ld all be exp la ined in  te rm s of the fou r 

properties  se t fo rth  at C onstan tinop le ,61 and  F rancis  S ylv ius  argued

5 ï C f. O p u s d e tr ip lic i v ir tu te th eo lo g ic a , f id e , s p e , e t c h a r ita te (L y o n s , 

1 6 2 1 ), p . 1 7 7 .

5 8  C I. C o m m e n ta r ii th e o lo g ic i (In g o ls ta d t, 1 6 0 3 ), III , c o l. 1 8 4  ff.

5 7  C L  T h e o lo g ia  s c h o la s tic a (In g o ls ta d t, 1 6 2 7 ), III , c o l. 1 5 6 .

6 8  C f. D e  c o n tr o v e r s iis  C h ris tia n a e  f id e i a d v e r s u s  h u iu s  te m p o r is  h a e re tic a s  

(In g lo s ta d t, 1 5 8 6 ), I , c c d . 1 3 3 8 ff .

5 9  C L  A s se r tio  s a c r o r u m  q u o r u n d a m  a x io m a tu m , q u a e a  n o n n u llis n o s tr i 

s e c u li p s e u d o p r o p h e tis in p e r ic u lo s a m  r a p iu n tu r c o n tr o v e r s ia m  (L eip d g , 

1 5 3 5 ), T r a ct. I , c a p . 2 . T h e  p a g e s o f th is  e d itio n  a r e  n o t n u m b er ed .

8 0  C L  C o n fe s s io  C a th o lic a e  f id e i C h r is tia n a , in  th e O p e r a  o m n ia  (C o lo g n e , 

1 5 8 4 ), p p . 2 9  ff .

6 1  C L  C o m m e n ta r ia  d e  v ir tu tib u s th e o lo g ic is , f id e , s p e , e t c h a r ita te (L o u ­

v a in , 1 6 8 9 ) , p p . 1 2 0  ff.
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tha t all arrangem ents of the no tes cou ld  be reduced  to  th is one.® 2  

L ater in the seven teen th cen tu ry the bro thers A drian and P eter  

van W alenburch used ano ther set of fou r no tes, un ity , m iracles, 

the  d iffusion  of  the  C hurch  and  the  perpetual succession  of  teachers  

w ith in it,® 3 bu t after the ir tim e the dem onstra tion  from  the no tes  

of the C hurch w as, fo r all practica l purposes, restric ted  to the  ar­

rangem ent sponsored by V ehe and H osius.

T he via notarum as these m en em ployed it w as a perfectly  

effective dem onstra tion . It w as addressed  to m en w ho pro fessed  

them selves w illing to fo llow  the teach ing  of S crip tu re and of the  

F athers, and w ho w anted to be associa ted w ith our L ord in the  

sam e w ay tha t the prim itive C hristians w ere jo ined to H im . 

T hroughou t all of its various ind iv idual arrangem ents, the  dem on ­

stra tion from  the no tes of the true C hurch gave these m en  am ple  

ev idence tha t the C hurch of the prom ises, the com pany of d ie  

C hristians, w as, on  the au thority  of S crip tu re  and  of the F athers, 

essen tia lly an organized and v isib le socie ty , the v isib le socie ty  

w hich  they  knew  as the C atho lic C hurch . M en  like S t. R obert and  

F rancis S ylv ius d id no t w aste the ir tim e in using th is com para ­

tive ly com plex process to prove som eth ing se lf-ev iden t, the fac t 

tha t as ind iv idual societies the various P ro testan t re lig ious assem ­

b lies had no t been estab lished  by our L ord during the course of 

H is  pub lic  life  in  th is w orld . T his fac t w as taken  in  as  one  elem en t 

of their dem onstra tion. T hey  w ere  engaged  in  po lem ic , no t against 

one  ind iv idual re lig ious  group  nor against a  m ere  un ion  of socie ties. 

T hey w ere try ing , in  the in terests of d iv ine tru th , to  overcom e an  

erroneous system , the system  in  w hich  the P ro testan t teach ing  on  

the  no tes of the C hurch  fo rm ed  the  key  position . In  show ing  tha t 

the  F athers  of C onstan tinop le  had  declared  the  v isib le  C hurch  over  

w hich they ru led as the C hurch of the fa ith , in presen ting the  

fo rm ulae of S t. A ugustine and of the o ther patristic w riters, the  

C ounter-R eform ation theo log ians w ere offering am ple proof tha t, 

to  be  in  the com pany  of C hrist, or to  be  a C hristian , a d isc ip le in  

the stric t sense of the te rm , a m an had to belong to the v isib le  

C hurch .

1 2  C f. D e p r a e c ip u is f id e i n o s tr a e o r th o d o x a e c o n tr o v e r s iis c u m  n o s tr is  

h a e re tic is , in  th e O p e r a  o m n ia (A n tw er p , 1 6 9 8 ), p p . 2 5 6  ff.

3 3  C i P ro fe s s io  f id e i C a th o lic a e , in  M ig n e ’s T h e o lo g ia e  c u rs u s c o m p le tu s  

I , c o i. 1 0 0 4  ff. T h is  P r o fe s s io  is  so m e tim es  a sc r ib e d  to  F r a n c is  V e r o n iu s , S .J .
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C atho lic C hurch .

T he w eakness w hich D r. T hils and o ther m odem  theolog ians  

have rem arked in  the m odern use of the via notarum arises, no t 

from  any  defect in  the  process itself, bu t ra ther from  a  fau lty  use  

of th is process. In  certa in m odem  w orks there is a tendency  to  

dep ic t the C atho lic C hurch and d issiden t re lig ious organ izations 

as  cla im ing  the  sam e  d ignity , and  to  trea t  the  via notarum as  a  k ind  

of m agic in stram en t fo r deciding the con test in favor of the  

C atholic  C hurch . T hus the  no tes of the  C hurch  are considered  as

standards  aw ard ing  the  prerogatives  of  our L ord ’s true  C hurch  to

the C atho lic C hurch ra ther than , le t us say , to the M ethod ist 

E piscopal C hurch .

A ctually , of course , there is no such con test T he C atho lic  

C hurch ’s  prerogatives as  the  true  C hurch  of C hrist are  no t  cla im ed  

in  the  nam e  of any  non-C atho lic re lig ious  socie ty , or even  fo r  the  

sum -to ta l of these socie ties. T hey are cla im ed fo r an  invisib le  

church of the ju st or of the predestined . A ll tha t the m odern  

P ro testan t bod ies cla im , and  all tha t any  such  v isib le  organ ization  

ever  cla im ed , is  the  sta tus  of  a  socie ty  organ ized  fo r  the  fu rtherance  

of d ie com m on in terests of persons w ho seek the ir sa lvation  as 

m em bers of th is inv isib le  church . T he  C atho lic  via notarum show s 

tha t the C hurch of salvation is actually the v isib le socie ty , the

F urtherm ore , in  recen t years there  has also  been  a  tendency  on  

the  part of som e au thors to  re ly  too  m uch  on  a  m ere  enum eration  

of the no tes and an ind ication that they are found w ith in  d ie

C hurch . A fter all/  the  essen tia l w ork  of  the  via notarum is  to  ind i­

cate tha t the  v isib le C atho lic C hurch is the  true C hurch  of Jesus  

C hrist. T he process is devo id  of purpose and of m eaning w hen

the  person  to  w hom  it is addressed is no t aw are of w hat the ex ­

pression  “ true  C hurch  of Jesus  C hrist”  rea lly  m eans. T he  classical 

m asterpieces of ecclesio logy all in sisted upon  the “nam es” of the  

C hurch , the  various designations  g iven  to  the C hurch  by  our  L ord  

and  by  the F athers. W hen  they  set ou t to  prove tha t the  C atho lic  

C hurch  is  the  true  C hurch  of  C hrist, they  w ere  dem onstra ting  tha t  it

is the K ingdom  of G od, the C ity  of G od, the H ouse and  T em ple  

of G od, and  our L ord ’s M ystical B ody . T hey  w ere show ing  tha t

the  C atho lic C hurch  is the  C hurch  of  the  fa ith fu l and  tha t, in  order

to have the designation of d iscip le of C hrist or of C hristian , in

the sense in w hich these te rm s appear in S crip tu re , a  m an  m ust

belong  to  the C atho lic C hurch .
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In  the  re lig ious and  secu lar lite ra tu re  of our  ow n  tim e, a  trem en ­

dous  am ount  of  the  fo rce  and  m eaning  con tained  in  the  no tion  of  the  

C hurch or the Ecclesia has been  lo st. W e  have becom e so prone  

to app ly the nam e “church” to every re lig ious organ ization tha t 

w e fo rget that it w as and  is the pre-em inen t title of the  com pany  

w ith in  w hich our L ord dw ells. W e  are  so accustom ed to  hearing  

expressions like “ the un ion of the C hurches” tha t w e are ap t to  

fo rget tha t th is m anner of speech w ould  have sounded like b las­

phem y  to  the  m en  w ho  first elaborated  the  argum ent from  the  no tes  

of the C hurch . F or them , and fo r the ir opponen ts in re lig ious  

debate, there w as m anifestly on ly one C hurch  of C hrist, and  one  

church  of S atan . W e  can  expect little  good  from  the  via notarum 

w hen it is advanced  by  the type of C atho lic w riter w ho  w ill use  

the  inheren tly  con trad ic tory  expression, “orthodox  C hristians, bo th  

P ro testan t and  C atho lic .”

It is encourag ing to find a d istingu ished non-C atho lic scholar  

like H . B um -M urdoch  pro testing  against the  attenuated  m eaning  

attached  to  the  w ord  “church”  in  m odem  tim es.® * O nly  w hen  m en  

com e to  rea lize  the con ten t and  the im plications of th is w ord  can  

they  be  in  a  position  to  pro fit from  the  via notarum83 U nless they  

have  an  idea  of  w hat the  no tion  of  the  true  C hurch  of Jesus C hrist 

rea lly  is , they  w ill no t apprecia te w hat th is process of proof has to  

show  them . O nce  they  com e  to  learn  tha t m eaning , how ever, they  

w ill find  in  the  proof from  the  no tes of the  C hurch  one  of  the  m ost 

fru itfu l portions  of C atho lic  theo logy .
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® D r . T h ils* d iffid e n ce to w a r d s th e  v ia  n o ta r u m  m a y , p e r h a p s , b e  a sc r ib e d  

to  h is b e lie f th a t m o d e m  th e o lo g ia n s se e  o n ly  a  c o n tes t b e tw e en  th e C a th o lic  

C h u rc h  a n d  th re e  r iv a l r e lig io u s o r g a n iz a tio n s  w h e re  th e ir  c o u n ter -R e fo r m a -  

t io n  p r ed e ce sso r s d e scr ib e d  o n e g r e a t c o n flic t b e tw e e n  th e C a th o lic C h u r ch  

a n d  th e  e c c le s ia  s a th a n a e (c f. o p . c it„  p . 5 ).


