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The last and MOST OTro0Ug treatment of the Janseniıst CONtroversSYy
the Capuchiıns of the Flandro-Belgıan Provıiınce W ds publıshed

1951/195 7 Dy Hıldebrand of ooglede ap The present artıcle,
4C consısts of [WO parts and 15 ase large selection of unedited OT

previously neglected documents, Hıldebrand’s methodology and
(some of h1s) conclusıions.

Ihe fırst shows that Hildebrand’s AaCCOUNT of the CONLrTOVeErSY
depends hıgh extfent the apologetic discourse that Was sed by OMC of
the partıes involved the CONLTOVeErSY and that 15 est ıllustrate: by the ( om-
pendiosa el historica enarratıio mMmiserrıml STALUS Prouinciae Flandro-Belgicae
fratrum iIinorum Capucınorum Dy Michael of Oudenbosch and Angelus of
Antwerp (1700) addıtıon, ıt 15 cshown that Dy usıng purely formal defin1-
tıon of Jansenism, Hıldebrand managed deny the ex1istence of c  real’
Jansenıist aMON£ hıs predecessors of the 1/th and 18th centurIies. etaıle‘
analysıs of SOTINIC works Dy Eugen1us of ruges 1680s) PTIOVCS that the UuUsec of
thıs purely Orma| definıtion has ead hıstorically untenable conclusıions.

The artıcle’s second part (whıch ıll aAaPDPCal in the ex{i 1ssue of thıs
Journal) ı11 examıne claım DYy Sılvester of Hasselt 1ın hıs eNATYTTad-

tionem compendiosam el historıcam responsio0 fidelis el SINCera (1700),
accordıng 1C Augustinus of Hertogenbosc and especlally Ful-
gentius of Maaseık WEIC the fırst propagate Jansen1ius’ teachıng wıthın
the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce. It 1Ss shown agaınst Hıldebrand that the antı-
Jansenist decree that W das issued Dy Provıncılal Patrıcıus of Hazebroek in
1668, had indeed een provoke Dy Fulgentius of Maaseık’s theologıca.
COUTSC al Antwerp durıng the S Just 1ke hıs iscıple
Eugen1us W as do in the S’ Fulgentius champıioned the doctrines
presented iın the Augustinus, the CONSCHUCNCE eing that Sılvester of
Hasselt and other antı-Jansenıists, who WETIC convınced that Jansen1i1us’
book W as rıghtly condemned Dy Innocent and Alexander VII, dıd ave

thank Ernest Persoons, 10on Van Houdt, Michel Van Meerbeeck and Anthony
Dupont for theıir COMMENXIS first draft of thıs artıcle In hat follows, the vol-
UuUmnes of the De Kapucıjnen INn de Nederlanden het prinsbisdom ulLk Dy Hıldebrand
of Hooglede (Antwerpen 1945-1956) wıll be referred al Hıldebrand L IL, HL eic
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Ser1ous theologıica (and nOoTt only personal polıtıcal) motives for UuSs-

ing hım of havıng een Jansenist heretic.

Introduction!

On August 1641, the Roman Inquıisıtion issued decree hıch
proh1bited Cornehus Jansenius’ Augustinus together ıth several Jesunt
theses agamst thıs work. ollowıng thıs decree, hıch W das not Cal-
ried Out the Spanısh LOw Countries,* Joannes Jansen1us, nephew of
Cornelus, collected through priıvate INqUIrY the estimonYy of PCI-
SOTIS favour of the work of hıs uncle. ® One of these testimonI1es Was
wriıtten by the Provıncıal of the emısh Capuchiıns Cass1ıanus of Geldern
1641- who claımed that the Aug2ustinus Canı W as lıt that
should 18(0)1 be cCovered ıth vessel, but put candlestick order
that CVECIYONC who entered miıght SCC the lıght (as it 1s sa1ld

For general synthesı1s of the Capuchın posıtıon towards Jansenıism, SCC JansentSs-
N exXICcon Capuccinum. Promptuarium historico-bibliographicum Ordinis fratrum
Mınorum Capuccinorum (1525-1 950) (Romae 195 789-790; elchıor Pobladura,
Hıstoria generalıs Ordinıs fratrum Mınorum Capuccinorum. Pars secunda (1 617Q761

(Bibliotheca Seraphico-Capuccina. Sectio historica 9, Romae 246-262; Pars
tertia (1 761- (Bıbliotheca Seraphico-Capuccina. Sectio hıstorica 10, Romae 195

557-561; arlını, Francesco Marıa C’asınl (1648-1719). Un restauraltore
dell’oratoria Italıana (Bıbliotheca Seraphico-Capuccina Z Roma 225-242;

Stella, Gl ordini relig10s1 ıl Z1ANSENISMO nell "Italıa del ”"Z00 AaSsSo del Cappuccinl,
In * IngegnerI, Cappuccini nell "Umbrıia Adel Settecento (Bıbliotheca Seraphico-Capuc-
CINna 8 C Roma 71-4  > For the Jansenist CONtroversy the Flandro-Belgian
Province, SCC Hıldebrand VI, 333556 (19513): Les Capucıns Belgique el ord
de Ia France. Synthese historique iUllustree (Anvers 2057

See Carreyre, Jansenisme, Dictionnalire de theologie catholique 8.1 (Parıs
218-5720 (esp Ceyssens, SOurCes relatives debuts du Jansenisme

el de 'antıjJansenisme. 1640-1643 (Bibliotheque de la Revue d’histoire ecclesiastique 3T
] ouvaın (on the decree of 1 August 641) and FMET7S (“ 169;
edıition of the decree); Het theologisch denken het Jansenisme. in
Algemene geschiedents der Nederlanden. Nıeuwe tiJd (Haarlem 418-438
(esp 423); OQue penser finalement de "histoire du Jansenisme el de antıjJansenisme

Revue d’hıstoire ecclestiastique (1993) 108-129 (esp 116); Cognet, Le
Jansenisme (Oue Sals-Je ? 960, Parıs 3 D} Lamberi1gts, Il 21ANSENISMO nel
Paesı Bassı mertidionalı nel XVIT secColo, Vaccaro, Stor1a religi0sa dı Belgio,
Olanda Lussemburgo. (Europa Rıcerche 67 Mılano 281-314 (esp. 290)

See Ceyssens, L’enquete officielle faite 1644 dans les dioceses des Pays-
Bas SUur le scandale CAUuUSse DUar [’«Augustinus » de Corneille Jansenius. La part qU Y
priırent les Franciscalns, Archiuum Franciscanum Hıstoricum (1950)
(esp H073 and 141-146); Les Capucins belges el l’enquete de 1644 SUr le Can-
Adale CAUSE Dar [’«Augustinus » de Corneıille Jansenius, Collectanea Francıscana
71 (1951) 186210 (esp 86-190)

See Hıldebrand VI, 559 (n05
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Nemo autem Iucernam accendens operıt A0 USOo Aaut Subtus lectum
ponıt, sed candelabrum ponıt, ul Intrantes uldeant [umen) and
oOse who ST1 remaıned outsıde might enter. Ihıs Can  e Cass]1anus
stated, had een lıt ıth the S of aın Augustine’s teaching:?

lel5 Cornelius Jansenltus, EpDISCODUS Iprens1s, In Augustino SUO, INn
QUO agıt de haeresı Pelagiana, de NALlurae InnOCent1S, lapsae,

reparalae, de liberi arbitrı nNAatlurda, de NULFLFICLS omnıum gratiae
diuinae uLribus, Iucernam accenderat NO proprIi0, sed LDSLIUS
theologorum omnıum magıistrı Augustint [umine; qul unde Iumen
hauserıit, Iuce meridiana clarıus est Vnde ure mer1ıto NE, p1L el qul
aequl uerıitatis aestimatores sSInCerique AaAmMmAalores Sunfl et Ilumen INn admı-
rabiılı Tlo Jansenıil clarıssıme uldent, anhelant, optanl, OYanl,
obsecrant Ul UCerna haec, amfeliciter indefesso labore ACCENSA, ”O  -

In abscondtto el sub modio DPONALUF, sed candelabrum, ul qul
hactenus NO  I InZressl, ingrediantur el Iumen uldeant. Hoc CQO Infra-
SCFIDtUS ODTO, anhelo, OTO, obsecro, qul aliud fateri NO  - DOSSUHM QUAM
doctrınam Cornellin Jansenıl AA doctrinam Augustinl; qUAE
SANCLLS orthodoxa, Caelestis, apostolica, euangelica, defaecatissima,
saluberrıma el indubitata abetur el habıta olimfl
Ihe decree of August 164  D W d followed arc 16472 Dy

the bull In eminentt, 1C WOU be publıshed In the Spanısh LOW
Countries 1651 Through thıs bull, Urbanus 111 onfırmed the
her of 1US and Gregory 111 agaınst Michael Balus (EX MNL-
hus afflictionibus 15067 and ProutLsLionls nOSsStIrae 15/91): the decrees
of 1611 and 1625 agaınst the publıcatıon wıthout the explhıcıt authorısa-
tıon of the Roman Inquıisıtion of works de Auxiliis, ASs ell Aas the decree
of 1641 1ıtıon, Jansenius’ Augustinus W as exphıcıtly condemned
for avıng caused candal because of ıts defence of several proposıI1tions
that had already een proh1bited Dy the earher agamınst Baius.’ In
1644, OTITICIa eNqUITY took place In several dioceses of the Spanısh
LO Countries concerning the candal the Augustinus had caused
accordıng 118 the bul]l.® Among the statements that W.CIC collected durıng

Compare Mt. Sal3z 4:21:; 11:33
See Ceyssens, Les Capucıins belges el l’enquete de 1644 In 189-190

(n D Hıldebrand V1, 340-341
See Carreyre, Janseniısme In 2 452 Ceyssens, premıere hulle CONILre

Jansenius. Sources relatives O7/} histoitre (1644-1655) 4-1 (Bıbliotheque
de U’Institut historique belge de Rome Y9, Bruxelles-Rome VI- Het theolo-
2LSCH denken In 423-426; Que penser finalement In 116-1 1 Cognet,
Le Jansenısme In 36-37; Lamberi1gts, Il 21ANSENLSMO In 290-291

See Ceyssens, L’enquete offictelle faite 1644 In DAasSsSımMm; Het theolo-
gisch denken n 425; OQue penser finalement In 118-119; Lamber1gts,
Il 21ANSENISMO In 20912092
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thıs eNqUITY, several WEeIC wrıtten by Cassıanus of Geldern and other
Capuchın ir1ars, mMost of them claımıng that the Augustinus contaıned
the doectrine of the bıshop of 1ppO and had noTt caused scandal_.? 1Ce
example of such testimonYy In favour of Jansenıius W ds wrıtten Dy
Marcellınus of Helmont, former Sacrae I heologiae lector and then
Guardıan of the cConvent al Kortrijk.** arcellinus claımed that, long

the Holy See dıd not decıde otherwiıse, he WOUu continue COIMN-
Ssıder the Augustinus en of erudıtion and orthodox thınkıng
that deserved be printe. gilded letters. tronger still, Jansenıius
hımself deserved the honour of being remembered through the erection
of statue. 1! S1X earlıer, letter of 1638, the SaJmnıle arcellınus,
who had en 1scıple of Fromondus, OIMIC of the posthumous edıtors
of the Augustinus, had already expressed hıs regreit al the ea of
Jansenıius ( May A4Ss ell hıs hope that Fromondus WOUu
succeed the latter ASs bıshop of YpIeS

It should be mentioned also that Cass]1]1anus of Geldern’s COIMN-
mıtment the of the Aug2ustinus W as noTt 1mıted hıs estimo-
1€e6Ss for the enquırıes of 1641 and 1644 According letter that W as
wrıtten Rome dSeptember 1643 by ANONYIMNOUS Oratorjan
prıest, Cass1ıanus had presented 400 approbationes of Jansen1i1us’ book

Cardınal Protector Anton1o Barberinı durıng h1s STay the Cıty af
the OCCasıon of the General Chapter of May 1643 !S

In spıte of thıs early Capuchın Support for Jansen1us, decree
W as 1ssued by Mıiınıster General Fortunatus of Cadore (1650-1656) and

See Ceyssens, Les Capucins belges el l’enquete de 1644 In DAasSıImM; Mar-
cellien el Heliodore de Barea face du Jansenisme, Collectanea Franciscana
(1957) 82-87; Hıldebrand NL 341-343

See Hıldebrand V‚ 265; V, 534 (a 20)
11 See Ceyssens, Les Capucins belges el l’enquete de 1644 In 206-207

(n XVI) Hıs omniıbus Consideratis el attent1is, GQUUAM diu aliud DEr Sedem Apostolt-
Cam O:  - declaretur, Censeo libhrum le Jansenil Eptscopl Iprensis, Intıtulatum
Augustinus, A Sa ODUS admirandum, elaboratissimum, doctissimum, DULSSIMUM, doc-
trınam coelestem qUde lamquam NOUAd [ux INn tenebris lucet; proinde E cedro
dignum, Aaurels tyDLS (ut 1ta loquor) mer1ıto mandandum; tale tandem E ODUS DFO
QUO Deo gratiae ınt agendae; el auctorı LDSL, Intultu Augustinl, INn aelernae IMemo-
1ae ONnUMenIuUuMmM STatluda sıt erigenda; fantum abest ul 1US memor1a DEr exhumatio-
”nenm COFDOFLS (ut SDarsum dicitur) Sı oblitteranda.

See Archiuum Capucinorum Belgıil 1 8733; Hıldebrand VI, 549 Marcel-
linus Bogaerts Vd.:  > Helmond (1594-1656), 1ın Neerlandia Francıscana (1919)85-923 (esp Hıldebrand, Miıscellanea. I1 (Leuven 1005-
1013 (esp 1011-1012).

See Ceyssens, Sources relatives AU.  S debuts du Jansenisme el de
l’antijansenisme In 537 (h* 532) Prouincialis Capuccinorum, ULr DeErqguameruditus, qul librum Jansenıil approbauit el quadringentorum religi0sorum approba-fiıones attulıt Belgio el Cardinalı Barberino exhibuit.
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hıs Definıtors General al the General Chapter of June 1650, in 1C
Capuchın frıars WEIC prohı1bited to hold eaCcC the doctrine of Janse-
1US  ? Augustinus‘  4 and thıs Out of respect for the constıitutions and
decrees of Urbanus 111 (the decree of 1641 and the bull In eminentt)
and oOse of hıs SUCCESSOT nnocent X15 Moreover, er nnocent
had promulgated DICW bull agaınst Jansenıius 31 Maı 1653 (Cum
occasione),}° In 1C he condemned five proposı1tions that WEOIC saıld

CADICSS Op1n10ns advocated Dy the Augustinus,  17 the Capuchın

See Analecta Ordints Mınorum Capuccinorum (1890) 3472-343 (n 117)
Vt reuerentiam el obedientiam Sedi Apostolicae INn omnı OCCurrentia profiteamur,
inhaerentes Constitutionibus et decretis Vrbanı VII fel Fec el SSml Domuini Innocen-
{17 mandamus nNOStFLS OmnlLDus, maxıme lectorıbus el ConcClonatoribus, Ul doctrinam
INn lıhro Jansenil Yprensis Eptscopl, CUlL titulus est Augustinus, traditam, Sede
Apostolica damnatam el CIrCUumMSCr1Lptam, fuerl docere NO  \ praesumanl ; qul
fecerint, praeter DOCHAS IN LDSLS cConstitutionibus Apostolicts inflictas, Z ınt Supert-
OTES, officLOo S3UO, S1 lectores, facultate legendit, S1 praedicatores, Concionandı potestate
priuentur, el alııLs pOoenLS subjaceant arbıtrio Superiorum infligendis. Datum Romae,
die Junıl 1650 Other editions of the decree Lettre d’un Capucın de Flandres
see 23] B anı Ceyssens, La premiere hulle CONnTtre Jansenius. SOurces
relatives O:  > hıstoire (1644-1655) I1 (1650-1655) (Bibliotheque de ’Institut histo-
rıque belge de Rome 1 E Bruxelles-Rome (n 8386) handwrıtten CODY
of the decree 15 Archiuum Capucinorum Belgil . 1288

Since de decree of Fortunatus of Cadore dates from 1650, it does NnOoTLt refer here
Innocent’s bull (um OCCAasSLONe (1653) However, Innocent confirmed hıs predeces-

SOr ’s agalnst the Augustinus several officıal documents that predate 1650
5ee; Carreyre, Jansenisme In 454; Ceyssens, La premiere hulle CON-
Ire Jansenius. In 193-199 (nOS 193-203) and 203-204 (n 208)

For OVEerVIEW of the facts leadıng the promulgatıon of Cum OCCasSlOoNe,
SCC Carreyre, Janseniısme In 2 9 474-476; Ceyssens, Het theologisch denken
In 426; Que eENSeEr finalement In 119-121; Cognet, Le Janseniısme
In 2] 48-61; Lamberı1gts, Il Z1ANSENISMO In 292-295

IT hat the proposı1t1ons CÄPITCSS Op1In10ns defended by the Augustinus, 15 claımed
by the words that OPCH and close the bull Cum OCCAaslone IMDFESSLONLS iOrt, CUL t1tu-
Ius Augustinus Cornelhn Jansennl, Ep1scop1 Yprensıs, Inter alias eJus opiniones Oria
fuerit, praesertim In Galis, Controuersia LD} quinque ıLlis, Non Intendentes
amen DEr hanc declarationem definitionem UD praedictis quinque propositionl-
hus factam approbare ullatenus alıas opiniones, GUAE Continentur In praedicto lıhro
Corneli Jansenıl eX' borrowed TOM Carolus du Plessıs d’Argentre, Collectio Judi-
Clorum de NOULS error1ıbus, qul ab INLILO duodecım! saeculı DOst Incarnationem Verbi,
d ad IN 133 INn Ecclesia proscript. unl notatiı. 111 |Lutetiae Parısıorum

261-262). For partıal edıtıon of Cum OCCaslone, SCC Denzinger,
Enchiridion symbolorum, definitionum el declarationum de rebus el el
(Freiburg iIm Breisgau-|[. ]-Wıen 2001°?) nS The claım of Cum OCCaslone
15 contested by Ceyssens, Oue penser finalement In 124 . LtOuf examınateur
SerleuxX l n ’auraıt fallu qu un quart d’heure PDOUI Convaılncre qUC la premlere PIO-
posıtion est entierement inauthent1ique, eft qUE L’attrıbution Jansenius est insoutenable
ei injuste, les quatre autres estant fort douteuses.’ Compare Iso Ceyssens,
L’authenticite des CING propositlions condamnees de Jansenius, Antoniıanum
(1980) 368-474 According other researchers, the fıve proposıI1t1ons the fırst,
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decree of 1650 W ds reaffirmed and enlarged ıth reference 18 Cum
OCCAasSLlONe al the General Chapter of June 1656 hıs 1919 decree,
which Was sıgned by Minıster General Sımplicı1anus of Mılan P

and hıs Definıtors eneral, prohı1bıited Capuchın frıars not only
adhere 18 the proposıitions that had een condemned by Innocent ME

but also 18 interpret them QULS propositiones dıcti Jansenil
fel re:  C Innocenti SI Papa LlANquam haereticas damnatas QUO-
modolibet NS NeC etiam interpretare SIC pPraesumant SIC

The latter specıfication probably eferred 118 the of SOTIIC
of Jansenius’ followers, who laımed that the fıve proposıtions COUuU
each ave dıfferent meanıngs and that the meanıngs condemned Dy
Cum OCCaslone dıd NOoTL reflect the eachıng of the Augustinus. hıs
Was the posıtıon of, others, Antoline Arnauld,'® whose teachıng
W dsSs explıcıtly condemned aft the VETIY end of the apuchın decree of
1656 SICuUt doctrinam Arnaldı el Arnaldistarum, ıtidem
damnatam ]19 Ihe Sallıc W as be condemned

October of the Samne YCal by Pope Alexander VII In the bull

which 15 the only that CCUTS (almos lıterally iın the Augustinus (tom DE ıb &E
CaD. 13 ell the other OUur all be interpreted that reflects the
teachings of Jansenius. These authors Iso claım that thıs W as the In which the
proposıtions WEeTITC condemned Dy Cum OCCaslone and later bulls Ssee, the detaıjled
analysıs of Carreyre, Jansenisme In 2 * 476-494 and the claıms of Kola-
kowskı1, God OWesSs nothing. Brief Remark Pascal’s Religion an the Spirıt
of Jansenism (Chicago-London both the and the esults
WeTC rıght in the matter-of-fact quest1ons: the 1ve proposı1it1ons quıte accurately
summed the of Augustinus; the Janseniısts WEeTiIC rıght in theır claım that
Augustinus W ds perfectly faıthful 1ts tıtle’); Lettier1, Il metodo della 2razla.
Pascal l’ermeneutica g1ansenıista dı Agostino (Roma 179: Rıchardt, Le
Jansenisme. De Jansenius la morl de Louts (Parıs 370

See Cognet, Le Jansenisme In l concluaıt qQUEC, S1 le Papc avaılt
Justement condamne les Cinqg proposı1tions SCI1IS heretique, SCI15 n etaıt  v nullement
celu1 de Jansenıius J Kolakowskı, God OWENS nothing In 17] 0-3  © For
the dıfferent poss1ıble meanıngs of the fıve proposıitions, SCC also Lettier1, l metodo
della 2razlia In A 179-187 (on the so-called Eerıit frOLS colonnes); Sellıer,
Ou est-ce GUE le Jansenisme (1640-1 In Port-Royal el la lıtterature. I1 Le
szecle de saınt Augustin, La Kochefoucauld, Mme de Lafayette, S5aCy, Racıne (Parıs

43-76 (esp
See Analecta Ordinis Minorum Capuccinorum (1891) 5051 (n” PF21X}

where the quotation of the decree of 1650 18 followed by the followıng sentences
Praedictum decretum mMmanatlum ef subscriptum ab Generalı: el Deffinitoribus
Capıtulı (seneralıs UANNO GU OÖ LDVYdG, Infrascripti Adm Generalis el Deffini-
Ores praesentis Capituli celehratı INn eodem I0Cc0O GUO UDTdU, dıie Junıl Aannı 7656
confirmarunt; addentes ulterius, QULS propositiones dicti Jansenıl fel F€

Innocentil SIC] Papa LANQqUaAM haereticas damnatas, quomodolibet uere SLC}
nNnec etiam interpretare SIC: Praesumanlt SIC SICUL d: doctrinam Arnaldı el
Arnaldıstarum, ıtıdem damnatam, sub pOoenIS, quibus Uld
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SACFAM, C iıntended safeguard the dec1sions of Cum OCCAasLiONne
agaınst SOTIIC INLQULIATLS ılıt, who laımed that the fıve proposıtions
COUu 187011 be OUuUnNn: in the Augustinus praedictas quinque )DO-
sıtiones, uel In lihro praedicto ejusdem Corneli Jansenıl NO  _ reperirt,
sed fictas DFO arbıtriıo COmpositas esse al eas had NOLt een
condemned in the intende: Dy Jansenıius (uel NO In ab
eodem intento damnatas SUisse)i” For thıs ITCasOoN, Alexander defined

SACFaMmM that the fıve proposıtions had notL only eecn extracted
firom the Augustinus, but had also een condemned in the
ntended by Jansen1ius: praeinsertam Innocentil praedecessoris nostrı
constitutionem, declarationem definitionem harum serLie confirma-
mMUS, approbamus INNOUAMUS, quinque ıllas propositiones
libro praememoratı Corneliä Jansenıl Episcopi Yprensis, CUl titulus:
ugustinus, eXxCerplas INn ab eodem Cornelio Intento damna-
[AS fulsse eclaramus definimus.  21 oth the apuchın decree of
1656 and the papa agaınst Jansen1ius do 18{011 SCCII ave een
proclaımed immediately in the CONVENTS of the Flandro-Belgıan TOV-
ince. For ate January/February 1658, Sımplicı1anus of Mılan STi1
had 118 insıst [WO etters Provıncılal Valentinus of L euven that the

and the decree had be proclaımed in all convents.??®
According to several SOUTCCS, SOTINC of hıch al be investigated

elow, the decrees issued at the General apters of 1650 and 1656
dıd not ave the intended effect, especlally noTt in the Flandro-Belgıan
Province.?  3 Durıing the second half of the 17th and the fırst half of the

Cum auiem‚ SICUL aCCepLImus, nonnullı INLQULtatLS fili praedictas quinque DFO-
posıtiones, uel In lıhbro praedicto ejusdem Corneli Jansenil NO  > reperirt, sed fictas
DFO arbıtrıo COmpositas ESISIE, uel NO  - INn ab eodem iIntento damnatas fuLlsse

agn (‚ 1U Chruısti fidelium scandalo LO  _ reformident, CX borrowed
from Carolus du Plessıs d’Argentre, Collectio Judiciorum In 658 281; COMMDATIC

Denzinger, Enchiridion In LA
21 ext borrowed TOmM Carolus du Plessis d’Argentre, Collectio Judiciorum

In IA 264 COMPDAIC Denzıinger, Enchiridion In L/ nS
See Archiuum Capucınorum Belgıil I’ 48523 (2 January 1658; regardıng the

papa: bulls): his praesentibus RPV. INLUNZIMUS ul OmnL diligentia sollicıtudıne
Tre In WW//  S Prouincıia doctriınam Jansentsticam totalıter ubique radıcıtus abscindı
nNeCi ab ullo directe uel indirecte SCFLpfLS aul uerbis, Sexu colloquiis tenerl, docer. aul
INSINUAFL permuilttat, aul ullo modo patıatur, bullasque ab Illustrissımo Domino Inter-
nuntio MLSSAS, Z NO  - adhuc publicauerit, QUAFM prımum publicarı SalaQal, lı ob
Ld alıqua conquerendi UNSa praebeatur; I’ 4855 (24 February 1658; regardıng the
decree): decretum quantocyus fult publicandum, ob dilata remedia ULFLLS
Jansenisticum fere malorem partem, el etiam nobilioribus relli210sL8, inficeret

Corrumperel; Hıldebrand VI, 451
23 IThe fırst decree W ds contested early March 1651 in the so-called

Lettre d’un Capucın de Flandres, pamphlet of (Archiuum Capucınorum
Belgıl 111, 3006 15 CODY of Parıs ıbl Nat 3731 |and NOL 53791F1) hıs letter,
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18Sth centurIies, Man emish apuchıns, includıng EeVvVecn SOTNC of theır
SuperI10rs, WCIC accused Dy fellow brothers of fostering Jansenıst SyIM-
pathıes and CVCN of spreadıng the ideas of the bıshop of pres July
1668, ese accusations ead the promulgatıon Dy the Provıncılal
Definitorium of decree that prohibited the teaching of several SUuS-

pected proposı1tions, includıng the fıve proposıtions condemned by
Innocent ell several proposıtions condemned in the bull Ex
OmMmNnNLDUS afflictionibus agaınst Michael Balus (a ecritical edıtiıon of thıs
decree d ell analysıs of ıts hıstorıical context ıll be offered
below in S85.1 and 5.3) Moreover, pse by the accusatıons, the
Roman authoriıties repeatedly intervened the governmen of the Flan-
dro-Belgıan Provınce, the most important of these interventions being
the promulgatıon by Minıster General Stephanus of Cesena of
enlarged version of the decree of 1668 (22 anuary 674) the visıta-
tions of the Provınce by the Austrıan Definıtor General Ildefonsus of
Carlshoven (June-September and the Ex-provıncıal of agon
Arsenıius of Fuentes (1686-1687),? the (unsuccessful) promulgatıon by
inıster General Bernardıinus of Arezzo of Molına’s VIEWS dıvıne

and predestinatıon (Z8 June 691),*° the imposed governmen of
Definıitor General Juvenalıs of onsberg (1695-1697),* the appoımt-
ment Dy the Roman authorıities of (part of) the Flemish Superlors irom

which W as extensively quoted in the Memoires SUr !’histoire ecclesiastique du
siecle of Godefro1 Hermant (ed. Gazıler, vol |Parıs 528-529)

and the Remontrance AU.  S Peres Jesuites, touchant ıbelle, qu’’ıls Onl fait COUFLF
dans Paris, eic of Antoıline Arnauld (December 1651; (Euvres de Messıre Antoine
Arnauld |Parıs 503-504), claımed that the decree of 1650 had NnOL been
1ssued Dy the General Chapter, but only by restricted of indıvıduals consı1ıst-
ing of Miınıster General ortunatus of Cadore and his Definıtors General. According

the aNONyYMOUS author, the decree nNnOoTt only repudıated Jansen1ius’ doctrines,
but also ıimplıed condemnatıon of the bıshop of Hıppo ın favour of Molinism.
Hıldebrand NL 348 rightly states that the aNONYMOUS Capuchın a(0)! have been

member of the Flandro-Belgian Provınce. According Wıllaert, Bıhliotheca
Janseniana Belgica. Annees&s (Namur-Parıs 208 (n” and

Ceyssens, Les progres de [’antijansenisme (AU.  o Pays-Bas (17-T6. in Jan-
SEeNLSILCA MINOFA. Vl (Malınes 5 E 106-107, it W as wriıtten Dy Gu1i1l-
laume Le ROoy, Jansenıiıst abbot of the Cistercian abbey of Haute-Fontaine and
acquaıntance of Antoıline rnauld and Piıerre Nıcole. h1ıs attrıbution Can already be
found in the 18th-century Vers1ions of Lou1s Morer1’s Le grand dictionnaire histo-
riıque O:g vol |Parıs 1/25 219)

See Hıldebrand VI, 356-358
See Hıldebrand VI, 379-3823 (Idefonsus of Carlshoven) and 39'/-412 (Arse-

NnıuUsS of Fuentes).
See Hıldebrand VI, 433.-434
See Hıldebrand VL S
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1695 onwards,“® the abolition by Clement AI of the discreti (28 August
7023 eic

Hildebrand’s 1e W of the Jansenist Controversy in the Flandro-
Belgıan Province

The mMoOst Oroug treatment of the Jansenıiıst CYI1ISIS wıthın the
Flandro-Belgıan Provınce Can be read in the 6th volume of De Kapu-
Cıjnen In de Nederlanden het prinsbisdom ulk by Hıldebrand of
Hooglede, archıvıst of the Flemıiısh apuchıns In the 1913-
1958.>0 synthesıs of thıs extensive treatment W as gıven Dy the Samne

author Les Capucıns Belgique et Uı ord de la France. oug
ese WeTiIC publıshed in respectively 1951 and 1957,°1 CIr inter-
pretatiıon of the CrISs1ISs 15 Sal authoritative.”?

In Hıldebrand’s aCcCcount, the words ‘ Jansen1ist’ and ° Janse-
15mM  ? refer SOTINCOIIC o/a mMmovemen that efused 118 condemn
the fıve proposıtions prohıbıted Dy C um OCCasıloNne. ıll Usc the
terms mostly LO refer SOTITNCONMNC o/a MOovemen! that claımed that
Jansen1ı1us’ Augustinus adequately presented Saılnt Augustine s
purely atholıc eachıng dıviıne and predestinatıon. Only
VEeEI y few people could be called ‘ Jansen1st’ In Hıldebrand’s E
but there exısted Man Yy of the second Lype, CeVCMN ıf the latter WOU
ave preferred 18 be called ‘Augustinians’ rather than ° Jansenists’.
For the terms ‘ Jansenist’ and ‘ Jansen1sm)’ properly belong LO antı-
Jansenıiıst discourse rather than the self-presentation of Jansenıius’

See Hıldebrand’s extremely complex chapters 7 (vol \ 42 7-512).
See Hıldebrand VI, 456-458 Ihe discreti WCIC reintroduced by Minıister

General Michael Angelus of Ragusa in ‚WW (PP 524-526). At the end of the above
synthesı1s, it should be mentioned that Capuchın 15 mentioned in the lıst of INECIN-
bers of the Secret Soclety for the accusatıon of Jansenism that W ds founded al IL ouvaın
around 1680 Ihıs soclety counted, however, INa 1T1ars Minor amongst ıts INCIN-
bers See Ceyssens, Een geheim genootschap fer bestrijJding Va  N het Jansenisme In
Belgie, in 1d., Jansenıtstica. Studien In verband mel de geschiedents Vd.:  \ het Janse-
nısme. (Mechelen 343-39 / (esp 363-366).

Hıldebrand of Hooglede W ds the rel1g10us 1aimnec of Julhius Raes. See
Iytgat, Raes, Julius, Nationaal biografisch woordenboek. VII (Brussel

775:780
31 See

Compare the cCommentary by Marıano da Alatrı Phılıppus Fiırenze, Itınera
Ministriı Generalıis Bernardıini ab Arezzo (1691-1698) {IL Per Flandrıam ef Ger-
MAanLlam. In Iucem edidıt Marıanus ab Alatrı (Monumenta historica Ordints Mınorum
Capuccinorum 1 E} Romae 49 /9; Tirelıren, Antwerpen de Kapu-
Cijnen (Herentals 44-4  Un



164

advocates . 5o, when ıll agaınst Hıldebrand that the
Flemish Capuchıns dıd Jansenists amongst theır number, INcan
that SOTNC of them champı10ned the doctrines presented in the
Aug2ustinus and that, by ONSCYUCHNCC, theır antı-Jansenist fellow
rothers, who WeIC convınced that the Augustinus W as rıghtly CON-
demned Dy Innocent and Alexander VIIL, dıd ave theologıca.
(and noTt only personal polıtical) motives for accusıng them of
eıng Jansenıiıst heretics.

Hıldebrand SKeiche pıcture of Provınce that W ads hıghly
dıyıded by CONLTOVETISY in which paradoxı1ically theologıca and
moral cConvıctlions only played margınal role. Accordıing the Cap-
uchın scholar, hıs predecessors of the 1 /th and 18th centurlies
counted Janseniısts amongst theır number. Hıs maın argumen COIMN-
sısted In the thesıs that all Flemiıish Capuchiıns condemned the fıve
proposıtions ascrıbed (8 the Augustinus by Innocent and Alexander
VIL, combıned ıth statement by Innocent XII In breve of Febru-
ar y 1694, which prohı1bıited stiıgmatızıng Janseniıst an yONC who
condemned the fıve propositions: *  4

‘Un romaın de 1694 aitlırme JUC qU1COoNqUe rejette CCS propos1-
tions peut Pas etre aCCUSsSEe de Jansenisme. De meme celu1ı quı prete
le serment prescrit le Papc Alexandre VIIL, COTININEC le font {OUsSs les
Capucıns, peut plus etre suspecte. S1 pren COTMINIMNMNEC crıtere
le rejet des propositions condamnees, iTrouve che7z7 les Capucıns

See Kolakowskı, God WwWes nothing In 17] and DAaSSıIM; Selher,
Ou est-ce qU€ le Jansenisme (1640-1 In 18| 54271

Hıldebrand refers the following words of the breve of February 694
Ouare pPraeCIpImus Ul quemadmodum I1 qul ad jJuramentum adigendi SUNL, Ullud DFdade-
SIare debent SInCere absque ulla distinctione, restrictione SCH exposıitione, damnando
eas proposiıtiones libro Jansenil eXCerplas In obuio, GUEM ıpsamet proposi-
ftiLonum uerba DFae ferunt, SECNSUM ıllum damnarunt Summı Pontifices,
praedecessores nostrIi, damnatumque haberi uoluerunt Chriısti fidelibus, Ita DEr
Fraternitates Vestras ab I1LS qul formulario praescripto subscribent Juramentum
praestabunt, praeter formulam LıDSam tradıtam uerbaque In Constitutione Apostolica
praescripta quidquid alıud uel mınımum declarationis, interpretationis, ault explica-
fLONLS, uerbo uel SCF1Lpt0, HON exigatur, Demuüum ad extinguenda theologorum
Jampridem iInter DEAYS excCıtata dissidia, Fraternitatihus Vestris, quanium In Domino
S,praesentibus NOSEIFLS mandatis INJUNZIMUS ulla ratione UU S
iısta AaACCuSsaltlione INULdLOSO nOomMINe Jansenismi traducı aul nuncuparı SINatLS, LL
DF1US SuspecCtium AA SS legitime Constiterıit aliıquam hiLs propositionibus doculsse aul
fenNulSSe, CX borrowed TOM (Euvres de Messıiıre Antoine Arnauld |Parıs

363-364). For LLIOTEC information the breve, hıch interests here onlyfor the UsSec Hıldebrand has made of 1t, ö Ceyssens, Innocent XII el le Jansenisme,1n: Antonıanum (1992) 39-66 (esp L’accueıl des documents
FOMAaLNS relatifs formulaire malınois (1694), in Augustiniana (1995) DA
283 (esp. 248-251).
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belges qu ’un seul Janseniste authentique, le Joseph 18910)  - dans
SO  —_ Namur LAAS 235

By of and purely formal definıtion of Jansen-
ist SOMINCONC who 0O€es not reject the fıve proposıI1tions call thıs

purely formal definıtion, SsInce it 0€Ss NOL take into aCCOUnNnLT the
meanıng which the proposıIıtions WeTC rejecte: Dy indıvıdual Capu-
chıns Hıldebrand W as able exclude from the number of the Jansen-
ists al] Capuchıns who condemned the fıve proposıtions, e VC those
who took the defence of the Augustinus Dy claımıng eıther that the
proposıtions WeTC nNnOoLt present In Jansen1ius’ work that eIr COIMN-

emne: meanıng dıd not correspond 1ıth the bıshop's Augustinıan
and al eas theır 1e W purely atholıc VIEWS dıvyıne STACC
and predestinatıon. We 311 SCC below that the Flemısh Capuchıiıns dıd
COUN! such advocates of Jansenıius amongst theır number. Ihe most
famous of them W as Eugen1us of ruges (1634-1692), wh' accordıng

Hıldebrand’s OW extensive description Was adıcal of
the esunts ıth strong sympathıes for the bıshop of Yopres. e_
TAan! dıd not consıder Eugen1us Jansenıiıst for the sole 1Cason that

al eas accordıng the archivist”” Eugen1us dıd not aCCcept the
fıve proposıt1ons. Even the fact that Eugen1us took the defence of
Jansenıius by claımıng that the condemnatıon of the fıve proposı1tions
dıd not affect the doctrines contaıned the Augustinus, dıd not
hım into Jansenıist: ‘Le trop fameux trıbun Eugene de ruges,
homme desequıilıbre, ennem1 des Jesuites, n ’etaıt fond pas Janse-
nıste. rejetalt les proposıt1ions condamnees, ma1ls pretendaıt UUC Jan-

38Senıus n ’avaıt Jamaıs ense1gne GCeGs theorles.

See Hıldebrand, Les Capucıns In 45247 Compare Hıldebrand L
E DA In 6CIM Romeıinse tekst Februarı 694 zegtl 1991591 uitdrukkelijk, dat

n]ıemand VOOI Jansenist InNas worden gescholden, h1] deze V1]f proposıtlies VCI-

werpL. Op Z Aprıl 706 het Clemens X{ 4an de Internuntius Grimaldı
wetlien, dat al w1e de eed Väd\  - Alexander VII aflegde, nıet meer Van Jansen1ı1sme
mocht worden verdacht. Alle Kapuc1ıjnen blı), aldus hun rechtgeloviıghe1id
OSCH belıjden. Als 991591 I70 goed VOOITI OSCH houdt, wailt INeN eigenlıjk onder
Jansenısme moOoet verstaan, dan vindt INCMN D1J de W alen een aanhanger Van, nl
Joseph Vanlnl Aat B1] de Vlamıngen W ds>s SCcCH enkele.’ For Joseph of Ath, SC

Hıldebrand VI, 526-528
See Hıdebrand VI, 413-426
For thıs restriction, SCcC S3 of thıs artıcle
See Hıldebrand, Les Capucıns In Compare Hıldebrand VI, 337

zeilfs de beruchte Eugen1us Väall <18> SCCIH Jansenist geweesl. De Leu-
leraar bewonderde hi] wel, Doch noo1t heeft IN hem verweien dat h1] de

V1jf proposıities aanvaardde VOOT e1igen rekening Uıt Z1In schrıften bleek eerder
het tegenovergestelde. Hı) verwlerp deze stellingen, doch W ds overtu1gd, dat
Jansenius noo1t had geleerd.’
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In the exti paragraph, ıll readjust Hıldebrand’s characterıiza-
tıon of Eugen1us ASs SOTINCOMIC who rejecte the fıve proposıtions. Ihe
words Just quoted INay suffice, however, iıllustrate how Hıldebrand
managed deny the influence of Jansen1ısm the theologıca. thınk-
ıng of hıs 1 740 and 1 8&th-century predecessors by INCanls of rather

and purely orma definıtion of Jansen1sm (being Janseniıst
noTt condemnıng the five proposıtions). Moreover, Hıldebrand enie
that the ngorist sStance that Man Yy Capuchıns took moral 1SSUeS, Was

token of Jansenıst influence. According {O hım, ıt sSımply Was
natural reaction agamlnst laxıst doctrines promote: by Jesuıts and other
theologıans

"Le Jansenisme devınt etat 3  äme, une tendance generale dans les
conceptions el la anlere agır de CS adeptes. Theoriquement, CCUX-
CI montraljent tres everes eft pretendalent reagır cContre la morale des
Jesultes ei autres theologiens laxıstes. Plusıieurs Capucıns manı-
festerent egalement de L’aversion POUT l’ıllustre ompagnıe 1{1 etaıt
d’aılleurs inevıtable, que plus d’un rel1g1euxX (subissant Inconsclem-
ment “influence du miılıeu, LtOut impregne de la funeste ans
leque]l 1} V1vaıt), alt professe des OpIn10Ns MSqUEES. B
How explaın then the taken Dy the Roman authorI1-

t1es, ıf the Flemish apuchıns dıd noTt an y Jansenıst amongst
theır number? Hıldebrand’’s answWerTrT 18 thıs question Was plaın and
sımple

Des tendances dangereuses manıfesterent parfo1s; mals le plus
gran mal fut Cause l’actıvıte nefaste de quelques relıg1euxX ambı-
t1eUX, Inquisiteurs Samnls mandat Les plus notolres furent

deb le ulgence de Nıeuport el plus tard SOM homonyme de
Bruzxelles. nduıts par de continuelles intrıgues, les SUuper1-
CUTS majJeurs Rome Crurenti de Onne fo1 la proviınce infectee,
sauftf leurs correspondants Ooccasıonnels, A
oth Fulgentn mentioned thıs quotation occupled ımportant

posıtions wıthıin the Flandro-Belg1an Provınce urıng the second half

See Hıldebrand, Les Capucins In 4 7-48 Compare Hıldebrand X338
See Hıldebrand, Les Capucins In Compare Hıldebrand N4 3236

‘Kr Warcen dıe verdachte stellingen voorhielden, beginnen met Augustinus's-Hertogenbosch. Anderen, vooral Fulgentius Nıeuwpoort Z1InN naamgenO00!Brussel, hebben NO veel meer kwaad gestookt door hun Ooverdreven ketterjJager]1],dıie overal dwalıngen mi1istoestanden meende 1eNn Ze hebben veel vijandschapde Provıncıe ontketend; door hun Onverantwoorde aanklachten Rome maat-
regelen verkregen, dıe oneındig veel kwaad hebben gedaan dıie enkele eerzuchtigeelementen Gn welgekomen gelegenheid VCN, ıch werken.
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of the 17/th century and al the beginnıng of the 18th The most 1mpor-
tant for present argumen 1Ss Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort (ca 1628-

wh' had een Sacrae Theologiae lector in en (1666-1668)
and Brussels (1668-1669)*' before becomıng Provıncılal DefTfinıtor in
the 4-1687 .44 Several documents ave een preserved in
10 Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort trıed Convınce hıs Roman uperI1-
OTS of the fact that the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce had een infected by
the of Jansen1ısm, the most ımportant eing long and etaıle
1st of accusations 1C he compiled in 1685 and 1recte agaınst
GE Flemısh fellow brothers,“* includıng promiınent f1gures such
Joannes of Landen (Provıncıal in and 1681-1684)** and
Michael of Oudenbosch (Provıncıal ine and
1690- S The lıst, which 11l be eferred eI0W FN,46 also
ncluded several Iragments Laurentius Neesen, president of the
archepiscopal semıinary al echeljen and author of several theologıical
andbooks, which WCIC sed Dy SOINNC Capuchın lectores for the PICD-
aratıon of eIr theologıca dictata.“*' Fulgentius’ extensive lıst, of

41 See Hıldebrand VIIL, 305 (n”9 VUIl, 534 n 41)
See Hıldebrand VL 561-562 (nOS 9-5 Fulgentius of Brussels D-
W as Provıncıal Definıitor the YCaIss and Provıncıal
rSee Hıldebrand VI, 5672 (n05 62-64 VIUIL, 303 (n”

473 Aegı1dıus of Antwerp, Alexander of Ghent, Andreas of Peer, Angelus of Ant-
WCID, Augustinus of Geldern, Augustinus of Hertogenbosch, Basıllanus of Bruges,
Bonaventura of Brussels, Bonaventura of Geraardsbergen, Domuinicus of Ghent,
Fugen1us of Bruges, Felıx of Bergues, Fidelıs of Maastrıcht, Francıscus of Bruges,
Francıiscus of Weert, Fulgentius of Maaseık, Hubertus of Sınt-Trulden, Joannes of
Landen, Juniperus of Dendermonde, iıchael of Oudenbosch, Norbertus of Bree. Nor-
bertus of Hasselt, Reginaldus of Oudenaarde, Serenus of Brussels, Serenus of Sint-
Iruiden.

See Hıldebrand VI, 561-562 (n05 50-51 and F CapD I1 (De dttri-
tione el cContrıtione confessione), nS 31-32; (De pontifice), 77
In mater1a decretorum hbullarum ecCNonNn Bal] Jansent]),

See Hıldebrand VE 5061-567) (nOS 52-53, and 9-6' F CaD I1 (De
attrıtiıone el Contriıtione confessione), 2 E (In mater1a decretorum hul-
larum eCANOoNn Bat] Jansent]), 1 VI (De ueneratione SanCcCLorum
ımagınum), 1  > VII (In mater1a indulgentiarum),

For Fulgentius author of uu and of this document. For the
date of SCC Hıldebrand VI, 389-391, accordıng whom Fulgentius compıuled
the document, in order present it at the General Chapter of 1685

For Laurentius Neesen and hıst of hıs theologıcal handbooks, S w Amann,
Neesen Laurent, Dıiıctionnaltre de theologie catholique 9.1 (Parıs 60-62
For the uUsec of Neesen by Capuchin lectores, SCC Hıldebrand VI, 368, S72 379
and 387 Ihe Mle G 241 $2 Prou Flandro-Belgica. De Jansentsmo: propositiones
edoctae/proulsiones Superiorum. in the Roman Archiuum Generale
OF MCap. contaılns several documents agaınst Neesen that wıll play further role

the present artıcle
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hıch ONC CODY has een preserved in the Roman Archiuum Generale
O.F.M.Cap. ( ZZAÄDZ Prou. Flandro-Belgica. De Jansentsmo: DFO-
positiones edoctae/proulsiones Superiorum. / E presented in
e1g thematıc chapters the SUSPIC10US doctrines and proposıitions
IC each of the accused indıvıduals W das saıld ave sustained:

In mater1a de gratia el libero arbıtrio (35 Iragm.);I1 De charitate el relatione ODEFUM IN Deum (17 iragm.);
{17 De attrıtiıone el Contrıtione confessione (5O fragm.);

De Summo Pontifice (20 fragm.);
In mater1a decretorum bullarum ecCcNonNn Bal] Jansent]
(19 fragm.);
De ueneratiıone SANCLIOrUM ımagınum (12 fragm.);VII In mater1a indulgentiarum (2 Tagm.);

008 In mater1a LenOorantıae el probabilitatis (8 fragm.)
ince Fulgentius’ hıst of aCccusat]ıons dıd not fıt in ıth hıs apol-

ogetic framework, Hıldebrand strongly mınımızed the relevance of the
document by stressing that it only mentioned 75 ola of
600, that the proposıtions ascribed indıvıdual apuchıns had een
quoted Ouf of theıir or1ıginal context, and that SOTINC doctrines hınted al
WEIC part of general spirıtual clımate and not ypıcal of Jansenısm,
eic

Hıldebrand W ds 181011 the fırst present the above version of the
Jansenist CONLTOVeTrSY wıthın the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce. According
LO eichı10r of Pobladura in hıis Hıstor1ia generalıs Ordinıis fratrum
inorum Capuccinorum (1948) Man Flemish Capuchıins had een
accused of adhering the eachıng of Jansen1us, but only ON of them
COU be considered Jansenıist, VIZ. Eugen1us of Bruges.“” Followıng
the authorıty of the Epıitome historica by the Capuchın scholar Hıero-
theus of Koblenz (1750) eiIch10T of Pobladura sımply laımed that
all er accusatıons had een false cConfuso HAMQUE ltempore mal
INNOCENS CUM nNOCenle confundi.”” More ımportan for the present

48 See Hıldebrand VL 390
See Melchilor Pobladura, Historia generalıs Ordinıts fratrum Mınorum Capuc-

CInOorum. Pars secunda (1619-176J1) 11 In 254
See Hierotheus Confluentinus, Epıtome Hiıstorica, In ab aANNO 1208 d:

ad IUMÜ. 1525 vres Franciscanae generatim, deıin erı solae Mınorum Capucinorum
d ad nn 1JAH: In serlie chronologica positae fideliter repraesentantur
(Heıdelbergae 456 Aduertendum amen In lempestate am saecCularıbus
cClerıicLs qQU aM regularıum Institutorum alumnis, eti.am Belgicis NOSEIFLS confratrıbus,
affluxisse 1d malı quod 1rı Caeteroquin CONSCLeENtLOSL timoratı ANLIMLS flemere
quandoque praeclipitanter Ceu Jansenistae fuerint traducti, proclamatti, denuntiati,
quın el praeualente maleuolentia uel malıtia 'ULS praebendis, ab officiis, gradibusque



TIHE HA IHE JANSENIS T CO  N 169

argumen AT SOTINIC exXxis by which Flemish Capuchiıns of the ate 1 /th
and early 18th centurles trıed CONvVınce the General authorıties In
Rome that theır interventions In Flemiısh affaırs WeTEC un]justified, SInce
the Provınce had een inifecte: bDy the of Jansenısm.
According to these ex(s, the real problem W ds>s nNnOTLt the of
heretic frıars amongst CIr number such frıars sımply dıd not exI1ist
but the blınd fanatıcısm of wıtch hunters such Fulgentius of Nieuw-
poort The best example of such document 1S the so-called Compendiosa
el historica enarratio miserrım. SLTALUS Prouinclae Flandro-Belgicae
fratrum Inorum Capucinorum, that W as presented by Michael of
Oudenbosch (Provıncıa. in 1678- 68 v 1684- 687 and 1690- 695)>'
and Angelus of werp (Provıncıal Definıtor In 1692- the
Brussels Internunc10 Gilovannı Battısta Bussı August 1700.° 'Thıs
document, of 1C [WO coples ave een preserved in the Archiuum
Generale O.F.M.Cap. (G 22152 Prou. Flandro-Belgica. De Jansen-
1ISMO* IIM.Y el II ad Sedem /02) and ONC in the
Provıncıal archıves al Luzern, contaıns already MmMoOost elements of
Hıldebrand’s acCcount of the Janseniıst CONLTOVeTSY. few quotations,
taken from the document’s beginning and edıted the basıs of the
first CODY preserved In the above mentioned fıle of the Archiuum (rJen-
erale OF MCaD MaYy suffice thıs

In Prouincia NOSIra Flandro-Belgica Jam multis ANNLS quaedam [ur-
bae exC1ıtatae fuere quodam Fulgentio Neoportano I heologiae
lectore, dum alıum lectorem ftaxauıt de doctrina NO Uu”ınd Verum
Superiores nostrı diuersis temporibus existentes, OmMnL diligentia DOS-
szbılı 1ta, NL UNCGQUAM Jure damnandum InuenıLre potuerunl,
quod etiam duo ( OMMLSSAFIL Generales, propter doctrinam
MILSSL, DOS iligens examen) clare declararunt. Primus
Ildephonsus AustrLiaCcus, Definitor Generalis el Exproutnclalis Austr1iae,
declarauit nullam damnatam doctrinam In Prouincıia reper1isse
Secundus Arsenlius Fontibus, Hiıspanus, dixit In pleno apıitulo,

ımpenderat tredecım enses audiendis fratribus el omnıiıbus
In partıcuları examiınandıs, Omnı1a A< problematica de quibus Prouin-
C1a taxabatur Ouibus NO  - obstantibus, CH Bernardinus ab

dejJecti; CONfuSO HUAMQUE lempore amalt INNOCENS CU| nNOCenle confundiı Compare Iso
Melchior Pobladura, Cappuccini, Dizionarıo egli Lstitutl dı perfezione (Roma

263252 (esp 229-230).
51 See

See Hıldebrand VI, 562 n VIIL, 65-66 (n” 346)
53 For the hıstorical Confext of thıs document, SCe Hıldebrand V, 452-454

have NOL checked the Luzern CODY (mentioned Dy Hıldebrand VI, 453 2
partıal edıition of the document Cd  — be found in Phılıppus Fiırenze, Itinera

Ministri (reneralıs Bernardıini ab Arezzo - In 32|] 394-401
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Aretio a0 7169J] foret IN Minıstrum Generalem Ordinıs nostrı electus,
Un CU. Definitione (Greneralı fecit decretum alıquod In QUO Prouin-
Clae nOSIrae prescribitur doctrina OMNINO Contrarıa lı qQUUAM SEMDEF
professa fuerat, el adımıtur Prouinciae lıhbertas Constituendı lectores.

el INn decreto Continetur doctrina plane Molinistica
quod decretum, w ad Sacram Congregationem delatum A ab

SUDDPTFESSUHH el fult el deleri Curault registro Ordints
nostrIi, el Consequenter FeuoCcCalum Reu." Generalı antequam fuerit
IN Prouincıa nOSLIra promulgatum hinc orıginem sumpsit OMNE

malum, sub QUO qu AUNC gemit el Jacet Prouincıa nOstiIra
(: 1I*)
urnıng the problem of the fıve proposıiıt1ions, OIIC fınds that

also In thıs respect Hıldebrand fell back the apologetic discourse
of SOTNC 1/{ and 1 8&th-century predecessors, who deduced the TOV-
iInce’s purıty In matters of doctrine from the sımple fact that
condemned the 1ve proposıtions. An ımportan example of thıs pOSI1-
ti1ıon 1S AaNONYMOUS pamphlet that W ds wrıtten 13 Maı 1687 Dy
confıdant of the then Provıncıal Michael of Oudenbosch, the maın
author of the Just quoted Compendiosa el historica enarratıo of 1700.°
Ihe pamphlet, entitled Admodum Reuerendtis In Christo Patrıbus,
Minıstro Prouinclalı, Definitoribus, Guardıanis, Magıstris nOULtLOFruUM,
lectoribus CaeterLs de Ordine fratrum iInorum Capucınorum
Prouinciae Flandro-Belgicae relig10S1S, almed 18 anıswer the question

why the Roman Superl0rs had sent Ildefonsus of Carlshoven
(1682) and Arsenıius of Fuentes (1686-1687) Commiss1ioners Gen-
eral 18 Flanders ° Since all members of the Provınce WGr orthodox,
the ANONYIMNOUS author COU. thınk of er 1CasON than the false
aCCcusatıons that had een auncnhe Dy Fulgentius of Nieuwpoort
agalnst Superl10rs, Guardıans, lecturers and preachers.?” In order 18

I have consulted CODY preserved the Maurıts Sabbebibliotheek
ın Louvaın. Hıldebrand VI, 407-408 ment1ons the document, but dates it In m1d-
686 According the AN'  IM} author INa Yy have been Eugen1us of Bruges

Regıinaldus of Oudenaarde.
For the Visıtatlions of Ildefonsus of Carlshoven and Arsenıius of Fuentes, DA

See OQuod NUS ermanıa ab alıquot Aannls alter modo Hispanlta
COommtssarıius Generalis In Belgium MLSSL fuerint, qul de UMestra doctrina fide
Inquirerent, OFrunft obstupuerunt NO  > intelligentes unde UHestra fides, QUAM
integram ıntemeratamque AUNANY < hactenus existımarunlt, In aliquam SUSPICLONEM uenerı1t.

Inde nala liıhbıdo sCLiendl GQUAE UNLUS alterius hujusmodi extraordinariae ( ommLls-
SLONLS subsıt: In UHONAM es Hestra deficere insımuletur qul ınt qul UOS
ACCUSAN. penitius inquirentes tandem intelleximus FaAUeES In UO.  D Instiıtutas E
aAaCCusationes: quod apud uUOS nulla amplıus ulrtus chrıstiana; nulla regularıs
dıscıplına ulgeat; sed praeualeat Iraus, potentı1a, ul1s &C Quod OINNECS Superlores,
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thıs, he quoted letter of Fulgentius Definıitor General CCaro-
lus of Macerata (9 February 684)° ell letter of the antı-
Jansenıiıst Frans Van de Venne to Fulgentius (14 Aprıl 684).”?
IThe atter’s allegatıons WEeIC alse, the aAaNONYMOUS author contended,
for al] Flemish apuchıns had condemned the fıve proposıtions and
had always remaıned faıthful 18 the INCONCUSSA sanctı Augustint dog-
Mala

Nostiıs quid sıt macula sta Jansenistica; nNnOStLS quod nomıiıne intel-
1gatur haeretica quinque propositionum doctrind, QUUAM NO modo
Apostolica edes, sed foftla Ecclesia Jure mer1ıto damnauıt dam-
nalt. nNOStLS quid discriminlis sıt inter CAd: doctrinam, SC potius hae-
resin, IncConcussa Sanctı Augustinı dogmata, GUAE uobis tener.ı
ropugnarı sSiıcCut HMestra religione pietate dienum est, 1ta ab L5
deficere haereticas sententias Sequl docere UHestra fide DFVOTFSUS
foret indignum. (f. 37
We ll SCC eI0W that ere exı1isted several Flemish apuchıns

who condemned the fıve proposıt1ons, but contended al the SAamnıılec time
that eır condemnatıon dıd a(011 affect the Augustinus of Jansen1us,
SInce the latter offered adequate interpretatiıon of the eachıings of
the bıshop of 1ppo For the antı-Jansenist Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort,
thıs argumen In ıtself W ds 1Cason for brandıng these frıars ere-
tics in chapter of In mater1a decretorum hullarum NnNeCNOnN

Bat] JansentJ]). For others, the above definıtiıon of the macula
Jansentstica made ıt poss1ıble consıder the supporters of thıs argu-
ment orthodox and LO deny the of Jansenıists wıthın the
Flandro-Belgian Provınce.

It WOU lead L00 far present all other EeXTISs that offer
version of the facts that 15 comparable that of the C ompendios_a el

MaJores, Guardıanı, Magıstrı nou1lt1orum, lectores conclonatores sınt NOUaAafiOTES
sem1ıinantes pessıma z1zanla, QUaC suffocauerunt OTIIMNIC ere I9r  9 antıquae
auıtae doctrinae; sınt pessimae haereseos, scılıcet Jansenıisticae, labe infect1.
Denique quod apud uUuOS malum ıllud tam grande euaserI1t, ECNCNUMYUC istud in uesira
Prouıilnc1a ıta tantas radıces agal, d1u1s1s, Suppress1s ablegatısque 115 quı
bonum PTOMOUCIC malo hu1c meder1 poterant, ut 1psum quıdem Capıtulum
Generale zızanıla haec eradıcare Jam ualeat. Haec alıa horrenda In MOS Jactarı
audiuiımus indoluimus: GQUAE absıt ul erd credamus, qul quidem cCrederemus ab
ullo hominum In MOS A jactata, ALSL epistolae, Uar u orıginalıa In un
Reuerendi Admodum Patrıs Minıstrı Prouincialis peruenerunl, nobis exhibitae fUuLs
senl, GUAE ECNOTMENS 1LStas aCCusationes cContinent qul ınt qul negotia ista Vobıis
totı Ordını UHestro facessunt, eXPFESSLS nOomInLıbDus indicant.

NSee 1V DE Compare Archiuum Capucınorum Belgıil 1, 5136 (handwrıtten
CODY and Hıldebrand NL 388 conteX of the letter).

See n PE See Hıldebrand VI, 388 and 398-401 contexX! of the letter).
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historica enarratıiıo and the AaNONYMOUS pamphlet of 1687 It should be
clear, however, that Hıldebrand’s interpretation of the Jansenıist COIMN-

TOVEeTrSY WI the Flandro-Belgıan Oovınce SCS back apolo-
get1Cc account of the aCtTts that W ds part of the CONLTOVerSY itself.

However, not all of the CONLTOVETISY branded Fulgen-
t1us of Nıeuwpoort WILC hunter, whose 1N! fanatıcısm had
invented internal threat that in realıty had exI1isted. E o when
the Compendiosa el historica enarratio Dy Michael of Oudenbosch
and Angelus of werp W ds sent bDy the Brussels Internunc10 Bussı
to Sılvester of Hasselt antı-Jansenist who had een appomnted
Provıncıal by Innocent XII for the 97-1701°° the latter
reacted September 1 /00 ıth extensive and etaıle: reply,
entitled enarrationem compendiosam el historıcam reSspOonsLO
fidelis el SINCEFA, facta Minıstro Prouinctiali fratrum Inorum Capu-
CInorum Prouincie Flandro-Belgice, 1C he trıed LO weaken hıs
adversarıes’ MmMoOost mportant arguments. Iwo coples of thıs document
ave een preserved in the Samııec fıle of the Archiuum Generale
O.F.M.Cap. the Compendiosa el historica enarratılo. Ihe fırst part
of Sılvester’s aCCOUnNnLT 1S dırected agaınst the cConvıction that Fulgentius
of Nıeuwpoort Was the real of all TOUDIES stead, the Provın-
c1al laımed that the CONtroversYy had started ıth the actıyılles of [WO
genumne Jansenıists, VIZ ugustinus of Hertogenbosc and Fulgen-
t1us of aaseık Ihe following iragment has een edıted the basıs
of the first CODY the above mentioned fıle of the Archiuum Generale
OF M:Cap.:

Fuerunt quidem INn Prouincıia NOSILIFra Flandro-Belgica difficultates
UUANE excCitate OCCasLlOoNne doctrine, sed T!arum AUCLOFr et fautor NO  N

fult Fulgentius Neoportanus LAM defunctus, al PrImoO CAUSArunNt as
el exClitarunt e1Us nostrique aduersarij, UHOTUH antesienanus fult

Augustinus Buscoducenstis Tandem Tle Augustinus Inter
alios ad UUM SENSUM abduxit Fulgentium Mosecanum Fxem-
plo Patrum CONLIra hereticas GQUASGUE aul In fide pericCulosas aul
schismaticas nOoultates InuLCELSSIME DE AY S opponentium stetit hic Catho-
I1cCus el apostolicus ULr (et quidem de mandato Sl Generalis) DFO
OMO Dei unde HUMGUAM SatLıs audandus de NW//  S EFSd Constitutiones
Apostolicas el Generalis uoluntatem obseruantia, adeoque NO  -
calumnıiandus ul auClor et fautor turbarum, ulpote NOULS dogmalti-
hus pullulantium, QUAS sedare CONALUS fult ULr lantopere mer1itus de
Prouinclia, INn GUA fult DEr sexennıum lector, nde ultimo UNNO UL

See Hıldebrand VL 44.1-442; 562 (n” 62) For the texti of the papal decree,
N Archiuum Capucinorum Belgii I’ D
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CUFSUS theologicı aASSUMpTUS Magıster noultiorum el Guardianus
Louanıtj, tem Guardianus Gandaul, Antuerpie, Brug1s, Mechlinie,
nNeC NO Definitor Prouincıie DEr quatuordecim, his Custos
Romam ad Capıitulum Generale, In IVUN estimatiıone apud EpLSCO-
DOo$S elc (f. 1:)
It 1S irue that both the Compendiosa el histor1ıca enarratıio and

the enarratiıonem compendiosam el hıstorıcam reSspOnsSLO ach
er biased aCCOUNLTL of the controversYy. Moreover, Hıldebrand W as

certamly rıght, when he claımed that MNan y accusatıons agaiınst
called Jansenıists had een motivated by personal ambıtions. In spıte
of ese cons1ıderatıons, ıt should be admıiıtted, however, that the
claıms of Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort and Sılvester of Hasselt WEeTITC

noTt unfounded eıther For, ıf ONC defines Jansenıist SOTNICOIILC who
W as convınced that the Augustinus of Jansenıus contaıned ade-
quate interpretation of Augustine’s orthodox teachıng dıvıne

an that, by CONSCQUCNCC, the work could nNOoTLt ave een
affected Dy the condemnatıon of the fıive proposıtions, the emısh
Capuchiıns counted several genulne Jansenists amongst theır MNUTMN-

ber.  61 ll cShow thıs in hat ollows Dy of analysıs of
OUT SOUTCCS concerning Augustinus of Hertogenbosch S4) Ful-
genti1us of Maaseık 85) and Eugen1us of ruges 83) the Casc of
Augustinus, these SOUTCCS dIicC all of antı-Jansenist or1g1n (mostly
and the enarratiıonem compendiosam el hıstorıcam respons10),
but for Fulgentius of Maaseık and Eugen1us of ruges, ave Iso
documents that WCIC NOLt composed DYy theır adversarles. Several of
these documents ave een neglected Hıldebrand’s aCCount of the
ControVversSsY.

Kugenius of Bruges

Eugen1us of ruges W as born Ihomas de Gheldere in 1634 and
took the habıt 165 / He Was tonsured {WO VCaIs ater in ecnhnelen
and ordaıned priest In Antwerp in 1664 er tempestuous

confessor and preacher, 1C has een described in detaıl Dy

61 Compare the posıtion of Ceyssens, De Carmelitarum Belgicorum actıone
antıjJansenistica 1UXta chartas Seraphini Jesu Marıa (16665-168568), Analecta
Ordinıs Carmelitarum (1952) 3 M (esp wıth regard the discalced
Carmelıtes (agalnst apologetic artıcle of Marie-Joseph du Sacre-Coeur: Les CAarmes

dechausses ont Jamals verse dans le Jansenisme, Etudes carmelitaines |1920]
195-248 [1921] 1-45)
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Hıldebrand and 11l noTt OCCUDY here,®* he dıiıed in the Convent of
Brussels in 1692.° Eugen1us W ds the author of several tracts agaınst
Molınısm and the Jesuıt Order (Den verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden
Joseph. Dienende fol waerschauwinge Va  _ alle wel-hebbende ouders
ca 6851° Molinomachita Inter Capucınos Prouinciae Flandro-
Belgicae DEr Jesultas Jesulticos excCıtata |wrıtten in 1687, but
publıshed], Vitıma UO.  r zelatrıcıs Innocentiae indiıgna patıientis SIUE
ıbellus supplex ad Innocentium Summum Pontificem In
thıs paragraph, ıll focus [WO documents that ll inform
about Eugen1us’ posıtıon in regar: LO the Augustinus of Jansenıius and
the SUCCESSIVE papa. condemnatıons of the fıve proposıtions.

The ocuments in question dIiIcC the antı-Jesuint TAC Den verley-
den ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph, which Was wrıtten in ulc but
also contaıned in French and Latın, and letter the Flem-
ish Augustinıan Michel Vane (24 December 686),° who had
een 4S counsellor al the Holy Office Judge Den verleyden
ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph because of hıs knowledge of Uutc

the Jetter, hıch afterwards Was incIude: in the apologetic Vitima
UOX, FEugen1us responded the charge of being Jansenıist heretic,
4C Vane had uttered shortly before In letter {O Eugen1us

See Hıldebrand NL 413-426 Other general publıcatıons Kugen1us
3 CM Paquot, Memoaoihnres DOur servır l’histoire lıtteraire des dix-sept Drovinces des
Pays-Bas, de la Principaute de Liege, et de quelques Contrees VOLSINES. (Lou-
vaın 116-123; de Chalmot, Biographisch woordenboek der Neder-
landen. (Amsterdam 26-31; de Mersseman, Brug1is (Le pere Eugene
de) n Bıographie des hommes remarquables de la Flandre Occidentale. I1{ (Bruges

112-115: ( Pıron, Algemeene levensbeschryving der INannen
VITOUWEeN VUanNn Belgıie. (Mechelen 27-28; V ander Meersch, Eugene de
Bruges, ın Biographie natiıonale publıee Dar l’Academie Royale des SCcCienCces, des
Lettres el des Beaux-Arts de Belgique. VI (Bruxelles 7315733 Ceyssens,
Eugene de Bruges, Dictionnaltre d’histoire el de geographie ecclesiastiques.
(Parıs ®

See Hıldebrand V 747 n
Tot Havre de Grace, Dy de fameuse Maets G} Walleken |f1ct1c10Us edıtor],

124
Coloni1ae, apud Joannıs Hamel |fiıcti1c10us edıtor], 1689, 119 Thıs work,

hıch be consulted Google books, W ds offic1ally condemned by decree of
the Holy Office July 1689 See De Bujanda, Index librorum prohibitorum

600-1] 9066 ndex des Iivres interdits 14; Montreal-Geneve 331 For crıtical
TeVIeEW of the Vitima HOX, SCC Basnage de Beauval, Hıstoitre des des
SU'UVUanNsS, May 1689, 253-7255

For discussion of the date of thıs letter, SCC Hıldebrand VIL, 419 For
Michel Van Hecke, SCC Ceyssens, Le Miıchel Van Hecke Rome (1670-1687),

Augustiniana 49 (1999) 26 /-377
See Vitima UO.  52 In 65] 27672
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(16 November 686).° In both the antı-Jesuit TaC and the letter
Van Hecke, the Capuchın frıar eiende:‘ hıis convıction that the COIMN-

demnatıon of the fıve proposıtions Dy Innocent dıd not affect the
Augustinus of Jansenıius.

Before dealıng ıth the cContent of both ©  S, WOU lıke
TAaW attention to problem concerning the WaYy ın 1C Den verley-
den ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph has COTINC oOWnN 118 We know
irom several SOUTCCS that the printing of thıs work W ds nNnOL 1INısNe:
when the ole stock W as confiscated by the cıvılıan authorıties,
which probably explaıns why the work 1s L[al‘ oday Hıldebrand
admıts that he Sa  < CODY of it 69 but the work Was kept In
manuscrıpt form In the PIrc-War 1brary of the Universıty of LOouvaın
(Opuscula SOoc<1ieta>tis 133) /0 1le printed coples ave een PIC-
served in the Universıty 1brary of Maastrıcht (SJ 7 and the
Bibliotheque Nationale In Parıs 4)) More coples must ave
ciırculated: the emiısh Provıncıal Michael of Oudenbosch synthes1ized
the work in letter he sent Rome in 168 the Roman COUN-
sellor Van eC read the work in 1686, and aNONYMOUS S yInpa-
thızer publıshed short pamphlet Den verleyden ende wegh-
gevoerden Joseph in the SaImnlec YCaL (Epistola mMINLSTFL Hollandı ad
ULFrUM nobilem Bruxellis).'* The Maastrıcht and arıs coples of Den
verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph do 181011 contaın the work ıts
entirety. For know from the Epistola mMInNnLSErL Hollandı and ugen-
1Us Vlitima HOX that the work or1ginally contaiıned three parts, * 1l1e
it 15 saıd al the end of both coples that the work’s first part has almost
een reached./* ccordıng De Backer-C 5Sommervogel, the
above mentioned manuscrıpt in the pIc-War 1brary of the Universıty

For the cContext of Eugen1us’ letter Van Hecke, SCC Vitima ÜUO.  nr In 651
26-27; Hıldebrand VI, 419

See Hıldebrand ‚748 416
See De Backer-C. Sommervogel, Bibliotheque de la Compagnıe de Jesus.

X} (Parıs 11521176 (n” /84)
71 See Archiuum generale O.F.M.Cap., Dıimissiones, DFOCESSUS, 1683-

1925 Hıldebrand NL 416
See Epistola mMInILStrL Hollandı ad uLrum nobılem Bruxellis, Sa d lend of

document: 75 Septembris consulted COPY preserved In the semınary of
Bruges (W-1 The pamphlet W as extensively reviewed the Nouvelles de la
Republique des Lettres of November 686 (pp 1264-1278). The Nouvelles de la
Republique des Lettres Cal be consulted Google books

See Vitima UO.  52 In 65] ({ CLIrCa C(AUSAM ıbelli Compositı In
Ires partes diuLisı — Epistola mMINLSErL Hollandı In 2 (Legı, perlegli, relegi
ıllos libellos, UOFUM ertius mutilus, neC DOSSUM ıllorum lectione satıarı w

See 105 On August 1686, only ONC of the three parts could be consulted
in Rome The other [WO arrıved September. See Hıldebrand VL 418
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of Louvaın contaıned CODY of the work  ?  S thırd part, 10 apparently
Was printe ‘En face de tıtre de depart, hıt “P Eugen11
de Geldere Capucını Brugensı1s ars 3a nondum 1mpressa  23 373 Further
research ll maybe UNCOVeET coples that contaın the other parts of Den
verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph; al thıs momentL, however, the
Content of these parts 1s only access1ıble through hat 1S sald ou
them in the Epitstola mMINLSErL Hollandı and the Vitiıma UOX.

ccordıng to atın passSasc I11IC the end of the preserved
coples of Den verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph, Innocent
condemned the fıve proposıt1ions wıthout sufficıent indıcatıon of the
prec1se meanıng in 1C he dısapproved of them If the opes had
specıfied thıs meanıng, the ar gument SOCS, it WOU ave een pDOSSI1-
ble {Ooe if thıs meanıngz corresponded ıth the eachıng of Janse-
1US However, SInCce nnocent dıd a(011 do thıs and OC of the fıve
proposıtions lıterally OCCUTS in the Augustinus, Eugenius wonders
which basıs Alexander VII had een able condemn the proposıtions
In Jansenıil. Thıs WOU ave een possıble only the basıs of

owledge that 1S normally reserved for God alone, VIZ that of
Jansenıius’ innermost oughts:

SI fl am audatı Jesultis Pontifices damnassent alıquem SECHSUM

particularem iıstarum propositionum, ıllico Constitisset Tle SECHNSUSN
CONuUeENLSSeEet CH Ianssent]; sed CUÜU. hoc AON fecerint ae
damnatae propositiones, DFO Ul Jacent, HNO  - InuenLlantur INn TO Tans-
senl]J, mer1ıto dubitatur unde cConstiterıt Alexandro VIL de Tans-
SENLO intento, CU. NO  _ soleat Ecclesia de InternlLSs Judicare.76

Contrary to hat he contends al the end of the first of Den
verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph, Kugenius admıts In hıs letter
to Vane that al eas the fırst proposıtiıon (Alıqua Del praecepta
hominibus IUSELS uolentibus el cConantibus, secundum praesentes GQUAS
habent ULFES, Sunft iımposstbilia; deest GQUOGQUE ıllıs gratia GUd DOSSL-
hılıia fiant). . Can be read in the Augustinus, VIZ. in chapter 13 of the
3rd book De gratia Saluatoris.'  S inı thıs, he adds that the er four

See
See Den verleyden nde wegh-gevoerden Joseph In 64| 110
See Denzıinger, Enchiridion In 17] 2001
See Vitima ÜO.  5 In 65| and DAassım. For the of the Tirst proposI1-

tıon iın the Augustinus, RC Corneli lansenıl Ep1iSscopl Iprensts Augustinus. (6)  3
(Louanın 334 Haec Lg1ltur OmnlLa plenissıme planissimeque demonstrant, nıhıl
A S INn sanctı August. doctrina Certius ndatius GUAM AAA Z praecepta quaedam,
GUAE hominibus NO  \ Tantum infidelibus eXCoeCcalıs, obduratis, Sse,  elibus GQUOGUE
LUSELS, uolentibus, cConantıbus secundum praesentes QUAS habea<n>t ulresS, unl ILMDOS-
sıbilia; deesse GUOGUE gratiam, GUd fiant posstbilia.
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proposıtions, which aATC not lıterally present In Jansen1ius’ work, all]
depend the first.”?” Ihıs, however, 0€es not INCcan that the Augusti-
NUS fell subject the condemnatıon of the fıve proposıtions Dy Inno-
cent Eugen1us’ maın arguments in favour of thıs claım ATC the
ollowıng.

Ihe part of the letter Van e“ that focuses Jansen1us’
understandıng of the fırst proposition,“” by quoting the counsel-
lor’s araphrase of hat he cons1ıders be the condemned, Jansenıiıst
meanıng of the fırst proposıition:

Juxta autem Janseniıum DFIMOS eJus discIipulos Fromundum,
Sinnichium alios qul UC ambulant, Deus alıhus JUusSt1S,
uolentibus el Conantıbus, dC,  ’ dum uult, gratiam el
datam subtrahuit adeoque subtractione gratiae aperit ostiıum GQUO
deprauata uoluntas In rual, Ul ımplLe quidam de Deo OGqul-
[ur Hunc DEFUCFSUM SECENSUM Jansenil damnarunt Pontifices OMNLS
Catholica Ecclesia Juste damnatum Credit. Lt qul NO  N credit, damnatus
est Jansenista.®)
In reDLY to thıs araphrase, Eugen1us 1IrS ıronıcally exclaıms

that he 15 happy ave een informed fimnally about the EXAC meanıng
1C the first proposıtiıon has een condemned.®* However, he

continues, the meanıng g1ven by Van Hecke 1Ss not that of the fıirst
proposıtıon In the Augustinus, 1C Cal be determıned Dy sSımply
readıng the already mentioned chapter 13 83

Ouomodo enım Jansenius affırmet Deum HESUTE JUsStLS uolen-
tibus conantıbus gratiam, qul INn LDSLS de facto habitualem, qula
Justi, actualem, qu1a uolentes licet ad imperfecte [AN-
Ium NO  - tam fortiter uolendum conandum Ul praeceptum effectiue
impleatur uel tentatıo superetur agnoscit ! Ouomodo Jansenlus dicat
Deum Jam datam gratiam subtrahere, CUÜU.: (ASU necC ellent nNecCc
CONarentur ]? Ouomodo denique Jansentius <dicat> Deum DEr
talem subtractionem gratiae ostiıum aperıre GUO deprauata uoluntas

See Vitima UO.  r In 65] propositio, aeterae, etiam fatentibus
Jesultis, dependent D and (L propositi0, GUA aelerae dependent —

See Vlitima UO.  S In 65] 45-59
S 1 See Vitima UMO.  s In 65]

See Vitima ÜUO.  r In 65] Benedictus Deus! Ouod tandem alıquando SCLA-
MUsSs praecCısum SCHSUM Jansenil In qUO proprie damnata est propositio, QUd
aeterae dependent.

See Vitima HOX In 65] 45-46 Sed quando leg20 relego Ingenl
ULFeSs eXercCceo In perscrutando penitius inuestigando Ilo praedicto CapD 7 GUO
LSta proposıitio erula ESE: f ubi eJus SCHSUS praecipue UNILCE deberet aZ2nOSCL,
hılum quidem talıs SCHSUS INUENLO, sed plane Contrarıum.
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INn ruadl, quod NO esse Aalıu QUAM facere Deum auSsSam,
etiam positıuam peCCall784
After long and rather tOrtUOUS argumentatıon full of references

the works of Augustine, Eugen1us ends hIıs ireatment of the 1IrsS
proposıtion ıth the followıng partıcularly clear descr1ıption of hat
he consıders be the proposıtion s SCNSUS Jansenil orthodox

Reducatur EFSO LOla quaestio ad hunc metaphysicum:
duo Justi, SCH etiam JUSELSSIML, CiIrcumdatı amen infirmitate 53UdA, qul
DEr gratiam actualem uelint, promittant, IMMO Jurent SEr -
U4TE€e OmnNLAa mandata Dei el tentationes Superuenlat 15
aliqua OCCAaSLO enormuter allıcıens ad peccandum uel offeratur
plane heroicus mandatorum Deli, Ü MOrı DFO fide Certum est
INn StO Torum duorum CASU, ad talem tentatiıonem superandam uel
ODUS praecepti adımplendum, OS ulterior. actualı et forti el OMNMNINO
efficaci gratia indigere. Ouaeritur EFSO hanc ulteriorem efficacem
Der gratiam Deus are Sı dicas quod ad hoc Ila
gratia Jam O:  - erıt gratia, ulpote ANon gratis anda, unde nNeCi gratia
proprıe nuncupanda Sı dicatur quod Deus NO  - am
dare, restat LO  - pOsSsıt secundum beneplacitum UUM uel, ul Ap
dıcıit, DFO bona uoluntate CT Phıl 131 UNL am are el alterı NO  -

are el numqulid AON Ila gratia CS ata uel NO  - ata discernet 1StOS
duos? Numqulid NO necCessitate infallibilitatis alter stabıt alter
cadet? erpraeceptum adımplebit, alter HO  - adımplebit? Iste Aautfem
stabıt uel adımplebit DEr uoluntatem SUAM, sed ulterior. gratia efficacı
adjutam; Ile cadet uel NO  \ adımplebit, iıtıdem DET uoluntatem SUAM,
NO  - spoliatam gratia habıtualı uel etiıam actualı, qQUAM Aanltea buerat,
DEr Iıpsummet Deum (uti Vestra Pat aliquos blasphemare affırmat),
sed abstractam ıllectam 2raulori CONCupliSCent1d, CUl superandae
Ila DUar NO  - eral. Deum Aautem Uum adjuuare, uUum NO  - adjuuare,
apertissime declarat August., idque facere secundum beneplacitum
SUUM, el aAUSAM ıllius discretionis ad AYTrCaNum eJus Judicıum SCHLDET
Justum el CFTÜ  9 quoniam Justificatum INn semetipsum, pertinere ]85
Siınce the first proposition the of Jansenıius states that

Just INan who thanks actual W1 and trıes fOo fulfıl
Hıs commandments, 1s not able 1{8 fulfıl them ıf he 15 not gıven fur-
ther and Stronger actual that makes hım ınfallıbly CONYUCT the
Current assaults of CONCUPISCENCE, the proposıtıon Can be consıdered
tO contradıct the Molıinıist CONCcept of sufficıent that 1S g1ven fo

See Vitima UO.  5 In 65]
See Vitima UO.  s In 65] 571250 Thıs descr1iption of the meanıng of the first

proposıition corresponds ıth the descr1iption of Jansenıius’ meanıng of the ırst PITOD-
osıtıon by Carreyre, Jansenisme In &F 481
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ECVEIYONC and 15 rendered efficıent by autonomou CONsentT of the
indıvıdual human ll hıs 1S stressed by Eugen1us al several CCa-
S10NS: Per ıllam quıppe propositionem eJjusdemque apud Augustinum
indubitata fundamenta nıhıl aliud Intendit Jansentus qQUUAM debellare
superbam gratiam sufficientem Molinisticam, omnıbus SEMDET el
ubique ]86

In the thırd part of Den verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph,
1C has NOL een preserved In the Maastrıcht and Parıs CODY of the
work, but has een pa synthesized the Epistola MInNnLSErL Hollandı
and the Vlitima UOX,  5/ Kugen1us argue that the Roman Church had
implıcıtly accepte the Catholicıty of the first proposıtıon In the
of Jansenıius when ıt inserted the followıng PIaycCI for the eas of Saılnt
Patrıck (17 March) into the Roman 1ssal In 1684 Deus, qul ad
praedicandam gentibus gloriam fIfuam heatum Patrıtium confessorem
Iuum pontiıfiıcem muilttere dignatus e1USs merLiıtLis interces-
SIONeE concede ul GUAE nobıs agenda PFraeCIpILS, fe miserante adımplere
DOSSIMUS, DEr C88 On the basıs of the Lex orandı, lex Credendı
principle, 1C aın Augustine hımself had often t0,89
Kugen1us concluded that by inserting thıs praycI into the 1ssal, the
atholıc Church admıftte: In perfect agreement ıth the first o_
sıt1on in the of Jansenıius that CVCN the MoOost P10UsS behevers
sometimes lack the efficiıent that 15 NCCCSSaAT Y for the —
plıshment of commandments and that the ol11N1s doctrine of
sufficient STIACC W as 18 be rejecte offspring of Pelagıanısm:

Hıc NO  - Inultantur NeC ad orandum N}  eles, obduratı
excaecaltı, sed ecclesiasticki, monachi, religi0si, monlales, mMmaxıme
fideles, uolentes, Onanfles, MMO ad perfectionem spiritualem
anhelantes. Lt hi Ne, Jubentur VOSUAre petere Ul Deus,
meri1ıtLis el Intercessione heatı Patrıltil, LDSLS concedat gratiam, ul quae
agenda dem IDSeE Deus praecıpit, id esl, pPraeceplia Del, 1DSO eodem
miserante, LDSO, INQUAM, quı CUJUS uult miseretur, YUCIM ult indurat

See Vitima UO.  r In 65] (compare 8-4
See Vitima UO.  5 In 65] 35 €} SICUL INn INeorum opuscCulorum ad

oculum, ul DULO, InulCiLSSIME probaut).
IThe argument 1S synthesized In Vitima HMOX In 65] 34-40; Epistola mIinıLstrı

Hollandı In HSR 9-11; Nouvelles de la Republique des Lettres, November 16806,
B

The princıple W as exphicıtly formuüulated for the Hirst time Dy Prosper of Aqgquıt-
aıne (auct. de grat LL S4 209 CD; but ıts implıcıt UuUsSsec in antı-heretical 15
much older. See Studer, Liturgy and the Fathers, In: Chupungco, Introduction

the Liturgy (Handbook for Liturgical Studies 1, Collegeville |Mınn. ]
53-79 (esp 60-623 |wıth examples TOM the works of Irenaeus, Tertullıan,

Orıgen, Basıl the G’reat and Augustine |).
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18]1, adımplere possint. Ex GUO Iuce clarıus euadıt, quod alıqua
Del praecepla, alıquibus JUustiLS, quidni omniıbus alıquibus fem.-
poribus OCCAaSLONLDUS tentatiıonum, secundum praesentes GUAS en
uULFeS, sınl adımpletione iımpossibilia, quodque de facto gratia OMNL-
modo IX desıit adımpletione actıua OmnL [oco, CUASU, lempore
Constitutione possibilia fiant. hic est LDSISSIUMUS SCHSUN Ecclesiae Del

Augustinl defensoris gratiae, GUEHN Jesultae Jansentsticum
haereticum declamanlt, qula sufficientem OÜ gratiam Moaoli-
nıstıcam ad tales effectus SECMDENF, ubique InqOCCAaSLONe
Oomnıbus GuanIumMCUMQUE obduratıs exCcaecatıs praesentem f[aNn-
qQUUAM Pelagianam respult, reJicıt condemnat.”

hıs letter 18 Van Hecke, Eugenius defended thıs interpretation
of the PTraycTr In VETY StTONg words agalnst the Roman counsellor’s
criticısm:

haec respondeo quod Sta Oratıo de Patrıitio apertissime
prımam Jansenıl propositionem INn Catholico (sıcut IDSeEe am
SCr1psIit) continet, ad um qulippe SENSUM DEr SInZulas partes, aduo-
Cala INn subsidium LOla Augustini doctrina, propositionem am
praedicto de gratia Saluat I5 perspicultate mıirabilı determi-
nauıt Jansenius ]92

See Epistola MINLSErFL Hollandı In T Compare Vitima UMO.  s In 65]
39-40 Ex hLs autem deduco quoad oratiıonem iıstam de Patrıtıo. quod DEr ıllam

petlamus alıquid quod de facto NO  \ habemus Deduco quod Jateamur gratiam
ıllam, qQUUAM DOSCIMUS qula NO  S habemus, NOn LSL Deo miserante darti, SICUL Judi-
anlte, Juste denegari, quippe qul CUJUS uult miseretur, qUCM uult indurat

18| Deduco DE CUM In eadem oratıone petatur posstbilitas, C(UM effectu scilicet, adım-
plendi GQUAE nobis agenda praecıpit Deus, quod hoc LDSO fateamur NOSs ıllam LO  \ habere
&, ANLSL obtineamus miserante Deo CoOoNntentum ıllud OFrationls nostrae, Ila GQUAE Deus
praecıpit, nobis AAY SE adımpletione actıua positiue impossibilia. Alıas frustra Justiı
sanctı gemerenlt, quası ıllam gratiam NO  > berent; frustra Z Jam haberent;
NecCi pecCCarent (Juxta nostram notionem efficacis Der gratiae) dum CMd: berent.

Van Hecke had strongly condemned it. See Vitima UO.  s In 65] 34-35 ExIı-
MLG dicıt Gloriaris In Oratione NOUd de Patrıcıo, quası Sit confessio
propositionis IN Augustini Jansenil intellectae. Sed errauıit er°

Augustini GULSGULS
See Vitiıma ÜO.  S In 65] Ihe Jesuit and antı-Jansenist wriıter Jacques de la

Fontaıine cons1dered thıs Passagc 0)81> of the mMoOost clear eXpress10ns of kEugen1us’
Jansenıst sympathıes the Vitima UMOX. See Cornelhus Cranebergh Jacques de la
Fontaine], Fraus quinque artıculorum pseudo-Augustini discıipulis prımum Alexan-
dro VIL ANUNC ıterum Alexandro 1 obtrusorum, 1uUe CUM Augustino Iprensi
Conuententia demonstrata (Colonı1ae and Dıdacus de Oropega Jacques
de la Fontaine], Secunda DUars difficultatum Ca s.d Leuven 1692]) For both
pseudonyms, N Tans., €EXLICON pseudonymorum Jansentsticorum. Kepertoire
de FLOTITLN emprunt employes OU| de "histoire duJansenisme el de antıJansenisme
(Leuven and 160
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We InNaYy thus conclude that SCVCN ıf he accepte the condemna-
tiıon of the fıve proposıtions Dy Innocent X, Eugen1us den1ı1ed the
basıs of analysıs of chapter 13 of book De gratia Saluatoris that
the first proposıition could ave een condemned In Jansenıil,
pretended by Alexander VIL Eugen1us W as convınced that Jansen1ius’
meanıng of the fırst proposıtion, on IC the other four all depend’,
W ds Augustinian and, Dy CONSCYHUCNCC, perfectly atNnol1ıc Thıs COIMN-

viction explaıns why Eugen1us WAas able accept the bull Cum CCa-

SLONE, but affırmed al the SAamnec time that the 1ve proposıtions had een
powerful WCapDON in Jansen1ı1us’ struggle agaınst Molıiniısm. hıs

CMCI SCS from transmıtted Dy Paquot, but atteste: {O in older
SOUTCCS, which that Lenten pronounced In Louvaın

1679, Eugen1us praised Jansenıius AS NEW avl who had chosen
from the lımp1d stream of aın Augustine’s wrıtings fıve polıshe
STONES in order 110 slay the Gohath of olinism.”®

oUg Eugen1us claımed ave deep respect for papa.
authority,”“ he W as convınced aft the Sdaillc time that the Pope W as fal-

in questions of hıstorical facts.?> Alexander VII, had eecn

Hıldebrand VI, 413-414 414 borrowed the STOTY TOm Paquot,
Memaoıires In 62|] 116 Paquot hımself took ıt TOM Jacques de la Fontaine, who ın
[WO virulent agalnst Eugen1us’ Vitiıma UO.  5 that he had been present al
Eugen1us’ of 679 Hıc ULr est lansenıianae haereseos praedicator feruldus,
factionis Intrepldus defensor. Hunc NonNn 1ta pridem OUANIL accademıcorum

applausu CONILra NSa antı-Iansenistarum OYd: LDSE audıiul
DFO CONCLONeE debacchantem ? Hoc e 1 Inter Caelera effutiisse meminl, JuLSSE ıllustrem
In Ecclesia Episcopum (Iansenıum destgnabat) qul ul superbum UWLICEtFLCLS gratiae
ımpugnatorem (Molinam) prosterneretl, Comparaueral ab Ineunte aetalte, el Ul S
Ium aCcCuerel contulerat INn Galliam, dein quinque limpidissimos lapıdes uelut
alterum Dauidem ıbl selegisse Oorrenlte Augustiniano quibus superbum Goliathum
(Molinam) deJiceret. Nollem INe:  S testLMONLO hominem In erımen UOCAUAFEe, ANLSL ULS
SCFLDELS el LYDO editis infamem probasset Oomnıbus Tansentstam. See Cornelius
Cranebergh Jacques de la Fontaine], Fraus quinque artıculorum In 02|
Compare Dıdacus de Uropega Jacques de la Fontaine], Secunda Dars dıfficultatum
In 92] 58-59

See Vitima UMOX In 65], C erte HUMGQU AF ESO IhueNnL nNnNeC leg1 INn alıquibus
SCFLDELS Jansenıl uel 1US8 praetensorum discipulorum quod fuerit ACCUSAalor uel OCU-
rıt Summos Pontifices, sed hene quod [  3 Ile qU aAM hi Impense ıllos
uenerentur, zelose amen. sirenue defendant LlAamquam SUIUNOS Christi
Domuini In terrLs Vicarıos.

See Vitiıma UO.  + In 65], 29-30 Ouod autem Pontifices NO  - ınt exemptiL
deceptionibus hominum fraudulentorum, fola ecclesiastiıca hıstor1a el quotidiana
experıientia clamant. An autfem Summı Pontifices In Jansenii fuerint YTeuerd

decepti, facti quaestio A GUAE deceptorum confessione uel alıis exteriorıbus
probationibus MetTe dependet. These words followed Dy long exposıtion the

of Urbanus V, Innocent and Alexander VII ıth regard Jansen1ius’
Augustinus (pp
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mi1istaken when he defined that the fıve proposıtions had een COIMN-

emne In Jansenii.?® Worse ST1 Eugen1us W as convınced that
the Pope had een delıberately dece1ved. For Alexander NC told
Van Hecke’s fellow Augustinıan SUHanus upus that he had read
the five proposıtions lıterally ONC and the SaJmne pPasc of the Augusti-
NUS ccordıng fo Eugeni1us, thıs manıfestly declaratıon
proved that the Pope had een decei1ved by the Jesuıts, wh had g1ven
hım falsıthed version of Jansen1ius’ book.?8

Eugen1us’ convıction that Alexander VII Was miıstaken eI1n-
ıng that the fıve proposıitions had een condemned In Jansenil,
explaıns why the Maastrıcht and arıs coples of Den verleyden ende
wegh-gevoerden Joseph end in appeal 18 Pope nnocent Ki

who 1s as. not 18 abolish the condemnatıon of the fıve PTOD-
osıt1ons, but 18 declare agaınst the mıstaken Alexander VII that
Jansen1ius’ Aug2ustinus W as not affected Dy Cum OCCaslone. Just
Innocent XI had corrected Alexander miıistake In the affaır COMNCECTN-

ng the Aduersus quorumdam expostulationes CONIFra nonnullas esu-
ıtarum opiniones morales Dy Amadaeus Gulmen1us (pseudonym for
the Jesut author Mateo de Moya),”” Just he had COTTECT hıs PIC-
decessor’s regardıng the Augustinus of Jansenius:

Sıcult lexander VILI DEr Jesultas deceptus declarauıit propositiones
Amadaeil Gulment1] AYS regulas actıonum moralium 2raulssımMmOorum

See Vitima UO.  r In 65] S SA OQuod Alexander VIL. fuerit deceptus,
CONSLal quod lıher Jansenul HUNGUAPM Romae ıte fuerit examınatus quod O-
Sif10, QUd Caelterae, etiam fatentibus Jesultis, dependent, GQUAE ola INn LDSIUS Augu-
st1no In DFrOpFULSs fermınıs est Inuentbilis, desumpta de gratia Saluatorıi1s,
secundum ındubitata princıpia doctrinae Augustinianae ab Eicclesia CONSeCralade, ad
GQUUAP Juxta UaASs partıiculas ıhıdem reducitur, sıt catholicissima, Juxta
declarationem Emıiın Cardinalıs de Clemente, Journal de Amore

etiam Juxta Judicıium sanctiıssımorum parıter doctissımorum ulLrorum C:  S3
clero GUAFN omnıbus religi0sis ordiınıbus.

For thıs (probably invented) anecdote, SCC also Ceyssens, Chretien Lupus.
Sa periode Janseniste (1640-1660), in Augustiniana (1966) 264-317 (esp

299-300; ıth further lıterature).
4S See Vitima UO.  5 In 65], Apposul Aautem quod audıuerım 1Lro fide

dignissimo qul ıdıpsum mihL referebat propri0 OYTYe Fxımıul Patrıs Lup1
attestantıs quod Alexander VII LDSLD:fuerat ıllas 1LDSAS proposıitiones
totıdem uerbis legisse In praedicto JanseniL lıhro In UL  S et eadem pagına; quod
erlte INnNe apertissıma deceptione LSELUS lihrı falsıficatione OMNMNINO fult iımposstbile.

Thıs work of Amadaeus Gulmen1ius Was publıshed 1661 and censured Dy the
Sorbonne February 1665 Since the Jatter CENSUTE also condemned Gulmen1us’
VIEWS concerning the Pope’s infallıbıilıty matters of Faıth and morals, the CENSUTE
itself W ds abolished Dy Alexander une 1665 However, Gulmen1us’ book

condemned by Innocent September 1680 Eugen1us consıders thıs COIMN-
demnatıon rectification Dy Innocent of mistake made by hıs predecessor, but it
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scrıplorum autorıLtalte catholicorum UU Aı GUUAS amen
Innocentius XF melius informatus definiuit CSHE pestes NL-
CLOSAM Iarum doctrinam damnabılem I!arum lectiıonem USUM

DFAAXALM quid obstat quod eConlira licet dem lexander VII DEr
eosdem Jesultas deceptus definiuerit damnatas proposilones
damnato apud Ianssenıum EJUS O qUl dicıtur AUGUSTINUS

Innocentius XI uel alius quilibe Pontifex melius Informatus
declaret eundem liıhrum NL CONLinere ALSL DUFMLSSIUMAM Augustin
doctrinam ab Ficclesia approbatam

1g of the above analysıs Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort
LO ave een rather enıent owards Eugen1us hıs hıst of ACCUSa-
10NS (FN) CoNnLaıns only few short and rather allusıve
: T he ACCUSES hıs fellow brother ofqthe Pope infal-
libility**! and of adhering Jansenıus doectrine of efficıent 102

The er Eugen1us fall outsıde OUT present interes
and COMNCETN hıs crıtical stance towards the cult of the Holy Vırgin 103

miıiracles the scapular relı1g10us confraternities 105 the conduct of
secular and regular clerıics Judas fuerit de Socıietate esu )106 ell

should mentioned that Gulmen1us’ book W as puL the index durıng exander
OW) pontificate (10 priul See Amann, Laxisme, Dictionnaltre de theologie
catholique Parıs &FaRO (esp. 54-58); Fonck, Moya (Mathieu de) 9

Dictionnaltre de theologie catholique (Parıs 27515 2516
See Den verleyden nde wegh gevoerden Joseph In 64] L 124 Ihe

Samnec argument developed Vitima ÜUO.  r In 65] 31 the letter mentioned
71 iıchael of Oudenbosch Provıincılal of the Flandro Belgıan Provınce the

yYCarsS cons1ıdered these words the MoOst objectionable pasSsasec Den Ver-

leyden nde wegh gevoerden Joseph (If 1V
101 See CaD (De Summo Pontifice) nS and Eugenltus Brugensts

Brugis culina Pontifex fa  S hene fallı potest qQUUAM alıquis altus Hanc Flandrice
protulit FTLENNLO adstante Alexandro (Jandensı J also accused Dy
Fulgentius CaD and CaD VI 4] CUM duobus alijs qQUUAM etiıam func
audiuit f. Conradus Teneramundanus iıbidem COQUUS Loquebantur autem II Nntier
de quibusdam propositionibus Pontifice damnatıs Eugentus Brugensts ‘Ponti-
fex est Jallıbilis Hanc D: SaACDIUS audiulit SuSsSsLinentiem Iucas Alostanus modo
Hasseleti Guardianus el multa alıa CONSLal eJUS ad litteris datis

Augusti 1682
102 See CapD (In altlerıa de graliia el libero arbitrio), nS Eugentus

Brugensis OUANIL Gratıia NO  > datur SEMDET nobis ubhl ODUS est Sıne
famen NO  _ ualemus qUu ullum ODUS honum facere Idem

‘Non habesDixıt pridem Pat Liuino Menenensı hypocondriaco desperabundo:
gratiam.‘

103 See CaPD VI (De uHeneralicone SanCLIOrum Iımagınum)
See CaD VI See Iso Cap 1 (Ouoad Bullam Sabbatinam |

O:  > credo)
105 See CaD VI nS and
106 See CaD VI n° 2 and /
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h1ıs interest the (/AUSaA Jansentiana SIUEC ıCHa haerestis by the
French Jansenıiıst Pıerre Nicole.19/ Most interesting, the er hand,
1S Fulgentius’ claım that Eugen1us made several portraits of the bıshop
of pres and dıstrıbuted them wıthın and outsıde Capuchın CONVeEN
He 1S also sa1ld ave produce: SOTIIC portralts of Jansenıius and OC

108of Saınt-Cyran for the pedagogium Falconts LouvaIın.
By usıng purely orma definıtion of Jansen1ısm, Hıldebrand

had een able LO deny the of anı y Janseniıst hıs Flem-
ısh predecessors of the 1 /th and early 18Sth centurIıies. Kven Eugen1us
of ruges W as Jansenıst accordıng LO thıs definıtiıon The above
analysıs of Den verleyden ende wegh-gevoerden Joseph and the letter

Van ec has shown, however, that Eugen1us’ condemnatıon of
the five proposıtions W dsSs only condıtional, for he accepte them ıf
they WeTIC interpreted In Jansenil, and that he Ca be consıdered

ave eecn genulne Jansenıst ıf less orma meanıng 15 ascrıibed
LO the term For KEugen1us W as convınced that Jansen1ius’ Aug2ustinus
offered adequate presentatıon of the Augustinıan and In hıs 1e W
Catholıic doctrine of dıvıne, and he defended the work agaınst
eXander VII Dy stressing that the Pope W ds In questions of
fact The characterızatıon of Kugen1us Jansenıiıst 15 also Justifıed
Dy bıographical detaıls (hıs praıse of Jansenius DCW aVl' the
dıstrıbution of paınted portraıts of the bıshop of Y pres) evealıng in
thıs respect AT also the followıng words of the French Jansenıst
Charles Lemaitre In hıs Relatıon de MNO  \ volage de Flandre, de Hol-
lande el de Zelande fait mıl SUY Cent quatre vint el Ü IC
Eugen1us presents mself partısan of Port oya. atters of
dıvine and PCHNANCC.

bBruges> NOUS DOUFSULVLSMES ensemble nOLre volage Capucıns
J eus la satisfaction d’entretenir AvVvan el Ia le hon

ere Eugene qul s’informa de LO Y de FOul qul DassSolt france
touchant le monastere de ort rolal ont F Aavoıt U  ar estime hien

107 See CapD In mater1a decretorum hullarum eCNOoN Bat)] Jansent]),
Fulgentius 15 referring (‚ AUSAa Jansenilana, 1uUe fictitia haeresis, NC disquisti-

fLONLDUS Paulo Irenaeo Pıerre Nıcole] theologice, hıstorıce explicata et explosa
(Colonı1ae [apud Petrum Marteau: fictc10uUs edıtor]

108 See F, Cap V1 Eugentus Brugens1ts. Imagınem Jansent] depi1Cc-
fam Uar1JS, fam exIra GUUAM Intra religionem, dono dedit. Item Iımagines ejusdem el
abbatıs de &r Cyran regent Pedagogii Falconenstis Louanlt], nde quantı ıllos
facıat. For Eugen1us pıctor1al talent, N Iso the letter of Antonınus of Antwerp
quoted In 139; Lemaitre, Relation de NO  - volage de Flandre, de Hollande el de
Zelande fait mıl IX Cenil quatre ınt el Texte etablı el annote paI Van de
OUW (Annales lıtteraires de l’Universite de Besancon 213, Parıs 398
Hıldebrand VI, 4153
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particuliere hıen de [OUS CeuxX qUl efloıent liez Aamılıe el de
Ssenimens VeC MONASTere auxXxquels ı17 ıl 1S-
SOLL AutLanl plus ıl part ans Ia persecultıon qUl [uy
COMMUNeE VecC DOUF les esmes verılez de la el de la DENL-

ıl Soultlenoı1lt ]109

1Io be continued
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See Lemalitre, Relation de MON VOLASE In 108] a5T Compare Lemaitre],Voyage AHNONYME el Inedit Janseniste Hollande el Flandre 1681 Etude
historique MANUSCFKULL de la Bıbliotheque du Havre Dar Fıerville (Parıs


