
Gallicanism at Maynooth: 

Archbishop Cullen and the Royal 

Visitation of 18 5 3 

PATRICK J. CORISH 

By the middle of the nineteenth century it had become clear that far­
reaching changes were under way within the Catholic Church. At 
their root was the fact that the Gallican structures of the church of 
the ancien regime had been so shaken by the events of the French 
revolutionary era that they were unable to recover. In consequence, 
Catholics of even the most Gallican traditions began to regard the 
papacy in quite a new way, to look across the Alps, to adopt the 
outlook that came to be known as 'ultramontanism'. This 
development is already marked with Pope Gregory XVI (1831-46). 
It became the established norm in the pontificate of his successor, 
Pius IX (1846-78). 

At this time of change there were inevitably many people who 
proclaimed themselves 'ultramontanes' without being sure what 
precisely 'ultramontanism' was. In trying to grasp their state of mind 
it may help to attempt to bring into focus the long-standing 'Gallican' 
tradition to which 'ultramontanism' was the reaction. The classical 
statement of Gallicanism is in the Four Articles drawn up by the 
assembly of the French Clergy in 1682. They may be summarised as 
follows: 

1. The Pope has received only spiritual authority from God. In
secular matters kings and princes are in no way subject to his
authority;

2. The Pope's authority is limited by that of a general council, in
the terms laid down at the council of Constance (1414-18);

3. The exercise of papal authority must be in accordance with
canon law, and specifically the ancient established 'liberties of
the Gallican church';

4. The Pope's doctrinal authority is unique and universal, but not
final unless confirmed by the consent of the universal church.

The confict between France and the papacy which arose from this 
declaration was pragmatically resolved in 1693. The Pope agreed to 
grant institution to bishops on condition that they expressed regret for 
having subscribed to the Articles of 1682. The king for his part 
agreed not to enforce them on the French church. The crucial 
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