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Bibles, His Green Book, not to be read alone but in order of witiness ;
one not to be read in the turmoil of city life, but in that peaceful
calm out of which imagination may wing its flight. “Although we
cannot attain to God by sense,” St. Thomas has said, “yet by sensible
signs our mind is roused to tend to God.”

ALFRED E. P. Ravymunp Dowring, B. A., Oxon.
London,

ATTITUDE OF THE JESUITS IN THE TRIALS FOR
WITCHCRAFT.

I. BEGINNINGS OF WITCH PERSECUTION,

N the whole history of the human race there is scarcely anything
more gloomy and more saddening than the trials for witch-
craft and the wholesale execution of supposed witches.. It is

indeed humiliating to think that the so-called civilized world for
centuries was enslaved by a fatal belief which surrendered thousands
of innocent victims to frightful tortures and a horrible death. We
find instances of trials for witchcraft during the Middle Ages, but
they are relatively rare until the end of the fourteenth century.
Then they became more and more numerous; and about 1450 the
systematic persecution of witches was in full swing, particularly in
the Alps, whence it spread like a fierce epidemic over France and
Germany.* Unfortunately, these sad proceedings were at first car-
ried on chiefly by the Inquisitors. They accepted the mpst absurd
popular beliefs as a reality. Especially two Dominicans, the Inquis-
itors Institoris and Sprenger, became notorious for their credulity
and blind zeal in extending the trials for witcheraft over Germany.
When several bishops opposed them, they appealed to Rome. Pope
Innocent VIII., acting on their uncritical and misleading informa-
tions, issued in 1484 the Bull Summis desideranics, commonly styled
the “Witcheraft Bull.” It proved most disastrous, as it furnished
the Inquisitors and other persecutors of the witches with a Papal
document with which they could justify their cruel measures.? A
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18ee especially Hansen: “Zauberwahn, Inquisition und Hexen-Prozess im
Mittelalter.” Munich and Leipsic, 1900. This book is based on a false supposition
In denying the existence of evil spirits, and consequently leads to wrong conelu-
stons. However, as a distinguished Catholic scholar writes: “It proves that in
the matter of witcheraft the one-sided a priori treatment of {he scholasties was
atal; and it would be well if the book were studied by Professors of Philosophy
and Theology.” Based on Hansen's work and of a similar character is the article
of Dy, Joseph Kaufinann, “Die Vorgeschichte der Zauber-und Hexenprozesse,” in
the “Neye Jahrbiicher fiir das Klassische Altertum, (Geschichte und Deutsche
Littery tur,” 1901, Heft 4, pp. 283-306; Heft 5, pp. 335-352.

2 It is evident that this Bull is in no way an er-cathedra decision. Déllinger
contended that it was such, but even the Protestant Professor Hinschius, of
erlin (“System des Katholischen Kirchenrechtes VI.,” Bertin, 1897, p. 402). says
that Dillinger “goes too far when he designates this Bull as an ex-cathedrg ,utt‘;ér-
ance of the Pope; for neither the contents nor the oceasion on which it wag issned
Warrant such an agsumption.”
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few years after the publication of this Bull, the two aforesaid IaniS",
itors wrote conjointly the Malleus malcficarum, or “Witch-hammer,
a book full of startling and horrible stories. In this work most
rigorous measures against the witches are advocated, and later
zealots for the persecution of witches based their arguments chiefly
on this publication.

However, it was not until after the outbreak of the Protestant
Reformation that the persecution reached its full height. The re-
ligious and social disturbances that followed this movement, and
above all the teaching of some of the Reformers, contributed much
to the increase of the belief in witcheraft, and this belief added fuel
to the persecution. In the catechism of Luther the power ascribed
to the devil over man’s body and soul, life and property, amounts
almost to omnipotence. Luther sees devils everywhere and in
everything; “man is the devil's slave and wills and does only what
his master bids him.” The friends and followers of Luther shared
these views fully, and it was soon noticed, according to the testimony
of Protestant contemporaries, “that the preachers spoke more of the
devil than of Christ, and that old and young believed more in the
devil than in God and His holy Gospel.”

We cannot be surprised, therefore, to learn that soon after the
Reformation the trials for witcheraft were carried on with renewed
vigor. In many countries and districts persecutions of witches are
heard of only after the introduction of the new doctrine. Even after
the excitement had abated in Europe, Puritan New England saw
the hanging of witches at Salem.* On the whole it is impossible to
decide whether more victims suffered in Catholic or Protestant
countries.

Since 1520 the secular power took the persecution of witches into
its hands.® The excitement reached its highest pitch between 1570
and 1640. During this period the human mind seemed to have lost
its balance. Diseases, fire, famine, storms and hail, wars, great
wealth and losses, disappointment in love, striking beauty and re-
markable ugliness, extraordinary knowledge and excessive stupidity,
melancholy and mirth, all were ascribed to the influence of the devil.
If a person was negligent in his religious duties, it was a sure sign
that he had bartered his soul to the devil; if he was very pious, he
was suspected of hypocrisy, in order to conceal his dealings with the
evil one. Under the frightful pains of the torture the names of ever

laplefpnbach, “Der Zauberglaube des 16, Jahrhunderts,” pp, 12-24; further
details in Jamsen-l’astn_x; “History of the (German People,” Vols. 7 and 8.
u_f‘her”wr(_:te; “With witches I would have no merey; I would rather burn them
Hlﬁﬁelf. “Many devils ave around us that might Lill us any hour.” Kaufmann in
eue Jahrbiicher” 0. 286-292. On Luther’s belief in incubus and succudus,
Eee the same anthor, p. 304,

t See Bancroit, “History of the United States,” Vol, III, ch. 19.

Hansen, 1, e, p. 524,
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new witches were revealed; no one was safe; children of tender age
were tortured; they frequently denounced their parents; parents
testified against their children. No rank was secure against accusa-
tion; Mayors of cities, priests and religious were denounced and ex-
ecuted. But we cannot dwell on these horrible scenes. They may
be read in special works on this subject, or in Janssen's “History of
the German People” (Vol. VIIL).

II. DIFFERENT VIEWS AS TO THE ATTITUDE OF THE JESUITS.

During the most violent period of the persecution for witcheraft
the Jesuits exerted a powerful influence as professors of philosophy,
dogmatic and moral theologyv, as writers, as confessors and preachers
at the courts of Princes. Consequenﬂy they had to take attitude
towards this persecution, and it is evident that their verdict for or
against the trials was of the greatest weight. For the last few vears
a warm controversy on this very point has been going on iu.Ger-
many, chiefly between Professor Riezler, of Munich, and the Jesuit
Father Duhr. We intend to give the results of the controversy in
the present paper. Father Dubr laid down his contentions in a
number of articles in the “Zeitschrift fiir Katholische Theologie”
(r9oo and r1go1), the “Historisches Jahrbuch” (Munich, 1900), in
the pamphlet “Attitude of the Jesuits in the Trials for Witcherait in
Germany” and “The Biography of Frederick Spe.” In the preface
to his first work Father Duhr says that “the attitude of the Jesuits
in the trials for witchcraft has sometimes heen painted too favorably
for one-sided apologetical purposes, sometimes too darkly from a
one-sided hostile tendency.” Indeed we can find the statement in
Catholic works that the Jesuits were a glorious exception in that
excited age, and manfully opposed the mad fury of the persecttors
of the innocent. On the other hand, they are charged by some his-
torians with having fanned the flame of that disastrous conflagration.
One writer went even further. “The ablest of the historians on
witcheraft (Soldan-Heppe) has charged their order with using witch
persecution as a cloak for the punishment of heresy, and seeking to
burn as witches those whom, under the law of the Empire, they could

8 ‘g der Jesuiten in den deutschen Hexenprozessen, Cologne, 1800.
“Fre{?gr?ilz-ﬁngpe.” von _Jobannes Diel, S. J. Zweite, ungearbeitots Auflage Frei-
urg, Terder, 1901. We have also used several other works: Junssen-Pastor,
“History of the German Peaple,” Vol VIIL; Diefenbach, “Der Zauberglaube des
16, Tahrhunderts nach den Katechismen Dr, Martin Luthers und des P. Can-
18ius,” Mainz, 1000; “The Fate of Dietrich Flade,” Putnam’s Sons, New York,
1801, By Professor Burr, of Cornell University; reprinted from the papers of
the “Amepican Historical Association,” Yol. V., No. 3, July, 1891. Professor
urr is considered one of the first authorities on the subject of witcheraft and is
hig ly spoken of hy German sp;hoim'_s.. Thus Professor Pastor, in Janssen's *His.
oty of the German People,” Vol. VIIL, p. 583, speaks of “the American George

urr, to whom all students of the .hlstqry of witcheraft are deeply indebieqd
Professor Burr's publication on Dietrich Flade is a model of aceurate historieal
Tesearch,
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no longer burn as heretics; and he bases this charge largely on the
history of the persecution at Trier.” So far Professor Burr, of
Cornell University; but he adds: “After a careful study of the
documents left us, I find as vet no reason to share his view.””™ The
severest charge is made against several distinguished Jesuit theolo-
gians, especially Delrio, Gregory de Valentia and Laymann, and
against the preachers at the courts of Princes® What is the truth
concerning the attitude of the Jesuits?

Before we examine the historical evidence bearing on this ques-
tion it will be well to make a few preliminary remarks. There un-
doubtedly exists, what the Germans call Zeitgeist, a spirit of the age,

which affects all, for good or ill, which influences theologians as well

as others, and even the supreme rulers of the Church in their private
opinions and decisions which do ot possess the character of ¢4~
cathedre definitions. Tt is unfajr and narrow-minded to look down
with superciliousness on those who have gone before us, because
they held many opinions which are now rejected by all enlightened
minds. We must endeavor to judge men by the citcumstances in
which they lived. However, this cannot prevent us from deploring
the existence of some of thejr opinions and the disastrous results t0
which they led. It cannot be denied that the credulity of medizeval
chromc%ers and the lack of historical criticism on the part of great
theologians ?f former ages was, to say the least, a most unfortunate
f@afuﬂ_?; and in a matter of Practical consequences, like that of witch-
::si‘;: fhasl;tl?mt‘rd EXt;‘amel_V disastrous. That many theologians

ault in these g roceeding ; cnow
this from a witnesg whoslt,3 test?xci::)]l?; T: nl:lnoifnbe demed.. e lesuit

peachable: the J

Father Spe, the noble champion of the victims. He asks in his

famous Cauzip Criminalis “Who are they who spur the authorities

On to new executiong 3 He divides them into four classes. “Tirst,

some theologians and prelates who are devoted to their studies and
EHJO}"peace z.md tranquility in thejr study rooms. They have not
the slightest idea of what is going on outside, no idea of the filth

Of :,he P”SO“S“ C_)f the rack, of the cries and sorrows of the poor
victims.  To visit the Prisons, to speak to the poor sufferers and to
condesce z . .

. . - = 1
; sturb their studjes, To this class I add certain
holy and pious men, who, t

; s otally ignorant of the reality of things,
ct?nSJc]er all mnquisitors and Judges in thege trials as saints. These
p}?ps men deem it crinmnal not tq Venerate all the sentences of these

;;Fate of Dietrich Plade,” . 5, - T

¢e “Historische Zeitsehpifi > 16 g 'S0'¢ . s ‘
-'L]r?flucl)ts (e ot as guilty of the l}g?&)r\s ol. LXXXT1v, There it is said that “‘the
¥ T Thy

; of witeh per i inicans,
the whole not mare zuilly than the Ppgro.. PerS€Cution as the Domi of
mtend i gny way to incriminate the Dope o cstant clergy,” p. 249, We do 1

MENts of historiane it oy milicans, but merely guote the state-
® “Dubinpge 15:1__. without endorsing every detaj]. Y q
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judges as infallible. When such good people read certain stories,
no matter how silly, or hear of the confessions forced from the
victims by torture, they regard them as gospel truth, and allow
themselves to be carried away by zeal, rather than be ruled by dis-
cretion. They cry out: such crimes must not be tolerated, the
world is full of witches, the authorities must proceed against this
pest with all diligence, etc. O, these good and holy men! What
can you do with them, as they wish only the best? If they knew
how much wickedness and imprudence prevail in these trials, they
would exclaim with Christ: ‘Let both grow until the day of the
harvest.” But now these good people are incapable of enlighten-
ment.”

“The second class is made up of jurists, who find these trials a
profitable business. On a sudden they have become pious and
frighten the authorities, who are tardy in proceeding against the
witches. To the third class belong those who seek to gratify their
jealousy, enmity and vengeance. If the authorities do not listen to
the maob, they clamor that the judges are afraid for themselves or
their families, or are bribed by the rich, as charges of witchcraft can
be made against members of even the wealthjest families. Unfor-
tunately, there are priests and religious who, instead of checking,
foster such clamorings. To the fourth class belong malefactors,
who, in order to conceal their own crimes, most zealously demand
the punishment of witches. Among these malefactors I reckon even
those inquisitors who wanted to torture Father Tanner.”10

This candid statement proves that not a few priests, religious and
secular, were carried away by the credulity and mad excitement of
the age, and actually added fuel to th? fire. Now can it ‘reasonably
be expected that the Jesuits were so far ahead of their time, so en-
lightened, so free from the thgz’.zsf, that none of them should have
shared the all-prevailing superstition? It would be a miracle. The
Jesuits were children of their age and acted accordingly. Indeed,
there were Jesuits who advocated severe measures against the
witches ; but on the other hand we find among them noble championg
of the innocent victims, especially the most strenuous opponent of
that atrocious persecution, the brave Father Fredericlk Spe.

III. ATTITUDE OF THE EARLY JESUITS.

“The order as stich never assumed any official attitude towards
the persecution. The name of wizard or witch is not to be found
cither in the constitutions of the order or in the decrees of the

Generals ; nor is there even mention of possession and exorcism,
2 . .
As regards the Inquisition, the order asked and obtained special

1 Duhr, “Stellung,” p. 15. “Spe,” pp. 76-77.
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Papal privileges (1584), to the effect tha? 1ts members shoulcll. . ; VE:
be forced to accept the offices of the I.HC_[UISIthn. Th? order t 10 'tgof’
that the office of Inquisitor was not in accordance with the spiri
1 itutions.”’1t
lts;ﬁgsg::thg;;pa"io“ of St. Ignatius, Father Peter Faber, acted
according to this spirit of the S_‘:’Ciﬂ)’- :W hen he heard.thatpa J-ESL‘l‘lIt
in Louvain occupied himself \\r}tll exorcisms, he wrote in 1345; it
cannot approve of these exorcisms, The Father should know lex:i[
they are open to many deceptions. He ought to expel the l‘ ve
from the souls of men, as this is the office of priests, and sh,oulc.l ?a]e
it to the exorcists to perform their work, ™1 Father Fabel: S dlscl%; :
Peter Canisius, was not so reserved in this matter, O“flng Prc’f sl‘,
bly to his study of mysticism in early youth, he was inclined fo fo :
low the course disapproved by his master, Peter Faber. Fat.hC
Paul Hoffaeus, vice provincial of the province of the Upper R]III-IC:
writes, in 1569, to the General of the Society, Francis Borgia:
“Father Canisius must pe warned not to medd]e so much in CE.ISQS
of possessed persons, and 1ot to create difficulties for us; much l’l['ﬂcff
is wasted, and the proceedings are not according to our mode ©
acting.”  Determined as he was in other matters, Father Hoffaeus
was also resolute and fearless in this. He told v ather Dorgia that
members of the noble hoyse of the Fuggers had taken two possessed
girls to Rome and Loretto, in order to find relief for the girls. The
Fuggers wanted F ather Wendeljq Volk as companion ; but the Gen-
eral should not allow it under any condition, for “there is a great
deal of credulity in 41 this. Ttis said that they learned from a revela-
tion or from an utterance of the eyi] spirit, that whoever would p:.-e-
vent Father Wendelin from dccompanying them, would meet with
a severe corporal affliction, I, for my part, am not afraid of any-
thing.” Ip T570 Canisius was warned by the General: “He 5110}11(1
not lose a single hour with the possessed, as such an occupation
was alien to the institute of the Society and liable to hinder more
useful worlc "1
s showed himself much more pru-

; ithout
It has been said, and not w:tho.uf
reason, that Luther's catechism diq Very much to spread the belie

in witcheraft. Tn phig Greater Catechism the name of the devil
occurs sixty-seven times, that of Christ sixty-three times.* But of
still greater importance s the influence ascribed to the devil. The
evil one does great harm to the bodies of men, kills many, is the

cause of wars, storms, plagues, et 15 As early ag 1568 more than
11 Duhr, “Stellung,” p. 22, T o

12 Thid, p. 23.

2 Documents in Duhr, “Btellung,” bp. 24.95

14 ]Jl_ef.enl')zlch, Le, p. 5.

151bid, y. 7.
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100,000 copies of this catechism were scattered all over G‘ermauy.‘_"
Even in Catholic districts many agitators, teachers and' priests wh.o
secretly adhered to Luther's tenets, spread his catechism and‘ ?115
doctrines. In a letter to Dulce Albert V. (?f Bavaria, Peter Canisius
deplores the fact that in many Catholic_mties thfe teachers are not
Catholics, but adherents of the Reformation, z‘md mst{uct the young
in the heresy of Luther.1? May not Luther s tefichxgg of the all-
powerful devil have caused the spread of the.behef in W{tchcraft, even
in Catholic countries ? Professor Riech.fr hlmscl.f adnnts: that before
1591 scarcely a single witch was burnt in Bavaria, and in the_ Elec-
torate of Trier and the bishopric of Bamberg 1.‘!".[@ persecution of
witches began only after the spread of fF'rotest?mt1sm.18 N
Widely different are the famous catechisms of Peter Canisius f'rom
those of Luther. Professor Riezler renders the smalle.r catechism,
intended for the people, the favorable testimony that ,It makes_ no
particular mention of witcheraft, He says: “Lut.hers catech_lsm,
in the explanation of the first connnan_ch‘nent, mentions the objects
and effects of the league with the devil in d.etall, aI.though not ex-
haustively, whereas the large Roman catechism, wrftteu at the' I?1d-
ding of the Council of Trent, and the sma.ller catechism (.)f Camslgi
intended for the people, do not even mention the word w1tchcraft..
In fact, in the smaller catechim.n of Canisius the name of Cll.t‘lSt
occurs six times, that of the devil ﬂot_ once. The If}iddle gateclnsm
has the name of Christ thirty-two times, that of b‘z‘ltan. :—for he
always uses this word, not the more popular word c'101'11 —three
times.:; the large catechism contains the name' of C“‘imst one-luu}-
dred and three times, that of Satan only t.en times.* . In Luther’s
large catechism we found tI.m very opposite proporhon; But not
only in the number of times in which Fhe names are menuonefl does
the catechism of Canisius favorably d1ﬁf‘er from that of‘ Lu-thc—,r, but
more so in the power ascribed to the evil one. LHﬂ_IEl dwells par-
ticularly on the devil’s power over the body and thfe property of man,
Canisius speaks of Satan only as tll!:: tei;?pter t;) 'sm. .

In 1583 a sensation was caused in Vienna by an e_\orcxsm pe.r-
formed on a girl. The Emperor ordered the bishop to {mve the girl
exorcised. The bishop went to the college of the Jesuits angd com-
Mmanded, as far as he could, the rector to perform the tasI::. At ]_ast
the rector yielded and several faLhe‘rs b_egan the exorcism wluc.h
lasted no less than eight weeks. This affair soon became the topic

10Thid. p. 15. : P L3 5

A eviliney gt B et P
Lenn (1572}\\7&’5 the first witch trial in 1tls _(T;'lt_es;trc;glszn.of '11311;1(13'11, ]ancd Eﬁt%;?ﬁnogﬁé
“In the Lutheran county of Sponheim, lying j i 3 g

i { in 1573, of several witches mmprisoned ang top.
Elec arly in two, we hear, in 1573, of .
5“Il?gfgozgtfhge{%‘l’zi‘;‘tolstein’, near Kirn.” Burr, ib,, P.p 10,15n0te 8.

29 Riezler, p. 199: quoted by Duhr, “Stellung,’
0 Diefenbach, |, c., pp. 38-39.
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of conversation, and so many misrepresentations were made 1‘1}13"
Father Scherer thought it necessary to deliver a special sermon Of}
the recent liberation of a girl who was possessed by 12,652 devxlsf.

Sacchini relates the story in his “Historia Societatis Jesu” (Pa{5~ V.,
lib. 3, p. 125), and emphasizes the fact that the rector was simply
forced. He expresses, however, no doubt as to the truth of the con-
fessions made by the girl and her mother. Father Scherer accepts
with perfect faith all the silly stories about witches and exhorts t11.c
Mayor and the City Council to prosecute witches and wizards, as it
was God’s will ut tollatur malum de medio. Not al] the Jesuits ap-
proved of this sermon. The provincial of the Upper Rhine, Father
Bader, writes to Father Generg] Aquaviva, “that those fathers who
at my bidding read the sermon, were of the opinion that it scarcely
merited the ‘imprimatur’ of the Societ_v. I cannot under-
stand how such unripe productions are published, ™21

v, PROCEEDI,—\'GS AT TREVES,

high as at Treves (Trier), one of the oldest towns in Germany, and
indeed throughout the whole archdiocese, The highest officials,
mayors, canons, deans, parish priests, chaplains, fell victims to the
i 7 ; : : .
persecution. Woe tg the Priest who dared to raise his voice U
defense of the accused ; there wyg 1o surer sign of his own guilt that;
:such Pleadmg.-e The trials at Treves have been treated with specia
roerest by various historians 2 The Jesuits were in various way®
connected with the trials jn Treves. Their Annual Reports for 1585
say: “Often have our priests heen summoned to the witches, whos¢
numbe?' here is Very great, and have attended them even to the plac®
Olf) punishment ; apq through God's £00dnEs it has Doc, hronght
. i d's . .
a out that with great grief for their sins, they have died piously ever
amid the torments of the flames. 24
1I]n the same year, 1585, Father Gibbons, the rector of the Jesui
c(‘; elge at Trevyes, writes tg Father Aquaviva: “Here and in the
w ;0 e}country around none of the witches—who are very numerous
—4Te burnt wi : .
el without some of ours being called to instruct them an
nac them back to Christ, 1y 5 cight
‘ears who St. he Archblshop sent us a boy of eig
years who useq tq beat the drum at the 1ot . of the
witches, He knows all g 1€ mghtly meetings -
witche e % the arts of Soreery and has revealed man
ches—one of whom was burnt fy ’ - it
T “ive or six days ago, Qne nig
-'1 Duhr, "Slenung,” o 5
iy Jam’"‘mn'J}“SLOIZ “Geschichip des

. 2 1n the following We are indo, Peutschen Volkes,” vo1 v II., p. 637.
interesting publication are indeheq Partienlay]y Profas, v } remety

- The authoy rofessor Burr’s ex :
cinlly ey X 101 hag Xami g avpy  EEDE
Bitll']l?l"of}ul_? ‘('(l'J'!ttte“_!['a‘? annuae” (g 3 ;';‘I%Tlliljf([ the documents in rI'1telvez-,q‘mi|;..

Lhels e Tys 1.t ST E of sid 3 Y
: tion of oy HbLATY), which ie in the olq g, ‘e Jesnits, In the sus

collee 100 of neayply . 2 vear 57,
0 L'a'n,e;,a. i_?:l]l the yvears from 1573 t

> A

2 sut Collew B Tecid
=4 Bury o ege, there is a prec!

0 1580, See Bure, pp. 16, 17, note 3-
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while sitting as prisoner in the Archbishop’s palace, he was visited
by the devil, who carried him off through the air to an assembly of
witches. There he was accused and scolded for having gone to the
Jesuits, to which he answered he could not do otherwise.”? The
Archbishop had sent him to the Jesuits that he might be taught his
catechism, for he was completely ignorant of Christian doctrine,
and did not even know the Lord’s Prayer 20
Father Thyraeus, rector of the College of Mentz, wrote to Father
Aquaviva, in 1587, that “a boy was kept in the college at Treves
who denounced many women, This could easily bring the college
into bad repute. .1 have warned the rector, ete.” To this the Gen-
eral replied that the boy should under no condition be left in the
college. If he was to be instructed in catechism, this might be dope
in the Archbishop’s palace or elsewhere 27 Other Jesuits also must
have written complaints to Rome about the conduct of their brethren
in Treves. For in 158¢ the General Aquaviva writes to the provin-
cial superior: “We have heard that Ours in Treves seem to meddle
too much with the trials of witches and urge the Prince to punish
them. Your Reverence must forbid it and give the following in-
structions: It may be allowed to advise the Prince in general to
apply a remedy against sorcery, which is srftid to be‘commou in that
region, and in given cases they may 3:(1“101115]‘1 the witches that, when
questioned in court, they are bound in conscience to denounce their
accomplices. For the rest, Ours should not medt_‘l]'e with the forum
externum; further they should not urge the authorities to punish any
one,’’28 i .

In 1501 the provincial superior had again to write to the General
Aquaviva: “In this college (of Treves), Father John Macherentius
delivered some sermons in which he spoke rather sharply about the
neglect of justice in regard to witches. The consequence was that
the tribus (guilds) went to the Most Reverend Lord and asked that
Justice should be administered. I have warned Ours according to
Your directions, so that, as I hope, nothing of t.h(:‘ kind will be at-
tempted by them.” Now it is not quite clear in which sense the
“neglect of justice” is to be taken, whether the I_Jreacher claimed
justice for the poor witches or urged the Archbishop to a more
relentless persecution.  Father Duhr thinks that the latter is meant,
as the Jesuits of Treves had repeatedly been denounced to the Gen-
¢ral by their own brethren for having encouraged these proceed-
]ngsl‘_’ﬂ

*5 Duhy, “Stellung
Ggrmam Jesuits, T 7

26 Burr, . 17. who gh‘gs the same story from the Litterae annuae,

o7 Dubr, “Sieallung.” . 32. . .

28 Dy "stgn:mg," 11;, 32. Latin text in Janssen-Pastor, VIIL, p. 654,

<0 "a‘“lv]hmg,” VFJ- a4,

7 p. 31, from original documents kept in the archives of the
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The trial which has acquired most fame is that of Dr. Dictricls
Flade, the sad story of which is admirably told by Professor Burr.
Who was this Dietrich Flade? He had held the highest positions
in Treves, as rector of the University, councillor to the Archbishop-
Elector and Acting Governor (Schultheiss) of the city. His “’Cal?h
was proverbial. The Jesuit Brouwer, who lived at the time in
Treves, where he was for some time rector of the college and Wh_(‘{'e
he died in 1617, writes in his **Annales Trevirenses:” “By his civiC
zeal, and by his proved loyalty to his sovereign, he had earned the
position of judge in the city; learned in public and private law:
greatly valued for his counsels, he had won favor and fame as well
among the Princes of the Empire and had gathered to himself
riches.”®*  As City Judge, Flade had himself pronounced sentence
against some witches. However, he must not have been over-
zealous in such work; for Brouwer writes that “Flade heard IS
sentence from the very court whose severity he himself as judge had
for many years restrained '

In 1587 it was whispered that an attempt had been made to D€
witch the Elector. A boy had confessed the plot. Johann Zandt
von Merl, who had succeeded Flade as Governor of Treves, arrested
the boy, brought him to Treves, where he was for a time quartcred
in the electoral palace, and then by order of the Archbishop brought
to the Jesuit college. This hoy denounced the Judge of the citys
Dr. Flade, as a wizard, and said that the Judge had attempted .to
poison the Elector. The new Governor had a hand in this denuncid”
tion. A woman from a village under the jurisdiction of Zandt, an

a month later a man from the same district, who had both beei

arrested for witcheraft, accused Flade of the same crime. B_Oth

witches were burnt.  Zandt now started formal proceedings against

Flade. He collected more evidence, and at last the confessions @

a number of witches were laid before the appointed commissio?:

The case of the sickly old man became desperate. He attempt€

flight, but was overtaken and brought back to Treves. Under t,he

legal maxims of the day this flight went far to prove Flade’s gﬂllt'

After a second attempt and a despairing appeal to the Elector, the’:

unfortunate man was tortured. At first he remained firm, but by

fl'@CIU@ﬂﬂ_y repeated tortures the confession of his own guilt aﬂ‘_i t,hE

7 et e e "l

20 “Tate of Dletnch‘ Tlade.” Tor long time it was thought that the Orjgu}r.
acts of this famous trial were lost. They were discovered by Professor
“Glancing through an old book catalogue, jssued late in 1882 by Albert Cohn,
Berlin, my eve lit on the title of this manuseript (the minutes of Flade’s trial 10€s
laid it before President White (Dr. Andreyw White, of Cornell), who at tlade;
gpite of an inaccuracy in the name, divined that it was the tria]l of Dr, F [‘1 it
whose case he knew well through his researchies in this field. We orderec”d
forthwith, and were overjoved hoth to seenre it and to find it what we .ﬂlyy
hoped.” Burr, p. 4. Since 1882 the manuscript is in the President White LibT
at Cornell University.

31 Burr, p. 20,

82 Burr, p. 43,
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names of a number of accomplices were wrung from him. On the
18th of September, 1 580, he was first strangled and his body then
burned to ashes.?

On the morning of his execution, Flade was present at Mass and
received the sacrament at the hands of the Jesuit Father Ellentz.
This good Father had rendered much and faithful service as con-
fessor of the witches. A pamphlet of the year 1603 says: “There
is now no superstition as common and dangerous as the fear of
witches. And it is to be wondered at that pious and merciful
priests, especially those of the Society of Jesus, dare to go so much
to the poor martyred witches in the prisons, to comfort them and to
accompany them to the stake, as I have seen with my own eyes at
Treves, where they spoke to the witches words of consolation in the
name of Jesus Christ our Redeemer.”** Father Ellentz spent whole
nights with the victims in the filthy prisons. Shortly before his
death, in 1607, he informed the provincial that he had accompanied
at least two hundred of these unfortunate persons to the stake. s
Similar reports were made of Fathers in Braunsberg, Ellwangen,
Fulda, Paderborn, Speier, etc. In some places, as in Paderborn,
the opinion was spread that those who had once sold their souls to
the devil by compact, had no hope of salvation. The Jesuits did not
share this view, but everywhere assisted the poor victims before
death. In many cases they succeeded in liberating the condemned
or accused persons.*® We have afllplc testin.m-uy that this service
of administering the last consolations of religion to witches was
most dangerous, as the zealous priests themselves fell under the sus-
picion of witchcraft.

As we have heard, Soldan-Heppe has charged the Society with
using the persecution of witches as a cloak f(?r the punishment of
heresy. He bases this charge largely on the history of the persecu-
tion at Treves. “Can we doubt that the great persecution for witch-
craft which broke out at Treves in 1586 was in part only a continua-
tion of the persecution of Protestantis.m, and was one of thcf)se‘ means
which the sagacity of the Jesuits had invented for accomplishing the
task for which they had been called into the land?"%"  This is a most
serious charge, but there is not a shadow of proof to substantiate it.
Professor Burr says: “After a careful study of the documents left

33 Burr . 21-43.

84 Ju.uséell)ll-nl’nstnr, Val. VIIL, p. G41.

35 Ihid, I'vom *“‘Litterae annuae” of 1607.

36 Duhr, pp. 72-74. . i =

aT Snlt.i]l[ti',.ﬂe,.;[,e,l"Gesvhirhte der Texenprozesse,” 1850, Vol. IL, p, 37; quoted
by Diefenbach, p. 85. Kaufmann (“Neue Jahrbiicher,” 1901, p. 286) considers it
“a great fault of Soldan’s work that he partisan-like ineulpates the Catholic Church
and altempts to exoneraie the Protesfant, whereals it is 11nh;runglt€]_v_ an incon-
festable fact that countless Protestant preachers yielded nothing in blind fanati-
Cism foy (Catholie priests, and in this faithiully adhered tg the tradition of the

old Cliurely.



486 Awmerican Catholic Quarterly Review.

The heretics were

us, I find as yet no reason to share his view.
1t ont

indeed not yet rooted out at Trier. Persecution for heresy wet
side by side with persecution for witchcraft. .
strange, in sooth, if the two Satanic crimes were never associated 17
fervent minds; . . but that this suspicion was actually Felts
or that the Jesuits ever consciously confused the two crimes, 1 fin
scant evidence. . At all events, Dietrich Flade was no Pr?‘
testant. All his life he had been a leader of the thohﬁ
party; and his most devoted friend till death was apparentiy his
Jesuit confessor, Father Ellentz.”ss .

The charge made by Soldan-Heppe has been repeated by variott®
writers, quite recently by Pastor Lingin, of Karlsruhe.* Professot
Riezler had also spoken of a connection between the counter-refort™”
ation and the persecution for witchcraft. Attacked by Father D}'hr
on this point, he defined his position more accurat‘el}-’ by stating
“that he never maintained the existence of a general or regilar coﬂ;
nection between the Catholic restoration and witch persecution; bu
what he defended and still defends is, that in certain territorics “]4
counter-reformation and witch persecution went hand in han¢
To this Father Duhr answers: “Considering the harsh Opim‘onz
held by some Jesuits, much was possible in single cases. thcl’t_‘l‘m’-r
Riezler’s latest statement cannot be rejected a pre'c;-ri."“ But neith®
Professor Riezler nor any one else has furnished the least pro© or
the charge against the Jesuits that they ever used witch trials 10
persecuting Protestantism.

>

D)

: ; , for
The Jesuits at Treves are evidently to be blamed, not only 1 /

their credulity in regard to witcheraft, a sentiment which they Shaf;
with nearly all their contemporaries, but especially for a][o“’“\i
themselves to be deceived by the ambitious and intriguing '015
ernor Johann Zandt. Professor Burr remarks: “If it see'n

strange that men so subtle as the Jesuit Fathers could be P!ﬂfl"zr
upon by the boy accomplices of Johann Zandt, one must reme ,)un
that a Justus Lipsius (the famous archzologist and critic) was C‘-it‘;
then standing sponsor to the witch code of a Delrio.”** ’I?he -}e?t;e;.,
of Coblenz and of Mentz did not approve the actions of their pret ]erv
at Treves. If it is asked whence this difference arose, 1: sefil'msl\’ﬂl-C
probable that the latter were under the influence of their f.rlelh-(n, the
Coadjutor-Bishop Peter Binsfeld. This Bishop laad studxe('l gk
Collegium Germanicum at Rome from 1570-76; thus he wﬂiilj/
. p. Livan®

38 Purr, pp. 52-33. Professor Durr’s judgment is ;1(?:;&|1l.e|.!) also by
in “Peilage zur Allzemeinen Zeitung, Munich, 1893, }o.‘ lhv.-"vtial b5 the: € '

20 See Diefenbach, passim. Kaufmaon, by no means 11;'-1t].culogian ghan a8
Church, says that “Léngin speiks rather as a Protestan
historian.”” (*“Neue Jahrbiicher,’ l!!t]l,qp_._ 286.)

10 *[istorische Zeitschrift,” 1600, I., 247.

41 “Reellung,” p. 77,

12 Page 53.

ratholl®

It would have beent’
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of the Jesuits. In 1589 he published a book which had a disastrous
influence on witch persecution. He strongly defended the credi-
bility of the witch confessions. In his opinion: “The confessions
of witches are either always or nearly always true.” He casts strong
suspicions on those who make themselves “advocates of the great
evil,” and he urges most strenuous proceedings against the witches,
“who are nowhere to be tolerated, but to be extirpated entirely ; such
is the will of God.”** In consequence of such principles the torture
was used unsparingly, until all the confessions were extorted which
the judges wanted. However deplorable the proceedings at Treves
were, a remark of Professor Burr should not be overlooked: “It
ought, in justice, to be added that, while the Kursdchsische Krimina-
lordnung (1572) of Lutheran Saxony, and the Kurpfilziches Land-
recht (1582) of the Calvinist Palatinate, with the lesser Protestant
codes based upon them, went beyond the Carolina** in making
witcheraft, even wwithout waterial tnjury, a capital crime when it in-
volved dealings with the devil, Catholic Trier, spite of clerical and
Jesuit influences, was from first to last, as to witchcraft, content to
abide by the Caroline code.”® We do not wish to examine how far
this “spite of " is justified ; one thing seems to be certain, that “cleri-
cal and Jesuit influences” succeeded in keeping the witch trials at
least within legal bounds. As the work of Bishop Binsfeld has
been mentioned, our attention is naturally called to works of Jesuit
theologians who treated of witchcraft and its prosecution.  We have
to speak of some Jesuits who, unfortunately, shared too much the
views of their times and, in their works, advocated energetic meas-

ures.
V. GREGORY DE VALENTIA AND MARTIN DELRIO.

In 1590 Duke William V. of Bavaria asked the theological and
legal faculties of Ingolstadt for their opinion about the extirpation
of witcheraft, which began to threaten Bavaria. Duke William was
determined to adopt all means to overcome this evil. The verdict
of the two faculties was to the following effect: “The judges should
study the witch trials of the Bishoprics of Augsburg and Eichstidt,
further the Malleus maleficarum and the book of Binsfeld ; the Duke
should make it a penal offense not to denounce every one suspected
of witcheraft; the torture could be applied more promptly than in
other trials.” The judgment is signed by four jurists and four theo-
logians. Among the latter are two Jesuits, Matthias Mairofer and

Gregory of Valentia.
“Of the distinguished theologian, Gregory de Valentia, we possess

4% See Burr, p. 12, seq. Duhr, “Stellung,” pp. 20-30.
4 The imperial code of Charles V., which provided that torture should he used
45 Page 11. .

-
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other utterances on this subject which do him no credit.”*® Do
and educated in Spain, he taught philosophy in Rome and theology
for twenty-four years at Dillingen and Ingolstadt, and was very in-
fluential at the court of Munich. In 1595 appeared his worlk on
theology which gave him the name of one of the greatest theologians
of the sixteenth century.*” He treats on witchcraft in the third
volume of his work." The chapter bears the title: “On the Duty
9f Magistrates Concerning the Punishment of Witcheraft.” The
l‘ntro.duction says: “Irom the very outset it cannot be doubted that
magistrates are strictly obliged to examine and punish witcheraft.”
He endeavors to prove this obligation from Scripture (Exodus xxiis
Deuteronomy xiii., Romans xiii.). “Especial diligence is necessary
when the evil prevails in the neighborhood. If the magistrates are
careless, the evil can quickly assume immense proportions tO the
incredible detriment of individuals and the whole state. It will be
most useful for the judges to examine the minutes of witch trials
conducted in the neighborhood. Besides, it will be most bcneﬁciﬂ1
to study books written on this subject, above all the Malleus maleh”
carum and the work of Peter Binsfeld on ‘witch-confessions.” 4%
this evil is of common occurrence and, on account of its gTzwity and
difficulty, often causes trouble to the éonscicnces of 111acrist1‘21t'35 all
judges, I wish to treat of a few points in detail. N

L. HO“_’ 5.1]311 the judicial inquiry be conducted?

When it is thc'mght that this evil exists in a certain locality,
first fjf all expedient to make a general inquiry, and command all by
public edict, and under a definite penalty, to denounce within a €€
tain time what they know, what they h.ave seen or heard. Then 2
special inquiry can be made by e}_;mnininq in particular those€ who
have been denounced or are otherwise susI;ected, or by interrogating
witnesses about such persons. But in order to conduct this speciﬂ
inquiry legally, some points must necessarily be observed. Accor®”
ing to law, no one can be examined unless he is suspected of this
offense, either on account of public infamy for this very crime, OF
on account of semi-sufficient evidence ('_ﬂ‘n-n'ph'nmr.! prab&timtrm)r o
on account of grave indications (indicia). The infamy must D€ hasec
upon the opinion of several upright men. The semi-sufficient eV
dence exists when the incontrovertible testimony of one math f’”.””’

it 18

cxceptione maius, is added to the deposition of the accuser OF in-

ndici .~ the
former. The indicia must be such as can of themselves creatC th
suspicion of this offense.

o o - I _/'
46 Duhr, “Stellung,” p. 36. - thab
47 “Commentariorum Theologicorum Tomi Quattnor.” The edition nsed 18

of Lyons, 16G03. rl'ui-“-)

18 Vol. I11., eolumns 1615-1622.  (Disput. VI, guaest. XIIT,, punctumn qui
See also Duhr, “Stellung,” pp. 37 seq.
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2. How can witcheraft be recognized ?

A witch can be recognized (1) from her own coniession, if she
admits the performance of acts pertaining to witchcraft; (2) from the
confessions of those who are guilty of the same crime and have in-
formed on others; (3) from the admitted possession of a writ which
hands over the soul to the devil, after the person has renounced her
faith in Christ; or from the impression of a certain mark (stigma)
which is usually conferred on witches; (4) from the possession of
certain poisons, sacred hosts, toads, human limbs, waxen figures
pierced with needles; (5) from having been convicted of habitually
invoking the devil; for having threatened evil to another, such as a
disease or a certain spell that later on befell that person ; (6) from the
testimony of witnesses who saw the accused besmear animals, which
afterwards died, with poison or a salve; for having done the same to
children or others. These tests are given by Bodinus, Spina
and Binsfeld. A prudent and diligent judge can add other signs,*
especially from former witch trials and from the Malleus maleficarum.

But as witcheraft is practised secretly, the guilt of witches is more
easily recognized from their own confession legitimately extorted by
inquiry orhby torture, or from the testimony of others, or, lastly,
from the denunciation obtained by the use or threats of torture.
However, torture is not to be employed unless several denoun(‘:e 'tbe
same person, or unless other evidence is added to the denunciation
of one informer. In the trials the judges must abstain from the
use of illicit means, such as false promises of immunity, if the
accused should confess; from false statements, such as the asser-
tion that the accused has been previously denounced by other
witches ; most of all from the so-called water test™ or other supersti-

tious means.
3. What are the signs and |

; - j
ing and torturing a persoin: 1
The above mentioned signs or tests are here enumerated.

4. How are persons to be denounced, arrested and punished?

- . = = - ces X Ta
Towards the end of this paragraph, Gregory says: When the
judicial process has heen observed and the guilt according to law

and custom sufficiently established, the sentence is pronounced.
htly condemned to death, according to canon

Jresumptions that suffice for imprison-

Such criminals are rig
law?

What is the nature of the proceedings? '
“First, the same method is to be followed as in other causes

which there is question of life and death: the accused is to be given

an advocate. Secondly, whilst witches are detained in prison spir-
"";-'ﬁig‘ﬁ:'\s—a fatal -L*fu_l-lsre,—;lsﬂi“t o];en;d the door to arbitrary decisions of the
indge, ° o

50 The witches were thrown into water, hands and feet closely tied; if they
sWamn, it was a proof of guilt.
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itual remedies should be at hand against the attacls of the devil:
holy water, crucifixes, etc.; priests should exercise their [unctions
to reconcile them to God. Thirdly, after the death sentence 1o
denial of the condemned is to be accepted. Fourthly, before execu-
tion they should be diligently prepared to receive the sacraments
worthily.”

This is a short extract of Gregory's principles concerning witch
prosecution. In nearly every detail he quotes the authority of Bins-
feld, on whom he absolutely relies. His doctrine sounds frightful
to us, and proves what sway the superstition held over the minds of
men. How otherwise could a man, known as a profound thinker,
give such advice? In justice to the man, however, it must be added
that several of his principles, for instance, that g defense is to be ad-
mitted, that the witnesses must he trustworthy, that the denuncia-
tion of one witness is not sufficient for employing torture, unless
other proofs strengthen the case, were considereg too lenient DY
most judges. It is certain, therefore, that Valentia did not wish t©
advocate injustice.  Still it must be sajq that his expositions prove
disastrous. !

Worse was the book of another Spanish Jesuit, Father Martil
Delrio. Born_at Antwerp in 1551, he was for some years a zealous
student of ancient zTnd moclern languages ; then he devoted himsel
to the study of law, in )which he received the doctorate at Salamancas

' d taught fager . " 1 1550 he entered the Society i
i];zsi:;fslfeill his b“Dfsauisiggngnsuif'ziog‘h-y a'fld theo]pg_\r. In 1599 1It1Y
editions appeared wi.thin one h1 al&‘l-tae, P Wi aIJOUt t_wci o-
torious work exhibits wide re dl'mC por ﬁft_.v _vears."" e If]‘“
trays an almost incredible iz lmg fa“d'c.:cjtensu:e learn.m.g, bur-t—)(;h
stories are belieyed wit-hout C’C 0. 'Crmcnsm.‘ Tl-le sdllesf: Wl -
cient that the story is told by any critical examination. ¥t 15505”

To give an instance : ‘,‘:I_?Il_plou?:)man el Credlb-lc. . ell-
¢ouded eoriin - ifn | neaf', reader, an.other quite lef’t
finto . dadl icl +- A the year 1587 a .soldter on guard s

dark cloud, and lo, a woman fel] to his feet. Now what d©
those say who deny that witches ride to meetings? They will 52Y
that th_ﬁ‘." do not believe it. Let them remain i;ct'edulons, hecaus®
they v.-'ll_l not believe eye-witnesses of whom I could adduce manys
cte.  We might laugh at such silly credulity, if it had not borne sucl!
sz_td consequences. Delrio states that zeal for the glory of God led
him to write the hook, IJe says: “Judges are bound under pait

- I
51 Professor Burr discoverad an earli : ief i ' orke #7
£ e dis »d an earlier and n efer dra the work

'BIV'ZE'“‘F‘[“‘IH’ dated 1596. Janssen-Pastor, VIII, p Ull)gh bricier deaft of
S Taire accepts as true all the stories reluted in the Malleus maleficarum A%

chr):eB]I-n'Tfem'_ Burr states that Delrio draws his stories a:.l; least the more moder?

me; larvgely from Lhe “Litterae annuae,” . 16, note 3.
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of “mortal sin to condemn witches to death who have confessed their
crimes; any one who pronounces against the death sentence is rea-
sonably suspected of secret complicity ; no one is to urge the judges
to desist from the prosecution, nay, it is an indiciwm of witcheraft to
defend witches, or to afiirm that witch stories which are told as cer-
tain are mere deceptions or illusions. One does not avoid what one
defends. In fact, such protectors have mostly been found out to be
accomplices of witcheraft, as, for instance, Flade,”*® whom Binsfeld
had so stoutly opposed. Indeed, Binsfeld had expressly said in the
first edition of his book (1580) “that he prints it in the hope of dis-
pelling a slepticism which hindered the punishment of witches in
his own home."'™

Delrio tells us that he wrote his book above all for the benefit of
the judges, “ut judicibus conswlaim.” His advice must have been
most welcome to many eager witch persecutors, who now heard that
they were on the right track ; whilst others, who were more inclined
to leniency, were frightened by the thought of neglecting their duty
and running the risk of being personally suspected. Yet even
Delrio advocated some mitigation of what was commonly practised.
He exhorts the judges to proceed carefully lest the inn;ocent 5119111d
suffer; it were better, he says, that one hundred culprits remained
unpunished than that one innocent person should be froudemnecl;
every judge should remember that there was a lugh.er judge ab‘?ve
him, who one day would judge him.**  The torture is to be applied
only when the evidence is quite conclusive. He rejects the validity
of certain evidence commonly accepted, as the fear and trembling
of the accused: he condemns as cruelty the distinction made by
Sprenger in the Malleus wmaleficarwm that the repetition of the torture

was merely a continuation of it. The torture was to be used, at
No new cruelties were to be invented.

the most, only three times. : ,
cription which a Protestant theologian,

A comparison with the descripti : : 208
Meyfart, gives us of the exquisite cruelttes‘pz'act.xsed at his tun?,
when people were burnt with sulphur, seething oil, etc,, n‘uakes it
evident that Delrio’s recommendations amounted to a considerable
Mitigation of the usual proceedings. Most important were the fol-
lowing principles: “1. The confession wrung from a person by
torture is null and void, and a death sentence cannot be based on it.
2. The testimony of accomplices, no matter how numerous, cannot

alone he the basis of a condemnation. I know that the opposite
: 3. By all means a counsel for defense

view is held more commonly. _
Must he granted ; the witches are mostly illiterate people, who cannot
t=1

defend themselves, therefore others must defend them.” Protestant

53 Duhr, “Stellung,” pp. 39-43.
ot Burr, p, 47, .
88 Janssen-Pastor, VI1L., p. 613,
B 1bid, 616.
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jurists at Coburg who followed this more lenient course, and grantcd
a defense, were on that account attacked by the Coburg Protestant
preachers. Then the jurists appealed to Delrio’s worlk, which advo-
cated this mitigation. In many courts the torture was used eights
ten or twelve hours, whereas Delrio forbids the use of it beyond oné
hour.

Still all the:'se Fircumstances did not prevent the book from being
most baneful in its principal tendency, and from being the source 0
unspeakable evil, as appears from hundreds of trials, in which Delrio
is referred to as the recognized author who declares legitimate the
harsh measures used against witches.

Diefenbach endeavors to extenuate the charge against the Cath-
olic theologians, Sprenger, Binsfeld, Delrio and others, by saying
that their works were written for the learned world and in Latith

hereas Prote ¢ . e b i
g’ressmq thc(:); CStlallt p(;f:acllurs wrote mostly in the vernacular, 2€

emsely cotly f ; . . .
hardly be admitted 0 s 0 the peoples® This palliation 27
1ardly be admitted.™ Works ; . . :
spread thec belief in witcl orks in the vernacular evidently did more e
elief in witcher . 56~
cfiiam‘ were not popul - !among oAl b e e 21
. - opular outbrealks ; 3 ~dings ©
fite suthofities. TF e el mdh}, b?t §yste111a11c proceulmf?tica
in their inquiri ) €ISy and the jurists had been more ctl
i?ild acts olfu;nef’ we might have heard of occasional outbreaks: ©

iild act barbar I o " :

. © ous popular fury, like lynching in this country’
but there would never have | : = : 4115+
been systematic witch persccutlU :

And if Catholic priests and Protestant preachers had streuuously

combated th : ;
€ popular ideas, the superstition would never hav

assumed such horrible dimensions. Now the said Latin theologi®®
works were addressed to theologians and stilltntml-cEl to the jL1;i515,
consequently t(') the men in whose hands it lay to stop the persec
tion. And as in those times the Opinions of t)heo]oﬂ’i']ins were deci
:’\;Tx]f(?r;:;s {unSts’ it may be said that Princes and zc;urts of justict
Protestant t]f?;mI prosecuted the so-called witches, if Cathalic 2"
: 1.-,‘ o'ogians and preachers had not defended the mO°
exorbitant forms of belief i Witcheraft." The tw Jesuit theo”
;)O%r,‘mfns -affe tolbe blamed severely for o e B astro?
elief with a whole scientif oo zlef
says: “The greatos cn?tmc apparatus, K : leg
especially on ‘bthe Doxi?!? of the responsibility lies on the Tnquisito™
Lo S micans w Frtard 1 il ©
WC{TI\' which f.(-,rms, dil'CC[‘]'\? or i‘;?{igﬁii}et;jte} M{:Hm.w ?lej,;f_‘::i,:i]ﬂiic
defense of witch persecution) for the S’ ¢ basis (of thg;_ S n
another place the same historiag writes _uC(l?‘('_‘\(_\‘f}lllg C-E'!ltllltlﬁz
: 'hereas, on

propounding this dis
",
But even Professor R

art of

57 Riexler, "I[i;l-uriiche Zoitecheiri 5 e —
e, p. 35 sehe zeitechrift,” 1900, 1, 549
Y We abstract from the faet e
lation, 1590 and 1591. et that Binsfelq’
U IE thus limited, Professop Riezley:

< . 245) e [ srhiaps be ieen
o lhi(if could perhaps be aceepted,

. ) ﬁ.ﬂns.
s work apuenped in a Germa?
» 1900,

position (“Historische Zeitschrifts
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Catholics, the Jesuits indeed urged witch persecution, whilst such
conlduct was exceptional in the secular clergy, we find this dismal
activity (of urging the persecution) more frequently among
Lutheran preachers.”®* That it is an unwarrantable generalization
to say “the Jesuits” will appear from the next paragraphs, where we
shall meet Jesuit theologians who, even at a great personal risk,
strenuously combated the witch persecution. And one of them, the
heroic Father Frederick Spe, did more than any other man to put
an end to the horrible trials.

VI. ADAM TANNER AND PAUL LAYMANN.

The two Spanish Jesuits, Gregory de Valentia and Delrio, were
soon opposed by the most distinguished Jesuit theologian of the
age in Germany, Adam Tanner. Bornat Innsbruck, 1572, he taught
in Ingolstadt, Munich, Vienna and Prague. His “Theologia Scho-

lastica” appeared in 1624. In treating of the angels in the first

volume he mentions witches. He asks: what is to be thought of

“Witch sabbaths?” Ie adduces two opinions ; the one, that witches
could not ride out at all; the other, “the common and true opinion
of Catholic theologians,” that witches were son}ctillles carried by the
devil to nightly meetings. But against Delrio Tanner holds ?hat
women, who say or believe that they have been taken to witch
sabbaths, suffer in most cases from illusions. He proves this espe-

cially from the fact that such women pretend to have been changed

into cats. mice, birds. “This is evidently absurd, as neither angel nor
2 !

devil could transform man into an animal.”"®®

Tanner treats more fully of witcheraft in the ﬂ.ll"l'd volume. _I—Ie
Warns emphatically against the hasty and uncritical IJX'OCGEdl%lgS
manifested in trials. IHe firmly maintains the fals-eness of the 0])_](?(:-
tion advanced by several theologians, esIJeci_aIly Bu.lsfeld and Delrio,
that God woulcf not permit the condemnation of 111110Fe11t persons.
He attacks in several paragraphs the dangerous practice of accept-

ing the confessions of tortured witches as grogmds fO.I' indicting tho.se
whose names were thus revealed. Here again he vigorously assm}s
Binsfeld, Delrio, Gregory de Valentia and others, and S::?,_\'S tl_mt this
Pernicious practice caused many innoce.nt persons to be tortured anc;
condemned, “For it is morally certain that, unc}er the agony 0
the torture, the accused say anything to be relieved f.rom ‘the:E
frightful sufferings.”®  Tanner does not deny the existence
Wilcheraft in son‘le cases, nor does e condemn the witch trials as
such, But he condemned the trials as t

hey were conducted, and he
demanded so many modifications and so much caution, that, if his

%2 See Diefenbach, p. 35. B
3:: D“hl‘. "Stellunﬂ'aﬁ np. 45-47.
*8ee Duhr, 1. e. 47-53.
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rinci 3 Now :
Ib)ufﬂcéglcs Il{lad]bccn followed, few, if any, witches would have been
i ecc]z t_em.an]ds that penitent witches should not be burnt, but
et sdla.stxca penances, like those imposed in the early
profession 0? f\:ii?]s all to have recourse rather to spiritual weapons:
bebreetin T gaes prayers, good education of children, Christian
Tsah 4iilie etc} ﬁl;mons; and catechism, suppression of cursing and
) - Dby such means ; : S
pated much more effect“\:e]\: .t], hebsa}'s, witcheraft could be extir-
wely than by trials, 1 fai
1 5 ; 2 s. It would be unfair tO
)lame'T'mner for not having absolutely condemmed tiale f ool
craft.®  On the contrary, w Y condemned trials for witch”
cate such modcratiml‘ as it ?mSt admire him for daring to advo-
Pt aing ; . B
Binsfeld, Delrio, Carpzm?(thc fso many theologians and jurists.
and others declared suc amous Protestant jurist in Saxony)
. ved such advocates of leniency P
Indeed Father Spe writes that two : iency suspect of witcheraft-
7 S .
threatened to place Tanner on ;;0 Inquisitors of a powerful Prince
him.%¢ 1¢ rack if they should lay hold cf

] anier w. 1 g ]
! Wvas COHSI(ICI Cd ])_‘,: thc esuits “ i
; \,I ! i a5 one Cf t]]LII b:E .
most 1) ous 1€0 (}g da1ls,

Non 2 Toemat
Undoubtedly his views eYOrcizeodf his brethren opposed his work. oF
Jesuits who came i i EetE A most salutary | » on the
came in contact with the author o;-L]] ii ];nﬂ;wncc. °
ook.

This influence w .

Siosugly, i Layn:;ii 520(111i 1:'0t1cc?d in the work of another Germafl
Laymann, like Tan;m-- ?_zlnglllshed writer on moral theology-
lutely condemn the tri;11;’ ]fl not d‘en_\-' witcheraft, nor did he abso
ders. He refutes espetiél[?tﬂl}e sznd‘ much to prevent judicial mur-
by several witches proved t!aén:.’ifi]l(: SG;htC];jery —y dcnu.nciation

accused. “It is never

lawful,” | :
awful,” he writes,
nounced by other’S 1t1?) but 2 person to death for having been d¢-
o ' matter }
denunciations Thi 10w many {] C
. . 18 princi v they are who make the
First, witches who halzrrmqp]e can be proved by a dou‘l;I: a: 311\11161115:
reasol Tiwaril € confessed their owy o &t ,
. 1y of being heljer ) guilt are for this very
other : 8 believed ; bes
s nvalidates the » besides the hatred they bear tO

; ir depositi
. Y08it] 5
tions of several witches m;i ' Hon.l Secondly, though the depost”
usually not at one ag oo Y all point to the satie I{rqo . tley 4re
> o Tarvee . s 2T S -
denunciations do not Cf"l-(h, the circumstancesg COI; > ] : {1y their
than daylight reate an adequate certityge omsilquf]ils clearet
) . onie tha :

» A8 s required

The 3 . cquired for 3 judie; e

1e Judges of the time hardly evjo“]ma! o emcration do ot d
e J T admitted g retractation after 2
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c:{unmns. Thus the mgletat@t .
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p. s that witches can cause the cruerty o thi.m't-““‘ and the stake (1615), W
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den11:1Fiation had been wrung from the witches by torture. Lay-
mann is altogether against this practice. “When a witch asserts that,
from hatred or from fear of torture, she has denounced innocent per-
sons, the confessor must tell her that she is under the gravest obliga-
tion to retract her false denunciation before the judge, although she
may fear to be tortured again on account of her inconstancy. How-
ever, she must not be urged to retract if there is no hope that the
judge will believe her retractation. For ordinarily the judges do
not listen to any such retractation. As to the question whether the
judge is bound to consider these retractations, Binsfeld, Delrio and
the majority of authors answer in the negative. They say such a
retractation, made outside of court, cannot invalidate the solemn
denunciation made under torture and confirmed before the judge
and a notary. Against this line of argument I say: Either you
believe that the retractation is true or not. If the retractation is
true, the denunciation must be false. If you do not believe that t.llﬁ
retractation is true, you must admit the great inconstancy a_nd lew.:lty
of the woman who, .at the very point of death, darles 10 lie in s0 inmi-
portant a matter. Therefore, besides being a witch she . C?};
victed liar and perjurer ; hence she docs not deserve to be believed.

Laymann reprehends the judges for committing witches to the tor-
“for then they are mtch frightened

ture, as soon as they are arrested; 18 :
and almost despairing, so that they are inclined to confess a crime
ff"hich they have t'lOt. Cgmmitte_(l, in order to C‘SC&}Ji by death ﬂ,-te
1gnominy and misery into which they have fallen. Furthe‘r, a
confession made after the judge threatens w:Fh .tort?n"e, or has fil?‘
Plied it, must be considered null. A denunciation is valid only if
Made voluntarily, without any fear of torture. If the aicu;-.e-d h}as
freely denounced any one, she is to be tortured to see whet 1Ier s 216
Confirms the demmmeiation.”™ If this course hadbbeendfol Owii
nstead of the opposite, very few witches }voatl(l1 Ilflv_e een tenotunu,ct
and burnt, Laymann says also that “it 18 @ Christian cus 01111 Or pu
4 bag of powde; around the breast of the condemued_ whe:zI t ].-e); a:§
burnt, that thus they may not be tormented too long and without

ANy reljef,m
- e . p
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A for a milder treatment. Wherever
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S
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cent. Hence Christ saj i
said : : i
lest perhaps gatherin ud tl et the coclde grow with the wheat,
together with j¢’ 7 gl?f 1¢ cockle, you root up the wheat also
Laymann's worl it ap e fh@se and many similar passages in
ears t fe 2 i justi
St 1\1)[111' Ii 1at Professor Riezler is not J“St[ﬁed
ys: 11¢ 2sui o s
place among the opponent 3§ Cs_lut does not deserve the honorable
knowledge 1 . s of witch prosecution which superficial
1_ gc¢ has assigned him, Wh L ges
118 OWn opinions—; : N viere Laymann expre
- hiI; T 'm thIc)t -ﬁrst two editions of his ‘Theologia Moralis’
cus Lrocessus Contrg Sagas et \"cx‘ieﬁCOS”"'he
g abominable system, and, in
he accepted in great part t] ili il
bt sitanes St o 'Il‘)jmolt 1c‘ pr\i\raﬂmg system, hut even in the first
‘ cologia Moralis™ ; ified i
s e : ’ 2 alis” he ¢ g 3 lified 1t
It\:venttstﬂl further in those which foIIowedonSldc1 e
1S N0t true, however in di e
the severer vié\-\, . thea' that} n disputed cases, he inclined towards
Riezler's charge r,ests 01‘1?elyf OPposite is true. Besides, Professof
a false Supposition, viz,, that Laymani Is
¢ssus Contra Sagas.” This “Jur’”
until a few months aeq this diff; Cd] arguments against Laymant
N an unexpected S S duniculty wag solved by Father Dubr
. 3 manne P Ea
third edition of pjg T[LL r'l In the year 1629 Laymann published th®
tion in the trials eyen neo ogia Moralis,” ip which he requires ca
tons.  But in the qamelote cmphatically than in the first two edi-
Quirin Botzer, whgse fu';fil.? appeared a work in Aschaffenburg, PY
agas et Venefio lat,le Was “Tractatus Noyus de Processt!
Witches and sorcerers Ot? that is: A juridical process against
; IS, with oy ili '
IC Omposed in the Lati:; Ianrxuf’ reat diligence and solid arguments
- gc Y i
0g1an of the Society of suage by Father Pay Laymann, Theo
rendered into Gcrmei i Jesus and Doctor of Canon Law. NoW
stories and othey oo the benefit of judges, also angmented DY
the same yeqr anotl atenial, and digided under sundry titles.” 17
which differs from t}ler {eltion of this worls was printed at Cologi®
of the title - “Jllr'i(li:ﬁ "'\I?‘C]l‘dffcnburg edition only by the first word®
) o § Lrocessus” jpet o
Processy Juridico,” Indeeq U instead of “Tractatus Novus ¢
advocated throughout, 1e v Inl this work the severer views @'
on. and . » the value g
f‘and Tanner's appeals for Jons and necessity of torture are insiste
: ) s ENIENCY gy
. ]athel Duhy Points out the 4'wzf1"} e Daged 15
work and tlie ”Theologia Mo;-alis{- mfszc contradictions hetween th!
second edition ?
- on, and much more
S nore . :
unintelligible, nay i the thirg . - o
{ Y, nay o - s it altoge
honesty ‘:mb]-’ ed © Mmonstrosity, ¢, think that . f lenow!?
_ I lis 1ed two worls in the g Mgy Sl ne
_ tiency against fhe S same year, advocating i 01 5

-1/

ractice : . o
- I,_ ‘C}!CCS, and in the other urging

2 Ibid, qu. xiii, n. 56,

T8 it i T 06,

Illbi.()l-_ /‘u““i']ll'ift”-‘ 1 & 0168 S " e
vy P&

201,

Attitude of the Tesuits in the Trials for Witcheraft. 497

Pernicious practices which he had condemned in the first? Besides,
the Latin original of which the “Juridicus Processus” is supposed to
be a translation has never been found. Further, the work is,according
to the title, augmented and divided under sundry titles in the transla-
tion. But it is not even suggested that translation, zdditions and divi-
sion are Laymann’swork. From theseand other reasons Father Dulr
concluded that Laymann could not be the author of the ‘:Processus
Juridicus Contra Sagas,” although all the Bibliographies of the

Societ}’, also that of Sommervogel, ascribe it to him. Careful re-
hich corroborate

search brought forth weighty exfrinsic reasons W }
this conjecture.™ Professor Riezler then attacked Father Duhr

and said that all his objections against Laymann’s authorship oj t(l;;:
“Processus” were insignificant. (“Hist. Zeitsch., 1900, piD -151;--:5
Still a striking discovery proved the correctness of Father Du

DPosition,

editi “Pro-
Father Duhr had conjectured that a second edition of the

Cessus™ existed, probably without the name o_f La)-ln}\illlz.i611I\Iaii
libraries were searched, especially those of Berlin aﬂ;ti‘ 10 f the. \,e‘r},
last a copy was found in the City Libra.ry: of M(::ntf:. : 1]_55 i
Year 1629, published by the same Q}urm.Botz(fl, an e
“Posterior et Correctior Editio.” \-\-‘}mt is most rema 1«“:1 .
fact that the zwhole correction consists i .ﬂw om:]&z?l; tair;(;n et g
Mann’s name, both on the title page and in thf: 1(: icz L.lt.m fhe frs
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¥ VIl
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3 il T edition.
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tion of the book 7 :
the protest ofo ;‘]z\ilche\l’—vllji I;SamOfe ﬂiétm‘al i
. ymann, or of his fri
dr?ppxlng the name and pmting’an ot t;;l:l;f:; c;\rﬂas the reason for
n 1 . T (R
Profetss(;;n}geil::me}:]?e author of the book seems to have been found-
(1900, vol. 85 puo 115];05 a notice in the “Historische Zeitschrift”
niensi’s" (174;)1713‘;{.?; oll) tI'1at, according to the “Bibliotheca Colo-
Juridicus” was bI'le Je‘?mt Hartzheim (p. 182), the “Processus
Pastor in Bonn lzu ltsfhed fﬂ’fﬂllj’monsly by Dr JOI‘dc;rlacz;.s' Canon and
- » 0y order of the Prince-Archbi : ~y
Based on these facts, Father Duhr’ Archbishop, at Cologne, 1629.”
I.odin edition of 7 er Duhr’s latest conclusions are: I-
German book und:f tl Pé'Of:cssus Juridicus” never existed .2 The
er that title m : P
of Laymann’s works.?¢ ust definitely be struck from the list
Professor Binz :
cessus’ wrote in ’1;;: uamilng Laymann’s authorship of the “Pro:
among the few that had 2’101-2896;- 1“Layrualm cannot be reckoned
. » R enlightened vi p
cution. : ghtened view e-
cution. His merit is only to have stre vs about witch pros
ut even this means something in tl : nuous]y advocated caution.
the “Processus” can no ]Ollgl‘? be 16 CEREuIY of Carpzovs.”" As
u-'ndoubtedly ranks higher amonest altflbutcd to Laymann, he now
ton. gst the opponents of witch prosect”

Vv CAUTIO CRIMINALIS OF FREDERICI‘ SPE
AN .

In the vear
vear ]631 at >
height, a little book Oft;-;l;['l?: ey e persenyties Dyl peaches ’
I£C L8 .. . undrec or 3 4
autio Crimin pages appear : itle:
tion in Crimim]ahj’o seu de Processibus COHI;]']T Szial_:,nfjlget:w ij—m‘
! g g t H re
processes, or a book on witch tr?a]s, at this time

necessary for tl :
A 1e magist
gistrates of Germany, and most useful for coun”
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confessors of pri .
§ Of princes, inquisitors, judges, lawyers, €O
tal ’ B A ]

fessors
known RomancTIl:'nC]d, preachers and others, Written by an uf”
reolopiar » s.

Spe. 3 st : Ologian.”  The author was + e ke

; stinguished Germa was the Jesuit Frederict
brave opponent of witcl man poet, but much more famous as the
worl, we must | ¢h prosecution. In order to appreciate this

st briefly sketch the authers lif apprecia
ife.

Fredericl
ick Spe "
> . b OI & ¥
Kaiscrswerth, 1110'-11-( D"Spec) von Langenfeld™ was horn 1597 at
usseldorf, Rhineland. He was the scion of a1
S |

75 “Innsbrucker Thealon oo
7o« nsbrucker Theolog. Zeitschrift,” 1001 1. 168
i Dll:ff,“}“st{?ﬁﬁglﬁ "éeirl;gch'ﬁlt‘lgtl}‘]ﬂf;; ' 1901, p. 16
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of S ekl di ol A Conpt, sl S
unced twenty thousand deat severely punished. ut the denial of the red7c
f;opﬂ(latl]o;ln for this ﬂsé;(el-t(' death sentences in \':"it ; t"It is said that he P! ”
i juridical works exértle(:F’ it iz certain that hecqz5 tlla]s. Although there 1!@'1 ;‘1_
;” of those who blame th ;‘l far-reaching inﬂuenéen l‘?[]‘l]fed a very great jm;
“Stel the viewpoint of mcdep oS Jurist for his Senerte biographer of C_a{pﬁge
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old noble family, of which one branch survives in the Counts von
ick was sent to the Jesuit

Spee. Twelve or thirteen years old, Frederi

College at Cologne. After having completed the course, he en-
tercc.l the Society of Jesus, 1610, nearly twenty years of age. The
motive of this step is expressed in a letter t0 Father Mutius Vitel-
IE’SC_hi, General of the Society. In touching terms he explains his
desire to go on foreign missions: “From early childhood a secret.

fire consumes me, which, in spite of all attempts to smother it,
d my heart. Inmy

breaks forth again and again: India has wounde
FiO}'ish games this thought occupied my mind; my parents sought
in vain to divert me from it. This thought, and hardly anything
else, has led ‘me to this Society. . - On my knees I write this
letter, begging, for the love of Christ, t0 be sent to the place where
my heart is; but only, if it be the will of God, which I seek to fulfil
with such burning love that I cannot imagine anything so hard, so
jer His guid-

low, so painful, which I am not willing to bear Sy :
ance.” Another mission awaited him, in which pain and suffering

should not be wanting. o ed
Spe was a novice of the Society at Treves, 1611-1012, Stjuc.“'t
esui

phi]OSOPhy at Wiirzburg 1613-15 then taught four years in
colleges, In 1620 he went t0 the University of Mentz to study

theology. His zeal could not be satisfied with ﬂ'lis sttfdy and he
began to write, but the General of the Society advasefﬂ lhim to post-
Pone the publi’cation of these works. After his stt};hes Spe taught
=loral Theology at Paderborn, Cologne and Treves.'s From Pader-

born complaints were repeatedly cent to Rome ag:;mst 55’? a“d] 1_‘;
. : — ~posed from
1631, in the middle of the scholastic ) aePose

ear, he was ‘
office by the rector of the college, withotut sufﬁmer;t Jmie‘::hgat;on
1 N ' i ~ it seems
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: i i 1€ gen-
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Cral w L C ot a1 von have been anjustly
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5. as - L] y a
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cannot surprise
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wrote a histor ;
i‘through God?j5 ;Eerﬁifsgm"lélcc to which Spe belonged, says that
ions differed from his \\-10n Spe had always superiors, whose opin-
allowed him to m?lké l 10 censured many of his doings and never
Francis Regis, that sucl“e Profession.®2 He expcricn?:cd, like St-
From 1632-35 Spe l struggles are the most difficult of all.”
Here he had beo-unph.“'ﬁs Professor of Moral Theology at Treve™
I.t was during tl?e Thilrstvli;ar > a,religious, here he was afﬁo to end it
tion for Germany, that tt cars’ War, the period of greatest humilia”
erously surrendered the 1¢ Archbishop-Elector of Treves had treacl”
nated Cardinal Richelie city and the Electorate to France, and nomi-
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gives expression to his compassion for the poor victims of witch
persecution. He describes vividly the torments of the innocent
}221;831‘11?: and then addresses to his §0111 the question, whether it be
e “lcm.g .to render them f:onso]atton and assistance. The answer

= ertainly, most certainly. God knows how grieved I am for
not beu}g able to help them. Methinks I would fain kneel down and
offer mine own head to be struck off, if therewith I could save them.
Oh my most merciful Lord! how canst Thou suffer that Thy crea-

tures are thus tormented? I implore Thee through Thy holy blood
d help all the innocent

which flowed in Thy tender body, come an
and oppressed, that they may not despair. Enlighten those placed
n power that they may diligently see how they judge, and that jus-
tice be not turned into cruelty and ungodliness. Would that I were
able to go around to all creatures and visit the poor prisoners! Oh
my God ! how I should like to do this and to comfort all heartily, t0

e for the sake

encourage them, and to render them all service and lov
of Christ my Lord!™** These were the sentiments which prompted

Spe to write the “Cautio Criminalis.”

A man, burning with such heroic love for his fellow-men, must
have been deeply moved at the horrors of witch persecution. At
Paderborn, perhaps for a short time also at W {irzburg and in ott}er
places, Spe had heard the confessions of witches and accompanied

them to the stake.””

In his “Cautio’™® he says: “] assert -
I never found one of the accused guilty; the same I lm\rf: hearq from
two other theologians; and yet I have taken all possible pains to
ascertain the truth.” Leibniz writes in a letter that on¢ day (prob-
ably in the year 1627); Philip von Schonborm, Canon at Wiirzburg,
later on Bishop of that city; asked Spe why his hair had turned‘ gray
before the time. The father replied: “It comes from 't.he witches
whom I have accompanied t0 the stake.” When Schénborn ex-

g ;
pressed his surprise at this answer, Spe explained In spite of all
| that ont of them was guilty. I

investigations [ could 1ot find
o 1 oy
possessed their perfect confidsnce and all complained with heart-
rending sobs about the wickedness and injustice of the' Jt_ulges, and
in thei: last needs they called on God as witness of their innocence.
is fri . » has soO shocked me that I have
Ehls frightful, oftercpeatecE :})cctaclc ha a
ecome prematurely gray: B _ _
The “Cautio” contains fifty-one Dl‘tbm,or q}ue'stlons.
them by referring frequently t© Tanner’s opinions, an
(= . A

- = -
86 Duhy, “Spe,” p. 125 . ted as confessor of the witches
2t historical works 16 33 wi ﬂm;n%]sjignl?:c for as priest be spent only a

and confirm under oath that

e answers
d very often

87 Tn most historica
chief] e this iz hardly vle, i€
y at Wiirzhurg, ut s Y a7 op. 21 and 57,
Vi]e;y«'%]m't tHime ab Wiirzburg: See Dubir; “BPE pp- 21 8
ubium,” 30.
89 Duhr, “Spe,” p. 2L
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The authorities do not know. Oh, th.c

:1131(1)1:11?:2;0{ the wise! But they sit snugly at home and philosophize
- Smure.] '1If the?r were t.orfurcd for only a few minutes, they
i not]p' philosophizing childishly about matters of which they
who re ing. I agree WI.‘E]l.a i'r1end_of mine, a man of high rank,
- Peﬂtﬁdl}?_11tFered this jest: “Why do we seek so anxiously
r witches? Ye judges, put the Capuchins, the Jesuits and other

religi :
eligious on the rack; they will confess. Do you want more? Tor-
the doctors; they will confess. For

ture the prelates, the canons,

how could these poor delicate persons persist in denying! If you

want still more, I will torture yot, and you afterwards shall torture

me ; we all shall be witches.”
Dubiym 28. The torture is t0 be

such manner that, with moral certi

are prevented.

Dubium 29. The confessions made under torture are invalid. I
scorn the silly arguments brought forward for the opposite opinion.
This is a matter of conscience for princes, their councillors and con-
fessors, Human blood is not to be trifled with and human heads
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scandal.”* |
How was the book received by Spe’s prethren,
The book appeared without the approba-

arises a ore liffic i
great difficulty- :
i withott Spe's name- Professor Riezler
-« indisputable; but it 15

tloﬁ of the superiors and :
writes: “The merit of the noble Jesuit Spe is ind

o way to be attributed t0 the order, as
; self obliged

altogether individual and in 0 / it
Spe, owing to the spirit prevailing 1“.“"3 order, S_‘“";, mln has OYET-
to publish the work anonymous pras Professor 1\107: er 1a.i, ) .r
|stances. cked most wgoro.u.-,ly the
: i priests and

he distin-

looked several circtsl

credulity of his contemporancs, €3 A iR B

theologians; he assails the opinions and argt! e oarlessly ex-

guished Jesuits GregorY de VRl m']f judges and of the con-

goty . 5

Poses S . o of princess ™ gistrate> ) :

. thc; t1;1jlast{tees P ! (ese e onfessors W?e {CSI.JIIZS.
s of the princes: 1so such theo oglans

Can we wonder that SO g 4 Valentl against Spe?

. H e ]
as held the opimons of L€ ne, censured the

]? ne theologian, [ndex of Forbid-
ook severely an . General of the
den B ’ ’ .
ooks. On Jun _ 1e censures of
Society wsx ites tOJ‘Pe “he should not WOr" atbfli: ;elite which that
Vv, Wr € = t mee !
: ] . . wou
Father Roestits: fop 0= b L::\ q June 22 f the sari€ year, the Gen-
" 100 hat Father Roestius causes

Father intended for ey ¢ha
. . .1, #] hear ¥ 1
eral wro he |-'rov[n€13 ¢ ereigms of his book,
rote to t vere Crl

j ndex Ag such

Father Spe somé trouble
that he even threatén® to hav
behavior is againist religtot

the Jesuits? Here

o

r?é’ 'll.t)luhr, “Spc}?,}’_‘l

., P. 123-1== ot m, O
L ﬂu’og’ed by Dubr, sgpe,” Dy
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monish Fatl
: 1er Roesti
m('i)llistmg Father Spté“S to desist from ce
e an . ensuri
acter esfe letters prove tha{ :}Ul'thc;-_ * iring the book and from
a@ainsot It‘l]e book. But ne 1¢ General was not
S g % w : o)
Father Gfiihe_r Spe, so that thirél bitter complainl?posed vo'the i
win Nicl eners S were
Spe f ‘ Nickel eral on soon made
time o the Society, 1;ulaets ﬂll e vaﬁ“gust 28, 1632, wrote to
see how thlz was not ad\-‘isa]j]ele had taken hisclljl’ i digeale Bt
book, could ISJtOI‘]‘n of oppositi to dismiss him CtISt vows in the mean-
In 1634 tl ¢ met.  Fathe "on which threat 1¢ Provincial should
best disp 1¢ General expreg r Nickel was o ened on account of his
COnstituIt?smonrand de L‘rm%es his delight It)]l;'Osed to Spe’s dismissal.
favorably 01;51.? That there “],n?q to be faithfuivE Father Spe is in the
Turck, recto ather Spe’s Wo(ie-] esuits who fr to the Society and its
1630: Wi of the College ot Ty <"t IO om the very first spoke
Frederick S?ISt others ut;rrea;E Treves (1659)m the Annals of Father
ing and nobélict’ a priest of tl?e (S to_ greater hziatr I‘ée writes ad anniit
a most usefuy] by of birth, adVOCOCICtl’s distingui ? aginet witchss,
great applause EOI{’ the ‘Cauti ated milder m shed for piety, learn”
opposed thesge Y many, AIt(]) Criminais » Whe_ailllres by publishing
Places a milder Warnings, {}e b]mtgh the tyrg 1ch was received with
On the o] and more book broyg] nnical judges violently
superiors Ofthcr hand, j¢ icautlous COtIrseg 1t it about ﬂ?’lt in 111'1:1:1
a 2 8 e L dll)
to arise fl‘o;?nm'lt the cffect OdeSy to explai:}wtlls adopted.
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of the .
General to the Provincial, Goswin Nickel, July 19, 1632, The
ipsins Patris

Gene
Fri df;?;‘:fi“:; to !lcnow from F atl}er Nickel “quantuit 1
guilty, for he Seg;‘} i’&’tt; i;/i:':]zcutdgqf, how far he ﬁx}ds. Father Spe
i co negotio.”  If this IaC e su.rrcpnhousl‘y, aliquid dolo factuit
e sl Forbidd: was tl’e Cflse, it was a serious transgression of
fiom of sune 1 ing the publication of a book without the approba-
ample,” ?,1; g I_w‘rf‘_ E athf:r Ge‘neral ca}ls it “a dangerous and bad ex-
Public, L 1?10’:)1 et periculost exempli. If Spe had connived at the
ation, it was all the more aggravating in his case, as, owing to
ofession had been post-

;:)];eerd.Pl'ewous complaints, his solemn pr
i eIéiiotl‘ thlcse reasons it is ass.ertcc[ that_ tche b .
Societ TOft 1e order, the prac.arious condltlot"ls x}rlnch prevented the
it Y 1.‘011‘1 gpenly endorsing Father Spe’s VIEWs nn]st be taken
consideration. It would have meant the suppression of many
colleges and other persecutions. More than once the Jesuits had
e witches and partici-

be .
been publicly denounced as defenders of th
the Protestant preacher Melchior
tion for Jestits]

ook in no way does

pators of their crimes. In 1599
Leonhard wrote: “The Jebusites [abusive appella
of the witches and demand mercy for this
that they themselves may
And

often espouse the cause
fiendish brood, for no other reason than
not he symmarily dealt with and handed over
is early as 1575 another Protestant preacher, r i :
The Jebusites practise dreadful sorcery, they anoint their pupils
with secret salves of the devil, by which they SO entice them that
they do not want t@ be separated from these wizards and long to g0
back to them. T herefore the Jesuits must not only be expelled, but
his well—deserved punishment

must be burnt as Witches: without t ;
they cannot be gotten rid of. They are not only fvltches themselves,
but teach witcheraft in their schools: The Jesuits use also certain
secret charms to accelerate the progress of their pupils. 1_01

All this explains fully the reserved 2 ftmmc.[e of._th‘e
Society towards 2 puincation of the chftrac_ter of the Cau.txo_C.Tum;-
nalis.” In spite of this reserve We maintain that the Soc-mt,\ _m—stl_v
claims for herself the man whom she educa.ted‘fmm_ his t.v.-etfth year.
Is it possible that he imbibed stich ]mmanftarmu \:iews. if 1?11}“:1'1?&
surroundings were altogether in favor of th_c!; Perb[ecLclyt?u(;nt;:::rflfj
it is Sig’niﬁ&int that the quthor 10 who’m ’i}inlseils F'il" [1111u SS tlC1 ’ Soci‘e‘l‘:«'
for supporting his views is . : plorablc it der's

. . o “off-set for the de
may point to SPe S W . Valentia

; ; ‘ 2
committed by Delrto and °

to the torture.”
Seibert, had written:

and anxiot

he circumstances

Sregory de
is critical spirit,

ubt, that, o1

d all do wsidering t
dmire

One thing is bey? not only b
under which Spe W™ we must .

101 Junssen-l’:t.;-l'ﬂ!', V1L, ¢50-652.
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and his burni
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: 0
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: < }r Fathe b‘ galllst wit 102 ’ V1[Lh ]IC
. cl;dunlch_ He was a " Jeremias DTGXeliusChcs. " Similar opin-
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i hardly expect it. I: cats of witcheraft iy XU 47, 6N ), 215
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¢ Teaso .. sgiving,” s :
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11s that

it “prote
cts agair i
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pious men who, carria-(i_df faithfully <Iepict2111t10 of Spe. There e
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an by discretion, and,
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incial: “Silence

wrote to the prov
However, some

ore exasperated.
treme, and meddle in witch trials;
command them to leave this

made in Rome. The General

Father Hell, lest the Bishop be m

people are inclined to the other ex
g the Jesuits,

if there are any such amon
:‘;2:1: E;ffair to t}?e prince and his officials,”  Father Hell's attitude
e o little (':onsxdered as a fault that a year ater, in 1630, the Gen-
al made him rector of the college at Amberg2® In 1656-7 2
strange epidemic appeared in Paderborn. Some considered those
attacked as witches, who should be purned. The Jesuit Laper
thought they were possessed and exorcised many: But his proceed-
ings, especially his mod were not according to ec

_ e of questioning
clesiastical practice. Protestants a1 lics alike wrote against

s d Catho
Father ijper; at last f the Society

the Bishop begged the General 0
to“ remove him, which reque jately complied with.
Loper was a zealous, bu

st was

i hstinate religious,
who had the fixed idea tha e chosen instrument oi God to
yver of t

fight against the pov At last he published a book in
his defense without the permission The General of the
Society ordered the Provincial to nd to sUP”
press his book as far as possiblel’” -~
In the beginning of the eighteenth century there was 4 reviva od
witch persecution in several places. In Ermlz.md tlfc Jesuits oppose
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forbidden to preach ale 10T Quite _dlﬁcrfailt from
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decades [ater. 10 1740, a1 rioress of a conv ent near
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X. CONCLUSION

We have arrived at the

We may sum up the e end of our stud
v udy. What have we found?
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all sects the most suspicious of sorcery
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weighed in the balance of impartiality, the scale will incline decidedly

in its favor.

A few practical remarks may be added to our historical sketch.
Many modern writers who reject the fundamental truths of Christian
revelation and deny the existence of a spiritual world beyond this
material universe, consistently deny the possibility of a compact with

d or evil, are but the creation

To such men spirits, 00
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he belief in spirits as an invention of
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evil spirits.
of a weak and sickly imagina

+# QOr they represent t
d in these spirits “a very powerful me

priests, who foun
ing men, Or an casy explanation of natural phenomena which they
could not explain otherwise.”1® However, we might reply that
such a sweeping denial of the existence of spirits is a very e€asy
method of disposing of numerous undeniable facts in the world’s
history. To upholders of this radical doctrine one may say with

Hamlet:
“I'here are more things in heaven and earth, Horatio,
Than are dreamt of in our philosophy.”
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If the fact is proved with historical certainty,
and if this fact cannot be accounted for by any physical forces nor
by any human artifice, then we must reasonably find higher agents
in it. It will appear from the circumstances whether God, good
angels or evil spirits are these higher agents. But in passing such
judgments, the greatest caution is required, because in things so
remote from the senses mistakes are very easily made.”™"

Had these principles always been followed, thousands of judicial
murders would have been prevented in former ages. Lven at the
present day it may not be altogether useless to warn against credul-
ity. It suffices to mention the disgraceful Leo Taxil affair. Thou-
sands of educated men, among them prominent ecclesiastics, allowed
themselves to be imposed upon by the mystifications of that brazen-
faced liar; and those that expressed doubts about Diana Vaughan
and the devil Bitru were stigmatized as hypereritical and mild infi-
dels. A year ago Father Grisar spoke of the dishonor which this
sad occurrence has brought upon the Catholic rLame. Indeed but a
few months ago a writer in one of the leading reviews in Germany''®
cast rcproach on the Catholic Church, because so many Catholics,
particularly of the Romanic nations, had been so eager in accepting
and so obstinate in defending the monstrous stories of Taxil. The
study of this question may, therefore, serve as an earnest appeal to
all Catholics tO be very critical, whenever there is question of sup-
ed demoniac phenomena.

be rejected as fables.
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