‘The Papacy in the 19th
Century 77329

A Part of “The History of Catholicism
since the Restoration of the Papacy”

By

Friedrich Nippold

Translated by
Laurence Henry Schwab

Rector of the Church of the Intercession
New York

G. P. Putnam’s Sons
New York and London
The Rnickerbocker Press

1900



‘a9 2

Ca

CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION BY THE TRANSLATOR .

PART I

THE PAPACY AFTER THE RESTORATION IN 1814

I—THE RESTORATION OF Prus VII., I1TS SIGNIFICANCE AND

CONSEQUENCES . . . . .

-

II—THR RESTORATION AND RENEWED EXPANSION OF THE

ORDER OF JESUITS . . . .

V—Pore Lo XII. (1823-1829) .

III—THE ERA OF THE CONCORDATS UNDER Plus VII.
IV—THE STATES OF THE CHURCH UNDER Prus VII.

f VI—Prus VIII. (1829-1830) AND THE REVOLUTION OF 1830 .

- VII—-THE REIGN OF GREGORY XVI. (1831-1846)

VIII—THE FIRST ** LIBERAL" PERIOD OF THE REIGN oF Prus IX.

(1846-1850) . . . . .

.

IX—Prus I1X. AT THE HEAD OF THE EUROPRAN REACTION

(1850~-1859) . . . . .

X—THE PAPACY DURING THE RECONSTRUCTION OF ITALY

AND GERMANY (1859-1870) . .
XI—THE FirsT VATICAN COUNCIL .

.

XII—Prus IX. IN THE INTERNATIONAL ‘‘ KULTURKAMPF’

XIII—THE PeAce-PoPE, Leo XIII. . .
e

XIV—THR PAPACY AND THE ORIENTAL CRISIS .
XV—THE INFALLIBLE PAPACY IN ITS RELATIONS TO SOCIETY,

TO LEARNING, AND TO RELIGION .
fii

31
51
63
71
82
95 -

113

126

135
149
163
192
211

223



iv Contents

PART II

CATHOLICISM AND PAPALISM IN ENGLAND AND AMERICA

CHAPTRR PAGR
XVI—THE So-CALLED CATHOLIC EMANCIPATION IN GREAT

BRITAIN . . .« . &« « o« « « .'253

XVII—THE ENGLISH CONVERSIONS AND THEIR CONSEQUENCES
FOR THE ENGLISH CHURCH—THE OXFORD MOVEMENT. 362

XVIII—THE NEwW PAPAL HIERARCHY IN ENGLAND AND THE FRUITS

OF THE PAPAL SYSTEM IN IRELAND . . . . 312
XIX—~AMERICAN CATHOLICISM AND THE ROMAN CHURCH IN
THE NORTH AMERICAN UNION . . . . . 327

XX~—THE LATIN STATES OF AMERICA IN THEIR RELATIONS TO
THE ROMAN CURIA AND IN THEIR ECCLESIASTICAL

XXI—CATHOLIC AND PAPAL . . . . . . . 361



PART I

THE PAPACY AFTER THE RESTORATION
IN 1814



INTRODUCTION BY THE TRANSLATOR

o HE Roman Church is only Roman and everywhere

anti-national ; she endeavours to force everything
into her own forms and formulas and does not rest until
she has obliterated the national character of the Church
and stifled all national life in the Church. . . . The
Roman Church is everywhere a foreigner, even in Italy;
for she everywhere pursues tendencies which are opposed
to the tendencies of the country.”” The truth of these
words, spoken by Bishop Herzog, is confirmed by the
history of the Papacy in this century as Professor Nip-
pold has set it forth.

The average Protestant, when he thinks of the dangers
of Romanism, is apt to bring before his mind pictures of
Smithfield fires, the horrors of the Inquisition, or the
cruelties of Alva. Even so great an historian as Ranke
seems to have had something like this in mind when, in
the Introduction to his History of the Popes, he wrote
that the Papacy *‘ no longer exercises any essential influ-
ence — the times are past in which we had anything to
fear.”” True: we need no longer fear bodily harm, and
those who are anxious only to save their skin may set
their minds at rest. But are there not other considera-
tions that may appeal with equal fosce to our anxious
solicitude ? Is not the possibility of national decay
something to care about ? The danger from the Church
of Rome to-day is not the stake or torture; but it is the
danger from insidious moral and spiritual forces threat-
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4 The Papacy tn the 19th Century

ening to stop a nation’s progress, to corrupt a nation's
ethical standard, to darken a nation’s intellect. The
greatest task which God has appointed to the religious
forces of this country to-day is to build up a government
in city, state, and nation, which shall be pure and just;
and the papal system is the most determined enemy to
the accomplishment of that task.

Nippold has sketched the history of the Papacy in this
century as it is; he has dealt with the facts according to
the common rules of evidence followed in secular his-
tory. This method is to be clearly distinguished from
the method so frequently adopted by writers of ecclesi-
astical history, who handle facts according to & priors
preconceptions, who look at Church history through the
medium of a theological, zsthetic, or sentimental haze,
who depict events and men as they ought to be or as
they would like them to be, not as they are. From such
this volume will receive no welcome.

The essential purpose of this history is to rescue Cath-
olicism from its papal caricature and to maintain its
importance as a corrective to Protestant individualism.

In order to explain and emphasise this distinction be-
tween Catholicism and papalism, it will be well to place
before the reader certain portions of the three additions
to the faith which the modern Papacy has imposed upon
the Church of Rome and which differentiate by a clear
line of demarcation the *‘ papalism '’ of our time from
the Roman Catholicism of former generations: the De-
cree of the Immaculate Conception, promulgated by the
sole authority of Pius IX. in 1854, the ‘‘ Papal Syllabus
of Errors,”’ likewise resting upon the sole authority of
the pope and issued by Pius IX. in 1864, and the Decree
of Papal Infallibility, nominally pronounced by the Vati-
can Council in 1870, but in reality, like the other two
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documents, imposed upon the Church by the pope and
the Jesuits. These three formularies are to-day just as
binding upon the Roman Catholic as the decrees of the
Council of Trent or any other creed or dogma, and will
furnish the official answer to the question, What is
modern Romanism ?

I quote from the English version of Schaff’s Creeds of
Christendom.

According to the Decree of the Immaculate Concep-
tion the Blessed Virgin Mary has been *‘ from the first
instant of her conception, by a singular grace and privi-
lege of Almighty God, in view of the merits of Christ
Jesus the Saviour of mankind, preserved free from all
stain of original sin.”” Those who think otherwise *‘ have
made shipwreck concerning the faith ’’ and they *‘ sub-
ject themselves to the penalties ordained by law, if, by
word or writing, or any other external means, they dare
to signify what they think in their hearts.”’

The *‘ Syllabus '’ of Pius IX. is a collection of eighty
errors which the pope condemns. Schaff says concern-
ing it in a prefatory note: *‘ This document, though
issued by the sole authority of pope Pius IX., Dec. 8,
1864, must be regarded now as infallible and irreform-
able, even without the formal sanction of the Vatican
Council. It is purely negative, but indirectly it teaches
and enjoins the very opposite of what it condemns as
error.”’ Nippold states that the ‘‘ Syllabus ’’ has been
expressly declared infallible by Leo XIII. The follow-
ing are among the errors condemned :

(11) The Church not only ought never to animadvert upon
philosophy, but ought to tolerate the errors of philosophy,
leaving to philosophy the care of their correction.

(13) The method and principles by which the old scholastic
doctors cultivated theology are no longer suitable to the
demands of the age and the progress of science.
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(14) Philosophy must be treated of without any account
being taken of supernatural revelation.

V' (15) Every man is free to embrace and profess the religion

4

he shall believe true, guided by the light of reason.

(17) We may entertain at least a well-founded hope for the
eternal salvation of all those who are in no manner in the true
Church of Christ.

(18) Protestantism is nothing more than another form of
the same true Christian religion, in which it is possible to be
equally pleasing to God as in the Catholic Church.

(24) The Church has not the power of availing herself of
force, or any direct or indirect temporal power.

(27) The ministers of the Church, and the Roman Pontiff,
ought to be absolutely excluded from all charge and dominion
over temporal affairs.

(39) The commonwealth is the origin and source of all
rights, and possesses rights which are not circumscribed by
any limits,

(42) In the case of conflicting laws between the two powers,
the civil law ought to prevail.

V' (45) The entire direction af public schools, in which the

youth of Christian states are educated, except (to a certain
extent) in the case of episcopal seminaries, may and must
appertain to the civil power,|and belong to it so far that no
other authority whatsoever shall be recognised as having any
right to interfere in the discipline of the schools, the arrange-
ments of the studies, the taking of degrees, or the choice and
approval of the teachers.

(47) The best theory of civil society requires that popular
schools open to children of all classes, and, generally, all
public institutes intended for instruction in letters and philos-
ophy, and for conducting the education of the young, should
be freed from all ecclesiastical authority, government, and
interference, and should be fully subject to the civil and
political power, in conformity with the will of rulers and the
prevalent opinions of the age.

(48) This system of instructing youth, which consists in
separating it from the Catholic faith and the power of the
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Church, and in teaching exclusively, or at least primarily, the
knowledge of natural things and the earthly ends of social
life alone, may be approved by Catholics.

V  (55) The Church ought to be separated from the State, and
the State from the Church.

v (74) Matrimonial causes and espousals belong by their very
nature to civil jurisdiction.

(77) In the present day, it is no longer expedient that the
Catholic religion shall be held as the only religion, of the State,
to the exclusion of all other modes of worship.

(78) Whence it has been wisely provided by law, in some
countries called Catholic, that persons coming to reside therein
shall enjoy the public exercise of their own worship.

V (80) The Roman Pontiff can and ought to reconcile himself
to, and agree with, progress, liberalism, and civilisation as
lately introduced.

The decrees of the Vatican Council are recorded in a
document of considerable length. The last two chapters
are entitled, ‘* On the Power and Nature of the Primacy
of the Roman Pontiff "’ and ‘‘ Concerning the Infallible
Teaching of the Roman Pontiff ’’; the latter ending
abruptly in the pronouncement of papal infallibility.
The very make-up of the document witnesses to the
purpose for which the council was called and to whose
accomplishment it was ruthlessly directed. Exclusive
emphasis has been laid upon the last chapter declaring
the infallibility; but Mr. Gladstone—one of the few
weighty public men who have recognised the importance
of the ecclesiastical factor in the national life —has
pointed out the far-reaching and practically important
nature of the claims made for the pope in the chapter
next to the last, ** On the Power and Nature of the
Primacy of the Roman Pontiff.”’ Here we read that

full power was given to him in blessed Peter to rule, feed, and
govern the universal Church by Jesus ChristourLord. . . .
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Hence we teach and declare that by the appointment of our
Lord the Roman Church possesses a superiority of ordinary
power over all other churches, and that this power of juris-
diction of the Roman Pontiff, which is truly episcopal, is im-
mediate; to which all, of whatever rite and dignity, both
pastors and faithful, both individually and collectively, are
bound, by their duty of hierarchical subordination and true
obedience, to submit not only in matters which belong to faith
and morals, but also in those that appertain to the discipline
and government of the Church throughout the world, so that
the Church of Christ may be one flock under one supreme
pastor through the preservation of unity both of communion
and of profession of the same faith with the Roman Pontiff,
This is the teaching of Catholic truth, from which no one can
deviate without loss of faith and of salvation.

Equally emphatic statements follow, and no claim to
unconditioned and unquestioning obedience could go
further than that which is made in this chapter in behalf
of the pope.

The statement of papal infallibility follows in the next
chapter. After an introduction of some length, the
dogma is affirmed, the closing sentences reading as
follows:

Therefore — we teach and define that it is a dogma divinely
revealed: that the Roman Pontiff, when he speaks ex cathedra,
that is, when, in discharge of the office of pastor and doctor of
all Christians, by virtue of his supreme apostolic authority, he
defines a doctrine regarding faith or morals to be held by the
universal Church, by the divine assistance promised to him in
blessed Peter, is possessed of that infallibility with which the
divine Redeemer willed that his Church should be endowed
for defining doctrine regarding faith or morals; and that there-
fore such definitions of the Roman Pontiff are irreformable of
themselves, and not from the consent of the Church.

But if anyone — which may God avert — presume to contra-
dict this our definition: let him be anathema.
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Extraordinary short-sightedness is manifested in the
estimation of these papal documents. Whether the
pope has ever issued an ex catkedra infallible pronounce-
ment is a matter of absolute indifference. The signifi-
cance of these three documents lies in the fact that they
represent both the evidence and the means of an un-
heard-of centralisation of power in the hands of one man
backed by a powerful society, and that this power enables
him and the society to shape the development and give
direction to the energies of a vast system — the Roman
Catholic Church; and that furthermore the first two
documents, the Decree of the Immaculate Conception
and the Syllabus, indicate the spirit in which and the
ends towards which this power is being used. The con-
sequences are the same in America as in Europe: the
introduction of a subtle, dangerous poison into the
national life. Nippold has described the corrupting
action of this poison.

It is the distinction between the Roman Catholic
Church as such and the Roman Catholic Church as she
has become a helpless tool in the hands of the Papacy
that invests Nippold’s book with its peculiar interest.
And as one realises what injuries this subjection to an
alien power has done to the nations of Europe, one is
moved to ask whether these injuries — of which we have
had a foretaste — may not be averted from us by the one
act which alone can bring about this desirable object.
There is hardly any single event which could confer such
a boon upon this country as the return of the Church of
Rome in America to a true Catholicity, by sundering the
chain that is dragging her at the heels of a foreign despot
and by declaring herself independent. The Church of
Rome in America has in prominent and influential posi-
tions men who unite high gifts with ardent patriotism
and pure devotion. But their labour is largely a labour
of Sisyphus while the yoke of Rome is upon them.
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Will there be enough virility in the Roman Church in
America to throw off this yoke ? Perhaps it was a happy
augury for the future that at the Council of the Vatican,
of the only two votes which at the final decision were
cast against the infallibility, one was that of an American,
Bishop Fitzgerald of Little Rock, Arkansas.

NoOTE: The original of this translation, forming the
second volume of Nippold’s Manual of the Latest Church-
kistory, is entitled The History of Catholicism since the
Restoration of the Papacy. It consists of three parts:
The Papacy, the History of Catholicism outside of Ger-
many, and the History of Catholicism in Germany. The
first of these parts and six chapters of the second are
presented in this translation. The last chapter in the
translation has been transposed from its position in the
original and rewritten.

The translator has found it necessary to condense in
some places and to leave out parts that would be intel-
ligible and interesting to German readers only. The
footnotes have been added by the translator where ex-
planation seemed called for. Seignobos’ Political His-
tory of Europe since 1814, translated by Macvane, is an
admirable volume to refer to for the general history of
the period covered by Nippold.

The translation has been made with the sanction of
the author ; he is not responsible, however, for the
selection of those parts which are here presented.
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CHAPTER 1

THE RESTORATION OF PIUS VIIL., ITS SIGNIFICANCE
AND CONSEQUENCES'

HE restoration of the Papacy stands at the threshold
of a new epoch, and marks a new departure in the
history of that ancient institution. The after-develop-
ment of Catholicism, and hardly less of Protestantism,
even that of the state and of civilisation, was led into new
channels by this departure. The pope had returned after
but a few years’ absence. What makes the difference
between this return and the many similar occurrences of
the Middle Ages, so that the after-effects of this return
surpass even those of the return from the exile at Avig-
non ? This question forces itself upon us, and is easily
answered. For the cause which gave so widespread a
significance to this single fact was the well-known re-
actionary tendency which sprang from the Revolution
and dominated the entire following period.

A direct result of the counter-revolution, the restora-

! Pius VII., elected pope in 1800, formed the concordat with Napoleon
and crowned him emperor ; then quarrelied with Napoleon, was arrested
in 1809, kept a prisoner at Savona and Fontainebleau; was restored and
returned to Rome after the peace of Paris in 1814.

The year 1814 marks the most important turning-point in the history of
the nineteenth century. It saw Napoleon conquered and banished, the
Bourbons returned in the person of Louis XVIII., and the Congress of
Vienna, consisting of the plenipotentiaries of the various states, convened in

order to rectify the much-disturbed map of Europe. The era of revolution
is over and the era of legitimacy and reaction begins.

II



12 The Papacy in the 19th Century

tion of the Papacy appears not as an isolated fact,
affecting only the city of Rome or the states of the
Church, but as one natural result of certain universal
tendencies. The conception of sovereignty as such
seemed to find its firmest support against the ideas of
the Revolution in the primacy of the Roman bishop, in-
dependent as it was of any democratic influence. The
emancipation of this primacy from Napoleonic oppression
was therefore looked upon as the climax of all the victories
won over the Revolution. The decrees issued from the
threshold of the apostle’s grave bore the seal of ‘‘ divine
right’’ more directly than the mandate of any other
monarch, and it was owing to the support which the
principle of absolutism found in the Papacy that the
spirit which now took possession of Rome spread its in-
fluence over one land after another. Therefore let us
consider the restoration of the Papacy first in its own
character and meaning, and then trace its consequences.

The allied armies had not yet entered Paris when Pius
VII., released from his prison at Fontainebleau, arrived
in Italy. At precisely the same time that Napoleon,
after his abdication on the 11th of April, 1814, began his
melancholy retreat to the island of Elba, the pope entered
his ancient capital and attracted multitudes of devoted
souls from far and near. Former political enemies also
paid him their homage: Murat, with Charles IV. of
Spain, the queen of Etruria and the king of Sardinia.
But the people of Italy received him with no less joy,
and his entry into Rome on the 24th of May, 1814, was
like the return home of a victorious emperor. Even the
Protestants living in Rome wanted to raise a monument
to perpetuate the memory of a renewed Papacy. These
may have been enthusiasts—artists, half proselytes, or
perhaps secret converts; yet their action was but the
expression of the prevalent temper.
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The fact that this feeling of admiration for the Papacy
was especially strong in the artistic world proves how
great an attraction the residence of the pope, in the new
peace-era, exerted upon the art of all cultured nations.
The dearly bought peace had at last made it possible for
men to indulge the longing for Italy which Winkelmann
and Goethe had awakened, and very few gave heed to
the system of papal casarism which, with its plans of a
world-empire only temporarily in abeyance, had once
more set up its throne in the ancient capital of the
world. Men saw only the return of the days of the
Renaissance, the days of Leo X., the days of Raphael
and Michael Angelo. One nation after another sent
its greatest masters to school in Rome, and the many
biographies of artists which treat of this period appear to
witness to a second Renaissance.

Rome became at the same time the home or the object
of pilgrimage for many noble persons. The old kings of
Spain and of Sardinia and the family of Napoleon came
to live there. The former found in the restored Papacy
a guarantee of legitimacy, the latter trusted to the grati-
tude of the pope. The relatives of the fallen emperor,
especially his mother, Latitia, and his brother, King
Louis of Holland, had in the time of their splendour
allied themselves with the papal interests, and now found
in Rome not only an asylum for themselves, but also the
hope of a happier future for their families. Even the
reigning house of Prussia had a representative in Rome
in the person of Prince Henry, who, in spite of his
delicate health, was a man of some influence.

At no previous time had the salons of the Roman
nobili seen more numerous and more influential guests.
The first princes of Europe, one after another, went on
pilgrimage to Rome: the emperor of Austria, the king of
Prussia, the Prussian, Bavarian, Danish crown princes.
Each of these visits was celebrated with festivities, in
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which the artistic interests played a prominent part, but
which at the same time served the papal policy well. In
fact, all those personal connections which were then
begun were used to serve the purposes of the Curia.
The youthful diplomats who won their spurs in Rome
soon learned to know the advantage which a word of re-
commendation from the Roman secretary of state to their
ministry at home gave them.

As the paradise of artists, the Mecca of princes, the
favourite stepping-stone of future statesmen, Rome
seemed once more the capital of the world; and it was
inevitable that the veneration paid to the holy city should
be attributed to the influence of the Roman bishop. For
the master of Rome, master in the temporal as well as the
spiritual sphere, was no other than the pope-king. Since
the time when Constantine yielded the seat of empire in
the old Rome and the Roman bishop took the emperor’s
place as his legitimate successor, the condition of things
had perhaps never been more promising.

‘“ It was the deep humiliation, the long misery, of the
Church herself, that had changed public feeling in her
favour; she who had once been feared had become an
object of pity and sympathy.’’ So says Gervinus.' And
this sympathy, as he points out, was given to Pius VII.
personally. His long imprisonment had made him appear
as a martyr, and the patience and mildness which he had
shown had everywhere won men’s hearts. Everybody
was ready for concessions, and few remembered that
these concessions were made, not to the good-natured
person of the pope, but to the callously selfish hierarchy.
Indeed, the sacrifices made to the Papacy were not felt
as such. The revolutionary chaos which had lasted a
full quarter of a century had awakened such a longing for
peace and at the same time for authority, that the pre-
tended rock of St. Peter appeared in a manner as the

! History of the Nincteenth Century, 1858.
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altar upon which thank-offerings were paid to God for the
return of peace. Pius was celebrated not only as one
who had suffered most from the demon of the Revolu-
tion, but also as the representative of counter-revolution-
ary and conservative interests.

The Papacy derived its greatest advantages, however,
from the victories of non-Roman Catholic nations. For
the arms of England, Russia, and Prussia had made its
restoration possible. And after the pope had been re-
stored their princes did all they could to strengthen his
throne. Alexander I. of Russia, much given to emotional
politics, saw in the pope only the princely martyr. Prus-
sia insisted upon the restitution of the states of the
Church more strenuously than did Austria; the latter
with all its legitimacy would gladly have kept a piece for
itself. Even the regent of England entered into corre-
spondence with Pius, and in spite of existing laws received
his ambassador with particular favour.

In the introduction to the memoirs of this ambassador
(Consalvi) there is a collection of characteristic letters
from other illustrious Protestants, who far surpassed
born Catholics in the glorification of the papal idea. The
latter had known enough to discriminate to a certain de-
gree between Catholicism and Papalism. The ignorance
of born Protestants in Catholic matters had made no such
distinction. It is no mere chance that the biographies of
such papal autocrats as Leo I., Nicholas I., Gregory VII.,
Innocent III. were written by converts; and it shows to
what extent principles formerly held dear were forgotten,
that not a few Protestant historians—both secular and
ecclesiastical—became instrumental in preparing the way
. for the restoration of the papal power.

In the Catholic world De Maistre and his associates had
cultivated the soil by preaching papal infallibility as the
only sure support for the power of princes. The German
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Romanticists, too, who out of the clear atmosphere of the
present dreamed themselves back into the incense clouds
of the Middle Ages, proclaimed the pope as the ultimate
arbiter of national differences.

The ruling statesman of the following era himself stood
under the influence of a tendency which was just as much
opposed to the Reformation and all that the Reformation
stood for as it was favourable to the Papacy. A master
of social form, adroit and facile, with an excellent know-
ledge of human nature, understanding how to judge and
treat each man aright, Prince Metternich was not a man
of creative ideas. His policy, which was bent upon the
outward preservation of the existing status, was blind to
the existence of ideal motive powers. His opposition to
the modern world of ideas made him an enemy to the
foundation of that modern world in the Reformation.
Metternich’s frivolous private journalist, Gentz, the
representative of world-worn voluptuousness without
moral principle, was a useful instrument in carrying out
this policy. By name a Protestant, he outdid the anti-
Reformation attitude of the chancellor.

Under such auspices Austrian statesmanship, which
since Austria’s accession to the alliance against Napoleon
had reached the acme of influence, showed itself, where
political interests did not run counter, sympathetic
and helpful to the pretensions of the Papacy. As the
only Catholic state of the first order in the alliance
against Napoleon, Austria at once sent its own am-
bassador to Rome, who became the first adviser of the
pope.

The restored dynasties met the renewed Papacy with
even greater sympathy. The principle of the solidarity
of throne and altar had become the accepted doctrine,
and the Bourbons of France, Spain, and Naples and the
king of Sardinia outdid one another in devotion tg the

—— ——
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Holy See. On the other hands, the ancient tradition of
the national churches fell into disrepute as the products
of unbelief and revolution.

It need hardly be said that this universal love of the
Papacy had not the remotest connection with religious
motives. At the founding of the Holy Alliance® such
ideal motives had played a part; but the pope himself, in
company with the sultan of Turkey, had refused to join
the alliance because it was based upon the equal rights of
the several Churches. And the diplomats of the Congress
of Vienna were quite as much above transcendental weak-
nesses as the fallen emperor whose spoils they parted
among themselves. In all the bargaining which took
place, in which the German and Italian peoples were
treated as mere geographical ideas, and where hardly any
but such political creations as contradicted the nature of
things could count upon general consent, ecclesiastical
levers served merely as means to an end; and religious
aspirations received even less consideration than did the
interests of national life,

But the attempted subjugation and gagging of the in-
dependent national spirit needed for its effectiveness the

11815, between the emperors of Austria and Russia and the king of
Prussia.

By this act the three sovereigns, ‘‘ having reached the profound convic-
tion that the policy of the powers, in their mutual relations, ought to be
guided by the sublime truths taught by the eternal religion of God our
Saviour, solemnly declare that the present act has no other aim than to
manifest to the world their unchangeable determination to adopt no other
rule of conduct . . . than the precepts of that holy religion, the pre-
cepts of justice, charity, and peace.” This high ideal was completely belied
by subsequent events, which, in view of these lofty pretensions, show the
extent to which Christianity may be abused to serve base purposes.
Religion, as interpreted by the sovereigns, became a means towards reac-
tion and absolutism.

This very interesting document may be read in full in the Zramslations
and Reprints from the Original Sources of European History, pudlished by
the University of Pennsylvania (series of 1894).

3
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spiritual police not less than the political, and the only
point of view under which religion was of any value con-
sisted in the inculcation of blind obedience to the divine
rights of the privileged orders. For this purpose the
modus operands of the Jesuit order proved far more useful
than the faith of the Reformation,— the latter resting
upon personal conviction,—and the Danish historian
Nielson' aptly characterises the kind of religion which
the Congress of Vienna recognised when he distinguishes
‘‘ between the perfumed court and congress-Christianity
and that of the apostles and the early Church.”’

So far as the result was concerned, however, it mat-
tered far less what were the motives by which the eccle-
siastical policy of the Congress was guided than what was
the disposition of the political rulers. And there is no
doubt that this was the most favourable possible to the
pretensions of the Papacy.

We have also to consider, as a matter of extreme im-
portance, the attitude of the restored Papacy towards the
conditions and problems of the time. The pope might
have taken the same stand as his predecessors in the
Middle Ages, who knew how to assume the leadership
and give direction to the leading ideas of the time.
Could not, therefore, the pope even now place himself at
the head of the great national movements and thereby
once more gain a controlling influence ? With the wide-
spread demand for a reconciliation of the old and the
new, for constitutions and popular representations, was
not the opportunity given into his hand of making him-
self master of this tendency, and as supreme shepherd
calling upon the princes for the fulfilment of this de-
mand ? Could he not in this way have won the lasting
sympathy of the nations, following the example of the

) History of the Papacy in the Nincteenth Century, translated into Ger-
man—a very excellent work.
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powerful popes of the Middle Ages, in the struggle of
princes and peoples ? This is the question which Ger-
vinus puts.

Let us add to the question put by this illustrious
historian his own answer. In the Middle Ages it was
possible for the pope to stand at the head of the spiritual
movement, because the whole civilisation of the Middle
Ages was nourished and supported by the Church. At
that time it was perfectly natural that the pope should
make himself the herald of the ruling sympathies and
antipathies, and that by calling men to war for the glory
of God and of the Church he should render himself ter-
rible to all temporal princes, and that he should reap
popularity by his efforts.

But now, such identity of interests between people and
pope was simply impossible. The Papacy was by its
whole tendency since the Reformation too closely identi-
fied with opinions opposed to the popular wishes, and the
dominant liberalism was intimately associated with a freer
way of thinking in religion; for the enjoyment of political
liberty led to the desire for ecclesiastical liberty, and
among a free people no limits could be set to enlighten-
ment. Thus the restored Papacy must consistently with
its own character assume a reactionary attitude towards
all the popular aspirations of the time.

But the opposition of the Papacy to political liberal-
ism, to the demand for popular representation and similar
measures was, after all, a mere incident in the general
stand which it took and by which it expressed its un-
wavering enmity to the modern world of ideas. In-
deed, the Papacy was never consistent in its opposition
to any one set of ideas or any one institution. We shall
find hardly any political or social movement with which
the Papacy has not entered into some sort of alliance in
order to make it useful to its own purposes. We find
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even an approach to the political-liberal tendencies of the
times, as the reigns of Clement XIV. and Pius VI, (the
latter at least in its first half) prove. Even Pius VII.
personally, as bishop of Imola, had made considerable
concessions to the Revolution; Napoleon characterised
the sermon which he preached touching the invasion of
the French in 1797, as a Jacobite sermon.

It is evident, therefore, that in order to discover what
is essential and fundamental in the character of the re-
stored Papacy, we must go deeper; and we shall not
understand the Papacy, with all its religious and ecclesias-
tical pretensions, until we have learned to recognise in it
the revival of the old Roman casarism under the name
of St. Peter, claiming sovereign rights over land and
people, so that all concessions and gifts made to the
Papacy were in reality only a restitution of what was
rightly its own, and had been only for a time alienated.
And under the ecclesiastical mask of this new casarism
there was included that absolutism in the religious sphere
which denied the right of every adverse opinion.

Since the era of *‘ Illumination ’’ * there had been less
antagonism than ever between the original Catholic ideal
of Christian universalism and the Protestant principle of
Christian individualism. But so soon as the restoration
had given it a free hand, papal absolutism was forced in
consistency with its own character to wage a war of ex-
termination against so-called heresy. Its opposition to
constitutionalism and liberalism was only the result of
this ecclesiastical absolutism. And in obedience to the
same impulse the Church placed itself in antagonism to
the principles of free scientific research; for the latter
would appear just as dangerous as the spirit of a pure and

1 ¢ Illumination,” or *‘illuminism " (Auf&/rung), denotes the general
intellectual movement in Germany towards the end of the last century,
which was characterised by great activity of thought and a breaking away
from ancient traditions.
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free religion to a power whose entire growth rested upon
a chain of the most outrageous deceptions.

The endeavour to destroy nonconformists by force had
become so entirely second nature to the Papacy that even
amid the storms of the Revolution every moment favour-
able to this purpose was used. Gallicans and Theophi-
lanthropists ' were the first victims. Immediately after
Consalvi’s departure with the new French concordat
(1801), the national synod of the French Church was dis-
solved, and the first announcement with which Talleyrand
greeted the new nuncio, Caprara, was that the public
worship of the Theophilanthropists had been closed.
Among the papal conditions of the emperor’s coronation
one of the first had been the demand that Catholicism
should be declared once more the ruling religion of the
state. This rude insult to the ideas of 1789 failed of
being put into effect. But the clergy of the Revolution
were obliged to render a humiliating recantation, and the
right to preach was taken from married priests, who thus
were as far as possible deprived of their means of exist-
ence. Similar measures were attempted outside of
France. When, with the accession of King Louis Na-
poleon, Roman influences had gained the upper hand in
the Netherlands, an attempt was made to deprive the old
Catholic Episcopal Church of its bishops. The difference
between the epoch of restoration and the years of revolu-
tion consists therefore only in this, that oppression and
persecution, which had been sporadic and temporary, after
the Restoration became the ruling principle which de-
termined the development of the whole following period.

For a short time it seemed as if at least the most gen-
eral reforms which followed the French domination — in
spite of its revolutionary and anti-national character —
would meet with toleration in Rome. At first there was
some talk of the necessity of administrative improvement

1 A sect formed in France in 1796.
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and the reform of abuses in ecclesiastical orders, but only
too soon were such efforts branded as revolutionary tend-
encies. And more and more the restored papal rule
inclined to recognise as valid only the old condition of
things before the Revolution and before the era of
Illumination.

Nevertheless, in comparison with the reign of his suc-
cessors, that of Pius VII. enjoys, with those who allow
themselves to be deluded by the sound of words, the
name of a liberal government. The cardinals were
divided into two parties, the Zelanti and the Liberali.
It was the latter party which, through Consalvi, who was
again made secretary of state, gave its name to the papal
policy under Pius VII. It is extremely important, how-
ever, not to be misled in our judgment by a foreign use
of language. For both parties were equally representa-
tive of the specifically papal idea; both stood with equal
emphasis for the immutability of the papal Church sys-
tem; both were equally unwilling to give up any former
claims. The Liberali were only inclined to momentary
concessions in consideration of the conditions and needs
of the present, although they were careful to make their
concessions so prudently that the appearance of papal
infallibility did not suffer. The Zelanti, on the other
hand, clung to the most antiquated pretensions and
would give their consent to no kind of sacrifice; they
knew but one object — unconditioned restoration of the
old.

The latter outnumbered their opponents in the restored
Curia from the beginning, and their chief, Cardinal Pacca,
enjoyed to a high degree the confidence of the pope. But
no less did Consalvi stand well in the latter’s favour; his
wise statesmanship had made him indispensable. And
so the play of intrigue, which was never absent in the
Curia, revolved about the greater or less influence of these
two factions, although they were in perfect agreement
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as to the ultimate end. During Consalvi’s absence,
as ambassador of the pope in England and at the Con-
gress of Vienna, the Zelanti had a freer hand. But even
after his return, when he again took the control of affairs,
the spirit of the government remained the same, and the
liberal phraseology of which Consalvi was master, while
all illiberal measures were put upon others, served only
to deceive good-natured and ignorant people as to the
real ends sought.

Among the diplomats of the nineteenth century Con-
salvi may claim, with Talleyrand and Metternich, a place
in the first rank. His early education — as the special
protégé of Cardinal York, the last legitimate successor of
James II.—had initiated him in political secrets. Not
long afterwards, in the social circle of the exiled aunts of
Louis XVI., he had entered into close relations with the
most influential representatives of the opposition to the
Revolution. As the secretary of the conclave at Venice
{which elected Pius VII.), he had his first opportunity of
showing his diplomatic skill. He appealed simultaneously
to the protection of Austria and Russia, wrote to the
nominal king, Louis XVIII., and understood how to
neutralise the suspicion of the republican leaders.

When he returned to Rome, Pius VII. made him his
secretary of state. Immediately afterwards, when the
French concordat was drawn, he showed his strategical
dexterity. The celebrated contradictions between the
despatches which he wrote then and the memoirs drawn
up during the later conflict with Napoleon have given
much occupation to the learned world. The attempts to
solve these contradictions start from the naive presump-
tion that for Consalvi language served another purpose
than for Talleyrand.

Yet a peculiar value attaches to these memoirs for the
expressions they contain of the author’s bitter animosity
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against Napoleon. It was owing to this very feeling that
soon after the fall of Napoleon Consalvi became most in-
fluential among the allies. He was assiduous in cultivat-
ing the relations with England which he had entered into
in his younger years (through the mediation of Cardinal
York), so that English statesmen took him into their
confidence, and that even in the divorce trial of Queen
Caroline he officiated as the confidant of the court.

But his greatest services, next to the French concordat,
belonged to the Congress of Vienna; here he not only
took formal precedence of all other ministers, but his
intimate relations with the leaders of Austrian and French
politics, his amiable flatteries for the representatives of
Russia and England, the prudent use he made of the
ladies’ salons, gave him a decisive influence in the most
important questions. His celebrated note of the 23d
of October, 1814, in which he demanded the re-establish-
ment of the Papacy in its full possessions, including
Avignon, made impossible demands; but it certainly
effected a richer harvest at the final settlement. And
the non-fulfilment of the other claims gave occasion to a
protest similar to that once made against the peace of
Westphalia,—protests which not only belong to the nature
of the so-called Curial language, but which, as soon as
the favourable moment has come, are made the basis of
new claims on the part of the Papacy, which never de-
sists from its divine rights, and is therefore infallible.

Upon his return from the congress Consalvi once more
took the headship of the Roman government. The pro-
test which he had made in Vienna was still more impress-
ively repeated in a papal allocution. In the restored
states of the Church the same administration continued
as during his absence. After the restoration of the
temporal power of the pope, Italy was looked upon and
treated as a conquered land, of which the powers at
Vienna disposed with sovereign authority.
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The dexterous hand of Consalvi is traceable in the re-
jection of the endeavours which the noblest and the most
devoted German Catholics made for a more closely united
German national church, in the restrictions placed upon
the liberty of the press, and in the interference in the
affairs of the German Confederation. The fine, smooth
handwriting of his letters is, indeed, characteristic of this
smooth diplomat, to whom the Romans themselves gave
the name of Siren, and who understood admirably how
to make the most of the fable of a liberal Papacy. And
the master’s dexterity was shown by his pupils: above
all, Bernetti and Capaccini, whose heartiness and don.
hommie delighted the diplomats, while they made every
effort to nullify the inner-Catholic reform aspirations,
quite after the manner of Loyola.

As to the reform notions of Consalvi, so highly praised
by Niebuhr and Ranke, there remains no more doubt
about their true value since Curci’s’® remarkable revela-
tion concerning the suppressed plan of reform made by
Cardinal Sala. During Consalvi’s absence in the year
1815, Sala had rewritten and begun to publish his funda-
mental propositions (Piano di riforma umiliato a Pso VI1.).
Consalvi had all the copies destroyed. The greater part
of the work is completely lost; only an extract from a
small part has become known, through the memoirs of
Sala, published in 1880, by Professor Cugnoni.® The
only reason for this action on the part of Consalvi appears
to have been his fear that the author might become dan-
gerous to himself. Sala’s propositions give evidence of
superior ability. Curci adds to his account of this chap-
ter of history the significant sentence: ‘* To such miser-
able jealousies does God sometimes grant the decision

1 A Jesuit, expelled from the order; wrote on the relations of Church and
State, upholding Italian nationality ; suspended ; submitted, and was re-
conciled in 1884.

* Memorie della vita e deglhi scritti dei card. G. A. Sala, 1880,
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concerning the highest interests of the Church and of
Rome.”’ '

In contrast to Consalvi and his party, Cardinal Pacca,
the head of the opposite party, has the reputation of
an eager zealot. The real difference lies perhaps in his
greater honesty and frankness. At least the hatred
which he cherished to the Revolution and to all that he
confounded with it did not make him blind to the imper-
fections of the Church. On the other hand, his own ex-
periences would naturally lead him to view in the same
light Revolution and Illuminism or the tendency towards
national churches.

As nuncio in Cologne, hardly twenty-five years old, he
had been able to counteract the Punctations of Ems® by
awakening the jealousy of the bishops against the arch-
bishops. The university of Bonn, founded by the arch-
bishop of Cologne, as well as the diocesan synod called
by his colleague of Mainz," with the enlightened teachers
of the one and radical reform tendencies of the other,
found in him an energetic opponent. He foresaw the
fate of the pre-revolutionary Church more clearly than
others, and for that very reason demanded all the more
thoroughgoing energy, and would know nothing of half-
measures or of forbearance towards other forms of belief.
The arguments by which the restoration of the order of
Jesuits was pushed are traced to his inspiration. And

1 A conflict between the pope and the archbishops of Germany was occa-
sioned by the assumptions of the nuncios. At the Congress of Ems in 1786
the archbishops of Mayence, Treves, Cologne, and Salzburg demanded the
old episcopal rights; conceded to the pope only the primacy of honour;
denied appeals to him ; and demanded the abolition of the nuncios. This
act was called the ** Punctation of Ems.”

* This synod discussed a partial abolition of clerical celibacy ; only those
that had the cure of souls were to be bound to celibacy ; the use of the ver-
nacular in the Church service, restriction of the adoration of saints, the
reading of the Bible and the repeal of the existing law against it were also
treated.
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with all this, we find nowhere such a lack of higher con-
siderations, especially of religious ideas,—such as charac-
terises the curialistic diplomacy in general,—as in the
memoirs of Pacca.

Standing in the middle between the two diplomats, of
whom one represented a watchful prudence, the other an
energetic aggressiveness, Pius VII. comes personally to
the front only when it was intended to make an impres-
sion through his mild, amiable personality. In early life
he had suffered severe trials; as bishop of Tivoli he had
devoted himself to an ascetic piety. The sermon which
he preached at the entrance of the French into Imola,’
and the concessions which he had made during his im-
prisonment, had drawn bitter words from De Maistre.
But when he returned to Rome, he was looked upon as
an unflinching martyr.

It is not on record that his piety ever took offence at
the means which his political advisers considered neces-
sary. On the other hand, every single country was soon
made to feel that the old curialistic spirit again ruled in
the Vatican. In Rome all sails were set to make the
best of the favourable wind. Rarely (so says Gervinus)
has the Vatican proved its old accustomed all-seeing
activity and its dexterity in seizing the right moment
better than at this time.

As the first result of the restoration of the Papacy there
meets us the re-establishment, though now only for the
states of the Church, of the old congregations of car-
dinals. First of all, that of the Index and of the Inquisi-
tion. The congregation of the Index in 1815 forbade
all political books. The same fate befell even Alfieri’s
patriotic poems. In the congregation of the Inquisition
there were in a short time 724 charges of heresy pending.
After these congregations had been again set up came

1 See page 20,
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the turn of the dissolved monasteries. By a single edict
there were restored 1824 monasteries and 622 nunneries.
The founding of new institutions soon assumed almost
greater dimensions than in those epochs of flourishing
monasticism which are illustrated by the names of the
Benedictines, the Cluniacs, the begging friars, and the
legion of orders which arose in the struggle with the Re-
formation.

Of a similar character were the prohibitions and con-
demnations which accompanied these measures. The
larger part was directed against the freemasons. And in
a class with the secret associations were placed the Bible
societies that had arisen during the last ten or twenty
years. The first official condemnation of the latter,
which was subsequently followed by a series of others,
finally put together in the Syllabus of 1864, is pronounced
in the briefs of July 29 and September 3, 1814, sent to the
archbishops of Gnesen and of Mohilew. In these dioceses
a new translation of the Bible had been spread, one of the
translations into all the Russian dialects made by the aid
of Alexander I. There is hardly a sharper contrast con-
ceivable than that between this Russian emperor, seeking
to make the word of salvation accessible to his subjects,
and the so-called vicar of Christ in Rome, who forbade it
to laymen. The Bible societies are characterised by
Pius as

a pest, godless machinations of innovators, a crafty invention
to shake the foundations of religion, a new kind of tares which
the enemy has sown. . . . The people are to be warned,
that they may not fall into the traps which are prepared for
them to their eternal perdition. It is for the common welfare
that such attempts, which are made by its enemies for the de-
struction of holy religion, be frustrated. The translations of
Holy Scripture in general do more harm than good, and none
is to be tolerated which is not sanctioned by the Holy See and
furnished with explanations by the Church-fathers.
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The restored Papacy could not define its ‘‘ religious '’
tendency more distinctly than by this anathema upon
the reading of the Bible. The examples which Pius
herein followed are unmistakable. Innocent III. (1198-
1216), the greatest world-ruler among the popes, had
given the first prohibition of Bibles, and a few years later
the synod of Toulouse (1229)—and this was the most
significant of all its proceedings against the Albigenses
and Waldenses—had anathematised the reading of the
Bible by the laity. After this, it was not until the era
of the counter-Reformation that similar measures were
again taken. The anti-Protestant decrees of the Council
of Trent concerning the Bible, its reading and interpreta-
tion, were soon followed by the first edition of the Index
under the authority of Pius IV. (1564), in which the read-
ing of the new translations of the Bible in the vernacu-
lar was threatened with eternal damnation. After this,
it is not until the time of the Jansenist disputes that we
meet with equally decided expressions of enmity to the
Bible, in the most notable of the bulls directed against
the inner-Catholic reformation —the Unigenitus bull
(1715).

On the other hand, in the period of the Illumination at
the end of the last century, even among Catholic popula-
tions, the Bible had been spread abroad through the in-
fluence of the bishops, who at that time were more
Christian Catholic than Roman Catholic; and the re-
ligious revival which in England and America represented
the counterpart of Continental revolutionary tenden-
cies, had, by means of various religious associations,
produced a marked effect among foreign Catholics.
Against this danger Pius, after his return, thought it
necessary to make his first stand, and he took up again
the policy of Innocent III. Following it, he thought
himself able to cope with Revolution and Reformation.

But even the condemnation of Bible societies might
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appear as an isolated event, of more theoretical than
practical significance. That which gave to the restora-
tion of Pius VII. for all time its ominous significance
was the first act of world-wide importance which he
undertook after his return—the restoration of the Society
of Jesus. For not only was this, far more than the pro-
hibition of the Bible, an unmistakable sign of the spirit
in which the renewed Papacy undertook its task; we see
in the influence which the Society at once began to exert
upon all conditions the source of that great stream which
drew the entire further development of Catholicism into
its current. It will therefore be our next task to trace
this stream in its many windings.

From the same source we shall observe a second stream
to flow, which drew European and non-European coun-
tries alike within the sphere of the Curia’s power. The
concordats which followed under the same pope have
exerted a hardly less intense influence upon the relations
of Church and State than the restoration of the Jesuits
exerted upon the development of the Church.

And besides these two tendencies we should not forget
a third, which, beginning at the same time, powerfully
affected the development of the religious life of the
people under the dominion of the Jesuits and of the con-
cordats: the alienation of the life of the people from the
Church which outwardly ruled it. And here, too, we can
trace in one single sphere the type of what happened
in all countries influenced by the Vatican; for there is
no place where the moral nature of the restored Papacy
appears so distinctly as in the states of the Church.
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CHAPTER 11

THE RESTORATION AND RENEWED EXPANSION OF THB
ORDER OF JESUITS

N the 24th of May, 1814, Pius VII. arrived in Rome.
On the 7th of August of the same year he went in
solemn procession and —as Pacca tells us —amid the
acclamations of the multitude to the Church of the
Jesuits, and there read mass at the altar of St. Ignatius.
Immediately afterwards, in the neighbouring oratory, in
the presence of numerous cardinals and bishops and of the
Sicilian Jesuits and their provincial, the pope caused the
master of ceremonies to read the bull, So/icitudo omnium
ecclesiarum.

The care of the churches confided to him lays upon him
the duty of using all the means in his power to meet the
spiritual needs of Christendom. Since for this reason, by
the briefs of May 7, 1801, and July 13, 1804, the Society
of Jesus had again been sanctioned in Russia and in the
kingdom of both Sicilies, the unanimous wish of almost all
Christendom has caused active and energetic demands to
be made for the general restoration of the order; especially
since there have been diffused on all hands the very abundant
fruits which the Society has produced in those regions where it
existed. The scattered stones of the temple and the destruc-
tion of discipline, caused by the late calamities and misfortunes,
demanded his consent to such unanimous and right wishes.
He would become partaker in grievous sin towards God, if in

31
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the midst of the heavy storms which were raging round the
vessel of Peter he turned away the strong and experienced
rowers who offered themselves to break through the raging
billows which every moment threatened inevitable ruin.
Therefore he had resolved to carry out what had been his
dearest wish since his elevation to the apostolic throne and by
his present irrevocable decree commands that the orders be-
fore given touching Russia and both Sicilies should from this
moment be extended to all parts of the states of the Church as
well as to all other states and dominions. This decree shall
remain for all time unchangeable and inviolable; any action
contrary thereto, proceeding from any person whatsoever, is
declared to be null and void, and especially is the decree of
Clement XIV. pronounced invalid and of no application.

We should not omit to note the remarkable contrast
between the ex cathedra decree of Pius VII. and the ex
cathedra decree of Clement XIV. of July 21, 1771. For
after Clement XIV. had expressly ordered that no re-
storation of the order should ever be valid, Pius never-
theless undertook this restoration. But aside from this,
it would be difficult to conceive of a more decided con-
trast than that presented by the reference of the one
pope to the petitions addressed to him from all sides for
dissolution and the appeal of the other to petitions like-
wise directed to him from all sides for restoration, than
between the picture which one draws of the good fruits
of the order and that which the other presents of its evil
deeds and its abominable sentiments.

These violent contrasts, however, in the verdicts of two
equally infallible popes admit of a simple explanation, if
we bear in mind the great change in the spirit of the
times brought about by the intervening Revolution. It
was simply the fruit of the Revolution which fell into the
lap of the order as well as of the Papacy.

In our time it may seem peculiar to the candid student
of history that men suddenly seemed to recognise the
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deliverer from the Revolution in the same order which
by its war of extermination against Huguenots and Jan-
senists had been chiefly instrumental in preparing the
way for the Revolution. But amid the terrors of the
Revolution its underlying causes had been forgotten.
Men were influenced by what was nearest, and the reason-
ing of the papal brief was widely echoed. With an in-
creasing sense of triumph it was everywhere published
abroad that the only reason why the insolent philosophy
of the century had risen against its rulers was that the
Society of Jesus, the ancient bulwark of throne and altar,
had been destroyed, and these had thus been deprived
of their surest support. Only by making haste to raise
from its grave the order which understood, as no other
. body did, how to keep the people in obedience to their
divinely appointed spiritual and temporal shepherds, was
there any ground to hope that the straying might be
brought back and the faithful preserved from infection
by the revolutionary poison.

This reasoning, however, was not allowed to pass
wholly without contradiction. In a manner truly pro-
phetic, to which after-experiences have given a most tell-
ing force, Wessenberg® foretold the consequences of the
restoration of the Society :

The causes why the order of the Jesuits in its modem de-
velopment is wholly irreconcilable with the welfare of the
Christian Church as well as that of nations and of the agree-
ment between the two, are so numerous and of such force that

1 One of the noblest representatives of liberal Catholicism in the begin-
ning of the present century ” (Schaff-Herzog). Appointed vicar-general of
the diocese of Constance. Elected bishop of Constance in 1817, the pope
refused to confirm him, ahd he retired to private life. ** The reasons of the
Curia's aversion to him were, that he advocated the establishment of a national
church of Germany, and the revival of general councils, and that as vicar-
general he had introduced the German language into the liturgy and choir-
singing of the churches of his dioceses, and sent his seminarists to Pestalozzi

to learn the new method of instruction.”
3
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it must appear in the highest degree astonishing, that the heads
of states should now again see in the order a powerful support
of their authority. Its principles are of such nature that they
must inevitably corrupt Christian faith and morals and unsettle
the relation of Church and State. All kinds of unbelief,
heathen and Pharisaic opinions, are cherished by them. The
doctrine of probabilities, of the reservatio mentalis, and the
sanctification of the means by the end, of the invalidity even
of oaths, when a supposedly higher end makes this probable,
and others, which the order has invented and which it every-
where maintains, destroy the foundations of all Christian
morals. The Jesuit-ultramontane doctrine of Church-law is
inconsistent with the maintenance of any real secular authority
and with the independence of national government. For this
order, true to its character and the spirit of its teaching, as the
experience of centuries proves, aspires to an universal despot-
ism over all minds, over all organs of State and Church life,
so that none but a stone-blind man can fail to see that this
order is the most mighty and the most dangerous secret society
for grasping the acfual power of Church and State. Should
the order succeed in again winning a position for itself in
Germany, we may look forward to a bitter and long struggle
of light with darkness, a struggle which will become dangerous
to the peace of the Church as well as to the quiet of nations.

Even statesmen, especially Catholic statesmen, were
at this time not so friendly to the Jesuits as they after-
wards became. It is asserted upon good authority that
in the beginning Prince Metternich and the Emperor
Francis were little inclined to the restoration of the
order. In Bavaria we find the same temper prevailing,
shared even by the romantic crown prince. In Italy and
in Spain the order met with serious suspicion from all
independent men. Portugal and Brazil made decided
resistance to the reception of the followers of Loyola.
And even Consalvi thought it prudent to give evidence
of his liberality by a criticism of the measures adopted
during his absence.
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But the world stood before an accomplished fact. The
Vatican had executed the secretly prepared stroke, and
opposition was disarmed. The settlements of the order,
which had been allowed to remain, in Russia and Sicily,
had already served as stations for new recruits. The
former Russian provincial, Brzozowski, had only to as-
sume the name of general in order to connect the new
with the old organisation. In the city of Rome itself a
considerable number of Jesuits soon came together. On
the very day that the Society was restored it received
back the three palaces which it had formerly possessed in
Rome. The following year saw the foundation of new
colleges in Viterbo, Urbino, Orvieto, Ferrara, Terni,
Tivoli, Fano, Feventino, and Benevento.

At the same time affiliated orders began to group
themselves around the Society. The orders of the
Fathers of the Faith and the Redemptorists and the con-
gregations of the Sacred Heart of Jesus formed auxiliaries.
Out of the many associations with masonic, liberal, and
revolutionary labels, into which the ex-Jesuits had re-
tired, there issued new congregations for all classes and
strata of the people, but all placed under the supreme
direction of the Company. Even the older monastic
orders, which until then had formed a counter-influence
to the Jesuits, one after another succumbed to its author-
ity, and were obliged to modify their former independent
constitutions according to the Jesuit model.

It is a problem of considerable historical importance to
trace the secret activity of the Company in the interval
between its dissolution and its restoration; but we are
still without the requisite data for even an approximate
solution of this problem. The most important plans of the
leaders have very rarely been intrusted to paper. Only
meagre fragments exist of contemporary literature during
the wars of the Revolution, in which there is any mention
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of the attempts repeatedly made under Pius VI. for
the restoration of the Jesuits. We should not even know
that these attempts were considerably increased immedi-
ately after the enthronement of Pius VII., if he had not
himself testified that even at that time he had been
favourable to the idea. And all that is known to us of
any further steps taken to carry out. the plans for the
restoration of the order is the promise given by Pius
upon Pacca’s request at Fontainebleau, August 7, 1812,
to restore the order after his own liberation. But al-
though we may not be able to trace the devious ways in
which the abettors of the Jesuits sought to accomplish
their ends, it is now our task, as with the old order so
with the new, to learn to know the tree by its fruits.
These very soon become plain enough.

Since the restoration of the order the Papacy itself has
become its auxiliary in a sense different from before. In
the history of Catholicism from 1540 to our own day
popes friendly to the Jesuits have alternated with those
who were opponents of their tendencies. The act of
Pius VII., however, precluded the possibility that
another Clement XIV. should ever lay violent hands
upon the order; and under the reign of his successors
the order has carried out one by one the plans which be-
fore it had attempted in vain. Any possible fluctuation
of the papal policy in the future has now been provided
against. For the *‘ pious opinions,’”’ of which none had
any more authority than any other, have been replaced
by formulated ‘‘ dogmas ’’; the condemnations, hitherto
isolated and without system, have been put together in
the system of the Syllabus of Pius IX.; the ecumenical
council, which to the Catholic Church of old stood as the
highest court of appeal, has been obliged to pronounce
its own abdication. And thus the Papacy, made infalli-
ble and declared incapable of improvement, has been de-
graded to the level of the Company of Jesus, just as the
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autocratic caesarism of Rome at the summit of its ab-
solutism became the prey of the Pratorians.

Along with the Papacy, the bishops also succumbed
to the rule of the Jesuits, although not till after long
struggles. The opposition, apparently suppressed, again
and again gave astonishing signs of life. But all these
inner-Catholic attempts at reform have always been de-
feated by Jesuit strategy, which knew how to find abet-
tors everywhere. The political leaders of the so-called
Catholic parties could soon without fear of contradiction
identify Catholicism and Jesuitism. Bishops, who found
their support not in their dioceses but in Rome, main-
tained that a good Catholic must be a friend of the
Jesuits, and characterised every act of self-defence on
the part of Protestantism against the eternal war which
the Jesuits had sworn as an attack upon the Catholic
Church.

The new order, even more than the old, threw its
energies into a war to the death against evangelical
liberty of conscience. The battle against the Revolution
and revolutionary ideas was held to be a continuation of
the old battle against the Reformation. In order to sup-
press the former, the results of the latter were marked for
destruction, and the character of the new crusade which
the order at once inaugurated against the Evangelical
churches is in nowise distinguished from the intrigues
which brought about the Thirty Years’ War and the
revocation of the Edict of Nantes.

It has been elsewhere asserted,’ with entire justice,
that all abetment and recognition of the principles and
the activity of the order on the part of a Protestant
Christian is not an act of justice, but a betrayal of his
own past and future and an act of ethical laxity. And
yet there are among the rulers of the Protestant churches
many who accept the designation of Protestant Jesuits

}In an article by Steitz in Herzog’s Real-Ensyklopaedie, vi., p. 56.
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as an honourable one; and in the war of extermination
against the ancient Catholic traditions the order is now,
as formerly, supported by the ignorance of Protestant
statesmen.

The evidence of the order’s activity in modern society
forces upon the candid observer this conclusion, that
there is no more significant and no clearer turning-point
in contemporary history than the restoration of the
Society of Jesus. And we find evidence, astonishingly
soon, not only of the spread of the order’s influence, but
also of the character of that influence upon science and
religion.

In opposition to independent research, such as had
begun to flourish, especially among German Catholics, a
new scholasticism was taught as the only correct theology.
In place of independent and impartial historical study,
history became again the handmaid of polemics. Awk-
ward historical documents were systematically destroyed,
and a very extensive literature proceeding from the Jesuit
school sought to preclude the reading of independent
works.

Antiquated fanciful cults were brought forward again.
The worship of the Sacred Heart was spread through all
civilised languages by means of ‘‘ living rosaries '’ and
‘“ monthly roses’’; the Madonna cult, worship of relics,
and exorcisms, first performed in private, then more and
more publicly, were accredited by miracles. And such
systematic externalisation of dogma and cult was soon
followed by the proper ethical fruits.

The parish clergy were either won over to their interest
by the emissaries of the order, or, where they would not
yield, they became a prey to the worst persecutions. In
Catholic congregations, the civil existence of all who did
not show themselves ready to identify Jesuitism and
Catholicism was zealously undermined, and a disposition
was developed towards those of another faith which made
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their injury and defamation appear the first duty of
Christian charity.

The new order followed the old in devoting its greatest
activity to the education of the young, to the training up
of a generation devoted to its own interests. To this
end served, as before, the colleges and seminaries for
clerics, who upon the completion of the course, and espe-
cially at the taking of the doctor’s oath, vowed fidelity to
the order, and in return, if they appeared at all useful,
received the reversion of bishoprics, canonries, and pro-
fessorships. To these schools for the clergy were soon
added all kinds of institutions for the training of youth,
especially for the children of the higher orders.

It was particularly for the latter that the Jesuit system
of study was calculated. The strict coherence of the
system, its logic which shrank from no consequences, the
ready judgment concerning everything that plays any
part in human development, and in general the stand-
point of infallibility: all this was calculated to impose
upon the youthful mind. If to this were added family
traditions, by which a youth saw himself called to a
position of authority over the servile, unthinking masses,
we need not be surprised to find the modern pupils of the
Jesuits spellbound within a magic circle, just as was the
case in the days of Ferdinand II. and III. and the Thirty
Years’ War. Among the first of these institutions, that
of Klinkowstroem in Vienna deserves mention, which,
however, is antedated by the English college at Stony-
hurst.

The new order as well as the old produced a consider-
able number of able specialists. In the domain of the
exact sciences, especially, the modern Society of Jesuits
counted many real celebrities. And no more than the
learning, is the ascetic piety of many individual Jesuits
to be undervalued among the forces over which the lead-
ers of the order disposed. In the precepts of Loyola
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himself, together with a fantastic romanticism and a cer-
tain worldly wisdom, there is noticeable the manner in
which his thoughts attach themselves to the words of
Jesus. The success of the new order is quite unintel-
ligible if one does not appreciate the whole power of this
enthusiastic devotion.

All this learning and piety, however, are in the service
of a system which not only presents the sharpest contrast
to the gospel of Jesus, but which undermines the founda-
tions of all morality. It is no mere chance that the
manual of Gury, which teaches how to evade the moral
law and how to defy the civil laws, has become the
favourite schoolbook of the Jesuits and their associates.
And Jesuit morality will remain proverbial until the order
succeeds in suppressing the sources of real morality in
the public conscience.

It may succeed in doing this if the independent re-
sponsibility of conscience is sacrificed to an infallible
authority. But wherever the national conscience gains
utterance, it will always express itself in the same way as
it did in the laws of the Swiss confederation, of the new
German empire, and of the French republic. We must
consider the decrees of these national representative
bodies as a moral verdict upon the order, and this moral
verdict was not the outcome of sectarian polemics, but is
based upon numerous original works of the first Catholic
scholars, which set before us the real fruits of the re-
newed as well as of the dissolved order. Protestant
representations might be charged with sectarian bias.
But such a picture as—to choose one out of many—
Father Curci draws of the Jesuit ‘‘ fruits '’ is even less
liable to a reproach of this kind than are the researches
of Daéllinger.

It would be difficult to find 2 more competent judge of
the order than Curci,’ —for forty years a member, the

1 See Chapter I., page 25, note I.
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founder of the principal Jesuit organ, the Civilta Catho-
lica, and the writer of the most eloquent defence of the
order against the attacks of Gioberti. Even after his
celebrated proposals for reform (rejected by Pius IX.,
adopted in all essential points by Leo XIII.), Curci de-
clares expressly that he does not give up his former
devotion and admiration for the Society, even though
with bleeding heart he must make public the causes by
which the order, ‘‘ at least apparently, has become the
unhappy cause of the dire evils which to-day are visited
upon the Church in Italy.”’ But this historic fact forces
him (in his The New Italy and the Old Zealots) to ‘‘ dis-
close the network of deceptions, which owes its power to
the fact that it is hidden and little known.”” An arrogant
and superstitious faith in its power and perfection has
made the order depraved beyond redemption.

It has covered with its authority and name all the base plans
that have been formed and executed by the group of agitators
and ambitious characters to the injury of the Church and the
desecration of the Holy See, and so has stained itself with one
of the worst blots of infamy which darken history.

A large share of the blame, Curci thinks, he must as-
cribe to his former organ, the Civilta Catholica. On the
methods of Roman journalism generally (including those
of the Jesuit press-bureau) he makes this remark:

Its character is such that in time it destroys in the soul
of the reader all respect for truth, one might almost say, for
justice, and drags him down to the level of all kinds of falsifi-
cations and juggleries and sophistries and calumnies and invec-
tives, and especially to the level of its own low ruffian-manners,
in which unworthy means it is not far behind the worst of its
opponents.

Curci adds in the same connection an account of how
he himself before the year 1870 sought to effect a re-
organisation of the order, with the aid of the order’s
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superiors outside of Italy. But he was met with the same
Sint ut sunt aut non sint which the last general of
the order had opposed to the alternative of dissolution or
reform. A provincial, to whose influence over the general
Curci appealed in behalf of his proposed reform, gave the
answer: ‘‘ There is only one remedy, but the general
cannot apply it.”’—** Why not ? "’—** Because the only
effective remedy would be to dissolve the order.”’

It is no exaggeration to say that modern national de-
velopment hinges upon the national attitude towards the
Jesuits; for the order or against the order, is the shib-
boleth of contemporary history. Moreover, in future the
history of the Jesuits and that of the Papacy may be
treated as one and the same, and we shall now endeavour
to bring into view the threads of the network which the
order spread during the reign of its restorer, Pius VII.,
starting from Rome and extending over all countries.

Next to the states of the Church the other restored
Italian states, where it had been hated more than any-
where else, were soon blessed with the renewed order.

In Sicily it had been restored since 1804. From there .

it was brought to Naples by Ferdinand I. after his vic-
tory over Murat (1814); and here, under him and his
successors, it steadily gained in influence. In Piedmont,
under Victor Emmanuel I., and in Sardinia, under
Charles Felix, it acquired great influence. Yet among
the most energetic and the best educated Italians opposi-
tion to the order grew in proportion to the spread of its
power. In the Austrian dependencies its progress was
somewhat slower. But here, too, Jesuit influences were
at work in the suppression of dissent. In Modena, where
the censorship was put into their hands, they took all
obnoxious books even from private libraries. In Tus-
cany, the reforms of Bishop Ricci® stood in the way of

! The reforming bishop of Pistoya (1780). In 1791 Ricci was compelled
to abdicate, and retired to private life,
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the order’s progress; but here, too, they were in the end
successful.

As the Italian, so the Spanish restoration. Ferdinand
VII. reversed the act of expulsion passed by Charles II1I.
(1767), and declared all charges against the Jesuits to be
fabrications by the ‘‘ enemies of the religion of Christ.”
Excess of reaction led in Spain sooner than elsewhere to
a revolution, and the revolution was directed principally
against the Jesuits. After the French invasion and the
second restoration of Ferdinand (1823) their power in-
creased. The seed which they had sown soon bore fruit
in the wars of the Carlists.

In Portugal affairs took at first the opposite course.
King John VI. (4 1826) declared his resolution never to
suffer the Jesuits in his dominions. His son Don Pedro
followed in his footsteps, and, like his father, leaned
upon the liberal anti-Jesuit party. But during the usurp-
ation of Pedro’s brother, Don Miguel, the Jesuits were
able to steal into the country.

In order, however, to approve itself as the counter-
agent of the Revolution, which, according to the papal
brief, was the principal object of its restoration, it was a
matter of especial importance to the order to gain a firm
foothold in France, the land of the Revolution. The
restored Jesuits became hardly less fatal to France than
the old society. All subsequent political disturbances in
this country are intimately connected with the victories
and the defeats of the order. Let us trace its first
appearance in France after the Restoration.

Before this time, even under the reign of Napoleon,
Jesuits were not wanting in France, though they were
concealed under other names. As the conflict between
emperor and pope grew more pronounced, especially
during the imprisonment of the latter in France (1809
1814), the ex-Jesuits gained increasing influence over
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Pius, and his scruples about the open restoration of the
order were quieted. Even in the family of the Bona-
partes, the Jesuits found favour with Cardinal Fesch,
Napoleon’s uncle. Yet not until after the legitimate
monarchy had been set up again in France, under the
protection of foreign troops, could the restoration of the
Company of Jesus be carried out. Then there immedi-
ately began a rapid invasion of the conquered country by
the Jesuits.

The order was still nominally prohibited by the law of
the land; nevertheless the government took measures to
help its return. In October, 1814, Louis XVIII. issued
an ordinance concerning the small seminaries, which
withdrew the superintendence over them from the uni-
versities and gave to the bishops full liberty in the choice
of teachers. The result was to render ineffective the old
decrees against the Jesuits. A second ordinance, of Sep-
tember, 1816, by which, to remedy the lack of preaching,
missions were organised, gave them a still greater ad-
vantage.

They understood well how to use these missions for
their own advantage, especially to arouse the fanaticism
of the lower classes. The last act of the solemn services
was generally the setting up of a huge cross, to which the
converted attached hearts of lead graven with their
initials. At the same time the people were excited
against the Protestants, and the hatred thus inflamed led
to horrible massacres, especially in the south of France.
Every effort was made to render the revolutionary and
Napoleonic epoch hateful to the lower classes, and this
effort was eminently successful.

But still more successful was another effort—the insti-
tution of Congregations of the Affiliated, of Jesuits &
robe courte, or in dress-suits, which served the purposes
of the order without taking the vows. These congrega-
tions were masterfully calculated to influence the minds
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of those whom it was desirable to win. There were va-
rious such congregations for the various classes. Count
Artois and his daughter-in-law, the duchess of Angou-
léme, stood at the head of the congregation composed of
the highest nobility. The higher and middle classes,
artisans, domestics, soldiers, even children, had their spe-
cial sodalities. And how varied was the list of names,
how innocent the objects: ‘‘ for the propagation of the
faith,”’ ‘“ for the defence of religion,’’ *‘ for the defence
of the holy mysteries and the holy sacraments.”” Besides
these there were the societies ‘‘ of the sacred heart of
Jesus or Mary,”” *‘ of the holy rosary,’”” ‘‘ of the holy
sepulchre,’’ also the *‘ society of regenerated France.’’

The centre of these congregations was the Pavillon
Marsan (the seat of Count Artois), and there, even under
Louis XVIII., they formed a secret government along-
side of the constitutional authorities. Under Charles X.
their tendencies became dominant. Their full influence,
however, upon political as well as ecclesiastical condi-
tions must be studied in connection with the history of
the French Church. )

With the history of the Jesuits in France their progress
in the smaller neighbouring countries is intimately asso-
ciated. Among the mixed peoples of the Southern
Netherlands their successes were almost greater than in
France itself. Of all the countries in which the Reform-
ation had been suppressed through Jesuit influence, the
provinces of the Netherlands which Spain had recon-
quered had been most deeply impregnated with the
poison of the order. By means of the Inquisition and
the Index, with the help of learning and art, a bulwark
had been thrown up against the dangerous desire for
liberty which prevailed in the Northern Netherlands.
And the inner-Catholic movements towards reform, in
the land which long cherished the traditions of Erasmus,
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had been subdued in the persons of Jansen and his
friends.

The Company of Jesus was lord over all conditions of
life, as in a second Paraguay. Even after the dissolution
of the order, its spirit remained supreme, as is plainly
shown by the revolution against the Emperor Joseph II.
(1790). Soon after this the French arms carried Jacobite
rule into this land, the first which yielded to the arms of
the Revolution. But as in France, so here, too, the
excesses of the Revolution prepared the way for a coun-
ter-revolution. After the Restoration Belgium immedi-
ately becomes one of the most important centres of the
order.

For the interests of the Jesuits nothing could have been
more opportune than the suicidal decree of the Congress
of Vienna, which riveted together the Northern and the
Southern Netherlands *—in every way the antipodes the
one of the other. The Jesuits were in the forefront
of the agitation immediately set on foot against the Pro-
testant dynasty of William I. At the same time the old
States-General were opened to their settlement. Two
of the first four generals of the new order, Roothan and
Beckx, were born Belgians. The Dutch Jesuit institute
in Katwyk, with its numerous dependencies, is a model
of modern Jesuit strongholds. In the revolution of 1830,
in the constant increase of Jesuit intrigue in Holland, in
the repeated attempts to subject the neighbouring Prus-
sian provinces to the same tendencies, we shall again and
again have to follow up the footprints of the Jesuits.

At the same time the Jesuits pushed westward, into
the Catholic cantons of French Switzerland. Fribourg
had opened its gates'to them in the year 1818, and they

1The Congrus.of Vienna in 1815 formed the kingdom of the Netherlands,
comprising the former republic of Holland and Austrian Belgium, under
King William I., the former stadtholder.
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at once undertook to demolish all that the last generation
had with much labour achieved. The Franciscan father,
Girard, working in the spirit of Pestalozzi, but upon a
positive and churchly basis, had so greatly promoted the
interests of education in Fribourg, that his work was
generally accepted as a model. But Girard’s work found
no favour in the eyes of the Jesuits. In its place a great
Jesuit school (aided by a bequest of a million and a half)
was founded. Fifty-seven priests and fifteen professors,
almost all foreigners, have here laid their magic spell upon
thousands of boys, chiefly of noble parentage. In Fri-
bourg the most influential Jesuit pupils of Austria and
Germany were trained; and from Fribourg proceeded
the efforts to bring the other Swiss cantons under sub-
jection to the Jesuits. y .

In Northern Switzerland the order was not officially
introduced until later. But Vulliemin, in his History of
the Swiss Confederation, gives the following instructive
picture of the condition of affairs immediately after the
Restoration in those places which had been given over to
the Jesuits:

A new spirit came over the Catholic cantons. The same
spirit began to prevail simultaneously in the German and the
French parts of Switzerland. In villages where the children
of both confessions had lived together in daily intercourse,
parents and children were commanded in future to avoid mix-
ing with Protestants; in places where the same building had
served as a place of worship for members of both faiths there
arose rich churches solely for the Roman worship. The
nuncio came out of the obscurity in which he had long re-
mained. His manner was the same as that which Rome bad
cultivated in the last century. The bishops prohibited the
reading of the Bible and withdrew their sanction of mixed
marriages. Associations spread tales of miracles and appeals
for pilgrimages over the land. Religious zeal everywhere
found ready means to accomplish its purpose. The severe
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discipline of the army, the general at the head, was to lead to
victory. The plan, according to the watchword given, was to
destroy Carthage and to build Rome,

In the following generation the fruits of this sowing
had ripened. The war of the Sonderbund,’ similar in its
beginning to the revolution in Belgium, resulted in the
defeat of the Jesuits. But the work begun under Pius
VII. in Fribourg was not without lasting results.

It took longest for the order to gain a foothold in Ger-
many. The repeated attempts at reform which German
Catholicism made bear witness to the failure of Jesuit
influences at the time. Even in Austria their progress
was slow, and they had to hide themselves for a time
under other names—Liguorians, or Fathers of the Faith.
In Bavaria, King Maximilian and King Louis were long
suspicious of the Jesuits. In Prussia the order received
no official sanction during the reign of Pius VII., although
the Rhine province felt the influence of the neighbouring
Belgium. Dresden was one of the first centres of opera-
tion of the order in Northern Germany, and from here
proceeded a strong missionary influence. The conver-
sions of the dukes of Kéthen and of Gotha were followed
by numerous others among the nobility.

Whichever way we turn, everywhere we see the order
immediately after its restoration devoting its accustomed
energy to the founding of new strongholds, and in all
countries we trace the operations of the pious fathers,
especially in the greatest crises and the bloodiest wars.
And yet it is a remarkable fact that the pontificate of Pius
VII., which had restored the Company, saw its downfall
in the country where it had remained in existence after the

! The seven Catholic cantons, under the leadership of the Jesuits, wished
to establish a separate confederacy ; this led to the war of the Sonderbund,

1847.
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dissolution under Clement XIV. In Russia, Catherine,
and her successors, Paul I. and Alexander I., had all been
favourably disposed to the order, and it had flourished.
So great was the confidence of the order in its own future
throughout Russia, that a comprehensive plan had been
formed to bring the whole educational establishment of
the empire under its power. But their first successes
made them forget their prudence, and they called down
upon themselves the vengeance of the orthodox Church.
In the year 1820 they were expelled for ever from the
empire. The following causes are named in the decree
of banishment: ‘“ Their political wrangling, their pro-
selytising, their peace-destroying intrusion into the
family life of noble houses, the gross use they made of
the weaknesses of the female sex.”” This banishment
made an end of their open, but not of their secret,
activity. Poland became, as formerly, their headquar-
ters, from where with untiring zeal they stirred up new
revolutions. But the motives which prompted Alexander
I., so long their friend, to expel them are thoroughly
typical of what happened in all those countries which
sooner or later were obliged to adopt the same course.

Thus the restoration of the order opened an era of
counter-reformation, as in the year 1540. In the choice
of means the new Jesuits were no more scrupulous than
the old. The latter had formulated the murder of tyrants
into a doctrine, and had found willing hands for their
theories, as in the murders, quickly following one upon
the other, of William of Orange (1584), Henry III. of
France (1589), and Henry IV. (1610), and in the repeated
attempts upon the life of Elizabeth of England. The
new Jesuits found zealous instruments in many Poles
and Irishmen. There is hardly a revolution in which
they did not have a hand. When the revolution was
succeeded by the inevitable reaction, they knew how to

4
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make themselves conspicuous as the deliverers from the
revolution. The military and irresponsible management
of the order made it the special favourite of the military
sovereigns, who were for controlling spiritual movements
by means of the drill-sergeant’s discipline. And there
was nowhere a parallel to the compact organisation of the
order.

The history of the restored Company of Jesus teaches
us to realise the significance of the fact that several
thousands of educated, in part learned, men, associated
for a common purpose as instruments without a will of
their own, seconded by hundreds of thousands of affiliated
members, with great financial means, with favour from
above, guided by prudent calculation, with unparalleled
dexterity in the use of all circumstances, wage daily and
hourly war against modern culture.'

14 To the general characterisation given in Chapter II. should be added
a copious collection of quotations, for which, however, it is to be regretted,
space is wanting. But we must here insist most emphatically upon the ne-
cessity of a systematic study, by Protestant scholars, of the writings of the
Jesuits themselves, very much more thorough than has hitherto been made.
Besides the Catholic historians, there are few who have even a superficial
knowledge of the Jesuit literature” (Extract from the author’s note in the
literary-critical supplement). In this note the author gives a brief review
of the comprehensive literature dealing with the topic of this chapter.




CHAPTER III
THE ERA OF THE CONCORDATS UNDER PIUS VIL'

HE restoration of the order of Jesuits was, according
to the bull of Pius VII., prompted by the havoc of
the Revolution and the need of some weapon against it.
The same cause lies behind the second great phenomenon
of the time, whose connection with the first now demands
our attention. The period which saw the Jesuits resume
their open activity was also the period of the new con-
cordats between the Vatican and the several states, which
brought to the Curia unexpected triumphs over the secu-
lar powers as well as over the ancient national churches.
These great triumphs, like the restoration of the Jesuits,
are chiefly due to the counter-revolutionary spirit of ab-
solutism which was prevalent, whose influence was every-
where felt. In the concordats ecclesiastical and political
absolutism entered into alliance, against independent re-
ligious and national development, against the principles
of the Reformation as well as those of the Revolution.
As we study the history of each separate country, we
are led again and again to this absolutism as the final
cause of the political and ecclesiastical disorders which
followed. The spirit of the Restoration, prevalent among
the ruling classes, placed itself in direct opposition to the

! The era following the restoration of Pius VII. in 1814, during which he
made *‘ concordats” with all those governments in Europe and America
where the Church was allied with the State,
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ideals of national progress. But we must not neglect to
notice other secondary causes which contributed to pro-
duce the disorders. They are to be found in the ignorance
of ecclesiastical affairs among statesmen; in the continued
influence of the Napoleonic concordat of 1801, and in the
prudent use by the Curia of present conditions.

The ignorance among the negotiators (mostly Protest-
ant) as to the true conditions of Catholicism, is almost
incredible. The consequence of this ignorance was an
utter incapacity to follow the tortuous path of curialistic
reservations. German ministers proceeded upon the
assumption that the Febronian' liberal views, to which
they were accustomed in Germany, were everywhere in
vogue. Most statesmen remained in absolute ignorance
of Roman principles, and they never realised that these
principles were the very same as those that had prevailed
in what was to the statesman a forgotten past. ‘‘ When
they began negotiations with the Curia,”’—says Otto
Mejer in his History of the Roman-German Question,—
‘“ they left entirely out of view the character and relations
of the opinions accepted at Rome and the range of thought
which directed the negotiations on the part of the Curia.”’

Still more fatal was the ignorance and consequent
neglect which especially the Protestant negotiators mani-
fested in regard to the national aspirations of Catholicism.
The confusion, customary in Protestant theology, of the
infallibility of the Church and the infallibility of the pope,

! Bishop Hontheim, of Treves, in the year 1763, published a work On tke
State of the Church and the Legitimate Power of the Roman Pontiff, under
the pseudonym ** Justinus Febronius.” Hontheim stood in connection with
the Jansenists and his work was an effort to transplant the Gallican system
into Germany. He upheld the episcopal against the papal system; the
pope does not represent the Church, the ecumenical council is the true
representative. The bishops are the successors of the apostles. Catholic
princes are called upon to combine for the restriction of the papal power.—
These opinions were long held and taught by Hontheim * but in the end, at

cighty years of age, be was obliged to recant.
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gave no little impulse towards the final adoption of the
latter dogma. In the same manner it was considered an
axiom by Protestant diplomats that the office of bishop
had its source in the higher office, in the divine right of
the Papacy. The pope created bishoprics and sanctioned
bishops. Most of these gentlemen had probably never
heard of the constitution of the ancient Church, the very
reverse of this (as it is found especially in Cyprian, the
real originator of Catholic Church principles), and were
ignorant of the independence of the original Germanic
churches (according to the energetic testimony of Colum-
ban and Willibrord, the true apostles of the Germans).

Just as little did they seem to know of those indispens-
able foundations of an independent state, about which
the disputes in the Middle Ages concerning investiture
centred, or of the endeavours for reform within the
Church made by the great councils of the fifteenth cent-
ury. The thorough investigations of Protestant his.
torians of the eighteenth century concerning State and
Church (Plank, Moser, Walch, Le Bret) were as good as
non-existent for the politicians of the Restoration. Did
they not date from the period of unbelieving, revolution-
breeding rationalism, whose products were to be so soon
as possible forgotten ?

The principles in vogue within the Catholic Church
itself in the era before the Revolution were looked upon
as especially heretical. Rome did not wish to be re-
minded of these principles; and to bring to remembrance
awkward historical data, which did not agree with Roman
dogmas, was at Rome considered in itself heretical. The
diplomats, to whom heresy and the spirit of revolution
were synonymous, thought this quite in order. It was
therefore an easy matter by the use of heretical epithets,
such as Jansenism, Febronianism, Josephinism, to im-
press the revolutionary stamp upon all efforts to main- .
tain a certain independence of national churches.
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One must go far back in history to find parallels to
these methods. We discover their prototype in the sec-
ond third of the fifteenth century, when the acquisitions
of the great reform councils of Constance and Basle were
bargained away; and in the time of the counter-reforma-
tion, when, at the Council of Trent, opposition to the
Reformation was bought at the price of the triumph of
papal principles. The same concentration of Catholicism
in the Papacy, which had brought to a standstill the inde-
pendent expansion of national life, which had smothered
the aspirations of councils and of the Reformation, was
now counted upon to act as a dam against the Revolution.

There was only this difference between the present and
the former periods: in those times it was Catholic and
mostly spiritual statesmen who, with an eye to their own
end, lost sight of the impairment of ancient Church
liberties; while now Protestant statesmen in the ignorance
of a childlike faith placed themselves at the service of the
Curia. When the agents of the states proceeded upon
the assumption that the pope nominated bishops and
created sees, they conceded claims which the older
Catholicism had always disputed.

We must not leave out of sight the special pattern
which was, consciously or unconsciously, followed by the
diplomats of the Restoration. All the concordats were
but imitations of that which Napoleon Bonaparte as first
consul had concluded in the beginning of the century.
By this concordat the ancient French pre-revolutionary
Church had been suppressed, its legal bishops deposed,
the new bishops made the subject creatures of the pope,
the great mass of the clergy degraded into curates ad
nutum episcops, and the congregations turned over to the
mercy of the clerics who were drilled in the new semin-
aries. And this entire new Church system was simply
a copy of the political absolutism under which the son of
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the Revolution had humbled a people that dreamed of
liberty and equality. The restored powers had but to walk
in his footsteps, both in regard to the end sought and to
the means by which that end was to be accomplished.

We are not in ignorance of the motives which prompted
Napoleon in this matter. He was guided by the same
principles as in the negotiations just previous to this with
the Mohammedan Muftis, to whom he spoke of himself
as a good Mohammedan. This is what he said to the
philosopher Cabanis: ‘‘ The concordat is a religious vac-
cination ; in fifty years there will be no more religion in
France.”” Nevertheless, it was of the highest importance
to his policy that he should appear before the people as
the saviour of an endangered religion; and to the pope,
when he invited him to the coronation, he spoke of the
concordat as ‘‘the regeneration of Christianity in France.”’
The necessity of this regeneration of Christianity is ex-
plained in a speech of Portalis delivered in the legislative
body (after the expulsion of the members from whom
opposition was expected):

Because the morality of citizens is necessary for the state,
religion is necessary ; for morality without dogma is justice
without a tribunal. The great multitude needs commands
and therefore an abstract religion without ceremonies does
not suffice. One must take religion on faith as the work of
God, for all is lost as soon as one sees in it the hand of man.
If Christianity has certain peculiar dogmas, these fill out the
empty space which is left by the reason.

A significant sign of the times in which the *‘ regenera-
tion of Christianity ’’ was brought about was the device
of General Berthier to get the generals into church for
the solemn act of Napoleon’s coronation: he invited
them to breakfast and when the party broke up he ar.
ranged to meet the procession as it was going to the
church, so that they could not do otherwise than join it.
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Such was the salvation of religion, the restitution of
the altars, the regeneration of Christianity, in the era
which carried Napoleon to victory. Nevertheless the
concordat was a mighty triumph for the Church, if by the
Church we understand the hierarchy. Only Gallicans,
- like d’ Haussonville and Archbishop Affre, and Protestant
idealists have come to a different conclusion. Vet this
difference in judgment is no contradiction. For to the
latter the Church stood for religion in the spirit of Christ,
to the papalists the Church stood for the hierarchy. And
hierarchical absolutism has rightly recognised its twin-
brother in casarian absolutism.

In the ecclesiastical policy of Napoleon we see the
origin of the politico-ecclesiastical reaction over the whole
of Europe. Wherever the power of the empire extended
his initiative was followed. The Italian concordat, the
concordats of the states of the Rhine Confederation, the
concordats with Bavaria and Wiirtemberg (whose com-
pletion, however, was deferred to a later period), were
imitations of the French and date from the time of Na-
poleon himself. The example which he set of exploiting
the most sacred human needs for political purposes proved
even at that time exceedingly contagious; and the con.

querors of Napoleon had only to follow an established -

method in order to share with the pope in the exploita-
tion of the popular faith.

They forgot that the final result of the Napoleonic con-
cordat had been the first and severest defeat of Napoleon.
Just as little did it occur to them that the course which
was alone in accord with the principles of the gospel and
of modern times had already been taken by the American
Union, and had been crowned with the best success.
Whenever anyone pointed to the American principle and
its happy results, the republican name of the Union
sufficed to cast suspicion upon its liberty of conscience
as revolutionary and demagogic.
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Napoleon’s ill success on the other hand was attributed
to the fact that he had deviated from the principles of his
concordat and had been disobedient to the divine admon-
ition of the Holy See. The view soon became preva-
lent which found the first cause of his misfortunes in the
papal ban.” Aslong as he stood upon good footing with
the pope, he was favoured by fortune. With the papal
ban the divine wrath descended upon him. According
to this view it is not surprising that after the Restoration
his enemies followed his example of using ecclesiastical
interests as a means for political ends — with the same
result for them all in the end.

But, in order to explain the incredible gains which the
Papacy made, we must allow due weight also to the
political genius of the Vatican. The priestly politicians
have always outwitted secular statesmen, and one day
the latter were surprised by a clerical declaration of war.
A Consalvi against a Niebuhr had victory assured from
the start. It was a part of the far-seeing calculation of
the papal secretary, whose eye surveyed the whole broad
field in the negotiations for the concordats, to push for-
ward the conventions with the ‘‘ friendly ** governments
and retard those with the others. In this way the former
became the models for all. In the history of the old
popes none of the successors had ever given up a claim
which a predecessor had in any instance carried through,
and now the decisions of the Spanish and the Sardinian
concordats were brought to bear upon France, the French
concessions were used against Bavaria, the Bavarian con-
cordat against Naples, the Neapolitan against Prussia,
the Prussian bull of circumscription against Hanover and
the Church province of the upper Rhine.

! The coronation, in which the pope was made to serve the ends of the
emperor, was shortly followed by a rupture between the two. On the 10th
of June, 1809, the states of the Church were by imperial decree incorporated
in the French empire. The pope immediately excommunicated Napoleon.
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In the mean time not only did each of the state men
think he had obtained more for himself and his govern-
ment than his colleagues, but they all looked upon the
concessions they had made to the Curia as a gift vouch-
safed by the latter. None understood that according
to the view of the Vatican a concordat was anything
but a valid compact between two independent contracting
parties, that it was only a concession made for the moment
to human ideas of justice, which the Holy Father could
take back at any time by virtue of his divine right.

Spain was one of the most ‘‘ friendly ’’ governments.
Immediately after the Restoration, the ecclesiastical de-
crees of the Cortes of 1812 were suspended and the con-
cordat of 1782 restored. Little Sardinia followed Spain.
By the new agreement with Rome not less than ten
bishoprics were restored and richly endowed.

In the Neapolitan kingdom, owing to certain long-
standing disputes with the Curia, the process was slower;
but Consalvi finally obtained his purpose by means of a
court intrigue. The old-Catholic Josephine® traditions
were entirely suppressed by the new concordat; and the
Roman Catholic Church was declared the only Church
recognised by the law.

In France, the result of the protracted secret negotia-
tions was a concordat concluded in 1817, by which the
Napoleonic concordat of 1801 was abolished and the old
concordat of 1516 with its pre-Reformation articles was
restored. This compact, however, excited decided op-
position among the representatives of the state and those
of the Gallican traditions, and in a short time had brought
forth a considerable body of literature, pro and con. Ac-
cording to the constitution, the project had to receive the
sanction of the legislature, to which it was submitted by
the ministry as a projet de loi. The legislature demanded

! This refers to the era of the liberal emperor Joseph II. of Austria
(1765-1790).
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important changes. The pope’s answer to these de-
mands was that ‘‘ the intended changes are impractic-
able, the whole proceeding inadmissible; for whatever
was prescribed by the pope in ecclesiastical affairs, with
the sanction of the king, had already the character of a
valid legal enactment and could not be submitted to the
deliberations of a legislative assembly.’”” The result of
this impertinent answer on the part of the pope was that
the projet de loi was withdrawn. The compact was sus-
pended, and the Napoleonic concordat of 1801 thereby
became again valid, and remained so. But the objects
of the Vatican were indirectly achieved. And the ultra-
montanisation of the French Church proceeded energetic-
ally, the Curia looking upon the concordat of 1817 as the
actually valid agreement. All further conventions were
merely provisional.

However great were the acquisitions of the Papacy in
the Latin countries, the question here was essentially
about the restoration of an ecclesiastical system which
had held undisputed sway before the Revolution. The
change which the Restoration effected consisted in the
increased influence of the Curia upon the inside affairs of
the Church. It was quite different in the Germanic
countries, especially in Germany, where the destruction
of the old empire had entirely altered the ecclesiastico-
political conditions. When they undertook to reduce
these conditions to order it never occurred to the states-
men of the time to accomplish their object by consti-
tuting an independent national Catholic Church; they
employed what appeared to them the simplest means:
the subjection of the Church to the authority of Rome.
Catholics of national proclivities were slighted by those
who should have afforded them every possible help, and
the Curia understood how to use every favourable mo-
ment to fish in troubled waters.
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The attitude of the Vatican at this time makes it very
evident where the restored Papacy recognised its most
dangerous enemy. The revolutionary and destructive
principles which at times assumed a threatening attitude
towards the Church, yet again and again afforded to the
Church the opportunity of presenting itself to the leaders
of the state as the most powerful ally against the Revolu-
tion. We therefore find the papal diplomacy maintaining
close relations with these same revolutionary tendencies
in Belgium and the Prussian Rhineland, as well as in
Poland and Ireland.

On the other hand the tendency which was opposed
with deadly hatred by the papal party and, wherever
possible, utterly annihilated, was that ideal of a national
Catholicism, full of religious enthusiasm, of moral energy,
and of intellectual aspirations, which dated from the pre-
revolutionary era and had been preserved through the
storms of the Revolution. The opposition to this na-
tional tendency is especially manifest in the intrigues set
on foot by the Curia against Wessenberg (vicar-general
and bishop-elect of the diocese of Constance).' The
favourable moment for breaking the influence of Wessen-
berg and his friends had come and was thoroughly used.
Catholic Germany was to be ultramontanised, and German
Catholic theology, which after the wars of liberation had
taken up its task with renewed enthusiasm and which
soon raised itself to a level with Protestant theology, was
throttled in its infancy.

The history of the German concordat is closely inter-
woven with the general development of German Cathol-
icism, and must be studied in connection with this general
development. Here we shall only briefly refer to the
concordats with the other states. It is remarkable that
Austria is not among the German governments which at
this time formed a compact with Rome. The reason

! See page 33, note.
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was that in Austria the liberal traditions of the time
of the emperor Joseph long prevailed; and the Curia
gave another illustration of its temporising principles:
it waited for a more favourable time. Russia, how-
ever, the ally of Austria, accepted from Pius VII. in
1818 a bull of circumscription for Poland, and Alexan-
der I. richly endowed the Polish Church. For Ireland
also Consalvi won large concessions from the English
government.

The policy of the concordats was nowhere more fatal
than in the United Netherlands, that union soldered
together by the Congress of Vienna. The unnatural
position of the new state — made up of Protestant Hol-
land and Catholic Belgium — was recognised and taken
advantage of from the start by the Curia. Among the
many negotiations which Consalvi carried on in behalf of
the concordats, in which he always succeeded in getting
the better of the state agents, there is none other which
puts his diplomatic skill in so clear a light as the appar-
ently unsuccessful negotiations with the new royal gov-
ernment of the Netherlands. This government was more
bent on winning the clericals by concession than on
remaining true to the glorious traditions of the States-
General, and like all the rest believed that its best support
was in the Roman Curia.

In the year 1817 the ambassador from the Netherlands
in Rome offered the concordat of Napoleon as a basis of
negotiations. The Curia refused to treat upon this basis,
and referred to the recently concluded concordat with
Bavaria as 2 model. The government asked the Curia
to name the points in which it wished to have the Napo-
leonic concordat (which was still in force for Belgium)
changed. Consalvi answered that this concordat was
entirely out of the question, and he refused to even
name a basis for new negotiations: ‘‘ The Holy See
could not take the initiative; rather was it in accordance
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with the well-known and unchangeable character of
the general papal laws that the modifications desired
should be indicated by those who desired them.'’
The government took no account of the popular de-
sire for political liberty, and sacrificed more and more
to clericalism. The final result was the concordat of
1827, which became one of the prime causes of the revo-
lution of 1830 in Belgium and of the internal disorders in
Holland. .

Here too, as everywhere, the path which Consalvi
chose led to the goal—the universal triumph of the papal
principle. To the era of the concordats are primarily
traced the successes of the papal system in every coun-
try, successes which surpassed even those of the first
counter-reformation. The spell of that wonderful magic
with which Consalvi with his far-sightedness knew how
to captivate the diplomats, for a long time warped even
the judgment of historians. No less a writer than Ranke
has written a panegyric of Consalvi; and in the preface
to his History of the Popes he states emphatically that
‘‘ the times when there was any cause of fear are past.”’
But Ranke’s judgment was based upon the despatches of
Niebuhr,’ the blinded minister of Prussia at the court of
Rome.

! A number of references by the author to the great historian of Rome
have been left out in the translation, because calculated more particularly
for German readers. The author is unsparing in his criticism of Niebuhr.
He was at this time ambassador from Prussia to the Vatican, and although
so keen-sighted in historical matters at a distance, he was entirely blind to
the tendencies of contemporary ecclesiastical forces, and did much to sup-
press the national aspirations of German Catholicism and to subject the
Church in Germany to the absolute power of the Papacy.




CHAPTER 1V
THE STATES OF THE CHURCH UNDER PIUS VIIL

N the eyes of the papal diplomacy there was something
more important even than the restoration of the Order
of Jesus and the new concordats: this was the recovery
of the states of the Church. If this oldest and most
legitimate monarchy, the necessary support for the au-
thority of the Pontifex Maximus, were not rescued from
the Revolution, no other monarch could count upon sav-
ing his dynasty : such was the argument among diplomats
who knew nothing of the first principles of independent
statehood. And the Congress of Vienna thought no
more of the fraud and violence which had marked the
foundation and enlargement of the Church state than of
the utter incapacity which its priestly rulers had so often
shown in its government.

It was an old story. And for that very reason, in
order to understand the influence upon the Papacy of
the restoration of the temporal power, we shall have to
glance back to the time when the Papacy first acquired
this power, to the time of the donation of Pepin in
755 A.D.,' which Napoleon as the successor of Pepin and
of Charlemagne declared abrogated.

Two centuries of continued conspiracy against imperial

1 The gift by Pepin of the exarchate of Ravenna, the Pentapolis (Ancona,
Sinigaglia, Fano, Pesaro, Rimini), and the territory of Bologna and Fer-
rara, was the foundation of the papal states.

63
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rule at Constantinople and of renewed persecutions of
the Lombards had gone before this donation. Only then
did the Papacy realise its long-cherished hope, by means
of the usurpation of the new Carlovingian dynasty in the
kingdom of the Franks, the Curia lending its powerful
aid to this coup d’dtat. It was the keys sent to Pepin
from the sepulchre of St. Peter, the letters written from
heaven by St. Peter, and the miracle of the transferred
relics, which, together with the lust of conquest on the
part of the Franks, gave the death-blow to the Lombard
kingdom and brought about the separation from the
Byzantine empire in the eighth century. Not until this
had taken place could the donation of Pepin and of
Charles create a temporal dominion for St. Peter.

The Frankish emperor, as overlord of Rome, reserved
to himself certain rights; but even these were forgotten
under the weak successors of Charlemagne. Pope Nich-
olas I., in the middle of the ninth century, supported by
the pseudo-Isidorian decretals, was able to set up as
independent prince and to dictate his commands to an
enervated dynasty as well as to the patriarch of Constan-
tinople and the primate of Gaul.

Upon the ruins of the empire, hastening to decay,
the papal monarchy was gradually built up. But what a
picture the history of those who followed Nicholas pre-
sents in the tenth century! The horrible drama of the
trial of the disinterred body of Formosus,' the papal por-
nocracy under Theodora and Marozia,” set forth only
too clearly the blessings which the temporal power of the
popes in its beginning brought upon the people of the
papal states.

Looking at the history of Rome with the eyes of a

1896 A.D. *‘ The body of the dead Formosus was exhumed, and he was
put in state upon the pontifical chair, and tried and condemned by (pope)
Stephen, and all his adherents deposed.”

? Beginning of the 10th century.
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Roman, we are not puzzled to understand why such men
as Arnold of Brescia and Rienzi found their most faithful
adherents in the papal city, and why the history of
medizval Rome is but a series of revolts against the
temporal power of the Papacy.

As the immediate subjects of the pope the Romans
enjoyed certain advantages, for they chiefly benefited by
the large sums of money which flowed into Rome from
all countries. But the reverse of the picture was not so
pleasing, as Italian patriots well understood. For indol-
ence and aversion to work and want of respect for the
law distinguished the people of the Church state from
their neighbours. The Pontine marshes, however, and
the brigandage are not the worst fruits of ecclesiastical
government. Italian patriotism, which sought to build
up the longed-for Italian nationality upon the sacred
institution of the family, feared above all things the
loosening of ethical ties, especially those of matrimony.
Among so many thousands of celibate priests, who were
infallible in the eyes of their penitents, evil consequences
were inevitable. And they were not wanting. As in
France the love of French comedy for the adultery cult,
and in Belgium the many actions at law on account of
rape of children by ecclesiastics, are traceable to this
cause, so the Roman cicisbeo is proverbial in all the
world. One of the most learned and gifted of the popes
— Pius II., as Zneas Sylvius (4 1464), had given the
first example of a licentious adultery novel (Euryalus and
Lucretia), and it is not surprising that even to this day
he has found such imitators as the father of the Countess
Lambertini, Cardinal Antonelli. We may not, for good
reasons, go into further details; but it would be more
than unhistorical to simply ignore these moral results
of the papal monarchy. More than twenty-five years
ago, long before the inevitable disaster overwhelmed
the states of the Church, a highly honoured Italian

s
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theologian, the pupil and friend of Passaglia, pointed to
this the worst side of the priest-state.

Where the principle is a bad one, its better represent-
atives cannot prevent evil consequences. The reforms .
which the better popes of the eighteenth century, espe-
cially Clement XIV., had been able to carry out were
short-lived. The storms of the Revolution, therefore,
which everywhere played havoc with rotten state insti-
tutions, in Germany, Switzerland, and Holland, nowhere
did such thorough work in clearing the atmosphere as in
the papal possessions. Nowhere did this great judgment
of God work better results than here.

After the Revolution, Rome, like all other states, was
affected by the new spirit of the times. The first ten
years of our century show a marked contrast, as well to
the former as to a later period, in the care of general
education, The same is true of all other interests.
The French system, which came in at the Revolution,
put an end to clerical prerogatives, and this effected a
number of useful reforms. By opening the offices to
laymen public order and safety were secured. Agriculture,
commerce, and industry were in every way furthered;
and in spite of the evil consequences of the continental
blockade there was a marked improvement in the welfare
of the people.

All these conditions were changed in a moment when
the papal monarchy was restored to its former rights.
Nothing else was possible, from the very nature of the
Papacy. It is a mistake to suppose that the Zelanti had
demanded a return to the old conditions and had stood
in the way of the enlightened and progressive Liberali,
who wished to retain the reforms of the French period.
For it was not till after the return of Consalvi from
Vienna that the Motu Proprio of the 6th of July, 1816,
set up the new administration of the state. The system
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as such is independent of personalities. The renewal of
the canon law was the inevitable consequence of the re-
newal of the Papacy, and the canon law brought con-
fusion into all legal relations under the civil law. For
the source of all right was the grace, #.e., the arbitrary
will, of the pope; and justice became venal.

Ranke in one of his writings praises the administration
of Consalvi and has even a word of excuse for the system
which united the spiritual and temporal government in
the hands of the same officers. His assertions were
refuted by Déllinger in 1861 in his Church and Churches.
The very worst of the later abuses are traced to Con-
salvi’'s Motu Proprio of 1816. The uniformity which
Consalvi professed to retain from the system introduced
by the French was a mere aniformity of destruction, for
it consisted in the suppression of all municipal and pro-
vincial institutions and privileges. - At the same time all
power was placed in spiritual hands. The states of the
Church became what they had not been even in the Middle
Ages, an absolute bureaucracy after the French model,
only the officers were prelates of the Church. Déllinger
characterised the raw material from which these officials
were taken as that class of Roman ecclesiastics ‘‘ who
with very insufficient legal and with no economic studies,
more trained than educated, more familiar with Church
ceremonies than with the complexities and the interests
of civil life, place their confidence in the patronage of a
cardinal or a monsignore.”’

One of the first measures of the pope after his return
was the renewal of the monasteries and the restoration
of ecclesiastical property. The effects of the French con-
fiscation — whatever its justice may have been — had
passed off and the people had grown used to the new
conditions. Now all the chapters and monasteries re-
ceived back whatever property had not been alienated
and were indemnified for what had been sold with
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five-per-cent. state-bonds. The state thereby lost con-
siderable income, had to shoulder a heavy debt, and
became involved in endless money troubles. .

The second step was to restore to ecclesiastics and no-
bles their antiquated prerogatives. At the same time the
suppression of all provincial and municipal constitutions
brought upon the laity the loss of those privileges which
they had here and there enjoyed. Taxes and burdens
belonged to the people, revenue and rights to the clergy.

On every hand we find the march of progress arrested
and turned back. Instead of street-lamps and vaccina-
tion, which were abolished as revolutionary novelties, the
restriction of the Jews in their Ghetto was restored. The
question of closing their quarter every evening was dis-
cussed. This point was yielded, but it was insisted that
three hundred Jews should listen to a sermon for their
conversion every Saturday.

Social conditions went back even more. Everything
was farmed out, even the victualling of prisoners, and
the farmers economised on the fare of these unfortunates
(mostly political criminals who failed to acknowledge the
benefits of the most legitimate of all monarchies), and so
saved themselves from loss.

Regular treaties were made with the brigands, Con-
salvi having furnished the model. Robbery and assassin-
ation became the order of the day to such an extent that
the accounts of these events form a special department
of literature in the next ten or twenty years. And while
robbers received annuities and the police left a free field
to the bandits, police spies were placed in the service of
the politico-ecclesiastical inquisition.

The administration of finance fell into such confusion
that in 1816 and 1817 an association of counterfeiters
could operate for a considerable time with impunity.
Even the funds of benevolent institutions were robbed to
a degree which passes belief. Nowhere did the Bourse
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grow into such an upas-tree as here in the paradise of
priests. The famous rich bankers, who received papal
titles as counts and princes, have almost all strange
antecedents.

The feeling among the best people about this sort of
*‘ restoration '’ soon became evident. There were risings
as early as the years 1816 and 1817. Nor were these due
to the notorious secret associations. The correct papal
doctrine teaches that all the evil in the world comes from
the Carbonari, the Freemasons, and the Protestant sects,
and in the first ten years of the Restoration a number of
books were published about the Carbonari, which the
young diplomats used as true histories. Only these
accounts forgot to state that the first model of a secret
society was that of the Jesuits, and that their own polit-
ical allies, such as Cardinal Ruffo’s Sanfedisti, had learned
the art of conspiracy from the Jesuits. The Carbonari in
their turn got their methods from the Sanfedisti, besides
following them in tracing their origin to remote antiquity.

The secret association of the Carbonari (charcoal-burn-
ers), as far as we can trace it, was founded under Napoleon,
in France, by irreconcilable Republicans, and was then
carried to Naples, when Murat became king in 1810. At
a time when there was a general desire to get rid of for-
eign rule in Italy it seemed to offer the best means to
that end, and the society spread over the whole kingdom.
The importance of the association was enhanced when
Murat himself, in 1815, entered into alliance with the
conspirators, intending to use their plan for the unifica-
tion of Italy to further his own interest. The Neapoli-
tan troops carried the association into the states of the
Church. Murat was defeated, dethroned, and executed;
but the association, far from being broken up, spread
over all Italy. It derived its chief importance from its
opposition to the ill-considered measures of the restored
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Papacy in the administration of the states of the Church.
The anathema hurled at the Carbonari would have been
effective only if the abuses had ceased at the same time.

The year 1820 showed the glowing of the embers
under the ashes. The revolution broke out in Spain
and soon spread to Naples and Piedmont. Fermentation
at once began in the states of the Church. It did not
come to a public outbreak, because the Austrians soon
marched in and put down the rising in Naples and Pied-
mont. But this forcible restraint of popular feeling was
only outwardly effective. Niebuhr’s letters of 1820 and
1821 repeatedly express his fear that the states of the
Church might be carried away by these movements.

To the great Powers of the Restoration the papal
measures of administration appeared so imprudent, that
in May, 1821, they issued a common note, which cen-
sured certain defects and proposed improvements. These
propositions were ignored, as were many that followed;
nevertheless, these demands for such reforms as seemed
indispensable to the Powers of the Restoration after the
movement of 1820 are among the most important signs
of the times. All the more because they proceeded from
such men as Niebuhr, who, as even his great admirer,
Mrs. von Bunsen, says, could find no other cause for the
revolution in Naples than the influence of the Jacobite
spirit of destruction. This, he thought, could be sup-
pressed only by force.

The diplomats in Rome needed no special powers of
observation to discover the heel of Achilles of the Papacy,
which even in the days of Boccaccio and Machiavelli had
been very evident. But this appreciation of the tem-
poral power as the Papacy’s vulnerable point led them to
wrong conclusions, and their expectations that the in-
evitable loss of secular dominion would carry with it the
forfeiture of the Papacy’s commanding position in the
spiritual sphere were doomed to disappointment.

—



CHAPTER V

POPE LEO XII. (1823-1829)

HE nature and consequences of the principles which
governed the actions of Pius VII. became more and
more evident under the reign of his successor. Upon the
death of Pius (August 21, 1823), the Cardinal Annibale
della Genga was chosen, and assumed the name of Leo
XII. As nuncio in Lucerne and Cologne, Munich and
Paris, he had made himself known as an expert and as-
tute diplomat; in Paris he had, after a sharp personal
conflict, yielded to the jealousy of Consalvi. After the
Restoration of 1814, therefore, he at once joined the
Zelanti as the enemy of Consalvi. His election in the con-
clave was a victory for this party. No sooner, however,
was he initiated into Consalvi’s plans than he recognised
in the latter his master, and continued to follow with
energy the paths he had marked out.

It was a remarkable lesson which the new pope received
from the secretary of his predecessor. In a lecture of
several hours’ duration, whose gist is known to us through
Consalvi’s own communication to the French ambassa-
dor, the duke of Laval, he gave to his present chief a
survey of all the various countries and the connections
which he had formed in them. From France, Spain,
England, and Austria, to Russia and the South Ameri-
can republics, he opened up perspectives of the future,
and filled his former opponent with such admiration, that
Leo afterwards pronounced his predecessor fortunate in

71
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having had such a minister. Everywhere was shown pru-
dent consideration of existing circumstances, consistent
‘“ dissimulation ** of antagonistic principles, at the same
time everywhere magnificent expectations. Giving equal
consideration to Bourbons and Bonapartes, outwardly
yielding towards the Spanish court, but at the same time
making advances towards the insurgent colonies of South
and Central America, in Poland adding fuel to the ec-
clesiastical opposition, and counting upon the good will of
Austria, which had *‘ never yet proved obstinate,’’—such
was Consalvi’s own representation of his political prin-
ciples, while at the same time he pointed to the successes
which were expected in England, and as a new means of
agitation advised the proclamation of a year of jubilee.

Out of gratitude for this view of the future which he
had opened up, Leo XII. appointed Consalvi prefect of
the Propaganda. Though the latter died soon after
(January, 1824), the principles of his policy remained.
The accession to the throne of the candidate of the Ze-
lanti was marked only by a more decided emphasising of
the lines drawn under Pius VII.

A circumstance characteristic of the accelerated re-
action under the present reign was the permission given
by Leo XII. for the publication of two writings, whose
issue Consalvi, from motives of political prudence, had
prohibited. One, by the Dominican Philippo Anfossi,
declared the restitution of spiritual property necessary
for the salvation of those who had obtained such property
without the sanction of the holy see. The other, by
Carolo Fea (superintendent of the Capitoline Museum
and the Chigi Library), maintained the supremacy of the
papal see over temporal princes and in temporal things.
Before this he had only been allowed to prove the dog-
matic infallibility of the pope.

Not only were others permitted, under the new pontifi-
cate, to express such views; Leo himself acted in the
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same spirit. As cardinal, he had been considered no
friend of the Jesuits. As pope he showed them more
favour than his predecessor. Soon after his accession
the Collegium Romanum was restored to the Jesuits, on
which occasion their sacred customs and their great learn-
ing were extolled; and the various memoirs of these
times tell of the continued increase of their possessions
in Rome during the following years.

The new encyclical of Leo XII. (May 5, 1824) con-
demned, under the name of tolerantism, liberty of faith
and of conscience, and anathematised the Bible societies.
The spread of the Bible in the language of the people
was called a fatal practice, a godless invention, which,
by means of perverted interpretation, was making of the
Bible a gospel of the devil. The condemnation of dis-
senters was more specifically emphasised in the brief of
the 2d of July, 1826, to the clergy of Poitiers: ** Every-
one who separates himself from the Roman Catholic
Church, however otherwise blameless his manner of life,
has on account of this one crime, because. he is excluded
from the unity of Christ, no part in the eternal life;
God’s wrath hangs over him.”’

Following the advice of Consalvi, Leo ordered a jubilee
for the year 1825—to the praise of God for the victory
over the Revolution. Special indulgences were pro-
claimed for prayers in behalf of the extirpation of heresy.
With the jubilee was connected the beatification of the
Spanish minorite Julianus. The accounts of the miracles
upon which his claims were based, and which were pic-
torially represented in St. Peter’s Church, were so auda-
cious as to fairly challenge modern ethics and modern
culture. One of the three miracles required for the
beatification pretended that the new saint had caused
half-roasted birds to fly away from the spit.’

! The Romans thought a saint who should reverse the process deserved
the preference (Nielsen),
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The pomp of the processions during the year of jubilee
was extraordinary. The Propaganda boasted that during
this time 150 Protestant and Jewish souls had been rescued
from damnation. The duke of Angouléme' received the
holy sword. Frederick the Great, in his time, had laughed
at this sword, when his enemy, the Austrian general,
Daun, received it (after the battle of Hochkirchen, 1758).
Now it gave a new glory to the man who put down the
Spanish revolution and restored Ferdinand VII. (1823).
The widowed queen of Sardinia received the golden
rose.

The populace in Rome expressed its opinion of the
successes of this year of jubilee by setting up a large
bottle ( fiasco®); and behind a pious exterior was con-
cealed the worst kind of immorality. But to the world
without the jubilee had placed the Papacy in a glowing
light. And to follow up the advantage, the indulgences
were extended to other countries for the first half of the
year 1826, the year following the jubilee.

The reign of Leo XII. is also marked by acquisitions
of a more substantial nature, the fruits of the prudent
policy of Consalvi. A number of new concordats were
negotiated: among these was the concordat with Han-
over, which had held out for some time, but now was
obliged to take shelter under the bull of circumscription
for Prussia (1827). Of great importance for the papal
policy was the reorganisation of the ecclesiastical pro-
vince of the Upper Rhine. This included the dissolution
of the see of Constance and the definitive removal of
. Wessenberg.*

! Commander of the French forces which invaded Spain in 1823 and sup-
pressed the revolution.

? A bottle (fasco) was found cut in the wall of St. Peter’s close by the
door by which on the previous day the pope had entered in solemn proces-
sion to open the year of jubilee.

3 See note 1, page 33.
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A further victory was inaugurated by the brief con-
cerning the newly founded see of Basle. The conference
of the state diocese was able to oppose only a theoretical
claim of independent state-rights to the papal pretensions
which this brief contained. The same is true of the con-
cordat with the Netherlands, which paralysed the last
remnant of governmental authority in the revolution-
loving provinces.

Besides the European concordats, there were those
with the South American republics, which, with their
newly awakened love of political freedom, had begun to
aspire to ecclesiastical independence. They now became
sons of the Vatican, more obedient even than their
brothers in the mother-country of Spain. In these more
than half-barbarous lands it was possible to introduce
once more the unadulterated principles of the Curia,
especially its intolerance towards dissenters. The same
countries were afterwards held up by the reactionaries of
Europe as the ideal of the true liberty of the Church.

Thus was the Church newly established on both sides
of the ocean and everywhere the vacant bishoprics re-
stored ; and all along the line we see the victory of the
papal principle over the old rights of the national
churches.

These triumphs of the papal policy all appear as the
ripened fruits of the seed sown by Consalvi. Leo’s sec-
retary of state, the aged Sommaglia, did not equal his
predecessor in diplomatic skill; but the pope found a
satisfactory substitute in Bernetti. The latter had in-
herited from Consalvi the art of appearing liberal towards
the politicians, and thereby making the guileless phrase-
ology of the Curia current among these very politicians.
Scarcely less important were the services now rendered
by Monsignore Capaccini, also a pupil of Consalvi, whom
the latter had drawn from a mathematical professorship
into the diplomatic service. Bunsen, in spite of later
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disappointments, continued to preserve a kind remem-
brance of him, and in 1828 he warmly recommended him
to the English nobility. Capaccini, on this same journey
to England, sought to persuade the old Catholic arch-
bishop of Utrecht that it was his first duty as a Christian
to do violence to his own convictions and render a blind
obedience to the pope. In England he undertook to
quiet the fears of statesmen in regard to the policy of
the Curia. At the same time the Irish bishops, with the
assent of the papal legate, declared officially that the
theory of papal infallibility was not in accordance with
Catholic Church doctrine. The so-called emancipation
of the Catholics (1829), founded upon this declaration,
was one of the first events of the following papal reign;
to Leo XII. belongs the merit of having prepared the
way for it.

All these successes would not have been possible had
not the spirit of the times now, as before, been favour-
able. For the action of the several governments, which
after the suppression of the revolutions in Naples and
Spain (1820-23) made the muzzling of popular aspirations
their first concern, was greatly to the advantage of the
Papacy; and with this factor we must couple another,
equally favourable to the Papacy,—the prevailing tend-
ency in the still fashionable French literature.

Lamennais’ celebrated journey to Rome took place
before the year of jubilee, 1825. He was everywhere
hailed as conqueror. His fervent propagandism in be-
half of the conception of liberty, which Gregory VII. and
Boniface VIII. had represented in opposition to the
temporal rulers, prepared a welcome for him in Rome
such as a simple author had never yet received from the
wearer of the tiara. The pope hung Lamennais’ picture
in his bedroom. He offered him the cardinal’s hat, and
made him rich presents. Besides several audiences, he
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invited him to an intimate conversation. The pope him-
self ordered apartments for him in the Roman college,
later he was offered rooms in the Vatican. Cardinals and
prelates vied in their efforts to make his acquaintance.
Among all these honours, Lamennais thought much of
the fact that several Jesuits visited and expressed their
agreement with him. In later times Wiseman said of
Lamennais’ journey to Rome: ‘‘ He stood at this time
at the summit of his fame, and was considered one of the
most highly gifted representatives, not only of the faith
but also of the strictest Roman principles."’

The significance of Lamennais and of the ideas for
which he stood represents an important chapter in the
history of French and Belgic Catholicism. Even before
his journey to Rome he had exercised an increasing in-
fluence in favour of the papal system, by a whole series
of writings as reckless as they were brilliant. The jour-
ney to Rome gave the highest authorisation to his activ-
ity. After his return from Rome he began his war of
extermination against Gallicanism, a war which became
fatal in its influence upon the history of France; and the
blessing of Leo XII., as well as of his successor, accom-
panied him in this work. But the Lamennais of the first
period can only be understood as the representative of a
general and growing tendency, whose after-effects meet
us in all lands, and are not at all confined to the Church."

While thus the power of the Papacy as a spiritual
institution was being strengthened, the temper of the
population of the Church-state was becoming from year
to year more hostile to the papal monarchy. The reign
of Leo XII. shows in this respect a remarkable change in
comparison with that of Pius VII. There is no doubt
that the personalities of the two popes made a great

! Lamennais died a most determined opponent of the Church of Rome
(18s4).
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difference. Pius VII., the persecuted martyr, the mild and
amiable man, had formed many personal friendships even
among the enemies of the papal policy. His monument,
for which Consalvi had left a considerable sum, was
executed by the Danish Protestant, Thorwaldsen. The
lines of his face bear a mild and soft expression. Grego-
rovius tells us, in his masterly work on the sepulchral
monuments of the popes, that the princes of the Church
of the time of the Thirty Years’ War appear so thoroughly
typical of this warlike period that they would be in place
in the camp of Tilly or of Wallenstein; the monument of
Pius VII., on the other hand, reminds one of the suffer-
ings of the Revolutionary era, which won so much sym-
pathy for the pope.

These personal sympathies were wanting to Leo XII.
His earlier and later life had shown contrasts somewhat
too highly coloured. As nuncio in Germany and in
France della Genga was known to be the father of a large
family of illegitimate children. So much the greater was
the outward appearance of piety which Leo XII. as pope
assumed, more especially in his precepts for others.
Priests were forbidden round hats, short coats, and
worldly neckties. Special prescriptions were given for
the dress of women. Attendance upon church was
forced upon the Jews more strictly than under Pius VII.,
their ghetti were surrounded by walls, all mercantile con-
tracts between them and Christians were declared invalid.
Theatres, even private ones, were placed under strict
censorship; also the products of science. The scientific
standard of the censors under Leo XII. may be judged
by the fact that one of them confiscated the writings of
Galvani (the discoverer of ‘‘ galvanism "), confounding
them with the works of Calvin.

With such a spirit animating the government it is not
a matter of surprise that the disposition towards it of the
population, especially that part which expected something
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more from the state than panem et circenses, was not
favourable. The ill will of the Romans increased every
year after the fiasco of the year of jubilee. The pope
was obliged, in the year 1826, to enlarge the prisons of
the Inquisition; at the same time he hurled renewed
anathemas against Carbonari and Freemasons. The
effect was the same as before.

Valuable light is thrown upon the reign of Leo XII. by
Déllinger in his Churck and Churches (published in 1861);
and since the events of 1870 there is an added interest in
comparing the conclusions which the author lays down
in this work with the subsequent course of events. The
book is the most brilliant and most enthusiastic pleading
for the primacy of the Papacy, the most acute and able
polemic against the churches separated from the Papacy.
Nevertheless, it cost the author the irreconcilable resent-
ment of the papal party.

The explanation of the apparent contradiction lies in
the historical portraits which he draws of the popes.
Nothing which could be said to the credit of any of them
is forgotten. Of Leo XII. he says (p. 555) not only that
‘‘ the sick, weakly pope worked indefatigably,” but we
learn that he was animated by the best purpose, that he
felt how unbearable the present conditions and institu-
tions were, and only deceived himself as to the choice of
means and in his effort to put new life into what was
dead. What, then, was the result of his reign ? The
restoration of the Inquisition, the institution of a widely
ramified system of espionage for watching over officials
and the morals of the people. Besides this, the surrender
of the entire system of education into the hands of the
clergy, the reintroduction of the Latin language in the
legal processes of several tribunals, and prohibition of
vaccination. This is Déllinger's summing up: ‘“ Leo’s
administration became the most unpopular of any for the
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past hundred years.” The sources upon which this judg-
ment is founded are the annals of Coppi, the highly
esteemed Roman prelate, who was himself frequently
consulted in state affairs, and the official reports of the
French ambassador, Chateaubriand.

Not only did native Romans become, under the second
of the Restoration popes, more inimical to the papal
power than under his predecessor; keen-sighted foreign
observers also, even when they came to Rome full of
sympathy for the fight that the Papacy in its stronghold
waged against modern infidelity, found themselves bitterly
disappointed. As second chaplain attached to the Prus-
sian embassy, young Richard Rothe ' was called to Rome
at the time of the change of popes. During his univer-
sity studies at Heidelberg he had fallen under the influ-
ence of a strongly °‘ catholicising” conception of the
Church. He began to admire Gregory VII., and became
enamoured of a character like that of Frangois de Sales.
In this mood he came to Rome. Here he soon received
a very different idea of the Papacy and its satellites. He
became, indeed, more imbued with the noble magnificence
of the Catholic Church-ideal, but he now learned to make
a clear distinction between Papalism and Catholicism.

After a short stay in Rome (a few months before the
accession of Leo XII.) Rothe writes that it is impossible
for him to describe how the Roman cult disgusts him.
In speaking of the first ‘“ circular letter " of the new pope,
he characterises ‘‘ the incredibly impudent tone " as most
offensive. His letters give vivid but melancholy pictures
of the Anno santo and the new saints. The year of jubilee
moves him to complain that the Church in Rome has
become a perfect institution for excise. As the founda-
tion of the whole Roman system he recognises complete
religious infidelity. He entered into controversy with a

! The celebrated German theologian, author of Zheological Ethics,
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Jesuit father, but found his opponent too far beneath
any possible intellectual standard. The sum and sub-
stance of his judgment of what he learned in Rome is
given in the following words:

The Catholic Church in this place has no conception of the
spiritual life which since the Reformation has developed in
European Christendom. One becomes here more and more
convinced that the Reformation gave birth to a really new
spiritual world. What would have become of Europe, not
only as regards religion, but also in science, art, and politics,
without the Reformation ?

The desperate struggle of the Curia against Protestant-
ism appeared to him in Rome so entirely hopeless that he
says: ‘‘ In order to become indifferent to all machinations
of Catholicism against Protestantism, and to lose all fear
of the former, one needs only come to Rome.”

The death of Leo XII. (February 12, 1829) occurred
under such striking circumstances that even the Swiss
guard on duty spoke of poisoning, and Massimo d’Azeglio
expressed the same suspicion. Hase says: ‘‘ He made
himself generally hated in Rome; from prince to beggar,
nobody was his friend.” In a letter written by Bunsen’s
wife, published in his biography, she says:

The simultaneous deaths of the pope and the. banker Tor-
lonia have brought out the most striking contrast in the public
opinion; the death of Torlonia was universally lamented, while
that of the pope was received with indecent joy. The time of
the year in which it took place (that is, the interference which
it caused with the carnival) was the only circumstance con-
nected with it which was not welcome to the populace of Rome,

Bunsen recognised more clearly than most of his con-
temporaries the spirit of the restored Papacy. But it
was only in sleepless nights that he thought of the dan-
ger which it threatened to the modern state or the Pro-
testarcxt Church.
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CHAPTER VI

PIUS VIIL. (1829-1830), AND THE REVOLUTION OF
1830

EO XII. was succeeded by the aged and sickly Pius
VIII., who died within a year. So short a reign
could produce no important changes; its historical char-
acter consists in carrying forward the principles of the
Restoration.

Only diplomats who have no real understanding for
ecclesiastical questions speak of liberal or illiberal popes.
The fact is that all individuals, no matter what their differ-
ences, have to yield to the machinery of the Curia. Pius
VIII. in some aspects of his character may remind us of
Pius VII., and Pius IX. resembled both in that the first
phase of his reign was characterised by greater mildness.
On the other hand, the sharp, rugged, ungenial nature of
Leo XII. seemed to be renewed in Gregory XVI., and
then to a greater degree in Leo XIII. But the course
of the papal policy has remained invariably the same
under the government of one and all. It is this un-
changeableness of policy which has found its mystical
expression in the dogma of infallibility.

Pope Pius VIII., formerly Cardinal Castiglioni, has
been pictured as a man of mild spirit. Like the former
pope whose name he adopted, he had suffered under the
persecution of Napoleon. The process of his election
was inaugurated in the conclave by an enthusiastic speech

82
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which Chateaubriand delivered, who as French ambassa-
dor in Rome delighted the society of the nobility, but
who was unable to change the course of politics.

It was said to the credit of the new pope that he was
freer from nepotism than his predecessor. But his first
circular letter made it unmistakably evident that from
the moment of the *‘ adoration ” the individual was lost
in the system. His salutation to Christian society con-
sisted in the customary series of anathemas against liberty
of conscience under the name of indifferentism, against
the Bible-societies, and against national development as
represented by the aspirations of Carbonari and Free-
masons. ’

The renewed anathemas had the usual effect. Even
under the short reign of Pius VIII. there were disturb-
ances in the Romagna. It was during this reign that
Cardinal Rivarola, sent to quiet these movements, con-
demned at one stroke 509 persons (among them 30 noble-
men, 156 owners of estates or merchants, 74 officials, and
38 soldiers). It was considered a sign of special leniency
that the sentences of death were commuted to other
punishments. But neither strictness nor leniency could
improve untenable conditions. Hardly had Pius VIII.
been laid in his grave when open revolution broke out in
the state of the Church itself.

But, however weak in its own home, even this short
reign chronicles triumphs in foreign politics. A few
weeks after the accession of Pius VIII. the emancipation
of Catholics in England, for which preparations had long
been made, became law (April, 182g9). Wellington’s Tory
ministry, in their desire to outdo the Whigs, carried the
emancipation through in a manner which did not stop
with satisfying the just demands of the times, but tore
down bulwarks indispensable for the protection of the
state. At the same time the defections to the Church of
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Rome, which had already begun, made increasingly rapid
progress among the upper ten thousand.

In the same year, 1829, the order of the Jesuits received
in the person of the Belgian Roothaan one of its most
capable generals. The Company had spread to such an
extent that assistants had to be given to the general for
the four provinces—France, Spain, Italy, and Germany.

In France, the well-wishers of the order had come to
consider its triumph assured for all time. The opposition
to the order had indeed grown so powerful during the
last period of Leo XII. that, in spite of the personal
antipathies of Charles X., it brought about the liberal
ministry of Martignac (1828). This ministry did attack
the root of the evil: by the ordinance of June 16, 1828, it
forbade the members of prohibited congregations to per-
form their offices in the smaller seminaries. But for this
very reason it had soon to yield to the intrigues of the
court. In its place the ministry of Polignac was called
(1829g), the very incarnation of clericalism. Its work was
the July ordinances of 1830." With these the bottom
was knocked out of the barrel: the July revolution was
effected with hardly any serious conflict, and the most
popular war-cry of the opposition was, ‘‘ A bas les
Jesuites.”

The fall of the friend of the Jesuits in France, Charles
X., however otherwise unwelcome, gave to the Papacy
an opportunity of showing itself as the guardian of legit-
imacy against the revolution. Charles had done more
service in the pope’s cause than anyone, and might
surely calculate upon the solidarity of conservative in-
terests so often appealed to by the Curia. But the pope
was by no means of that mind now. The papal policy

1 These ordinances of July 26, 1830, by which the elections recently held
were declared illegal, the electoral system changed so as to restrict the
suffrage to the rich landowners, and the publication of newspapers and

pamphlets without the royal consent was prohibited, were the immediate
cause of the revolution of 1830.
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did not for a moment hesitate to sacrifice the royal tool,
just as, by the concordat with Napoleon, it had sacrificed
the legitimate pre-Revolutionary bishops of France; just
as in after times it was to sacrifice the German bishops
who had compromised themselves in the papal interests.

Charles X. had been more papal than the pope himself.
Consalvi, in his time, had not concealed his personal con-
tempt for this prince, who was a blind devotee of the
system of the Restoration. In the programme which he
drew up for Leo XII. he said expressly that it would
cost the pope some effort to induce Louis XVIII. to
forget the journey of Pius VII. to Paris for the coronation
of Napoleon, but that the king’s brother (Charles X.) had
never heard of this journey, or had at least forgotten it.
But Pius VIII. did not even content himself with leaving
Charles X. in the lurch; shortly before his death he ex-
pressly made it the duty of the French clergy to subject
themselves without resistance to the new order of things,
to pray for the new ruler, and to show him fidelity and
obedience.

This relation of the Papacy to the July revolution in
France exhibits the connection, which we observe else-
where on a much larger scale, between the Papacy and
the revolutionary movements ' of this time. Lamennais

! The author’s contention that the Church of Rome has regularly sought
and obtained profit from revolutionary movements is confirmed by a com-
petent witness in regard to the recent riots in Milan. Dr. Nevin, rector
of St. Paul’'s Church, Rome, writes under date of July 7, 1898, in a com-
munication to The CAurchman, as follows : ** There is no doubt about it, that
the clerical authorities in North Italy, for some time since, did all in their
power to stir up sedition against the existing government. Any tools they
could find—socialistic or anarchical—they have been not slow to turn
against their country. And the country had a close call last May.” In the
same letter Dr, Nevin adds this interesting information: *‘‘ Within this
month six Roman priests have applied to me here to be received into the
Church as a refuge from the impossible evils of the Papacy, and I have little
doubt but that a movement for Catholic reform will soon arise in Rome
itself.”
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is again the storm-bird of the general revolution; he en-
joyed the blessing of Pius VIII. as well as that of Leo
XII. After his brilliant reception in Rome by Leo XII.
he had entered into the second phase of his activity.
His first beginning had been as the pupil of de Maistre
in the struggle against political revolution; now, in the
name of the Church, standing as it does above the state,
he had become himself the leader of the revolutionary
movement.

In the year 1829 appeared his work, Conmcerning the
Progress of the Revolution and of the War against the
Church. The subjection of the state to the infallible pope
was here preached, quite in accord with the bull, Unam
Sanctam, of Boniface VIII.' Gregory VII. was repre-
sented as the great patriarch of European liberty. But
the living pope as well had it in his power—so Lamennais
declared—to reduce this doctrine to a present fact and to
depose disobedient princes; for it is the Church alone
that defends liberty. The rapid spread of this work sur-
passed that of all his other writings. In the course of
the year 1829 four editions appeared in Belgium alone.

Immediately after the July revolution Lamennais
founded the Avenir. This journal soon found its chief
task in adding fuel to the insurrection in Belgium (1830).*
At the same time he laid down with masterly skill the
principles intended to regulate the clerical use of the

press, which through him became a factor in papal poli- -

tics. A ‘‘ general agency for the defence of religious

liberty ” was likewise founded by his associates, and

spread its ramifications over the whole of Europe.
Lamennais not long after experienced the same fate as

! 1302 A.D. : *‘Subesse Romano Pontifici, omni humang creaturz declar-
amus—omnino esse de necessitate salutis.”

? The most serious consequences of the French July revolution of 1830
were the revolutions in the United Netherlands (Holland and Belgium,
united by the Congress of Vienna) and in Poland.
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Charles X. As soon as he had done his duty he was
dismissed. But as long as Pius VIII. reigned, whatever
Lamennais did found favour with the Curia. The con-
stitution of Belgium, with its mixture of liberal and cleri-
cal phrases, bears the stamp of his thought. The leaders
of the revolution in Poland (1830), like Lamennais,
preached liberty in the sense of Gregory VII. O’Con-
nell, the leader of the repeal agitation in Ireland, with
all his oratorical gifts, was intellectually the pupil of
Lamennais.

The influence of the ideas represented by Lamennais
was very effective towards the increase of the papal
power. And this proves anew that the restored Papacy,
as well as the greatest of its predecessors,— Gregory 1.,
Nicholas 1., Gregory VII., and Innocent III.,—knew
well how to draw the vital ideas of the time into its
service. For Lamennais is to be understood only as the
incarnation of modern ideas. The last period of his life
proved unequivocally that to satisfy the longings and
strivings of the nations was the sacred object of his
endeavour.

The prudent use, however, which the Papacy made of
his ideas reveals to us only in part the Curia’s attitude
towards the revolutionary movements. To fully under-
stand this attitude, we must not confine our survey to
the ideal enthusiasm of Lamennais and his friends; we
must also take into view the more remote causes of the
revolution in each separate state.

To begin with Belgium: the events of the year 1830
throw light upon the nature of the liberty which the
clerical party there demanded. The complaints against
the ruling house of Orange were not different from those
which at the close of the last century had been made
against Joseph II. of Austria. The first grievance urged
in the pastoral letters of the bishops against the
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administration of the United Netherlands was that equal
rights were given to the various forms of worship; what,
above all, they demanded was the suppression of dis-
senters, by the restoration of the ancient prerogatives of
the hierarchy. In Belgium as well as in Austria under
Joseph, spiritual lust of power concealed itself behind
the mask of liberty.

We find the same abuse of liberty as a popular watch-
word in Poland and in Ireland. The constitution, which
Czar Alexander 1. had granted to the Polesin 18135," while
he denied it to the Russians, promised the healing of old
wounds, and held out the prospect of a better future to
the oppressed estates. The historian Gervinus, himself
a true liberal, recognises the first cause of the Polish
revolution in the fact that the improvements which had
been effected in the social condition made the demagogues
of the hierarchy anxious lest the people should gradually
become accustomed to the new order of things. Even
during the reign of Alexander I.the clergy and the nobility
had laid their mines for a violent outbreak. If Nicholas
(1825) drew the reins tighter, the reason lay in the extent
to which the revolutionary parties had gained ground.
It was not, however, until the revolution of 1830 to 1832
had done its work that the unhappy Poles lost all that
was left them of their bright prospects. But the word
liberty, in the mouth of Roman Polonism, retained in
these new struggles the same meaning it had in the

1 The new kingdom of Poland was created by the Congress of Vienna in
1815. Alexander I. of Russia, who was made king of Poland, maintained
the independent existence of the state of Poland, and the latter was joined
to Russia by mere personal union. The kingdom of Poland kept all its
institutions, its Roman Catholic Church, its schools conducted in the Polish
language, its currency, postal system, etc. ‘‘ At this period of absolutism
no other people of central Europe had as much political liberty as the
Poles” (Seignobos). Nevertheless agitation was immediately begun in
Poland aguainst the Russian government, ending in the insurrection and war
of 1830 to 1832. The defeat of the Poles was followed by the complete
wiping out of Polish independence and the Russification of Poland.
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past. It meant the annihilation of every other form of
belief.

In Ireland the course of events was no different. Catho-
lic emancipation had taken place a year before the July
revolution of 1830; and Catholic emancipation gave the
impulse to the movement for the repeal of the Union.
Not until after the emancipation did O’Connell find the
time ripe for his demagogic activity. So-called liberty
of conscience served in Ireland as well as elsewhere to
fan the flames of religious and race hatred.

It was mainly in the Roman Catholic countries, Bel-
gium, Poland, and Ireland, that the French July revolu-
tion of 1830 led to a violent overthrow. But the same
year witnessed for the first time—though even now only
sporadically—similar outbreaks upon Protestant ground.
The so-called revolutions in Switzerland do not come
under this category. But the temper of the spirits in
Germany presents a striking phenomenon, for in the dis-
turbances of 1830 we observe essentially the same tend-
encies which eighteen years later won a temporary
victory; and these tendencies brought forth new move-
ments and gave to the history of the times an entirely
new aspect, presenting a decided contrast to the entire
previous development of the reformed countries.

The reason of this contrast between the past and the
present demands impartial examination. But where else
can we look for this reason except in the prevailing spirit
of the Restoration period, in its diametrical opposition to
the ideals of the Reformation and to the principles of
the eighteenth century, and its disappointment of the
just expectations of the wars of liberation ?

The last word of the policy of Metternich was its inter-
national hatred of the Reformation. This policy was
transmitted to the other courts of Europe. Everywhere
national aspirations were forcibly suppressed in favour of



90 The Papacy in the roth Century

the arbitrary creations of diplomacy; all spiritual life was
equally suppressed in favour of a hierarchy which the
rulers forced upon the people. In short, we find again
the same principles active that had been victorious in the
counter-reformation of old.

Where there was such a heaping of inflammable ma-
terial, it was unavoidable that the sparks, borne with
lightning speed from France over the various countries,
should kindle a flame. The policy of the rulers was once
more successful in suppressing the political movement.
But the irritation of the popular mind found vent in
other spheres: in the poetry of ‘‘ young Germany,”’ in
the dissolution, by Strauss and Feuerbach, of the found-
ations of faith, in the undermining of the national au-
thority among the growing generation.

To this gradual impairment of the ethical foundations of
the national life are also to be traced the triumphs which
the Vatican won over the state in the revolutionary dis-
orders of the following times. But events were happen-
ing, under the inspiration of the anti-revolutionary spirit,
with its centre in the Curia, which even at this early date
paved the way still more directly for these triumphs.
Great importance belongs to the reign of Pius VIII. in
this respect, for it prepared the way for the first Prussian
ecclesiastical conflict and provided the means for stirring
up the population of the upper Rhine against the laws of
the state. Both these movements belong to the history
of German Catholicism. But the cause of both, which
lay in the policy of the Papacy itself, calls for our atten-
tion in connection with the reign of that pope who played
the chief part in the business.

The concessions which the Prussian state had made
when the concordat was passed—concessions which Pius
VII. characterised as mirifica—were accepted by the
Curia, but no concessions were made in return. The one
thing which the state required, in order to guarantee the
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equality of the churches, and which was quite rightly
placed at the head of the demands for an honest compact
between Church and State, equal matrimonial rights,
had been declared by the Curia and its henchman Niebuhr
to be inadmissible for discussion. The consequences
soon appeared. Not only did the Evangelical part of the
community find itself oppressed; the state itself, up to
its highest tribunal, was reduced ad adsurdum.

In order to appreciate the later conflict we must here
enter into some local details. The striking helplessness
of the state against clerical tactics appears very clearly in
the events previous to the negotiations with Pius VIII,
Cases had multiplied from year to year where Roman
Catholic clergymen, before the marriage between two
parties of different faith, exacted the promise that all
prospective issue without regard to sex should be trained
in the Roman Catholic faith, and professed themselves
unable to perform the marriage without this promise. In
vain had an order of the cabinet of 1825 insisted that the
demand of such a promise could not be permitted either
to the Evangelical or the Catholic clergy. In the two
following years violations of this principle of equality
only increased in number.

The following case, which can be substantiated by the
official papers of the Prussian ministry of public worship,
is one of the most singular. It happened in the little
town of Bocholt in the diocese of Mtnster. The Roman
clergyman in this place had refused to marry a Protestant
dyer and a Catholic woman without the aforesaid promise.
The law in Prussia orders that where the parents have
not otherwise decided, the children should follow the
faith of the father. The man sought to obtain from the
magistrates the relief which according to law they were
bound to give. Upon their advice, he went to the bishop
with a petition for relief. The bishop refused. There
followed a complaint, which through the several lower
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tribunals was taken before the president of the province
of the Rhine. He, unable to give relief, made a personal
report to the king. A communication from the cabinet
was issued to the president, destined for the eyes of the
bishop. The bishop took refuge behind the clergyman,
and the latter refused to yield. There followed renewed
correspondence between the president and the bishop,
again without result. Finally, the man was advised by
the state authorities to have his marriage performed by
the Protestant clergyman. Hedid so. Then the Catho-
lic priest refused the woman absolution. The husband’s
domestic tribulations now began, and in a few months he
declared that if he got no relief by the end of the year
he would give the promise and have the ceremony re-
peated according to the Catholic form. The priest was
then called upon to state his reasons for refusing absolu-
tion. He took refuge behind the sanctity of the confes-
sional. In the end, the president could only demand
that ‘‘ the priest should be called upon to declare under
oath that the Catholic wife was not excluded from the
Communion in consequence of the husband’s refusal to
give the promise, but for other causes connected with the
state of the woman'’s soul, which he as confessor was not
at liberty to divulge.”’

It was the natural consequence of the politics of the
Restoration and of the concordats that the state was
absolutely unable to protect the equality of the different
churches. Bunsen had succeeded Niebuhr as Prussian
ambassador in Rome. The latter’s view still prevailed,
according to which the bishops were to be ‘‘ kept in
order by the pope.”” The question of mixed marriages
was the critical one. Negotiations were carried on for
a year with Leo XII. He had given a verbal promise
and an understanding seemed almost reached, when Leo
died.
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Negotiations were resumed with Pius VIII. A propo-
sition was made by a number of cardinals to disallow
all mixed marriages without a papal dispensation: the
bishops were to insist upon the conversion of the non-
Catholic party before marriage; and the draft of an en-
cyclical in this sense was laid before the pope. This
proposition was not carried into effect, but the pope took
the opportunity of impressing upon the Prussian bishops
that ‘‘ the most certain dogma of our religion is that,
outside of the true Catholic faith, no one can be saved.”’

After long waiting for a decision of the vexed question,
the king of Prussia finally lost patience and declared that
if the papal court did not within six months adopt meas-
ures of relief, the matter would be settled by the au-
thorities of the state. Shortly before the end of this
time-limit there appeared the brief of Pius VIII. of March
25, 1830.

But what a masterpiece of Jesuitical tactics this brief
was, with its purposely ambiguous expressions, capable
of the most diverse interpretations! Under Archbishop
Spiegel of Cologne it was interpreted as allowing the
claims of the state; under his successor it was made to
mean the opposite. In later times the clerical press de-
clared that the brief never permitted a priest to celebrate
a mixed marriage,

The ambiguous contents of the brief only increased
the difficulties of the situation. King Frederick William
II1., not satisfied with its vagueness, long urged a change
of the brief. But its author, Cardinal Capellari, himself
succeeded to the papal throne as Gregory XVI. As
pope he insisted upon the literal reading of the brief, and
so he succeeded in bringing to an open rupture the con-
flict which had been long preparing and in inflicting the
first decided defeat upon the hated modern state which
claimed equal rights for all the churches.

We have to record also a measure taken in the short
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reign of Pius VIII., whose effect was to undermine the
loyal and peace-loving spirit of the Catholics of South
Germany. His predecessor had paralysed the influence
of Wessenberg by the dissolution of the see of Constance.
Still the South German governments preserved something
of Wessenberg’s spirit. They agreed (January 30, 1830)
that only a German, who had a record of particular ex-
cellence in the cure of souls and in the office of teaching,
should be made bishop, and that any bishop thus elected
was bound before consecration to render the oath of
allegiance to the head of the state. The papal brief of
Pius VIII. of June 30, 1830, condemned these ‘‘ erron-
eous doctrines,’’ and called upon the bishops to instruct
the faithful concerning the objectionable character of
these principles of the government.

On his death-bed Pius VIII. lamented that it had not
been possible for him to canonise Alfonso da Liguori.
But he did accomplish the erection of an opposition
patriarchate to the orthodox patriarchate of Constan-
tinople.




CHAPTER VII

THE REIGN OF GREGORY XVI. (1831-1846)

F we measure the advance of the modern Papacy along
the line of the three tendencies named at the close of
the first chapter, the reign of Gregory XVI. records the
most rapid progress. No other pope has taken his stand
in the same spirit of enmity against the demands and the
wants of our modern world; none has by his consistent
energy achieved so great triumphs in the struggle against
the inconsequence and the incapacity of the temporal
powers. At the same time, the process of corruption
and decay within the soil in which the Papacy itself is
rooted now reached its climax. In our review of these
events we begin where the reign of Gregory itself begins,
with the revolution against the papal authority which
broke out openly in the states of the Church.

Hardly anywhere was the French July revolution
greeted with so much joy as in the papal states, and
almost on the same day, the 2d of February, 1831, on
which Gregory was chosen pope, the long-smouldering
dissatisfaction broke out in the insurrection of Bologna.
The movement spread quickly through the other pro-
vinces and cities; and not only did native Carbonari take
part in it, but some came from foreign countries, as the
two sons of Queen Hortense, of whom the older perished
in the struggle; the younger (afterwards the 