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him, Two days later (Nov. 23, 1653) he had a re-
‘markablo experience, being made vividly conscious
of the presence of God a8 if o an ecatacy. This is
the date of his real conversion. He sought strength
‘and protestion for his new inner life in the solitude
of Port-Royal, where his coming was welcomed with
joy and taken as o signal mark of God's favar to
the perseouted community. In spite of the advice
of his physicians, he subjested himself to the strict
discipline of fasting, vigils, and_ self-torture, al-
though retaining bis independence and frequently
visiting Paris. He plunged into the study of the
Bible and the Chureh Fathers, but did not refrain,
on_occusions, from opposing the elders of Port.
Royal with his own convictions; such as the rela-
ion between knowledge and faith. His colloquy
with Le Maistre de Saci (L Enireion avec M. de Saci)
chows that he neither shared the skeptical distrust
of Singlin and de Saci for the theoretical resson
nor admitted a complete separation between the-
ology and philosophy. During this period he oc-
cupied hiraself with the plan of a great work
‘apologetics, which was to win to the faith the phi-
Iosophers and atheista; but he was deflected from
this path by the call o engage in the controversy
between Port-Royal and the Josuits,

Early in 1655 the Abbé Picoté of St. Sulpice re-
fused abeolution to the Duke de Liancourt because:
he had received into his house & friend of Port-
Royal, the Abbé de Bourgeois, and had llowed hia

grandchildren to'be educated in the

3. Provia- Port-Royal echools. This gave occa-

cial Letters. sion to Arnauld to write his Letire o

‘una peroonne de condition (Paris, 1656),
which was hotly attacked by the Jesuits, aud fol-
Iowed up in July, 1655, by & Seconde letre & un duc
d pair de France (the Duke of Luynes). The Jes-
uits oo their opportunity to reopen the vexed
question as to “fact” and “law” (see JANSEN,
Comguuvs, Javsenisy). Amsuld was cited be-
fore the Sorboune and condemned on the point of
“fact” by a majority of more than two to one.
The Port-Royaliste, anxious to bring the question
before & wider tribunal, asked Poscal to treat it in
such a way as to appea to the lay public. This he
undertook in the fist of the * Provincial Letters ”
(Lelires écrites @ wn provincial par un de ses amis),
published under the pseudonym of “ Louis de
Montalte,” Jan. 23, 1656. The pretended author,
knowing nothing of thealogical subleties, ssks for
information on the controversy from & Thomist, &
Jansenist, o Molinist, and & NeoThomist (see
Trowas Aqumias; Motmwa, Lurs; Jaxsmy, Cor-
LS, JaNseNisn), and comes to the conclusion
that Amauld’s offense consists in the fact that he
has not used the expression pousoir prochain (* pre-
vemient grace "), Although some at Port-Royal
had their doubts about the tone of tho letter, it
had an immediate success, and sixty friends of
Arnsuld’s protested against. tho action of the Sor-
bonne. Tn o econd letter, Pascal showed that, the
Neo-Thomists were really on the side of the Jan-
ecaista in the doctrine of  suficient grace,” nd
that only from fear of the Jeouits they bad tem-
pered “ effcient grace ” down to * suffcient grace.”
As was to be expected, Arnauld was condemned

also on the point of “law” (Jan. 31, 1666). In
his third lotter (Feb. %), Pascal utters bis protest,
aseerting that Arnauld, slthough having St. Augus-
tine and the Fathers' on his side, yet wao con-
demned. Tn the fourth letter (Feb. 25), he begins
to attack the Jesuits dircotly, asserting that they
are undermining morality; that they constitute
th ethical ideal not according to what man ought
to do, but according to what the average man is
able fo do; and that they degrade religion to poli-
tics, and morality to casuistry. On the day of pub-
Liation of the fifth letter (Mar. 20), the community
was required to leave Port-Royal, but beforo long
was permitted to return.  Meantimo Pascel got
fresh weapons by a study of Antonio Escobar y Men-
dosa (q..) and of Jesuit practise in the confessional.
Tn the letters from the sixth to the tenth (Apr. 10
%o Aug. 2), he deals blow after blow at tho princi-
plea of probabilism, the method of justifying the
means by the end, and the doctrines of oquivoca-
tion of favorable circumstances and of mental res-
ervation. Tn the elevonth (Aug. 18) be drops his
‘mask and cotmes out under his own name against
the enemy; in this and the two following letters
(Aug. 18 to Sept. 30) dealing with charges brought
against him by the Jesuita and quoting from their
most, approved teachers to show the havoo they
have wrought to the moral senso by their teaching
on almgiving, simony, bankruptey, and duellng.
A week after Alexander VIL. solemaly declared that
Jonsen had taught the five condemned propositions
(o) in  reprehensible sense, Pascal, leaving that
question for the time, cazue out in a powerful phi-
lippic against the dostrine of the order ou the ques-
tion of murder (fourteenth lettar, Oct. 23). Then
in tho last letters (Afteenth to eighicenth, Nov. 26,
1656, to Mar. 24, 1657), he returns to the Arauld
affoir, and in the nineteonth, which ends sbruptly,
he attempts to strengthen his friends of Port-Royal
in their resistance to the signature of the formula
of submission proposed by the assembly of the

clergy.

The whole series had an indescribable effoct, and
the Latin version made by P. Nicole (1658) cireu-
lIated_throughout Europe. The publio conscience
waa with Pascal. At Rom the letters wero con-
demaed; and at Paris, burned by the hangman.
They were morally & brave achievement. Though
in the utmost physical agonics, Pascal yet stood
boldly s the champion of freedom of conscience,
of truth, and justice against the all-poverful Jesu.
its without fear of the Bastile or galleys. But the
Jotters are also, in spite of their oocasional charac-
ter,  literary masterpieco possessing o high dra-
‘matic unity. I place of dry echolastic discussions
on technicalitios, Pascal has given vivacious dia-
logue, sparkling with bumor. The figure of the
gonial Jesuit, expounding the secrets of hia casuis-
tical ibrary with smug complacency to the ouri-
ous Louis de Montalie, is worthy of Molitrs
at his best; and the sirong, clear, sober style
makes the book one of the finest, monuments of
Freach prose. A collective edition appeared, Les
Provinciales ou la letires (1657);  late edition is
by A. Molinier (Paris, 1891); Eng. transl, Prov-
incial Letters, M. Villewsin' (London, 1847), T.
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the Middle Ages on the mystios and the scholastics,
srhich left its mark on the Thomistic theology of
the Dominican order. At the Council of Trent, in
regard to_the doctrines of grace and of sin, they
opposed the Seotist tendency toward semi-Pelagian-
fom  exemplified in the Franciscans and Jesuits.
These latter, however, were victorious in the main,
and soon boldly developed their deductions from
the concessions made to them. Tho Pauline and
Augustinian doctrine was now upheld_especially
by Michael Bajus (q.v), professor of Louvain.
The Franciscans obtained the_condemnation_of
seventy-six of his propositions in 1667 and 1579.
When' the Jesuit Molina in 1688 taught semi-
Pelagisnism, the Dominicans brought serious
charges agaiost him. In order to settle the dispute
between the two orders, Clement VIIL convoked
in 1507 & congregatio de auzikis to define decisively
the relation of grace to conversion, but it was dis-
solved in 1607 by Paul V. As the gulf between
the Roman Catholic Church and the churches of
the Reformation became wider, the spirit of semi-
Pelagianism in life and dootrine sssumed larger
dimensions in the Roman Catholic Church, and ss
Thomism degenerated into  lifeless scholasticism,
it is not strange that the doctrine of Augustine
became, in 1612, & new revelation for two young
and zealous students of the University of Louvain,
Cornelius Jansen snd Duvergier de Hauranne, after-
ward abbé of St. Cyran (see DUVERGIZR DB HAU-
RANNE).
‘Comnelius Jansen (b. at Acquoy in North Holland
Oct. 28, 1585; d. at Ypres [66 m. w. of Brussels,
Belgium] Mey 6, 1638) studied the.
2. Comnelius ology at. the college of Adrian VL. in
Jansen.  Louvain, where he formed an intimate
acquainiance with Duvergier. He de-
clined . position 0s teacher of philosophy, hating
Aristotle as the father of scholasticism, and believ-
ing Plato's ideas of God and virtue superior to
those of some Roman Catholic_theclogians. As
president of the college of St. Pulcheria he taught
theology. By continually reading the writings of
Augustine, Jansen came to_the conviction that
the Roman Catholio_theologians of both_parties
bad deviated from the doctrine of the primitive
Church, and in 1621 he resolved, with his friend
Duvergier, to work for reform. For this purpose
he entered into intimate_connections with prom-
inent. Irish divines, and with the leaders of the new
French Congregation of the Oratary. At his insti
tion, the University of Louvain excluded Jesuits
from positions as teachers, and, in behalf of the
university, he undertook journeys to Madrid, in
1623 and 1627, with reference to certain encroach-
ments of the Jesuits. In 1630 he was appointed
regius professor of Holy Seripture in Louvain, and
in 1636 bishop of Ypres. He laid down the results
of his studies of Augustine in his comprehensive
work, Augutinus, seu doctrina Sancti Augustini de
umanae naturas sanilate, acqritudine, medicina. ad-
versus Pelagianos et Massilienses (3 vols, Louvain,
1640).  The first volume gives a_historical expo-
fon of the semi-Pelagian heresies; the second eets
forth the Augustinian doctrine as to the state of
innocence and the fall; while the third treats of

the grace of Christ and of predestination in the
spiri of Augustine, While the work was still in
the press st Louvain, strenucus efforts were made
by the Jesuit party there, through the papal puncio
at Cologne, to prohibit its sppearance, but in vain.
1t was immediately reprinted in Paris and Rouen.
The bull In eminenti (1642) reprosched Jansen
for the renewal of the heresics of Bajus, but he bad
then been dead for four years. It was only after
a resistance of several years on the part of bishops,
universities, and provincial estates that the bull
was published in the Spanish Netherlands and its
subscription enforced.
“The leader of the Jansenist party after the death
of Jansen and Duvergier was Antoine Arnsuld (see
‘Amsavtp), the learned doctor of the
Jansen- Sorbonne, who, in 1643, published De
o Con- la fréquente communion on the basis of
demned  the doctrine of predestination as taught
by Pope. by Augustine and Jansen. At the
same time the Jesuits were eagerly at
work to effect the condemnation of the Jansenist
principles, being aided in their offorts by the French
Doninicans, while the Dominicans of Spain and
Ttaly took the part of Jansen. The University of
Louvain requested the assistance of the Sorbonne
in repelling the encroachments of the Jesuits and
preventing the condemnation of Jansen's doctrines.
As no particular doctrines of Jansen had been con-
demned 23 heretical in the papal bul, the Jesuits
attempted to formulate, in the shape of definite
‘propositions, the heresy of which they accused him.
These were finally reduced to five, and in 1650 for-
warded to Rome. They are s follows: (1) Some
commendments of God are impossible of execution
by the just, and the grace by which they might
be truly fulfilled is_lacking; (2) in the state of
fallen nature inward grace is never resisted; (3)
in the follen state merit and_ demerit do not de-
pend on a liberty which excludes internal neces:
sity; freedom from external constraint, suffioes; (4)
the semi-Pelagians admitted the necessity of an
inward prevenient grace for the performance of
every (good) act, even for the first act of faith;
ther heresy consisted in thoir ossertion that this
grace was of such a nature that the will of man
was able cither to resist or to obey it; (5) it is
semi-Pelagian to say that Christ died or shed his
blood for all men without exoeption, Pope Inno-
cent. X. condemned these theses in 1653 in the bull
Cum occasione. ~ Although this bull was confirmed.
neither by the aasembly of the clergy nor by par-
liament, it was sent to_the diferent, dioceses for
subecription, at the instigation of the Jesuits. The
Jansenists declared their willingness to condemn
the five theses in their heretical sense, but not as
propositions of Jansen. Most, of the Jansenista ad-
mitted the infallbility of the pope in matters of
faith, but not as to facts of merely human knowl-
edge. In 1654 the pope declared that these
condemned theses were really in Jansen’s Augus-
tinus, and that their condemnation a5 the teach-
ing of Jansen would havo fo bo subscribed on
pain of deprivation. Under these circumstances
hundreds of the “party of grace” signed the
condemnation.
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Tn 1654 » priest at St. Sulpice, in Paris, refused
absolution to the duke of Lisncourt because of his
‘protection of a priest who had refused

4 Armaold subscription. Thereupon Antoine Ar-
and Pascal. nauld (q.v) published his Letre i une
personne de qualit, from which wo
propositions were immediately 'extracted by his
Gpponents: (1) The grace of God, without which
e can not do anything good, had left Peter at the
time when e denied the Lord; (2) sinee not every-
body cen convince himself that the five condemned
theses are in Jansen,  submission of respectful
nce under the papal decision suffices; the sub-
mission of faith can not be required for the fact.
Armauld was expelled from the Sorbonne (1656),
and eighty doctors went out, with bim rather than
sign his excominunication. At this time Blaise
Pascal (q:v) sent forth his Leties & un provinecial
in the firet of which he atacked the Thomists for
opposing the teachings of Jansen and Amauld,
while they themselves, according to him, with their
‘mechanical view of predestination, really shared
their views. Tn the following letters he attacked the
casuistry and moral theology of the Jesuits. But

Louis XIV. was intent upon thoroughly eradicating:

Janserism. In 1660, t an assembly of the French
clergy, o formulary wss prepared which condemned.
the five_propositions of Jansen, and subscription
was again required not only from the clergy, but
now from nuns as well. Those who refused were
imprisoned, De Sacy, oné of the most excellent men
of the Port Royal group, in the Bastile, Amauld
insisted upan the distinction between fail and drott
though in 1656 Alexander VIL, in the constitution
Ad sanctam beai Petri sedem, Had agsin Iaid down
the “ fact ” that Jansen had taught the five theses
in an objectionable sense. In 1664 he issued &
new constitution in which he required all clergy
to acoept by a new sigature the papal pronounce-
‘ments of 1642, 1653, and 1656. Four bishops would
promise 1o more 15 to the fact, and a number of
others signed with reservations intended to protect
the doctrine of Augustine. The strength of the
opposition impressed. both the Curia and the king.
After some hesitation, the disinction between /it
and droit and the possbility of & “ respectful
silence ” was admitted by Pope Clement IX. in
1668, and thus & temporary peace was established.
This “ peace of Clement IX." was evidently a defest
for the Curis, which practically admitted that the
situstion was beyond its control unless it was
supported by the secular arm.
‘The dissensions were revived by the publication
of Quesnel's Nowveat Testament en frangais avec des
reflesions morales (1693), which waa
5. Quesnel. dedicated to Nosilles, ot that time
‘The Bull bishop of Chalons, But before the
Usigenitus. development. of this new stage, Jan-
senism of the older period had come to
an end. Louis XIV. became more and more jealous
of his authority and inclined to sssure the pardon
of his sins by the persecution of heretics. He
il himaet of u disension whi had brok
out among the Jansenists themselves, by urgin
Pope Clement XI. o adopt severe mearures ageines.
hem The pope s gld a ez an cpporitaiy

to assert his authority over the Gallican Chureh,
and jasued the bull Vineam Domins (1705) in which
the five theses of Jansen were unconditionally con-
dermned. The uns of Port Royal refused to sub-
soribe the bull, and their convent Was suppressed
in 1709 and destroyed a year later. In the mean
rdinal de Noailles had become archbishop
of Paris. By his protection of Quesnel’s “ New
Testament” he had incurred the hatred of the
Jesuits, who infiuenced the pope to condemn certain
propositions which Le Tellier, the Jesuit confessor
of the king, had selected from the New Testament
of Quesnel. Thereupon the pope issued, in 1713,
the bull Unigenitus, in which 101 propositions
from Quesnel were condemned 85 Jansenistio or
otherwise heretical. Amang these, however, were
ot only some which may be found almot literally
in Holy Seripture and in Augustine, but even some
substantially identical with the decrees of the
Council of Trent, 8s, for instance, the econd, “ The
grace of Jesus Christ is necessary for all good works;
without it nothing (truly good) can be dome ”; the
twenty-sixth, “No grace is imparted except
through faith ”; the twenty-ninth, * Outeide of
the Church no grace s given ”; snd the fifty-fist,
« Faith justiies when it is operative, but it is opera-
tive only through love.” The bull was laid before
the assembly of the French clergy and scoepted by
the majority. Nonilles prohibited the book; but
before he accepted the bul, he asked the pope for
several explanations. The parlisment obeyed the
order of the king to enter the bull in the laws of
the kingdom, with. the reservation, however, that
its views regarding excommunication should not
interfere with loyalty to the king. The Sorbonne
eplit into different parties, and some of its most
‘prominent teachers were benished from Paris or
lost their right of voting. The king, intolerant of
resistance, thought of settling the matter by a
national council, but the pope would ot hear of
50 risky a measure; and st his death in 1715,
Louis XIV. left the Jansenist question in the great-
est confusion and bitteness of fecling.
‘The successor of Louis XIV., the frivolous duke
of Orléans, cared for neither party, considering the
principles of both equally foolish. The
6. Accept- _exiles were allowed to return, and the
ants and - Sorbonne withdrew its hall-hearted ao-
Appellants. ceptance of the bull Unigenitus. Ao
cordingly, the pope threatened Noailles
with deprivation and even excommunication. But
now a number of hitherto submissive bishops began
o ask for explanations, and in 1717 several of them
sppealed from the pope and his bull to & future
general council. These were called Appellants, in
distinetion from the Acoeptants, who acoepted the
bull. Almost twenty bishops, the faculty of Paris
and two other theological faculties, and a large
part of the secular and monastio dlergy Joined the
cause of the Appellants. They wero stigmatized
a5 Jansenists by their opponents, though in some
cases unjusly. ~ Noailles slso took the part of the
Appellants, after a vain attempt at mediation,
‘The party of the Acceptants was headed by Mailly,
archbisbop of Reims. But Dubois, the  favorits
of the regent, was ambitious of & cardinal’s hat,





