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From this it is obvious that the counter-reformation, seminary-
trained priests are active in Ireland as early as 1577. As the number
of young men seeking seminary training abroad increased, it was a
natural development that they should try to establish their own insti-
tutions, rather than seek admission to other seminaries as individuals.
Towards the end of the sixteenth century the Irish seminaries abroad
make their appearance. They were very struggling foundations,
usually begun by the enterprise of an individual, who rented—or in
very favourable circumstances bought—a house in some town where
the students could attend lectures, and then faced a long battle against
debt and misrepresentation. We find these seminaries chiefly in the
Spanish dominions, notably at Salamanca in Spain and at Douai in
the Spanish Netherlands. These years too saw the beginnings of the
Irish seminary in Paris, though here, as in most of these modest
establishments, it is difficult to assign any precise year as the “ date

:;1 of foundation.”

1 the g, stit il s The counter-reformation Papacy was particularly interested in the
Cation foundation of national seminaries in Rome, but plans for an Irish

TG fhay o © find in gy 28 Spiri : itk o
uality ang tfle clergy he diocesap, ual seminary went astray. Gregory XIII, that great builder of colleges,
ed 10 discipline 5 shoulq p, imzeml- had allocated funds for such a project, but the money was diverted
ore pey g necessary . ued to support the war of James Fitzmaurice. This delayed by fifty years

Sona] int by rot their the establishment of an Irish college in Rome.

erior app CStant The lack of a Roman seminary had many disadvantages for the Irish

church. Church discipline was becoming increasingly centralized,
and so a college in Rome would bring the Irish church into the closest
possible contact with the counter-reformation, would serve the pur-
pose of representing Rome to Ireland. It would also serve a useful
purpose in representing Ireland to Rome, which it would seem was
necessary, for among the motives being urged for the foundation of
an Irish college was the fact that too many Irish ecclesiastics who
made their appearance in Rome were  rude stragglers who excited
prejudices against the whole nation by their sad ambition and
ignorance.”’3

The foundation of the Congregation of Propaganda in 1622 tightened
the bonds between countries like Ireland and the Roman see. When
Urban VIII became Pope in 1623 he nominated Cardinal Ludovisi
protector of Ireland. One of the new protector’s first acts was to take
steps towards founding an Irish college in Rome. With him were
associated two Irish priests, Luke Wadding, a Franciscan, and John
Roche, a secular. . :“:T“\‘

Both had very full experience of the life of the countersfeformation ™ ™,

s iy,
£

3 See the memorandum from the Barberini archives cited in {IOMM; M"?W&fj; By
Oliver Plunket, ed. 2, Dublin, 1895, pp. 11-12. | £¢ JUTHLIE™
\2
\‘\.“—c_
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286 Father Luke Wadding

church, and both had already been closely associated with the founda- the Irish bishops S

tion and administration of colleges. Luke Wadding of Waterford, born
of a family which could certainly be classed among the ‘‘ proud and
undutiful inhabitants, cankered in Popery”, had gone abroad to begin
his ecclesiastical studies in the Irish college at Lisbon. Within six
months of his arrival he joined the Franciscan order. He was ordained
priest in 1613, and shortly afterwards became a professor in the college
of St. Francis at Salamanca. His reputation was such that in 1618
he was chosen by Philip III as theologian to an embassy which was
being sent to Rome to urge the promotion of the doctrine of the
Immaculate Conception. The embassy was successful to the extent
that a commission was set up to study the problem, and Wadding
remained in Rome in connexion with this commission. In the event,
he remained in Rome until his death in 1657. From the beginning,
his talents won him a position of considerable influence, which he
used consistently to further the interests of the church in Ireland.
In 1625 he founded the college of St. Isidore, planned to be a‘ semi-
nary ” for the Irish Franciscans, on the model of the already-founded
St. Anthony’s in Louvain. At the same time he was investigating the
possibilities of the establishment of a college for Irish secular priests.
John Roche, born in New Ross, grew up also in a house of ““ can-
kered Papists”, a house where the priest could always be certain of
welcome and protection.* As in the case of Luke Wadding, it was very
natural that the son of such a household should set out for ecclesiasti-
cal studies abroad. John Roche belonged to the first generation of
students of the Irish college at Douai. He was ordained priest here
about 1600, and for the next six or seven years he was entrusted with
the management of the college. In this he got first-hand experience
of the difficulties, especially the financial difficulties, of such a pre-
carious foundation. In or about the year 1608 Archbishop Guido
Bentivoglio, nuncio in Flanders, took the young Irish priest into his
household. Here John Roche remained for the next twenty years,
during which he won the full confidence and trust of his patron.
He accompanied Bentivoglio to Paris when he was appointed nuncio
to France in 1615. Here again he had an opportunity of observing,
possibly of helping, the struggles of the Irish college in Paris. In 1621
Bentivoglio was created Cardinal, and returned to Rome. John Roche
went with him, and as a senior member of the Cardinal’s household
was naturally in a rather influential position ; so that when in 1622

¢ The “ Datary process” drawn up in connexion with the promotion of
John Roche to the episcopate is very informative on his family background,
as two of the witnesses examined had personal experience of the hospitality

of his family in New Ross. Archivio Vaticano, Datariae Processus, vol. 2,
ff. 123v-135".
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the Irish bishops sought some suitable person to act as their agent in
Rome their choice naturally fell on John Roche. In 1624 he was nomi-

nated bishop of Ferns and three years later he left Rome to return to
his diocese.

When Cardinal Ludovisi decided to make some provision for Irish
students in Rome, it was to these two men he turned for advice.
Both could be expected to support the project enthusiastically,
especially as the college in Douai was now in serious difficulties. For
the previous ten years, Douaj college seems to have been badly dis=
turbed by a very common Irish trouble of the time, which the Roman
college was soon to feel, namely dissensions between Old-Irish and
Anglo-Irish factions among the students.” While Christopher Cusack,
the founder of the college, was in control, it was possible to carry on,
but afterwards things disimproved so rapidly that by 1625 the college
was in immediate danger of being sold to meet its debts.® This was an
additional incentive to an Irishman, especially if he had himself been

in charge of Douai college, to urge Cardinal Ludovisi to found a college
in Rome.

The Cardinal was in any case persuaded to provide some help for
Irish students in Rome. There was a difficulty, in that the formal
foundation of a college was expensive, and while the Cardinal’s income
was princely his benefactions were princely too. He decided that for
the moment all he could undertake Wwas to maintain six Irish students
in other colleges in Rome. On Wadding’s recommendation, six students
were chosen. Two were accommodated in the English college, two in
the Maronite college, while lodgings for two more were provided
somewhere in the city.? The Cardinal was perfectly satisfied with this
arrangement, especially as the Irish students attended lectures in the
Jesuit Collegio Romano.10 Cardinal Ludovisi’s uncle, Gregory XV,

5So Giunti, Cardinal Ludovisi’s almoner. See the document from the
Ludovisi archives printed in CLEARY, Father Luke Wadding and St. Isidore's
College, Rome, Rome, 1925, p. 206.

¢ See especially chapter vii of Roche’s report to Cardinal Ludovisi in Archivio
Vaticano, Nunziatura d’Inghilterra, vol. 30, ff. 8—4a2.

” Bentivoglio to Borghese, 12 April 1614, Archivio Vaticano, Fondo Borghese,
IL, vol. g9, f. 133, printed in Archivium Hibernicum, iv. 284-6.

8 Ludovisi to Guidi di Bagno, internuncio in Flanders, July 1625, Archivio
di Propaganda Fide, Scritture Antiche, vol. 386, f. 260, cited in BRADY, Ghyis-
topher Cusack and the Irish College, Douai, in Measgra Mhichil Usi Chléirigh,

. 106.
¢ ®So Giunti, in CLEary, 0p. cit., p. 206. Another document, in Wadding
bapers, p. 168, speaks of two in the English college and two in the Maronite
college only, while another, Harowp, Vita Waddingi, cxxvi, speaks of four in the
English college and two elsewhere. However, Giunti, the Cardinal’s almoner,
is more likely to be accurate on a point like this—he paid the bills.



288 Father Luke Wadding

had been the first product of the Jesuit schools to become Pope.
During his pontificate he had canonized St. Ignatius Loyola. His
nephew was equally devoted to the founder of the Jesuits. Indeed,
the chief strain on his purse at the time he was trying to find money
for the Irish college was caused by the building of Sant’ Ignazio, the
church of the Collegio Romano, built at his expense as a memorial
of the devotion of the Ludovisi family to the founder of the Jesuits—
‘“alter Ignatium aris admovit, alter aras Ignatio.”!

In 1627 Bishop Roche left Rome to return to his diocese in Ireland.
From now on Fr Luke Wadding had all the affairs of the Irish students
on his hands. There was soon trouble. The Irish, it seemed, were bad
mixers. The Jesuit superiors of the English college were forced to
expel one of the Irish students for insubordination ; from the Maronite
college came reports that another was being expelled for drawing a
knife on a Maronite student.’? Wadding decided that it was essential
that the Irish students be placed in a house of their own, under Irish
superiors.!® This decision led to long discussions between Wadding
and Giunti, the Cardinal’s almoner. There was much totting of figures,
but Wadding managed to convince Giunti that no additional money
would be required to rent a house near St. Isidore’s, where the Irish
students could live under an Irish superior. They could attend lectures
at St. Isidore’s, for which of course no charge would be made.l*
Giunti agreed to put this proposal before the Cardinal.

The Cardinal raised some difficulties. First, he did not like to see
the students removed from Jesuit direction. True, he had the highest
confidence in Wadding personally, but as yet St. Isidore’s had a very
uncertain future, and even if it prospered a day must come when
Wadding would no longer be in control. Secondly, his finances did
not yet allow him to undertake the responsibility of a formal foundation,
and what he was now being asked to do looked very like it.!5 Finally,
on 24 November 1627, it was agreed that a house be rented opposite
St. Isidore’s, where the Irish students should live under the super-
intendence of Fr Luke Wadding. The Cardinal pledged himself to
continue his previous subsidy—no more—on condition that he be
consulted concerning the admission and dismissal of students, that
the rules of the house be presented for his approval, that the Fran-
ciscans undertake to maintain six students, a rector and a servant,
out of the subsidy he provided, and that the students wear ordinary

11 VILLOSLADA; op. cit., pp. 173-8.

12 Details from Giunti, in CLEARY, 0p. cit., p. 206. HAroLD, Vita, cxxvi,
speaks of troubles, but does not detail them.

13 HaroLp, Vita, cxxvi.

14 So Giunti, in CLEARY, 0p. cit., pp. 206~7.

18 Ibid.
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clerical dress—the black soutane and ferraiulo, until he should order
otherwise.!® The last proviso was not a mere formality. In forbidding

. the students to wear collegiate dress the Cardinal was emphasizing
' that he was not, yet at any rate, founding a college.

Wadding accepted these terms, though they were not over-generous,

¢ and drew up a set of rules for the government of the house, which were

approved by the Cardinal. The supreme authority in the new establish-

~ ment was to be the Cardinal-protector, under him the guardian of

St. Isidore’s for the time being, and, in immediate charge, a rector,
who was to be a secular priest, though it was added that a religious
might be appointed temporarily if no suitable secular priest was
available.'” The remainder of the rules, together with the list of ques-
tions a student must answer on admission, and a list of certificates
he must produce, which has survived among Wadding’s papers,!s
shows that seminary life has not changed in its essentials between the
seventeenth and the twentieth century. Finally the house—it cannot
have been very prepossessing, for we find it referred to as a casaccia®

was opened to the students on 1 January 1628. Old feuds were
pparently forgotten at the English college, for we are told that the

nglish students escorted the six Irishmen in triumph to their new

ome, and that, unpleasantness forgotten, all sat down together to table
and celebrated the occasion. 20 There is no mention of the Maronites.
. The students settled down under their new rector, Fr Eugene
(Callanan, a priest of the diocese of Killaloe,2! and in discipline and
studies showed themselves worthy of their country and their patron.22
‘The Franciscans stretched the meagre endowment so as to maintain
more students than they had contracted for—at one" period there
(were eleven under the roof of the casaccia.?® The news was gratefully
[received in Ireland. Bishops wrote to thank Cardinal Ludovisi for
his assistance and interest,2* and to thank Wadding for his efforts.25
Lo R TR S

16 Instrument of agreement, from the Ludovisi archives, in CLEARY, op. cit.,
PP. 1945 ; cf. Giunti, ibid., p. 207.

17 College rules printed in CLEARy, op. cit., pp. 195 ff., by courtesy of Mgr.
Curran. Cf. also HaroLp, Vita, cxxvi.

'8 Wadding papers, pp. 281—2.

*Cf. MAaREFoscHI, Relazione della visita apostolica del collegio Ibernese,
Rome, 1772, p. 76.

20 HAROLD, Vita, cxxvii.

! Giunti, in CLEARY, 9p. cit., p. 207 ; Wadding bapers, p. 249.

2 Giunti, loc. cit. ; HaroLp, Vita, cxxviii.

* HAROLD, Vita, cxxvii, cxxviii. !

2¢ Archbishop of Dublin and bishops of Ossory and Cork to Ludovisi,
4 April 1627, Wadding papers, pp. 246—7.

25 Thomas Strange, O.F.M., to Wadding, Dublin, 5 August 1628, Wadding
Papers, p. 268 ; archbishop of Cashel to Wadding, Madrid, 20 February

1628, ibid., pp. 257-8 ; bishop of Ossory to Wadding, 29 July 1629, ibid.,
P. 303.

v —_—



290 Father Luke Wadding

‘ Let there be a holy rivalry between the seminary and St. Isidore’s, the fo
wrote the archbishop of Cashel, “let suitable young men from a gove
the provinces of Ireland be gathered there.” From this he develop L4
a warning, which was also sounded by Bishop Rothe of Ossory mor P,
than once :2¢ ““ do not let the unruliness of a few ruin another founda-l.l::ll B
tion. You know well how near we were this time also to such a mishap;l. - t!
had there not been people at hand to warn the Cardinal of what was "SPO?lh
afoot.” The implication, with its reference to the troubles at Douai,” s
is clear. The new Irish foundation is beset not merely by jealousyzI g
from the Collegio Romano, but by jealousies of the Anglo-Irish and u dovi
Old-Irish parties among the students and other Irish ecclesiastics o
o [rish Fi
Within a year and a half of its foundation the little community&ec:;llt;
suffered a great loss in the death of the rector, Fr Callanan.?” ““ Gentle At fi
Eugene, God rest his soul,” wrote Bishop Roche from Ireland. He cd
went on to suggest to Wadding as rector of * our little college” Fr, .
Michael Galway, ““ a very good priest ”’ from Cork, who had completedmtl?e
his studies at Douai and was now at Lille. But before this letter had’- ?ge
reached him Wadding had appointed Fr Martin Walsh, O.F.M., as-“ﬁ:? i:
rector of the college. Fr Walsh was followed by Fr John Punch,t .
O.F.M.28 These appointments of religious, though in accordance with g’ dic
the college statutes, and certainly having no motive other than the aron
one expressed there, namely the impossibility of finding a suitable;:as 4
secular priest, were unfortunate in that they exposed the fortunes
of the college to a controversy now developing in Ireland, which was crenny
to be particularly sharp during the next few years, the controversy A %
between regular and secular clergy on points of jurisdiction. CARE
Another premature death brought an even bigger problem. On %hr:atﬁ.
18 November 1632 Cardinal Ludovisi died in his episcopal see of ol
Bologna at the age of thirty-seven.?® In his will, dated 11 April 1629,% g]
he made generous provision for the financial needs of the Irish founda- sa%i
tion. He ordered his heirs to buy for the college the house which up
to this had been rented, endowed it with funds producing an income
almost twice his previous annual grant, and in addition left to the
college some landed property in Castelgandolfo. The bombshell was

26 Bishop Rothe to Wadding, cit. ; same to archbishop Lombard, 17 Sep- again:
tember 1625, Wadding papers, p. 104.
27 HAROLD, Vita, cxxvii, says he died within six months of the opening of the cxle

house, but this must be a slip, for Wadding sent the news to Bishop Roche in a 32 ]
letter of 28 July 1629. Cf. Roche to Wadding, January 1630, in Wadding 3 |
papers, pp. 332-3. 34]
28 HAROLD, Vita, cxxvii.
29 VILLOSLADA, 0p. cit., p. 177. i
30 Relevant clauses of the will printed in MAREFOSCHI, 0p. cit., p. 76, and cf. = . A;
HaroLp, Vita, cxxviii. after
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’in the fourth clause, which simply stated “1T hand over and entrust
the government of this college to the Society of Jesus.

i ill wi i ded by three
i Cardinal’s will with the perspective affor s
Thuiduley az:nce, one can say that it was not altogether impos-

disposition, but Wadding seems to have been completely and genuinely

astonished at it. His surprise was, in fact, a measure of how completely

i i f the Irish college.
dedicated himself to ensuring the success of .
1Iffelfc;:f(‘)k ecolufage, however, when the late Cardinal’s brot.h?r, Pnr(;ce
Ludovisi, made it clear that he favoured the college Vr‘;erfilzl'nmgd 1(1:nd eeé
i aci control. With the Prince’s support, Wadding deci
gﬁirﬂiﬁﬁ?&ill,ﬂ and in the meantime he felt sufﬁmen:gy sure of
the college’s future to go ahead with plans for development.
At first it seemed that he had good reason for his hope. A stroxlllg
case could be made that considerations of eqult%, a(ildb esgyecu‘ﬂly :h:
i ing
i f the Irish church, could best be solved by leav
::I;';‘ltgztisn (t)he hands of the Irish Franciscans.? His ho}f)e; seemed dfur't::(;
justi nizing the intricacies of the case, deci ¢
S ) eon court of law, but to a special
that it should be submitted, not to a » by -
issi i issi drawn substantially from the
commission. This commission was he . o
i i f Propaganda,3* which gave g
Cardinals of the Congregation o e
to hope that the interests of the ¥r1s church wo
gg?foclnsidergtion. At this stage everything was complicated by the
f Fr Terence Kelly. b :
Cas; 0eti‘cli-on was handed in to Propaganda},"'5 containing a se.neshgf
com; 1l)aints against Fr Luke Wadding, alleging that he was using (;s
ai) influence over Irish church affairs with marked partiality towards
tgliz Anglo-Irish. One item of complaint cor}cerned the Ludovmi;ag
college, and is worth examining in some detail. It may not be a ba
f the whole. e
S‘&%I})ll: c(c))mplaint stated that Wadding’sl part}ahty was s;hsgnhit;yotvlvli
f the six students of the college four were fr '
far(:)tvitrlll:: 2f Munster, while the one student from Ulster, a pfrl‘est
ggainst whom no complaint could be made, had been expelled from

21 Wadding and Prince Ludovisi are namfgd as dthe‘d.pa;ti;;lsec‘(:)';;teest(i:x;g g;; Av;;lvl,
i its in the sentence of the Rota decidin he case. Cf. %,
igm?ftt t};:p..]e:glgfxo ; MAREFOSCHI, 0p. cit., pp. 7-8, 81—2; HaroiD, Vita
32 HaroLD, Vita, cxxviii.
33 Ibid., cxxix. i d ) ) . oy
e {’I:fsoncnel of the commission given in CLEARY, op. cit., p. 208, fro
i . 78-9. 3 iy
N echints &b Povtagneia Fi ¥ Antiche, vol, 14, ff. 44—5, printe
ivio di da Fide, Scritture Antiche, 3 f y
i ::;1}‘};!(:1}}11;’:: I(}i'bi’:r(t)ig;grf:nxii. 186. Undated, but by internal evidence sometime
:t}ter 1630. Other papers in the volume are dated 1632—4.
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* that in the inte
that he W re of the Iri
and could produce numbers ( withdrew the ¢

the judicial tr

the college and left stranded in Rome without a penny,
living in the city in great misery,
witnesses to his injustices.

From an examination of the available lists of the first students of th this transfer,
college®® it seems clear that the statement is true that four of the student not merely re
in the college at the time the petition was handed in were in fac college should
from Munster. It is equally clear that there was a heavy Ulste could prove 2
preponderance (four out of six, though two of the four are certainlj Cardinal Lud
Anglo-Irish, probably both from Meath) in the original six students means that n
of 1628, who were, it will be remembered, chosen on Wadding’s to the special

recommendation, so that the Munster strength in 1633 seems purely
accidental. Among the six students originally chosen by Wadding

was almost C€

The case s
we find the name “ Terentius Kelly, Ultoniensis ”, and a very little year. In the
elimination establishes him as the person referred to in this charge Trish Francis
against Wadding. case had bee

His statement that he had been turned out without a penny was false, and the Jesu

and the records of Propaganda could show it to be false, for on 8 May Before it car
1628 the Congregation had decided to grant money for their journey was then pa:
to Ireland to all students leaving St. Isidore’s or the Irish college, of Propagan
and had made specific grants for this purpose to two students of 1634, in an
St. Isidore’s, who are not named, and to “ Terence Kelly, priest, between the
student of the Irish college.”s” As regards the charge of unjust expul- On 1 Aug
sion, it is difficult to be certain if he was in fact expelled. The fact of the Iris
that he is stated to be a priest does not necessarily imply completion asking that
of his studies, and his leaving the college a little over four months the Irish s¢
after its opening seems to suggest a certain irregularity in his departure.  ¢he college
All in all, it is difficult to refrain from judging Terence Kelly harshly. e record
It is, of course, not an historical judgment to pronounce on a man’s  as not ge
actions in the light of what he is known to have done later, but Terence 1634 sayin{
Kelly’s subsequent career, even though he became vicar-general of by the int
his native diocese of Derry, does suggest that he was quite capable did not suf
of spending the money he had received for his journey home and then By the t
claiming that he had never got it.

The rights and wrongs of the case, however, were not of primary 38 Archivi
importance. The complaints against Wadding drew attention to Irish with the sif
racial dissensions at a time particularly unfortunate for the prospects C‘;‘E‘l‘:‘m
of the college remaining in Irish hands. An appeal of the seven students pp. 78-9:

of the college, addressed to the Congregation of Propaganda, asking " ﬁgh““
xii. 192—3.
°¢ Cf. CLEARY, 0p. cit., pp. 210-11 ; Wadding papers, pp. 282-3; Archivio 4 The t1
di Propaganda Fide, Scritture Antiche, vol. 294, f. 428, printed in Archivium are very ol
Hibernicum, xii. 19o. 4 Archr

*" Archivio di Propaganda Fide, Atti, vol. 6, £. 55, no. 1, printed in CLEARy, in Archivt

op. cit., p. 203, from MAREFOSCHI, op. cit., p. 72.
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The Irish College, Rome 293
that in the interests of the church in Ireland the college be left in the
care of the Irish Franciscans,38 brought no result. Instead, the Pope
withdrew the case from the special commission and placed it before
the judicial tribunal of the Rota. The Franciscans appealed against
this transfer, but to no effect,3® while the Congregation of Propaganda
not merely refused to intervene but expressed the opinion that the
college should be handed over to the Jesuits unless the Franciscans
could prove a canonical erection in their favour during the lifetime of
Cardinal Ludovisi.4 It was fairly clear that they could not, which
means that now even the Cardinals whom the Pope had appointed
to the special commission favoured a strictly judicial decision, which
was almost certain to go in favour of the Jesuits.

The case seems to have waited its turn before the Rota for over a
year. In the meantime the college continued under the care of the
Irish Franciscans, though its future was worse than uncertain. Its
case had been caught up into the rivalries between the Franciscans
and the Jesuits and those between the Old-Irish and the Anglo-Irish.
Before it came up for judgment it got caught up into another, which
was then particularly sharp, concerning which in fact the Congregation
of Propaganda was holding long sessions during these years 1633 and
1634, in an attempt to provide a solution to the violent disputes
between the regular and secular clergy in Ireland.

On 1 August 1634 Thomas Messingham, a secular priest, president
of the Irish college in Paris, wrote to the secretary of Propaganda
asking that the Roman college should be placed under the control of
the Irish secular clergy.4! The secretary replied that this would leave
the college open to interprovincial disputes, and that in this matter
the record of secular priests in charge of Irish colleges elsewhere
was not good.*> Messingham wrote again from Paris on 1o October
1634 saying that at least some of the troubles referred to were caused
by the interference of religious, and that when the secular clergy
did not suffer such interference, as in Paris, their colleges prospered.i3

By the time this letter arrived in Rome the case was already before

*8 Archivio di Propaganda Fide, Scritture Antiche,
with the signatures, in Archivium Hibernicum, xii.
CLEARY, 0p. cit., p. 209, from MAREFOSCHI,

* Franciscan appeal in CLEARY, op. cit.,
pp. 78-9. ;

49 Archivio di Propaganda Fide, Atti,

4 Ibid., Scritture Antiche, vol. 134, f.
xii. 192-3.

42 The troubles of the Irish colleges in Douai and the Low Countries generally
are very obviously in the background of this correspondence.

¢ Archivio di Propaganda Fide, Scritture Antiche, vol. 134, f. 58. Printed
in Archivium Hibernicum, xii. 195-6,

vol. 204, f. 428, printed,
190 ; without signatures in
op. cit., pp. So-1.

P 208, from MAREFOSCHI, 0p. cit.,

vol. 8, f. 209v. (16 March 1633).
57. Printed in Archivium Hibernicum,
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the Rota. It must have seemed to the Roman authorities that con-
siderations of the interests of the Irish church as well as the letter
of the law favoured handing the college over to the Jesuits. However,
Wadding and Prince Ludovisi contested the case. No full account
of the evidence is available, but from a fragment printed by
Marefoschi** and the testimony of Giunti, almoner of the late Cardinal,
printed by Cleary* from a document in the Ludovisi archives which
seems to be a statement prepared in connexion with the case, it is
possible to follow the line of argument pursued by the parties. Wadding
and Prince Ludovisi tried to show that the Cardinal had taken the
initiative in all his actions concerning the college, while their opponents
maintained that he was pushed from one step to another by the initia-
tives of Wadding. This evidence would seem to bear primarily on the
question of undue influence being brought to bear on the Cardinal
in making his will, and might also be interpreted as a suggestion that
what he had done, if not strictly a canonical foundation, might be
equated with such a foundation. There were too many weak points
in the argument to convince a court which had to decide on the letter
of the law. In fact, Wadding could not prove a canonical foundation
from which he could claim acquired rights. Taking all the circum-
stances of the case into account, a decision in favour of the Jesuits
was inevitable.

It was given to this effect on 13 November 1634, and published on
19 January 1635.4% The Jesuits took possession of the college on
8 February 1635.47 The authorities in Rome must have felt well
content that the Irish students, who now seemed to have a reasonably
secure financial future, would also gain stability under Jesuit discipline
and the lectures of the Collegio Romano. They may not have been so
well placed to appreciate fully the loss in transferring the college
from Irish to Italian supervision.

44 Op. cit., pp. 76-8.

45 0Op. cit., pp. 205-8.

4¢ Sentence of the Rota in CLEARY, op. cit., pp. 209-10, from MAREFOSCHI,
op. cit., pp. 81-2.

7 MAREFOSCHI, 0p. cit ., p. II.
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