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PREFACE

THE first portion of the American history, which is herewith laid
before the public, belonged properly to the English historian of the
Society of Jesus. The whole of this history, like that projected
for England, is only one part of a comprehensive historical series,
comprising in different languages an authentic account of the Society
over the world.

During the first century and a half of Jesuit life and work in the
British Colonies of North America, the persons who worked there,
as well as the organization of the whole Mission itself, were referred
to that unit of Jesuit government which was called the English
Province. A number of reasons, however, induced the historian of
that Province to seek relief from a piece of historical work, which
appeared as dissonant in general tone and temper from English
history, as its subject was distant from English soil. Hence, for
that first century and a half, it was transferred to the pages of this
narrative, which was intended originally to comprise only the Jesuit
history of the nineteenth century in the United States and Canada.
So transferred, that portion had to be prefixed. And it now supplies
an appropriate and even necessary train of antecedents to the later
history of the Order in English-speaking North America.

We have taken for our title the official and proper name of this
Religious Order, which in the Latin nations of Europe is styled, with
a very exact shade of military meaning, “ The Company of Jesus,”
but in the official ecclesiastical Latin, for want of a more precise
term, had to be rendered Societas Jesu. From the official Latin the
English name was taken, and we use it here: “ The Society of Jesus.”
We might have preferred the shorter and popular epithet of “Jesuits,”
were it not that a well-known volume of Francis Parkman’s had
appropriated the simpler and easier name for a history of “The
Jesuits in North America in the Seventeenth Century.”






PREFACE 1X

that this history of Anglo-American Colonies, being published before
that of the English Jesuit Province, is incomplete on the side of the
parent stock, and is like a branch detached from its trunk. In the
temporary ‘want of an original home account, to which the colonial
part of our narrative should have been dutifully appended, we had
of necessity to supply, as best we might, with the materials which
we needed from that side. This will account for the matter
which we have prefixed to complete the relation, and for the form in
which we have put it, by way of introducing the Jesuit history of
Anglo-American Colonies.

Among the elements that have been of use there is nothing of
consequence which we have not endeavoured to draw directly from
its source. Some publications merit or aspire to be ranked as sources
themselves ; such as Brodhead’s Documents relating to the Colonial
History of the State of New York,and divers publications of Historical
Societies like that of Maryland. An exceptional book on our general
subject, like Dr. J. G. Shea’s History of the Catholic Church within
the limits of the United States, from the first attempted Colonization to
the present time, is to be ranked with historical literature, and rated
as such.

Of all these matters we undertake to speak in the preliminary
chapters which follow.

THE AUTHOR.

RoME,
CorLeGio P. L. AMERICANO,
January 24, 1906.
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INTRODUCTORY

SOURCES—ARCHIVES—LITERATURE

SixTEENTH To NINETEENTH CENTURIES



INTRODUCTION

CHAPTER 1
REGISTER AND NOTICES OF THE SOURCES

WE submit a List or Register of the documentary sources or archives
which have been consulted for use in this History. In the section
which immediately follows, we attach descriptive Notices of the
depositories or of the documents. The manner of quotation in our
text hereafter shall agree with the order and form adopted in this
Register, so as to facilitate reference.

We begin (§ 1) with Europe, and go on to America; then (§ 2)
we annex to this List a catalogue of some publications from archives.
The numbers prefixed to each head in this Register point to a
corresponding head in section the second, or the descriptive Notices

(8§ 3, 4).

SECTION THE FIRST.

§ 1. REGISTER OF SOURCES INEDITED.,

Europe.

(1) Antwerp: Archives S.J.
(2) Brussels: Archives du Royaume.
(3) - Belgian Province Archives S.J.
(4) sy  Bollandist Archives.
Bruges: see under Ghent.
(5) Cambridge, England : University Library.
(6) Dublin: Irish Province Archives S.J.
(7) General Archives S.J,
(8) Ghent : Archives de VEitat and de P Hotel de Ville.,
(9) Lyons: Province Archives S.J.
(10) London: British Museum MSS.
VOL. 1. B
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INTROD. I § 1. SOURCES INEDITED

(11) London: English Province Archives S.J.
(12) 3 Fulham Palace Archives.
(13) . Lambeth Palace MSS.

(14) ¥ Public Record Office.
(15) + Sion College Library.
(16) 3 Westminster Diocesan Archives.

(17) s [ Westminster| Catholic Chapter.
(18) Paris: Archives des Colonies.
(19) ,,  Archives de U'Eecole de Ste. Genevicve.

(20) ,, Archives Nationales.
,s  Province Archives S.J. See under Paris: L'Eecole de Ste.
Genevieve.
(21) Rome: Barberini Library.!
(22) ,,  Corsini Library.
(23) ,,  English College Archives.

(24) ,,  Propaganda Archives.

(25) ,,  Vatican Archives.

(26) ., Vatican Library.

(27) Stonyhurst College MSS.

(28) Turnhout, Belgium : Archives S.J.

We omit any particular notice of certain archives or libraries where
we made some special researches, but without result ; as in Dublin, with
the Irish Franciscans; in Florence, Munich, and Oxford.

Amerieca.

(29) Anmapolis Records.

(30) Baltimore Diocesan Archives.

(81) Georgetown College MSS. and Transcripts.

(32) Maryland—New York Province Archives S.J. To these may be
referred special collections consulted at—

(33) Baltimore.

(34) Bohemia, Md., Eastern Shore.

(35) Conewago, Pa.

(36) Fordham, N.Y,

(37) Frederick, Md.

(38) Goshenhoppen, Pa.

(39) St. Inigoes, Md.

(40) Leonardtown, Md.

(41) New York.

(42) Philadelphia.

(43) St. Thomas’s Manor, Md.

(44) ‘Whitemarsh, Md.

(45) ‘Woodstock College, Md.

1 This is now to be found in the Vatican Library.


































































24 INTROD. I.§ 4. NOTICES OF SOURCES INEDITED (29)-(31)

Western States and Rocky Mountain Missions came from this little
town; or at least they were formed here by M. De Nef, who laboured at
this educational work from 1817 till after 1840. In 1845 his institute
became what is now the Jesuit College of Turnhout. Writing the
history of this College, the Rev. Charles Droeshout, S.J., described fully
its antecedent American connection. And, as mentioned before (No. (1),
Antwerp), he placed entirely at our disposal his own original manuscript.

We have not paused to record here any unsuccessful quests made
in Europe, as, for instance, an attempt to throw more light upon the
Franciscan expeditions to Maryland, 1670-1720 ; or to recover corre-
spondence which the German Fathers in Pennsylvania, 1730-1773,
may have kept up with members of their former Provinces on the
Upper and Lower Rhine; or other such subjects of investigation.
Hence we pass over Florence, Munich, Oxford, the Franciscan
archives in Dublin, ete.

§ 4. NOTICES OF THE SOURCES INEDITED,
America.

Coming now to America, we record in like manner some general
results of our search there.

(29) Axnaroris Recorps. These were of consequence to us only in
the matter of landed property which the Society possessed. We verified
several points; and for others we owe our acknowledgments to the Rev.
J. T. Hedrick, S.J. We take this occasion to express our appreciation
of the general services rendered us by the Rev. E. I. Devitt, S.J., of
Georgetown University, D.C.

(30) BavTimore DrocesaN ArcHIVES. To these the kindness of his
Eminence the Cardinal-Archbishop gave us access; and we endeavoured
to find the originals of some of the transcripts made in Dr. Shea’s own
hand, as well as to supplement certain papers of our own. But these
ample and orderly archives are of more service to an historian of the
Catholic Church in the nineteenth century than to one who treats of
old Jesuit missions, which are not represented.

(31) GeorgerowN Corneer, D.C. The archives here, as now
arranged with the efficient aid of the Rev, Francis Barnum, 8.J,, are
divided into Manuscripts and Transcripts. The Manuscripts comprise
some original papers of the eighteenth century throughout; some of
Charles Carroll’s (1752-1756); Father Beeston’s Ledger of Bohemia,
1791, continued by the Sulpician Fathers; Brother Joseph Mobberly’s
Diaries ; Archbishop Maréchal’s correspondence, etc. The Transeripts,
which we may note here are first those of B. U, Campbell, and
secondly those of J. (. Shea. Both have drawn on other Jesuit



























INTROD. I. § 7. LIST OF GENERALS 33

IV. Everard Mercurian, April 23, 1573—August 1, 1580, under
Gregory XIIL
V. Claudius Aquaviva, February 19, 1581—January 31, 1615 ;
Gregory XIII, Sixtus V., Urban VIIL, Gregory XIV,,
Innocent IX., Clement VIII,, Leo XI., Paul V.,
VI. Mutius Vitelleschi, November 15, 1615—February 9, 1645;
Paul V., Gregory XV., Urban VIII,, Innocent X,
VII. Vincent Carrafa,? January 7,1646—June 8, 1649 ; Innocent X,
VIII. Francis Piccolomini, December 21, 1649—June 17, 1651;

Innocent X.
IX. Alexander Gottifredi, January 21, 1652—March 12, 1652 ;
Innocent X.
X. Goswin Nickel, March 17, 1652—July 31, 1664 ; Innocent X,,
Alexander VII.

XI. John Paul Oliva, July 31, 1664—November 26, 1681 ; Alex-
ander VII., Clement IX., Clement X., Innocent XI.
XII. Charles de Noyelle, July 5, 1682—December 12, 1686 ; Inno-
cent XI.
Ete.

ProvinciaLs oF THE ExcLisE ProvINCE S.J.

Father Robert Parsons, 1580-1610; Father Thomas Owen, 1610~
1618 ; Prefects of the Mission, residing in Rome.

Fathers Jaspar Haywood, William Weston, Henry Garnett, Richard
Holtby, Robert Jones, Richard Blount ; Vice-Prefects residing in
England.

Father Richard Blount, Vice-Provincial, 1619-1623.

Richard Blount, appointed Provincial, January 21, 1623.

Henry More, about September, 1635.

Edward Knott (Matthew Wilson), about August, 1639.

Henry Silesdon (H. Bedingfeld), about October, 1646.

Francis Forster, about March, 1650.

Edward Knott, March 22, 1653.

Richard Barton (R. Bradshaigh), April 25, 1656.

Edward Courtney (E. Leedes), July 15, 1660,

John Clarke, January 14, 1664.

10. Joseph Simeon (Emmanuel Lobb), November 14, 1667.

11. George Gray, May 22, 1671.

12. Richard Strange, September 16, 1674.

13. Thomas Harcourt (T. Whitbread), about February, 1678.

14, John Warner, October 26, 1679.

15. John Keynes, July 1, 1683.

Ete.

* We take this spelling from Father Carrafa’s Register of Letters, 4nglia,
Epist. Gen. The same is used in the Acts of the Eighth General Congregation.

VOL. L D
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34 INTROD. I. § 8, TITLES OF BOOKS QUOTED

For further lists, as well as particulars and statistics of membership,
houses, ways and means, compare H. Foley, Records, vii., Collectanca,
Historical Introduction.

§ 8. To avoid prolixity in the footnotes, we add here to the
Register of published sources, given above in section i § 2, a list of
other books to which reference is made.

Furr. TiTtLeEs oF BoOKS QUOTED.

Acosta, JosepHUS, S.J. “De Natura Novi Orbis,” libri duo: et '‘ De Promulga-
tione Eivangelii apud Barbaros, sive De Procuranda Indorum Salute,” libri sex. 8vo,
pp. 581. Colonie Agrippinze, 1596.

ArrEN, Winniam., “An Apologie and True Declaration of the Institution and
Endeavours of the two English Colleges, the one in Rome, the other now resident in
Rhemes : against certaine sinister informations given up against the same.” 8vo,
ff. 123. Mounts in Henault, 1581.

Avsop, GEORGE. “ A Character of the Province of Mary-Land.” 16mo, pp. xviii.,
118. London, 1666.

American Archives. See above, § 2, Sources edited.

“ Ancient Laws and Institutes of England.” Published by the Record Commis-
sion, 1840 ; edited by B. Thorpe. Fol.

ANDERSON, J. S. M. *“The History of the Church of England in the Colonies and
Foreign Dependencies of the British Empire.” 8vo, 3 vols. London, Brighton,
1845-1848.

AngELn & AMEes. ‘A Treatise on the Law of Private Corporations Aggregate.'
8vo. 3rd edition. Boston, 1846.

“ Annales de la Société des soi-disans Jésuites; ou, Recueil historique-chronologique
de tous les Actes . . . contre la doctrine . . . des soi-disans Jésuites.” 4to, t. iii.
Paris, 1767.

Axstey, T. C. “A Guide to the Laws of England affecting Roman Catholics.”
8vo, pp. ix., 195. London, Dublin, 1842.

“The Apostate Protestant. A Letter to a Friend, occasioned by the late re-
Erinting of a Jesuites Book, about Succession to the Crown of England, pretended to
ave been written by R. Doleman.” Small 4to, pp. 59. London, 1682,

ARGENTO, JOANNES, [S.J.] ‘“ De Rebus Societatis Jesu in regno Poloniz, ad Serenis-
simum Sigismundum Tertium.” 12mo. Edit. 3% Cracovie, 1620,

“ Articles of Christian Religion. Approved and passed by both Houses of Parlia-
ment, after advice had with the Assembly of Divines, by authority of Parliament
sitting at Westminster.” Small 4to, pp. 50. London, 1648.

ASTRAIN, P. ANTONIO, S.J. “ Historia de la Compaiifa de Jesis en la Asistencia
de Espafia; tomo 1., San Ignacio de Loyola, 1540-1555,"" 8vo, pp. xlv., 714, Madrid,
1902,

Bacon, Francis. ““ Works.” 8vo, 10 vols. London, 1803.

Bacquer, JEAN. “Des Droicts du Domaine,” t. ii. partie 4; *“ Du Droict d'Amor-
tissement.”” Euvres in 5 tt. fol. Paris, 1664,

BavpwiN, Jaxe. “The Maryland Calendar of Wills,” vol. i., 1635-1685. 8vo,
pp. ix., 219, Ixii. Baltimore, 1901.;

“ The Lord Baltemore's Case, concerning the Province of Maryland, adjoyning
to Virginia in America, With full and clear Answers to all material Objections,
touching his Rights, Jurisdiction and Proceedings there. And certaine Reasons of
State, why the Parliament should not impeach the same. Unto which is also
annexed a true Copy of a Commission from the late King's eldest Son to Mr, William

































INTROD. I. § 9. ABBREVIATIONS USED 45

Mo. Prov.
= Missouri Province, S.J,

MARYLAND, ARCHIVES OF—
Proceedings of the Assembly (or Council)
= According to page in the volume corresponding to the date.
Provincial Court, Judicial and Testamentary Business
= Ditto.
Loxpon—
P. R.O. = Public Record Office, according to the series and volume noted.
Ante med. ; med. ; post med.; ad calcem
= Designating the locality of a quotation on the folio or page cited.

Cf. = confer, compare,

F. 257, = folio 25 verso, otherwise designated, f. 255,

Ibid. = ibidem, in the work or tome already cited.

Loe. cit. = loco citato, in the passage just cited.

Passim = Here and there, recurring often.

s.d. = sine data, without date.

S0, = sub voce, under the name or word.

seq.orsq.= And in the rest of the passage, or in what follows.

Documents, I. = The accompanying first volume of Documents,

History, 1. = This first volume of Historical text.



























54 INTROD. II. THE ARCHIVES AND LITERATURE

“2. How many general confessions heard ?

“3. Anything remarkable in confirmation of the Catholic faith ?

“4, How many personal feuds adjusted by means of the
missionaries ?

“5. Anything singular on behalf [pro bono] of the Society ?

“6. How many have entered seminaries or monasteries, through
the influence of the Fathers ?

“7. What assistance has been rendered to Catholic captives and
the poor?

“8. If ours have exhibited any remarkable example of virtue
either in death or in life ?

“9, What alms have been given to the Society 2!

For the purposes of a history we find a document entitled :
“ Some heads on which information is to be sought, especially from
Schedule for the older members, for the purpose of writing the history
a history. of the Province.” The date of it seems to coincide with
that of the foundation of Maryland; and the substance of the ten
points is confined to the antecedents of the parent Province. A few,
however, will concern us for the things they say; and all of them
for the principles which they involve.

“1. On the beginnings of the Mission; of the Vice-Province ;
the Province; what part they themselves have taken therein; what
they have heard from others worthy of credence ;—points that deserve
notice and have not yet been adequately consigned to posterity.

“2. On the first Fathers of the Mission in particular.”

Here follow items with regard to individuals and martyrs. The
information called for is that about facts, either as witnessed by
the informants, or as received from competent witnesses. So, in
the active ministry among souls, let them report the fruits of their
labours ; their perils, imprisonment, the circumstances of their cap-
ture, the number of times they were taken, the particulars of their
deliverance or of their escape. Notable converts or penitents of the
Fathers ; particularly those who ended their life as martyrs. The
books they have written in defence of the faith. The virtues and
lives of certain Fathers and of the chief benefactors. The public
disputations held with heretics; or private ones, if of greater moment.
The difficulties between parties in the Church and the Society, the
conferences, vexations, agreements, “ which it may be expedient to

I Stonyhurst MSS., A, v. 1, f. 39, a quarto volume, containing instructions,
memorials left by Provincials, list of faculties, ete., covering over eighty years, from
the coming of Parsons and Campion, till 1663 ; all copies,
































































































86 INTROD. II. THE ARCHIVES AND LITERATURE

a verbis ad wverbera—from words to blows, when you have nothing
further to say. On one occasion a witty Jesuit answered the pre-
liminary skirmish of an importunate disputant, by begging him to
get stretched out first on a rack alongside, and then they could try
conclusions more on a par.’

§ 13. It was natural that the question should be asked—Why all
this intolerance? or, using another term which is employed by
The question Modern historians, Why all this persecution? It was
mooted about asked in Maryland and in North America generally, both
persechtion:  before and after the American Revolution. It is not,
indeed, a question which Catholics put. They take the answer to
be about as plain as the fact, which is transparent from every point
of view. But the query is proposed by others, who do not mince
the matter even when they are no friends of Catholicism, and who
are not always over-nice in their statement of the erude fact. “ Per-
secution,” says one, “is the deadly original sin of the Reformed
Churches ; that which cools every honest man’s zeal for their cause,
in proportion as his reading becomes more extensive.”! It is pro-
nounced to be “somewhat an humiliating admission ;" still the
humiliating admission is made, “that the Protestant faith was
imposed upon our ancestors by a foreign army.” This was when
German Lutheran troops were sent for from Calais to force the new
religion down the throats of English people, although, as one of the
governing ring said, “ The use of the new religion is not yet printed
in the stomachs of eleven out of twelve parts of the realm, whatever
countenance men may make outwardly to please them, in whom
they see the power resteth.”2 We are correctly told that “ the rack
seldom stood idle in the Tower for all the latter part of Elizabeth's
reign.” 3 Between one hundred and ninety-one and two hundred
and four Catholic martyrs suffered under Elizabeth, besides many
others who died of hardship in the Tower, in the Clink, in the
Fleet, or in Newgate.* The long series of statutes was inaugu-
rated, having the clear purpose of impoverishing all Catholics, and
keeping them by force of legislation in the state of penury to
which legislation reduced them.® For the whole monastic and

; 4‘ Fz:thff Thomas Strange. Cf. H. Foley, Records, iv. 4, note.—Cf. infra, History,
, note 11,

' Hallam, Constitutional History of England, i. 130, 181,

: ﬁzg, pp.2327, 128 : note on Paget writing to Somerset, from Strype.
iud., p. 201,

Iind., p. 222,

Cf. Itid., p. 210, text and note. But for specimens of the facts which Hallam so
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CHAPTER III

ANTECEDENTS OF THE MARYLAND MISSION, 1580-1633

§ 1. The first English mission of the Jesuits. § 2. The motive Jof religion in
colonial enterprises, § 3. The plan of Catholic migration in 1605. § 4. 1605.
Andrew White: Vocation. § 5. The English Province. Formation of a
novice. § 6. Father White as a Professor: 1609-1629. § 7. George Calvert
and Newfoundland: 1624-1629. § 8. The Propaganda and the English
Colonies: 1625-1631. § 9. Propaganda Relations continued: 1625-1631.
§ 10. Lord Baltimore and the clergy : the Puritans: 1627-1631. § 11. The
Bishop, the laity, and Baltimore: 1628-1631. § 12, The crisis of the con-
troversy: 1631. § 13. The friar and the Bishop: 1631. § 14, The Bishop
and the monk on the laity: 1631. § 15. End of the laymen’s controversy :
1631. § 16. The first Lord Baltimore's last acts: 1631, 1632. .§ 17. The
charter for Maryland : 1632 : (1) Dedication of places of worship; (2) Eccle-
siastical patronage ; (3) Elimination of Mortmain Statutes.

Manuscript Sources: (Brussels), Archives du Royaume, Archives
Jésuitiques.—General Arvchives S.J.: Anglia, Episiole Generalium ;
Anglia, Historia, ii., iii., iv., vii. ; Anglia, Catalogi.—(London), British
Museum MSS., Sloane, 3662,—English Province Archives S.J., Roman
Letters, ii.—Public Record Office, Colonial Papers; Rolls and Patents ;
Transcripts from Rome, xvii.—(Rome), Barberini Library, Leltere,—Corsini
Library, cod. 283,—Propaganda Archives : I America, 259 ; America Cen-
trale, 1.; Lettere, 100, 101, 102, 129, 131, 132, 150, 297, 347 ; Scritture
riferite mei Congressi, Anglia, I.—Vatican Archives, Nunziatura dInghil-
terra, 5.—Vatican Library, Ottoboni, 2536.—Stonyhurst College MSS. :
Anglia A., iii,, iv., viii,, ix. ; A. I. 40,—Georgetown College T'ranscripts.—
Maryland-New York Archives 8.J., old Catalogues.

Published Sources: G. Bancroft, History of the Colonization of the
United States, i.—Calendars of State Papers, Colonial Series, America and
West Indies, i., iv.; London, Public Record Office.—Constitutiones Soc.
Jesu; and Institutum Soe. Jesu.—(Maryland), Archives of Maryland :
Pro eedings of the Council, 1636-1667.—H. Morus, Historia Missionis
Vice-Provincie, Provincie Anglicane Soc. Jesu.—T. Scharf, History of
Maryland, i.—J. G. Shea, History of the Catholic Church within the Limits
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204 BISHOP AND LAITY : 1627-1631 [CHaP. III

for a couple of years, we take it that his signature was appended to
the document at the beginning of 1628. It may be that he not only
signed it, but composed it. His subsequent action in the controversy,
and his antecedent qualifications as a Privy Councillor and Secretary,
agree perfectly with the policy adopted and the statements made in
this letter of remonstrance, which runs thus—

“RigHT REV. FATHER IN CHRIST,

“We have seen the letter of your Lordship, dated the
16 October, addressed to the lay Catholics of this kingdom. We are
glad to pass over that part of it which does not proximately touch
us. But there are other matters in it, which do concern us in the
highest degree; they concern ourselves, our offspring, and whatever
can be dear to us in this world. Wherefore with the greatest
humility we will state to your Right Reverend Lordship, what is our
sentiment and opinion thereupon.

“Your letter consists of four parts. It is the second of these
which chiefly regards us, that wherein you speak of your power as
Ordinary, which you describe in these terms: ¢ As to the authority,
in virtue of which I made these exactions, it is as great as the
authority of any Ordinary is or can be in his own city or diocese for
exacting so much from regulars. Secondly, His Holiness makes me
Judge in the first instance. Thirdly, on this same account he has
constituted me as truly and absolutely Ordinary in England, as are
other Ordinaries in their dioceses. Fourthly, it is manifest from my
papal Brief, that His Holiness has made me delegate for all causes,’
a characteristic of Ordinaries. Fifthly, in the letters of their
Eminences the Cardinals of the Propaganda, I am called the Ordinary
of England and Scotland.” This passage, and the entire scope of the
second part of your Lordship’s letter, show plainly that you claim
as much authority over the Catholic laity of England and Scotland
as the Ordinaries of old exercised, when the Catholic religion was
established here, and as much as they now possess in Catholic
countries, With your good pleasure, we beg of you to hear for a
moment from us, how far such authority assumed over the laity does
extend.

“First, Ordinaries have the power of examining and proving
last wills and testaments; secondly, of granting letters of adminis-
tration for disposing of the effects of the deceased; thirdly, of
deciding questions and controversies about tithes ; fourthly, of passing

5 ¢ Ad universalitatem causarum.”



























§ 13] FRA SIMON AND CHALCEDON 213

to his great new charter for the province of Maryland ; leaves a
palatinate as a princely heritage to Cecilius, second Lord Baltimore ;
and so closes the chapter of antecedents to our Maryland history.

§ 13. Our old friend, Simon Stock, wrote from London to the
Sacred Congregation of the Propaganda, on the 4th of

February, this year, 1631— Stecsfil;’jss:ug-

“Your EMINENCES,

“Thus far the decree of the Holy Office [the Inqui-
sition], in the case of the Bishop of Chalcedon, is not yet published.
The contention and discord betwixt one and other party is great,
with the writing of books one against the other, to the prejudice of
Holy Church and the scandal of the simple-minded. And, as that
proposal of appointing two other Bishops, one being of the Society of
Jesus, the other of the Order of St. Benedict,! does not meet with the
approbation of the Sacred Congregation, it will be useful at least if
the Congregation forbid both parties to write any more books, one
against the other; and to command his lordship the Bishop to send
you in writing what it is that he claims, and the reasons why, and the
consistency of such demands with a time of persecution ; and, on the
other side, to order the heads of the regulars to send you, in writing,
what authority they are content to give the Bishop, and the reasons
and appropriateness of not allowing more; and so the differences
betwixt the two can easily be seen, and be adjusted to some extent ; *
otherwise they will go on contending for ever, to the great damage of
Holy Church. And, with profound reverence, asking your blessing,
I am,

“ Your Eminences’ most humble servant,

“ FrA SIMON,
“ London, February, 4, 1631.” 3

Simon Stock seems to have known very little of what was in
progress behind the scenes, when he desired that his pp. gisnop
lordship the bishop should be encouraged to write and ggglp?:d‘{ﬂ's
enlighten the Sacred Congregation. During the last six ence on the
years the bishop’s letters have been about as numerous
as his own, but in an elegant Latin style which contrasts strongly

with the friar’s eclectic Italian and infelicitous manner of expression,

! Cf. Propaganda Archives, Lettere, 132, f. 144 : S. Stock, London, July 25, 1630
It was a notion of his own.

z « Et determinarla con una mediocritd.”

* Propaganda Archives, Lettere, 100, £, 151,





























































































CHAPTER 1V

FOUNDATION OF THE MARYLAND MISSION, 1633-1640

§ 18. Negotiations for Jesunit missionaries. § 19. Father White as secretary to
Lord Baltimore. § 20. The general Conditions of Plantation : 1633. § 21. Con-
ditions propounded to the missionaries: 1633. § 22. Baltimore’s views on
religious toleration: 1633. § 23. Baltimore’s politico-religious instructions :
November, 1633. § 24. The proportion of contributions. § 25. Faculties for
Maryland : 1633. § 26. Men for Maryland: 1633-1635. § 27. The voyage
to America: 1633, 1634. § 28. The West Indies: 1634. § 29. The western
populations.  § 30. Puritans, Huguenots, and Anglicans. § 31. Propaganda
reports on the Islands: (1) Jesuits; (2) Dominicans; (3) Augustinians
and Carmelites ; (4) Capuchins; (5) Catholic Merchant Companies ; (6) The
English Islands; (7) The Jesuit Provinces, West and South. § 32. Propa-
ganda documents about the mainland: British colonies and French. § 33.
The shores of the Potomac. § 34. The Indian tribes. § 35. The soil and
climate : fish, flesh, and fowl. § 36. The first missionary establishment : 1633~
1638. § 37. Indented servants. § 38. The second and third missionary establish-
ments: 1638-1640. § 39. The college in prospect : 1640.

Manuscript Sources : Annapolis Records, lib. 1.—General
Archives S.J.: Anglia, Epistolz Generalium ; Anglia, Historia, iv., v.;
Anglia, Catalogi.—Georgetown College MSS., Mosley Papers; Mobberley
Diaries.—(London) British Museum MSS., Sloane, 3662 ; Additional,
30,372, 33,029 ; Newcastle Papers, 344,—Public Record Office : Colonial
Papers, America and West Indies ; Colonial Eniry-Books ; Board of Trade.
—(Paris) Archives de I'Ecole de Ste, Geneviéve, Antilles-Guiane, 1, seq.—
(Rome) Corsini Library, codd. 283, 284 ; Propaganda Archives : America,
257, 268 ; I America, 259 ; II America, 260 ; America Centrale, i. ; Antille,
i.; Lettere, 132, 133, 139, 141, 142, 145 ; Scritture riferite nei Congressi,
Irlanda, ii.—Vatican Archives: Nunziatura d Inghilterra, 4.—Vatican
Library, Ottoboni, 2536.—Stonyhurst College MSS., Anglia, 4, iv., v., viii,

Published Sources: J. Boucher, Discourses.—Bullarium Patronatus
Portugallicc Regum.—G. W. Burnap, Leonard Calvert—Calendar of State
Papers, Colonial, America and West Indies, i., ii., iv., v.—Calvert Papers,
i, iii.—A. Carayon, Documents Inédits, Pierre Chaumonot. — (Propa-
ganda) Collectanea S. Congregationis de Propaganda Fide.—Compendium
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and numbers of Father SourawrLL's redaction. (2 scale of the ongmal )

[To face p. 27

In a Roman office hand, with additions, lines,

6.
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CHAPTER V

LORD BALTIMORE AND THE CLERGY, 1635-1640

§ 40. John Lewger. § 41. Baltimore’s feudal oath for Maryland : 1635, 1636.
§ 42. Lewger's introduction into the Church : 1635,1636. § 43. The freemen’s
code suppressed by Baltimore: 1635-1637. § 44. Copley, Knowles, and
missionary aspirants. § 45. Baltimore, Virginia, and a cleavage of parties:
1635-1638. § 46. Baltimore’s code suppressed by the freemen: 1638, § 47.
Lewger’s refitted code: 1638. § 48. The remonstrances: 1638, 1639: (1)
The parties ; (2) Trade ; (3) Landed property; (4) Life and limb. § 49. The
attack on the clergy : 1638, 1639 : (1) Cornwaleys’s protest; (2) Copley’s
criticism; (3) Copley’s requests. § 50. The policy in London : 1638, 1639.
§ 51. Pressure on the missionaries : 1638, 1639. § 52. The projected Church
establishment : 1638-1639 : (1) General standing ; (2) Details. § 53. Mistaken
and forgotten data : (1) The Bulla Coence and excommunications; (2) Coke on
Church privileges ; (3) The privileges in common and canon law.

Manuscript Sources: General Archives S.J., Anglia, Epistole
Generalium ; Anglia, Historia, v.; Anglia, Catalogi.—(London) British
Museum MSS., Harleian, 980.—Public Record Office: Domestic, Car. I.,
278, 303 ; Colonial, America and West Indies; Colonial Papers; Tran-
seripts from Rome, xvii—Rome (Vatican Library), Barberini Library,
cvil. 21, 22 (Lettere Sciolte, Inghilterra, 24, 25).—Vatican Archives,
Nunziatura d Inghilterra, 5, 6 ; Nunziatura di Franeia, 61,

Published Sources : American Catholic Historical Researches, xx.—
Ancient Laws and Institutes of England (B. Thorpe).—J. Anderson,
History of the Church of Emgland in the Colonies, ii.—T. C. Anstey, Guide
to the Laws of England affecting Roman Catholics,—Blackstone’s Commen-
taries on the Laws of England, i., iii, ; Stephen’s Commentaries, i., iii.—
Bonacina, Opera Omnia, iii. : De Censuris in Bulla Ceene.—J. H. Brodhead,
Documents relating to the Colonial History of New York, iii.— Calendars of
State Papers, Colonial Series, America and West Indies, v.—Calvert Papers,
1—Coke’s Littleton ; 2 Institutes.—C. Dodd, Church History of England,
iii.—K. C. Dorsey, Life of Father Thomas Copley.—H. Foley, Records of
the English Province S.J., i., vii., Collectanea.—J. Gillow, Bibliographical
Dictionary-History—H. Hallam, View of the State of Furope during











































































§ 45] VIRGINIA AND MARYLAND : 1634-1637 373

the third year of probation. But, if he can be kept for a while, it
will be better to do so, that with a fuller equipment of the arms of
justice he may announce Christ, whom in the retirement ggpert

of the third year of probation he will imprint still Philips.

more deeply in his heart.”1” The dispensation regarding a third
year refers to a last stage of formation or novitiate in the Society,
prior to the final grade which was taken with the last vows. This
matter of a dispensation recurs often in relation to Maryland ; and,
like other licences which might be sought for, afforded in principle
and practice abundant matter for the Generals to criticize, even
while they were granting what was asked for by the Provincials.

A month later (May 15, 1638), in answer to More’s letter of
the beginning of April, his Paternity signifies his approval of
Williamson’s absolute appointment to Maryland.”® 1yomas
Thomas Worthington also, a scholastic of twenty-two Worthington.
years of age, receives encouragement very soon afterwards (July 10,
1638). Writing to the same Provincial, the General says—

“Not so long ago Thomas Worthington wrote to me from Liege,
making known in a petition, happily and piously conceived, his
burning desires for the Indies. Although, as I remember having
answered already in similar cases, there are the Indies hard by you
in Britain, still your Reverence may encourage him in my name;
you may foster his pious zeal; and let him know that I will take
account of him among others, when occasion offers, according as the
Lord shall inspire.” 19

If no one of these applicants landed in Maryland with Father
Pulton in 1638, nor at a later period, the reason probably is not far
to seek in the troubles which arose between the missionaries and
Lord Baltimore.

§ 45. The relations between Maryland and the actual Governor of
Virginia had from the first been courteous, if not cordial. There
was i!:_ldeed a party in the Virginian Government, or Fesis ot
under it, that was hostile to Maryland as a rival and to foes in Vir-
Maryland as a nest of Papists. But the Governor him- 5"
self, Sir John Harvey, was mentioned in Father White’s Latin

17 i y ,
4 ?beg‘aral Archives S.J., Anglia, Epist. Gen.
® Tbhid.
. % For the antecedents and subsequent careers of the men named, cf. Foley, Records,
;11., follectmwa. Father Robert Philips is taken to be identical with Dr., Robert
ug .

























































































































































424 PRESSURE ON THE MISSIONARIES [CHAP. V

business, that you should desire me to require you to make
amends.” ¥ And Father Altham too had come in for his share ; since
White, in the letter to Baltimore, augurs of the same Father, that he
“wilbee able to give his disculpa to your Lordship and cleere his
innocency.” 18

§ 51. The chief source of information here is to be found in the
private communications between Lewger and Baltimore, during the
year 1638. We cannot, indeed, verify them with the help of other
documents, to see how far they agreed with the communications, for
instance, between Baltimore and More. But they are decisive
enough as to the view taken, or at least the use made, of Father
More’s authority by the other two.

On the whole, Lewger, in the course of this year, had every reason
to be in high spirits. He had barely arrived in the Province; yet
St everything was in his hands—his bills gone over to
master of the Baltimore for final approval, which would make them
ﬁgﬁt‘l%‘;b_ statutes; his twenty doctrinaire Cases expected back

from his friends with answers worthy of their friendship ;
he and the Governor, where they were not partners in a monopoly of
trade, still partners in a monopoly of nearly all the great offices; and,
as a consequence in the direction of the missionaries, such a mastery
of the situation, that he might well say to Baltimore, speaking of the
Fathers: “For the present, we have no differences at all.” He has
levied a tribute on them of a tenth, in virtue of a bill which shall
never become a law.! As Lord Baltimore urges the same plucking
for the next year, Lewger ventures to excuse himself on the ground
that really there is nothing to pluck; and, besides, for neither year
has he had the assurance to levy on anybody else. Others were lay
people ; these were the only clergymen.

But best of all are the particulars which he learns direct from
Baltimore—that instructions are coming over from London to settle
all difficulties with the Fathers. These reverend gentlemen are to
have “some temporall person” appointed, that is an agent, who being
a layman will impose no duty of personal reverence, and being only
their agent can oppose no more obstacle to the exploitation of their
richts and goods, than they have succeeded in doing themselves.
There are other particulars in these “instructions and directions,”

17 General Archives S.J., Anglia, Epist. Gen.—Documents, 1. No. 5, K.

" Calvert Papers, i. 203, 204,
! Supra, § 49 (2), p. 409.


































































446 MISTAKEN AND FORGOTTEN DATA [CHAPR. V

Charta, reaffirmed that they should remain. With the enjoyment of
her liberties we find coupled the guarantee that the city of London
and all other cities and boroughs shall have their franchises and
customs, which they have reasonably had and used in times past.®®
So did the legislation, warranting the liberties of Holy Church,
flow with a full tide till the Reformation.
But with the loss of the papal supremacy in England, and the

substitution of a royal supremacy, there was no reason any more for

the liberty of a Church; and it passed out of existence.
;w rﬁlgaﬂo, The first opening for liberty that then became visible
S dated from a hundred years later; when, in the new

world of Maryland, the freemen took occasion to make a
formal and complex statement, just like those made by Saxons and
Englishmen of Catholic times, during the six hundred years gone
before. Appealing expressly to the Great Charter, they coupled the
Church’s liberties with their own. They said, and they decreed as
law, that “Holy Church within this province shall have all her
rights and liberties ;” and then they proceeded in another short
paragraph to their own guarantee of freedom: “The inhabitants of
this province shall have all their rights and prerogatives, according
to the Great Charter of England.” ®

Of the clergy taken apart, or found without the protecting arm of

freemen, it may be true what Hallam says, meaning indeed to speak
Hallam on  Of the Middle Ages, but certainly speaking of robber
2:;‘1%?3. barons: “In times of barbarous violence,” he writes,

“nothing can thoroughly compensate for the inferiority
of physical strength and prowess ;” *° that is to say, for the inferiority
of the meekness imposed by the clerical state in the face of brute
force riding rough-shod over rights not equally brutal. But it was
not by Middle Age barons, or in the old world alone, that barbarous
violence could be displayed, whether with an ensign of spare legality
and paper formality, or without such an illusive show. We continue
with the sequel of our narrative.

® 14 Edw, IIL, stat. 1, c. 1.

» Infra, § 54.
‘% Hallam, Middle Ages, ii. 207.
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462 APPLICATIONS FOR THE MISSION: 1640 [CHAP. VI

which by right are due unto me. I would be willing to give all to
the furthering of our Mission. The surest way weare to procure
some friends to speak to my father. Peradventure my
step-mother, who is my Lord Montigue his aunt, will be
able to effect it. I leave all to your Reverence his
disposing. The 26th of July, 1640.

His patrimony
for Lﬂe
mission,

“ LAURENCE WORSLY.”

John Parker was a young theologian, twenty-nine years of age,
and ten years in the Society. He writes—

“ REVERENDE IN CHRISTO PATER.
“Pax Christi.

“ By reason of yours written concerning the happie successe
of our Mission in Mariland, T wished Rev. Father Rectour to signifie
John Parker. unto your Reverence, that I was most willing and
S xow: desirous to consecrate my weake endeavours to God’s
servise in those parts. To which alsoe I do not esteeme my selfe a
little obliged by reason of a vowe, whereof sometime in manifestation
I have spoken to your Reverence. True it is that some condemne
mee hier as unfitte for such an imployment, both for want of health
& an imperfection in my speech ; but I hope that neyther of theese
will bee anye impediment unto me. For, allthough my health bee
not at this present very good, yet since the ending of my studies it
is better than it was, & I hope by the helpe of Villiers will bee much
more abettered. At least wais, even the change of aire may much
conduce unto it. And, as for the imperfection in my speech, sure I
am that, unless in fervour of disputation, especially in a strange
language [Latin], it is hardly perceptible. And verily it seems alsoe
the custome of Almighty God to make choise of lesse fitte instru-
ments, that whatsoever is donne may bee ascribed to the true author
of it. In fine, I am wholy in your Reverence his hands, & soe
remain,

“Rev”® Ves” servus in Christo,

“ JOANNES PARKERUS.
“ Leodio, Aug. 6, 1640.”

Francis Parker, a young man of thirty-four years of age, tells of
his hopes and fears, with respect both to Maryland and to his family.
Pesndis He should wish to bring over the members of his own
Parker. household to the faith which he has himself embraced.
He says—






































































































































































































528 INVECTIVES AND VIOLENCE : 1642  [CHAP. VI

that none shall be sent untill he have satisfaction. This is the
substance of all our discourse. I am sorry I have fayled in doing
that good and service proposed.”

The gentleman encloses Baltimore's note of the night before.
It ends with the sentiment: “ Howsoever, it was not my fault that
the buisness is thus streightned in time ; nor that it hath beene so,
I wiss, other yeares in the same manner.” This remark may allude
to his having tried the bureau in the previous year, somewhat too
late to be completely effectual in shutting the missionaries out of
Maryland.

A lady now entered the lists, his sister Mrs, Peasely, who wrote
on October 5, that she had simply wasted her time: “The particulars

are not worth relating ; for both of us talked too much
Mrs. Peasely DL »
aéncli Bsaltxiglgre- since the effect of our discourse proved no more to my

45 content.” She closes her note with a pious hope that
God “will turn all things to the best;” she is sorry that she cannot
wait in person upon her correspondent: “ Our time,” she says, “is
so short and our business so much.” This refers, no doubt, to the
press of affairs on Mr. Peasely as agent, if not also to his own family
interests in the plantation, which required immediate attention on
the departure of the ship.?

In the midst of the opposition and disapproval which he
encountered all round, from the Peaselys who openly remonstrated
with him, from Governor Leonard who silently disregarded him even
when ostensibly obeying him, from the Maryland Catholic gentry
whose opinion and attitude had more weight with him than the
sentiments of his whole family and the rights of all the Jesuits
together, it may appear that the one thing which still put nerve
into his stubbornness and made him even flighty in running to take
up a stand still more obstinate, was some opinion of his or of his
advisers, that he had the Jesuits now in his power, and now or never
he must bring them to terms. Terms with them meant terms with
the whole ecclesiastical body in the future, when not a Jesuit might
be left in the province; and, if there were to be anything odious in
the ecclesiastical status so arranged, the Jesuits, whether living or
defunct, might bear the whole weight of the odium. He would have
their signature, resigning ecclesiastical possessions and rights, retro-
spective and future.

But, more than his reckoning on Rome, his calculations about the

’ Md.-N. Y, Province Archives, 2; original letters.—Cf. Woodstock Letters,
ix, 91-93,








































































552 THE INDIAN MISSIONS : 1642-1644 [CHAP. VI

death. For the soldiers would never have treated any other with
that civility and respect; and, though they were even ready at
several times to run into mutiny, yet she still pacified them ; till,
at the last, things were brought to that strait that she must be
admitted and declared your lordships attorney by an order of court
(the copy whereof is herewith enclosed) ; or else all must go to ruin
again ; and then the second mischief had been doubtless far greater
than the former.” ! On receiving this letter, the “tart” nobleman
who received therewith this smart lesson on courtesy, and who in
his style of speech seems to have mistaken even a lady for a Jesuit
missionary, rose to the level of the soldiers’ civility, and spoke of
Miss Brent with respect (August 6, 1650). He endorsed everything
that she had done in his name up to the date of the freemen’s
letter.!

We have observed already that, though this lady was not actually
in the province at the time when John Lewger formulated his
doctrinaire Cases,!* yet she was of the kind whom he was striking
at with disfranchisement and confiscation, for the crime of remaining
unmarried, or, as Copley expressed it, for reserving the privilege of
being able to “ vow chastity in the world.” In presence of wise and
discreet virgins like her, intellectually strong and richly endowed
with the goods of this world, there was nothing to expect in the
future but the endowment also of charity and religion; just as the
Jesuits themselves were incorrigibly bent on doing. Hence the
gallant Lewger struck at such ladies with disfranchisement. And,
when that failed, the noble and courteous lord struck at them with a
Condition of Plantation, inflicting on them an incapacity to give
(November 10, 1641). And when, after that, he failed to elicit a
disabling sentence to this same purpose from the Provincial, then, the
Catholic prodominance in the province having become less, he struck
at every one indiscriminately with a sentence of that kind, in his
twelfth Condition of Plantation, 1648, which was repeated in his
tenth of 16495 Tt is a loss to the intellectual and moral fund of
history, that as much is not known of the Brents as we are forced to
know of some other persons.

But, coming back to the Indian ward, we see reason to believe
that Miss Kittamaquund found life with the Brents much more

12 Archives of Maryland, Proceedings of the Assembly, p. 289,

13 Ibid., pp. 316, 317.

4 Cf. J. Kilty, Landholder's Assistant, p. 67.

5 Of, Ibid., pp. 42, 50.—Cf, supra, § 52 (2), pp. 430, 431; § 62 (1); § 63 (1),
note 10,




































564 DISPERSION : 1643 [CHAP. V1

for their demise, the Annual Catalogue for 1646, if not also for 1647,
had continued to report them as in the full administration of the
Maryland Mission.!?

Meanwhile it may be observed that, in the course of twelve years
from the day when Father White first set foot on Maryland seil,
and founded the English Mission in America, there had
died, like soldiers stricken on the field, no fewer than
eight men. Two of the survivors were now exiles from Maryland,
being presented as traitors to English justice. Four others had come ;
but of them one couple stayed barely a year or two, and another
couple had only attended a gentleman and then returned to England.
Thus, among the regular or stationary missioners, the loss of life in
twelve years was eighty per cent.

But much more profuse was the expenditure of youthful health
and vigour. Father Ferdinand Poulton had just reached forty years
of age; Father Hartwell, thirty-nine; Father Rigbie, thirty-eight;
Father Cooper, thirty-six ; Father Knowles, thirty. Father Altham,
one of the original missionaries, was mature in years, being aged
fifty-one ; Brother Morley, fifty ; and Brother Gervase, forty-seven.

Statistics.

12 General Archives S.J., Catal. 3, 1646 ¢t 1647.—These words, “ef 1647,” are
added on the outside by an ancient hand.
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§ 73] WILLIAMS : PLEA FOR LEGALITY 577

And so it was that, in the very year of Leonard Calvert’s peaceful
descent on Maryland, Roger Williams was denounced at Salem, in
January, for a paper which he had written in the neigh- p i o
bouring colony of Plymouth ; to prove that a grant of land at Salem.
in New England from an English King could not be perfect, 1634.
unless the grantees ‘‘compounded with the natives.” This opinion, says
Bancroft, sounded like treason against the charter of the colony.
Williams was ready to see the offensive manuscript burned. But he so
explained its purport that the court applauded his temper, and declared
“ that the matters were not so evil as at first they seemed.” 14

as in the next paragraph of our text, without discerning what that historian implies
with regard to Roger Williams’s theory and the practice of his opponents: ¢ But
whatever [*389, ibid.] loose opinions might have been entertained, or latitudinary
doctrines inculeated, in favour of the abstract right to possess and colonize America, it
is certain that, in point of fact, the colonists were not satisfied, or did not deem it
expedient, to settle the country without the consent of the aborigines, procured by
fair purchage, under the sanction of the civil authorities. The pretensions of the
patent of King James were not relied on; and the prior Indian right to the soil of the
country'was generally, if not uniformly, recognized and respected by the New England
Puritans (Bancroft, i. 400). They always negotiated with the Indian nations as
distinet and independent powers."”

14 G, Bancroft, History of the United Stafes, i. 369, 17th edit.—Here compare the
statement just quoted from Vattel, supra, note 5.
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APPENDIX C

Text, § 17 (3), pp. 240 s¢. ; § 52 (2), pp. 430, 431 ; § 53 (2), p. 440 sq.
HISTORY OF MORTMAIN BEFORE HENRY VIIL

§ 74. General idea of Mortmain. § 75. Statutes of Mortmain in Catholic times,
§ 76. The Catholic statutes and the legal status in Maryland.

Published Sources: Angell and Ames, Private Corporations Aggregate.~
Avrchives of Maryland : Proceedings of the Council, 1636-1667.—F. Bacon,
Works, iv.; Reading on the Statute of Uses—J. DBacquet, Fuvres, i—
Blackstone’s Commentaries on FEnglish Law.—J. H. Boehmer, Jus Parochiale.—
G. Bowyer, Commentaries on Universal Public Law.—Coke's Littleton ; 2
Institutes.—C. Dodd, Church History of England, edited by Tierney, i, il—
L. Ferraris, Prompta Bibliotheca Canonica, Juridica, ete.—W. F. Finlason,
History of the Laws of Mortmain.—E. Gibson, Codex Juris Ecclesiastici, il.—H.
Hallam, Middle Ages, ii—House of Commons, Report of Mortmain Committee,
1844,—B. T. Johnson, Foundation of Maryland.—-J. Kent, Commentaries on
American Law.—J. Lingard, History of England, iv., vii.—F. W. Maitland, Roman
Canon Law in the Church of England.—T. M. Mamachi, Del Diritto Libero della
Chiesa di acquistare, ecc., i., iv.—J. V. L. MecMahon, Historical View of the Govern-
ment of Maryland.—F. Palgrave, Rise and Progress of the English Commonwealth :
Anglo-Saxon Period.—J. Perkins, Lawes of this Realme.—Pollock and Maitland,
History of English Law, i.—F. Sacchini, Historice Societatis Jesu, pars v.—H,
Spelman, Origin of Terms.—Statutes of the Realm, published by the Record Com-
mission.—Statutes at Large, published by Ruffhead.—(Statutes) Ancient Laws and
Institutes of England, published by the Record Commission,—Serjeant Stephen,
New Commentaries on the Laws of England, partly founded on Blackstone.—W.
Stubbs, Constitutional History of England, ii.; Select Charters.—F. Suarez, De-
Sensio Fidei, lib. iv.

IN the Conditions of Plantation issued on November 10, 1641, we
have seen that Lord Baltimore inserted a clause which read: “ Any
statute of Mortmayn heretofore passed in the Kingdom of England.” !
But in a subsequent issue of Conditions (1648) a limitation was intro-
duced : “Statutes of Mortmayne heretofore made in the Kingdom of
England at any time before the reign of Henry the Eighth, who was
King of that Realm.”*
' Supra, § 62, p. 499,

* Archives of Maryland : Proceedings of the Council, 1636-1667, p. 227, § 12.—Of,
supra, § 63 (1), p. 510, note 10,


















































































































616 MORTMAIN: LEGAL STATUS IN MARYLAND [Arp.C

persons by the aforesaid ‘pretensed kings” should be perpetually
valid.t!

As the length of this Appendix prohibits our pursuing at present the
subject of Mortmain into its two next English and American stages of
Superstitious Uses and Charitable Uses, as well as into its fourth and
last European stage of the twentieth century, which is that of Mortmain
Nondescript, we cut it short and omit the rest of this interesting question,
unless it be called for in the sequence of our historical text.*?

1 1 Edw. IV., stat. 1, c. 1, §§ 1-4, 6.

2 Dodd, edited and annotated by Tierney, devotes two pages in the text to the
Statutes of Mortmain, with some notes and an appendix by the editor. These
writers discern in the said statutes scarcely anything more than a rightful subjuga-
tion of the monasteries, and a vindication of parochial rights and clergy as against
monastic progress; but with the unfortunate result that the Mendicant Orders came
into the field. Now, it was against the Mendicant Orders that the Statutes of
Mortmain were filed! Hence Dodd signifies his cordial approval. Dodd’s Church
History of England, edited by M. A. Tierney, i. 128, 129.—As to Tierney’s note,
Ibid., introducing into the question of mortmain “ parochial tithes* alienated in
favour of monasteries, compare Blackstone for a similar reference to ‘‘ the intrigues
of the regular clergy, or monks of the Benedictine and other rules,” and a sympa-
thetic allusion to the defrauded * secular or parochial clergy (a much more valuable
set of men than themselves [the monks]),” ete. Herewith compare Finlason’s lively
note on the juridical competency of Justice Blackstone when touching such a
subject ; he shows it to be quite on a par with that of his chiefs and leaders—Lord
Hardwicke and Lord Chief Baron Gilbert. W. F. Finlason, History of the Laws of
Mortmain, pp. 72, 73, note.—Like all such pieces of Blackstone, the Justices Stephen,
father and son, reproduce the very words of that gentleman, for the sake of preserving
such a “ relic ” from * perishing ”” with the rest of *“a work now falling into decay.”
The whole passage properly mounted for preservation may be seen in 2 Stephen,
Comm., 724, 725, on Tithes.—Cf. supra, Introduction, Chap. I1. § 15, p. 100.
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OF

THE SOCIETY OF JESUS

IN

NORTH AMERICA

COLONIAL AND FEDERAL

BY

THOMAS HUGHES

OF THE SAME SOCIETY

DOCUMENTS
VOLUME I
1605-1838

ParT 1

LONGMANS, GREEN, AND CO.
39 PATERNOSTER ROW, LONDON
NEW YORK, BOMBAY, AND CALCUTTA
1907

All rights reserved



DOCUMENTS
VOL. I

WITH MAPS AND FACSIMILES

SECTION I

PRELIMINARY, ADMINISTRATIVE, NARRATIVE, CONTROVERSIAL
1605-1670

§ 1. PreuivmiNArRY DocumEeNnTts, 1605-1633

Parsons on American Catholic Colonization, March 18, 1605.
‘White's letter to Gerard, Oct, 27, 1606.

George Lord Baltimore to Lord Petre, Aug. 8, 1631.
Objections answered touching Maryland, [1632, 1633].

oo e

§ 2. ADMINISTRATIVE: LETTERS OF THE GENERALS S.J., 1629-1744
(4nglia, Epistolae Generalium : 3 tt.)

5, A-T. Extracts from Vol. I, 1605-1641. Latin,
6, A-K*. 5 » Vol II. 1642-1698. Latin.
7, A-V3, s »» Vol ITI. 1698-1744, and Supplement. Latin,

§ 3. NARRATIVE : ANNUAL AND OTHER LETTERS, 1634-1773
8, A-X? Transcripts and Extracts. Latin.

§ 4. CONTROVERSIAL: IN THE Dispure witH Lorp BarrmMore, 1633-1670
Ox ProperTy AND Crvin RigHTs

9. Account of the Colony, with first Conditions of Plantation, 1633, Latin,
10, A-W. Panzani Papers, 1635-1636, Italian.
11. Lewger's Cases, [1638].
12, A-C. Baltimore’s new Conditions, Nov. 10, 1641, and documents annexed. Latin,
13. Extract from Lewger’s Diary on the same, [1642].
14. Knott to Rosetti, Nov. 17, 1641, Latin.
15. Baltimore’s Points submitted to the Jesuit Provincial, [1641]. Latin.
16. Knott’s Commentary on the same. Latin.



650 DOCUMENTS

No.

17. Silvius on the Indian Land Titles, Nov. 28, 1641. Latin,

18. The Provincial’'s Memorial to the Holy Office, [1642]. Latin,

19, A-L. Rosetti Papers, 1641, 1642. Ttalian; Latin.

20. George Gage to the Bishop of Chalcedon, July 21, 1642,

21. Baltimore’s Draft for a Jesuit Surrender of property, [1642]. Latin.
22. Baltimore’s Draft for a Concordat with the Jesuits. Latin.

23, A, B, Agretti and Airoldi on Baltimore, 1670, Italian,

SECTIONS II.—VII

DOCUMENTARY EXCURSUS, NARRATIVE AND CRITICAL,
ON JESUIT PROPERTY AND ITS USES
IN NORTH AMERICA, COLONIAL AND FEDERAL, 1633-1838

SECTION II
ORIGINAL ORGANIZATION, 1633-1773

§ 5. Tue OrieNAL CorLLEGE FounpaTioN IN MARYLAND, 1633-1727,

24. St. Inigoes Manor, 1633-1693.

25. St. Thomas’s Manor, 1649-1693.

26. Britton’s Neck and Outlet, or Newtown, 1668-1693,

27. 'The same three estates, 1693-1727.

28. St. Xaverius and other tracts : Bohemia, Eastern Shore, 1706-1732.
29. Attwood’s Observations on preserving these estates, 1727,

§ 6. PArTicULAR GrANTS, DEEDS, BEQUESTS, IN MARYLAND, 1633-1727

30. Claims of land by Conditions of Plantation, 1633-1638.
31. The Chapel Land, St. Mary’s City, 1641-1727.!

32. Britton’s Neck and Outlet, 1668.

33. Loss of land by erosion, 1640-1894.

34, Pascattoway, 1641.

35. Confidential trusts to save the property, 1641-1693.
36. Bequests during the first half-century, 1635-1685.

37. Londey’s devise of land, Eastern Shore, [1686-1693].
38. Beginnings of Bohemia estate, E.S., 1706.

39. Additions to St. Thomas’s Manor, 1711-1780.

40. Specimen of measures to save personal property, 1717,
41. Second part of Bohemia, 1721.

42. Father Robert Brooke’s patrimony, 1723, 1724,

43, The legal case on behalf of Father Brooke, 1729,

44, Decision in the case, 1729,

45. Quantico on the Patuxent, 1725,

46. Slaves and Catholic owners.

47. Thorold’s conveyance to Attwood of the foundations, Western Shore, 1726.
48. The entire quantity of Jesuit landed property, 1727.
49. Devises of land made to the Jesuits, 1633-1727.



No.

50.
51.
52
53,
54.
55.
56.
57.
58,
59.
60,
61.
62.
63.
64,
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.
72.
73.

74.
7.
76.
7.
78.
79.
80.
81.
82,
83.
84,
85.
86.

88.
39,
90,
91.
92,
93.
94,
95.
96.
97.
98.
99.
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§ 7. ParricurAr BreqQuests AND BENEFAcTIONS, 1727-1780

Settlements by individual Jesuits, 1727-1741.
Release of debt by the parent Province, England, 1728.
Another such release, 1738.
An accumulated debt to the same English Province, 1754.
Funds sunk in the Mission of Maryland by the same Province, 1758-1763.
Policy of independence in the ministry.
The Provineial Corbie’s Ordinations, 1759.
Contributions of the missionaries to the Mission, 1755-1779.
Bishop Carroll’s statement on the foregoing policy.
The same on Jesuit property titles.
Archbishop Marechal’s statement on the same subject.
The ultimate and juridical basis of Jesuit tenure.
‘White Marsh: devise of James Carroll, 1728.
w » legacies to Carroll’s nephews, Jesuits, 1628-1774.
> ¥ Thorold’s two wills, 1729, 1737.
Father Ignatius Brooke’s patrimony, 1732.
Jogeph Gates’s gift of landed property, 1740-1779.
Father Gilbert Talbot, Earl of Shrewsbury: Longford estate, 1744,
Legacies in money, 1745-1756.
Father Robert Knatchbull’s devise of land, 1748.
Sir John James’s foundation for Pennsylvania, 1740-1751.
A Hunter legacy, 1759.
Father Joseph Semmes’ patrimony assailed, 1763-1770.
The Thomas Shea life-annuity, 1764.

§ 8. THE CorLLEGE FouNpATION IN MARYLAND, 1727-1780

The system of wills and bonds prescribed.
The line of descent, 1727-1793.
Additional lands in Charles County, 1729-1778.
The solemn placing of boundaries.
Mountain Prospect on Little Pipe Creek, 1742-1800.
Small chapel lots acquired.
Assignment to save property in 1746.
Edenburgh : value of tenure in the name of individual Jesuits, 1771.
Bohemia, E.S.: quieting and completing the possession, 1731, 1732.
. » violent attempts at expropriation, 1773.

Deer Creek : beginnings of the estate, 1750-1773.

' »  development of the plantation, 1779-1793.

o »  dedicagion to the Corporation of the R.C. clergymen, 1793.

- »  sale of the plantations, 1801-1815.

5 .  further sales, 1816-1822.

- controversy and certificates, 1821,
Concordata between the Maryland Mission and the English Province, 1759,
Frederick and environs, 1765-1780.
Old St. Peter’s, Baltimore—acquisition and use, 1764-1806.

= 5 »»  and the new cathedral, 1808-1816.
» —a new chapter of history, 1816-1824.

St. J oseph’s, Tuckahoe, E.S., 1764-1822.
Appendix : Mill Creek, Delawa.re, and New West Chester, 1772-1810.
Official report of the Marylaud Mission and property, 1765,
Old index of some title-deeds in Maryland.
Carroll and Marechal on the foregoing endowment of religion.
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- § 9. THE CoLLEGE FouNDATION IN PENNSYLVANIA, 1740-1822
0.

100. General view of the prospects, 1740, 1741.

101. Cost of living in Pennsylvania, 1740, 1741.

102. The land purchases effected, as appearing in the wills, 1742-1814.
103. Statement of the Vicar-General, Louis de Barth, on the same.

104. . »  procurator, A, Marshall, reaching to 1824,

105. P in the C. Neale-B. Fenwick Memorial sent to Rome, 1822.
106. Official report of outlay and income, 1765.

107. Reference for further particulars, 1740-1830.

§ 10. PARING AWAY THE PROPERTY IN DIVERS StATes, 1793-1830

108. Waste in Pennsylvania: Goshenhoppen.

109. Liquidation in Philadelphia and New York,

110. Marshall’s account of missionaries as farmers, 1824,
111, Philadelphia: St. Mary’s.

112. Lancaster, Pa,

113. White Marsh : Bitouzy, and Carroll, 1813-1815.
114. Condition of the plantations, 1824-1830.

SECTION III

CHARGES AND CLAIMS AGAINST THE FOREGOING ORGANIZATION

§ 11. PROPAGANDA AND OTHER DOCUMENTS

115. Baltimore. Marechal’s Memorial to the Propaganda, Aug. 19, 1820, Latin,

116, A~E. Rome. Letters of Marechal and the General, Jan. 18-Feb. 12, 1822. Latin.
117, A-F. Notes (1-6) of Marechal on the last letter of the General. Latin.

118. Report submitted by the General to the Propaganda, [March-May], (1822). Italian.
119. Notes of Marechal on the General’s report and Rozaven’s letter. French.

120. Questions submitted by Marechal to the Propaganda on the Jesuits, Latin.

121. Marechal to the Propaganda : Breves Responsiones, April 20, 1822, Latin.

122. The General to the Maryland Superior, C. Neale, July 26, 1822. Latin.

123. Baltimore. Marechal to C. Neale, Nov. 27, 1822. French.

124. C. Neale to Marechal, Dec. 9, 1822, with comments by the latter. Latin,

125. Marechal to C. Neale, Dec. 14, 1822, French.

126. C. Neale to Marechal, Dec. 23, 1822, with comments by the latter. Latin.

127. Marechal to Gradwell in Rome, Jan. 4, 1823, French.

128. ¥ . ;. s 9 J8n 17,1823, French.
129, . o s s Jan, 28, 1823. French.
130. 3 5 Card Della Somaglia, July 21, 1824. Latin.
131. s y» Card. [Fesch], Nov. 4, 1824. French.

132, > ,» Card, Della Somaglia, Dec. 21, 1824. Latin.
133. ys Card, [Fesch], July 14, 1825. French,

134. Oa.rd Fesch to Marechal, Aung. 27, 1825. French.

135. Marechal’s Twenty-three Propositions on Maryland Jesuits, Jan, 15, 1826, Latin,
186. Marechal to Card. Della Somaglia, Oct. 17, 1826. Latin.

137. " ,» Card, [Fesch], Oct. 17, 1826. French,

138. - ,» Gradwell, Oct. 18, 1826. French,

139. o ,» Card. Della Somaglia, Nov. 6, 1826. Latin.

140. e ,» Gradwell, Nov, 28, 1826. French.
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SECTION IV

REORGANIZATION, 1773-1792

§ 12, ProviSIONAL ORGANIZATION TO PRESERVE THE PrROPERTY, 1773-1793
No.

141,
142,
143,
144,
145,
146.
147.
148,
149.
150.
151.
152,
153.
154.
155.
156.
157,
158,
159.

160.
161.
162.

163.
164.
165.
166.
167.
168.
169,

170.
171.
172.

The fact and form of Suppression, 1773.

Inaction during ten years, 1773-1783.

Father John Carroll’s plan of organization, [1782].
Carroll’s personal views, 1783-1788.

The Select Body of the Clergy and its Chapter, 1783, 1784.
The Form of Government, 1784-1805.

Jesuit rights to the property, 1784-1786.

Current business at the Chapter of Oct., 1784.
Carroll’s reports to the Propaganda, 1784-1786.

The Chapter of 1786.

The Academy, the Bishopric, and Incorporation, 1786.
Opposition, 1787.

The title of Jesuit ownership discussed, 1787.
Unconditional surrender of the opposition, 1787.
Revival of the Society projected, 1788, 1789.

The Chapter and the incoming clergy, 1789, 1790.
The Chapter of 1789 and the Bishopric.

The same Chapter and the Academy, 1789.

The same Chapter and Incorporation.

§ 13. THE SEE OF BALTIMORE AND THE JEsUIT EstAres, 1790-1822

Carroll’s Declaration of no right accruing to his See, May 26, 1790,
Father Ashton, the reputed occasion of Carroll’s Declaration.
Ashton and Marechal’s claims, 1792-1806.

§ 14. Tee LecistATURE AND THE CORPORATION, 1792-1808

The beneficiaries in equity, 1792.

Act of Maryland Assembly creating a Corporation, Dec. 23, 1792.

Act of Assembly in confirmation of the same, Jan, 28, 1806.

Acts of 1808 and 1894.

Declarations of Fathers Walton, Molyneux, and Ashton, Oct. 3, 1793.
Constituent meeting of the Select Body under the new Charter, Oct. 4, 1793.
Name of new Board: * Corporation of the R.C. Clergymen,” Oct. 5, 1793.

SECTION V
THE ENDOWMENT OF RELIGION, 1792-1830

§ 15. Tue ENDOoWMENT oF RELIGION BY THE FOREGOING SeLect Bopy

1792-1830

Provision for the Sulpicians, 1792-1799.
Tessier on the ex-Jesuits’ benefactions, 1792-1799.
The Select Body. Membership, 1793-1816.
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173. The Executive Board or Corporation. Pensions and aids, 1794-1800.
174. Aid for the seminarians, 1800-1802.
175. - » 1802-1805.
176. Pensions and aids, 1801, 1802.
177. - w s 1803-1805.
178. Carroll’s statements on the Jesuit titles, 1800-1815.
179. Pensions and aids, 1805-1815.
180. » » 3 1816-1820.
181. End of the eleemosynary disbursements, 1820-1825.
182. The expropriation announced: Marechal to C. Neale, Dec. 14, 1822.
183. Rebuttal by the Corporation, 1822-1830.
184. Review of the period 1792-1830.

SECTION VI

CONCORDATS, 1793-1826

§ 16. CoNCORDATS : MARYLAND AND Missouri, 1798-1826

185. A list of Jesuit stations, 1798.

186. An attempted contract: Carroll-Molyneux, Sept. 20, 1805.

187. Dr. J. G. Shea’s contributions to the Controversy hereupon of 1818-1822.
188. The L. Neale-Grassi Concordat, April 3, 1816.

189. - - i text.

190. The ecclesiastical status, 1818-1822.

191. Fate of the Concordat of 1816.

192. Marechal’s accounts to the Propaganda, 1820-1826.

193. - 2 > o St. Patrick’s Church, Washington.
194. Dubourg and Missouri, 1815-1821.
195. Marechal on Missouri and Dubourg, 1823, 1824.

196. The Upper Louisiana Concordat : Dubourg-C. Neale, March 19, 1823.

SECTION VII
CRITIQUE AND SEQUEL

§ 17. Crrricism oF THE DOCUMENTS IN THE PROPAGANDA, ETC.

197. The controversial liferature from Dr. Marechal to Dr. Eccleston, 1818-1838.
198. The original land titles of the Jesuits.

199. The grounds for the expropriation.

200. Gradwell’s and Poynter’s contributions to American history, 1818-1822.
201. Gradwell’s agency for Marechal, 1822-1824.

202. Card. Fesch in the controversy, 1822.

203. Fesch’s Concordat, June 18, 1822.

204. Fesch’s Concordat and the Papal Brief of July 23, 1822,

205. Text of the Concordat and of the Brief.

206. Lay contributions to the controversy, 1822-1824,

207, Messrs. Brent, Ironside, ete., 1824-1826.

208. Gradwell, Marechal, and the Jesuit Roman College.

209. Marechal’s Twenty-three Propositions on the Maryland Jesuits, January 15, 1826,
210. The Marechal-Propaganda documents, 1820-1826.
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211. Last session of the Propaganda on the controversy, June, 1826.
212, Text of the final authentic documents, June 27-Dec. 24, 1826.
213. Documents of the new period, 1827, 1828.

214. Whitfield and Gradwell, 1828.

215. Whitfield and Wiseman, agent in Rome, 1828-1834,

216. Eccleston and Wiseman, 1834, 1835.

217. Eccleston : Fathers McSherry and Mulledy, 1835-1838.

218. Temporalities and reputation,

219, Anti-Corporation documents from other parts.

APPENDIX

ANALOGIES

220. Ireland: preservation of the Jesuit property, 1773-1814.

221. England : vicissitudes, 1773-1829.

222, Canada: Jesuit incorporation, 1887.

223. Other non-Catholic countries and Jesuit property during the Suppression.

224, Juridical decision in Rome (1836), on permanence of Jesuit property rights,
notwithstanding the Suppression.
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