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Introduction‘

The er of Premontre has in Its hıstory g1ven the Church close
[WO hundred bishops’. But Premonstratensian research has tended
1gnore the role of M1sSS10Nary bıshops, partıcularly that of the Spanısh
Congregation in supplyıng bıshops for the New OT It Was only 1ın the
nıneteenth CenturYy that the er started expandıng beyond Europe
through M1SS1ONarYy actıvıty. But SCVOIN be{fore, indıvıdual Spanısh Pre-
monstratensilans had een entrusted wıth bishoprics In Ameriıica: CTrIS-
öbal Martinez de alas (1572-1640), of San Saturnıno (Medına
del Campo), of Santa Maria de los Huertos (Segov1a), Rector of
Coleg10 San Norberto iın Salamanca 2-15), became Bıshop of Panamä
iın 1626; Juan Perez Carpıntero (1646-1724), of San Norberto ın
adrıd, doctor of eology and of Retuerta (1696-1699) and of
Espirıtu Santo of V1la (1690-1693), Was appointed Bıshop of Oomay-
agua (Honduras) ın 1/O1:; Juan Beniıto Garret Arlovi (1665-1716) of
Belpuig de les Avellanes Wäas elevated AS Bıshop of Le  on (Nicaragua ın
1708, Juan de Galavis (1689-1739), rectior of Coleg10 San Norberto in
Salamanca 6-2' and of Espirıitu Santo of Avila (1720-1723),
professor of eology al the Universıity of Salamanca, and General of the
Spanısh Congregatıion (1723-1726), AS Archbıshop of Santo Domingo
(1729) and prımate of Ameriıca, and then A Archbishop of Santa Fe de
Bogotä (1/37); TO Alcäntara Jiımenez (1782-1843), AS Vıcar Apostolic
of ontevıdeo (Uruguay) ın 1830 and Bıshop of Ciudad Rodr120 Spaıin)

Grateful recognıiıtion 1s due Dr. Wıllıam Hyland, Dırector of the Center for NOT-
bertine Studies aft S{t. Norbert College in De Pere; Wisconsın, for suggest1ons he made

Ta of thıs
compilatıon of Premonstratensian bıshops arrıved al number of 704 Dy 1929,

but thıs includes vs10)8801° prelates who had professed OWS 1n the Order. See Alfons
LZLAK, “Ep1scCopatus OFrdinlis Praemonstratensis”, AnPraem (1928) 64-84 173-186
294-311 406-413; (1929), 46-56 SS 239-249 The irue number Inay be around
190 Dy 2010
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in 1835, and anuel bad Illana (1/717-1780), OrmerIY of San
Norberto in Valladolid and professor al the Unıversıity of Salamanca,
bıshop of Iucuman (Argentina in 1764 and bıshop of requıpa (Peru)
in 1ra It WdsSs the cCustom of the time for bıshop to rıng typıcally [WO

confreres along A part of hıs MUMY'', 1C led to modest acquaın-
ance of the New OTL wıth the Premonstratensian er. Because of
hıs academıc CaIiCcCI and hıis wrıtings the hıstory of the rder, Par-
tıcularly hI1s Hıiıstoria del Gran re Patriarcha San Norberto (1755)
and Hıstor1ia de I0S VdATrTONeNs ılustres del orden premostratense (1760)
bad IMNay be the moOost notable DCISON in thıs But wıth Rodrigo
Anton1o de TrTeIlana (1755-1822), he had Premonstratensian SUCCEGESSOT

in the SCC of Cordoba del Iucuman (1809-1818) who played sıgnıfiıcant
role ın the struggle for independence from paın that led the founda-
t10on of Argentina. Trellana Was in fact the first 18 rule thıs bishopric,
1C had een ounded in 1806 uDON reorganızatıon of the old diocese
of Iucuman into L[WO 181%  S SCCS the Samnıle tıme, he Was the last bıshop
of the colon1al per10d. ere 1S nearly mention of thıs theologıan,
bıshop, and dedicated counter-revolutionary outsıde the Spanısh-lan-

lıterature the revolutiıon in the Rio de la Plata®. Histori10gra-
phers of the er ave gıven hım SCaIsc attention®°. In the hıstory of the
independence mMoOovemen! of Argentina, the other hand, Orellana
ame looms arge eiender of the Spanısh monarchy“. Hıs 1ıfe 1s
ell documented from archıval OUTCCS, partıcularly for hıs per10d ın the
Newor However, not only Orellana bıography but also h1ıs thought
deserve areful consıderatıion, for h1s hiıstorical role A much A for the
example he proviıde for Premonstratensian polıtical eol-
OB Y. Thıs should therefore only be the first chapter of hıstory of the
Spanısh Congregation durıng the Enlıghtenmen and ıts aftermath, and
of Premonstratensian M1SS1ONaTrYy bıshops

Sınce the erms “revolutionary” and ıts antıthesıis WCIC already sed in 1810 and
after synonymously ıth ““patriotic” and its antıthesı1s, Orellana’’s des1ıgnatıon “Coun-
ter-revolutionary” not only historiographic Supporters of the independence
movemen! en referred the bıshop “enemYy of the revolution”.

See the VeErY brief and incomplete entries in eon GOOVAERTS, Ecrivains, artıstes,
el SAVANLS de l’Ordre de Premontre, Vol. L, Brussels: Oscar chepens, 1899, 639; Vol
ILL, Part I 1908, 164

For OVerV1ew of the lıterature Orellana, SCC mer1co 1ONDA, El Obispo
Orellana Ia Revoluciön, Cördoba: unta Provincılal de Hıstör1i1a de Cördoba, 1981;
Valentina AYROLO, Funcionarios de Dios de la Republica: Clero politica la CADE-
FLleNCLA de [as autonomilias provinciales, Buenos Alıres: Bıblos, 2007.
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T he Historical an Intellectual Setting

Rıddled wıth corruption an m1smanagement, the Spanısh empıre
eci1ine: in W throughout the eıghteenth CeENTUTY d the empilres of
Brıtain and France ascended. ser1es of costly WAarTrs between the grea
DOWCIS draıned publıc {inances, and paın Calllc fo rely heavıly the
wealth of her terrıtorles. The Bourbon ings pressed for
reforms that WeTC esigne 18 make the admınıstration INOTE efficıent
and promote economıI1c, commercı1al, and fiscal development. For the
American provinces, 1C WeTC integral par of the empiıre rather than
colonies, thıs stronger exploitation of rTeSOUTCCS, increased axXes,
the opening of 1IC  S lowed to trade only wıth paın, and the
establıshment of everal monopolItes. The provinces lost much of
the they had enjoyed under the Habsburgs, and the creole
e  m  Jhıte of Amerıcan-born Spanlards Was marginalized>. Hıgher iın
the Rio de la ata WEeTIC hardly popular the riollo ehtes of
Buenos Ailres and Cordoba The French Revolution of 1789 al last
started PTOCCSS that made Spanısh rule in Ameriıica rumble Fiırst, the
revolution ıtself offered inspiration would-be revolutionarıes in Latın
Ameriıca. paın Was SInce 1796 allıed wıth revolutionary France, havıng
Brıtain OIlCc of her princıpal enemıles. When ın 1806 and 1807, 4S part
of the effort to contaın apoleon’s advance, Brıtain nvaded Spanısh
terrıtory and briefly occupled Buenos Aires, the invadıng arın y Was

repelle argely Dy riollo miılıtias and Dy LTOOPS commanded by the
French exıle Jacques Antoine (Santı1ago) de Liniers, who served A

Spanısh naval officer. The abdıicatıon and confinement of Kıng erdi1-
and VII and the installatıon of Joseph Bonaparte the throne iın
adrıd unravelled PTOCCSS of emancıpatıion. W hen CWS5 Wds received
of the defeat of the Junta of Seviılle, 1C had assumed legislatıve and
executive W ın Spaın durıng the Napoleonic invasıon, First Junta
assumed control in Buenos Ailires May, 1810, along the lınes of
several Juntas that had formed in paın defend the terrıtory. What 15
1O referred fo A the May Revolution Was regarde A defensive
Casure Dy the conspirators, who proclaımed theır 1915  S authority ın the
aAalllec of Ferdinand VIL Sınce the Spanısh Viceroy appointed by thiıs

See Ana Maria LORANDI, Poder central, poder local. Funcionarios borbönicos
el TIucuman colonial. Un estudio de antropologia politica, Buenos Alıres: Prometeo,
2008, L/ItE.
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kıng Wäads ousted from office, opponents of the May Revolution Sa  S it
A INCIC COUD z&  etat ackıng aln y Jegıt1imacy and that WOU puL the
Vıceroyalty of the Rio de la ata dangerous path of confrontation
wıth paın By the SaJiIıle token, the Unıted Provinces of (0111 Amerıca
WEIC founded, 1C WOIC the predecessor of the Argentinian ate The
vVeLYy fact of renamıng the Vıceroyalty indıicated that INOTE WAas planned
than merely precautionary safeguard the monarchy. The
cıty and province of Cordoba, already long ın opposıtion to the capıtal,
WEOTITIC holdout Dy remaınıng oya. Ferdinand VII® In the inter10r of
the viceroyalty, attıtudes WCIC overall INOTC conservatıve than in the port
CIty of Buenos Alıres. In fact, Coördoba Was “envıronment of clear
royalıst predomınance and Bourbon exaltation’/. Upon rece1lving CWS

about the revolution, the CIty councıl (cabildo) 110 efused to recogn1ze
the authorıty of the First Junta and accepted instead that of the Viceroy
of Peru, who had eclare: the revolution ASs illegal. ogether wıth the
o0Ca CINOT, Linilers, who had earher een Viceroy in Buenos Aires,
led counter-revolution agaıinst the First Junta However, the ıll-sup-
ported rısıng Was quickly smothered anı the insurgents WEIC 1C-
hended and executed. serles of short-l1ved Juntas exerc1ised W  9
fırst ST1 ın the ame of ex1iled Kıng, but after the return of Ferdinand
V II and the defeat of apoleon wıthout an y intention to reestablısh
leg1ıt1macy. ere WeIc everal 1Nnvas]ıons Dy Spanısh LrOoOpS from Peru,

battle wıth the Spanısh HaV Y, an iıll-organıze: antı-republican
CONSPIraCYy bDy the pro-Spanısh merchant an! polıtıcıan Martin de
Alzaga, former er° of the defense agalnst the Brıtıish, who together
wıth thırty others Was secretly trıed and publicly executed. On July,
18106, Congress gathere: iın Iucuman Tinally issued formal Declara-
tıon of Independence from paın.

Sınce the of the New OT Church and sLate had become
identified ın Spanısh Ameriıca that they COUu hardly be separated,

wıth the domınatıng the Church rea patronato). Catholicıiısm
Wäas the establıshed relıg10n of the Spanısh Empıre (and ST1 15
establıshed under the Current constitution of Argentina). subject of the

See AYROLO, Funcionarios de Dios (see oftfe 4).
Estaban LAMOSAS, “ Tradicion, regalismo, Ulustracion: bibliotecas cordobesas

[as visperas de May „, Congreso Internacıonal ‘“ Visperas de Mayo  2 Cördoba, rgen-
tına, 2008; SCC partıcularly 1Iso Valentina AYROLO, “ IJna Iglesia del Interior de Ias
Provincias Unidas: Cördoba la primera mitad del siglo ahrbuch für Geschichte
Lateinamerıikas (2003). 17972062
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atholıc 1Ings Was LDSO facto consıdered member of the Church, and
baptısm Wäas Incorporatıon not only into spirıtual but also polıtical
body Ihe onarch Was imbued wıth rel1g10uUs and not only secular
authorıty, both of 1C served OIlC sSystem of Christendom?®. In realıty,
the authoriıitiles of Church and sTLate overlapped, eccles1astıical eg1sla-
tı1ıon Wds aDSOTDE into sTate Jurısdıction, 1C hereby assumed less
secular nature, 1ie the seft rules for catechesI1s, sem1nary educa-
tıon, the admınıstration of the temporal goods of the Church, the p..
t10Nn and the conventual ıfe of regulars, and INAallıy other eccles1astical
1ISssues. Pope Alexander VI in hıs bull Inter Caelera (1493) had dıvided
the newly discovered continent of Ameriıca, allocatıng ıt 18 paın and
ortugal, and had blessed Spanısh domınıon VeTrT the Church iın the
New (0)8 Thıs patronage Was therefore regarde d legıtimate. But
SUCCESSIVE regarde oya Patronage always free CcConcession

the Spanısh that WOU nNOoLt automatıcally transfer 16 1IC  S rulers.
The tıtle of the Nıversı1da| de San Carlos, NO the Universıty of
Cordoba, A ...  oya. and pontıfical” Was symptomatıc. However, the
influence of the monarchy increased OVCT that of the Church Already
Charles VI between 1749 and 1759 had forced monastıc orders in hıs
terrıtoriles to g1ve control of INanYy of the parıshes they governed.
Since then, the secular clergy Wäas strengthened al the CAPCNSC of the
monks. However, the grow1ing estrangement of Amerıca irom paın dıd
noTt ımply an y estrangement from relıg10n, 1C Was deeply embedde
ın soclety. ven though instiıtutional t1es wıth the Holy See WEeTIC inter-
rupted for INOTC than decade after the May Revolutıion, the attıtude of
the Amerıcan eccles1astical hıerarchy to the revolutionary developments
Was far irom uniform?. The of the independence led
fo the formatıon of four of STOUDS of clerıics ın Amerıcan soclety:
the royalısts clinged theır prerogatıves under the oya Patronage; the
191%  < governments argued that these rıghts had expired and had evolve

themselves; secularıst factıon avored the disestablıshment an
natıonalızatıon of the Church following the thought of French phıloso-
phers; an ultramontane accepted abolıtıon of the oya.
Patronage but resented the Church eing placed under the control of the

See Roberto DI STEFANO, “De la eristiandad colontial Ia Iglesia naclional. Perspec-
1Vas de InvestigacCion hıstoria religiosa de I0S SIRLO0S X Revısta Andes

11 (2000), P
See anCcy (CCALVO, Roberto DI STEFANO, anı aus GALLO (eds.), Los de la

Revoluciön, Buenos Alres: Emece, 2002
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181°  S governments*®. None of them advocated separatıon of Church and
wıth the 1T! comıng closest, let alone completely secular

soclety. TIhe clergy Wäas splı between these four attıtudes. Inıtially the
royalıst posıtıon WAas SLTrONg, but OVCT time it lost SUPPOTT, noTt least because
the future of sovere1ıgn Spanısh monarchy and ıts hold OVeT ıts Amer 1-
Can terrıtories WeIc uncertaıln after the French OCccupatıon. Already before
the outbreak of revolution, it Wäas COMMIMON for Spanısh bıshops holdıng
Amerıican SCCS 118 be called 118 INOTC prest1210uUs bıshoprics OT archbıshop-
r1CSs ın the peninsula*. The revolutionary events brought about bıshops
in ex1ıle. Seven bıshops ouft of thırty-two ın Spanısh Amerıca returned 18
paın between 1810 and 1825, S1X INOTEe ope for Spanısh milıtary
intervention and WEIC eventually expelled, wıth ıfteen INOIC bıshops to
be ex1ıled for theır defense of the Church Orellana counter-revolution-
Ar Y posıtıon Was shared by both other bıshops ın the Rio de la ata,
Beniıto de Lue 1ega of Buenos Alıres, and Nicoläs Vıdela del 1NO0 of

All three efused 1{8 preach in favor of the 18(%  S ideas!?. BYy 1825 the
archbıshop of requıpa Was the only legıtımate bıshop in the entire dIcCca

cCoverıing the present-day States of Ecuador, Peru, Bolıvla, 1ıle, an
Argentina. The hıerarchy had nearly totally dısappeared and had
prlests; the Church Was wıthout eaders for decades!> Ultramontanısm
became less sustalınable optıon the longer relatıons wıth the PAaDaC Y
WeIC suspended; the declaratıon of ındependence and beyond, there
WeTC indeed CIS between the former viceroyalties and Rome. In
hıs encyclıcal Ets1 LONZLSSIMO of January, 1816, 1US VII condemned
the revolutionary in America, spoke of the ““grave evıls of
rebellıon (teterrima 2ravVissıma defectionum damna), and of ..  OUr
MoOst beloved SON in Jesus Christ, Ferdinan: But it 1s unclear when thıs
document, I6 WOU certaınly ave influenced part of the clergy,
actually became known ın the Unıted Provınces. It dıd not StOp the dec-
laratıon of independence fıve months later. Thıs eft MoOost clerics choice
only between accepting the actual influence of the 1809  S government ver

See Robert SCHWALLER, “The Eptiscopal SuCcCcession INn Spanish merIiCa 1800-
OI0 The Amerı1cas 2 9 (1968), 207-271; SCC Iso Roberto DI STEFANO, L
revoluciöon de Ias almas: religion politica el Rio de la Plata Insurrecto”, 1ın ‚ALVO,
DI STEFANO, ALLO, Los de Ia Revoluciön (see ofe 13-27, 211t.

11 Jose Manuel (CCUENCA JORIBIO, “Iglesia estado fines del antıg2u0 regimen: Ia
eleccion del episcopado hispano ameriıcano (1789-1824)”, NUAarI1o de StUd1OS Amer 1-

373 (1976) 105-143, 112£;;
See AYROLO, Funcionarios de Dios (see note 61-65

13 SCHWALLER, “The Eptiscopal Succession” (see note 10), 7IOf.
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the 0Ca Church OT favorıng the formatıon of natıonal Church under
complete control by the 11ICcC  S rulers. TIhe latter optıon Was of COUTSEC the
ONC chosen Dy the French Revolution.

In the Hıspanophone AICd, intellectual ıfe in the eighteenth century Wäas

first under the near-monopoly of the Jesuıts but increasıngly Calllc under
the impact of Enlıghtenment hought In Spanısh Ameriıca, and partıcularly
ın Cordoba, the Jesuılts had exerc1ıised total control OVCT educatıon and pub-
lıcatıon. Sınce the Soclety Wäas commıtted to the Aancıen regime wıthout
faıl, anıy reforms had io ıts opposıtıon, 1C Wds formıdabile
because of Its entrenched posıtions ofW However, the reform LIILOVC-

ment that developed under Kıng Charles 111 Wäas of atholıc orlentatıon,
LNOTE ın the spirıt of the talıan histori1an and priest Lodovıico Anton1o
urator1 than in that of Voltaire. It Was not opposed relıg10n WEOIC

the Iumieres, but almed prımarıly al purıfyıng rel1210us practices and
Improvıng rel1g10us educatıon. ere Was emphasıs 1Cason OVCTI

ar OT convention OVCT tradıtion. But there Was strong interest ın the
early Church and 'al! iın kıngdom 1C 1S not of thıs WOT. 18
36) The Enlıghtenmen! ıIn Spaın, and partıcularly ın Spanısh Amerıiıca,
Wäas atholıc Enlıghtenment, wıth simılarıties that ın Austrı1a and
Bohemi1a It Was vVEIY dıfferent from the French Enlıghtenment, 1165
acCcCOomMmMOdated to Jansen1ısm but Was opposed by the monarchy. In paln,
Charles absolute monarchy ımported values of the Enlıghtenment
includıng the Jansenist preference for sımplıcıty and purıty. It has een
laımed that the meanıng of ° Jansen1ism ” iın paın Was ambiguo0us between

amne for Jansen1us’ teachıngs and, LNOTC generally, all opposıtıon to
the Jesuıts’ ultra-montanism!*. In fact, five dıfferent elements in the Span-
ısh transplant of Jansen1ism ave een dıstiınguıshed, the last [WO often
trumping the others in importance: antı-Molınısm, thical rN1g0r1sm,
enlıghtened Catholıcısm, hostilıty LO the Society of Jesus, and royalısm
(regalismo). The Spanısh atholıc Enliıghtenmen Was antı-Jesuint, blam-
ing the Soclety for Its excess1ively conservatıve stance theologıca. and
polıtical 1SSUeS, partıcularly for Ifs embrace of scholastiıcısm and Molıniısm.
It Was closer to Augustinian understandıng of INan, soclety, and hıstory,
CVOCIMN accommodatıng Janseniıst undercurrent 1Ssues of But ıts

See Rıchard HERR, Espana la revolucıon del siglo adrıd Aguıllar Maıior,
1964, 14; Anton10o MESTRE SANCHIS, “Religion Cultura el siglo espanol”,
iın Rıcardo GARCIA-VILLOSLADA ed:;) Hıstoria de la Iglesia Espana, adrıd Bıblıo-
teca de Autores Cristianos, Vol. 4, 1979, 583-743,

NSee Emile APPOLIS, Les Jansenistes espagnols, Bordeaux: Sobodi, 1966
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representatiıves also accepted the OoYya. Patronage of the Church and fos-
tered reforms brought about by the and Ifs educated representatives
includıng clerics. Since the Jesuts stood in the tradıtion of the School of
Salamanca wıth its assumption of sovereignty eing vested in the people,
Spanısh Jansenısm Was commuıtted the sovereignty of ings. Jansenist
reformers ope that the 18{5  S values WOU turn into Ne  S CIVIC virtues. At
least in the Amerıican territories, thıs expectation dıd not materı1alıze,
soc1al conduct continued 18 be guilded by the old code AaSse‘: honor and
famıly interests and overlaın wıth mercurılal morality!®.

Ihus the ideologıical landscape of paın in the eighteenth century Was

Dy unıform. IT he Enlıghtenment and Jansen1ısm splı the clergy
itself into opposing factıons. Relıgi0us orders WeTITC alıgned wıth these
ere the Augustinians avored educatıonal reforms, the Dominıicans (fol-
lowıing the Jesults) resisted the Enlıghtenment and WeTiIieC ultramontane. elh-
Z10US and intellectual ıfe in America Was totally dependent that of
paln, wıth hıturgical practices followıng those of Sevilla!”. In the e1gh-
teenth centurYy, the monarchy avored the diocesan organızatıon of the
Church and disfavored rel1g10us orders, wıth increasıng aversion for the
Jesuıits, who WeTiIC considered be overly dogmatıc, obscurantist, and
ambıtious. In partiıcular, the Jesunts’ methods of evangelızatıon (especlally

the Reductions Calllc under mounting er1itic1ısm a4ASs eing 1070 lax,
unorthodox, and TIhe schools, sem1inarıies and unıversıtiles of
Spanısh Ameriıca WeTiIe until 1767 solıdly under Jesuit control and thus
conservatıve and opposed the Enlıghtenment. But since the sixteenth
cCenturYy, separale tradıtiıon of Amerıican eology developed 1C Was

inspıred by the School of alamanca but 16 espoused themes of its
OW for example in questions relatıng 1{8 the Indios and slavery'®. Jesult
dominance explaıns why Jansenism became strong force, dıffer-
ently from everal Kuropean countrIies, Was received only late. The intel-
ectual sıtuation changed aAS, uUuDON the Socılety’s expulsıon, the Franciıscans
inherıted the management of educatıon. At least since thıs tıme, Enlighten-
ment ideas TickKle:« In, wWeTieC SOTrDEe Dy the SMa intellectual class, and

See LORANDI, Poder Central (see ote I). 53f.
See Ana Maria MARTINEZ SAÄNCHEZ, “Influencias peninsulares en la ıglesia

indıana. IN obispado del Tucumäan’, 1in Enr1ique [ AMA CERECEDA ed.). Dos mıl
NOS  n de evangelizaciön: los grandes ciclos evangelizadores, Pamplona: Universidad de
Navarra, 2001, 637-649.

See Josep-Ignası SARANYANA ed.) Teologia merıca Latina, vols., Madrıd:
Iberoamerıcana and Frankfurt Vervuert,



112 olfgang Grasslil

supported hought that WOU later ead polıtical independence. The
works of Rousseau, Voltaıire, Dıderot, Condıiıllac and others OUnN! CP-
t1ve audıence. But much MOTC, it Was the atholıc Enlıghtenment that influ-
enced hought the reformist ideas of Spanısh statesmen and wriıters such
d TO dri:  Z on!| de Campomanes and (Gaspar Melchor de ovel-
lanos, OT of the Benedictine savant Benito Jerönımo Fe1]00. Murator1’s
work regolata divozione de CFLStLANL (1723) experienced four edi1-
t1ons In Spanısh translatıon between 1763 and 1790 and Was wıdely read
by the intellectual elıte of Spanısh America!?. Laterature in Englısh Was

hardly represented in the lıbrarıes of the intellectual class of the Rio de la
Plata?®© ate Jansen1ism WAads recel1ved and played amb1igu0us role in the

territories<!. It Wds sed both sıdes of the debate oya
Patronage and sovere1gnty. On the OIlIC hand, its ideas supported the inde-
pendence of 0CCa churches from Rome and intervention iın rel1g10Us
ifaırs Amerıcan clerics influenced Dy Jansen1ism, Gallıcanısm, EeDTro-
n1ıanısm often supported the revolution, and for them it combıned wıth the
values of the Enlightenment““. On the other hand, the MmMoOost formıdable
defenders of the OYya. Patronage and of colon1al rule such AS the Premon-
stratensian bıshop anuel bad Illana WeiIiC also under the 5SWdYy of Jansen-
1SmM, 1C they applıed rather towards purıfiıcation of the Church from
worldly accretlions and the defense of hıgh moral standards. Ihe Spanısh
version of Jansen1sm dıd nOoLt emphasıze ıts theologıca. pronouncements

and predestination. Its princıpa. interests WeTiIC rather return
LLIIOTC or1gınal and POOTCI Church bereft of worldly pOSSeSs1ONS, CO epIlS-
copalısm in the of the oya. Patronage, rejection of forms of popular
devotion identified wıth superstition, and the role of alty ıIn the organıza-
tion of the Church But for others influenced by late Jansen1ism,
epi1scopalısm COUu also be practiced under republıc, and thıs ambigulty
Was characterıistic of Spanısh America“°. ree of the four ZTOUDS of

DI STEFANO, “De la eristiandad Ia Iglesia nacional” (see ofe 8 9
See Maria Verönica FERNÄNDEZ ARMESTO, *T .ectores lecturas eCONOMICAS Buenos

Aıres ınes de la epoca colonial”, Informacıöon, ultura socıedad (2005). 29-56
21 It has been laımed that the meanıng of “ Jansen1sm” in Spaın Was amb1guous

between ame for Jansen1us’ teachıngs and, INOTEC generally, all opposıtion the Jesu-
ıts ultra-montanısm. See Rıchard HERR, Espana la revolucıon del siglo Madrıd:
Agullar Maıor, 1964, 14; Anton1o MESTRE SANCHIS, “Religiön Cultura el siglo
VII &. in Rıcardo GARCIA-VILLOSLADA (ed.), Historia de la Iglesia Espana, adrıd
Bıblıoteca de Autores Cristianos, Vol 4, 1979,

DI STEFANO, J E revoluciön de las almas” (see note 10), AT
23 On sımılar ambigulty of Jansenısm between Gallıcan royalısm and republıcanısm

In France, C6 Mon1que COTTRET, “Aux origines du republicanisme Janseniste: le mythe
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Amerıcan clerıics COu assımılate Jansenıst ldeas, 16 WCIC irreconcıl-
able only wıth ultramontanısm.

Ihe prevalent thought Was ST1 influenced Dy the Spanısh scholastıcısm
of the s1ixteenth and seventeenth centurIies. Particularly iın conservatıve
setting such that of Cördoba, the hilerarchıcal SITUCLUTE of the WOTr Wäas

taken for granted and Wds regarde: imposed by the natural order?+*. On
law and polıtics, the teachings of the School of Salamanca WeEeIC prevalent,
1C had assumed implıicıt cContrac) between the people and the 1NON-

arch, and SInce the CONquIista CoOontrac between the monarch and hıs
Amerıcan subjects. Francısco Su  are7z  S had taught, agaıinst the absolutism
of James of England, that sovere1gnty and therefore legıtimate polıtical
W esided ırectly wıth the people and Was only indırectly derıved
from God?* However, it WAas the people communıty that Was vested
wıth sovere1ignty, nOot alıy indıvıduals, from 16 princıple derıved that
of the COmMmMOoN g00d It WeTC these deeply athNolıc ideas of government
that influenced the events of 1809-10 in Spanısh Amerıiıca, 1C WEOIC

reaction the percei1ved loss of the ınk wıth the motherland in the PCISON
of the kıng Sımilarly the constıitutional construction of the Holy Roman
Empıre, the Varıo0ous ingdoms, princıpalıties, and viceroyaltıes (includıng
the Amerıcan provınces) WEeEeTC held together only Dy the In the
Spanısh tradıtion of pactismo, the bond wıth the onarch Was deemed
dissolved upOoN h1s abdıicatıon, and ıIn accordance wıth Suarez’s doctrine,
sovere1gnty reverted the people A constituted communıty. er
philosophical Currents such ocke, Rousseau, the encyclopedists, OT the
Scottish empiriC1sts WeTIC less OT hardly known and played role only in
the thought of sıngle revolutionaries?®. Partıcularly Rousseau’’s polıtical
ideas WeTiIC nearly totally opposed those of the panılards. ere Suäarez
had scCH popular sovere1gnty AsSs transferable, attrıbute of the COM-

munıity, and I1NECN A cultivated and soclal beings, Rousseau had assumed

de l’Eglise primıitive el le primitivisme des [umieres’””, Revue d’Hıstoire Moderne eit Con-
temporaine 31 (1984),

See AYROLO, “ Una Iglesia del InterLior de Ias Provinc1ıas Unidas” (see note T

“ Hanc potestatem A iımmediate ab hominibus, mediate Deo.” Suärez, De
leg1ibus I1LL, 49

Particularly atın Amerıcan histori1ography has returned emphasızıng the rooft-
edness of the iındependence mMmoOovemen! ın Spanısh scholastıc thought NSee Demetr1o0
R AMOS REZ, “ Formacıocn de Ias Ldeas politicas qUE€E ODEVTUAN el movımıento de Mayo
de Buenos Aıres 1810”, Revısta de Estudıios Politicos 134 (1964). 139-218;
1guel MOLINA MARTINEZ, “ Pactısmo independencla Iberoamerica, OR
Revista de STtUd10S Colombinos (2008), 61-74, especlally 64f.
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the Neıther dıd Montesquieu’s emphasıs separatıon of DOW-
CI in the 9 IC WAas influential for the independence
in the Unıted States, reverberate in Spanısh America. Wıth the expulsiıon
of the Jesuits, theır avored scholastıc authors WEIC of COUTSC questioned.

the Universida: de San Carlos, the doctrines of Suäarez and Juan de
arlana the natural rıghts of INan, popular sovere1gnty, and CVOCN

the legitimacy of tyrannıcıde, had een taught and WEIC then prohi1b-
ıted by the authorities?”. er control of the Francı1iscans, between 1767
and 1807, Jansen1sm became influentjal force and partıally supplanted
the scholastıc tradıtion. The theologıca. direction hıfted 18(%  S UgUS-
tin1anısm. Bıshop bad [llana Was involved iın ecıdıng St Augustine,
St TIhomas, Melchor Cano, and the [WO rigorist moral theologı1ans ata
Alejandro and Danıiel Concına AS the maın authors be tudied instead
of Suarez. Another substıitute work Was the s1x-volume Institutiones theo-
ogicCae 0-8 by the French Orator1jan Joseph a  a, 1C Was

clearly of Janseniıst insplratiıon and Wäas therefore ın 1792 placed the
eX of Prohıibited Books?®®. Nonetheless the “theology of Lyo  27
expressed in Valla’s wrıtings continued be taught ın the diocese untıl
18522° TIhe ind1ıgenous clergy iın its polıtıcal VIEWS increasıngly 1TIiere
from the clergy sent from paın, and ension between the [WO STOUDPS
developed. Already the first Premonstratensian Bıshop of Tucumän,
anuel bad Illana, thought lıttle of the creole e  Ü  Jıte because of its low
intellectual aspıratıions and ıts conquistador attıtudes. bad educed
Man y soc1ı1al Ils he Sa  S in hıs diocese 118 the increased self-confidenc of

dısrupted famılıes of the Amer1ican-born Spanı1ards, and fo
their dısdaın for manual abor, industry, anı commerce?0. He also
eplore that the “miserable creoles’”’ of h1ıs diocese WEEIC greatiy attached
to the Jesuits*!. Jlowards the end of the eighteenth CeNLUTY, of the
American clergy became increasıngly estranged from the motherland and

IM Enrique GJANDIA, “Primeras Ldeas politicas del Dean Gregorio Funes’”, Reviısta
de Hıstor1a de merıica (1960), 173-181, 175

28 See Estaban LAMOSAS, “Jansenismo, regalismo OLlras Corrientes Ia Univer-
sidad de Coördoba”, Cuadernos de Hıstor1a (2006) 64-74

29 GANDIA, “ Primeras Ldeas politicas” (see ote Z 176
See Juan Domingo ZAMÄCOLA ‚UREGUI, 1ida de Monsenor Manuel bad Illana,

Obispo de requlipa. 1/95, Arequıipa: Edıtorial UNSA, 1977 (or1ıginally publıshed in
86f.; LORANDI, Poder cCentral (see ote 5)’ 8ST.

31 Jose Anton1o0 BENITO RODRIGUEZ, “Un vallisoletano Uustrado el Perü el Pre-
lado Manuel bad Yilana (1715-1780)”, 1in Luces reformas el Perü, stiglo
Lima: Universidad de Pıura Cuadernos de Humanıdades 10), 2005,
63f.
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incliıned embrace ‘““patriotic” hought Economic interests of the 0Ca.
landownıing and merchant class WCIC al least equa 1eC4SON for the
disaffection A Wds$s 1deology.

ere WeIiIC of COUTSC clerics who S1| wıth independence*“. One of
theır eaders Wäas Gregor10 Funes (1749-1829), natıve of Coöordoba who
had tudied law in paın and brought the ideas of the Enlıghten-
ment to Argentina, where he became ean of the cathedral of Coöordoba
and hopeful become bıshop of the SCC that WOUuU instead 1{8 rel-
lana. T he appoıntment of “penıinsular” clerıc Was>s SCCH A ONC LLLOTIC

slıghting of deserving 0Ca candıdate. Cayetano Jose Rodriguez 6l-
Francıscan monk and eology professor who WOU become

provıncıal super10r of hıs order, supported independence anı became
deputy the Congress of Tucumän°°. But despıite advocatıng republı-
Cal form of government, and ın CVCI) democracy, these members
of the Amerıcan clergy dıd not subscr1ıbe the modern philosophical
Ir that bolstered these mMoOovements Funes rejected Descartes, Leı1ib-
NIZ, and ocke, deeming tradıtional scholasticısm INOTC SCCUTE basıs
from 1C LO for polıtical reform?**. He dıid accept Rousseau’s
ideas the soc1al CONIETT.: but considered them not dıfferent in sub-
sStance from St Ihomas teachings the Or1g1n of soclety Suarez’s
pactum translations. He prohibıited the study of Voltaire and other °“dan:
SCTOUS phılosophers” aft college VerT 1C| he rule: aSs CVCN Orellana
SUCCCSSOT 4S Vıcar Apostolıc of Cordoba, Benito Lascano, WOU later
punısh the eadıng of heretical works wıth excommunication®°. Yet Funes
Was hardly revolutionary and perhaps not SVcn irue lıberal, since he
ei1eve that the cıvıl WarTr of 1810 Was to be decıded neıther bDy laws 19(0)8

rıghts but Dy ‘“real arms’”. Hıs development from pragmatıc acceptance
of 0Ca rule in the face of the paralysıs of Spanısh W durıng OCCUDA-
t1on to INOTC assertive embrace of polıtical independence Was trıggered
Dy reahlıtiıes ın the terrıtories and Dy personal aspıratıons A much

See DI STEFANO, ALEO: Los de Ia Revolucion (see note
33 See Römulo CARBIA, La Revolucion de Mayo la Iglesia, Buenos Alres: Huar-

PCS, 1945, 18{fT. hıs work appeared prev1ously 1n Anales de la Facultad de Derecho
( 1enCLAaS Sociales de Ia Universidad de La Plata (1915)

Maria Cristina ERA LACHS, “R1 Colegio de uestra Senora del Monserrat:
del antiıguo regımen la nacionalizacıon, 1n Enrique ONZÄALEZ GONZÄLEZ and
Leticı1a PEREZ PUENTE (eds.), Colegi0s universidades: del antı2u0 regıimen al lihera-
[ismo, Mex1co Cıity Unıiversidad Nacional Autönoma de MexI1co, 2001, Vol 1, 111-156,

GANDIA, “Primeras ideas politicas” (see note 21); VT
VERA, N Colegio de Nuestra Senora del Monserrat” (see note 34), 144



116 olfgang Grassl

Dy ideology. It Was sımılar wıth much of the 0Ca clergy, 1C al least
al the time of the May Revolution Was in ıts maJjorıty fervently royalıst
and, d CONTLaACTS wıth the motherland WEIC interrupted and Spaın had
fallen under the influence of 1beral ldeas, only gradually warmed 18
the NCW regime. The polıtıcal ideas that anımated the eaders of the May
Revolution WCIC of multıple Or121Ns, but those of Spanısh vintage and
comıing from the athol1c tradıtıon of natural law certaily predominated
whereas classıcal lıberalısm Wäds hardly known. W hereas Funes advo-
cated rel1g10us toleratiıon, most ““patrliotic” clerıics dıd noTt CoOoUuNtenance
aAMn Yy separatıon of Church and state and WOU NOoTt do long into the
hıstory of Argentina. Sixteen the twenty-nıne sıgners of the Dec-
laratıon of Independence of the Unıted Provınces WEIC prlests. Thıs
““patrio0t1c” clergy Was noL yeL representatıve for the Church in the COUN-

LT Y, but it WOU increasıngly become

The Sıtuation of the Spanish Congregation

The Spanısh Congregation had een independent of the er al arge
SInce 1573. the result of reform PIOCCSS that revived egular 1ıfe but
that also assımılated the role of CanonNs 1NOIC to that of monks and that
integrated the Premonstratensians UulLy into the proJect of Church dom-
inated Dy the crown>®®. Sınce then there had een lıttle contact wıth Pr  e-
montre althoug the Spanısh houses continued LO exce] ın the veneratıon
of salınts and blessed of all CIrcarles. ere the Premonstratensilans In
paın had eached aAaDCX of cultural creatıvıty duriıng the Golden Age,
ın the eighteenth cCenturYy they WeTe cCont1inuous declıine, and the
Congregatıon contrıbuted relatıvely lıttle anue] bad Illana WTroltfe
bıography of St. Norbert and another hıstory of the rder; anuel de
Paz contriıbuted textbook of MUSIC, partıcularly of plaınchant; Jose
Esteban de Norilega WTOfLe works the hıstory of the er wıth oubt-
ful ACCUTACYVYV; and fıve Premonstratensians includıng bad Illana, Ilde-
fonso Gonzäle7z de Apodaca, and Lorenzo de]l astıllo Mostense, served
4S professors of eology al the University of Salamanca?”. 1ve profes-

See Tomäs MORAL, “ Hacıa UN. historia de Ia orden Premonstratense Espana
Portugal”, Boletin de la eal Academıa de la Hıstor1ja 165 (1969) 219-252; Norbert

BACKMUND, &7, orden premonstratense Espana’”, Hıspanıla Sacra (1983), S4785
Lu1s Martinez Moreno (1732-1786) an Franc1ıso Echevarria (1690-1740) had less

illustri0us CaTrTcers and dıd nOot leave ımportant publıcations.
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SOI Ouft of nınety-nıne who OCcupled chaımrs in eology durıng the CCIMN-

LUrYy 1s noTt arge percentage, and Domuinicans, Benedictines, and Jesuıts
continued domi1ınate al thıs unıversıty. However, the influence of the
UnıversıIity, 16 iın the sixteenth CenNturYy had ollowe the Sorbonne in
eing the theologıca. authorıty for all of Europe, had ecine: Wıth the

of hıstor10graphers al the a  CV of Santa Maria de ellpu1g de les
Avellanes (Lerıda) around Jaume Caresmar (1717-1791), there Was

sıngle exception the PTOCCSS of cultural eros1o0n. Most monaster1es
shrank durıng the per10d of the Spanısh Enlıghtenment, when French
ıdeas nfused the COUNITY; iın 177/4, the total Spanısh Congregation
counted LNOTC than 356 members. TOM 1730 1{8 1/37 alone, the LIOV-

Ices resident al Coleg10 de San Norberto in Salamanca who tudiıed at the
Uniıversıty dropped from to The number of monks al San Norberto
in Valladolı1ıd, where Treilana entered, dropped from in 1645 iın
175258 Fallıng numbers WEOIC result of antı-monastıc polıcy COIN-

ducted Dy the and Dy bıshops, 1C Was supported by the secular
clergy. ere the of the Church in paın Wäas in general nNOoL impres-
SIve during the eighteenth CenturY, that of INanYy orders, and partıcularly
of the old orders, Was deplorable””. mong the Premonstratenslians ıt Wäas

exacerbated Dy increasıng neglect of learnıng bad Illana expressed
hIs exasperatıon al thıs ftact Dy writing that °“ the study of eology 15
indıspensable for Premonstratensian rel1g10us that whoever lgnores it vol-
untarıly 1s but bastard SOM and oUg be „yected A ıllegıtımate
SOIl of St Norbert’”*®. The cholar dıd 18(0)1 uUse such words wıthout TCaSOI,
for CVCN dedicatıon eology had eceded in much of the er.

It 15 not surprisıng that Spanısh rather than French Premonstratensilans
engaged in M1SSI1ONS. It Was noLt only the opportunıitıies offered
Dy the Spanısh terrıtorles (whıch WOU maller extfent also ave
applıed the French colon1es) but also the fact that ın Spaın, since the
sixteenth CenNtUuTY, the er of Premontre had increasıngly lost un1ıque
identity. As bıshops assumed control OVCT rel1g10uUs orders, and the kıng
VeT bıshops, and the office of abbots had een shortened three9

38 BENITO RODRIGUEZ, “Un vallisoletano Ulustrado el Perü” (see ofe 51
See Wıllıam .‚ALLAHAN, “"The Spanish Church’”, 1n 1llıam ((ALLAHAN and

Davıd IGGINS (eds.), Church an Society In Catholıc Europe of the Eighteenth Century,
ambrıidge: Cambrıidge Universıity Press, 1979, 34-50, ADT.

Manuel ABAD ILLANA, Historia del STan padre patrıarca San orberto, Funda-
dor del Orden Candıdo Premonstratense de CanONLIZOS reglares del ran padre doctor
de la iglesia San Agustin, de I0s VaArFrONnes lustres del MLSMO orden, Salamanca: Eugen10
Garcla de Honorato San Miguel, 1/95. 1ıb. L, LV,
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the identity of members had changed firom that of CanonNns LO that of
monks, an! the specıfic Premonstratensjan culture of place Was lost
Lıiıke all rel1g10us orders, the Premonstratens1ians durıng the eighteenth
Century WeTC under publıc theır “utilıty” soclety
and the As they became “Iung1ble” LLLOTC ıke Jesuılts and mendi1-
can! and COUuU be placed wherever the Church OT the kıng needed them,
the rel1g10us lost ommıtment anı increasıngly abandone educatıon,
sclence, and cultural pursults. Napoleon’s brother Joseph, who had een
imposed ASs kıng of paln, iın 1809 aboliıshed al] male orders, dispersed
the monks, and se1zed theıir er the defeat of apoleon, the
Premonstratensians COU reclaım their houses. But the readıness wıth
IC the Spanısh Congregation COU be placed into the ervıce of the
wıder Church, of the May long WaYy fo explaınıng the ack
of anı y attempt to reestablısh (the male branch of) the er after ıts
definıitive abolıtion DYy the ıberal regıme ın 1836 By surrendering ıts
identity, the Spanısh branch had een yıng SIow ea!] Dy asphyxı1a-
tion OVeT INOTES than L[WO centurIles. Because of its isolation from the rest
of the rder, resuscıtation COU COM from outsıde, dıfferent Iirom
what appene durıng the nıneteenth Century ıIn the revıval of mMonaster-
1eSs of other C1rcarles.

On phılosophıcal 1SSUeS, the Spanısh Premonstratenslans of the per10d
tended 1{8 be tradıtional Thomists opposed to the direction propagated by
the Jesuıts Franc1ısco Suärez and uUu1s de olına On theologıcal 1SSUeS,
they stood in the Augustinian tradıtion of theır er and opposed rat10-
nalıst and historicıst explanatıons ın favor of tradıtionalısm and ortho-
doxy wıth penchant for 1de1sm and moral r1g20r1sm (Or tutiorism)“. 'The
influence of Jansen1ı1sm Was Strong, partıcularly iın the LOW CountrIies, but
to maller extent also in France and paln. Ildefonso Gonzälez de Apo-
daca, three times of Coleg10 de San Norberto, Vicar General of the
Spanısh Congregatıion (1755) and professor al the University of Sala-

(1733-1779), opposed Jesult eology by holdıng mıddle nowl-
edge (sCLENFLA media) for explaınıng future counterfactuals 118 be unuseful
and unfounded*?. He rather held medieval-metaphysıca worldview,
ase: the “pure SOUrces’” of St Augustine and St Thomas, according

41 See Wolfgang GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order. An Intellectual Profile, JIurn-
hout Brepols, 2011

See Ildefonso ONZALEZ APODACA, Theologia scholastica: DurIiS fontibus
M.P. Augustini el Angelicı praeceptoris deprompta el eiısdem doctoribus LOTLO COFdIS
affectu dicata, vols., Salamanca: Eugen10 Garcia de Honorato San Miguel, 1764 -68
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1C God Was the free or1ıgınal of all of creatıon, and there Wäas

domaın wıthın free INan that Was (at least condıtionally) exempt from
hıs interventlion. Thıs posıtıon rather ollowe: the theologıes of Banez’s
Thomısm and Balus’s Augustin1anısm A these had already long een
inftluential in the Premonstratensjian Order®. LOrenzoO de]l astıllo
Mostense, former of Retuerta and General of the Spanısh Con-
gregatıon (1717-1720), professor at the Universıty of Salamanca resisted
the Jesut proposa of establıshıng chaır dedicated 18 Suarezlanısm. In
moral eology, the Premonstratensians tended 1{8 reject probabılısm,
1C they Sd'  S 4S suborning moral laxısm, and to take INOTC rigorist
posıtıon. And Noriega exhorted the professors of phılosophy and
eology iın hıs er that they “neıther in word 1L1LOT ın writing retreat
from the IThomuist doctrine schoo17”#4. T00 much intellectual innovatıon
m1g in anı Yy Casec ave een prosecuted Dy the Holy Inquisıtion under
the strıict censorshıp laws. In 1791, the Procurator General of the Premon-
stratens1ı1an Congregatıion requested from the T1buna of the Inquisition
of Valladolıd judgment that wıthdrew from certaın monk of hıs order
the Taculty read 00 because “he about thorny I1ssues the PCH-
etratıon of 1C transcends hıs 1miıted talent and SCATCceEe education.

On atters of polıtics, theır Augustinıian eology prompte the Pre-
monstratens]ians be conservatıve. St Augustine’s dıstinction between
the Cıty of Man and the Cıity of God, where the Vision of the latter g1ves
gulidance the culture of the former, Was of COUTSC COMmMmMOOoN

in the Tder. Concessi0ons wordly governments WeIiIc undısputed, and
thus the Clircarles in France supported Galliıcanısm 111e SOINC abbeys in
the Empıire SIl wıth the reforms under Marıa Theresa and Joseph IL
But wıth VeETY few eXceptions, nearly all members of the er wWweIiIie

opposed to the ideas and CVen INOTC the practice of the French and or
Amerıican revolutions. ese WEIC SCCH AS opposed the Chrıstian rel1ı-
g10N2, ounded in abstract an alse ph1losophy, and A ackıng in
legıtımacy. Numerous Premonstratensians in several Circarles and COUN-
trıes condemned the revolutionary in preachıng and writing“®.

43 See GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order (see ote 41),
«[ ] vel verbo vel scr1ıpto Thomuistica doctrina, aut Schola recedant.” Quoted

in Jose Estebän NORIEGA, Dissertatio Historica de Sancto Dominico de Guzman,
Ordinis Predicatorum Patriarcha, Salamanca: Francısco Garcı1a Onorato San Miguel,
23 1/3

45 ngel PRADO MOURA, “ R1 Irıbunal de la Inquisicion de Valladolid el control
de las Ldeas la Espana del sielo AVM4IL-“, Cuadernos Dieciochistas (2002), 13-31,

See GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order (see note 41),
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The Spanısh Premonstratenslians in partıcular dıd 19(0)1 belong to the afran-
Cesados the reform cırcles of paın Orellana rel1g10us and intel-
ectual posıtiıon must be understood agaınst thıs hıstorıical background of
the Napoleonic per10d and agalinst that of the development of the Spanısh
Congregatıion.

Orellana’s Life

Rodr120 Anton1o de reilana Was orn in Medelli; (Badajoz) 13
arc. 1756, into famıly of nobility“”. He SICW and received hıs first
educatıon in Valladolıd and there entered the Premonstratensian S-

ter y of San Norberto al ASC The a  CVY of Santa Cruz had een
ounded al Monzon de Campos Rıbas) around 1176 and Was translocated

Valladolid ın 162848 It Was SsSma but PFOSPCTOUS and ONC of the MOSst

prest1g210us and productive abbeys of the Spanısh Congregation“” Ustr1-
OUS INECN 1ıke the poel u1s Tineo de Morales and the theolog1an and
bıshop anuel bad Illana had een Canons and abbots there>°©. er

of studies al Coleg10 de San Norberto, reilana transferred
118 the Universıty of Valladolıd, where he achlieved acnhelor degrees in
phılosophy and in sacred eology, oOllowe: DYy 1cense (master’s degree)
and doctorate in 1783>°1 In the Samlle YCAal, he Was ordaıned priest. He
immediately took teachıng experımental physıcs al hıs unıversıIıty. In
1785, he WOoON hıs fırst chaır iın eology. All posıtions al Spanısh un1ıver-
sıt1es WeTC obtained hrough competitions. For thıs competition,
June, 1789, he presented ecture Romanae 15 dignitas el O-
rifas INn Concıiliis O“ecumeniıictLs adstrultur, for later competition
May 1793 ecture De Episcoporum Institutione el auctoritate”? rel-
lana’’s academıc Carcer Was illustrious in erms of SUCCESSIVE promotions

47 brother Was miınıiıister 1n the roya. government anı would later assıst
ın supporting the Iforts nom1nate Rodr1go Anton1o for the SCC of Avila. hether uan
Anton10 Orellana, who served (1801-1804) of the Premonstratensian eYy of
anta Maria de la Carıdad at Ciudad Rodr1g20, Was relatıve remaılns unknown.

Francısco NTÖOÖN, Monasterios medievales de la PFOVINCIA de Valladolid, Vallado-
lıd Maxtor, 2005 (or1ıgınal: Valladolid: Libreria Sataren,

BACKMUND, &e orden premonstratense” (see note 36), AA
See GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order (see otfe 41), 4.12, A  D

A} mer1ıco JONDA, “Itinerario de Orellana”, in Obispo Orellana. SUS Carltlas
las Carmelitas de Cördoba, OSAarl1o: Facultad de Humanıdades, 1973,

J1ONDA, El Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucıon (see ofe
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the MOST prest1g210us chaımrs (Visperas de Teologia and Prıma de
Teologia 53 The breadth of hıs teachıng NCcIude: mathematıcs, physıcs,
and eology, 1C Was notf untypıcal for Spanısh unıversıtles al the
time. He also served ASs examıner in Latın, Was Jected honorary member
of the eal Academıa de Jurisprudencla Präctica, of the eal ocleda:
de Valladolıd, and of the eal Academıa de Matemaätıicas Nobles
Artes>+.

Treilana Was in 1795 Jected 118 three-year term A of San
Norberto ıIn Valladolid In 1/98, he Wds>s nNncIude in thes OT lıst of
three candıdates, for the epl1scopate of Gerona (Catalon1a), but Wäas not
chosen>. In 1801, the Spanısh Congregatıon Jected rellana 18 ıts hıgh-
est offıce, ONC of four asters General (maestro general). On May,
1805, Kıng Carlos nomiı1inated hım Bıshop of Coördoba (Tucuman),
and September he rece1ved the papa assent As such, he also
became member of the Crown Councıl ONnSeJO del Rey) althoug he

exerc1ıised an y polıtical functions. Not least because of the unstable
polıtical sıtuation both sıdes of the Atlantıc, Treilana eached Buenos
Alres only in 1809 He Was accompanıed Dy LWO confreres, Jose Cala-
SaJllz Centeno and TO Alcäntara Jımenez (Xımenez). The first served
the bıshop A personal Ssecretary (secretario de CAamara) whereas the
latter Was h1s chaplaın and confessor and WOU in 1830, 111e most SCC>S

iın the newly independent republıcs lacked bıshops, become Vıcar ApOoSs-
tolıc of ontevıdeo al ep1scopal rank. In Buenos Aires, Trelilana
received ep1scopal consecration from Bıshop Benıito de Lue lega,
wıth the Bıshop of Asuncıöon concelebratıng, and October, 1809 he
took possession of hI1s SCC A the eiıghteenth bıshop of Cordoba He Was

SOoN Jlected Rector of the Universida de San Carlos, 1C had een
ounded ın 1610 A Jesuıt sem1nary and Was the predecessor of the
University of Cordoba ÖOne of Orellana first orders of business Was

pacıf y diocese that Was torn Dy factıous strife between Americanısts
and “peninsulars’”, reformers and royalısts, advocates of federalısm and
of regıonalısm, an between Varlous personal interests and those of
establıshed patrıcıan famıhies. The appoıntment of “penıinsular” bıshop
had caused opposıtiıon Dy the oCa elıte, 178 had avored the ean of

53 In the Faculty of Theology, chairs WEIC dıstinguıishe: by the seft times lectures WEeIC
held, the Prıma (”prime‘) eing early ın the morning anı the Visperas (“vespers” being
in the late afternoon.

JTONDA, Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucıon (see ote SAE
(CUENCA JTORIBIO, “Iglesia estado” (see ote ID 132E,
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the cathedral, Gregor10 Funes, who iın INalıy WaYyS became Orellana
counterweıght and antagonI1st.

TIhe 11C  S bishop COU nNOoLt SUupport firom paın and Was for
MOST of the time cCut off from An y contact wıth the motherland and wıth
the Holy See ere 15 record of contact wıth the Spanısh ongrega-
t1on OT monasterl1es of h1s er. It WAas SevVcn dıifficult ma1ıintaın COTMN-

munıcatıons wıth the metropolıtan SCC of Charcas in pper eru (today’s
olıvıa), 1Cc Was royalıst stronghold. Spaın Was engaged in her OW

..  War of independence” from 1808 1814, and then her OW “revolution ”
from 1820 1823 As result, ın the CYCS of Spanısh polıcy-makers the
long WAaTrs of independence ın Ameriıca WEeIC insurrections rebellhons
of less direct CONSCQUCNCC than the events then transpırıng at Ome. And
yel the terriıtoriles for long ST1 Ollowe: Spanısh pa  n The
instiıtutions and practices of the SCS of Coördoba WCIC those of the Spanısh
Church, includiıng confraternities and the cult of saınts, wıth VETITY few
0Ca colorings°®. The He  S prelate’s preachıiıng SUOIN made impact in
Coördoba, and not least the female orders of Domuinıicans and Dis-
calced Carmelıites, who WEeIC confiırmed in theır royalıst and legıtimıst
attitudes>”. But the bıshop had hardly goltten to NOW hıs diıocese of COIN-

sıderable s1ze when in May 1810 the revolution TO. oOut. Durıng the
nıg after CWS5 had een recel1ved in Coördoba about the expulsıon of the
VIceroy and the formatıon of the Fırst Junta ın Buenos Aıres, the 0Ca
notables met in the bıshop's residence 118 discuss theır options. Liniers,
the provıncılal SOVCINOL, and other officı1als reasoned that ıf Ferdinand VII
had een legiıtimately empowered fo abdıcate al all, the Regency Councıl
of paın and the Indies surely held sovere1gnty DFO lempore behalf of
the natıon. Thıs Was the tradıtional interpretation of Spanısh constitu-
tional law, and it exclude‘ the usurpatıon of roya POWCIS Dy self-
appointed junta”®. In Buenos Alıres, Bıshop de Lue protested agalınst the
deposıtion of the legıtımate VICeTOY. reilana also opposed the 1beral
princıples of the ovement, 1C he Sa  S merely belated continua-
ti1on of the CI1I1OTS5 of the French revolution. He realızed that the ultımate
goal of the revolutiıon Was not to safeguard the sovere1gnty of the people
and rel it o the onarch upOonNn hıs restoration the throne but COIMN-

plete polıtical independence. He therefore efused recognize the NC  S

See ARTINEZ SÄNCHEZ, “Influencias peninsulares” (see ote 17).
J1ONDA, El Obispo Orellana la Revolucıon (see note 4),

58 See R AMOS REZ, “ Formacıocn de las ideas politicas” (see notfe 26),
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authorities and instead supported the short-lıved attempt by Linilers and
the to organıze armed resistance. Upon its defeat, the bıshop
together wıth Liniers, the9 four other eaders and SOILIC {roops
fled the north, iın order fo Jo1in wıth oYya. LroOpS arrıving from Potosi
(Bolıvıia). But the counter-revolutionarıes werec capture Dy soldıers des-
patched by the Junta. The bıshop and the other conspiırators, includıng
Orellana Premonstratensian chaplaın Jımenez, holy ath nNnoL to
betray theır CVCN at the rısk of ea! Several days later they WEIC

wıthout trial condemned to eal for TEeEASON by order of the First Junta.
1ve counter-revolutionarıes includıng the former Viceroy and the CI=
NOT WeTiTC shot al Cabeza de 1gre August 26, 1810, only reilana hav-
ing een pardone because of hıs eccles1astical estate Hıs chaplaın and
confrere Jiımenez, who had played mınor role in the insurrection, Was

also spared. ome hıstorl1ans 11O ascrıbe the persecution of the
royalısts “un1quely and exclusıvely” Gregor10 Funes, the ean of
Orellana cathedral and former contender for his episcopal SCC, who
acted AaSs ““perfect Traltor” Dy informıng the First Junta>?. Yet upon CON-

demnatıon, Funes (together wıth hıs brother Ambrosio and wıth other
notables) as for relilana be pardoned. The bıshop had fo admınıs-
ter the sacraments the condemned and Was present at theır execution.
The [WO Premonstratensians WEIC then incarcerated in the prison of

Orellana personal pOoSsess10Ns and even hıs OITIcC1a Property WCIC

confiscated, and thıs NCcIude: hıs extensive 1O0rary, pa  S of 1C derıved
from that taken from the Jesuınts upON theır expulsıon. The collection IS
110  S part of the Public Lıbrary of Buenos Aires, wıth maller part eing
held by the Universıity of Cördoba®®. The Irıumvırate, 1C| had OllOWEe:
the Junta, Tlowed Treilana defend hımself. In volumınous and 1ghtly
argued scr1pt, the bıshop argued that he had commıted “crimes of
state’”” of 1C he had een accused. rıbunal of (wentYy “wıse men  27

GJANDIA, “ Primeras ideas politicas” (see note 21), 179; JTONDA, Obispo rel-
lana la Revolucion (see oftfe 4 9 651.

The lıbrary, 1C| Was built by the esults VverT [WO centurIies, Was at the time of
its con{fiscatıon housed in the Dominican monastery in Cördoba and meanı! for uUuse of the
Unıiıversiıdad de San Carlos It contaıned 3,524 folıo and quarto volumes and 1,561 vol-
INes in OCLaVo format. See Hugo AÄCEVEDO, “Biblioteca Nacıional de Argentina”, Boletin
de la Anabad (1992), 3-4, 13-37, L/ Roberto Ignacıo PENA, “Expediente de
Inventarıo, SeCuUESTrO confiscaciön de los hienes del obispo de Cördoba del Tucuman
Dr Rodrigo Antonıio de Orellana”, Revısta de Hıstoria del Derecho (1966), 483-
509; 1d., E e biblioteca Adel Obispo de la DIiOcesis de Cördoba del TIucumäadn: Dr. Rodrigo
Antonlio de Orellana, 16410° Cuadernos de Historia (1997). 13-28
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composed of theologi1ans and (canon and CIVIL) awyers appominted by the
government WAas ear the Casec The bıshop prevalıled, Wdas acquıtted, and
siınce hıs defense seemed make CONCEeSSIONS al least iın Janguage o the
181  S W structure, in January 1812 WAas set free. He admıtted gul
11OT went beyond recogn1zıng the de facto rule of revolutionary circlesel

Havıng rece1ved renunc1ı1atıon of the declaratıon the Junta had issued
after hıs condemnatıon that the SCC of Coördoba had become vacant, ın
ebruary 1812 reilana COUu agaın OCCUDY hıs bishopric. He sent
cırcular letter al] cler1ıics informıng them ‚ NEeTY. clearly” that he WOU
..  not Join an Yy other than that of Justice and truth” and that he
WOU ..  not SOVEIN Dy other princıples than those of hıs cConscilence,762.
He dıd not openly reject the princıples 1} the independence IMNOVC-

ment Was ase‘ and had fınd MOdus vivendiı wıth the de facto SOV-
ernment of the day ıf he Was be effective shepher:' of hıs OC
Coördoba Wäas at the time hotbed of conflicting interests, both in favor
of and iın opposıtion fo the Ne  S W sStiIructure. In the meantıme, Mar-
tin de Alzaga’s alleged CONSPIraCYy of 1812 agalınst the government had
een tomped out CVCO LHNOTC rutally than the resistance agaınst the May
Revolution. Orellana CONSECTFALOT, Bıshop 1Lue of Buenos Aıres, had
een placed under house arrest for hıs sympathıes wıth the prev1o0us
government. rellana Was bıdıng hıs tıme, poss1ıbly ıIn the expectation
that Ferdinand VII WOU be restored hıs throne after Napoleon’s for-
tune had changed wıth hıs disastrous Russı1an campaılgn. He readed
carefully iın atters of polıtics, but hıs relatıons wıth the Cc1ıvıl authorıties
remaılıned straıned, 1C explaıns h1s preference for time outsıde
Cordoba He went extended pastoral VIisıts parıshes iın hıs arge
diocese and trıed remedy shortcomings iın rel1g10us knowledge and
practice due 18 stark ack of prlests. In less than three full aASs

bıshop, rellana ounded and consecrated churches and reorganızed the
COTMNMON ıfe and regular observances of the Dominican CONnNvent of
St Catherine of Sıena ıIn Cördoba®?°. Already hıs Premonstratensian PTIC-
decessor bad had iımposed INOTC austerıty thıs Convent that they
COu lıve ruly COINLLMNON life®+ No ou both bıshops WEIC ın thıs

61 J1ONDA, El Obispo Orellana la Revolucıoan (see note 4),
62 Ibıd., 133
63 Fray Rafael MOYANO, Origen COoronacıon de tra Sra del OSAarLl0o del Milagro,

Vol E 2nd ed., Buenos Alres: Con1, 1893, 57/3f.
See Vıctor1a CCOHEN MACH, “Decır verdad. Pesqulisa secreia Onvento

femenino (siglo XVI  P cta Laiterarıa 28 (2003), 19237
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inspiıred Dy theır Premonstratensian experlence. The bıshop also had
subdıvıde arge parıshes and OUnN! 1IC  Z ONCS Varıous OUTCES spea. of
hıs exemplary pastoral qualıties and dedication strengthenıing
the Church®> But h1s travels also took toll hıs health, 4S he fre-
quently fell ıll When Ferdinand V II returned adrıd but inıtially had

make COompromı1ses wıth advocates of 1beral constıtution, reilana
must ave realızed that restoration of Spanısh rule in the Rio de la
ata Was nOoTl immediate Cevecn lıkely. Several Invasıons of Spanısh
LroOps from ne1ghboring viceroyaltıies had astıng SUCCESS, but they
tested the bıshop’s oyalty. The hım increased, for example
when the Irıumvirate emande: that, Just the iturgy of the Mass
nclude PIayCI for the kıng, it should 11O nclude ONC °“ for the pP10uUs
and sacred of OUTrT liberty””®®. All three bıshops demurred, wıth the

that the Councıl of Irent and 1US had explicıtly prohıbıted
CvVcn the MmMoOost mınor devlations from the Roman 1ssal TrTellana
decıded the integrity of the Mass but for dıplomatıc ICasons
trıed accommodate mposed patrıotism elsewhere, for example in the
Tollowing amb1iguo0us ollect 18 be saı1d after Mass: thou free the
Unıiıted Provinces of ou America and ıts rulers from all servıtude and
L(yrannYy and protect them in Christian c1ıvıl and polıtical 1lberty. We ask
thee thıs, ear OUr prayer.  »67 TIhe government compelled Trelilana {o

oath of obedience to the ssembly of the Year XL, 1C Was
that prepare Declaratıon of Independence from paln,

constitution, anı the insıgn1a and ymbols of statehood. Instructions
fIrom Buenos Alres ordered hıs immediate suspension ın Casc of the
slıghtest alteratıon of the prescribed ormula an y other resistance®®.
Thıs oath opened the OOTr for rece1ving the cıtzenshıp of the Uniııted
Provınces. The government interfered iın ffaırs that law places ın
the exclusıve Jurisdiction of bıshops, for example by wıthdrawing the
icense to preach and ear confessions from priests who WeTe consıdered
1{8 be iınsufficiently oya. the 18(%  S regime®?. In hıs etters to the SOVETIN-
ment(, TrTellana had to wriıte about “the Just of OUT 1berty” and use

65 OYANO, Origen COronacClon (see ote 63), 5 /4f.
JONDA, El ObLspo Orellana Ia Revolucion (see oftfe
I Australis Americae Provincias Unitas Moderatores ob MN ServVi-

[ule vel tyrannide liberare, CASGUE In christiana libertate Civile el politica protegere
digneris, Te FOSAMUS udı NOS.” [Ibıd., IFE 114 and 158

68 [bıd., 193
AYROLO, Funcionarios de Dios (see OoOfe 63; ONDA, E1 Obispo Orellana la

Revoluciön (see note
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the Janguage of what ıts advocates styled the ‘A merıcan system ” althoug
hıs mental reservatıon WAas evıdent. When in ebruary 1814 Francısco
Anton1o de Ocampo Was sent to Coördoba the 181  S of the
DProVvince, wıth greater polıtical ambiıtions and LLIOTC revolutionary zeal
than h1ıs predecessors, the confrontatıion between the secular and the
eccles1astical authorities intensıftied. The doubted the bıshop’s
republıcan convıctions, suspected hım be ““antıpatrliotic””, and COIl-

rolled and persecuted hım in Nan y WAaYyS, everal times Dy infringing h1ıs
sole Jurısdiction in atters of ecclesjiastical appoıntments. reilana WAas

accused of favoring royalıst priests, of assoclatıng wıth enemiı1les of the
‘“Amer1ıican system”, and of nOoTt preachiıng in favor of the revolutıon. The
State curtaıjled his income bıshop. Whereas reilana had SEL COIM-

plied, al least for SOINC tiıme, wıth the central government’s request that
he suspend divinis several priests including h1s [WO confreres Jimenez
and Centeno, for the sımple 1C4adSON of lackıng ““patriotic sentiments’”, he
resisted the forced removal and of the of the Bethlehemute
friıars (Orden de I0S Hermanos de uestra Senora de Bethlehem) Thıs
order maıntaiıned ospıta. for the DOOI iın Cördoba/®. The bıshop also
efused comply wıth request by the Junta to appoint ASs recfor ad
Interım of hIs cathedral OIIC of [WO avored ““patriotic” candıdates and
insısted nominatıng deserving priest the officı1als suspected of royal-
ist sympathies’*. He eiende: the rg faır Judıcıa. procedures of cler-
ICS regulars accused of SOIMNMNC malfeasance but who WEeIC iın fact known
to OPPOSC the regime. When Orellana prıvate secretary and confrere
Centeno Was lose hıs posıtıon for ack of cıtızenshıp PapCIS, and the
government efused 1ssue such PapcISs because of the applıcant's
alleged pro-Spanısh sympathıes, the bıshop Sa  < ıt clear breach of hıs
OW. abılıty function effectively but had tOo seek redress.
VCAar later the Augustinian communıty of San Juan in Cuyo Jected Cen-
teno ASs theır super10r, 1C conflıcted wıth canonıcal prohıbıtion for

member of 0)41% order become prelate of another, eXceptions eing
reserved the PODPDC reilana COu ave sed h1s extraordiınary POWCIS

decıde the CasSC, but he COoOu not be forced elegate them in order
for patrıio0t1ic” priest dec1ıde iın the interest of government *. During
the YCar 1814, Trellana to ave decided longer to comply wıth

ONDA, Obispo Orellana la Revoluciöoön (see note
71 Ibıd.,

Ibıid.,
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the demands of the but, he had promi1sed his ock uUuDON h1s
return In 1812, to be OUN!| only Dy h1s consclence. He devoted much of
hıs last yYCal iın effectiıve offıce solving the problems of rural parısh
priests, who WeTiTC facıng innumerable hardshıps and WOIC ackıng in
number and quality. He showed greai pastoral sensitıvıty, for example in

Casec where 10 accused the curate and Vicar of Anguılnäan of hav-
ing carrıed sacrıleg10us relatıonshıp wıth hıs wıfe. Sınce truth of
the allegatıon COUu be estabi1i1she: in formal eccles1astıcal trıal, rel-
lana sentenced the 10 to formal apology but let the matter rest”®. In
reports the central government, Ucampo denounced the ‘“public and
prıvate conduct of the Ilustrious Bıshop" A °“harmful and destructive
erjJudicia FuLNOSO| for OUT polıtical ex1istence”. By spreadıng “1ncen-
1ary doctrines |doctrinas seductoras|” and eing ““ODSEqUI1OUS to the
COUNIrLY he favors’”, hıs subtle but persistent opposıtıon in words and
ee‘ ‘C  truly enlıghtened princıples” and fo “the of OUT 1ıb-
CHty Was pernN1IC10Us influence the ..  three of the popula-
tıon  27 that the deemed be P10US and SevVcn superstit10us O-
lics’*. I hıs “ep1iscopal cancer” had 1{8} be extirpated, maınly for h1s
‘“antıpatriotic conduct” that defijied authority not derived Irom the Spanısh
crown’”>. Eventually the complaints about the bıshop, 1C also
Cal from SOMNC ““patriotic” Clergy, ore fruıt In January 1815, the newly
appolınted Supreme Diırector of the United Provınces had TrTellana
arrested but, the bıshop's requestl, desisted from the plan of renewed
incarceration alL and opte instead for confınement the Francıs-
Can mMONaSterYy of San Carlos ın San Lorenzo (Santa Fe), 1e Was

M1SS1ONary order under the Jurisdiction of the Congregatıon of TOpa-
ganda Fıde The Carmelıte NUNS, who shared the bıshop's rel12z10us and
polıtical convıctlions and supported hım before and duriıng hıs ex1ıle, PIO-
V1 hım personal servant’®©. Fathers Centeno and Jımenez ACCOMPA-
1ed hım TOM dıstance, rellana continued the extent possible 118
influence the rel1z10us 1ıfe of hıs diocese. number of promiınent clerics
and members of the soclety of Cördoba kept close cContact wıth the ex1iled

73 Nelson DELLAFERRERA, “ Bibhlioteca Nacional de Argentina’”, Anales de la Aca-
dem1a Nacıonal de Derecho Cilenc1as Socıl1ales de Coördoba (2001), 194f.

JTONDA, Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucıion (see note 229f.
75 Ibıd., 324; mer1Co ONDA, Obispo Orellana el Alcalde de Rosartio,

OSAaTIO: Facultad de Humanıiıdades, 1972, 10f.
Orellano referred thıs 0oSse (Pepe), who Was black mulatto, ıth respect

and tenderness. See his etters the Carmelıtes of Aprıl anı November, 1816,
and He taught Pepe read and wriıte.
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bıshop, and he corresponded wıth SUCCESSIVE SOVETINOIS and wıth hIıs dı-
OCECSaMN vicar’  E  A reilana Was incliıned refurn Cordoba, intention
that Gregor10 Funes, ST1 ean of the cathedral, ın letter hıs brother
AmbrosıI1io, who had een appolinted INOL, pledged fo res1ist7 S
reilana excommuntiticated another newly appoıminted because he
had are: interfere wıth personnel decısıon exclusıvely wıthın the
bıshop's jurisdiction”” “trench warfare” wıth the of Cördoba
ensued, partıcularly after he had eclare wıth authorıty in law,
that the ex1ıled bıshop Wäas epr1ıve of an Yy Jurisdiction in hI1s diocese®.
reilana steadfastly efused 118 accept appoıntments Dy the government

Dy the cathedral chapter cabıildo eclestiastico) posıtions in the curl1a
of hıs SCC, asserting hıs sole ng wıth canonıcal arguments. Ihus he
eclare‘ null and vVo1d the election of Lascano prov1sor and ep1scopal
vicar®}. Hıs priıvate secretary Centeno partıcıpated wıth other clerics in
riot agaınst the ın Cordoba, WAas confined, and upOoN release
decıded not 18 immediately reJo1ın the bıshop in hıs exıle. letter the
Carmelıte Sisters Shows that reilana Was OTTIeNde: by what he Sa  S A

poss1ible defection Dy h1s confrere, G [ @ then turned out not to be such®?.
Jımenez, the other hand, wanted to Jom hım but had een arrested iın
November 1816 under the aCccusatlion of “escape ” Rıo de Janeıro,
from where he COu ave contacted Ferdinand VIL He Was kept ın
prison ın the vicınıty of Buenos Aiıres, where Centeno unsuccessfully
attempted obtaın hı1ıs release®. But Treilana hımself Jonger enjoyed
safety at the Francıscan frlars, hıs attracted pro-revolutionary
vig1lantes. In December 1816, the bıshop relocated Coronda, and later
to Santa Fe: where he celebrated Many confirmations and several ordına-
tions. The al! of Santa Fe had nOot SCCI1 bıshop Since 1803, and the
provincılal supported relillana despite hıs conflıcts wıth the CCIMN-

tral government. In the Samlllc month, the bıshop to the Carmelites

ONDA, “Itinerar1ıo0 de Orellana” (see notfe I1 7Ofrt.
78 Ibıd.,

Ibıd.,
Rodr1go Anton10 RELLA: Justa defensa del Obispo de Cördova, Dr.

Rodrigo Antonıi1o de Orellana, Conlira las violenc1ias de aquel Gobierno, Buenos Ailres:
mprenta M.J. de Gandarıllas SOC10S, 1816, ın [WO parts, — Part IL,
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Cördoba (see note ÖD

83 Letter of December 1816, In Ibıd.,



Rodr1i20 Antonio de Orellana ().Praem (1755-1822) 129

that he had een nominated for the SCC of Avila, 16 put hım into

‘“maJor conflıct” between Sserv1ing the great Saln St Theresa of Jesus
in her natıve cıty and hıs commıtment the fate of Catholıics in the
diocese of Cördoba®*. In pr1 1817, representatıve of the government
iın Buenos Alıres offered hım and h1s Compan1ons pasSsports for returnıng

paın the condıtion that rellana COMLC Buenos Alıres for the

PapcCIS and for embarkatıon. But in the meantıme, Jımenez had een
sentenced fo S1X months in pr1ıson, and the bıshop dıd NOoL the jJunta’s
promi1se of safe conduct®. Already January 1816, the of
Coördoba had eprıve reilana of hıs citizenshı1p status, confiscated hıs
remalnıng operty, and stopped h1s income from tiıthes. Realızıng that
hıs royalıst convıctlons WOU be acceptable COUNLIY that had
embarked republıcan path, he decided reftfurn 18 Spain®®

At the beginnıng of 1816, rellana wrolte defense of hIs conduct
bıshop that appeared in print later in the SAaTıc year®' The Justa Defensa
Was composed before the Congress of Tucumäan convened, also in 1816,
al 16 the irregular sıtuatiıon of the diocese of Cördoba recel1ved ample
discussı1on. par from the general question of ordınary forced into
exıle, [WO 1SsSuUEeSs of iımportance WEIC the leg1ıtimacy of Lascano’s election

prov1Sor of the dıocese, and Orellana involvement in Jıiımenez’s travel
18 Brazıl Ihe bıshop presented defense agaınst these charges and
vindicatiıon of his polıcıes SsSince takıng possession of h1s SC  ® Hıs enemles
sought ave the SCC declared vacant but NEW that thıs WOU turn

actual irregularıty into canonıcal schısm. reilana decıded declare
Lascano’s Status vall! but in h1s printed defense rejected anYy misconduct
OT breach of law. He accepted the de facto authorıty of the Congress of
TIucuman but efused to recogn1ze the Declaratıon of Independence it
issued and to allegı1ance the 1809  S and sovere1gn republic®®. He
NEW that thıs act of defiance WOU INCAanNn renewed imprisonment unless
he eft the COUNITY. An attempt fo OVCI into araguay faıled By WaYy
of Corrilentes he then eached the Brazılıan border, argely foot, in

disgulse, and accompanıed only by hıs ervant Pepe. In Portuguese Brazıl,

Ibıd.,
Letters of pr1 an May, 1817, in Ibıd., 81 and 85 Orellana cıted the

sentfence S1X months, but it appeared have been for S1X in pr1son; SCC JONDA,
“Itinerar1o de Orellana” (see note 51),

Letter of May, 1817, in Obispo Orellana. SUS Cartas Las Carmelitas de COr
doba (see note 51), 897f.

RELLANA, Justa defensa (see ofe 80).
88 ONDA, Obispo Orellana la Revolucıon (see ofe 494
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6164 Was in intermuiıttent stTate of WAarT wıth the revolutionary regıme
of the Uniıted Provınces, reilana Was recel1ved ell both Dy the authorI1-
t1es and Dy the NUuncCI1O, and in letter Pope 1US VII he reported the
State of ffaırs At the end of May 1818, the bıshop embarke: for Lisbon,
firom where he made his WaYy to adrıd The 1CaA4SonNn for Orellana CSCaADC
Wds not much hıs fear of ıimpendıing 1819  S persecution but sımply the
fact that because of the mounting he had longer een able
function 4S bıshop. Deprived of fınancıal he had also become
dependent the mendicant monks of San Carlos The diocese of OT-
doba, however, remaıned wıthout resident ordınary untıl 1831 OL, 1f OIlC

15 only actual exerc1ıse of POWCLIS, untıl 1857
In adrıd, reilana Was received Dy Ferdinand VIL, who warded hım

the TUZ Amerıcana de Isabe]l la Catolıca. The bıshop WTOfLe extensive
document in Latın about the eccles1astıc an polıtical condıtions in
Argentina and in January 1819 sent ıt Pope 1US VIL It Was the first
report the PaDaC y recel1ved the independence of Argentina. The offi-
clal appointment IO the SCC of Avila dates of 21 December, 1818, and
Treilana served 4S bıshop of thıs diocese untiıl h1s eal iın 1822 He Was

convınced that the lost terriıtorles in Amerıca should be recovered for the
Spanısh monarchy. Durıng thıs tiıme, he supported the preparatiıons for
Spanısh expeditionary force stagıng 1Invasıon in the Rio de la ata,
6{6} WEIC only borted Dy the 1beral revolution of January 1820 er

long illness, Bıshop relilana diıed iın Bonıilla de la Sıerra (Avila)
June, 18522

Orellana’s J hought

In hıs intellectual orlentatıon, rellana WAas tradıtionalıst. He showed
few influences of the Enlıghtenment. As Was typıcal for paıln, thıs

precıpıtated rather ın drıve towards reform of instıtutions
that they WOU better Support the a1ms of the monarchy. Like hIs

earlıer confrere ın the SCC of JTucuman, anuel bad Illana, relillana
Was conservatıve and dedicated the oya. Patronage. T hıs 1s whYy he
Was not wiıllıng LO aCcept that roya. authorıity SCCI) be derived from
God Wäas transferred INnNeTIe populace OI, SCVCN to self-appointe:
Junta 4S ıts However, SsSince hıs unıversıity CaIrcer he also Sa  S the
lımıts of royalısm and Was not willıng fto condone inirıngement the
rıghts of the PAapaCyY. In partıcular, the oya. Patronage freely granted LO
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the Spanısh WOU not automatıcally devolve uUuDON revolutionary
FCSUNC that defied the authorıty of the PapaCYy reilana EIMETSCHCEC ASs

A counter-revolutionary Wa ogical CONSCQUCHNCEC of hıs con

Already SOON after takıng POSSCSSION of hıs SCC reilana released letter
16 he condemned the pestiferous 1016) |pestilenciales 1bros| of

SOINC 1IMP10US and hlıbertine phılosophers partiıcularly those of Voltaire
that he NECEW cırculate hıs diocese He Sa  < himself compelled fo
take decısıve actıon order protect hıs ‘“beloved flock” from the

TaVagCS that the delusıions and paradoxes of the alse phılosophy ave
caused Europe  2989 He Was horrified when January, 1812 he
ear Bernardo de Monteagudo polıtıcıan of the adıcal and acobın
W1N£ of the nationalıst mMoOoveme ecture Buenos Alres about the bbe
Raynal and bbe de a  Y, {[WO priests and Enlıghtenmen thınkers
whose antı-royalıst and antı colonıalıst attıtudes influenced the later
French revolutionaries?® reilana eferred apoleon 4S the tyrant of
the Church and of Europe  »91 Antı-revolutionary intransıgence derıved
from theq} of polıtical legıtımacy the sıngle most characterıstic
allmar:' of hıs thought
oug there ATIC Man Yy references hıs lectures al Valladolid the

professor eft wrıtten works from thıs per10d Hıs thought known
from hıs published defense of hıs conduct AS bıshop, from etters ‚Om1-
hes reports by contemporarıes and from h1s OW act1ons In partiıcular
VeTrT several he WTofte twenty-nıne etters the Discalced Carmel-
ite SIisters at Coördoba from hıs travels hıs confinement and ONMNC letter
later from Spain”“ rellana Was polıtical hınker only Dy the NEeCESSILY
of hı1s episcopal office revolutionary envıronment H1s OW inclına-
t10N Was clearly pastoral Yet all extfant OUTCES suggest fıve particular
characterıistics of reilana thought rejectıon of the Jesut cConcepti0ns
of SOCIeLY and the particularly of Suarez theory of law and DOV-
ernment absolute priorı the legıtımacy and legalıty of cıvıl
and ecces]astıical rule embrace of polıtical Augustini1anısm Support for
federalısm OVer centralısm; and deeply felt and dedicatıon
tradıitional Catholicısm

Dard nNuesitira amada STEY de I0S estragos qUe han Causado
Europa l0s delirıo0s paradojJas de Ia falsa filosofia. Quoted from VERA, “ R1 Colegio
de Nuestra Senora del Monserrat” (see ofe 34), 143

See TONDA, Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucion (see note 4’ 131
[bıd., 158 421
See E1 Obispo Orellana SuUs Carltas las Carmelitas de Cördoba (see note 51)
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n theır expulsıon from paın and her terrıtories in 17067, the Jesults
had actıvely promoted theır phılosophıcal and theologıca tradıtiıon, and
it had nearly COTMNC monopolıze unıversitlies in paın and her empire.

the Universıity of Valladolıd, * Suäarez classes’” had become mandatory
in 1720 but WeIiIC agaın abolished ın 1768 under Carlos 188 by roya
decree. reilana 11l certaınly ave tudıed the works of the Jesunt and
of the School of Salamanca but 1s INOTEC lıkely to ave een inftluenced
by the reaction Suarez1anısm comıng nOoTt least from Premonstratens1-
ans In the eighteenth CEeNLUTrY, all professors of eology belongıng the
Spanısh Congregatıion, and INany confreres In other Circarles, opposed
the Jesuıt version of scholastıcısm, whether in the form of the Molıinıst
compatıbıilıty of dıvıne providence wıth human reedom of moral
probabılısm. One of Orellana predecessors As bıshop (before the 1VI-
S10N of the SO of JTucuman), anuel bad Illana, Was known
of Jesuılt hought and polıcıies, and bıshop wiıllıngly executed the roya.
decree of expulsion””. ere 1s evidence of an y antıpathy for the Jesu-
Its in Orellana lıfe, though he Was certainly influenced Dy hIs Order’s
disavowal of theır eology and Was undoubtedly inftluenced Dy Jansen-
1SmM The time of partısan fıghts in Ameriıca OVCTI the work of the Society
had long passed, and IMNany of the bıshop’s closest aSsOcC1lates WEIC benefi-
clarıles of Jesunt educatıon. Though Orellana 1brary Was replete wıth
Jansenist lıterature, it seemed priımarıly Support hI1s penchant for
asceticısm and moral rigorism?“. Ihe diısdaıin for popular devotion char-
acterIıst1ic of Jansen1ı1sm (010087 acceplance in the first place. As for
other Premonstratenslans influenced by thıs neo-Augustinianısm, rel-
lana’’s devotion 1{8 the Blessed Vırgın and the saınts WAas noTt iın the least
louded by Jansenist purısm, NOT Was hıs Support for p10ous rel1g10us PTraCc-
t1ces. In then, reillana m1g be understood 4S havıng elonge

tiers partı catholique of those prelates who OUnN! Janseniıst
approac eology desirable but who WEeIC nOotLt wiıllıng follow ıts
purıtanıical ead in atters of worshıp and cult?>. Thıs “thırd party  27 fol-
OWEe: Augustin1an eology wıthout commuıtting ıtself Jansen1sm

ecclesiological OT polıtical ProOgTram., I hıs positioning did not detract

See GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order (see note 41), a
See Juan TO GRENÖN “Dos hıbliotecas episcopales de Ia epoca de la

Revolucion’”, Archivum (1961) 263-274.
95 On the “thırd Catholic party  97 1C| eached its aAapPOSCC in France between 1/40

and 1/58 but later elsewhere, SCn Emile APPOLIS, Entre Jansenistes el Zelanttı: le «Tiers
Partı» catholique XVIIIe siecle, Parıs: eit Picard, 1960
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from Orellana closeness Jansenıst hought, it Was indeed wıde-
spread wıthın the Premonstratensian er al arge. In fact: reilana
subscr1bed all elements constıtutive of Spanısh Jansen1iısm: antı-Molıin-
1SmM, moral rM120r1sm, enlıghtened Catholıcısm, hostilıty (at least some)
Jesuit ideas, and royalısm.

Treilana tended reject SOTIIC soc1al and polıtıcal teachıngs of the
School of Salamanca, especılally the contractual nature of soclety. He
repudıiated the polıtical theory propose by Suärez, in De eg1ibus (1612)
and Defensioel catholicae 1613), that the authorıty of the W as

only indırectly of dıvıne but ırectly of human or1g1n, ıts nature therefore
eing chosen by the people involved. In order vindıcate hıs efusal
accept the authorıty of the revolutionary government, the bıshop dıd refer

the c  eople establıshıng Dy WaYy of soc1ı1al Contracts theır recıprocal
rıghts”, an temporal W der1ıving from “the 111 of INCN, of
peoples’”’?®. However, the genulneness of thıs must be doubted
SInce it remaıned rather sıngular OCCUrTrenCcCce and it Was used in defense
of hıs personal 1berty and rıghts the Nl of Coördoba reilana
ocated sovere1gnty term that Was nNnoTt part of the scholastıc vocabu-
lary, 1C instead sed princıpatum in the people but exclusıvely in
God f government indeed rece1ved ıts W from the sovere1i1gnty of
the people, they WOU ave the ng reclaım ıt, and Justiıfication
WOUuU be provıde for 0Ca elıtes constituting themselves aAs ad hoc SOV-
ernmental Juntas in times of CTIsIsS. Orellana “socı1al contracts’” eed
also 18(0)1 be understood in the of Rousseau but rather in that of the
Spanısh tradıtıon of pactısmo that went back Francısco Duarez, Juan
de Marıana, and Francısco de Vitoria?”. But noLt CVCMN from thıs tradıtiıon,
I© Was iın SSS atholıc, dıd reilana SCCIN borrow. As alter-
natıve, he clinged to the patrıarchal theory of government, and he Sa  S

the monarchy paternalıstic rule, LNOTC ın the of the Bourbon
dynasty and ıts Jansenıist-ınfluenced apologısts. He hought that CVCMN

after the abdıcatıon of Ferdinand VIIL, the voluntary nature of 17 Was

iın ou alleg1ance WOU automatıcally devolve the Regency Councıl
of paın and the Indies hold legıtımate authorıty durıng the VaACallCcYy

the throne ıts Occupatıon by ıllegıtimate ruler. IThıs transıtion of
authorıty {o instıtution wıth C the Amerıcan provinces had not
entered into or1ıgınal Contrac Was unacceptable the revolutionarıes

JTONDA, Obispo Orellana la Revoluciön (see note 4), 119.
See MOLINA MARTINEZ, “ Pactiısmo independencia” (see note 26), 63ff. /Off.
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whereas reilana understood the Suarez1an pactum translationis exactly
ımply thıs Sımilarly, reilana COu 18(0)1 aCcCcept the decısıon by the

First Junta in 1810 declare hıs SCC vacanıil; it WAas not his loss of offıce
such that mattered hım but the violatıon of law, accordıing

1C VaCaNCcY COu only by the eal renuncı1atıon of the
ordınary OT Dy actıon of the SUDTEME pontif£. ven in vindıcatıng hı1s
conduct durıng the May Revolution, relilana eclare ave een
placed into hıs SE “by the of God and anolıntment Dy the Holy
Spirıt”. It 15 the bıshop who blesses hıs ock rather than standıng in eed
of theır ess1ing, and he must “be in theır mı1dst 4S father, SOVCEIN them

teacher, and take Carece of them shepherd’”’?®. Paternalısm extended
both the secular and the eccles1al realm. In hıs Justa Defensa, reilana
dıd 18(0)1 claım rıg resist polıtical tyranny, A m1g ave een
argumen ase natural law, but the dıvine duty derıved from Revela-
tıon and the Just authorıty of the POPC to exerc1ise the teachıng authorıty
of the Church

T he idea that Was moOost central hıs polıtical thought Wäas legıtimacy
both iın the of SOUTCE of authorıty and in that of governmental
actıon under the rule of law. The legalıty of admınıistratıve aCcfts epende

the legitimacy of the W legıslate and execute Already iın hıs
defense of hıs attıtude towards the May Revolution, he argued that there
WAas ground 1C revolutionary arrogatıon ofWDy the First
Junta COUu be consiıdered legıtıimate. ven if sovere1gnty esided in the
people, these had not yeL had the opportunity gran' it the Junta,
1C had rather se1zed W The Junta’s directives COUuU therefore not
be considered Jaws, and because nullum crımen SIne lege, hıs OW COIMN-

uct COu not be considered culpable??. reilana explicıtly COIN-

ce that sovereignty m1g or1ginally naturally be vested iın the
people but in the Casc of VaCaNC y in the throne Sa  S it devolve the
Regency Councıl Contrary the ega. hought of the revolutionarıes,
CVOCI ıf the people held authorıty DFO lempore, it WOU not be free to uUsec

it in an Yy WaYy they chose, for example by abolishing the monarchy, but
only hrough constıtutional instıtutions such ASs the Regency Councıl,
1C WOU hold it in untıl legıtımate onarch WOU agaın
ascend the throne. reilana recognized the CTUX of all revolutionary
regımes theır ack of legıtimacy even though semblance of legalıty

98 TONDA, Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucion (see note 120
Ibıd., 118
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May be preserved*®”, And he NCW that ASs Junta OT assembly COu
replace kıng, prov1sor 0)8 cathedral chapter COUuU replace bıshop.
ere in subsequent he had Comprom1se preachıing h1is polıt-
ical hought, after 1814 he became increasıngly outspoken and Was

denounced for it In the conflıcts both wıth pro-republican
clerics and wıth the C1vıl authorities, 1C often concerned appoı1nt-
men! reilana tenacı10usly eiende: the respective rıghts of bıshops
and of the PODC In the Church, plenary W Wads>s vested only iın the
Roman Pontif{f, 1C Was declaratıon that moved reilana closer
the ultramontane Camp than Was typıcal of Jansenists!9. Treilana Was

wiıllıng to make accCommeodatıons in exerc1sing hI1s OW rıghts but not ın
efinıng what these rıghts comprised. In A letter the Dominican PTO-
vincıal Juhän erarıe. of June, 1815, the ex1led bıshop referred 118 the
instıtution of General Commıissı1on for egulars (Comisaria General
de Regulares) Dy the General Constituent ssembly A “schismatıic, antı-
canonıcal, anomalous and, to repeat ıt, absolutely and ırredeemabily null
and void?” 102 The Justa Defensa, wriıtten in Francıscan mONnasterYy wıth

much maller lıbrary than COu ave een accessed in Cordoba, made
ample use of arguments from law, wıth iıts author cıtıng Man Yy
arguments from IMNCMOT Y. Ihe OUTCCS of Orellana defense of the rıghts
of the Church WEIC the decretals, the decrees of the Councıl of Irent,
Jacques-Benigne Bossuet, Benedict AXIV, 1e20 de Covarrublas espite
hıs otherwiıise SCAaIcCce attention gıven fo the School of Salamanca,), and
Man y other theolog1ans and Jlawyers!®?, ese NCcIude Jurısts
wıth strong Jansenıst eanıng such A the lawyer of Louvaın,
eger Bernard Van spen (1646-1728), an despıte the fact that thıs
author’s works had in 1704 een placed the eX of Prohibited
00 Van spen Was>s convınced episcopalıst who eiende the pr1-
INAaCYy of bıshops OVCTI the POPDC but WOU StOp short of claımıng Jur1sdic-
tıon in cıvıl atters ere 1Ss reference iın Orellana wrıtings OT

homilıies to the encyclıcal Ets1 [OnNZLSSIMO, 1C made SOMC of the Sa1lllc

100 See AYROLO, Funcionarıio0s de Dios (see notfe 106
101 TONDA, Obispo Orellana la Revolucıon (see notfe 4), 471
102 Perdriel summarized the etter’s content ın these words. See Alfonso ESPONERA,

Br ula «Inter 2raviores>» I0s Dominicos de Ia mer1ıca Hispana (18505-1835)”
Jose BARRADO BARQUILLA ed.). Los Dominicos el Nuevo Mundo, siglos
Ccfias del Congreso, Santafe de Bogota, 6-10 septiembre 1993, Salamanca: Edıtorial
San Esteban, 1995, /79-104,

103 J1ONDA, El Obispo Orellana la Revolucion (see note 4), 478,
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claıms he Was makıng. oss1ıbly the bıshop in hıs isolatıon became
of it before hıs departure.

In then, Orellana hought Was that of polıtıcal Augustinlian-
15SmM He eferred the phrase attrıbuted Christ, °“ Render NIO (aesar
the thıngs 1C aATic Caesar’s, and unto God the thıngs that ATC God’s”
(  a  CWZ Mark 12:1% Luke But he sed ıt emphasıze
the illegıtimacy of the government me  ıng In ifaırs of the Church
Trellana certaınly Sa  < [WO dıfferent authorities, but he understood them

interlocked Dy COITININONMN dıivıne PUrpOSC. He Was commıtted the
ea of Chrıstendom wıth the Church ending legıtimacy and thus
authorıty 118 monarchy 1C ın turn had protect the Church and o1ve
her the PIODCI autonOmY. ere in the ı1ddle Ages the Holy Roman
Empıire Was SCCH 4S the polıtical and the Church A the spiırıtual MmManı-
festatıon of the COFrDUS Christt, Trellana SaW, ıIn the of translatio
ImperIl, the Spanısh monarchy imbued wıth siım1ılar legıtimacy long
A it remaıned ruly athol1ıc Dıfferently from ocke, he Sa  S polıtical
leg1ıtimacy derıve nNnoTt from human but from divine ConNnsent Authorıty
Jastly Irom God and Can be legıtimately exerc1ıised only in the
alllc of God accordıng LO the teachıng of the Church Establıshe. rel1-
g10N, absolute monarchy, and the dıvıne rıg of 1Ings WEOIC essent1al
elements of the Augustinıan fusıon of secular and eccles1astıical rule,
IC COu be separated only procedurally and institutionally but noTt Dy
theır COINMON SOUTCE IThıs Was al the COTITC of the oya. Patronage. The
re1gn Chriıst has COMNC to seit in thıs WOT.| Was totally dıvıne and
spiırıtual, and therefore accommodates al] governments, and CVON SUS-
talıns them ONCE they ave establıshed themselves’’19> Yet regalismo Wäas

for hım not unlımıted, but constraıned Dy the authorıty of the Church, to
IC 1S owed her rıghtfu autonOmMY. Lıiıke St Augustıine, the Premon-
stratens1an bıshop dıd not VIEW the Church and the ( ıvyıtas Dei sımply
identical 0)8 coterm1nous. The Cıity of God Was invısıble communıty
consısting of all those past, present, and future who OVE! (G0d rather
than self whereas the visıble, instıtutional Church Was earthly cıty that
COU be sınful, COTITUPpL, and character1ized Dy love of self the
of God Lıiıke St Augustine, Trellana cared lıttle about lberty ın the
modern of the term, althoug he cared VEILY much about SOVEIN-
mental respect for the PTrODCI sphere of the Church He certaınly Wäas not

104 Ibıd., Dl}
105 Letter the 1rs unta of 31 ctober 1811, in Ibıd., 1343
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proponent of popular rule. And 1ıke St Augustine, he propose: clear
and comprehensıve CONCEepL of the good soclety OT of the est SysStem of
government SCVCN though he aitlırme Varıous soclal and polıtical

One of the polıitical reilana eiende: Was federalısm 4S agaınst
the increasıng centralısm of the regıme in Buenos Alıres (unitarios)'°®.
Like elsewhere, centralısm (Or unıtarıanısm) in the Rio de la ata Was

allıed wıth polıtical lıberalısm whereas federalısm W dsSs conservatıve. The
bıshop's preference for regıonala derived certaınly from the
emphasıs subsidiarıty in atholıc soc1ıal thought. Since the late 1ddle
Ages, polıtical thınkers had regarde: the Holy Roman Empıre, and later
the Spanısh Empıire, as hallmarks of reedom and g00d government
because government WAas 0Ca and regional, and of multıform nature, and
the CINPCIOT merely prImus Inter rather than ruler VT 1Ings
and princes. In Spanısh constitutional hought, the emphasıs the fue
FOS, ancılent rıghts of constıtutive p of the realm, had tradıtionally
een Strong. Orellana nearly instinctive rejection of centralısm alıgned
ell wıth the interest of the elıtes of Coöordoba 1o keep the ederal gOVECIN-
ment Out of theır ffaırs Thıs Wäas nearly the only COMNCEIN 1C hıs
antagonist Gregor10 Funes agreed wıth the bıshop. The Samnec sentiment
made reilana Support the of rel1210uUs orders, agaınst Feılt-
geist that wanted place them under episcopal governmental control.
He IMNay certaınly ave drawn hıs OW experience regular
when he expressed h1s convıction that al least the masculıne orders must
be under the natural authorıty of 0CCa superiors‘®”/. W hen in 1815 the
central government appointed cler1ic from outsıde the diocese to the
office of VICcar of Coöordoba who intended subject the masculıne orders
under his authorıty, the regulars rebelled, the cıty efused {o cComply, and
the exıiled bıshop WI1! recognıtion for T1eC4aSONS of ultra ViIres arTO-

gatıon of hıs OW POWCIS. Yet rellana COU. in defense of hıs OW

dec1ıs10ns, also be pragmatıc. When in the last [WO of hıs epISCO-
PACY attacks agaınst hım Camlece from the of Cordoba, he appeale:

the central government, wıth the argumen! that an Yy obedience
regional authorıty WOUuU amount 1{8 recogn1zıng de facto independence
of the province, 1C Was not hıs intention  108_ In yel another decree
agaınst the ex1iled bıshop (3 January, in 1C he derıved rellana

106 See DI STEFANO, “De la eristiandad colonial Ia Iglesia nacional” (see note

107 See AYROLO, Funcionarıi0s de Dios (see note 105
108 See J1ONDA, Obispo Orellana el Alcalde de OSAFLO (see note 79); 114
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of hıs cıtızenshıp and ep1iscopal temporalıties, the not

only of hıs ““antıpatriotic crimes’”’ and ‘“obstinate audacıty” but also of
hıs unwiıllıngness accept that the independence and authorıty of the
government ultımately derıved from the peOp.107

Orellana Augustini1anısm manıfested itself also al deeper eve of
anthropology. He Sa  z society under ordo AMOTFLS and SOTNC human
aspırations properly ordered towards love 1l1e others WETIC nNOoL. Ihe
bıshop showed hıs Augustinian pedigree Dy derıving charıty (la charidad
christiana), the “highest and MOST ublime vırtue”, from the perfect
equalıty and love between the PCTISON}NS of the Trinity‘!®. 111e love Wäds

central, it had LO be guilded Dy prudence, and partiıcularly in the last
of h1ıs episcopal minıstry he DaVC ample proo of hıs abılıty INAaNASC thıs
eNUOUS relationshıp. OVe Wäas also not in opposıtıon Justice but rather
its motivatıon. In of exerc1sing episcopal Jurisdıction OVCTI

priests and parıshioners, reilana applıed the law and respected the CUS-

LOmMSsS of hıs diocese but also showed and compassion  111_ letter to
the hıghest COUTT in the and ea Audtencia de Buenos Aıres) DaVC proo
of the bishop’s deep humanısm in describing the EeNOTIMOUS hardshıps and
deprivations pastors in the rural had endure!l2. reilana Was not

efache: member of the hıerarchy but had understandıng of the
human soul, 1C served hım ell in hıs pastoral work. Hıs extended
travels helped to g1ve hım realıstic piıcture of human greainess and faıl-
ing. Ihus he eplore: the domestic chores iımposed Dy
the “reprehensible carelessness” (reprensible desculdez) of theır hus-
bands!» Only few months after takıng his ep1iscopal minıstry al OT-
doba, in March 1810, reilana sought OPCH primary school for pardos

the grounds of the unıversıity vVver 16 he presided. In the Spanısh
colon1al System of racıal castes, pardos WeTiIeC derıved from all three
ıte, acC and Amerındıian and often SuUuTTiere: CVCN INOTC exclusıon

than dıd mulatos, zambos, 0)8 meSstizos. Only implacable opposıtion by the
faculty prevented implementatıon of the plan!!*. reilana sought be
charıtable also to hıs enemil1es, by tryıng Judge theır motivations

109 See Ibıd., 15T7.
110 Letter of December, 1812, In Obispo Orellana. SUS Cartas las Carmelitas

de Cördoba (see notfe 51), A2f.
111 See AYROLO, FuncLionari0os de Dios (see note 4). 140T1.
112 J1ONDA, Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucion (see notfe 259
113 Ibıd., 265
114 Leslıe ROUT, The African Experience In Spanish mer1Cca. 1502 the Present

Day, Cambrıdge: Cambrıdge Universıty Press, 1976, 1451.
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Justly. Kven when he Was exasperated, for example al the ‘“cowardıce and
fear  27 of priests, who WeTiIC complacent 1ıke ‘dumb dog  27 (unOs DerTTOS
mudos) instead of “ralsıng theıir VOICES 1ıke awTiu trumpet’”, he triıed
be Just iın hıs prophetic judgment*.

Orellana eology made hım OpPOSC the revolution in the Rio de la
ata Despite hıs Occasıonal compliance wıth the Janguage of the ‘A merT-
ican system” that Was requıred for hım to exerc1ıse hıs episcopal functions,
there Can be Oou of hıs ‘“total rejection of the revolution” (SU total
rechazo Ia revoluciön)!®. He has een accused of nurturıng .. 1C|
sedıiment of anımosıty towards the Amerıcan Cause  ”117_ Hıs posiıtion
derived irom strong fOor legitimacy and the rule of law, 1C| the
viciıssıtudes of revolution COu change. reillana May indeed be

placed in tradıtiıon of Spanısh tradıtionalıst, leg1ıtimıst, and integralist
thought that in the peninsula WOUuU later be carrıed Dy the statesman
Juan Donoso Cortes, marques de Valdegamas (1809-1853), and in Latın
America much later by the Colombian wriıter Nıicoläs GOomez Davıla
(1913-1994) Neıther of them eferred o reilana May eVcn ave known
of hım, but theır arguments in favor of atholıc soclety WEIC argely
antıcıpated by the Premonstratensian bıshop. In Donoso’s Ensayo sobre el
catolicısmo, el liberaliısmo el socCialismo (1851) legıtiımacy Was dıs-
cussed A the COIC problem of polıtics, and ıts SOUTCEO Was SCCI1 18 he in
God rather than in an y Contrac humans. reilana WOU certainly
ave agreed ıth his compatrıot’s astonıshment, derıved from roudhon,
at °“how in all of OUT polıtical questions encounter eology

reilana Sa  S the fundament of legalıty in polıtical leg1ıt1imacy, but most
of hIiıs arguments defending episcopal and papa riıghts COoOu remaın al

the eve of formal legalıty. One of hıs maın Was> that the central
authorıties m1g force hım to cConsecrate bıshops of theır choice agaınst
the pProv1S10Ns of law!!? 1le law Was cod1ıllıe and had

115 ÖRELLANA, Uusia defensa (see note SU), doc.
116 Gustavo Ernesto DEMARCHI, “I810 Conspiraciones, delaciones, Intrıgas ralClO-

nes diocesanas’’, http://www.cayomecenas.com/mecena52896.htrn.
117 SE STUECSO sedimento de aniımosidad CoOonNnira la de merica.” JONDA,

“Itinerarıo de Orellana  77 (see note 51),
118 H- OSa qUE admıra el ver de que MANerdada todas nNuUEeESLIraSs Cuestiones politicas

LropeZamos sıempre CON Ia teologia.” Juan DOnOso CORTES, Ensayo sobre el catolicismo,
el liberalismo el socialismo, Madrıd: La Publicıdad, 1851, Lib. L, Cap.

119 See Alfonso ESPONERA, “IJn representativo aAso de Ia eleccion de Ia Jerarqula
episcopal hispano-americana el siglo Studium Revista cuatrimestral de
fılosofia teologia (1989), 299-32/7, 300,
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be SCCI1 A augmented by other authoriıtative Oocuments such A the
decrees of the Councıl of Jrent, Orellana dogged Insıstence the law

opposed 18 the 199028° polıtical 111 of the governments of the day MaYy
be understood derıving irom deeper insıght: Catholicısm 1S noft
unordered and ‘“ footloose’”’ set of behefs and practices but ONMNC that 1Ss cast
In partıcular instıtutional and ega form. The Gospels must nOoL, A

Lutheran eology WOUuU ave 1t, be pitched agalınst the LAaw. More than
maybe ANyYONC else, the polıtical theorıst and Jawyer Carl Schmutt has
pointed out that the repraesentatio Christi Dy the Church requıres CCI1I-

taın form. The Sen1us of Catholicısm les exactly In havıng mposed such
Lorm, hrough law and ıts structured levels of authorıty, but alsOo

through order of worshiıp and 1turgy, IC has melded complexio
oppositorum of beliefs and practices into theologıca. unity  12() reilana
TOLEe lıttle about eology but much about law. He ave intuıted
that wıthın the Church, ega. form takes substantıve meanıng and
theologıcal importance. And thıs makes the Jurıdıcal foundatıon of the
Church public matter.

Orellana' rejection of polıtical independence dıd noTt entirely determıne
hıs dec1ısions bıshop. Before the May Revolution, In 1810, he appomted
the promiınent priest and professor, TO Jgnac10 de Castro Barrosf

to the ıimportant parısh of La 10Ja despıite hIıs known sympathıes
for independence. relilana in 1813 conferred upON the doctor of eology
the tıtle of “Apostolıc Miss1onary” althoug he Was deputy the Assem-
biy of the Year 111 and WOU. later partıcıpate ın the Congress of Iucuman
and sıgn the Declaratıon of Independence. The Premonstratensian bıshop
Was also less than cConservatıve admınıstrative atters He erıtic1ı7zed the
inherıted sSystem of tıthes (diezmos), 1IC he Sa partıcularly neffec-
tive 1o sustalın the Church in rural and questioned the or1g1nal COMN-

stiıtution of the Church iın the Indıes When the ssembly of the Year 388|
debated 19(%  S dıstrıbution of Income from tıthes, reilana developed
innovative plan for reformıng eccles1iastıical9 sSsenNtT it 118 the Supreme
Director of the Unıted Provınces, but Sa  < it materılalıze. It Was ase

LIOTEC equıtable ımposıtıon of eccles1astical fees (aranceles eclesidsti-
COS) that WeTe charged for We  ings, burlals, process1ons, etc.121 In the

120 arl SCHMITT, Roman Catholicism an Political Form. Irans. men, West-
port Greenwood Press:; 1996 (orıg1nal: Römischer Katholizismus Un politische Form,
Hellerau: Hegner,

121 ONDA, E1 Obispo Orellana la Revolucion (see note SCC Iso
Valentina AYROLO, “IJIna Iglesia del Interior de [as Provincias Unidas” (SEE note 192
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spiırıt of the Spanısh Enlıghtenment, he wanted make the Church LLI1OTC

efficıent both in supporting theal and ın serving the Spanısh Empıre.
TIhus he embraced eccles1astical bıddıng PTOCCSSCS A HNowed Dy the
Councıl of Irent, and he halred such PTOCCSS for selecting parıs priest
in 814122 In fact, when protesting agaınst the iımposıtıon by the-
ment of VICar al hıs SCC, he argued that the rules of bıddıng for offices
had een louted Candıdates for Varıous benefices had sıt wrıtten
case-based examınatıon in moral eology and law held in Latın and
Castıhlan. relilana in fact ralsed the prev10usly expected eve and thus
SaVC 9)K070) of hıs apprecılatiıon of deep Knowledge and sound Judgment.
The former professor proved hIs interest ın and SUpport for educatıon Dy
strengthenıing the unıversıty and ralsıng standards of knowledge
the clergy. Already early in hI1s ep1ıscopal mIinıIıstry, he decıded to dedicate
1T of hıs income the creation of professor1al chaır123
nowledge for reilana Caimnec al the CÄPCNSC of al!l ere 15

ample evidence attesting Orellana deeply rel1210uUs and PI10OUS lıfe, A

ex hıbıted Dy hıs SUupport for practices of popular devotıion. He Irequently
offered indulgences, for example for the observance of the feast of San
TO Nolasco, for pılgrimages to the Capılla de Nuestra Senora del
Rosarıo ın San 1guel de ocho, for attendıng Mass OT VCSPCIS, OT for
pPraycIiI ql the ex hıbıtıon of the Blessed Sacrament!“*. He supported COMN-

fraternities, process10ns, and the veneratıon of tatues and images, al] of
1C WCIC wıdely dissemıinated ın h1s diocese. In hıs etters 18 the (Car-
melıtes, reilana SaVC Proo of hI1s rehance the intercession of the
Vırgın Mary and of St. Joseph. sentiment of mysticısm pervades these
and other wrıtings. He Was also strongly devoted Theresa The
revolutionary authorities in Buenos Alıres WeIC impressed by the bıshop's
“envıable conduct” and “edifyıng rel1g10s1ty” durıng hı1ıs captıvıty at

LuJjän, where he mıinıstered other prisoners**>, Hıs relıg10n Was not
ase: ratiıonalısm but showed penchant for f1de1sm; ıt Was LLILOTC

affective than speculatıve; and ıt Was character1ized Dy interlor1ty. Hıs
letters, reports, and homıilıes Aa bıshop Show grea| deal of pastora

122 Valentina AYROLO, “CONCUFSOS eclestiastiıcos OMO eSPACLOS de eJerC1iC10 de poder.
Estudio de aAso. [05 de Ia sede cordobesa entre en(—Irı 1799 IO Hıspanıa Sacra
(2008), 659-681

123 J1ONDA, Obispo Orellana la Revolucion (See note
124 Ana Maria ARTINEZ SAÄNCHEZ, “Fuentes de archivo Darad el estudio del

derecho CanÖNnLCO Indiano local”, Revısta de estudios h1ıstOr1c0-Jur1d1Ccos (2008)
485-503

125 JONDA, Obispo Orellana la Revolucıon (see ote 4), 1192{1.
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and practical COIICCIN but abstract theologıca. speculatıon OT polıtical
T  en! All these attıtudes evince elements of the Premonstratensjan
style of thought!“®. On the other hand, rellana nof UuLLYy to ave
o1l1l0We: the Premonstratensian Christology wıth ıts emphasıs the
humanıty of Christ!2/ Lıike the fırst generatıon of Premonstratensjan
wriıters, especlally Phılıp of Harvengt, he had tendency 1{8 emphasıze
the dıvıne nature of Christ OVCT Hıs humanıty. He dıd refer 1{8 Chriıst 4S

“ thıs God-Man (este Dios-Hombre), but in h1s etters fo the Uuns

addressed Hım appropriately ASs the Dıivıne Spouse and Sa  S Hım pr1mar-
LLy A Chriıst the King  128_ And despite mountıing polıtical hım,
he ceased consıder 1C COUTSE of actıon WOU be the est ° for
the spirıtual g00d of soul712?

It INaYy not ave een cColncıdence that ACTOSS5 the C1rcarles, everal of
Orellana confreres WEIC at the Samllec time also devoted the antı-rev-
olutionary (1f noft counter-revolutionary) Abbaots (nlbert rogner
of Tepl (Bohemuia), 1KOlaus Betscher of Rot der Rot wabıa),
ONUSLIaVvV Herwıg of Strahov (Bohemuia), and arkus Egle of ilten
(TIyrol), together wıth Jan Marıan Miıka of Strahov, in wrıtings and
CII ON\NS castıgated revolutionary ideology and practice. Jean-Baptiste
L’Ecuy, the last of Premontre and general, managed SÜUT-

1ve the terTror and the Napoleonic reg1ime hrough hesıtant conformıity,
but had SONC into intellectual ex1ıle. Ihe 1C45S0OM why the er COu not
accede to Enlıghtenmen! values Was that these WeIC fundamentally aft
odds wıth the Augustinıan basıs of Premonstratensian spirituality*”®.
Agaımnst thıs background, Orellana defilance Cal be understood. It Was

supported Dy the [WO Premonstratensian CanonNs of San Norberto in Val-
adolıd that had accompanıed theır confrere hıs episcopal MINIStrY.
Fathers Centeno and Jimenez chared hıis belıefs, spiırıtuality, and prob-
lems wıth revolutionary regımes. Both WEeIC involved in theıir OW aCcts of
insurrection agaınst what they consıdered ıllegıtimate exerc1ıse of
W er hI1s release from prıson and Orellana departure, Jimenez

126 GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order (see note 41),
127 See artın ITZTHUM, Die Christologie der Prämonstratenser ım Jahrhundert,

PI: Deutscher Heimatverlag, 1939.
128 dee., for example, ONDA, Obispo Orellana Ia Revolucion (see note H:

and the etters of October, 1812 and May, 1815, in El Obispo Orellana. SS Cartas
las Carmelitas de Coördoba (see nofe SU); 41 and

129 DAra el Jen espiritual de mML Ima  F JTONDA, Obispo Orellana el Alcalde
de OSAFrLO (see ofe 75).

130 See GRASSL, The Premonstratensian Order (see notfe 41),
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hımself first went into hıdıng the Indıios of the Mis1ones Provınce,
and then eft the COUNLFY for Brazıl, 16 Was al the time the seat of the
entire Portuguese Empıre. He served chaplaın the Spanısh ambas-
sador iın Rıo de Janeıro, where also the CO in exıle esided. In before
1822 he transferred Uruguay, 1C in 1825 WOU declare indepen-
dence from Brazıl but remaın territory contested Dy both Argentinian
and Brazılıan interests. Jımenez in 1828 returned Rıo and served ASs

confessor Princess Marıa da Gloöria (1819-1853), aughter of Kıng
TO of ortuga. (and Emperor TO of Brazıl) and hI1s wiıfe Marıa
Leopoldina of Habsburg-Lorraine. He accompanıed the Princess, who
had just abdicated A Queen of ortuga. (1826-1826) and WOU later
agaın ascend the throne (1834-1853) Maria I1 of ortugal, travels
{o Kurope, where they had extended SOJourns in Vienna and Rome. The
princıpal interest of the Premonstratensian priest Was al the time the
erection of bishopric in Montevıdeo Dy splitting it off the SCC of Buenos
Aires, in accordance wıth the wıshes of Uruguay and Brazil!!. He ope

be nomiınated the N  S SCH  ® In letter Leo A, he eferred the
“1Mp10US of the hlıbertines rulıng in Buenes Aıres” who has estab-
lıshed the reedom of religion**. TOmM 1828 Jimenez 1ve in Rome.,
obtaıned there doctorate iın eology, and Wäds appomlted Tıtular Bıshop
of Cinna in 1830 and Vıcar Apostolıc of Montevıdeo. He Was the fırst
fill thıs 18(%  S SCC, but because of the continumng Spanısh claım the IUS
Datronatus and the Uruguayan efusal aCcept known royalıst 1C5-

ident ordınary, he COu take hıs office!>. Durıng hıs SLay in
Rome, Jımenez served the Portuguese Church and ıts ospıital, and he
walked fıne lıne between defending Spanısh and Portuguese interests,
1C colincıded only in opposing the independence in Amer-
1ca. In 1832, Jımenez Wäas considered for the SCC of Osma astıle and
eOn), but the nom1ınatıon Was not successful, not least because it Wäas

unclear whether he Was S{u1 be consıdered Premonstratensian
er Marıa Cristina of paıln, who rule Queen Regent followıng the
(1 of Ferdinand VIÄIL, had in 1834 nominated hım for the SCC of Puerto
Rıco, appomıntment that faıled because of the urmo1l of the First (a
lıst War, Jımenez WAaSs, in 1835, iinally made Bıshop of Ciudad Rodrigo

131 ESPONERA, “Un representativo 'aso  da (see note 119), 30271.
132 Quoted TOm [bıd., 304
133 Ibıd., OZE WOUTERS, “ Pedro de Alcantara Jimenez: representative

aAdse of the election of bishops In Latın mer1ica during the century’”, AnPraem
(1990), 254 ID5F
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(Old astıle). In the Samne yCar he experienced NOL only the suppression
of the masculıne branch of the Premonstratensian er in paın by
polıtıcıans of sımılar persuasıon AsSs had led the revolution in the Rio de
la ata but also the interruption of relatıons between hıs COUNITIY and the
Holy See Sınce the cathedral chapter had only Jected hım “eccles1-
astıcal governor”, hıs sStatus remaıned in question, and hıs rule of S1X

IS consıdered to ave een awe:
1le Argentinıan pro-republıcan authors ave often SCCH rellana

sımply OC of theır enemil1es, 1stor10graphy has recently adopted LLLOTEC

nuanced posıtion. The bıshop 1s increasingly dmired for hıs principled
posıtıon in the struggle OVCT sovere1i1gnty and independence. Questions of
oyalty WEeTITC Dy clear in the decade after the May Revolution
of 1810, and of the Church continued resist the 181  S regıme eVecn
much later. ome scholars and oOommMentators ave volced respect for
Bıshop Orellana steadfastness, partıcularly for hıs “unshakable 1delıty
tOo healthy orthodoxy and spırıtual values  ”134.

TIhe attıtudes and actıons of the three mi1issionarıles who had eft Val-
adolıd for Spanısh Amerıca WETIC consıIistent. They Werec concerned about
legıtimacy in Church and and deeply commıtted tradıtional
Catholicıiısm In thıs Orellana rel1g10us mıindset INAaYy SOTINC

extfent claım LIOTC general valıdıty for the Spanısh Congregatıon al hıs
tiıme. But it surprıses that neıther in the wrıtings, documents, and SCI-

IHNONS eft Dy the three Premonstratensilans NOT iın the references Dy COMN-

temporarıes their hought and works WeTC they CVCT addressed d

egular CallONs. The Spanısh Congregatıon had by then already become
weak that these M1SsS1ONary priests and bıshops identified themselves

not SONS of St Norbert but of the Church Any feelıng for proprium
Praemonstratense AsSs ıt had ex1isted at least sınce the canon1zatıon of
St Norbert had vanıshed. All the easıler it WAas for 1beral government
In 1835 extinguısh the masculıne branch of the er in paın

Resumen

Rodr1g20 Anton1o de Orellana (1755-1822) fue CanOn1g20 posteriormente
abad del monaster10 premonstratense de San Norberto Valladolı1d, profesor

de teologia la Unıiıversidad de la m1ısma cıudad, despues de unNna larga CaIIicCcTIa
academıca 805 fue nombrado Ob1spo de Coöoördoba del uUucumaäan. ste articulo

134 CUENCA 1 ORIBIO, “"Tglesia estado” (see ote 11), 119,
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la prımera descr1pciıon ingles de la vıda de reilana de CNSa-
mıento el de la politica teologia de la epoca. La OopOos1c1oN marcada
del ob1spo, desde la Revolucıon de Mayo hasta el mMovımılento qUuU«C mas tarde
llevarıa la independencla de Argentina, muestra derıvar de una VIisS1öON fuer-
emente agustinıana de la socıedad de la politica YyuUuC CTa tipıca de orden.
La actıtud contrarevolucıonarıa de reilana desprend1ö de regalısmo COIMN-
servador una inclinacıön Jansenısta YUC .1all t1p1cOs de la iılustracıöon catölıca
espanola que le permitieron aceplar la legıtimıdad del gobierno opular.
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