
The Pope and the Professor: Pius IX, Ignaz von Döllinger, and the Quandary of the Modern 
Age. By Thomas Albert Howard. (Oxford University Press 2017, Pp. xvii, 339. $46.95). 
 

Reviewed by Richard J. Mammana, Jr. 
Office of Ecumenical and Interreligious Relations, The Episcopal Church 

New Haven, Conn. 
 

© Anglican and Episcopal History, September 2019, Volume 88, Number 3, pp. 329-332. 
 
Nineteenth-century Roman Catholicism underwent doctrinal and logistical reinventions whose 
effects are still part of the lived experience of Roman Catholics and other Christians. There was 
the re-creation of a diocesan hierarchy in England in 1850—English Catholics had been served 
by archpriests or vicars apostolic from the time of Elizabeth I, rather than a normal episcopal 
organization—followed by the dogmatic and controversial definition of the Immaculate 
Conception for the first time in 1854; the First Vatican Council in 1869-1870 with its statement 
of Papal Infallibility; and the fraught reception of ecclesiastical implications of the unification of 
Italy as a single modern nation rather than a collection of smaller duchies, papal states, and 
principalities. There was also the surge in creation of Catholic diasporas of Irish and German 
believers in North America, missionary expansion in Asia and Australasia, and the beginnings of 
engagement with Darwinism, Marxism, new kinds of sexual attitudes, the emergence of 
secularism as a thought category, longer life-spans and expanded literacy, and a myriad of other 
changes. A theologically-astute observer of the Roman Catholic Church in 1800 would have 
found as much divergence as consistency within that body in 1900. 
 Thomas Albert Howard of Valparaiso University in Indiana turns to one major 
intellectual respondent to these processes of change in his new and important book, The Pope 
and the Professor. In the context of a biography of Johann Joseph Ignaz von Döllinger (1799-
1890), Howard looks in exciting ways at emerging dynamics of conversation between the 
academy and the Roman hierarchy, as well as aspects of shifts in power between the Roman 
metropolitan center and some Catholic populations in Germany, Austria, Switzerland, and 
France. Döllinger was ordained to the priesthood in 1822, and occupied a position of 
international fame in his day that is matched by his obscurity now. He spent his long life in close 
dialogue with other public intellectuals and ecclesiastics, as well as statesmen: John Henry 
Newman, Döllinger’s own student Lord Acton, William Ewart Gladstone, Popes Pius IX and 
Leo XIII, E.B. Pusey, King Ludwig II of Bavaria. From his post at the University of Munich (to 
which he was appointed in 1826) he trained generations of church historians and early 
ecumenists in what he termed “historical theology” rather than the “scholastic theology” 
increasing promoted in the middle 1800s by the Jesuit order and Rome. 
 L’Affaire Döllinger, as it came to be known, was Döllinger’s headline-making refusal to 
assent to the July 18, 1870 promulgation of the doctrine of Papal Infallibility. After a public 
exchange of letters on the subject in the Allgemeine Zeitung, Archbishop Gregor von Scherr of 
Munich presided over Döllinger’s excommunication on April 17, 1871. Although he was hardly 
alone in his dissent—other notable high-ranking opponents of the definition included Bishop 
Félix Dupanloup of Orléans, Bishop Josip Juraj Strossmayer of Croatia, and Cardinal Newman 
(who accepted the teaching, but thought its dogmatic definition inopportune)—but Döllinger 
became the major scholar-ascetic lightning rod singled out for censure. Döllinger never himself 
joined any other church body, and refused others’ designation of him as a modern Luther; Pope 



Leo XIII worked quietly to try to bring about his reconciliation with the Holy See, but to no 
avail. He died a Bavarian and German national hero, protected by the Wittelsbach Dynasty with 
what Howard calls “a pedestalized position in the intellectual life of Munich” until the end of his 
life. 
 Howard traces the process through which Old Catholicism coalesced as a movement in 
central French-and German-speaking Europe around the positions Döllinger had taught in 
academia. (Smaller movements in Italy, Czechia, Poland have also allied themselves with what 
came to be the Union of Utrecht organized formally in 1889.) He also examines the Bonn 
Reunion Conferences of 1874 and 1875 that brought together Anglicans, Old Catholics, 
Orthodox Christians, Lutherans and others to consider the ecumenical possibilities of a non-
papal Catholicism but failed to reach agreements about mutual recognition of holy orders, the 
place of the Filioque, and disciplinary matters such as jurisdiction and clerical marriage. 
(Döllinger did not favor the allowance of clerical marriage or the eventual establishment of 
separate parishes for Old Catholics in Switzerland, Germany, and Austria.) 
 The Pope and the Professor is in some ways a sad book about lost opportunities for the 
Christian intellectual tradition in a secularizing Europe. After Döllinger, German Catholic 
thought lost one of its greatest figures; mutual suspicions of Church and the academy also 
hardened, and the painful pastoral realities of schism took root by the end of his lifetime. As late 
as 1928, Pope Pius XI condemned meetings with non-Roman Catholics (Mortalium animos), and 
it was not until the Second Vatican Council’s Decree on Ecumenism (Unitatis redintegratio) that 
some of Döllinger’s insights into the importance of Church history, particularly in Patristics and 
to the importance of scripture in the modern world resurfaced again—this time with approval in 
the works of figures like Yves Congar and Louis Bouyer. Howard is a sympathetic narrator who 
does not draw lines of blame, and Pius IX is depicted within a reasonable framework as himself a 
victim in the Italian process of national unification and the winding-down of the Vatican’s 
temporal government in the Papal States. In memorable words, Howard sums up l’Affaire 
Döllinger as “churningly religious and undeniably complex.” 


