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To de Alcantara Jimenez: representative 1  K of the election
of bıshops In Latin America during the centurYy

Summary of Un representativo CUNO de la eleccion de la Jerarquia
episcopal hispano-americana el siglo XIX, Dy Alfonso SPONERA,
Ö Publıshed in Studium evıstla cuatrımestral de nilosofa teolo-
g13), 29 (1989) 299-3728

Thıs artıcle WOUuU ave g1ven «1Immense pleasure» the author of
the bıographic and bıblıographiıc dıctıonary concerning the wrıters,
artısts an SCIENLISELS of the order of Premontre, since the «representative
CUSE of the election of the episcopal hierarchy IN hispanic America during
the cCentury>» 1S TO de Alcantara Jimenez, orn iın Cantala-
piıedra in un In 1806, after hıs studıes in the CY of Valladolid, he
Wäas ordaıned premonstratensian priest. The only ing Goovaerts knew
O wrıte about hım Was that he Was the ast bısshop of Ciudad-Rodrigo,
after 18635?)

The bıography of Jimenez 15 used by the author of the artıcle tO
iıllustrate the relatıons between paın and the Holy See concerning the
appointment of 1sshops in paın and In hıspanıc America.
TO de Alcantara Jımenez eft paın for Latın Amerıca in S10 A

companıon of Antonıo de rellana, the appoımınted bisshop of Cordoba
ıIn Argentinia, who eached the SCC he Was appoınted for and died
Aas bıisshop of vVıla ın P Jimenez worked rst secretly d

M1SS1ONAaTY INn the argentine ndıans Later he went Rıo where he
served d chaplaın the ambassador of paın ın Brazıl The latter
probabıly urge Jımenez O leave for Uruguay

In ISE7, the eastern part of Uruguay Was occupıed Dy Brazıl
Was held ın Montevıdeo iın 821 durıng IC the Incorpora-

tion of the Ooccupled part of Uruguay Wäds accepted Dy the 0oCa
authorities. One of the condıiıtions however Was that the above-men-

Jımenez (Pedro-Alcantara), Premontre, dernıer eveque de Ciudad-Rodrigo, apres
835 Cet eveche fut supprime Dar le concordat. Des rense1ıgnements SUur fils de St
Norbert ferajent plaısır immense. (Leon GOOVAERTS, Ecrivains, artıstes el SAVaNniLS de
l’ordre de Premontre, Bruzxelles 1899, 421)
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tioned terrıtory cshould be separated from the diocese of Buenos-Aires
and cshould be erected AaSs IC  S diıocese.

In 1828, Jimenez Was sent to Europe. In June he arrıved in Rome,
where he pleaded wıth the eccles1ial authorities for the erection of | 3 D  S

diıocese. Was hard Casc because of the resistance of the spanısh kıng
Ferdinand VII who consıdered the annexatıon of east-Uruguay ASs

Negal The author quotes from the letter wrıtten by Jımenez DOPC
LeO XII in which he argued 1ın favor of the erection of the diıocese of
Montevıdeo. The Apostolıc See however trıed ın ıts polıtıcs concerning
the He  S Latiın-Amerıcan Republıcs noTLt LO en agaınst the spanısh

The problem Was clear, but dıflicult LO solve. Was impossıble
ppolnt diocesan i1sshops wıthout offending agaıinst paın, since the

laımed STl 1ts X IUS Datlronatus>». The appoıntment of tıtular
1sshops d «apostolic ViICcCars» «apostolıc delegates», COU. arm the
relatıons ıth the 0Ca authorities. Meanwiıle the overnments of the
11C  S Latiın-Amerıiıcan republıcs also laiımed the KXIUS patronatus>», 16
the Apostolic See efused LO them

In eneral the effect of these troubles Was paralysıs of the eccles1i1as-
tical government of Spanısh Latın-America. The solution preferred by
the Curı1a ın HA Was the nominatıon « MOLU propri0» of
dıocesan 1SsshoOps, hrough 1C it denı1ed the claıms of both partıes.
TOom the end of 828 onwards they preferred LO appoınt tıtular
ı1sshops ASs «apostolıc VICars».

The NOUNCEC al the imper1al of Brazıl, Pıetro Orsıni, pleaded for
the dıvıisıon of the diocese of Buenos-Aires, and suggested Jıimenez ASs

the candıdate for the newly propose: SCC Iso arıano Medrano, the
bisshop of uenos-Aıres Was in favor of the dıvisıon of the terrıtory,
but dıd not consıder Jımenez tO be the mMoOst sultable candıdate because
of hıs spanısh natıonalıty. In 1830, Jıimenez Was nominated Dy DODC
1US 88 d «apostolıc VICar » for Uruguay, and Was ordaıned tıtular
bısshop of Cinna.

The Uruguayan government disagreed about the nomiınatıon of
Jimenez, because of h1s spanısh cıtızanshıp and because of hıs PreviOus
relatıons wıth the brazılian They recognized the ng of the DOPC

appoınt freely «apostolıc ViCars», but they argued that the Holy See
should not appoınt PCTSONS who WeIC not wanted Dy the government.
Since the resistance of the C1ıvıl authoritıies of Uruguay COUuU not be
9 Jımenez stayed in Rome, waılting untıill there WOU. be
vacant diocese ofhice in the curl1a, for 1C he COUuU be
appoımnted.
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The author argely quotes from the correspondency between the
Vatıcan secretary of Mons. 1ommaso Bernetti and the LLOUINICE In
adrıd durıng the yCal 1831, In 1C the former recommended
Jımenez al the for diıocese ın the spanısh empire. In the ANSWET

of the NOUNCEC Tıberı1, Jımenez 1S desceribed ASs member of the Orato-
rlans of Phiıllıp Nerı! ST long per10d of negotlations, he Wäds

presented ın 8372 AS candıdate for the diocese of Osma ın paın.
galn he Wds rejecte by the panısh government(t, probabıly because he
Was rel1g10us. TOmM 828 till 1834, Jimenez stayed in Rome ASs

responsable of the portugese church and ıts ospıtal.
In 834 the archısshop of Valencıa as DODC Gregory XVI g1ve

hım auxıllary bısshop Thıs request furnıshed the authoritıies
wıth motıve send Jıimenez back paın tOo exercıse worthy ofhice.
In the SdIl1le YCAal, however, the queen-w1dow Marıa Chrıstina, who
rule: ASs regent after the e9: of Ferdinand VIIL, nomınated Jımenez A

bısshop of Puerto Rıco. The CasomnNs g1ven for thıs unexpected nomiıina-
t1on WeTC the personal qualıities of Jimenez, and the desıre LO foster the
irıendiy relatıons between the spanısh OoOur and the Apostolıc See, Dy
appomtıing Jımenez hıgher ofhice than the ONe he Was —

mended for by the DODC Because of polıtical problems wıth Don
Carlos, who pretended be the elr of the panısh throne, and
opposed agaınst the nomiınatıons of isshops by the ur of adrıd,
Jımenez Was ONCEC LNOTIC restraıned of takıng possession of hıs 11C  S

ofhice.
ToOom 835 tıll 847 the relatıons between paın and the Apostolic

See WeTIC interrupted. er the ex of the bısshop of C(iudad Rodrigo
the chapter of CanoNs of thıs diocese recei1ved communıtıcatıon from
Jımenez announcıng h1s appoıntment Dy the queen-regent the diıoce-
San SC  ® The CanNnlonNs dıd not because of the ack of pontıifical
communicatıon. PFr of the COUTT, the CaNOoMNs lected Jıme-
HOZ ASs «ecclesiastıical SOVCINOTI » in november 836 In march of the
followıng yCafl, Jimenez took possession of hıs ofhce under the protec-
tion of the C1ıvıl authorities. Chronists deseribed the per10d of hıs
government, C covered S1IX ASs confused and full of dısorder.
especılally because he ıllıcıtely conferred holy orders and because of hıs
intransıgency ASs eiender of the of Isabel I1 Jımenez deceased
ebruary in 843 and he WAas, ın accordance wıth the wısh of the
CanNnOoNSs, burried ıth the honor due bısshop who had dıed 1le
passıng hrough the cıty.
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Esponera concludes hıs well-documented study statıng that the Cadse

of Jıimenez 15 exemplary A ıllustratiıon of eccles1i1astical polıtıcs of the
spanısh COUTr and the Apostolıc See The elay in the nomiıinatıon of
ısshops for vacant SCCS Was instrument of W  9 sed by the
panısh kıng 18 SdaVC hat COUuU be saved in the colonı1es, SInCce he
ope: that the catholıcs WOU revolt agaınst theır HE  S governments,
because of the ack of 1sshops TIhe Casc a1sO learly sShows the struggle
between the Curı1a and the for the primacy ın atters
concerning ecclesiastical polıtics. The ole conflıct Was SIgNUY COMN-

sealed Dy the theorıes of the «IUS Publicum Christianum». The AaCIOTFrS in
thıs dıplomatıca play however, trequently demonstrate theır intrests for

and immediate results.

A  1ıJ)straat G7e6 WOUTERS, Praem.
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