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So what, in the end, is it that the Scripture says? The message of this collection,
and rightly so, is that the Scripture says many things. This answer reflects the
paradigm shift in recent biblical scholarship, which is now far less apologetic
about ecclesial commitments, far more modest in its historical claims, and willing
to sit at the feet of older interpreters and their varied patterns of exegesis. Textual,
historical, literary and theological approaches need to dialogue with each other in
a truly Catholic approach to Scripture, and border crossing from one to the other
is to be enthusiastically encouraged. This rich and diverse volume goes a long
way towards showing us what the ingredients should be, and hinting, however
sketchily, at how the recipe might be written.

IAN BOXALL

THE CONSENSUS OF THE CHURCH AND PAPAL INFALLIBILITY – A STUDY
IN THE BACKGROUND OF VATICAN I by Richard F Costigan SJ, The Catholic
University of America Press, Washington DC, 2007, Pp 218, £36.50 hbk.

Several times in the course of this erudite, indispensable book, Richard Costigan
emphasizes the inadequate citing of Gallican works in ecclesiological writings
of the 20th century. The authors, he complains, “speak of ‘the Gallican doctrine’
without citing a single [his emphasis] Gallican treatise or any study about Gal-
licanism.” Costigan has remedied this neglect with learning and lucidity, leaving
us heavily in his debt. Six Gallicans: Bossuet, Tournely, Bailly, Bergier and La
Luzerne and four Ultramontanes: Orsi, Ballerini, Muzzarelli and Perrone are here
presented in chronological order of their chief works. This arrangement splen-
didly serves to bring out the variously and carefully nuanced teachings of the
Gallicans, effectively giving the lie to Thyrso Gonzalez’s caricature of Gallican
teachings: [They] “entrust doctrine to ignorant men, petty women [mulierculae],
rustics, boys, shoemakers, the bleary-eyed, and barbers.”(De Infallibilitate 1689).
This is amusing knock-about stuff, but a ludicrous travesty of Gallican views.

Gallicanism did not, of course, spring fully armed from Article 4 of the ‘Decla-
ration of the Gallican Clergy’ in 1682. The main driving force for the ‘Declaration’
was the insistence, not of the French king but the bishops, that the time-honoured
privileges of France vis a vis papal authority should be reasserted. Such tensions
arose not only in France but elsewhere and over centuries. It was not only in
France that there was secular control over papal communications. As the Nation
State evolved, such tensions increased and popes responded. The growth of ul-
tramontanism which climaxed when papal infallibility was defined in the 1870
Constitution Pastor Aeternus, cannot be understood except in the context of geo-
political circumstances. Lamennais’ remarkable career should teach us that.

Fenelon’s condemnation for Les Maximes des Saints (1697) similarly illustrates
the point. The most powerful Gallican churchman of the day, Bossuet, backed by
royal authority, sought to suppress ‘Quietism’. To that end, Madame Guyon and
Francois Fenelon, were grievously persecuted. Appeal had to be made to Rome
for an authoritative ruling, but Innocent XII was extremely reluctant to comply
with French demands. Nevertheless, after lengthy and frustrating consultation, a
compromise was reached. The archbishop of Cambrai was indeed condemned
but not too severely, the authority of the Pope maintained and Fenelon made
his submission - an edifying example of docility. Yet this condemnation of March
1699 fails to demonstrate papal authority exercised with that coercive power which
Pietro Ballerini believed Christ had conferred on Peter’s successors. Indeed, it
appears that, among others, it was the aged Pope who was coerced.

How then did it come about that, by the 1850s, ultramontanism had triumphed?
Reinforcement of the authority of the Holy See was held to be a necessary

C© The author 2007
Journal compilation C© The Dominican Council/Blackwell Publishing Ltd. 2007

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-2005.2007.00194_2.x Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1741-2005.2007.00194_2.x


742 Reviews

bulwark against assaults of aggressive secularism. Costigan elucidates the argu-
ments and teachings of the ultramontanes by expounding the writings of Orsi,
Ballerini, Muzzarelli and, most fascinating of all, Perrone. The papalist reasoning
basically depends upon Christ’s promises to Peter, though exposition is not simply
and solely scriptural. Surely, they argue, as Costigan puts it: “it is unthinkable for
the sheep to second-guess the shepherd?” The scriptural metaphors are exhaus-
tively deployed. Docility and obedience are expected of the sheep. How, ask these
papalists, could papal teachings be held to be, as Gallicans do, reformable? Such
dangerous teaching has to be resisted. The Gallican stress on ‘consensus’ would
disastrously qualify papal authority and plunge the Church into uncertainty. In an
eloquent passage, Muzzarelli asks: “My God, where is the remedy sure, universal,
prompt and efficacious that you have given to the faithful for all times, and for
all days, against nascent heresies, against the ruses and snares of the errant?”
(L’Infaillibilité du Pape 1826) - a rhetorical question demanding inescapable
response.

In the added wording to Pastor Aeternus, Gallicanism received its coup de
grace. The authority of the pope is “ex sese, non autem ex consensus Ecclesiae”.
Though the definition of papal infallibility was certainly not all that extreme
ultramontanists would have wished, these additional words secure the triumph of
papal authority. Critics at the time said, as Hans Küng put it a century after the
definition: “There is no disguising the fact that . . . no one can prevent the Pope
from acting arbitrarily and autocratically in matters of doctrine . . .” (Infallible?
p.86). What if he promulgate error? To this papalists reply: but it will never
happen! Nevertheless, say Gallicans, it has happened in the past and the Church
has survived. Both Muzzarelli and Perrone half-heartedly take this dilemma on
board, but do not suggest what procedures could be followed to resolve it.

This magisterial survey of leading exponents is admirably even-handed, but one
need not read too intently between lines to discover where Costigan’s sympathies
lie. By explicitly snubbing the episcopate with the “ex sese” phrase, the cause
of collegiality was firmly relegated for many years. Now, more than forty years
on from Vatican II, we await practical steps which are implied theoretically in
chapter III of De Ecclesia. Might this generous and brilliant study move the matter
forward somewhat? There are formidable stumbling blocks in the way. Meanwhile
we can congratulate ourselves and the author that justice has been done to both
sides of the argument – something that has been long awaited in the case of the
Gallicans.

TONY CROSS

WRESTLING WITH ANGELS: CONVERSATIONS IN MODERN THEOLOGY by
Rowan Williams, edited by Mike Higton. SCM Press London 2007 Pp xxv ++
305, £21.99 pb.

These essays were written over a twenty-year period (1978-1998), during which
Rowan Williams went from promising theologian to prominent Bishop. Few tread-
ing such a path manage to maintain both erudition and wisdom. This collection
demonstrates that Williams is the exception. There is very little in the history
of theology and philosophy (both Analytic and Continental) that Williams hasn’t
read. What’s more, he manages to read it reverently, discreetly, soberly and in the
fear of God.

The “conversations” of the subtitle take place with Lossky (chapter.1); Hegel
and a postmodern Hegel via Gillian Rose (2, 3 and 4); Balthasar, singly and in
contrast with Rahner (5 and 6); Barth (7 and 8); Rene Girard (9); Wittgenstein
together with Bonhoeffer (10); Simone Weil (11); Don Cupitt (12); Marilyn
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