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THE IMllIACULATE CONCEPTION IN THE 
MAGISTERIUM OF THE ClflJRCH 

BEFORE 1854 

Introduction 

Revelation, according to its integral definition, "is a free, 
divine and essentially supernatural action by which God ... 
speaking to us through the prophets and lastly through Christ, 
manifests with some obscurity supernatural mysteries and 
natural truths of religion, so that they can afterwards be in­
fallibly proposed by the Church till the end of time without 
any change of meaning." 1 Thus revelation is the complexus 
of truths which God has made known to us for our salvation 

It is Catholic teaching that the deposit of revelation was 
completed or definitely ended with the death of the last Apostle, 
St. John The Church, in the decree Lamentabtli of the Con­
gregation of the Holy Office, condemned the following propo­
sition: 11Revelation, constitutmg the object of Catholic faith, 
was not completed with the Apostles." 2 St Thomas Aquinas 
m his time witnessed to the Catholic thought on this subject 
when he wrote: 

For our faith rests upon the revelati9n made to the apostles 
and prophets, who wrote the canonical books, and not on the 
revelations (1f any such there are) made to other doctors 3 

However, even though the content of revelation was com-
plete at the time of the Apostles, there has been a progress or 
an evolution in the truths that are contained therein The 

1 R Garngou-Lagrange, 0 P, De Revelattcme, ed 4, vol 1, Romae 1945, 
p 132 

2 Denz1ger-Bannwart, ed 21-23, Fmburg in Breslau, 1937, no 2021 
3 Summa Theologica I, q 1, a 8 ad 2um, English translation from the 

Benziger edition, New York, 1947 

73 
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reason for this is that the human mind can always progress 

in the knowledge of what God has spoken· 

Each source of divinely revealed doctrine contains so many 
rich treasures of truth, that they can never really be exhausted " 

I 

This evolution has not been a change or objective progress 

m the doctrine itself1 for "in se'1 it is immutable and not to be 

perfected. It is an evolution "quoad nos/' a subjective prog­

ress. It is an elaboration, a blossoming, an explicitation of 

what is already contained in revelation. A recogmzed author­

ity on the subject of dogmatic evolution has put it 

The dogmatic progress consists only in making better known, 

in fathoming, m developing, in a word, explaining that which 
1s implicit in the apostolic deposit or revealed datum ~ 

The dogmatic progress is not a thmg subJect to the whim 

and fancy of every individual It 1s done under the direction 

of the Church guided by the Holy Ghost, the Spirit of Truth. 

For it is to the Church that the divme command was given: 

Go and make disciples of all nations baptizmg them m the 
name of the Father, and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit, teach­
ing them to observe all that I have commanded you . ,6 

It was to the Church that Christ promised: 

These thmgs I have spoken to you while yet dwelling with 
you. But the Advocate, the Holy Spint, whom the Father will 
send m my name, He will teach you all things, and bring to 
your mmd whatever I have said to you n 1 

4 Pius XII, Humam Genens m A.AS, ,ol 42, 1950, p 568 English 

translaUon Librena Editnce Vaticana ed1t10n p 8, hereinafter to he referred to 

as Valrcan edilton, NC JV C edit10n, no 21 
I 5 F Marin-Sol:\., 0 P, Evolution homog1ne du dogmB cathol1q11e, ed 2, vol 

I, Fnbourg 1924, p 265 
6 Matthew 28, 19 
1 John 14, 25-25 
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And again. 

but when He, the Spirit of Truth, has come, He will teach you 
all the truth. For He will not speak on His own authority, but 
whatever He will hear He will speak, and the things that are to 
come He will declare to you. He will glorify Me, because He 
will receive what is mine, and declare it to you 8 

The truth of the evolution of dogma under the Church's 
direction and guidance has been the object of some m1sconcep­
hons. Pope Pius XII in some of his recent pronouncements re­
emphasizes the Church's stand. For example in the encyclical 
letter, Humani Generis, the Holy Father says 

... this sacred Office of Teacher m matters of faith and morals 
must be the proximate and universal criterion of truth for all 
theologians, since to it has been entrusted by Christ Our Lord 
the whole deposit of faith-Sacred Scripture and D1vme Trad1-
bon~to be preserved, guarded and interpreted, 0 

and again: 

For, together with the sources of positive theology God has 
given to His Church a Jiving Teaching Authority to elucidate 
and explain what is contamed in the deposit of faith only ob­
scurely and 1mplicitly. ThtS deposit of faith our Divine Re­
deemer has given for authentic mterpretation not to each of the 
faithful, not even to theologians, but only to the Teachmg 
Authority of the Church 10 

In J.funificentissimus Deus we read· 

Certainly this teaching authority of the Church, not by any 
merely human effort but under the protection of the Spirit of 

8John 16, 13 
9AAS, vol 42, 1950 p 567, Vatican edition p.1; NCWC. translation, 

no 18 
lOA.AS, vol. 42, 1150, p 569, Vatican ed1t,on, pp 8-9, NCW,C trans­

lation, no 21 
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Truth, and therefore absolutely without error, carries out the 

commission entrusted to it, that of preservmg the revealed truths 

pure and entire throughout every age, in such a way that it 

presents them undefiled, adding nothing to them and taking 

nothing away from them. For, as the Vatican Council teaches, 

"the Holy Ghost was not promised to the successors of Peter in 

such a way that, by Hts revelatJ.on, they might manifest new 

doctrine, but so that, by Hts assistance, they might guard as 

sacred and might faithfully propose the revelation delivered 

through the Apostles or the deposit of faith." 11 

We celebrate this year the centenary of the solemn defini­

tion of the Immaculate Conception by Pope Pius LX. This 

definition was the culmination of a process of elaboration, of 

explicitatlon which extended over many centuries. The Apos­

tolic Bull lnefjabilis Deus declared that the truth that states 

that Mary from the first moment of her conception was pre­

served from the stain of original sm, in virtue of the fore­

application of the merits of Christ or m other words, by the 

preservative redemptioll, bad been revealed by God. Or to put 

the truth in its positive form, God has· placed in the deposit of 

faith the fact that Mary's soul from the first moment of its 

creation and its mfusion into her body, was adorned with grace, 

in virtue of the merits her Son was to obtain by His life, death 

and resurrection. 
The dogma of the Immaculate Conception is as marvelous 

an example of dogmatic evolution as one would hope to find in 

the history of dogma. It is found in the initial deposit of reve­

lation, implied or hinted at in the words God spoke to man at 

the dawn of civilization, as related in the book of Genesis, 

chapter 3, verse 15. Pope Pius XII, in his latest encyclical 

Fulgens corona gloriae, more clearly than in any previous 

papal document, attests to the Marian sense of the Protoevan­

gelium. He says: 

11 A.A.S, vol 42, 1950, pp, 756-757, N C,W C translation, no 12 
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In the first place, the foundation of this doctrine ts to be found 
in Sacred Scripture where we are taught that God, creator of all 
things, after the sad fall of Adam, addressed the serpent, the 
tempter and corrupter, in these words, which not a few fathers, 
doctors of the Church, and many approved interpreters applied 
to the Virgin Mother of God: "I will put ennuties between thee 
and the woman, and thy seed and her seed" (Gen 3, 15), Now, 
1f at any time the Blessed Mary were destitute of divine grace 
even for the briefest moment, because of contamination m her 
conception by the hereditary stam of sin, there would not have 
come between her and the serpent that perpetual enmity spoken 
of from earliest tradition down to the time of the solemn defim­
tion of the Immaculate Conception, but rather a certain sub­
jection 12 

At the dawn of the Christian civilization, God again makes 
known this truth. It is implied in the Angelle Salutation: 
"Hail full of grace" 13 Pope Pms IX in lneffabt!is Deus ex­
plains it in this way: 

When the Fathers and Wnters of the Church reflected in their 
hearts and mmds that the Most Blessed Virgin was, in !he name 
and by the order of God Himself, proclaimed "full of grace" by 
the Angel Gabriel when he announced her most subhme d1gmty 
of Mother of God (Luke 1, 28) 1 they taught that this singular 
and solemn salutation which had never been heard elsewhere 
shows that the Mother of God is the seat of all divine graces and 
is adorned with all gifts of the Holy Spirit; why, she 1s an almost 
infm1te treasury, an inexhaustible abyss of these gifts, to such 
an extent that she-was never subject to the curse and is together 
with her Son the only partaker of perpetual bened1cbon. 14 

12 English translation m The RtgiJter, Demer, Colorado, Oct 4, 1953, 
\OI 29, no 40, p 4, col 1, A A.S, vol 45, 1953, p 579 

13 Luke I, 28, 

14Mary Immaculate-The BuU /neffab,fu Deus, translated by Dominic 
Unger, OF.MCap, Paterson, NJ, 1Q46 pp 12-13 
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Although it is found so early m the historical record, the 
full bloom of the dogma remained hidden. As a seed it was 
buried in the garden of faith, waiting for the time when under 
the guidance of the Celestial Gardener it would become a 
beautiful flower. At the opportune time, the time decreed by 
Divme Providence, at a time when the most good would come 
of it for God's glory, for the honor of Hts Blessed Mother, for 
the honor of His Church and for the good of souls, the truth 
of the Immaculate Conception, blossomed forth before the eyes 
of the world. As the reigning Pontiff so admirably puts it: 

When our predecessor decreed in the Apostolic Letter that this 
tenet of Christian doctrine was to be firmly and faithfully be­
lieved by all the faithful, he was merely carefully conserving and 
sanctioning with his authonty the teaching of the fathers and of 
the whole Church from its earliest days nght down through the 
centuries. 111 

The task of this paper is to show what Pius XII calls the 
"authentic interpretation" 10 of the content of revelation. It 
is not to show the evolution of the dogma of Mary's Immacu­
late Conception m all its phases. Rather it is to set forth the 
official gutdance given by the Church in the process of its 
development. 

It is a theological commonplace that the Church to ({eluci­
date and,explain what is contamed in the deposit of faith only 
obscurely and implicitly," 17 uses her divinely given teaching 
authority-the Magisterium Therefore, the title of this paper 
is the "Immaculate Conception m the l\Iag1sterium of the 
Church Prior to 1854." 

1~ Fulgens corona glonae, The Register, loc cit, p 4, col l, A.AS, \ol 

45, 1953, pp 518-519 
16Humam genens, m A.AS, ~ol 42, 1950, p 569, Vatican Edition, p 8, 

N C,JV C, translation, no ii 
17 llumani genens, loc, czt; Vatican edition, loc, cit, NC IY C transla-

llon, Joe "' 
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As you can readily see, the title is very broad and encom­
passes an extremely large topic, so much so that the adequate 
treatment of the Magisterium in all its phases, in a paper such 
as is called for here, 1s an impossible task To bear this out 
just recall that the Magisterium, as exercised by the bishops 
with reference to this truth of l\Iary's Immaculate Conception, 
fills ten volumes which are entitled Pareri dell'Episcopato 
Cattolica ... sulla definizionc dogmotzca dell'lmmacolato Con­
ccpmw1to de/la B V llfarza, Roma, 1851-1854. Hence, 1t was 
imperative that the topic be limited to the most important ex­
pression of the teachmg authority, i e, the Papal Magistermm 
So, the title of this paper should more correctly read The Im­
maculate Conception tn the Papal Magisterimn Przor to 1854. 

This paper places before itself and is guided by these words 
of Pope Pms IX in his historic Bu11 Incffabilts Deus. 

The Roman Church, therefore, had nothmg more at heart than 
to state, protect, promote and vindicate m the most eloquent 
ways the cult and doctrine of the Immaculate Conception of the 
Virgm, Thrs fact the many and truly illustrious acts of the 
Roman Pontiffs, Our predecessors, most clearly and evidently 
testify and proclaim. To these predecessors of Ours, m the per­
son of the Prince of the Apostles, Christ our Lord divinely com­
mitted the supreme care and authority of feeding the lambs and 
sheep, of strengthening the brethren and of ruling and governing 
the universal Church 

It is a fact that Our predecessors were exceedingly happy to 
institute m the Roman Church, by their Apostolic authority, the 
Feast of the Conception, and to augment and ennoble 1t by a 
proper Office and Mass, in which the prerogative of immunity 
from the hereditary stain was most clearly asserted, and to pro­
mote and increase by every means the cult already instituted, 
either by granting indulgences, or by giving permiss10n to states, 
provinces and kingdoms, to choose as their Patroness the Mother 
of God under the title of the Immaculate Conception, or by ap­
provtng sodalities, congregations and famdies of religious 
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founded to honor the Immaculate Conception, or by bestowing 

praise on the piety of those who, under the title of the Immacu­

late Conception, erected monasteries, hospitals, altars, or churches, 

or who bound themselves by a religious vow zealously to defend 

the Immaculate Conception of the Mother of God 

Moreover, they were supremely happy to order that the Feast 

of the Conceptmn be celebrated in the whole Church with the 

same class and rank as that of Mary's Nativity, and that it should 

be celebrated with an octave m the umversal Church and be 

kept by all as a holyday of obhgatmn, also that each year on the 

day dedicated to the Conception of the Virgin, a Pontifical 

service be held in Our Patriarchal Liberian Basilica Likewise, 

desiring to promote daily more and more this doctrine of the 

Immaculate Conception of the Mother of God in the minds of 

the faithful, and to arouse their piety to worship and venerate 

the Virgin conceived without sin, they very gladly and freely 

gave permission to proclaim the Immaculate Conception of the 

Virgin m the Litany of Loreto and in the Preface of the Mass 

itself. Thus the law of faith was confirmed by the law of pra)'er 

We Ourselves, following in the footsteps of so many predecessors, 

not only approved and accepted what had been most wisely and 

piously ordered by them but, remembering the instruction of 

Sixtus IV, We confirmed by Our authority a proper Office of 

the Immaculate Conception, and with the greatest spmtual joy 

granted the use of 1t to the universal Church 

Smee the matters that pertain to cult are very intimately 

¥1oven into the object of the cult, they cannot remain definite 

and fixed 1f the ob1ect is doubtful and uncertain Therefore, Our 

predecessors, the Roman Pontiffs, while mcreasmg with all care 

the cult of the Conception, made every effort to declare and in­

culcate its object and doctrine They clearl)' and openly taught 

that the feast treated of the Conception of the Virgm, and they 

proscnbed as false and entirely foreign to the mind of the Church 

the opimon of those who thought and affirmed that it was not 

the Conception itself but the sanctification which was venerated 

by the Church Nor did they thmk of being more lement with 

those who, in order to m erthrow the doctrine of the Immaculate 
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Conception of the Virgin, devised a distinction between the first 
and the second mstant and moment of the Conception, and then 
asserted that the Conception was indeed venerated, but not that 
of the first instant and moment Our predecessors thought it 
their duty to protect and defend with every effort both the Feast 
of the Conception of the Most Blessed Virgin and the Concep­
tion of the first instant, as the true obJect of the cult .. 

Moreover, Our predecessors considered 1t their special and 
solemn duty, with all diligence, zeal and effort to preserve intact 
the doctrine of the Immaculate Conception of the Mother of 
God For, not only have they m no way ever allowed this doc­
trme to be censured or changed, but they have gone much further 
and h}' clear statements on repeated occasions asserted that the 
doctnne by which we profess the Immaculate Concept10n of the 
Virgin, 1s on its own merits entirely in harmony with the eccle­
siastical cult; that it is ancient and almost universal, and of the 
same nature as that which the Roman Church has undertaken to 
promote and protect, and that it is entirely worthy to be used in 
the Sacred Liturgy (The Euchanstic Sacnfice) and solemn 
prayers. 

Not content with this they most strictly prohibited any opmion 
contrary to this doctnne to be defended m public or private, in 
order that the doctrme of the Immaculate Conception of the 
Virgin might remain inviolate By repeated blows they wished 
to put an end to such an opinion And lest these oft-repeated 
and dearest statements seem useless, they added a sanction to 
them 18 

Thus in the words of the Holy Pontiff of the Immaculate 
Conception, we have the resume of what this paper will try to 
do-discuss what the predecessors of Pius IX on the throne of 
Peter have done m developing the Marian dogma To this end 
the paper will have a threefold general division: 

1. The Immaculate Conception in the Papal Magisterium 
anterior to and including Sixtus IV (1484). 

18 t'nger translatmn, pp 4-7 
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2 The Immaculate Conception m the Papal Magistenum 
from Sixtus IV ( 1484) to Alexander VII inclusive 
(1667). 

3 The Immaculate Conceptmn in the Papal Mag1stenum 
from Alexander VII (1667) to Pius IX (1854). 

After this wdl follow a short corollary treating the contri­
bution, if any, of the Church in the U S. to the dogma 

PART ONE 

The Immaculate Co1t{;eptton in the Papal .tllagistemon 
Anterior to and Including Sixtus IV 

It is generally admitted that the first Pope to issue a docu­
ment dealmg explicitly with the Immaculate Conception was 
Sixtus IV (1471-1484). We have a corroborating fact in that 
some of the most eminent and most learned saints of this era 
did not accept as true Mary's preservation from origmal sin: 
St. Bernard, St Albert the Great, St Thomas Aquinas and St 
Bonaventure. 

St. Bernard wrote around the year 1140 his famous letter 
to the Church of Lyons He upbraids the leaders for celebrat­
ing the feast of the Immaculate Conception He mamtained 
that this was a new feast not approved by reason, nor recom­
mended by the tradition of the Fathers. He concluded with 
these words: 

However, aU that I have said must be understood without 
preJudice to a better sentiment This whole question, hke others 
of the same nature, I reserve to the authority of the Roman 
Church, and if I am not in harmony with her, I am ready to 
change my opinion,lll 

These men were extremely devoted to Christ and to Hts 

19 PL 182, col 336, E Campana, Morie dons de dogme cathol1que, trans­
lated from the Italian by A M Viel, 0 P, \ol Z, MontreJeau 1913, pp 183-194, 
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Church. Obedience to the Pope was a marked characteristic 
of their sanctity, as we witness in the preceding quote from 
St. Bernard There 1s no doubt that, had there been a clear 
and explicit statement on the Immaculate Conception, they 
would have modified their stand 

As the doctrine of Mary's wonderful privilege is a dogma 
of faith and is to be found in Revelation, we may ask: "In the 
centuries preceding that of Sixtus IV, is there anything which 
bears this out?,, 

The Church has always believed in Mary's incomparable 
sanctity. This belief carried with 1t, implicitly it is true, the 
belief in Mary's preservation from original sin Christian tra­
dition in callmg her "full of grace or the new Eve or other 
synonymous titles imphed its conviction as to her great privi­
lege." 20 

But we have more than that. From the darkness that had 
veiled our truth, a few rays of light emanated. I believe we 
have testimonies that have emanated from some early prede­
cessors of Sixtus IV, which are worthy of note. They are 
indicative of the Church's belief 

Honorius I (625-638) 
Honorius in his letter Scripta fratermtatis vestrac written 

in 634 to Sergius, Patriarch of Constantinople, says 

For Christ ••. was conceived without sin of the Holy Ghost, 
and also without sin He was born of the holy and immaculate 
Virgin Mother of God ..•• 21 

St Mart in I ( 649-653) 
St. Martin's first major act was the convocation and the 

celebration of the Council of the Lateran in 649 22 Although 

20 lneffabihs Deus, Unger transl, pp 10-14 Fulgens corona glorw.e, m 
A -1..S', "ol 45 1953, pp 579-580 

21 D.B, no 251. 
22 J D Mansi, Sacrorum Coned,orum nova et amplisnma collutio, \ol 
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this was not an ecumenical council, it has, accordmg to J. 
Hefe]e, almost as great an authority in the Church as an ecu­
menical one.23 The Pope presided at its assemblies-five ses­
sions in all-; he was the first to sign its documents containing 
the Church's doctrme against the Monothehtes. He ordered 
that these documents be sent to the universal Church.2

' 

I These documents contained a sytnbolunt and twenty canons. 
In the third canon we find these words 

If anyone does not properly and according to truth confess 
according to the holy Fathers that the holy Mother of God and 
ever \'1rgm and immaculate Mary 25 

St Agatho (678-681) 
1 St Agatha convoked the Third Council of Constantinople 

(680-681) In a letter written in his name and that of the 
Roman Synod to Emperor Constantine Pagonatus and his 
brothers, Heraclius and Tiberius, on the occasion of this, the 
Sixth Ecumenical Council,26 two things are to be noted 

( 1) The Pope accepts the canons of the Council of the 
Lateran as a profession of the true faith.27 Therefore, canon 
three 

10, Pans 1901, col 870 sq , C J Hefele m H1stoire des Coner/es, French 
translation by Dom H Leclercq, vol 3, part 1, Pans 1909, pp 434-4SI 

, 23 Hefele, op cit, p 435 
I 24 Hefele, op at pp 436 and 450 

2~ D.B, no 2S6 :Mansi, op cit, vol 10, col 1151 sq Hefele, op cit 
p, 446 

; 26PL, 87, col 1216 sq Hefele, op ell, vol 3, part 1, p 481 sq 
' 27 PL, loc at, col 1224 "Hane 1g1tur morae cathol1cae atque apostol1cae 

confessionis regulam, et sanctum conailum, quod m bane Romanam urbem 
servllem vestn Chnstianissim1 1mpem sub apostol1cae memonae Martino papa 
convemt, praedicasse synod.it<!, ac constanter defend1Sse, omnes nos, qmsqulS 
ub1que est, humilhm1 EccleSiarum Chmb ant1St1tes, oognoscimus m qu:i et 
nostrae parv1tal!S praedecessores convementes, apostolicam confeSSionem, quam 
:i pnnapio pere<!perunt, eb:!.m synodah praeoomo praed1carunt, et absque cu­
JUSpiam novitahs errore citm amb1gu1tatem detennmarunt", Hefele, loc cit, 
p 482 
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(2) A quotation from the letter: 

We confess, however, that God the Word •.. was incarnate 
of the Holy Ghost and of the holy, immaculate, ever glorious 
Virgin, Mary our Lady, tru1y and properly Mother of God ... 28 

In the eleventh session of the Council, at the demand of 
the monk Gregory, the celebrated letter of St. Sophronious 
written m 634 to Pope Hononus and to other bishops, was read 
to the assembly ~9 From this letter we have these noteworthy 
excerpts: 

.•. and He (Christ) entered the intact womb brilliant with the 
virgmal chastity of Mary, the holy and illustrious one, who full 
With a divine wisdom, free from all stain oj body and soul and 
intellect •.. That 1s why a holy Virgin is chosen, she is sancti­
fied in her soul and in her body, and because she is pure, chaste 
and immaculate, she becomes the co-operatnx of the Incarnation 
of the Creator.80 

From the inviolable and virgmal blood of the immaculate 
Virgin l\Iary, the Word became incarnate .••. 31 

This letter was approved by the Fathers of the Council and 
was deemed worthy to be inserted in the Acts of the Council.82 

28 PL, foe at, col 1220-1221 Mansi, op cit, vol 11, col 290 TI11s 
letter was read m the Snth Ecumen1cal Council and was loudly proclaimed by 
the Fathers of the Council with these words, "per Agathonem Petrus loque­
batur" Cf. DB, note 2 to no 288 

29 Hefele, op cit, vol 3, part 1, p 499 M Jug1e, AA, L'lmmaculle 
Conception dans l'Ecnture Samte et dans la tradition orientale, Rome, 1952, 
pp 99-105 PG, Bi, col 3147-3199 l\failSI, op cit, vol. 11, col 462-509, 

SOP G, Si, col 3159 l\IanSJ, oP cit, vol 11, col 474 
s1 PG, loc cit, col 3162 Msns1, loc cit, col. 475 
32 Paren dell'Episcopato Cattalico • • • sul/a defirn:1on~ dogmahca 

deU'lmm(J(;olato Concepimento della Beata 1',rgine l,fana, Part 3, vol 6, Roma, 
1852, p 39, Wul, part 3, vol 5, p 266, ibu:J, part 1, vol 2, pp 187-188 
(heremafter to be referred to as Paren) Jugi.e, op, ell, p 100 F, Cayl"e, AA, 
Manual of Patrofogy, English transl bf H Howitt, A A, vol 2, Touma,, 1940, 
p 306 



14

Marian Studies, Vol. 5 [1954], Art. 6

https://ecommons.udayton.edu/marian_studies/vol5/iss1/6

86 Immaculate Conception in the Magistenum of the Church 

As a matter of fact, the major part of the written acts of Ses­

sion eleven is made up of the letter. 
The object of the Council of Constantmople Ill was the 

condemnation of the Monothelitic heresy. The Fathers in 

acclaiming Sophronius' letter were focusing primarily on his 

dyothelism. But as they approved his letter in globo and had 1, 

it inserted as such in the Acts, we can say that they approved, 

mcidentally, what was said about the Blessed Virgin. 

St. Leo II (682-683) 

1 
St. Leo's re1gn was very short, yet he performed a very 

important act. As St. Agatho died just at the close of the 

Council, it fell to Leo to confirm the acts of the Sixth Ecu­

menical Council.33 Thus, the letter of St. Sophronius fell under 

official Papal confirmation 

1 
As a conclusion to the testimony of the preceding Popes, 

we can adduce what Pius XII has just recently expressed. He 

enumerated the titles applied to Mary by the early Church 

among which is mentioned immaculate, then he goes on to say: 

If these praises of the Blessed \'irgin Mary be given the care­

ful consideration they deserve, who will dare to doubt that she 

who was purer than the angels and at all times pure, was at any 

moment, even for the briefest instant, not free from every stain 

of sm 34 

The Feast 

: The next thing that bnngs the question of Mary's admi­

rable prerogative to the front is the feast of her Conception 

,It was during the era prior to Sixtus IV that the feast became 

almost general in the Western Church. We all know that the 

Liturgy js a vehicle of instruction used by the Papal Magis-

33 Hefele, op cit, vol J, part 1, pp 512-515 

34 Fulgens corona glonae, 1n A A.S, ibid, p 580 English transl, The 

Rtg1ster, ibid 
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terium. Recall to mind the important words of Pms XI in his 
encyclical Quas prim as: 

For people are taught the truths of the faith and brought to 
appreciate them more effectively by the annual celebration of 
the sacred mysteries than by official pronouncements of the 
Church For such pronouncements usually reach only the few 
and, for the most part, the learned, feasts reach all the Faithful 
Pronouncements speak once, feasts speak every year, in fact 
forever.115 

Thts being the case, it behooves us to evaluate the data 
that has come down to us concerning the feast and see how the 
Apostolic See acted. 

About the year 1320 the feast was not celebrated in Rome. 
In the extensive and heated discussions between the Francis­
cans and the Dominicans on the question of Mary's preserva­
tion from original sin, John of Naples, 0 P, mamtains: "The 
Roman Church does not celebrate the feast of the Conception." 
This argument would have eastly been destroyed had there 
been a pontifical approbation of the feast of the Immaculate 
Conception.36 

John of Naples and others holding his views were reiter­
ating what St. Thomas Aquinas had said some forty years 
earlier In his Summa Theologica, the Angelic Doctor answers 
to an objection in this wise: 

Although the Church of Rome does not celebrate the Concep­
tion of the Blessed Virgin, yet it tolerates the custom of certain 
churches that do keep that feast. .. ,37 

3~A.AS, vol 17, 1925, pp 603, English transl by Gerald Treacy, SJ, 
The Amenca Press, N, Y, 1944, p 9, 

36 P Doncoeur, SJ, Les prem1lrts intt:rventions du St S1~ge rtlalivts a 
l'Immaculie Conctptton, XII-XIV s1Ccles, m Revue d'h1stoirt eccll1ia.stique, 
\ol 8, 1907, pp 282-285 "EccleSJa Romana non celebrat festum Conceptioms" 
Cf Le Bachelet, SJ, article lmmaculie Conception, m D TC, vol. 7, col 1099 

37 Summa, P 3, q 27, a 2 ad 3um English translatrnn from Benziger 
Ed1bon 
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Nevertheless, about the year 1330 or a httle after1 the feast 

came to be recognized and to be solemnly celebrated by the 

Apostolic See We have evident testimony of men who lived 

at the time. Thus, for example, John Bacon, about the year 

1330, asserted that there existed, " ... the public and long 

standing custom" of venerating the virginal Conception in the 

Roman Cuna. About the year 1339, Thomas of Strasbourg 

wrote: 

The Holy Roman Church is accustomed to solemnly celebrate 

the feast of the Conception of the glorious \'1rgm 

John Tauler, 0 P., about the year 1350, re-echoes prac­

tically the words of Thomas of Strasbourg 38 

In the fourteenth century all the calendars, breviaries and 

missals make constant mention of the solemnity of the Con­

ception "iuxta consuetudmem Romanae Curiae." 39 

I How do we account for the change within a span of ten 

or fifteen years? 
Some 40 claim that Innocent III (1198-1216), a century 

previously, had planted the seed which only gradually took 

root. An order from Innocent III, about 1215, is supposed to 

have imposed the feast of the Conception on all the dioceses 

of France.u 

3S Cherub1nus Sericol1, 0 F.M, lmmaculata B l,f V1rgmlJ' Concrptio mxla 

Xy.1li IV Comtitutionrs, Romae, 1945, pp 12-13, Doncoeur, 1b1d, p 697, 

DTC, 1btd, col 1099, J B Malou, L'lmmaculle Concrp110n dr la bimheu­

reuse V,erge lllarie considlrlr commt' dogme de foi, vol 1, Bruxelles, 1857, 

p 131, g1Hs quotatmn from Taulcr taken from his book, Lib de X Caecitatibus, 

caec 4, p 135 "Sancta Romana eademque Catholica Ecclesia quae crrare non 

potest, hoc 1p50 quod festum Conceptionis dims solemmter cel;brandum 

colendumque assumps1t, baud obsccure (Immaculatam Concepbonem) astrmt 

et affinnat" 
39Scnco!J, op cit, pp 13-14 Doncoeur, art di, pp 700-701, 

40 C Passagha, SJ, De lmmaculato De1parae semper Virginis conupt!I; 

~ol J, Romae, 1855, p 1771 J Mansella, ll Domma dell'lmmacolata 

Conu:io"'1 della Beata Virgi"'1 11/ana, vol 1, Roma, 1866, p 46 
41 Doncoeur, art cit, pp 272-274 Sencoli., op dt, pp 13-14 



17

Robichaud: The Immaculate Conception in the Magisterium of the Church Before

Published by eCommons, 1954

Immaculate Conception in the Magisterium of the Church 89 

One simple argument seems to destroy this St. Thomas 
Aquinas lived in Paris as a student and as a professor from 
1252-1259.42 It 1s very doubtful that he would not have 
known of a Papal approbation of the feast, had one been m 
existence Yet in the passage of the Summa that has been 
quoted above, he states that the Church tolerates, which is 
qmte different from an "approbation or imposition of the feast 
for Gaul." 43 

The introduction of the feast m Rome seems to have come 
about in this wise. The feast of the Immaculate Conception 
gradually made its way first into the Roman Curia The Popes 
first tolerated 1t, then they personally assisted at the celebra­
tions, then had the feast celebrated 

The phase really began when the Papal Court, findmg itself 
temporarily at Anagm, about the year 1241 or 1242, assisted 
at the festivities in honor of Mary1s Conceptmn in the Cathe­
dral of the city H It 1s on one of these occasions at Anagni 
that Bomface VIII (1294-1303) enriched the feast with an 
indulgence of eight years and forty days'~ 

Clement V (1305-1314) left Rome for Avignon While 
there, the Pontifical Court began to assist at the rites in the 
Church of the Carmehtes on the eighth of December. This 
became the customary and habitual procedure Next, it was 
introduced in the Curia itself. This certainly began while the 
Popes were still at Avignon 46 

42 \' J Bourke, llltroductwn to St Thomas Aqzmias, New York, 1948, 
p 20 

43 Doncoeur, art nl, pp 273-275, pornts out many historical difficulties 
m attnbutm~ thzs decision with regard to the feast of the Immaculate Con­
cept.Jon to Innocent III 

44 Doncoeur, art ctt, pp 215-216, p 699 Sericoh, op, cit, p 14, DTC, 
art ctt, col 1100 Malou, op, t1I, vol l, p 136 

4UDoncoeur, ,bid, p, 699, DTC, ,bid, col 1100 L'A1111 du ClergJ, 
vol 32, 1910, p 1010 

46Sencob, ibid, pp 13-14, Doncoeur, ibid, pp 699-100 D,TC, ibid, 
col. 1100-1101. 
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The Curia became so accustomed to celebrating the feast 
that it continued to do so when it moved back to Rome. Gilles 
de Bellemer writes, in 1385, that he saw the feast of the Con­
ception celebrated by the cardinals and prelates, "sciente et 
permittente Romano Pontifice" Francis l\Iartin a few years 
later, reports that: 

I ... the feast was celebrated with solemmty by the Sovereign 
Pontiff and by the Cardmals; in their chapels they carry out the 
feast of the Conception.47 

Can we deduce anythmg from the Papal action concerning 
the feast? There was no Pontiff who, in documents or other 
official acts, authentically recognized this feast This is evident 
from the bulls of John XXII (1316-1334), Clement VI (1342-
1352) and Eugene IV (1431-1444) 1 for when dealmg with the 
feasts of the Blessed Virgin they constantly name only four. 
Nativity, Annunciation, Purification, and Assumption 48 

The feast celebrated before Sixtus IV conveyed a sense 
that was vague and indetermined, and not the strict immacu­
hstic sense as we have it today It was very general, a sanc­
tification in genere in the womb of St. Ann without further de­
termination as to instant and modality. Thus the celebratmn 
did not favor any side of the bitter controversy rampant at the 
time between those defending Mary's Immaculate Conception 
and those against it The Curia does not give to its adherence 
a dogmatic import The proof of the matter is that the feast 
was celebrated by men of great influence m the Papal Court 
and yet who were maculists, e g., Durandus of St Portianus, 
Wilham of Perp1gnan, and celebrated even by some Popes of 
Avignon who were against the privilege, at least before they 
became Popes, 1. e, John X.."XII (1316-1334), Benedict XII 
(1334-1342), and Clement VI (1342-1352).49 

47Doncoeur, ,bid, p 100 DTC, ibid, col 1101 
48 Doncoeur, 1b1d, p iOI Sencoli, 1b1d, p 14 
40 Sencoli, op crt, p 15 D TC, ibid, col 1080-1081 Doncoeur, art 
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We can, I thmk, deduce this much from the the feast. It is 
of importance in the history of our dogma. The toleration or 
the permissive acts of the Popes of the time were a condition 
for the evolution of our truth, and a prelude of thmgs to come 

John XXII (1316-1334) 
Pope John has already been mentioned above in relation to 

the development of the feast of the Immaculate Conception. 
Before we take our leave of him there is one more fact that 
bears noting. 

There was, supposedly, a public debate held before him, at 
Avignon-around the year 1325-between the Dominicans 
and the Franciscans. It came about in this way. The Friars 
Preachers, being persuaded that their opinion was the only 
one confonnable to Sacred Scripture, to the principles of the 
Fathers, and to the belief of the Church, referred the matter 
to the Pope. The occasion for this was Dun Scotus' bnlliant 
defense of the privtlege of the Immaculate Conception which 
had won over many to his opinion. Representatives of both 
Orders were called on to debate the question The Pope, after 
hearing both sides, declared the Friars Minor the victors. To 
confirm this, he ordered the Mass of the Conception to be cele­
brated with greater solemmty in his chapel and in Avignon.'0 

This certainly was not a definitive papal pronouncement in 
favor of the Immaculate Conception, for, as we shall see 
shortly, Sixtus IV, in trying to make peace between the oppos-

cit, pp 706-715, and vol 9, 1908, p 291 Benedict XII, before his elevation 
to the throne of Peter, '\\RS a Cistercian Cardinal and followed St, Bernard 
on the question of the Immaculate Conception As a Cardinal he said 
"mundata fuit a peccato ongmah, et praesen.ata a peccato actuah" Doncoeur, 
p 708. 

50 Malou, op cit, vol 1, p 55 Mansella, op at, "ol 1, p 98 Their 
authonty IS Th Strozzi, SJ, Conlrot1ersia ddla. Concuione della. Beata Vtrgine 
Maria descnta istoncamente, L 5, c 3, Palermo, 1700 Doncoeur; art cit, 
vol 8, p 706 and Le Bache let m D TC, vol 7, col 1100, do not consider these 
facts to be authentic, 
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ing factions, declared that athe Church had not as yet defined 
it." 111 John's decision would be similar to any decision given 
in a debate It is not so much the truth of the position as its 
defense that is important. So, m all probabihty the Pope's 
pronouncement comes to this: the Franciscans vindicated their 
position better than their opponents 

I 

Gregory XI (1370-1378) 
In the year 1377 Gregory had the revelations of St. Bridget 

of Sweden examined, and he approved them. This approbation 
was confirmed by his two immediate successors, Urban VI 
(1318-1389) and Boniface IX (1389-1404)." 

In his approbation Gregory said: 

, All that is contained m these revelations 1s conspicuous for its 
truth, and perlucid in its sanctity and perfect ... 

In these revelations we find Mary then speaking of her 
Conception: 111t is the truth that I was conceived without 
original sm." Agam: 

1 Believe, my daughter, seeing that they think rightly who be­
lieve and profess that I was preserved from the ongmal stain, 
wrongly, however, those who think the contrary, especially 1f 
they do so with temerity.53 

I Know that I was conceived without original sin, and not in 
sin ... Know that my Conception was not known to all be­
cause God willed 1t that way ... thus it was pleasmg to God 
that His friends would piously doubt of my Conception, and 
each one would manifest His zeal, until the truth would be clari­
fied at its foreordained time.54 

~1 Bull Grat•e mmu (1483). 
~:i Pourrat, art Bng1tte, m Catholmsme, vol 2, Paris, 1949, col 211-272 
113 Ex~rpts taken from L 6, c 49 of the Revelations and quoted by the 

BIShop of Narm as a proof of the Immaculate Conception m his answer to 
Pius IX m Paren, part I, vol 2, 1851, pp 324-325 

M E,:cerpt from L 6, c 55 of the RevelaJwns quoted by D Cern m 
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The approbation by the three Popes gives us this assur­
ance, that in these revelations there is nothing contrary to 
Cathohc truth. What there is concernmg the Immaculate Con­
ception is in harmony with faith. However, in approving 
private revelations, the Pontiffs do not and cannot demand 
from us a belief of divine Catholic faith There is a definite 
sign of better things to come with regard to our truth. 

Martin V (1417-1431)-Eugene IV (1431-1447) 
In 1431 Martin V convoked the Council of Basie, which 

convocation was confirmed by Eugene IV. 
There was a strong movement afoot to have the Council 

study thoroughly the question of Mary's Conception At the 
end of 1435, it began to consider the question There were 
some very extensive and lively discussions on the matter dur­
ing April, May, June, and July of the following year. The 

Enchindion auctontatum super duadecim , • tnumphos B Manae Vrrg1111s 
.\fatris Des in origmak pe;ccatum, m Paren, part J, vol 6, Roma, 1852, p 174 

Thts fact might be added here without attemptmg a cntical evaluation 
of 1t The Provmcial Council of Lyons m 1850 petitioned Pius IX to define 
the Immaculate Conception It declared that the Church of Lyons had been 
the first to celebmte the feast m France and that the Church of Macon had 
been m perfect agreement, and 1t gave as a proof, the followmg "Cum 
Lugdunens1 consonat Matisconensts EccleSia, 1n CUJUS antlqUlSSllillS fasUs 
scnptum legitur Innocentius Papa IV (1243-1254), anno Incamatrnnts m.tlleslmo 
ducenteszmo quadrageszmo qmnto, et die Sacrat1SS1mae Conceptrnnts V1rg1ms 
Manae, decembns octa\a, cum ma.x1mo com1tatu, Ecdesiam digmssimam 
monasteni S Petn, JU\ta C1Htatem Mat1SConensem, manu propna dedicavtt "­
m Colkcllo Launsis, vol 4, 1873, col 498a The anbpope, Clement VII 
(1378-1394) confirmed and sustamed the condenmatrnn of John of Montesono, 
0 P pronounced hy the Um\'ers1ty of Pans Montesono m defense of some 
theses, held that the belief m the Immaculate Conceptrnn was a heresy The 
Bishop of Paris, Peter de Orgemont, ratified the censure imposed by the 
Um\,ers1ty and made the fnar liable to excommumcation The fnar appealed 
to Clement at Avignon After heanng both Sides, the antipope handed down 
hts deru1on This deCISIOn has no doctnnal "'a]ue Ho\\ever, 1t shows a ten­
dency towards the danficatrnn of the dogma Cf Malou, op cit, vol I, 
p, 56 Mansella, oP nt, vol 1, p 105 Sencol1, op cie, p 18 DTC, 
,bid, col 1083-1086 
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leader of those opposmg the privilege was John of Montenegro, 

O.P., and Cardinal John of Turrecremata, O.P.; the leaders 

of the defense were John of Segovia and Peter Perqueri, 

O.F.M. 

i The arrival of the Greeks at Basle postponed further dis­

cussion on the subject. However, at the end of i\lay, 14391 

the discussions were renewed. In September, members of the, 

commission chosen to examine the evidence held a consulta­

tion. Two days later, September 17, 1439, the following de­

cree was published in Session XX."{VI: 55 

... we define and declare that the doctrine according to which 

the glorious Virgm Mary, Mother of God, by a special effect of 

divine preventing and operating grace, was never stained with 

original sm, but has always been holy and immaculate, is a p10us 

doctrine, conformable to the cult of the Church, to Catholic 

Faith, to right reason and Sacred Scripture; it must be approved, 

held and professed by all Catholics; furthermore, it is no longer 

allowed to preach or teach anything contrary to it.'6 

There is no doubt that at the time this decree was promul­

~ated, the Council was schismatic. Therefore, it is not dog­

matic r.7 But the question comes up, when d1d the Council 

lose its authority? There are two possible, valid Catholic 

opinions. 

1

1 The first opinion maintains that the Council lost its ecu­

menic status almost at the outset. It was convoked legiti-

51i D TC, vol 2, art Bale (Conole de) by A Baudnllart, col. 113-129 

DTC, vol 7, col 1110-1113 The Cathohc Encyclopedia, vol 2, article, 

Bask, by J MacCaffrey, pp 334-338 Mansella, oP at, vol. 1, p 137, sq 

Malou, op cit, vol t, pp 58-61, Sencol1, op, dt, p, 21 

ri6DTC, vol 7, art cit, 1113 Sencoh, oP dt, p 21. Malou, oP c,t, 

voll,p60 

1 n Mansella, op cit, vol 1, p 148, D T,C, vol 2, col 125-127, vol 7, 

col 1115 Malou, op cit, vol 1, p 60 
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mately1 but it became nil after the first session because 1t began 
at that time to oppose the Pope. 58 

The other opimon, which seems to me to be the better of 
the two, holds that the Council was Ecumenical from the be­
ginning up to its transfer to Ferrara in 1437 by Eugene IV 50 

From this latter position, this argument follows The ques­
tion of the Immaculate Conception was discussed and material 
gathered at a time when the Council was still legitimate Thus, 
the decree on the Immaculate Conception can be looked upon 
as a precious monument to the belief of the Church in Mary's 
singular privilege during the middle of the fifteenth century. 
It attests to a widespread and imposing belief by the Western 
Church. The Pope would not have authorized his legates to 
discuss the subject if he had not believed, at that time, a defini­
t10n at least possible. 

The future was to give this decree an indirect confirmation: 
alt the points contamed therein were sanctioned, httle by tittle, 
by the legitimate authority. It marks, also, the end of the 
period of pure controversy, where the polemics existed without 
the final outcome being too clearly defined. It helped im­
mensely in the development of the dogma. It was the first time 
that the question of a definition was brought up with reference 
to it.60 

s;xtus IV (1471-1484) 
The first in a long hne of Popes extending over five cen­

turies, who have given explicit guidance on our dogma, Sixtus 
JV, a Franciscan Conventual, issued some sixteen constitutions 

r,~ Opinion of A Baudnllart, m D TC, vol 2, col 126, sq 
">DJ Hefele, op cit, vol I, part 1, pp 81-86 The arguments he adduces 

from authority, quotations from Eugene IV and Leo X, are ,ery strong 
Mansella, op cit, \OI l, p 148 Malou, op e,t, pp 60-61 MacCaffrey in 
The Calhvlic Encyclvped1a, art cit, ,ol 2, p 334 Le Bachelet seems to hold 
this opmion m DTC, \O] 7, col 1115 

00 Malou, oP cit, \Ol 1, pp 61-62, vol 2, p 265 l\Iansel!a, oP at, 
\ol. I, p 148, DTC, ,o] 7, col. 1115 
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with reference to Mary's Conception. They are not all of 

equal value. Twelve of these were not destined for the uni­

versal Church In them, the Pope granted indulgences to those 

attending certain churches on the feast of the Conceptmn, or 

he erected convents or monasteries under the title of Concep­

tion, or he granted faculties and privileges for the feast The 

twelve minor documents are: 

I Inter cetera, July 13, 1472, Inef!abilia, Sept. 8, 1472; A 

Scde Apostoltca, Oct. 4, 1472; Inter praecipuas, Jan. 23, 1473; 

Regina coelorum, May 26, 1475; Dudum siquidem, 1476; 

Dum devote, Sept 17, 1477; Dum attente, 1477 1 Romanus 

Ponti/ex, Dec. 8, 1479; Praeclara, Mar. 23, 1480; Apostolicae 

Sedts, Jan. 4, 1481; Et si gloriosus, June 18, 1481.61 

Of greater importance are the four Sistine Constitutions: 

Cum praccelsa; Libenter; Grave 111mis, prior; Grave 11imis1 

posterior. 
(1) Cum praecelsa, Feb 27, 1477.82 

The occasion for this Bull was the heated and furious 

polemics between those in favor of, and those opposed to, the 

Immaculate Conception. As Sericoli says: 

Such ire, such stubborn and disgraceful argumentatmn O\ er 

which, with good reason, the heretics rejoiced, the good gne\ ed, 

and the faithful were offended.68 

1H Sencol1, oP cit , pp 26, 69 
62 Authors do not agree on the date of tlus document Sencoh, op at, 

p 33, note 22, gives date as Feb 27, 1477 G Roschim, Mariolog1a, vol 2, 

par 2, ed 2, Romae, 1948, p 75, dates 1t Feb 27, 1477 He changes from 

the view held m h!S first edition, and this was brought about by Sencoli's 

research E Carroll m Manan Studtts, \ol 4, p 41, and George Shea in 

Manan Studies, -.ol 3, pp 41 and 42, both baH the date as above The fol­

lowing authors ghe the date as 1476 E Campana, in Marie dans le dogme 

cathol,que, translation from the Italian by A M Viel, OP,, -.ol, 2, Montreieau 

1913, p 246 Le Bachelet, m D TC art cit, col 1122, has April 26, 1476, 

Denzmger-Bannwart, no 734, g1\es Feb 28, 1476, as does Paul Palmer, SJ 

m .lfary tn the Documrnts of the Church, Westmmistcr, Md, 1952, p 74, who 

follows D.B 
63 Scncoh, op cit, p 31 
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Writing to pour oil over the troubled waters, and to offset 
greater evils1 Sixtus IV ordered a solemn and public disputa­
tion to be held in his presence at Rome. This took place in the 
beginning of the year 1477. 

The lilaculistic position was defended by the recognized 
leader of the group, Vincent Bandelli1 O.P.1 who eloquently 
exposed his views. Francis Insuber of Brescia, Minister Gen­
eral of the Friars l\Iinor, ably defended the lmmaculistic posi­
tion. It seems that the latter won. 

On the occasion of this victory, Leonard of Nogarohs peti­
tioned the Pope to approve the Office, Sicut Lilium, and the 
Mass, Egredimini1 in honor of Mary's Concepfion. He also 
asked that they be enriched with indulgences Sixtus acceded 
to his request and to this end he issued Cum praecclsa.64 

By this Bull, the feast of the Immaculate Conception was 
approved and solemnly instituted. To those who devoutly cele­
brated the feast, and said or were present at the canonical 
hours, the Pope granted the same indulgences that had been 
granted by his predecessors for the feast of Corpus Chnsti.r.~ 

This document is definitely lmmaculistic: 
(a) The Pope calls Mary's Conception wondrous: 

. . we deem 1t fitting, and even our duty, to invite by means of 
indulgences and the remission of sins, all the faithful of Christ 
to offer thanks and praise to God ... for the wondr(JUS Con-
ception of this same Immaculate Virgin M 

(b) The feast of Nogarohs has a very definite Immacu­
listic tone. We have such phrases as: 

You are all beautiful, 0 Mary, and the stam of original sin 1s 
not in thee. (2nd ant of 1st Vesp.) 

64 Sencol1, op at, pp Jt-33 In the appendu of this book, Sencol1 
gives m toto the four SJStme documents, Campana, op cit, vol 2, p 246 

6:1 Sericol1, oP cit, appendrx, pp 153-154 

M Palmer, op cit, p. 14 
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Today is the Immaculate Conception of the Holy Virgin :Mary 
God Who, by the Immaculate Conception of the Virgin, didst 

prepare a worthy dwelling . grant, we beseech Thee, Who by 
His foreseen death didst preserve her from all stain of sin ... 
(Collect of the Mass and Oratmn of the Office-the same as we 
have today.) 

God protected you from all sm, l\Iary.67 

Ten times in the course of the Office and Mass, accordmg 
to Sericoli, is l\Iary's Conception called Immaculate About 
thirty times it is asserted that the V1rgm was conceived with­
out sin, or was preserved or was immune from sin or from the 
stain of original sin.RB 

(c) Alexander VII in his Bull Solltcttudo ommum declares 
that the object of the feast mstituted by S1xtus IV has always 
been the Immaculate Conception 60 This will be treated later 
in its proper place. 

The Church cannot teach error. We know from the quota­
tion from Quas pr1mas 10 already given, that the Liturgy is a 
vehicle of instruction In approving the feast officially, the 
Pope was 1mphcitly teaching a doctrine, Mary's Immaculate 
Conception. Therefore, Cum praecelsa is a document which 
was definitely a giant step forward God's truth concerning 
Mary was gradually unfolding and would soon stand unchal­
lenged. 

(2) Libenter, Oct. 4, 1480. 
By this Apostolic Bnef, Sixtus IV approved the Office and 

J\Iass in honor of Mary's Immaculate Conception, composed 

67 Serkoh, op at, p 80, Letter of Bishop of Havana m Pareri, part 1, 
\Ol 2, p JS0 

68 Sencoli, op cit, p 80 
69 J Bourassi\, Summa a urea de laud,bus B ,l( Y, , ol 7, Pans, 1862, col 

251. Pms IX, m lnefjabUts Deus Bourassi\, ,b,dem, col 631 Unger, transl 
pp 6 and 7 Sencoli, op cit, p 70 sq Roschmi, op, cit, vol 2, part 2, 
p. 76 

I 

10 A A.S, vol 17, p 603 
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by Bernardine de Bustis1 O.F.M. This Office1 hke the preced­
ing one, definitely had as an obJect Mary's preservation from 
original sin.71 E.g., Ant. to Magmficat: 

My soul doth magnify the Lord and my spmt exults in God 
my Saviour Who preserved me from origmal sin 

Collect. 

God Who preserved the Immaculate Virgin l\Iary from all 
stain of sm in her conceptmn .... 72 

(3) Grave nimis, prior-1482. 
The two preceding Papal documents did not silence the 

opposition to Mary's prerogative They attacked 1t indirectly 
in two ways: (1) by not celebrating the feast, or (2) celebrat­
ing the feast of Mary's Sanctification; directly, by wnting 
against Cum praecelsa. 

Bandelli claimed that m approving Nogarolis' Mass and 
Office1 the Pope meant Mary's sanctification after the instant 
of animation, or taught only her spiritual and not her natural 
conception. This attack was most immoderate and seemed to 
question the authority of the Holy See. Therefore, Sixtus pub­
lished his first Bull entitled Grave nimis. 

In this document the Pope, with strong words, condemns 
the members of different Orders who are deputed to preach the 
word of God in the different c1t1es and towns of Lombardy, 
and who seem not to be ashamed to publicly affirm, before 
crowds of people, that anyone who holds Mary's preservation 
from original sin is to be considered a heretic, and that the 
Roman Church speaks only of Mary's spiritual conception or 
her sanctification All the more so are they to be condemned, 

71 Sencolt, op, nt, pp 36-40 Copy of the whole bncf m appcndr,: 
DTC, vol 7, col 1122 

72 DT C, loc at, Sencol1, op, cit, p 87. 
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as they know that the Church celebrates the feast of the Con­
cept10n and that she has ordered a special and proper Office. 
The Pope wishes to oppose these temeranous and perverse 
assertions which are alien to the truth 

By his own impulse1 motu proprio1 he fulminates an ex­
communication reserved to the Roman Pontiff on all those who 
would presume to affirm that the Holy Roman Church cele­
brates only Mary's spiritual Conception and her Sanctification 
in her mother's womb, and that those who believe and hold that 
Mary was Immaculately Conceived are guilty of heresy1 since 
these affirmations are false and erroneous and alien to truth. 
Anybody who edits books of the same tenor is condemned 

Also1 he subjects to some censures those who preach, or 
teach or otherwise affinn by word or writing that it is heretical 
to beheve that Mary was conceived in original sin.73 

The explanation of this Bull will be better understood in the 
discussion of the following one. 

(4) Grave nimts, posterior.-Sept. 4, 1483. 
The preceding Bull put an end to Bandelli's argument His 

ideas, however, spread to others Thus1 to put a stop to these1 

Sixtus published another Bull under the same title, Grave nimis. 
This Bull is more general in tenor: 

Although the holy Roman Church publicly and solemnly 
celebrates the feast of the Conception of the inviolate and ever 
Virgin Mary1 and bas arranged a special and proper Office for 
the feast, we have learned that some preachers from different 
Orders, m their sermons to the people throughout various cities 
and distncts1 have up to the present unblushingly asserted m 
pubhc and are daily continuing to preach that all sin mortally 
or are heretics who bold or assert that the same glorious and 
immaculate Mother of God was conceived without the stain of 
origmal sin; and that those sin mortally who celebrate the Office 
of this same Immaculate Conception or hsten to the sennons of 

1i Sencoh, op cit, appendix 
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those who affirm that she was conceived without stain of this 
kind. . . By the tenor of these presents, we reprove and con­
demn with apostolic authonty assertions of this kind as false 
and erroneous and as wholly foreign to the truth . . We repre­
hend as well those who shall dare to assert that those who hold 
the contrary view-namely, that the glorious V1rgm Mary was 
conceived with original sin-are guilty of the crime of heresy 
or of mortal sin, smce the matter has not been decided as yet 
by the Roman Church and the Apostolic See.u 

This second Grave nimis is much like the first,1~ but these 
main differences are noticeable. • 

(a) Grave nimts, prior .--destmed for Lombardy. Grave 
nimis, posterior:---destined for the whole Church 

(b) In the postenor, Pope S1xtus IV gives the reason for 
the excommunication he fulminates against the Immaculists 
who maintain that those denying Mary's Immaculate Concep­
tion are guilty of heresy and commit a mortal sin That rea­
son is: 

.•• since the question has not yet been decided by the Roman 
Church and the Apostolic See, 16 

H Sencoh, op c,t, appendix Engl transl by Palmer, op al, p 75 
75 According to Sencoli, op c,t, pp 49-50, Gro'IJt mm1s, postenor, is au• 

thentic, for 1t is found in the Corpus Jum Canonu:i, c 2 Extrav comm 3, 12; 
1t Is mentioned by Popes, e g, Pius IX in lnejJabU,s Deus, and by the Council 
of Trent-DB, 792, 735 There are more difficulties m1htating agamst the 
authent1C1ty of the Gra'IJt nim,s, pnor It is not admitted in the Corpus Juris 
Canonia, neither is 1t found in any Bullanum Romanum, nor confirmed by 
any successors of Sixtus, nor by the Counol of Trent, Howe,.er, Pius IX in 
lneffabllts Deus, has an imp!JCJt but clear reference to it when speal..mg of the 
Pontiffs, He says "uti falsum ct ab Ecclesiae mente allenissrmam proscrlpse­
runt 11lorum opinfonem, qui non Conceptionem 1psam sed Sanctificabonem 
ab EcdcSlll ooh arbitrarentur et aflinnarent " This 1s mentioned only in the 
pnor Grave nmm, cf, lnef!abihs Deus, Unger transl, p 6 A comparison of 
this with both Grave mmu bnngs out the fact dearly, Serlcol1 hsts other books 
and authors havmg the pnor one 

76 Sencoh, op cit , p 48, and appendix, loc cit " 
a Romana Ecclesia et Apostol1ca Sede decisum" 

cum nondum sit 
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It is absent in the prior. 
The import of these last two Bulls, lies in this. 
(a) They definitely established that the object of the feast 

approved by Sixtus was Mary's preservation from original sin. 
(b) There is an in:imense impetus given to the pious belief. 

The Pope declared as false, erroneous and contrary to truth, 
the assertions of those accusing the defenders of the Immacu­
late Conception of sin and heresy because the Church approved 
it and commended it, and the Church celebrates the feast. On 
the other hand, he forbade the Immaculists to accuse their 
adversaries of heresy and sin, not because it was contrary to 
truth, but simply becau;e the Church had not as yet decided 
the question. 77 

Thus, the Holy See no longer allowed the tags "heresy" or 
"sin" to be attached to the "pious behef.H 

From the study of the four Sistme documents we can de­
duce, with Cherubino Sericoli, that: 

(a) The Roman Pontiff invited or urged the faithful to 
celebrate this feast, but did not command 1t. 

(b) Sixtus clearly signified that the object of the feast was 
Mary's preservation from original sin. 

( c) The Pope never asserted or sigmfied that the doctrine 
of the Immaculate Conception had been raised to the grade 
of certitude below that of divme-Cathohc faith He never pro­
h1b1ted the opposition from defending their opimons. 

11 Malou, oP cit, vol I, p, 65, D TC, vol 7, col 1124 These facts 
lead St Robert Bellarmme to declare m a general assembly of the Sacred 
Inqu1stt1on, on Aug 31, 1617, that 1t could never come about that the Holy 
See condemn the pwus bel,ef as heretical, or that she define as a dogma of faith, 
the contrary opinion, The Cardinal says in part "Non potest defimn sentenbam 
commumorem (1 e Mary was munaculately conce1Hd) es.se haerebcam: Proba­
tur, quia. Ecclesia seu Serles Apostol1ca defimv1t contrarmm. Sutus, enim, IV, 
m extravaganb, Grave nimis, expresse defimVlt cos qut d1cunt haerebcum esse 
dtcere heatam V1rginem sine peccato ongmah esse conceptam, falsum dtcere ct 
t-:K:commumcat illos excommumcabone reservata Summo Pontlfio" Cf Mansella, 
op at,,011,p 164, DTC,loc at, 
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(d) It would seem that the affirming opinion, namely, that 
Mary was conceived with original sin, is damnabilis, while the 
negative opinion, at least implicitly, is asserted to be de fide 
catholica deftmbilis.18 

PART Two 

The Immaculate Conception in the Papal Jlfagisterium from 
Sixtus IV to Alexander VII Inclusive 

Innocent VIII (1484-1492); Alexander VI (1492-1503) 
luhus II (1503-1513) 

These three Popes added their contribution to the develop­
ment of our dogma There was one Pope, Pius III, who came 
between Alexander and Julius, but his reign was too brief to 
allow him to issue any acts. 

Innocent VIII by his Bull Inter innumera, issued in 1489, 
approved a Spanish congregation of nuns known as the Reli­
gious of the Immaculate Conception of Mary 19 

Alexander VI by the Bull Illius qui, confirmed the consti­
tution Grave nimis posterior of Sixtus IV 80 

Juhus II, in his Bull Ad statum prosperum, of 1511, rati­
fied Innocent VIII's approbation of the above mentioned reli­
gious order of women under the title of the Immaculate Con­
ception, and he also approved their new rule. Julius stated 
that the scope of those professing this rule is to be espoused 
to Jesus Christ, our Redeemer, and to venerate the Immaculate 
Conception to His Mother. 

Inc. 3, the Pope prescribes that: 

780p Cit, p 97,118,124,121 
79!,falou, op cit, ~ol 1, pp 148 and 1S6, Passagha, op cit, vol 3, pp 

1782-1183, Pareri, part 1, vol 3, p 12, letter of Bishop of M:ilaga, Spam, 
1brd, p 121, Bishop of Toledo, Spain, ibid, part 3, vol 7, Cerri Enchmdton, 
pp 111 and 112 

SOD TC, vol 1, col 1164; Campana, oP cit, p 241, Passagha op at, 
vol 3, p 1783. 
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... the habit and the scapular must be white in color ... m testI• 
many of the virginal purity of mind and body; the mantle 
(pallium), however, must be the color of hyacinth because of a 
mystical s1gnifica_tion, namely, because the soul of the glorious 
Virgin from its creation was totally heavenly . 

With the rule, the Pontiff prescribed also this formula of 
profession: 

"I, Sister N., out of love and subJection to God and the 
Immaculate Conception of the Mother of God, vow and prom­
ise to God and to the Blessed Virgin Mary .... " 81 

Leo X (1513-1521) 
Leo X confirmed and approved the Constitutions of Sixtus 

IV, endowed the feast of the Conception with new honors by 
his Constitutions and Indults: Ad ea, (1515); Super gregem, 
(1517), Pia Christifidelium, (1518); Quia nuper, (1519); 
lneffabilis, (1521),82 

He also approved a confraternity bearing the title of the 
Conception of the Blessed Virgin erected in the Carmelite 
Church at Rouen. He praised the rite that they had, on the 
occasion of the death of a member, of carrying a white candle 
and a palm to declare their firm belief in Mary's Immaculate 
Conception.88 

By the Bull Sacrosanctae, Leo ordered that in all the do­
mmion of Poland, the feast of the Conception be celebrated in 
the same way "as it is done in Rome and in the Roman 
Curia." 84 He also permitted the Spaniards to have a Midnight 

81 Passai;ha, ibid, Paun, part I, vol, 3, pp. 12-13, Letter of the BLShop 
of Ml'ilaga, 

82 Passagha, op est, vol 3, pp 1783, Mansella, op est, vol 1, pp 168-170 
SS Passai;ha, ibid, pp 1183-1784, " Ad declarandum defunctum 1psum 

perpetuo fidei lumme vestitum smcentatem conceptrnms huiusmodi usque ad 
mortem tenu.isse ac defend1sse, et palmam "1rgmalem m Cades exaltatam, quam 
contra omnem ebam origma!LS culpae labem reportasse 1psam V1rgmem, v1vens 
contenderat, quasi ante summum De1 tribunal post ob1tum repraesentasse " 

84 Sencoh, op est, p 144 
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Mass, the Mass of the Immaculate Conception, on the feast of 
December the eighth.8

:; 

Of great importance as indicative of a trend begun by Sixtus 
IV, was Leo X's decision to settle the controversy which di­
vided the Catholic schools on the question of the Conception. 
He planned to have the matter discussed in the Fifth Council 
of the Lateran (1512-1517). He charged many learned theo­
logians to handle the question-especially Cajetan, Cardinal 
Thomas de Via, recognized as the eminent theologian of his 
time. These men were to give their opinion, and to examine 
whether there was any possibility of a definition of the Im­
maculate Conception as an article of faith However, the 
project was abandoned due to more pressing busmess, for the 
Council had been convened to discuss the refonnation of the 
Church, and to legislate to this end.86 

Adrian VI (1522-1523) 

Adrian VI, by the Bull Romanus Ponti/ex of July, 1522, 
confirmed a confraternity in honor of the Immaculate Concep­
tion erected in Toledo, Spam. 87 

Clement VII (1523-1534) 

Clement VII published a breviary drawn up by a Cardinal, 
in which is found the greater part of the office approved by 
Sixtus IV. In it we find again the following invitatory: "Let 
us celebrate the Immaculate Conception of the Virgin Mary 
... "; and the verse: "Thou art all beautiful, O Mary, and the 
original stain is not in Thee." 88 

85 P Branchen, Volo in forma d1 duserta:nonc, m Pareri, part 3, vol 5 
p 263 

S6DTC, \O] 7, col 1164-1165, Sencol1, op at, p 146, Malou, op cit, 
\Ol 1, pp 66-67, vol 2, p 277, Mansella, op at, vol i, pp 168-170 

87 Passagha, op cit, vol 3, p 1184; B l\lcKenna, The Dogma of the 
Immm:ulate Conception, Washmgton, D C, 1929, p 117 

88 Paren, part 2, vol 4, p 230, part 2, vol 6, p 112, Passagha, op cit , 
vol 3, p 1784 
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Paul Ill (1534-1549) 
In his Constitution Breviariutn dtvini Officii of July 3, 

1536, Paul III defended by his Apostolic authority the above 
mentioned Breviary written at the order of Clement VII.811 

Paul's greatest act1 by far, was the convocation of the 
Council of Trent on Nov. 19, 1544. The Council opened on 
Dec. 13, 1545. The object of this Council was to treat only 
those problems raised up by the heretics which were detri­
mental to our faith It had taken as a general rule not to 
define any question freely controverted, up till that time, 
among Catholics 110 Thus, strictly speaking, the Immaculate 
Conception was not to be on the agenda. 

When1 however, the question of the universality of original 
sin arose1 it carried with it, as a nder, the problem of whether 
Mary was subject to the law. Many heated discussions ensued. 
Finally, after much argument, the following decree was ap­
proved at the Fifth Session on July 17, 1546: 

This same holy Synod declares that it is not its intention to 
include in this decree, where there 1s question of original sm, the 
blessed and immaculate Virgin Mary, Mother of God Rather, 
the constitutions of Sixtus of happy memory are to be fol­
lowed •..• 111 

The authentic interpretation of this decision, arrived at by 
the Fathers of the Council, is given us by Pius IX m his Bull 
Ineffabilis Deus 

Besides, we must note a fact, most grave and important in­
deed Even the Council of Trent itself, when 1t gave out the 

Sil Passaglia, 1b1d, 

90 Malou, op cit, vol 1 p 69, Manse Ila, op Cit , vol 1, p 171 sq 

DID.B, n 792, Enghsh transl Palmer, op at, p 77; DTC, vol 7, 
pp 1166-1167, Mansella, op cit, vol I, pp 1 il-178, Malou, op cit, pp 69-70 
Cfr M Tognettl, 0 SM, L'lmmacolata al Concilio Tndentino, m Marwnum 
vol 15, JQ53, pp 304-374, 
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dogmatic decree concerning origmal sin, following the testimonies 
of the Sacred Scriptures, of the Holy Fathers and of the very 
worthy Councils, decreed and defined that all men are born in• 
fected by original sin; nevertheless, 1t solemnly declared that it 
had no mtention of mcluding the Blessed and Immaculate \'1rgm 
Mary, the Mother of God, in this decree and m the very broad 
sweep of its definition Indeed, considering the times and cir• 
cumstances, the Fathers of Trent sufficiently insinuated by this 
declaration that the Blessed Virgm Mary was free from the 
original stain, and thus they clearly signified that nothmg could 
be reasonably cited from the Sacred Writings, from Tradition, 
or from the authority of the Fathers, which would m any way 
be opposed to so great a prerogative of the Virgin,92 

In the decree of Trent three things are to be noted 

(1) Mary is excluded from the universal law of ongmal 
sin. Taking into consideration the decree plus the 
ideas of the members of the Council as can be seen 
from their debates, it is evident that for the great 
majority,-two•thirds of the members of the a.ssem• 
bly, according to one author 93-the reason they did 
not want to include Mary lies in the fact that they 
were convinced that she had not incurred original sin.94 

(2) Mary is called Immaculate. I think we can say with 
Cardmal Luigi Lambruschini, that the meaning of 
that word must be determined by the quality of the 
stain discussed in the decree. The stain was original 
sin Therefore, she is called Immaculate because she 
was conceived without original sin.95 

(3) The Sistine Constitutions are to be observed. From 

OZBourasse, op cit, \Ol 7, col 633; Unger transl, p 9 
93LeBachelet, 1n D TC, vol 7, col. 1167 
94D TC, vol 7, col 1168, 
9~ Cardmal Lu1g1 Lambruschm1, Sull'Immacolato Concepimento d1 Maria, 

m Partn, part J, vol. 5, p 136. 
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the Acts we know that Cum praecelsa and Grave nimis 
were read to the assembly. Thus, juridically, the ques­
tion was left in the same state as it was previously.08 

But the tenor of these documents was definitely Im­
maculistic, as we have already seen. 

Therefore, we can repeat again the words of Pius IX: "The 
Fathers of Trent sufficiently insinuated by this declaration 
that the Blessed Virgin Mary was free from the original stain." 
The Counctl of Trent brought the pious belief closer to its 
definition 

Pius IV (1559-1565) 

Pius' all-important act was the confirmation of the decrees 
of the Council of Trent by the Bull Benedictus Deus of Jan. 
26, 1564 Included, evidently, was the famous last paragraph 
of the decision of the Fifth Session on the Immaculate Con­
ception.97 

Pius V (1566-1572) 

Three documents of Pius with reference to the Immacu­
late Conception are worthy of note: Ex omnibus, of 1567; 
Quoad a nobis, of 1568, and Super speculam, 1570 

In the Bull Ex omnibus, written in 1567 and not pubhshed 
till later, Pius condemns the errors of Baius (Michael du Bay) 
contamed m seventy-nine propositions. The seventy-third 
proposition reads: 

No one, with the exception of Christ, is without original sin 
Therefore, the Blessed Virgin died because of the sin contracted 

96DTC, vol 7. cols 1167-1168 
01 Bullanum Privilegiorum ac Diplomatum Romanorum Pontificium, vol. 4, 

part 2, pp 168-169 (hereinafter to be referred to as Bult Rom) ; Passaglia, 
op. cit, ,ol 3, p 1784, 
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from Adam, and all her afflictions m this life, no less than those 
of the rest of the just, were the punishment of actual or original 
sin 98 

The reason why this proposition was proscribed was that it 
went contrary to the law decreed by S1xtus IV and confirmed 
by the Council of Trent. Baius claimed that the belief in the 
Immaculate Concept10n was a heresy. Thus, he fell under the 
censures.90 

The condemnatory clause of Baius' teaching comes at the 
end of the document and is given in block without particular 
application to each assertion. Thus, they were proscribed be­
cause temerarious, scandalous and offensive to pious ears 
Benedict XIV in an unpubhshed Bull, Muliercm pulchram, 
understood the condemnation of proposition 73 in this way 
So we cannot say that it was a definition of our dogma, but it 
certainly was a protective measure enhancing the privilege.100 

The ~ull Quoad a nobis, of July 9, 1568, promulgated the 
use of a new Breviary and suppressed all others, except those 
whose usage dated back two hundred years or more, or which 
had special papal approbation. The purpose was to reform the 
hturgy and to get some semblance of unity in the official 
prayers of the Church. 

The feast of the Conception was inserted in the calendar, 
in the Proper of the Saints. This was an innovation and it 
implicitly extended the feast to the- Universal Church. 

The Office for the feast was that of Mary's Nativity with 
the substitution of the word Conception for Nativity wherever 
it was found. The Sistine offices were suppressed,, but the ac­
tion was not directed against the Immaculate Conception. It 
was simply a detail in the overall plan of unifying the Bre-

08 DB, 1073, B11U, Rom vol 4, part 3, p, 429 

DllMansella, op cit, vol 1, p 189, Malou, op cil, vol. 1, pp 70-71 
100 D TC, vol 7, col. 1169, 
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viary.101 As a matter of fact, the new office was tmmaculisttc.102 

Besides, Pius allowed the Franciscans to use the Mass and 
Office of Nogarolis.103 

In the Bull Super speculam, of 1570/0
' Pius decries the 

evil effects of the controversy ragmg over the question of 
Mary's privilege. Desirous of offsetting scandal and promoting 
peace, he renews the prescriptions of Sixtus IV and of the 
Council of Trent. To these he added new measures: 

... we establish and order ... that no one is allowed to discuss 
either of the opinmns in sermons given before the people and in 
mixed reunions ... or to write or dictate anything in the ver­
nacular on the question.10~ 

This is followed by the ecclesiastical penalties that the 
transgressors become subject to. 

There is one exception. As long as the Church does not 
define either side, the periti are granted permission to discuss 
the matter in public academies and other similar circumstances, 
on two conditions: 

(1) as long as there is no occasion of scandal, and 
(2) as long as they do not claim either side to be erroneous, 

observing what had been decreed on the matter by Sixtus 
Iv.100 

101 .Bull Rom, vol 4, part 3, pp 22-23, D TC, vol 7, col 1170, Sencoli, 
op, cit, p 144, Prosper Gutranger, },fimoire sur la question de l'lmmaculle 
Conception • m Paren, part 3, vol 7, pp 21-22 

102 We have, e g, in the antiphon to the Magmficat, and the eighth re­
sponsory of Matms, the followtng "Glonosae virginis Mariae Concept1onem 
d1gn1mmam rccolamus" "Scntzant omnes tuum ,u~amen quicumque celebrant 
tuam sanctam Conctpt1011em" DTC, vol 7, col 1170, Pareri, part 1, vol 3, 

p 18 Passagl1a, up ot, vol 3, p 1785 
103 D TC, ibid ; Passagha, ibtd. 
l04Bull. Rom, vol 4, part 3, pp 138-139; Bourasse, oP cit, vol 7, 

col 72-75, Malou, op cit, vol 1, p 71, L'Amt du Clergl, , ol 32, 1910, p 1011, 
DTC, vol 1, col 1171, Sencoh, op, ot, p 146 

to5Bull Rom, 1bul, p 138, BouraSSC, tbid, col 73 
100 Bull Rom, ,bid, p 139, BouraSSC, tbul, col 74. 
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Pius V still allow.ed hberty of opinion on the subject, but 
forbade public manifestation of either opinion except within 
specified nonns 

Gregory XI[[ (1572-1585) 
In his Bu11 Provisionis nostrae, of Jan 24, 1579, Pope 

Gregory confirmed the condemnation of Baius by publishing 
the Bull Ex omnibus, of his predecessor, which had, as yet, 
been unpublished 107 

In his document Omnipotentts Dei, of 1584, Gregory 
granted a plenary indulgence under the usual conditions, to 
the members of a confraternity of students of the Jesmt School 
in Rome, on the following feasts: Annunciation, Assumption, 
Conception and Nativity of the Blessed Virgin.108 

Si<tus V (1585-1590) 
In the Constitution b1cfjab1lis, of 1588, Sixtus praises the 

custom of the Franciscan Order by which they devoutly cele• 
brate the most pure Conception of the Mother of God. He then 
proceeded to enhance the celebration of the feast with a plenary 
indulgence to be gained under the usual conditions.109 He also 
approved for the Franciscans a proper office for each day of 
the octave of the Immaculate Conception.110 

Clement Vlll (1592-1605) 
In his Brief Pastoralis Romani Pontificts, of June 15, 1598, 

Pope Clement praised highly the catechism composed by St. 
Robert Bellarmme which had been published at the Pope's 

107 Bull Rom, vol 4, part 3, pp 426-429 
10s Bourass€, vol ; , col 102 
t09Passag!Ja, op ol, vol 3, p 1786, ". , c,: ipsms Ord.mis instltuto 

purisstmam De1 gemtnc1s conceptwnem devobss1me celebrare, ac 11lam condigms 
Iaud1bus et hononbus e,;tollere, ac fidel1bus praed1care et e,:planare, 1psrnsque 
festum ma,;1ma reverent1a venerara," ,bid, note I 

Il0Malou, op al, p 14S 
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demand. He imposed it on all the dioceses within the Papal 
States, and he strongly recommended 1t to the other bishops 
We read inc. 5 of the catechism, this question and answer: 

What do the words Full of Grace mean? 
Our Lady is full of grace, for she was never tamted with the 

stain of any sin either original or actual, mortal or venial.111 

Implicitly, the Pope puts his mark of approval on this 
passage. 

Clement raised the feast of the Immaculate Conception to 
the nte of double major for the Universal Church.112 In two 
Constitutions, Gratia dcvotionis, edited 1600, and Dignz11n, of 
1601, he speaks of 11Chapels dedicated to the Immaculate Con­
ception," and "altars of the Immaculate Conception" 113 

Paul V (1605-1621) 
The battle between the opposing camps still raged in the 

early years of the seventeenth century, although the ranks of 
those opposmg the privilege were thinning out, while those of 
the defenders were on the increase Paul, desirous of peace, 
issued the Bull Regis pacifici on July 9, 1616 

In this document he recalls the decree of Sixtus IV, 1ts 
renewal by the Council of Trent, and the Bull Super speculam 
of Pius V. However, the Pope maintains that these did not 
suffice to calm the troubled waters, and he is forced again to 
legislate on the question. So, by his Apostolic power be con-

IllMcKenna, op at, p 118, l'assagha, op, dt, \O] 3, p 1786, Dubose 
de Pesqmdoux, L'lmmacul/e Conupt1on, Tours, 1898, p 433; Gueranger, op 
cit, in Pareri, part 3, vol 1, pp 46-47, Le Bachelet, article Bdtarmin, m 
DTC, vol 2, col 584-585, J Lebreton, article Bellarmm, in Catholmsme, 
vol I, col 1383-1385 

112 Passagha, tbid ; M'.!:Kenna, ibid 

113 J M Diez de Sollano, Theologica de Immaculata Conceptione B V 
ManM dusertalio, in Paren, part 3, vol 6, p 263 
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firms, approves and renews the decrsrons of his predecessors, 
penalties included He adds his bit, and increases the pumsh­
ment for the transgressors.114 

His Bull still did not obtain the desired results In an at­
tempt to correct the abuses, a general meeting of the Roman 
Inquisition was held before the Pope, and at his command, the 
results of the meeting were published on Sept 12, 1617, in 
the decree Sanctissimus. 

It recalls, in the Proemium, that up to the present, Cathohcs 
were free to hold that Mary was conceived either with, or 
without origmal sm, provided that they did not condemn the 
opposite view as erroneous or heretical. However, when the 
assertion was made in public sermons and discourses that the 
Blessed Virgin had been conceived with ongmal sm, this caused 
scandals, quarrels and dissensions among the people In order 
to eradicate such evil effects, it is forbidden, as of thrs trme, to 
affirm m public speeches or acts, that l\Iary was conceived 
with original sin This proh1b1tion is to hold until such a time 
as the Holy See decides otherwise 

It is exphc1tly stated that by this decree, Paul V does not 
intend to disapprove of the opposite opmion, nor to be preju­
dicial to it, but wishes to leave matters as they are, with 
exceptmn of the above decision. He allows the defenders of 
the privilege to propose or defend their views, with this pro­
viso, that they do not attack or discuss in any way, in pubhc, 
the opposing opinion 115 

Worthy of note is the acknowledgment that the denial of 
the Immaculate Conception was offensive to the faithful. Tra­
d1tton, the living thing which also championed the Assumption, 
is in evidence-sensus fidelittm. 

1HB11ll Rom, vol S, part 4, pp 209-211, Bourasse, op cit, "ol 7, col 
200-20t, Mansella, op cit, vol 1, p 191, Malou, op cit , vol 1, p 7J 

lll>B11ll Rom, 1b1d, pp 234-235, BourassC, op cit, ibid, col. 208-210, 
D TC, (lrt cit, vol 7, col 1172, Passagha, op, c,I, vol 3, p, 1786, 
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Gregory XV (1621-1623) 

The Spanish Kings of this era had constantly and ms1st­
ently asked for a definition of the Immaculate Conception. 
Their demands were the occasion for the decrees of Paul V, 
and also of Gregory XV. 

On l\Iay 24, 1622, a general assembly of the Roman Inqui­
sition took place before the Pope Its decree, Sanctissimus, 
was published at Gregory's command on June second, and it 
echoed his mmd on the particular problem at hand,116 

This document confirms the above mentmned decree of the 
same name, of Paul V. It goes further, however, by broaden­
ing and extending its proh1b1t10ns to private conversatmns 
and writings, until such a 'time as the Apostolic See would settle 
the issue 117 

The Pope then confirms the decrees of his predecessors, 
Sixtus IV, Alexander VI, Pius V, and Paul V. 

Towards the end of the decree, Gregory commands that in 
the celebration of the Mass and Office on the feast of the Con­
ception, no other word but Conception be used 118 

Two things m this decree are worthy of special note: 
( 1) Absolute silence is imposed on those denying the Im­

maculate Conception The reason given is again the same, 
because it gives nse to scandals and dissensions among the 
faithful. In other words, to say that Mary was conceived with 
sm is offensive to the sense of the faithful However, people 

IIOBull Rom, vol 5, part 5, pp 45-46, Bourasse, op c,t, vol 7, col 
220-222, DTC, art cit, \ol 7, col 1172-1173 

117 "Hoc suo praescnte decreto extend1t et amphavit etiam ad pmata 
coltoqma et scnpta, mandans et praec1p1ens ommbus et smguhs suprad1ct1s, 
ne de cetero neque ebam m sermombus et scnpt1s pn~atis audeant asscrcre, 
quod eadem Beatissima Yu-go fuent conccpta cum peccato ongmah, nee de 
hac op1I11one affinnativa ahquo modo agere, scu tractare, exceptis ta.men qu1bus 
a Sancta Sede Apostohca fuent super hoc speczal1tcr mdultum" Cf Bull Rom , 
1b1d, p 45, Bourasse, 1b1d, col 221 

118" mandat et praec1p1t, ut m Sacrosancto M1Ssae sacnfioo, ac divmo 
off1C10 celebrand1s, tam publ1ce, quam pnvahm, non aim, quam Conceptmms 
nomme ub debcant" Bull Rom, ibid, p 46, Bourasst, zbzd, col 221 
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may still hold their opinion, but must keep their ideas to them­
selves. The quest10n, as yet, is not officially defined. There is 
a definite trend but no official settlement. 

(2) The word Conception has to be used in the Liturgy of 
the Church. Thus, the word Sanctification is no longer accept­
able for the feast. 

The month following the publication of Sa11ct1ssimus, the 
Pope issued a decree (July 28, 1622) wherein he granted a 
privilege to the Dom1mcans. They were given permission to 
discuss the Conception of Mary in their private conferences or 
uget-togethers," but only amongst themselves, and not in the 
presence of others: "inter se dumtaxat, et non inter alias aut 
cum alns." 119 

From this we can readily see that the problem is still in the 
realm of opinions for the Church The Church does not con­
sider the matter officially decided one way or the other. 

Urban VIII (1623-1644) 

Pope Urban had no sooner ascended the throne of Peter, 
than Philip IV of Spain petitioned him for a definition of the 
Immaculate Conception. Other princes, e.g., Sigismund of 
Poland, Ernest of Bavaria and Leopold of Austria, joined 
their v01ces to his. 

The petition of the king of Spam was turned over for ex­
amination to the Congregation of the Holy Office The Cardinal 
members of this august group unammously answered in a de­
cree dated Jan 28, 1627, that: 

The predecessors of his Holiness had so favored the opimon 
professing the Immaculate Conception that the only thing left 
to do was to define the question or to determine measures equiva­
lent to a definition.1~0 

119Bull Rom, lb:d, p 46, Bourasse, rbuJ, col 222-224 
l20Gui!ranger, op cit, m Faren, part 3, vol 7, p 28, D,TC, art at, 

vol 7, col 1174, Mansella, op, tit, vol 1, p 218, 
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To Sigismund the Pope answered: 

The causes which have prevented Us from settling the prob­
lem, still exist. Therefore, we cannot accede to your request 
The light of the Holy Spirit, alone capable of unve1hng this 
celestial mystery, has not as yet enlightened Our mind.121 

Urban was known to have had great devotion toward the 
Immaculate Conception. With his brother, Cardinal Anthony 
Barberini, O.F.M.Cap, he promoted the butldmg, at Rome, 
of a new Capuchin convent to which was to be connected a 
church dedicated to the Immaculate Conception. The Pope 
himself solemnly blessed and laid the cornerstone of the 
church on Oct 4, 1626. He granted a plenary indulgence to 
all those present at the ceremony.12

i 

On February 12, 1624, the Bull lmperscrutabilis was is­
sued by Urban, in which he erected a Christian Militia under 
the title of the Immaculate Conception of the Blessed Virgin 
l\.Iary.123 In subsequent decrees on behalf of the same order, 
he increased its privileges, broadened the authority of the 
Master General,12~ adjourned its general chapter,12

:, and con­
firmed its statutes.126 

In 1631, by the Constitution Sanctae et immaculatae, he 
granted to the church of St. James of the Spamards m Rome, 

121 D TC, 1btd, col 1113 Latm "Nondum enim Spmtus sanct1 lux 
ponbficiae menb affulget, coeleste hoc arcanum hom1rubus detegens" 

122Archangelus a Roe, OFMCap, Joannt's J,fana Zamoro ab Udme, 
0 F .JI Cap, praeclarus manologus E,:tract from Collrctanea Francucana, 
vols 15-19, 1945-1949, Rome, pp l15-ll6 Grant of plenary indulgence 

"lndulgenba plenaria e rem1ssione d1 tutti h peccab a cb1 s1 trovera 
presente al gittar della pnma p1etra che fara la Santilli. di N S Papa Urbano 
VIII nella nuova ch1esa dell'Immacolata Concettmne deJla Madre di Dio nel 
nuovo convento de' Pp Capuccm1 che farlL nel\a festa d1 S Francesco, dome­
nica a\11 4 d'ottobre 1626" Cf p 156 

123Bull Rom, vol 5, part, pp 191-194, Bourasst\, op at, vol 7, cols 
Z23-228 

124 BourassE, op cit, vol 7, cols 228-230 
12:. Bourasst\, 1b1d, cols 230-231 
l~OBourasse, ibui col 235-238, B11ll Rom, vol S, part S, p 239 



45

Robichaud: The Immaculate Conception in the Magisterium of the Church Before

Published by eCommons, 1954

Immaculate Conception in the Magisterium of the Church 117 

the privilege of celebratmg the feast of the Conception with 
the rank of double of the first class, even if it should fall on 
the Second Sunday of Advent.127 

By a brief issued on Feb. 22, 1633, Urban recommended 
the use of the catechism of Bellarmine in the missions of the 
Orient 128 This catechism, as we know, was definitely favor­
able to Mary's privilege. 

The Pope granted a perpetual plenary indulgence under 
the usual conditions to the Confraternity of the Conception 
of the Blessed Virgin, erected in the church of St. Barbara in 
Goa, India 129 

The grantmg of indulgences readily enough to groups or 
churches1 manifests a benevolence towards our dogma Rome 
is moving consistently towards an official pronouncement, and 
these grants are steps along the way. 

There were two acts attributable to Urban, which seem 
adverse to the Immaculate Conception, but in reality, are not. 

In the decree Untversa, of 1642, he enumerated and stabi­
hzed the holydays of obligation. The feast of the Conception 
was not of the number.130 The fact that the Pope does not 
make 1t a feast of precept is in no way detrimental to it. He 
does not abrogate it; 1t keeps its place in the calendar with the 
same rank, double major, given it by Clement VIII. 

The other act is a decree of the Holy Office, drawn up on 
Jan. 20, 1644, a few months before Urban's death, and pub­
hshed only three years later. It said in part: 

It is not permitted to attribute the title of "Immaculate" to 
the Conception of the Blessed Virgin, one must say the Con­
cept10n of the Immaculate Mary. 

121 Bourasse, op cit, \ol 7, col 243-244 
1:?BGueranger, op cit, m Pareri, part 3, vol 7, pp 46, DTC, \ol 2, 

col 585 of article Bellarmm 
120 Cum sicut accepimm 1639, m Bourasse, op nt , vol 7, col 244-246 
mo Bull Rom, vol 6, part 2, pp 341-343 
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Accordmg to Le Bachelet, it is commonly held that it had 
neither approval nor confirmation from pontifical authority. 
Even so, the Cardmals could have been acting on pure juridical 
grounds. The Popes had let the question stand, not having 
decided defimtely for one side of the controversy. The feast 
was officially designated under the title of Conception. In -
keeping with the decrees of the Popes, the Holy Office could 
have rendered this decision, as a remembrance, to prevent pri- -
vate innovations.131 

Innocent X (1644-1655) 
Acceding to the request of Philip IV of Spain, Innocent 

raised the ban of Urban VIII with reference to new feasts of 
obligation. In the decree fo his per quae, of 1644, he allows 
the celebration of the Conception as a feast of obligation for 
Spain and her possessions 132 

Thus a precedent is being set for the raismg of the feast to 
a higher rank. The mamfestation of Mary's privilege is becom­
ing more pronounced under pontifical guidance. 

Alexander VII (1655-1667) 
In 1655, there was elevated to the See of Peter, one of the 

more important Popes in the history of our Dogma, Alexander 
VII. He ranks second to Pms IX, just as his all-important 
Bull, Sollicztudo omnium Ecclesiarum,133 ranks second to Jn­
effabilis Deus in the dogmatic evolution of the Immaculate 
Conception. The Alexandrine document was as close as one 
could come to an out and out definition. Its importance de­
mands a greater analysis. 

131Archangelus a Roe, op at, p 117, DTC, art, at, vol 7, col 1174 
1s2 Bull Rom, vol 6, part 3, p 4, Passaglia, op cit, vol 3, p 1788 
lSSBuJl Rom,, vol 6, part 5, pp 182-184; Bourasse, op dt, vol 7, 

col 251-255, Passagha, op at, vol 3, pp 1788-1792, Malou, op cit, vol. 1, 
pp 76-79, vol 2, pp 298-321; Mansella, op at, vol 1, pp 227-229, vol 2, 
pp 272-28S, DTC, vol 7, col. 1174-117S 
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In paragraph one, Alexander declares that the devotion to 
Mary conceived without sin is very olQ. He then specifies the 
object of the belief: 

Ancient is the piety of the faithful of Christ toward His Most 
Blessed Mother, the Virgin Mary, m believing that her soul, in 
the first instant of its creation and infusion mto the body, was 
preserved free from the stain of original sin, by the special grace 
and privtlege of God, m virtue of the merits of Jesus Christ, her 
Son, the Redeemer of the human race. It 1s in this sense that 
the faithful venerate and celebrate with solemn ntes the festival 
of her Conception,13-l 

Alexander deals here a final blow to the opposition who 
claimed that the object of the Conception was Mary's spiritual 
Conception, her Sanctification m the womb of St Ann, or her 
conception honored as a remarkable event smce she was to be 
Mother of God 

The last phrase of the paragraph 1s very significant, for the 
Pope acknowledges that this piety and belief is umversal m 
the Church· " .. jam fere omnes Catholici earn complectan­
tur." 13~ 

He states in paragraphs two and three, that the turbulence 
and discord of his own tJme as well as that of his predecessors, 
was due m part to the audacity of those who questioned Mary's 
privilege 136 

In paragraph four, the Pope declares that the cult has 
never varied in the Roman Church, and expresses his desire 
to protect it: 

L1kew1se, We were desirous after the example of the Roman 
Pontiffs, Our predecessors, to favor this praiseworthy piet), de-

131.Bull Rom, \OJ 6, part 5, p 182~Engl version from l'nger's transl of 
lnef!abdis Dens, p 6, BourasSC, op cit, \Ol 7, col 251 

13~Bzdl Rom, vol 6, part 5, p 182, Bourasse, op cit, \ol 7, col 251 
130 Bull Rom , vol 6, part 5, p 182, Bourasse, op ctl , vol 7, col. 251-252 
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votion, feast and cult-a cult which is in keeping with the piety 
and wluch remained unchanged in the Roman Church from the 
day it was instituted. We also desired to protect this piety and 
devotion of veneratmg and e,.tolling the Most Blessed Virgm 
preserved from original sm by the preventing grace of the Holy 
Spint HIT 

He renews the Constitutions and Decrees of Sixtus IV, 
Paul V, and Gregory XV in favor of the doctrine and m favor 
of the feast and cult of the Conception which was manifestly 
instituted in keeping with the pious belief 

This section has three things worthy of note. 
(1) Alexander calls the belief m Mary's conception with­

out original sin, a pia sententia. The force of this expression 
is to be gauged by events of little over a century before The 
use of the expression p1a sentent,a was strongly objected to 
by the adversaries of the Immaculate Concept10n present at 
the Council of Trent. They maintained that if the opmion 
favoring the Conception without sin came to be called "pious 
belief," then the contrary opm10n would be called "non-p10us," 
.. bl"/'"' 1.e.1 1mptous e te . 

(2) The decree of the Holy Office of 1644, forbidding the 
juxtaposition of Immaculate and Conception becomes a dead 
letter, for the Pope tells what is meant by Concept10n m refer­
ence to Mary, and it equals Immaculate. 

(3) He officially interprets the decrees of his Predecessors 
as bemg favorable to the Immaculate Conception 

Alexander, in paragraph five, confirms anew the canonical 
penalties of his Predecessors and adds his contribution by mak­
ing them broader and more severe. 

In this he is carrying out a preconceived plan In a letter 

131 Bull Rom , vol 6, part 5, pp 182-183, Bourasse, op cit, vol 1, col 
252 ' 

138Mansella, op at, ,ol. I, pp 171-179 Tognetti, art cit, m Marianum, 
p, 362. 
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written to Father Htlanon Recanati, a Cistercian, whom he 
had named to work out the proposed document, the Pope said· 

We wish to forbid the adversanes of the Immaculate Concep­
tion more things than were forbidden them in the Conshtut1ons 
of Our Predecessors, and under more severe penalties You can, 
therefore, express m the Bull, as a new measure, the prohibition 
of callmg in doubt the mystery of the Immaculate Conception, 
the prohibition of attackmg the pos1tmn of the defenders of the 
mystery; the prohibition of interpreting the Constitutions of the 
Supreme Pontiffs in a sense different from that which we give 
them tao 

In paragraph six, he places ipso facto on the Index of Pro­
hibited Books, any works which call into doubt the opinion, 
the feast or the cult of Mary conceived without sin And he 
also says: 

Adhering to the Constitution of S1xtus IV, We forbid anyone 
to assert that because of this (what has been decreed) those 
holdmg the opposite opimon, i,e , Mary's concephon with sm, 
are guilty of heresy or incur a mortal sm, since tt has not been 
defined by the Roman Church and the Apostolic See and We do 
not wish to de~ide it. ... Ho 

It is to be noted that the Holy Father maintains that his 
document is not a dogmatic defimtton Secondly, it 1s to be 
noted that he leaves out of his decree what his Predecessors 
had consistently kept, i.e.: 

By this, His Hohness does not mtend to reprme the contrary 
opinion, nor to prejudice it in any way, except for the things 
mentioned m the decree, he leaves 1t m the same state as it was 
before.141 

13ll Malou, op cit, vol 2, p Jll, Mansella, op nl, vol 1, p 267 Both 
quote from Gra\01s DI' ortu rt progressu rnltus et Jes/1 Im Concept us B.Jl V, 
art 11, p 132, ed Luc 1764 

HOBuU Rom, \ol 6, part S, p 183, BourassC, op nl, vol 7, col 253 
Hl "Per hoc autem Sua Sanct1tas non mtend1t contranam opm1onem 
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Thus, the only consolation he leaves to the adversaries is 
the prohibition of calling them heretics or sinners But their 
position is gettmg more precarious. Hts words seem to have an 
ominous undercurrent; their days are numbered 

The Acts that followed this historic Bull are m line with 
it. Alexander forbade the Master of the Sacred Palace to 
apply the above mentioned decree of the Holy Office, which 
did not permit the JU:i..tapos1tion of Immaculate and Concep­
tion. He also ordered him to approve without difficulty, books 
and writings in which the Conception of Mary was called Im­
maculate.142 He granted to different kmgdoms the privilege 
of celebratmg the feast of the Concept10n as a holyday of 
obhgation.143 The terms used in these decrees are· "Concep­
tionis Beatae Mariae Virginis Immaculatae" 

The work of Alexander VII had given a mighty impetus to 
our dogma It called for a completion Great as it was, ful­
fillment had not been achieved. The Church had to wait almost 
two centuries Theologically, the status of the Immaculate 
Conception at this time was that of a pwus opm,on having 
strong Papal support. It was left to Pms IX to declare it a 
revealed truth 

PART THREE 

The Immaculate Conception in the Papal Magzstcnum from 
Alexander VII to Pms IX 

This third period will see the defimte triumph of the cult 
to the Immaculate Conception; 1t will witness the transforma-

rcprobarc, nee c1 11lurn prac1ud1c1Um mfcrrc, practcrquarn quoad 5upra d15pos1ta, 
rclmqucns il\am m codcm statu ct tcrrrnms, m qu1bus n:perilur" Gregory XV, 
m Sanctu.mnus, Paul V, m San(l1smnu.r 

H2Malou, op Cit, vol I, p 298, DTC, \ol 7, col 1174 
H3 Spam and Spamsb Indies {on July 7, 1664), Bull Rom, vol 6, part 6, 

p 20, Terntones of Duhe of Sa,ma (m 1665), Bull Rom, 1b1d, p 79, 
Territories of Duke of Etruria {1665), Bull Rom , ibid, p 83, States of Milan 
{1665), Bull Rom, 1b1d, p 89, Kmgdom of S1C1h and Sard1ma (1665), 
Bull Rom, ibid, p 90 
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tion of the once pious opinion into a dogma of faith,-a doc­
trme declared to have been revealed by God. In this penod 
privileges are multiplied m favor of the cult and of the feast 
The avalanche of indults, decrees, constttut10ns which poured 
out from Rome caused the devotion to the Immaculate Con­
ception to penetrate more deeply and more extensively into 
almost every section of the Catholic World A proof of the 
matter is had in the responses of the Bishops to Pius IX's letter 
of 1849.144. 

Clement IX (1667-1669) 

Clement IX granted to the Jesuits w and to the Hermits 
of St Augustine 146 the privilege of celebrating the Office and 
Mass of the feast of the Immaculate Conception as a feast of 
precept with octave 

Much more sigmficant, however, was the prescribing of the 
same thing for Rome and the Papal States.147 The step then, 
from the diocese of Rome to the Universal Church, becomes 
a most natural one 

Clement X (1670-1676) 

Clement X granted to the kingdom of Portugal and its 
possessions the privilege of celebrating the feast of the Im-

lH In Papal documents anterior to and m many postenor to Ale,i;ander 
VII, the terms refcrrmg to Mary's pnv.tlege \\ere always m this sequence 
(festum aut cultus aut devotionem) Conupt,om:r Beatae llfariae V1rg1ms 
Jmmaculatae In all probability, Immaculatae refers to Vtrginu and not to 
Conceptioms However, I do not thmk 1t poses much of a problem, smce we 
I.now from Solllcitudo omnium Eccledarum, that the obJect of the cult, feast 
and devotion was Mary conce1\ed without sm I do not thmk, therefore, that 
wc are oversteppmg the nund of the Popes 1f wc employ the tenns Immaculate 
Conctption any time the abo~e mentioned phrasing IS used 

H5 Bull Rom, vol 6, part 6, p 197 " Offioum et MLSsa Conceptmnis 
eiusdem Beatae Mariae V1rgin1s Immaculatae cum Octav:i. m po~terum de 
praeccpto rec1tatur " 

HO Bull Rom, vol 6, part 6, p 217 
H7 Bull Rom, \DI 6, part 6, p 208, Bourasse, op cit, vol 7, col 2S7 
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maculate Conception with the rank and the rite of the most 
principal Patron. The decree Pastoralis ojficii allowed the new 
Franciscan Province of Brazil to be erected under the title of 
Immaculate Conception 148 

Innocent XI (1676-1689) 

Innocent ordered that the clerical students living in com­
mon under the jurisdiction of the Bishop, if not yet obhgated 
to recite the Little Office of the Blessed V1rgm, must say the 
Office of the Immaculate Conception approved by the Apos­
tolic See.rn, 

He confirmed the statutes of the Church and Hospital of 
St. Anthony of the Portuguese at Rome In them we find a list 
of Masses that must be celebrated annually1 among which1 for 
December1 a solemn high Mass in honor of the Immaculate 
Conception of the Blessed Virgin Mary, Patroness of Portu­
gal.no 

Innocent XJI (1691-1700) 

Innocent granted plenary indulgences to confraternities 
havmg the title of Immaculate Conception m It 1s to be noted 
here that the Pope allowed the Juxtaposition of Immaculate 
and Conception. 

l\Iore important, for our purpose, 1s the Constitution In 
ewelsa, of 16931 by which the Pope makes the Office and Mass 
of the Immaculate Conception to be of precept for all the secu­
lars and regulars of both sexes who are bound to the recitation 
of the Canonical Hours mi 

HS J Mana Diez de Sollano, op cit, m Paren, part 3, vol 6, p 266 

149 Cred1tae Nobis (1680), m Bull Rom, vol 8, p 139 

l~O/n supremo (1683), m Bull Rom, \Ol 8, p 272 

l'll Ad ea per quae (1692), m Bull, Rom, vol 9, p 288; Codutium (1696), 
1b,1d, p 439 

1r,~ Bull Rom , vol 9, p 304, Bourasse, op cit, vol 7, ool 323-324 
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Clement XI (1700-1721) 
Clement improved on his predecessor and gave the feast its 

broadest scope. By the Bull Commissi Nobis, of 17081 he made 
the feast of the Immaculate Conception one of obligation for 
the whole Catholic Church. us 

This act is very important. According to the principles 
commonly accepted, the Church only celebrates feasts de 
sanctis. As Pms IX declared: "The Church celebrates feasts 
only of things that are holy II m Making the feast obligatory 
for the Universal Church, the Pope manifests the certitude­
theological certitude----of its object, the holy Conception, with­
out sin.1M 

Clement also granted many indulgences to the wearers of 
the small blue scapular of the Theatine Fathers. This scapular 
was given to those devoted to the mystery of the Immaculate 
Conception. In the decree grantmg the spiritual benefits, we 
have these words which are indicative of the Papal mmd: 

Therefore, desirous of daily increasing and propagating the 
laudable devotion of the faithful towards the above mentmned 
mystery, We decree .•.. U 6 

In 1720, he confirmed the decrees of the Definitorium Gen­
eral of the Franciscan Conventuals. The first of these decrees 
was the choice of the Blessed Virgin under the title of Immacu­
late Conception as the principal Patroness of the Order.m 

153" festum Concepbonis 1pstus B.M V1rgmis Irnmaculatae ubi.que 
terrarum m posterum ab 01IU11bus • stcut aha festa de praecepto servara et 
celebran • "Bull Rom, vol II, p 1, p 206, Bourasse, op at, vol 7, 
col 339 

lH Ineflab1lu Deus, Unger transl, p 3 

lMRosch1m,op cit,vol 2,part2,p 76,DTC,\o] 7,col 1186 
lMCoelest1um munerum (1710), m Bull Rom, vol II part I, p 234 
lH "Sacra Minorum Conventuahum Rehg:io Beatiss1mae \'1rgirus Con-

cepbonem smgulanbus de\oboms officus a SUIS pnmord11S quoV1s tempore pro­
secuta. est Quamobrem Maiorum suorum sem1tis mhaerendo, decrev1t Ven 
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Benedict XIII (1724-1730) 
Benedict XIII erected the Archconfratermty of the Con­

ception of the Blessed Virgin Mary in the Church of the 
Aracoeli in Rome, and at the same time granted to the Minister 
General of the Franciscans the privilege of erecting Confra­
ternities of the same name anywhere. 

One of the reasons for the grant, the Pope declares1 1s the 
fact that he was desirous of mcreasmg the cult and veneration 
of the Conception of the Virgin Mother of God.!~8 

He granted permission to all the clergy in the lands under 
the sway of Charles VI1 with the exception of northern ltaly1 

to recite every Saturday the Office of the Immaculate Concep­
tion and to celebrate the Mass of the feast. 159 

Benedict confirmed by the decree Pto orthodo:wrum (1729) 
a summary of the indulgences that could be granted by the 
Abbot of Monserrat. The third, fourth and nineteenth indul­
gences have reference to the Immaculate Conception.100 

Defimtonum eamdem Beatam V1rgmem sub Utulo IIIllll4tUlatac Concept10nis 
in Patronam Pnnapalem sib1 assumere fimuSS1mam e,: eo spcm conap1ens, 
futurum ut m Ordme nostro erga eamdem De1param, eJUsdemque Immaculatae 
Concepboms Mystenum, p1etas, ac Rel1g10 m dies fenescat, et augeatur" 
Constttubon Ex mmncti (1720), m Bull Rom, vol 11, part 2, p 161 

l'iS"Nos Concepbon!S 1psms \'1rgm1s De, Matr15 Manae cultum ac 
venerat1onem augere, ammarumque salutem paterna chantate promoHre 
cup1entes" Ex quo Stdes (1727), m Bull Rom, \O] 12, p 193 

1r.9passagha, op cit, vol 3, p 1794, Cerri, op cit, m Paren, part 3, 
vol 6, p 118 The lands included Austna, Bohemia, Austnan Netherlands 

J!\O Third indulgence "Chi sari. sobto dire una o pm volte 1\ g1orno, 'bene­
detta sia la puns51ma, ed Immacolata Concez1one,' quadagm per una volta al 
g1orno quaranta g1orn1 d'mdulgenza" 

Fourth mdulgence "Ciascuno, che dirl 1\ Rosano, corona delta Madonna 
m onore della sua punss1ma, ed Immacolata Concezione, pregandola, che 
1nterceda consegua sette anm d'mdu\genza " 

Nmeteentb mduli::ence' If because of mfimnties one ls preHnted from 
domg the prescnbed works, all the mdulgences can be gamed by sa)mg "tre 
Pater Noster, tre A,e Maria, ed una Salve Regma, ed al fine d'essa dira bene­
detta sia e la Punssuna Concez10ne della Sanbssima \'ergme Mana 
concep1ta senza pcccato ongmale ," Bull Rom vol 12, p 193 -Ex quo 
sedrs of 1 i2'1 
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Clement XII (1730-1740) 

Clement XII confirmed 161 the statutes of the University 
of Cervera in Cataloma, Spam. 

In title 26 of the statutes it is decreed that before candi­
dates are granted their Baccalaureates, Licentiates or Docto­
rates, they must take an oath to the effect that they will 
strenuously defend the Immaculate Conception of the Blessed 
Virgin l\Iary1 the Patroness of the University 102 

Title 44 decrees that the Feast and the Octave of the Im­
maculate Conception must be solemnly celebrated To this end 
there will be public prayers: "m laudem Immaculati Conceptus 
Virginis I\Iatris Mariae"; as well as public defense of theses 
by students from each of the faculties.163 

At the end of the Constitution, the Pope lets the authorities 
know exactly how these statutes are to be observed: 

. each and all above-mentmned statutes, word for word, in 
their full and integral meanmg, not one word bemg omitted . 
are confirmed and approved by the Apostolic Authority . and 
must be firmly and inviolably observed,161 

Bened,ct XIV (1740-1758) 

In a secret consistory held on November 26, 1744, Bene­
dict XIV decreed that there be, in pcrpetuo, a Papal Chapel in 
the Basilica of St Mary Major on the feast of the Immaculate 
Conception. By this act he wanted to honor the Immaculate 
Virgin and to ask her protection for the Apostolic See and for 
the Church.16s 

He strongly urged the use of the above-mentioned cate-

161/mperscrutabtlls (1730), m Bull Rom, vol 13, pp 114-154 
162 Bull Rom, 1b1d, p 132, Passagha, op cit, '-Ol 3, p 1794 
103 Bull Rom, :bid, p 141 

164 Bull Rom, 1b1d, p 148 

16~Bullanum Benedicti Papae XIV, '-Ol 1, Romae 1760, appendix, pp 
291-292 
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chism of St. Robert Bellarmine and even made it the ob,iect of 
a special Constitution.166 

Clement XIII (1758-1769) 
The Acts of Clement dealmg with the Immaculate Concep­

tion were all done at the request and m favor of Spain. 
The Constitution Quantum ornamenti, of 1760, confirmed 

the choice of the Great Mother of God, under the Mystery of 
her Immaculate Conception, as the principal and universal 
Patroness of Spain and her possessions It ordered that the 
Immaculate Conception be celebrated as the patronal feast 
with octave and having the rank of a double of the first class. 
A plenary indulgence was granted under the usual condition 
to those attending services on the day of the feast 101 

In 1761 by the Bull Cum primum, Clement granted to 
Spain and her possessions, the use of a proper Office and Mass 
with Octave for the feast of the Immaculate Conception, the 
same as used by the Franciscans. Therefore, what the Pope 
allowed was the use of the Office Sicut !ilium and the Mass 
Egredimini, of Nogarolis, approved by Sixtus IV, which, we 
have already seen, were definitely Immaculistic.m 

Spam was not satisfied with the glory she obtained for 
Mary; she asked for two more privileges. Clement graciously 
and willingly acceded to her requests Thus it was that on 

166 D TC, \'O] 2, col 585, Gue ranger, op cit , m Partri, part J, , ol 7, 
pp 46-47 The mmd of Benedict XI\' 1s shown by the unpublished Bull 
Mulu-rem pulchram In it, he exposes per k,ngum tt latum all that his pre­
decessors had done m favor of the Immaculate Conception He declares that 
1t 1s no longer penmtted to doubt her Conception without sm, but 1t was not 
as }et a defined truth of Faith Cf D TC, vol 7, col 1187-1188 

l!li Continuatw Bullaru Romani Summorum Pont1jicium, Romac, 18J5, 
vol 2, pp JS-40 (heremafter to be referred to as Bull Rom Cont) Pareri, 
part 1, vol 1, p 24J, part 1, \'ol J, pp 128-129-letter of the Bishop of 
Toledo, Spam, Passagha, op at, \•ol 3, p 1795 

168Bult Rom Cont, vol 2, pp 55-56, Paren1 part 1, \O] 1, p J82-
letter of the Bishop of Valencia 
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the same day in March, 1767, two decrees were published 
which granted to Spain and her possessions: 

(l)the privilege of reciting the Office and of celebrating 
the Mass of the Immaculate Conception on every non-impeded 
(i e, not impeded by a feast having the rank of a double or 
semi-double) Saturday, those of Lent and Advent excepted; 169 

(2) the permission to add the verse JI.later Immaculata 
after the verse l'ilatcr Intemerata in the Litany of Loretto.170 

Clement XIV (1769-1774) 
Clement XIV granted to all the clergy of the Republic of 

Genoa the privtlege of reciting the Office and the Mass with 
Octave of the Immaculate Conception-Patroness of the Re­
public-as said by the Franciscan Conventuals.171 

He also granted indulgences to all the faithful who visited 
any of the churches of the Camaldolese Monks of the Monte 
Corona observance on any and all of the festivities of the 
Immaculate Conception.172 

The permission was-granted to the Chapter and Canons of 
the collegiate Church of Mary Immaculate of the diocese of 
Freising in Bavaria, allowing them to say the Office and Mass 
of the Conception on every non-impeded Saturday, even dur­
ing Lent and Advent 173 

Pius VI (1775-1799) 
Pius Vi's important acts in the development of our dogma 

were the approbations of two religious congregations bearing 
the title of the Immaculate Conception. 

By the decree Ex debito pastoralis officii (1787), he con­
firmed the Constitutions of the Order of the Immaculate Con-

IGO Commim Nobis, m Bull Rom Cont, vol 3, pp 245-246 
no Erlm1a p,rtas, m Bull Rom Cont, vol. 3, p, 246, 
171 Bull Rom Cont, vol 3, pp 119-120 
172 Bull Rom Cont, vol 4, p 217 
113Bull, Rom, Cont,, vol 4, pp 516-517, 
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ception of the Blessed Virgin Mary-1\Iarian Clerks Regular.m 
This group had as one of its prmcipal aims the propagation 
of the cult and veneration of the Immaculate Concepbon.115 

The erection of the Community of Pious Workers of the 
Immaculate Conception of the Blessed Virgm Mary in the city 
of Ascoh-Piceno, was confirmed by the Pope.170 

He aliowed the Franciscans of Villa de l\Iulae of Carthage 
to have a l\Iidnight l\Iass on the feast of the Immaculate Con­
ceptmn 171 To the Chapel of the Immaculate Conception, in 
Lima, Peril, he allowed the use of the Mass of the Immaculate 
Conception used by the Franciscans.118 

In 1793, Pms granted a 100 days mdulgence to all the 
faithful who said: 

In your Conception, 0 Virgin Mary, you were Immaculate, 
pray for us to the Father. 119 

Pius Vll (1800-1823) 
Pius VII confirmed the umon, first effected by Pms VI, of 

the Confraternity or Congregation of the Conception of Mary 
at Barcelona, with the Archconfraternity of the Blessed Virgin 

114Bull Rom Cont, vol 8, pp 13-26, Bourasse, oP at, vol 7, col 
443-463 

115 Ch l of the Constitutions " cultum et venerationem Immaculatae 
Con«-pboms electJssimae De1 Gemtnc1s V1rg1ms Manae speC1:1.liter promo­
Hre " BuU Rom Cont, "ol 8, p 14, Bourass6, op cit, vol 7, col 444-
Cbapter 2 "Ad protestandum erga Immaculatae Conceptionis Deiparae Virgims 
mternum candorcm, bab1tus rehg1osus sit s1mpl1ns panm " Bull, Rom 
Cont, 1b1d p 17, Bouras5e, ibfrf, col 449 Ch 9 The newly elected General 
must take this oath "Ego, N N, JUro et promitto co ram Deo, Conceph­
onem Immaculatam BMV tueri ac defcndere "Bull Rom Cont, ibtd, 
pp 23-24; Bourasse, 1b1d, col 459 

116Ex quo divma, m Bull Rom Cont, "ol S, pp 437-439, Bourasse, 
op ot, vol. 7, col 426-428 

111 Bull Rom Cont, vol 5, p 285, Bouras.st\, op cit, vol 7, col. 419-420 
11SBull Rom Cont, vols, p 405, Bourasse, op ot vol 7, col 474-475 
179 Cerri, op cit, m Pareri, part 3, vol 6, p 120, Passagha, op, cit, 

vol 3, p, 1705 
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Mary Conceived without Sm, erected m the Church of SS. 
Lawrence and Damasus at Rome.180 He also approved and 
confirmed the statutes which almost contmuously affirm Mary's 
Immaculate Conception. 

E.g.: First statute: The institute of the said Congregation 
is to defend and maintam the mystery of the Immaculate Con­
ception.181 

Third statute. The protector of the Congregation will do 
everything possible to further devotion and cult of the Im­
maculate Mother.18

:i 

Thirteenth statute· New members must make a solemn 
promise to defend and maintain the mystery of the Immaculate 
Conceptlon.183 

To the Franciscans of the town of Palma on the Island of 
l\Iallorca he allowed the singing of the Mass Egredimini as a 
votive Mass pro re gravi on one of the last three Sundays of 
Advent.184 

On May 17, 1806, Pius granted to all Franciscans, Ob­
servant and Reformed, the permission to add in the Preface of 
the Blessed Virgin, on the feast of the Immaculate Conception, 
the words "Et te in Conceptione Immaculata." 185 He ap­
proved the Pious Association of the Daughters of the Im­
maculate Conception 186 On July, 18181 he prescribed the 
fast on the vigil of the feast of the Immaculate Conceptmn 
for all the churches of the Kmgdom of Naples and SlClly.187 

l~(IBuJl Rom Cont, vol 11, pp 361-366, Boumsse, op Cll vol 7, 
col 419 

181 Bull Rom Canl, vol 11, p 361 
l8lJb1d, p 362, 
t83Jb1d, p 354 
184 Bull Ram Canl, \Ol 11, p 379 
1~~DTC, vol 7, col 1190; Mansella, op at, vol 2, p 22, Malou, 

op cit, \OJ 1, p 154, Caspar R1varola, OS B, Dissertazion~, m Paren, 
part 3, vol 5, p 73 

186 Bull Rom Cont, vol 12, p I 
187 R1\arola, 1btd, p 73 
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Leo Xll (1823-1829) 
Leo XII made a declaration in 1824 which touches the be­

hef very closely. He was asked by a group of doctors of the­
ology whether those who had bound themselves by oath to 
follow the doctrines of St. Thomas Aquinas1 committed per­
jury if they held the Immaculate Conception. The answer 
was: 

eos qui iureiurando se obstrinxennt ad tuendam sancti Thomae 
doctrinam, posse sine periuri1 timore immaculatam beatae Mariae 
virgims conceptionem defendere.188 

By the Apostolic Letter Si temjms, of March 21, 1826, 
Leo approved the rules and statutes of the Congregation of 
the Oblates of the Most Holy Virgin Mary Conceived without 
Sin-Oblates of Mary Immaculate. He granted them in that 
same letter the use of that name as their official title.1811 

Gregory XVI (1831-1846) 
Gregory XVI might be called the precursor for Pms IX 

The indults that were authorized by him prepared the way 
more proximately for the final definition 

The mind of the Pontiff on the question of Mary's Im­
maculate Conception is clearly shown in the letter of Clement1 

Bishop of La Rochelle, France, answering the Encyclical Ubi 
primttm of Pius IX. The Bishop describes a conversation he 
had with Gregory on the occasion of his Ad limina in 1843: 

The Supreme Pontiff kindly answered that nothing would be 
more pleasing and more joyful to him than to declare by a sol­
emn judgment the Immaculate Conception of the Mother of God, 

188 Cf BJ.shop of San Marco e BJS1gnano, Calabna, Volum, 1n Parui, 
part 3, vol 7, p 67, note, DTC, vol 7, col. 1190 

189 Cf. Eug!ne de Maienod, 81Shop of Mar5e.illes and founder of the 
OM.I, m his letter to Pius IX 1n Pareri, part t, vol I, p 139, 
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that this truth was most evident to him, so much so that he 
freely and quickly conceded the faculty of publicly invoking the 
Mother of God, under the title Immaculate, to all the Bishops 
who up till that time had asked it of him; however, due to the 
circumstances of the time, great prudence prevented hlm from 
giving the definitive judgment ... so unshakably is the truth 
of the Immaculate Conception considered at Rome that it is un• 
der this title that the feast is designated in the Ordo and other 
liturgical books. (The Pope declared) that by degrees the be­
hef has grown and has reached such a stage that it is almost 
considered a Catholic dogma and that the Immaculate Concep­
tion is honored by the cult and invocation of the Universal 
Church; besides, he would freely shed his blood to the last drop 
to attest and seal thIS glorious privilege of the Most Holy 
Virgin.1110 

Gregory again manifested his mind on this point in an an­
swer to the Bishop of Asti on February 24, 1844: 

We are no less happy to habitually accede to the pious de­
mands of those who in public ceremomes and prayers, desire to 
honor the Most Blessed Virgm conceived without sin.191 

The Pope's conviction was translated into acts which fanned 
the flame of desire for a definition. 

His first official act on behalf of the Immaculate Concep­
tion was the granting, in 1831, of indulgences to be gained by 
anyone assisting at the Mass of the Conception celebrated in 
the Convent of St. Didacus in Santa Fe, Bogota.192 

Three years later he confinned the Constitutions of the 
Society of Mercy under the title B. Mariae in sua Concept,one 
lmmac11latae.193 

10opaun, part 1, vol. i, pp 12 and 13, DTC, vol. 7, col 1193. 
191 D TC, vol 7, col 1193, 
192 Bourass6, vol. 7, col. 584, D T.C, vol. 7, col 1190 
103Bourass6, vol 7, col 602-604, D TC, vol 7, col 1190 
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He granted to France the privilege of celebrating the Mass 
of the Immaculate Conception, with the addition of Et te tn 
Conceptione immaculata m the Preface, on the second Sunday 
of Advent The feast was not one of obligation in France. 
By the same indult he granted indulgences to those who assisted 
at the celebration.194 

On March 20, 1846, Gregory confirmed by the Apostolic 
Letter Quum multa, the approbation of the Oblates of Mary 
Immaculate. m 

Gregory's devotion to the Immaculate Conception has an 
everlasting memorial in the number of indults he granted on 
two drfferent measures. Between the 20th of September, 1839, 
and March 4

1 
1844, he allowed 133 dioceses, religious orders 

and churches to add to the Litany of Loretto the mvocation 
Queen conceived without original sin, pray for us.196 Then 
from September 61 1834, to March 4, 1844, the permission 
was given to 211 dioceses, religious order and churches to add 
the word Immaculata to the Preface of the Mass of the Con­
ceptmn 101 

After March 4, 1844, Gregory ordered that from that time 
forward one decree would suffice to grant both additions. He 
told the Cardinal Prefect of the Sacred Congregation of Rites 
to give the permission to whomsoever asked for it.198 There 
were seventy-one indults granted under this new enactment 
from March, 1844, to May 21, 1846.1119 

These indults did much for the spread of the devotion and 
the honor of the Immaculate Conception, so much so, that 
many bishops, in their answers to Pope Pius IX, gave, as a 

194 Malou, op at, vol 2, p 26 

19!1 Eugl:ne de Mazenod, Paren, part 1, vol 1, p 139 

196Bourassi, ,ol 7, col 608-612, Paren, part 3, vol 6, pp 574-579 

11l7Bourasst\, vol 7, col 613-620, Paren, p:irt 3, ,ol 6, pp 580-588 

10s Malou, op at, vol 2, p 25 

199 BourassE, vol. 7, col 620-622; Panri, part 3, vol 6, pp 588-591 
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proof of the devotion in their dioceses to Mary's privilege, the 
permissions asked of and granted by Gregory XVI. 

One act which, of itself, is not too important, but which 
is most striking because of the history behind it. The Pope, 
through the Sacred Congregation of Rites, granted the request 
of Very Rev. Angelus Ancarani, Master General of the Domini­
cans, whereby the Friars Preachers were allowed to celebrate, 
according to their own rite, the feast of the Immaculate Con­
ception with solemn Octave; and also to add the word Immacu­
lata to the Preface.200 

The definition was in the offing Even at this time many 
petitions askmg for the definition were received at Rome 
From May to September, 1840, Gregory received petitions 
from 52 Cardmals, Archbishops and Bishops of France; from 
June, 1843, to December, 1844, he rece1Ved 34 from Bishops 
of Spain, Italy, Germany and China. The Pope answered 
that he did not think 1t opportune at the moment because he 
had not received a sufficient number of petitions from impor­
tant sections of the Church, notably Germany and England 201 

Pius IX m the Bull Ineffabtlis Deus says: 

These petitions were renewed also in these our own times. 
They were especially brought to the attention of Gregory XVI, 
Our predecessor of happy memory, and to Ourselves, not only 
by bishops, but by the secular clergy and religious fam1hes, by 
the sovereign rulers and by the faithful.202 

Pius IX (1846-1878) 
Pms IX was the one chosen by God to define Mary's sin­

gular privilege as a dogma. He will go down in history as the 
Pope of the Immaculate Conception In St. Peter's Basilica, 

200 Pa,~n, part 3, vol 6, pp 592-593, Bourassi:, op at, vol 7, col 
623-624; D TC, vol 7, col 1192 

201 Malou, op cit, vol 1, p 216 

202 Unger transl, pp 17-18 
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near the statue of St. Francis there is a marble plaque bearing 
this inscription: 

Pius IX, Pontifex Maximus, in hac Patriarchali Basilica die 
VIII decembris an. MDCCCLIV dogmaticam definihonem de 
Conceptione Deiparae Virgims Mariae inter Sacra Solemnis pro­
nunciavit totiusque orbis catholici desideriis explevit. 

Pius, following in the traces of his predecessors, continued 
to grant the privilege of inserting the additions to the Preface 
and to the Litany of Loretto.203 

He signed with his own hand a decree of the Sacred Con­
gregation of Rites, September 30, 1847, which authorized the 
use of an entire Office proper to the Immaculate Conception, 
plus a special Mass for the day of the feast and octave. This 
privilege was, at first, only granted to the diocese of Romej 
two years later, it was extended to the Universal Church:m 
This act is an important prelude to the definition if we recall 
that St. Pius V had suppressed the Office and Mass of Nogar­
olis and had ordered the use of that of the Nativity with the 
change of the word Nativity for Conception. The feast now 
had its proper Office and Mass m which we find such expres­
sions as: 

Immaculatam Conceptmnem V1rginis Manae celebremus. 
Sicut lihum mter spinas1 sic am1ca mea mter filias 
Tota pulchra es, amica mea, et macula non est in te 
Nihil inquinatum in earn incurnt1 candor est lucis aeternae 

speculum sine macula. 

The collect: 

Deus, qm per immaculatam Vugmis conceptionem d1gnum 
F1ho tuo habdaculum praeparasb, ejus nob1s intercessione con-

20a Pareri, part 3, vol 6, p 591 
204.Ubi primum, m Mansella, op at, vol 2, p 2ll, DTC, ',,Ol. 7, 

coll 1195-1196; Gu!ranger, op cit, m Paren, part 3, "ol. 7, p 34, Passaglia, 
op, at, vol 3, p 1796 
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cede, ut cor et corpus nostrum immaculatum tibi, qui earn ab 
omni labe praeservasti, fidehter custodiamus :ios 

On July 2, 1847, by a Decree of the Congregation of Propa­
ganda Fide, Pms IX approved the choice of the Blessed Virgm, 
under the title of the Immaculate Conception, as Patroness of 
the United States.~06 

Petitions for a definition were pouring in from all sides 
From June, 1846, to January, 1849, some 130 of them were 
received. 201 Pius was determined to solve the problem On 
June 1, 1848, he set up a Consultum of eminent theologians. 
They were charged with the examination of the following 

Should the pressing demands of a large number of bishops be 
acceded to, especially in what concerns a pontifical definition? 

The verdict returned was in the affirmative. Of 20 con­
sultors, 17 were favorable. 

Then the Pope set up on December 61 1848, a group com­
posed of eight Cardinals and five consultors who were to hold 
at Naples an antepreparatory congregation under the presi­
dency of Cardinal Lambruschini. This was done on Decem­
ber 22. The deliberations centered on two questions· 

( 1) Taking into consideration the demands made by the 
greater part of the Bishops of the Catholic World and by Fer­
dinand II of the Kmgdom of the two Sicilies, should the Pope 
be counseled to declare that the Blessed Virgin Mary enjoyed 
the singular privilege of having been conceived without the 
stain of original sin? 

(2) If the answer to the first question be in the affirmative, 

205DTC, vol 7, col 1195-1196 

206 Pau:ri, part 3, vol 6, p 597, Acta d Decreta Sacrorum Conaliorum 
ruentiorum-Collectio Lacenm, vol 3, Fnburgi Bru;go~rae, 1875, tol. tole and 
106c 

207:Malou, op cit, vol 1, p 217 
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how should His Holmess proceed to the declaration in the 
present circumstances? 

AU the members answered in the affirmative to the first 
question, namely, that it could be defined as a dogma of faith 
There was, however, no unammity on the second, so the reso­
lution arrived at was: Dtlata ad mentem. The explanation 
added to this was that the Holy Father should address an 
Encyclical to the bishops to ask for prayers and to ask their 
opinion on the question: "An expediat definitio?" 208 

In line with this advice, Pope Pius wrote the Encyclical 
L'bi prhnum.200 In it he says that he was highly and strongly 
impressed by the many petitions for a definition. These 
afforded him a great joy since even from his youth he had the 
deepest veneration, piety and affection for the Mother of 
God.210 

He proposed a double question to which he wanted a speedy 
answer: 

Optamus autem vehementer, ut maiore, qua fieri potest, celeri­
tate Nobis significare velitis, qua devotmne vester Clerus, Popu­
lusque fidehs erga Immaculatae V1rginis Conceptionem sit ani­
matus, et quo desideno flagret, ut emsmod1 res ab Apostohca 
Sede decernatur, atque in pnmIS noscere vel maxime cupimus 
quid Vos 1ps1, Venerabiles Fratres, pro eximia vestra sapientia 
de re ipsa sentiatis quidque e:-.optet1s 211 

JU~DTC, vol 7, col 1195-1197, Unger, op ot, note 26, pp 32-33 
2001.fansell:i., vol 2, pp 205-211 
210 l'bi pnm111n, m Mansclla, 1b1d 
"Eqmdem hmusmod1 ,ota pergrata, pcrque mcunda Nobis fucre, qui \Cl 

a tcner.u; anms mh1l potms, mhil anhqu1us habu1mus, quam smgular1 p1ctatc, 
et obsequm, atque mbmo cordJ.s affectu Beatiss1mam Y1rgmem Mariam colerc, 
et ea peragere, quae ad mamrem 1psms V1rgm1s glonam, et laudem procu­
randam, cultumque promoHndum conducere posse 'Hdeantur ltaque Hi ab 
ipso suprem1 nostn Ponbficatus e~ord10 summa quidem al:i.cntate 1n tanb 
momcnti negotmm curas cog1tahonesque Nostras seno converbmus, atque 
humLies fcrv1dasque Deo Opt.Imo Maximo preces adh1bere haud om1simus, ut 
coelesbs suae gratiae lumme mentem Nostram collustrare veht, quo cognoscere 
poSSJmus quid m hac re a Nobis sit peragendum" 

211 Ubi primum, Mansella, ibid, p 210 
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The Pope received 543 answers; of tlns number 484 

wanted the definition m The others affirmed the belief in the 

privilege but did not thmk a defimhon opportune/13 or else 

did not want the definition because it had no foundation in 

revelation and thus the doctrine was not definable; 214 still 

others preferred an indirect definition. All however, expressed 

their willingness to abide by the Pope's decision 
With all the material on hand, the Pope ordered the draft­

ing of the Bull. After much deliberation, the final form was 

submitted to him As a last step he gathered the Cardinals in 

a secret consistory. Let us hear his own words: 

After these things had taken place, following the example of 

Our predecessors, and desiring to proceed properly and nghtly, 

We announced and held a consistory, in which We addressed 

Our Brethren, the Cardinals of the Holy Roman Church, It 

was the greatest spiritual joy for Us when \Ve heard them ask 

Us to promulgate the dogmatic defimtion of the Immaculate 

Conception of the Virgm Mother of God. 

Therefore, having full trust in the Lord that the opportune 

time had come for defimng the Immaculate Conception of the 

Virgin l\Iary, the Mother of God, which the Divine Words, the 

venerable tradition, the perpetual mmd of the Church, the sm­

gular agreement of the Catholic bishops and of the faithful, and 

the signal acts and constitutions of Our predecessors wonder­

fully illustrate and proclaim, also having most d1IigenOy con-

ZlZMaJou, op cit, \ol 1, p 220, Roschm1, op cit, \OJ 2, part 2, p 16 

213 E g, the Bishop of Anger Parer; part 1, vol I, pp 254-259, the 

Archbishop of Petra m Constantinople Poren, ibid, pp 265-261; the Bishop 

of Coutance• Poreri, ibid, p 362, the Bishop of Adria Pareri, ibid, p 367, 

the Archb1Shop of Dublm and Suffragans Paren, part 1, vol 2, p 141, sq 

!?14 E g , the Archbishop of Rouen Paren, part 1, vol 1, p 357 sq He 

also added m words which today sound offensive "Je regarde qu'une definition 

dogmabque, en la circonstance prt\sente, serait tout en..<emble surabondante et 

J}Cnlleuse" (p, 357) "Lom de desuer un tel dt\cret, Je le regardera1s comme 

une chose dangereuse, commc un gla1ve a deu'I: tranchants capable de blesser 

la main qm en ferait usage" {p 359); the Archbishop of Paris Pareri, p I, 

vol 2, p, 27, sq, 
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sidered all things, and having poured forth to God diligent and 
heartfelt prayers, We thought that We should no longer delay 
in ratifying and defining by Our supreme authority the Immacu­
late Conception of the Virgin and thus satisfy the most devout 
wishes of the Catholic world and Our own piety towards the 
Most Holy Virgin, and at the same time honor more and more 
the Only-begotten Son, Jesus Christ Our Lord, in the Virgin, 
smce whatever honor and praise are bestowed on the Mother 
redound to the Son 2u 

Fmally on December 8, 1854, the long awaited words 
were heard: 

So by His mspiration, for the honor of the Holy and Undi­
vided Trimty, for the glory and adornment of the Virgin Mother 
of God, for the exaltation of the Catholic faith and for the in­
crease of the Catholic religion, by the authority of Jesus Christ 
Our Lord, of the Blessed Apostles Peter and Paul, and by Our 

' own, We declare, pronounce and define that the Most Blessed 
Virgin Mary, at the first instant of her Conception '\'ias preserved 
immaculate from all stain of original sin, by the singular grace 
and privilege of the Omnipotent God, in virtue of the merits of 
Jesus Christ, the Saviour of mankind, and that this doctrine was 
revealed by God, and therefore, must be believed firmly and con­
stantly by all the faithful. 

Hence, 1f any one shall dare-which God forbid-to thmk 
otherw1Se than as has been defined by Us, let him know and 
understand that he is condemned by his own judgment, and that 
he has suffered shipwreck in the faith, and has defected from 
the unity of the Church; besides, by his own action he incurs 
the penalties established by law if he should dare to express in 
words or wnting or by any other outward means what he thinks 
m his heart 211l 

Great was the joy of the Catholic World. We can measure. 
it by comparing it with the joy that was ours when Pius XII 

2lll Jneffab1/u Deus, Unger trarul, p 20, Bourasse, op, rit, vol 7, col, 638 
216 Jne/fabilis De1u, Unger transl, p 21, Bourasse, op l'll, vol 'l, col 639 
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defined the Assumption. Greater Joy, I think1 was caused by 
the definition of the Immaculate Conception because the road 
traveled was more arduous and the progress was made more 
difficult by the strong opposition of revered and holy men 
The more difficult the attaining of the end, the greater the joy 
once it is attained. 

Once again rang true these words of the Immaculate One: 
H All generations shall call me blessed JJ 

COROLLARY: 

A mertca' s Contribution? 

The contribution of the Church in the United States to the 
defimtton of the Immaculate Conception was not so very out­
standing, at first sight. I do not want to mimmize what the 
Church in America has done, but in all truth I must say it 
was not much more than other nations had done, with the 
exception of Spain. However, considering that we were a pio­
neer nation and that the Church was being established, our 
part takes on a brighter hue. 

A projected paper on this topic was to have been given at 
this Convention. Dr. Tracy Ellis, the eminent professor of 
Church history at the Catholic University of Amenca, had 
graciously accepted the task. But after a thorough investiga­
tion he came to the conclusion that material was at a minimum 
As he put it: 

At the instance of the Manological Society of America the 
managing editor of the Remew made an investigation several 
months ago of the source materials avadable in Baltimore for 
the action taken by the American bishops in the Sn.th Pro­
vincial Council of May, 1846, relating to the Immaculate Con­
ception as the heavenly patroness of the Umted States and to 
the bishops' petit10n at that time for the defimtion of the dogma 
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by the Holy See. The results obtained in the archives of the 
Archdiocese of Baltimore and of the Sulpicmn Fathers at St 
Mary's Semmary, Roland Park, were quite disappombng.1 

The official acts of the American Hierarchy on behalf of the 
Immaculate Conception prior to the definition are three in 
number. 

(1) The 6th Provincial Council of Baltimore in 1846 
chose Mary conceived without sm as Patroness of the United 
States 2 

(2) This same Council also petitioned the Holy Father to 
allow the use of the word "Immaculate" in the Oratmns and 
Preface, and also to add the verse Queen conceived without 
original sin, pray for us, in the Litany of Loretto 3 

In the Pastoral Letter written at the end of the Council, 
we find: 

We take this occas10n, brethren, to communicate to you the 
determination unanimously adopted by us, to place ourselves, 
and all entrusted to our charge throughout the U S. under the 
special patronage of the Holy Mother of God, whose Immacu­
late Conception is venerated by the piety of the faithful through­
(mt the Cathohc Church.4 

The petitions and decrees of the Council were confirmed 

t Catholic Historical Review, Apnl, JQSJ, p 90 

2 Coll Launns, vol J, col tole "Patres, ardent1bus votis, plausu 
consensuque Ull.'.l.mm1, B ?,,fanam \'1rgmem sme labe conceptam m Patronam 
Amer1cae Foederatae Statuum elegenmt, nulla tamen mducta obl1gab.one aud1-
end1 mJSSam et a serv1!Jbus openbus abstmend1 m ipso fcsto Concephoms B 
Manae atque 1deo Summa Ponhfia hurmhter supphcandum ut solemmtas, nJSJ 
festum m Dormmram mc1dent, transferatur m Domm1cam prox1me sequentem, 
m qua IllLSsae, tam pn\atae quam solemnes, de festo 1llo translato celebrentur, 
vespertmumque offiaum de eodem rec1tctur" 

3 Coll Larenns, \Ol J, col 100d 

4 Cell Lacenm, vol 3, col 1134b 
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by Pius IX in decrees emanating from the Sacred Congrega­
tion of Propaganda Fide on July 2, 1847 5 

(3) The third act came from the 7th Council of Baltimore 
in May, 1849. In answer to Ubt pnmum of Pope Pms, the 
Fathers of the Council petitioned for the definition of the 
Immaculate Conception 8 

That was the extent of our contribution as an independent 
nation. We, as a landed territory, however, have a much older 
history when it comes to l\Iary's glorious privilege. I men­
tioned Spain. It is to her glory that she championed for cen­
turies the Immaculate Conception, In the course of the paper 
we had occasion to mention some of the attempts made by the 
Kings of Spain for a definition of our Marian truth 

Some of that glory has honored us, Great portions of our 
land, e g, West and Southwest, were, until the nineteenth cen­
tury, Spanish Colonies When Spam received any indult or 
permission from Rome deahng with the Immaculate Concep­
tion, it was granted to her possessions as well Thus it came 
about that almost 100 years before our Hierarchy placed our 
Nation under Mary's patronage, part of our land had Mary in 
the Mystery of Her Immaculate Conception as Patroness 

In 1760, if you recall, Clement XIII declared the Immacu­
late Conception patroness of Spain and her possessions The 
indulgences, the Office and Mass of Nogarolis, the use of the 

~ Coll Launm, ,ol 3, col 104a, I06d-107a and b, Pareri, part 3, vol 6, 
p 597 

c Coll Lacenm, ,ol 3, col 115b, Paren, part 3, ,ol 6, pp 655-657 
"I Perlecbs littens Encycltc1s Summ1 Pontific1s Pu IX, qu1bus s1gmficavit sc 
, chementer op tare ut Ep1scop1 totius Catholm orh1s per htteras ipSI referrent 
qua dcvot10ne clerus populusque fidehs erga Immaculatae \'1rgm1S Conceptionem 
smt ammab, Patnbus omnibus visum est respondere clerum populumque 
fidelem, m Foederat!S Amencae Statibus, magna flagrare erga eamdem devo­
bone II Censuerunt panter Patres Summo Pontifin 51gmficandum, gratum 
s1b1 fore ut , elut1 Cathol1cae EccleSiae doctrmam defimat, s1 1d sapientlsslmo 
suo Judic10 opportunum ex1sbmet, Beaths1mae V1rg1n1s Manae Conceptum 
1mmacu\atum ommno fu1ssc, atque ab omm prorsus ongmalis culpae labe 
1mmunem" 
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verse Mater Immaculata in the Litany of "Loretto were all 
benefits that came to our land through Spanish petitions. 

In the Piazza di Spagna m Rome, there stands an impres~ 
sive monument commemorating the dogmatic definition of 
1854. The locale is fitting for it stands in the square named 
after Spain, in front of the Spanish Embassy to the Holy See 
It is a reminder to the world of all that Spain has done to 
glorify Mary conceived without sin. 

We can share a bit of that glory and we can be grateful to 
Spain for it. 

It would seem that the Immaculate Mother, having had 
part of our land, would not allow it to slip from her grasp 
When we had become an independent nation, she inspired our 
ecclesiastical forebears to dedicate the whole of 1t to her 

REV. J. ARMAND ROBICHAUD, S.M., S.T.L. 
Marist College and Seminary 
Framingham Centre, Mass. 

Exchange of Views on Father Rohichaud's Paper 

Father Habig, the appointed discussion leader, praised the lengthy 
survey offered by Father Robichaud, particularly from the viewpoint 
that 1t furthers the better understandmg of the Jneffabd1s Deus He also 
subnutted his opinion that Leo II is the first Pope to give a clear state• 
ment of the Immaculate Conception m tenns of smlessness Father 
Connell called attention to a Master's d1ssertat1on m progress of being 
wntten at the Catholic l.Tniver:s1ty by a nun v,ho 1s collectmg the state­
ments of the Amencan Hierarchy concemmg the Immaculate Conceptrnn 
pnor to the defimhon of the dogma Besides combmg the newspapers, 
she is also mveshgating the diocesan archives m Baltimore, Boston and 
Philadelphia, 

Father O'Kane and Father Huber made references to the Immacu­
late Conception m early American History The former referred to 
Columbus' flagship, the Santa Mana, the latter told of the original 
name for the Mississippi River given by Father Marquette who named 
1t the River of the Immaculate Conceptton in memory of De Soto and 
his devotion to Our Lady De Soto manifested his love for the B \' l\I 
by his last testament in which he set aside 1,500 ducats for the con• 



73

Robichaud: The Immaculate Conception in the Magisterium of the Church Before

Published by eCommons, 1954

Immaculate Conception m the Magistenum of the Church 145 

struction of a church dedicated to her and assigned 500 ducats for 
Masses in her honor, 

The next remarks were made by Father Shea who md1cated that the 
Schoolmen used the term "immaculate" as a title given the B V M 
after her conception rather than at her conception At this pomt Father 
,1[ ay raised the question of the first appeal of the Popes to Scnptural 
texts m favor of the dogma, Most probably, m the opinion of Father 
Robichaud, the Council' of Basie (sch1smat1c at the time) and the Council 
of Trent made first recourse to the Sacred Scriptures in this connection 
The Popes, however, were more interested m settlmg disputes among 
the religious groups than m B1bhcal exegesis Father Connell md1cated 
that Pius V forbade all pubhc d1scuss1ons about the Immaculate Con­
ception; Paul \' permitted all to hold the doctrme of the Immaculate 
Conception provided that the opposite opinion were not held as heretical 
Father Mullaney, 0 P, pomted out that m the seventeenth century the 
Domm1cans petitioned the Holy Father to depart from the teaching of 
St Thomas on this pomt but were refused 

Father Plassmann agam referred to the use of the term "immaculate" 
by the Church Fathers as meamng "smlessness" without having reference 
to ongmal sm, The question of the Immaculate Concept10n arose m 
medieval wntmgs when the um,.,ersahty of redempt10n was eummed 
Father Carol made some brief remarks on the use of the Protoevan­
gehum as an immacuhst1c text 

At this pomt the d1scuss1on centered on the recall of h1stoncal dates 
and facts, Father Connell pomted out that smce 1749 no one could jom 
the Redemptonsts without adhenng to the doctrme of the Immaculate 
Conception Fatlier Plassmann mentioned the Sisters founded by St 
Beatrtce of Silva who took a solemn oath of behef m this teachmg 
Father Jar:;embowsk, said that the professors at the Jagielloman Um• 
\ ers1ty m Poland took a vow to defend the Immaculate Concept10n about 
the year 16SO Father Huber contended that the professors at the Sor­
bonne did the same In response to a request from the floor, Father 
Huber spoke abOut the supposed discovery of America by the Norsemen 
and the inscription on the Kensmgton Stone m Mmnesota The rumc 
wr1tmg upon 1t (A\'M, Save us from e\11) 1s commonly held to refer to 
the Blessed \'1rgm, namely, Ave Virgo Maria 
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