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5 NCS s e g
by the nm Vatican Council of the Rumﬂn Catholic -Chure® in mm ma\,__;J 3

ABSTRACT..

The publiuauo\n-nf lhe Doctrine.of Papal InfglITB11

Blgnifinant implications for dem:ratically slecced xnvermnenr.s nf

pmx mtaaat 1y Roman Catholic nu(ions, 8 view Hield by che memben of

ﬁ‘ 1ng to u.e Preedom ot rugher Education", intruducgd
15m the Prennh Wtetature of - the 'nma RepublTic on anh 15, 1879.

Tne! 1ntraduction of the Article aml ‘the rum raised Ln th: oro: »

hcu.ses ur the" lg;uume and” 1n the- mtlb p‘(ovidea “ene bnck;mumx

Deputles durin& the legislative debate on Amcu 7, and ‘m theds - o)
lpeechan ma urzunga on matters relatlng m Article 7 they :ol].ecﬂvely

depicced I’.he epergence of 2 masslve coal{ition"of antt—xepubucm lor::




v E P
Aid-the natfon, Forces which were'in-evidence ‘fn éveryq level, of govera-

et 1 ‘and wire represented the Chz\mber by thie pnrtizu

Se the Right — the Lagnmsm-eghn Orleanists ‘and the Bondpartigts. - o

The 1eadeump and direction of the coalesumg fax;:es and the focal |

pam of. orginlzaclnn and. borid, of the am;mce. ran the Repuﬁlczl\ argon

“ment, was prnvladed by the fonsaytiorized teaching arders of f_heChurv:hJ

Thropgh ihe puimutinn of payal lnfalllbility

fesper.iplly the ‘{ewus.

they hn.d ac.;uupn-h‘ed their dim. at conkrol of "thes nniver al Cathu“.c -

A nccbrdnnce 4

'chuxax a.sfa Hrst’ s{ep xn the plan of wnxlu domlnauo

ui’m Lheir doctrine of mdmu povers As ngenr.s of thu doctrine;  the

Society was seeking to’ control ;he utinnll churches in “the various

Gatholte’ cuuntues :hfough nhmining a -vre—‘emlnent pla?ewaf authority

eir numheu of comnnltles, a d:velupment shiteh,

and 1m':rensing th

according o the Republic.'ms, was: a]ready T it why o ety

minpm:rm they vete plnngng the 'vast, -poy .

In “this prncus of
. and 1n§1ul-.nce of . the Chureh, ds pemelvad by :m Republicans,  1n the.
sérvice of the pa:tieﬁ eF(hlz ugh: both by naing the hiemrchy, Authoricy

Jand obedfence of the Church to attaln the ‘organization”and control of the

h:ﬁdommaze the’ yolith ‘6f France 1y the pouucn thinking of ‘the Right

t\},-emu’tz Eitro]

£ the fume eleuornu If the proceu were to

conl‘inua, the Republin vas -:eﬂ:aln tu I:e threac=n£d i not destroy&d.

by e creation of ‘a'sécond Franc, ithin its very. bosom a'Fran

E uhich wm-ld be, Ete!l\ally .t n;ﬂe to- the, Rep\bun_ and ‘wou L

in a state of war wm 1:.




: relu\'_‘lve to’.the ordets a pu!t[i

Jesuits’ from:

orders thruugh au:horiu:xon. Both could be. achidve

they felt,
the integi ty uf Chug/ch-S tabc relationg preserved‘ thirough the lmp’
‘ nentatlon £ Article 7w \iehs in thists dtnds, vas, simply the reappliy’
catlon o, the Gerns, of' thie_Concordac(of 1808 . The Concordat had pro

vided: lmltllﬂl prn(ec!iens and guarzntee! £6 Hoth Church and’ state

‘to cembnt their presence, and nuivity L& aced the Republt - govirmuant

in he oanion of ‘it spokesmien; m a Iegal and juauﬁ-h e pnumm

Wit 1n “their, further oplnion(cnuld

‘be. rea«my menrmed with the're 4 t1ons of all previous French govern-:

mente sueech»(ng back' to”the mnarchien of pu-Revalutlcnary days. Alsu,

tation, of ‘the

Cneant that the g ent; in 1

poMedeal quarkel vith the Jésuits, was not Emburklng,lin 1ts o

.on"any I\:u, d!uscic pﬂ!lg* wovarih the Churel guch

E cxzion, Hend

om, but vas

gaad fam. in v

Tevérting to-a pnucy of' mapxomm and node atier

pelicy vhich had:

Been, in: Morce: since :l\e Revolutton ahd had cnly heen permitte

d to lapn

av:! thu previe\ll three deaﬂde!‘. Thus; cnnclnded the. Republi:lnl.

Anlcla 7 Hns 1ntended “to combat ‘a ponuul threat smm pall:lcnl

...forces whe-e lcndershlp was DPerut!ng nder: thé guise of sggn: of ‘edu- .

g
the Pr!aence of pnuucal jecmes L\Lguutlnml 1Egis—

latfo.” Bat ey o




‘This explains the working of thd title of the thesis -

. and ‘describes’, incapsule form, the thesis itself which the -author

proposss:. Tt does mot attempt to_objectivelf®judge the relative

. nmng:hhr wesktessed'of ' the goTicy, nor’whether m policy was'a
success or a fatlure fn nn.h vifp its mu\ls.t:al objective. It s
<

merely an #:empt to portray the [hinking of guvenmenl: Emd., as 1t

heu_eved, ulth the threat of pulitil:al extimction in the detibitive

sense, and.its dttempt mnugh ‘legtslation o -temove that threat with-

- oit prejndicing the \very ideals and Erecdoms. they believed ‘they. repre-

Article ] 1s he portrnit o4 gove:mnn ina
; B d{lemms, “n the sane .legislntive b\'enEh m‘_

~threat: ummuz mterfuring wm, thie .Chnr:h as néu?]aning ins 1 tution.:

sented . The

emw,zhz Chur'ch ‘as a

m1c1e 7-yas the gov:rmnt s solution | Ehat dilems and, given the o

Te mninn, nnd chs

: circumsl:nnces 8f-the: guvarmnent which 1n1:2
=

»
alternative polici hdeh “thej perccived e availlble, can+'bd

+ of the’ mrd 'Repnhlic in 1879 and; /,14;1ve1y ipesklng, an Eccleslutical

policyof the| first ofdet

regarded as. a gen\llne ‘attompt to o resolugfihe, complex churuh—suce dssue ¢
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’”' )\ 5 Relations between the- ﬂim iepubuc of France and the . ¥

bt d,

ast quarter of the nxnenen:h

Roman c.mmc cmm&ug«he o o
:gnty vas lplculil!ly nch :rprqlklnn of. the gznnul state nE b .

celations uhich en- ted 4h other ‘zumpun /mations which-also nonhin!d

large or’ ujouty per centage bf c.:mhc- vithin their bn
‘of"the navly'“l ﬁed Ttald, ﬂ atites had :e-m-d u\.

The govun-en

Churcll a8'a umwru pover zhzangh

‘ments wére not resolved ety Jthe. L-mnn 'nuq b-umn uunoyﬁﬂ nd

Pope Pius XI 1n 1920, it me'm-e,
~ 'von Bissarck vas engaged in m offtctal persecutfon of the cm-un

e
as the uw-h-p!‘, which Listed fron nn £01883. In varylng delrul.

* Amuz of y Catholte”

jtved 40 Church-State contlict.]

nnum were upechl.ly aml.udt.vhu mg governments

of th nations, in the two derade: followtng 1870; began the “oEpentiss

tion of public. -dnumu -y-u— funded " and u-xni.m-nd by the state,

ot state’

this era, .the

nﬂully ‘meant. the :uxuﬂ-nl oE the -conllul of the C‘hurch ov«

Tetween mn and mo m cm\tluenul uum 'wen tissad
st and.\

edmcun.
bave; zugazhmuu_h other lujo( zuwpnn pnwlrl luuh

h.:ﬁ,un .omz undér Otto 'RE B

.




‘. isser povers Such as Belgium dnd Holland, devised mational” muc

" elucarion 5 ystems, -ndv-munuauy udmed).-s even resoved. the

§
3 . authority and infloence of the Church from education.

) iy~ itstransicion of control k'rove Chureh' to Sufew
- 3 . ...m,'rmu in r'mnu; aid tnereised ortrol by State axchorittes,

‘vas done e vithin s em\un antimated by sueptedn and dlumt.

!’"_.‘ ef, the

= “:+"become polarized in & cnl\ﬂicz lPa_H’

hiléh vas cat 4 upon the

repoval of most u notall, of the church s nu:lmr!.ty ovet: ch= mdtvtdun .

Chirchien, vho ieved -the p!r-nltlon of socte £y by secularist and pnrl-

%, e »'-1 tic mmxuuu s critical for the'éxistence of. Chrhuunlty. held '

‘wa diz.cr_ly owo,u.. als for edmtlun = o dmbue the chtld'vich

pdmiplel wder ;Amuun of the Church 1n nan to w-hu the

and materialiat i which they believed the.State™

espoused.? . - . T = 2 ot

SLtvas st thin,'r.h-l: the " a of the,

o i s zx.auu. Méjan says. thlzz‘ ‘netther the Ghuuh un:ler food
- -the State nor, thc State- understood the Church.' .la S
LR gusese: 1'!:.: (l‘arl Freases. nnxvu-tmu.‘ de Prlml. 1905). . vidl,




‘mintster. For his biography, see Jean Rohr, Victor Dnl'u[ (Paris:
- Librairie Gingral.de Droit et .Yurilprud:n: 19 TR

School Systes” of education which defived from the.Concordat of 1808

and the presedce of poweérful :em/mu';'m on the "Conbeil Superieut”, the

highest educational policy-azking body/ln the. nation.. The education
refors programme mmugm Iqtllanm ‘ctrtied -throigh by the. early ‘stnt-
stries of the Third Republic. was -within the tradition of éducational
reform which begdn with the Rewlld.nn, vas’ continsed through the -~

Restoration perdod to u\. o 5f dle Secofid z.,pm. -nd vas pemmuud

by suchd noted, educators’ as. Vigtor B\lruy‘ Howeveg, though md(ﬂu 1a

“comarison ;o the pethods to ensure: ccntrnl used in c-m.m and Tealy,

* " 3yico, vl nted H.tnilur "of iy by ;
Enperor Ihpnleqn-lll :o promote the.'secular or state education system,
which he did effectively, thoughwith éaition, during his years as
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< . el CHRPTER T . . - o. :

N ) % psse i ‘IMROD!X)TION 3 :

ise ‘_ tm yum:h of natfond in%

or aizedble segment oE

Jetall mgaf the “mitrd Repiblictof

Fr-nca: ~oh Ev?e

£ eduunnpn ng;st.mm hy Jules Pen-y L',n H.lni.stcr nz nduutan in

= "o the dabiet of wuum Wkddil\gtnn.z The First lav, denltng with'the

ek remynlza(i.un & the Iﬂghe( Gounedr of _Education, or L‘amenl Supsmsu.r, .

¥ presénce 15 r.h l-'relmh wuuuon-x Byvtnm, sirice Tt fenoved :hu Chuteh's

truly’ serious bla\l to the c.mnuc

o t body," tneru:by :rndluting Chutch gt

_—
siecu (Paris
Ghare 49, Feking? Seill: bs ined in Whe super b fanots. the Roun

£ Camhotic Chmeeh in France.  Church thinking or pronouncements \dl] be
mom from piblished statements of the French epiacopacy..

et ador nnaux,ﬂ.nue Seola: ;re,' en France ad Xix®
Aiun, 1912), p. ;

P The word "Church' or =xpresnian

; i mindstry of Willlam Wnddingtun he1d ofrice rod
Jlmmry 10, 1&79 to. December 6, 1879. and was, thien repla ceid by
winistyy of Charles de- Saulces:de Freydnet, uhuse Eniacry held Soerics
until Frey resignatton 1880, The tine périod
vnder, study n:ughl.y spans fboth ministries. Jul,c.‘l’e\':y was Minigter of-
‘Education’ from: February .7
al:;nlim\s)’lle. was:also Pris ter ‘on’one-occasion, = See s F.

S .Jiles Ferryiand the-hen ance of French Imuumﬁ‘m (New:

ﬂr_mxm\ Books, Ina., 1966);°p. 18, for datés.of tefis, of -office.

L




. religious ‘order, dr

P . i &
from the highest levei education policy-making body.? However, its
taportance as provocative of controversial legislation paled before the
introdunzion of the Becond law, a, Yaw dealing with regulating certain

aspects of eduéatfon at the, university levél and entitled “A Bill of

Yo Beldting to. the Freedom'of Higher Education". J Ghe clause of this
.bul, thé seveath an{ua,.arh:‘xae 7, as e came ‘to be called
following its... n\troduﬁtinu, stated_that "noperson ig pern:it(ed to

engage’ 1n,puh11c or-free education, ' nor “to dlzeumny sudh insticution,

of whstevet m..d Afome htlongu toa nnn-nuthnrizad religious prdu)“ :

1n[erpte|:ed s the" begiming nf an' urncul policy nE governent peug—

" Giseon of the Chuich by the oppasi[ion partids to the Right oE the

35ce Appendix: 1.fok. the.full text of the law dealing with
the’ Counc11 of Highér Education, which will be given more extensive.
English t:lnslnuan, wnless otherwise indi-
Text of the law ig taken from Journal Offictel.

Debats Parlemcntaires des:Charbre des B:gutél (KCR Microcard Editlnn, wumngmn,

D.C. 1965; Paris; Librairiedes Publications Legislatives; A. Witte
& Cos), 1879) [hareaf:er cited as JOJ, No. 87, Anhexe No. 1238, e 29,

1 79\

“see’ Appendik 11 for Full text of law duung with "The
+ Préedon of Higher” Education." Takgn from. JO, uo. 74, March:16, 1879,
6.

Stn’ the “dual

had emanated. from the Conegrdat of 1808, the ‘public or state school .
systen was ‘administered by’ the Departmen
e "free 'school" system was ndmxniueud by the Church’ with the govern-
ment providing a syaten of. inspecti Loz “Tosbe Nuphoctied u-nrtm

with a stipulation in the' Concordat, u\d had ucgived authuri tion” or
perniseion to Functio
:.thé, previous decades “the procedure,
- religious orders-cane to'be referred to-
authorized and non-authorized orders l:nught in both oystend. ;

ad be n- ignored, and  newly-£orme

The Right" will be used to-refsr to the ‘grouplng of
pnm. which sat to g Eigie of " the Chamber, 4 grouping uhich Inal.uded

i ‘system AHen 1 which

£ Education of -the government, ..

s an ‘assoctation or group in public service. Over.

‘non-authorized: - Both ]




 innediate.and long:tefn efféctsil .- EHL

_self

. 1967 (ay

B Snnuirz et aau F:p!rl:ns:io-nl ‘sur- les ‘Rappo¥ts de l'tgusg et mu:." 3
Wovi ucat fof

Republicans of the Centre who had up until that point supported the
government on lepislative policy, initiated a violent attack upon the
article, and sought, through parliamentary and other’means, to prevent
1ts passage, ory at the least, modify its scope.” This attack was
supported 1n the natich at large by the Chycch, [he'C‘thn]lc press, and
anti-Republican reglonal and lokal. adnintstrative coun;‘us,'ond was

paralleled by a counterattack 1h support of the articlé by goverament

- partisans, ‘the composite resuls betig a c):lh betien govermment and

a clauh that vas critical 1n oty L

Chureh over an-educational ~ {ssi

o lmdated an biatortcal cn:iﬂﬂicyA Hwever, the faée,. .

thé Légitinist, suppni‘;eruni ¢he Comte'de Cissibord and helra. to the

Bourbo -tradition; the-Grléanists; helrs, to the Orléanist tradition of
1830-1848; and the Bonapariste, feirs. to the Napoleonic- tradition and «
the Second. Empire; See René Rémond,; La muue en France (Paris: Aubier,
1963), ~passim, for scholatly, treatm i

en tics on
s:ungm see Antoihe Prost, Humue ﬂe i) Enseig_\yement en France 1800~
“+ & Colin, 1968), p: 357, o i

U ToHere jiive main Repubucan groups; mumng fo

_Frangols Gngue S\ These 1m:1uded the Extreqe Left, zepuunxea By Louts.
‘Blanc; the
Uﬂlﬂh

by Dufaure
Gogusl, La. Pouu jue”des -rnea ‘edue 14 111 Re mi ie (! .m
“du-Sewll; 1946) 4. See Prost, istoire, p. 35--for mumerical
a:umgm.

B5ee. Frangola Mejan, ‘L' Byolution ﬂg ia Le;uu:xnn

fibet’ 1951)'; D.R. Watson;
36°To40, " Past. and Bresent, Vol. 34 (1955), 81-89,
"Anti-Clerical Echoes," Econnmlut ‘vo!. 92 (Auguac 1 “'x;\

epl’ase l.erl by Gnnbet[(, the’ Rzpubllun Lefr;»as xepresanted by
4 Fiancols




<

that the government persisted to incorporate the objectives of the article
_into executiye decree form, after it had been succofsfully’ fought and
defeated {n the Senste, and after 1t had aroused such emotion in the
nation, suggests thax; the arbic]e. Both to its sponsors and its opponents,

was an extrenely fmportant picce of legialation.

With the latter statement, few historians who have studied :

the period would disagree, whatever' mmde of the political spectrun’ they

repxasen(,. Jacques Chastenet, in Hs biography of Ganbetea, called ehé
.article the ‘focal painl; nf the debn:esﬁ Léon nubmun, Repubnun. S

b1ograp"ner of Pau

Ilerl, ccncluded t‘.ha: "the raorgpniutmn nf the
cnuncﬂ of ;;ducauan did not arouse.. the same passiona as . the law on

mgher edunxtion. and nalably A\rcicle 7 ui that 1aw."10. The Cathotic

&
storian, R 2. Lecanvet, exclaimed that after Arr.it:le T

r.here

: w.us o lnnget in Frnuce any: nther quesr_tnn o be; dlscussed,'vl! Alfred

Pottecher, Jules Ferry (Pari:

Rambaud, biographer of Jules Feiry, declared, that "1t vas Article-7 and
Arficle 7 alone which provoked ‘the Violence of ‘the debatés (on the lav

ighér Edy i)."12 other,

: have make like comments in

attésting ‘fo’ the mpottande of the articley-and to the.smotional reaction

which it engendered.’3

X 10Léon Dubreuil, Paul Bert (Paris: Alcun; 1935), p. 93,

‘MRev.

. Lecanuec, L'Ejlise de France sous la IT1®
Republique, Vol. It Les-Premidres Années du Pontificat de Léom XIIL
(1878-. 1894)(1’::15 .LibrairieFélix Alcan, 1931), pe 132,07

- ‘ZAlfred Rnnhnud,v.]ules Ferry (vm-u uhuuie&, 1903),
p. 109, .

13For example; ‘René Rémond, La nmu p. 1453 Maurice
Gallimard, 1937),. 157 P.M. Boujou

and M. Dubois, LaTxnisiéme.Béguhl lque (Paris: Presses Universitalres
de France, 1965 Chevallfer, Hlstbiren des innn:ud.om

|




7

Sislldrly, historians agree as to the immediate and long-
teri effects of the introduction of the articla, Bagnville wrote that
"Article 7 raised an unprecedented u.}m of emotion, which left long
memories behind. i¢, and fastened on fte sponsor an aversion which was
a00m €0 be merged in Gruahtng unpopularity."1% Maurice Pottecher

described the article' as

- this famous, this unforgivable Article 7,

wifich raiéed such a storm, which divided ot ‘only parliament, but the
nation, ‘aw which, in most minds, parcisan or opponéne, constd tuted -t
i "

e ‘mn of the ‘great school laws...."15 J.J. Chevallfer wrote that "u\g

agitation and ‘emotion urm.mdxns 1t wers beyend delctiyd«n_"xs For

Bens Ri-ﬂnd. the alliomegof ubenl c-mtiu nd moderate - lepuhuean-

\mnld have succeeded e ept for At 7. Agaia, hzu:tger analysed |

“ehat " .5 [1)t cut France fn two .

clearly brought about this
~ dfvision ints two parts, ... which do Dot.yet seem prepared to be
reconciled to each other."’® Others sec in the leglslation thé beginning

of the violent struggle bf the first decade of the present century. For

Thomas F.-Power,.Jri, the laws of 1879-1880 heralded the total separation

- of the spiritual and temporal power of 1905-1906.1° .In general,

Politiques de la“France Moderne (Paris: Dalloz, '1958), p. 385; Jacques.
Baluville, The French Republic 1870-1935 (Londén: Jonathan Cape,-1940),
p. 77;.W.L. Middleton, The French Political System (London: - Ernst Benn
Limited, 1932), p:. 18; Sir Denis pilliam Bbrogan, ”

Pillipm brogan, The Developmentlof
Modern France 1570-193? (London: Hamish Hamilton, 1949, 65
226,

Frangois Goguel, La Politique,

14atriville, The French Republic, ps 77. .

A 15pottachar; Jules Ferry,p. 157

. YSchevallier, Hl-:air-. p. 385,

‘17u-ps. mnim. P 19{. o
T 1%occecher, Jules Ferry; b, 153 - o

SR 1%Pover, The Renaissance, p. 20. ! %




- ar y .

historians accord the article singular importance and attribute violest,

effects to its

and long-range,

However; 1f historians are in ‘consedus as to the singular
there

importance which Article 7 assunéd and the events it set in motion,

\

A LeRE SEESERAHE. W 0B WY AREEIS 0w introduced, what it was

tptended to achieve and uliy the governgnt, pushed for the {nFlensntation
* of ‘tts objectives in the face' of violedt opfosition, dibsension within
1ts ‘owm ranks and rejecEion by the other branch of govermment; questions
Foi example, Geof (réy

+ . which are fhe object of :study for this paper.

*bruin; “tn'lits biogruphy of Clemn:eau, broposes, that: the et vhiton, for-

Artiele 7 lay in'the goyeriaent!a peed. for. g, dlvers!onnry pnlﬂ.i:i]

)l:r.ion. deliberately Earnulnted as.a pouuul sioke séreen: £ litde. the .
cnpe uLth the critical :

- $ inability or w1l

:problems facing.the natfon:?® 'In tits u’urds., ome, positive sten Had to, ol wa

be'selected. fron the Republican progianime, and carried through with "

vigour, 1f for mo other’ reason than to divert the electors-in the lower.
Jtids conclusion il

brackets from, fudamental sociel and economic réforms.
a 'red-figgring'- and hélpe

.45 that’ the ‘article served ies nurpose &

h!de the farlure of the opportunists to attack more fundamental ﬁnchl

and political’ réforms."?! Guy Chapman, who ungn a-sypglar cnm:].ullon, e

questions whether "Lt-was merely a.bogy. useful to swother -the.nead for

Efrey Bruun. Clemenceau (cmhrxdge, n'ax'va 4 g
Y e BT T e . i

0Ged)
University Press, 194

D 211bi




-

- George Duby and“Paul Mandrou'write -that-!'the Freemasons largely developed

action, such,as Afticie 7, directed agzlns,t the Jesuits, as Lt turned

" Ihird hguhlic (Baltimor

inquiry into such matters as employment.'’? 1In this sense, Article .7
was just "a miserable political expedient."23

Another group of historimns, in a general way, ascribe .

ity to the French tzation,” in

o A x ) .
that they wére the power behind-the scened formulating the policles and

plank for the o to 16 EHaLE asELcleriasl war ou the

* |
Chur The best répresentative of this group is Mildred Headlings, *
whose! doctoral ‘thesis S —— .24 Similarly .

and famum:ed ssv Phe ipling: of the, Third Republl:. 25

Selr othét historidns reln(e e apit L cind eattat i A

the Franto»cermn war of: 1570. The ‘Republican gp\'ernmen! was baing uub:‘ly -
pressured by :he Getmzn government to s.u jate. .h anlic]:ricul cnmpﬂlgn
against: the Churcn and .the Royalist elenéncs 15 Prmch society, as’patt

of a Gmm plan tb 'keep Fraiice répablican, divided i WK, 26 An

Cuy Chnpmnn, Thd hird Repubiic of Frnnze (Loxidon: ;
2)

g,
Macinl11an and Company,” 196

23Gecrges nca:, u. Dufuuze, sa'vie~ ez Ses Diacons i 7
(Paris: c-:.mm-l.wy, 1883),

24Mildred J; Headings, French Free\ﬂsnnzx Under the ! ¢
. John Hopicin Press, 1933); passin..

SGeorgei Duby and, Paul Maidrou, -Hilstoire dé la cwuuuum
Francaise xvuﬁ-xxa Sidcle, -Prenidre Partie, La France Moderns. (Pari
A mand Culin. 1968), p. 240., The same’ point- is llmst ldnnticnlly,
4.y Chevallier;, Ilis}nlx(. e 382,

‘Qacgo:ge Peabody Guoch ranm-nenun Relations, 187151014
;. Russell and Russell, 1967), p. 10. Also Evelyn Acomb,




out, would please Bismarck, and, from the point of view of the German

* anyway, nu\ ‘to stable relati g 2 g =

: A variation of this theme views the article as part of &

general educational refdrm programme undercaken by the Frgnch government

as a result of the shock effect of the defeat by-Germany in the war of N

+ 1870, The French leaders, rums this argiméng, say the reasons for the H
defeat of France {n the total supu:rluritx of the Gerian culture which . /
was based, as they beunved. on progress in. science and-technology; and . " - P
fostered by, uhakt they, gonsidered to be' o' ighly effh:l:nt sdicational . ¥

v syiten. Th the uords ‘of Alfred. Cobban. "the dlsas\:er o

©1870 yas

- victnry for me German schnbl master . -n,m Explnnuuon postulates - .

ii28
. i . thaL'Ar[icle "uas part of'a “general’ cdicationai reforn programme;, under~

taken tn :mulbtlun of - the sumn,deel. Lo

Ah uxemxmuon of the snpport.ive arguments for the four:
thieses’ posited ‘above would ms doubt be enlightening in studying’ the
= motlvation for and the objectives contained within Article 7, but the

£s " 4 k author has chosen to avoid such an examination, féeling it to'be too

+ presumptuous, given the énimence and . iitellectual staturé of the

g s AT 27prince Chlodwig' aE Hohenloe, . Merbirs;: Val. TT (London.

: o Willlam Hefneman, 1906), Pps 74-76-containg a speech delivered in the )

> *t. . Reichstag by the Prince on Nay 15,1872,  describing anti-state activities. .
0 4u 7 of the'Jesuits. Prince Chlodulp was Gernan anbassadoz " to Fance during

.. the pacipd undar atscussion, =

e il 2801 £ved cobbai & Hlumrx ‘of Modern France, Vol. ITT

£ + (Bristel: Western Printing Service, 1965), “p. 2h. Other histuxiaﬂs
i who share tife same ‘view {uclude Frederick Lewis sghum;n,
Dlglnmaux in.the Third French Republic. (New York: :H. Ferl‘.ig\ 1969). 9

" ’p. 5i Adrian Dausette, Histoire Réligieuse de la France Contenporaine -
Y ¥ Londo: élsof, . 196 6),  p.-336; Leslie Derfier,The Third French

. Republic; ‘1670-1 (Prir\demn' Van Nostrand, 1966), p..32; Koentaad

vk W. Swart, Ine,Seiise of Decadence, in Nineteenth Century Funce (The .
) Hague: Martlnum Nyhoir 195A) p. 140 k




- historians within whose works they are contained. Tnstead he has set out:

to invéstigate his own 4 that the Republi in 1879,

and its supporting groups, introduced Article 7 deliberately and

consciously; that the Article contained specific immediate and leng- . :

range objectives, and that it refléitedsgigovernment policy intended to

. promote the unity of France, ensure the future security of the.Republican

form of government and society, and bring peace to the nation. ‘Niough at
" y . . = .
first reading it appears that the Article is out of placé in.relati} Xm

the content of the other atticles, the author believes .that the Republican

_ ministry had sound political reasons for choosing this method of intro*

duction, reasons which will be explained in”the development.of the argu- -*. .

Purther, it'Wwill be Shown that the’governnent in 1879, instead of

being "Opportuntst”, as: théy werev'lui;exl’eci by their’ opponencs;(a . .

dertptue epichet which hasmtngs been applied’to then by gencrations of

hist through Article’7 an eccxzsmniul .

) was  to
- policy which they assertéd would benefit France and Republican socdéty by

preventing too much ‘control by the Church, as ‘advocated by the'extreme

Right, but feld for short of the : and legtslati

he true solution to

dvoc.nted by the extreme Left. They adwu[em\\’

.the church—s:au problem had already been devised by the Revolution, af

which :hey believed themselves to be: the trie heirs, and expreuned by

the. Cohesrdat. 6£ 1808;. which justly delincated the Proper and reapettive

'apheres o Church and State, and.which had not been taposed, one.or the'

other, but had_ freely ‘been ‘agreed to by the Church. In essence, , Art1dle’

7, to the. Repubnun government ‘which lpox\snred it, bcdne ‘the t:vivi(l—

* cation and tupﬁl‘lnatiun ‘of the Connurdz\: of 1808 and a truly wise,

7 just and mdern(e policy.




. their
.

\ Kuwever. before the reader at this pnin[ in the paper
bzc?me& contused by this entanglement of religion, education and poli-

ticﬁ which was implicit in Article 7,"it will be necessary go show in

\ .
more| detail how and why the Republicans evolved sich a policy and why

:hey‘cane to the conclusion that this pX[(nulur policy, and this one |
cnly, vas necéssary for the nation. Thid:will be done primarily thraugh

an athinauan of them of the Repuhlican leaders, of the Chanber,

deliv;red in the Chamber during the debates on Areicle7; while offfei- -

ating E: varioud funccxens or on pouucal canpaigis during fours of

districts. -:me WAL be supglem!n:ed by, evidénce: gained from

»'- ; sich as coll ot Ie;.tun, wriedr

“and céfitemporary biographiep in | Bhe xctempt to ain lnsighl'. into Ehe
F &

:hinklnL nf(the Republi xs m

engngadu“/a day-by—-dzy study:of :he‘deba:n on Articl& 7 thrqugh/i\:)
tion

main ltg‘islativa atnges. The firse of these wag the actual incrod

or Expoae des Motife By the Hinister. Jites Ferry. which cnnkalned the*

rauaml& eniad thé ow, B reasons for it Stx bR E 166 .
—

objéctives from the mitinl Point of view of the gnvetﬂnent‘ The second .

stage was :connittfe study and the dalivery afthe Bapet VY the rappostaun

. for the gLvanmlem:. ‘M. Eugene s/uuer. The third stage uas the debate ,

and vote. ,““ The dsbnte on .«:uue 7 4n the s;m:g hag not been atudied
- ) PRl

i
i 23x nuiber of piblications by lzudlng Republicnns, that
thé:aufhior_expected—to be very valuable considering rtheir titles, thefr
dttiioraand the duthors' inportance in-the political scene,were not
avaiiable through inter—lihrury loan from the Bibliothaque Jationale.

30pctually,. thecs weks seven stages, or.even.elght for am;

individual article, from the" introdyction by the President té the vote.

However, in terms Gf exposition'of government polity; ‘theie were/ three.

See H.K. Gooch The Frertch l’m:l!umenmrx Comnitres Systen (New York:
179, i

Appleton“Century, Co., 193.5), Pp. L




in an); detail, since it is the author's ‘conclusion from preliminary
nvestigation that such a study would add nothing of significance to
the,evidence ‘galned from the.Chanber debates since it was the ministry
in the Chnmlula.( which initiated and caiiled through the leglslation

against the opposition of the Senate.

Leading -personalities are quoted throughout the paper
with most frequency, a fact especially true of government spokesnen who,

tn accordance @ith Prench parllﬂmentﬂry traditlon‘ ‘ere glven precedence

when they so requested Lt over other: spukera. Spe-keu 1ike Jules Ferry

the iitnister, Euge Spuller, the rapponeuz- [rquuer for the r:nmmittee

wlﬂch fimlly/s:wdied the lw] Paul Bert; the chalrman of thie. Csran g’ -

comnittee that hd given,aag law, ﬂr!t n:udy, appear’ pramlnel\zly in,the

debates and arc cited Erequen:&y 19 this pa.pen lmportlnt npponltinn

spokesmen  appaar “frequently-since Lhelr cnllaagues would defer ‘to their

pnsi:ion or rank withid the party uhen 1t vas the"turn of the énposition
to ‘peak. - For example, Emile Gaslorde, who spoke against Article 7 éna .
nunber of occasions. was a member of the Centte, who, as a member' of the
final cnmm}‘t’tee, constituted in that comnittee the aply opposition'vo
to Article 7,. Other. spedkers Erom the Right, £or’ example, who Figured
prontnently were M. de Gasté and M. 1e e de Feltrd mnpcsea
altersative hillx and a modente Righetst atack on Arcicle 7. The.

;hinking of the extreme R!.ght nnd ‘the,_extreme Lete was répresented by

".speakers such as Baron de Hackau and Madier. de Hantjnu xespeetivﬂ.y. ks

“The. pull[ical affﬂhdon of the igiportant’ speakers i1l be denoted,

dependil\g on, the nvnilahully of siich knovledge from the sources.




The paper is divided into seven chapters to correspond to’
the vardous stages of the developnent of the thesis. In Chapter IT the
author begins with a description of the political ci;'cuplst.am:es of the
Républican Government in 1879 fo set Weoabigacbal i EAteodiaeion.of
Article 7. Tis is also necessary to deponstrate the npp}mm political
recklessuess of the govermment, to béfug the questins reiative ¢o
Article 7 into'sharper focus. The descripéion is followed By ‘the
chronology of events Qummndmg the.article as the reader is taken:

[htough a detatled expes:ulntxon of Article7 in tlye legixlatl\le procesl.

" 1n Chapter TH1 the m,‘a/m A:tlcle 740 the Chcnher, and-in :ha\ v

nation as” reEleeted In the Chnmbex. 15" desertbed tn dumu. and in

'Cllipter o the ulu:mnamp Betveen che £irst. two. chapzerl comes to the o

fure 1n fnrmulaung the ques(inn “hich nnns:uut:s rhe haMs for the

theais (uhy tife’ governserit® 1..zmumd AreicTé 7. given the ‘politteal cireuns
stanées) and nﬂvanéing what.the aur,har suggests to be an gnewer (that the
article vas necessary to the futufe securlty of the K ju), Ghupte; o
¥ exanines the tmpact of the publicnuon of the poctrite of Papal..
Tnfallibility on the Republicati government of France in 1879,and fgce@g

to portray the uépiehensmn and fear on he part ;l the gnve!nme:nt of the

pﬂ[enr_inl pnlitlcal power o the Church as ‘a- result of the yubucntion- A =

Yore spenmcauy, ché ‘chiapter dots out- the Republican gavermnt's iey

of what they contrugd to be the organization ofl the l:nurl:h for poiiteical .
m\:bxépnbllun purposes. chapm vx cnnr.!nues froan the precedlng
chapter by, developing. the Repiblican. fear of “the Church's pulmcn )

pu:enuui to,a. Eurther smze. Whereas Chnpl’.er H slmued 1n .the gnvern-—

mr'ﬁ view, the:Church baxng orzlnxzed for. pau:icul Ends, ch-pmz vI




’
the on of 2 future b 2 by the inc \

* natton of French youch wich and o & F " -
uunun.. In both chaptefs it wiil be hﬂ{n m?; the governBent attributeq 4
these two delvuep-mu to the Society of Jesus. In Capter VII the author :

£ exanines the dilemma in which the ‘Republican government found u.eif.
having, of necessity as they felt, to be severe-fn dealing with'a part, .

of the Chufch which it considéred to be a threat to the continued

existerce of the Republic without engaging in a confrontacion with the

"Church brgleenattng 1t menbership. The :hapm cnntinu s tn.a)mw hows, et £

the’ xuvnrnmen: lewld Article 7'as the solul:km to the duem-a. s W -,

rac\n to the Cnm:urd.: ‘to’ ensure the fiture of “the l-pubnc. & (J\n .

+ pear_z and “unityiof France.

¢“n\tinihoul :m'dev'glopmz of the thests, the.authof will .

describe historical events and’ thelr effects and Fanifications'ss they

wére per by the and to record these —

J ns and the s of events in a docu-

mentary manner,’ without affecting any judgment. Tt 1is the author's

contention that the Republican mimistry of 1879 possessed an acute

avareness of the political circumstances in which they found themselves

that, as difficult as it might seem at First glance,’ they were since

an m;u dealings with the Church; and that they seemed comviaced tHat A

Aeeicte'7 represented the be

and only’ eccleatantical policy, for the

e O pvzmunt to punu. nmr degree of ponuul acumen and the u:unv. -
success or fnﬂnrc of the' pullcy contatned in Article 7 must be

M e malntgd ngl}nﬂ: the b cl:grnund nf nhe polttieql hlrcmtln:u which

confronted thé government in 1879_ and ‘thitr subjective view of .thede




B
v "

" n iR

circumstances; which mist at least receive d cursory study in order to

apprecidte the magnitude of the importance of Article 7 to the Republican

govermaent ;31 i :

z.ugxou.—pnu:x;u 1ssue almoat ha
Robert F. Byrnes, The Christian Defiocra.

p.iis 1t -had. been “n 1792.
in Modern France, in'




> ‘. CHAPTER IT

o ‘ARTIELE 7 IN THE CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES

Vieutng’ fron.hindsight the ‘tnfroduction and political

“Lmpact of, AHclé 7 in 1879, one dnul;l ressonably contludes. at frst

L,glance, thaz the, w:ddingbon Hiniatry coutd not have pi:ked 4 worse

{the intr <‘th1g)|ly.'r 41‘”»4

. .possible 'f.ime o

' The louse -nnaumm of l\upubliun pa:uea had 1||deed -vion the eleccions" ;

ot xa77, but all the Republltan parties conbined had recetved oy .

izt y»faur percen of r.he papulnr Vote, which: indicnted ciad ek o, s

¢ hqlf of, the: Fr-m:h mnnn vas SL11 oppobed’ o thie Republ fean’ forn of "

Divisiom within the! Republi:an coalition p:eclnded aw

. genume guarantes that legislatxpn proposed by the mintstey would
receive aytonarie) auppoct from allied. groups. . In fact; upakesmn for |
the m[nistry in 1579 puhunxy denounted the political tdeology of ithe
Far Left, and: on m’:l:asion separated thmsnlves from the axdzem anti-

% clerixmlism which that group espc\lsed 2 Parlilmntsry democracy was

not yer well: éatablished o o party Sommanded.4 p)urm:y of votes

" in e Chanbér, and the const;lm:ly :hanging ministries teu:d.ﬂed to the

fact that overnménts ‘d1d not hold support n’the Ghanber £8% very logi®

7~’ N v

. peter Canpbell The: French Electoral st:um and' uecuona
17891957 (Lcndnn Faber, '1958), pp. 73-75.,

2Jites Ferry, El‘.t(es & Jules Ferry ngAG 1893) (Pans

Cslmmm -Lévy,: 914), B 275

385K, Gooeh, "The Anitd “Surl{améatsicy, Movepent, in Frnnce,

Anerican Fonug : -::lenu'luvi:v, Vol 21 (Angun 1927), Seh




the Comte by his suppo:

" coups - which circulatel

16

In the education ministry alone, for examplé, there had been twenty-seven
ministers in six years, a fact noted by. g ember of the Right in condemning
what he considered to be the very unstable systém of government which the

Republdcans reprdsented.’ « ,

& * The opposition parties to the Right, though defeatéd,
retained powerful represéntation in the Chamber, and comprised a majority

tn'the Semate. The political and social groups which they ropresented

vere selil predumh\ant in the civil eenice. 10 the oficer corpa of

thes a:med services ‘and on the.coincils of reglomal and loc 1 governvent.
i oe in 179 cuuld hive predlnrnd that their electoral defeat Had béen
a permanent ‘one, or ehat they would mot-return' to power. in another

Electiun.5 “Ihe’ governmeit, thoigh Reyublinan, vas still epsrating wxzhm

lhe Lranewark o the Constltution of 1875, which had been drafted:by a

predommanuy monarchist assenbly; and cnn:unul a clnuse which provided

for easy constifutional change, presunably to effect an easy transfer to

some £otm.of 10 should the artse. ‘The

Conte de Chambord, the Legttintat helr, vas till alive, and the Royalisr.
presence yas very cvideht 4n the frequent banquets held by mmxchxcu
supporters, the constant commupication that was being hitntained with

ers in thé nation, and the rumours, of royalist

occasion ‘through the :nunti‘y o ﬂ'he_ Crisis of

g
‘ aul Lenglé, Deputy, for Hnute—GnrO\me. Ch. Dep., June
30, 1879, .vo m. 175 July 1, 1879, p. 5934

: Shend. Rénond. states. that "fow decades have witnessed
'such 2 brutal’ turnabout." Remord, La Vi Politi ue_en France 1848-
1879 (Paris: - TLibrairie Armand Coltn, 1969), p. 155

4 * . Syarvin L. Brown, Jr:, The Comte de- Chasbord - The.

Third Republie! s Ihcom ronising King (Durham: Duke Unlversify Press,

1967 5.p+. 179, ¥ Osgood, French Royalism Dndgr the Third and
Fourth keg\lblins (’l‘he Hagy " Yartinug Nyhof £, 1960),

P




Houreit et cle, 1910), passi.

0,
¥ay 16, 1877 had occurred less than two years before, and Marshall
MacHahon, the President of tho Republic who had used his office ‘o pre-
parefor the return of the monarchy, had just resighed on Janiary 20,
1879.7 The elections of October, 14-28, 1877 had been precipitated by
Yackahon's dissolution of thé Chamber on June 19, 1877 on what was in
effect a monarchical principle of government /— whether ministerial
Feaponsibility should b8 to thé Chasber or to the President. O the
basis of_ the bgve, 4t would be reasonable. ts observe —— l;nddlngton

Kiﬁiltry ool oifice of January 30, 1879 in the nidst of a very unstable -

_pnllticul :Mmale L

% fact. as'a catpllnxy to the point rafsed dbove 1

reference to.‘the ele:tm’sl defeat OF. the  Righe, 56 one in 1879 could

hmne pmplmsj.eu that the Republican. forn of goyernrent was {n France £’

s:ay.’ ‘e First axpetience 1ngepthlteantsn vas dealt the death blow

e ascendaney of Napoleos I and, the return of the monarchy in the

. presnce of Louts WIIT. he second attenpt vas even lesa short-lived,

in 1848, and was destroyed in thé reactlonary aftemath which set the
stage for the empire af Napoleon ITI. The third attempt was born amidst
the Eilcumstam:es followh\g the defeat at Sedan, ‘the. occupation by German
troons; lml thie ciyil var experience of the Commurie, -anid, in 1879, vas
still oly elght years in exlstence. The nation still heid bittsr
memox%’es of these experiences,’ which were kept'alive in the political.

7For. evénts of May 16, see Maurice Reclus, Le Seize Mal

(Barts: Hachette; 1930), passin; and Emile dé Marcite, Le Seize Hai

et:1a Fin du Septennat; Vol. II of Histoire de 1a République (Paris:




arena by the discussion of such topics as amesty for. the communards.®
Politicians in 1879 still remembered the greatness of Frageg before
1870, when the defeat at Sedan and subseqient German dipxokacy rendered

the natfon diplomatically isolated in Europe.? v

In addttion, a study of the secondary sources on the
‘subject reveals that the Waddington and Freycinet ministries were con—
Eronted with severe econoriic probless in the nation. Phylloxera was
crippling the wine industry in large areas of the cowntry, Fremch luxury
industries vere losing on the international nerket to ‘compgtltjc;l\' from
henper Italian produnts, and severely bad harvests ucuumd in 1878. N Y|

The economy was in & périod of recession, the country was lagging {n

indu!trial pro/dﬂ.u:t‘lvi:y. and), dn :hnu areas of the Sountly, where E

inalstriolszdtion was: znking p)nce. At wag nuendcd l:y severe so:m

problens.!® One could coneiude Chiat the mipfatry; i the widst; arie’ s i)
was, 6F able-political ci and qted by suffi- j

cient internal and external problems, should have chosen a more cautious

programme rather than o extremely 1 legislati

Yet, this is exactly vhat was done. Barely two -years

after having been ‘elected to office, the Republican government,. under

- SCharles de Saulces de Freycinet, Souvenirs, 1878-1893
/Paris: Librairie Ch, Delagrave,’ 1914); p./106. i

. 9Bruun, Clemenceau, p. 39. s E

105¢e Stephen ‘Bancroft Clough, France - A History of
'!lninnil!cnnomu (New York: Octagon Hooks, 1914), . 215; 0.
, The Economic Development ' of France and Cermany bridge:
Cnmb:ldge Unvessity Press, 19(8); p. 267 David 5. Tandes, The
Unbound Prometheus (Cambridgé: Cambridge University Press, 1969), pp
124-230; Rondo E. Camérod, "Economic Growth and Stagmation in Framee, .
1815-1914," Journal of Modern History, Vol. XXX (March 1958), 1=13.




the direction of thé Cabinet of Willism Waddington, president of the

ca¥Tnet and minister of foreign affairs, began, through legislation,

an alsest re. tzation of the p
systes of France, a reorganization which assused political and religious
overtones, and plunged the nation intp a serious confrontation between

min{ster of education,

——ihe government and the Church. Jules Ferry,
vas the' articulator ;:f‘govermanr poiicy,anliliTa pase:cane io ba
identified with the programme of leglslation. One writerrefers to .
him as “the peui‘milluunn: of the mmg'nz". while one of'his biog-
raphers deacribes fils artlculation ot fovermaent policy as "the ‘most

brillfant in our [French] p-zumnmy annals. Mg ].nt:rodu:-d and

‘gulded the two quung bills of. lav_throug ‘the vartous sux:. of the .
French nuuum progess, - which began with the Exposé dm WEfE o
March 15, 1879,
o : . k )
However, the stuly of Article 7 should properly begin
with mention of the introduction earlier of a bill of law -by Paul Bert,

2 bill vhich was similar in objectives to Ferr¥'s second bBill containing

- Article 7.12° A member-of the radical left and deputy from Yomne,. Bert -

was a doctrinaire Repwblican who, besides being a proMfic writer-of

Uthe first from Henrd Bergamse, Histoire de 1'Assemblée
(Paris: Bapot: 1967),, p: 258; the second from Edouard Sylvin, Jules
Ferry (Paris: 'A. Quantin, 1883, ‘p. 27. Other biographies, consulted
+ tncLude-ALfred Ranbaud, Jules Tercy and Maurice Pottecher, Jules Fer
‘See alsp R. Puaux, "Jules Ferry et 1'fcole Lafque," Revue Politique et
Parlianentaire, CLIV (1933),° 338-346, v ¥
‘o

2Mmough not as radical as thé Extreme Left position on
relations with the Church, a8 represented by Louis Blanc. See Goguel,
LaPolitique, p: 34. ~Blographies include Léon Dubreull, Paul Bert and
Hector Depuue. Paul Bert (Paris:- A. Quantin, 1883).
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scientific treatises, contributed numerous books, articles and speeches

,to the academic attack on the position of the Church in the educational

system of France.
Bert's bill, aimed at r:Ltrlc!lng the position of e
held by the Church in education, was described as "Relating to the

Freedom of Higher Education", and was submitted to the Chamber of

Deputies on January 23, 1879.'7 In the Exzposé des Motifs, Bert, in

with French dure,”set forth the

and objectives of the law, after which it was placed in the hands of &

parliamentary committee for study:l% ' This committee, under, the chairma

; 'ehip of Emile Deschanel, deputy for the Seine and a member of ‘the Ragical ' .

Left, gave its report.on May 20, 1879 and, while sanctioning the:princi-

“ples tontalned in the bill, recommended that it be studied by the sane
committeé. which was at;that.tlne studying-the bill on higher education;

“previously subnitted pn March 15, 1879, Bert agreed to the recommendation

. and” formally withdrew his bill of law in favour of the minister's.!S’
' i N 3 Actually, Jules Perry had placed two, Laws besoreY the
Chasbet on March 15. The £4rdt vasAescribed as "Relating to the Higher

Council of ublic Educatton” and vas not imediately read, due,"as the

~ <
ipuker of the Chanber pointed out,"to 1ts inordinate length; although . - .

13For the full text of the lav."Relating to ‘the Freedon s
of iigher Sducation! see Appendix I1I. Reprinted-fron J0, No. 45,
Fébruaty 15, 1879, Amere No: 1083, p. 1095

i “1¥gee Gooch, The Prench l’n:liauntux Comiittee System,
pp. 147-179 -for the ‘role of the committes system in- the legislative |
process. -The bill vas £irst handed over, after its introduction, to~
an examdning comittee, which decided whethér or.not it would be given
| consideration, , Then it vas exsnined by the bupeduz. 5

% 15¢h, Dep:, May 20, 1879. J0y No. 138, Andexe No. 1335,
April 3,71879, . 4132, 1 c .
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atrectly approved. by the m!nllter of - edu:nl!on. a Procud

_Paul Bert, "the representatives of orgfhized religlon would be siven

21 =i

one could reasonably suspect, given the eveats that lmmediately trams-
pired in the Chazber, that this was simply a manceuvring sction, the

second bill, the lav Relating to the Frecdom of igher Bducaticn, being
deeped so important that members were impatiént for its swbmission.16 °
In essence, the first bill proposed to reorganize the membership of

France's highest educational policy-paking body, Le Conosil Superiour,

or Council'of Higher Education, by removing the representatives of H
pouuh.l corﬁorulln;l\n such as the various branches of ;he -'uxr_.ry
sarvxcen and :he churches.!” They would b N:plll:ed by a totally

pra(ellionll nlm.bunhtp madé, up o the, upu-entmvu of tfg various *

major educational Ag=l|clu of :ha 1on, whose appolntment vould be

notafply to the acbership of the'old counetl, only" wnl\ve ok bim -

were uubja:t to min: 1 approval, out of a totdl ip of
-thirty-six. Undei the terms of the p!owlnd legislation, the member—
shipwould be reduced to twenty-nine, and all would be subject “to

appointment by the minister. NevertheleSs, though, in the words-of.-

no place on the Coincil," and though the awm. must hlv: realized the

implications of the proposed Legtslaion, Were vas né sig\lficmﬂ

reaction on the part of the Churr_h luppoturs in’ the ch%u{ 18 uith

165ee Appendix'T. .The bill contained twelve axticlés v
and wis approximately 1500 vords in length. Reprinted Frog Jo, Wo. 87,
Maxch 29, 1879, Amexe No. 1238, pp. 2659-2660.

+ 17The Roman Catholic Church was \ln\uuy revuuen:ed by 5
four ‘archbishopss +

3 18paul Bert, Ch. Dep. !‘ebxulry 10, 1579. 1, No. 138,
pebmzy 11, 1879, Amexe No. 1087, p. i .
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the exception Gf its mention in the various legislative Stages, the bill

attracted only passing reference i the debates on Article 7 that

followed. gy B

The second bill of Jules Ferry, entitled, like Bert's,

"A Bill of Law Relating to the Freedom of Higher Education”, evoked an
encxreiy opposite reaction, being immediatély attacked by the opposition
because of theé wording,.and interpreted intent, of thg seventh articlel
’l‘||e bill contained ten articles, the vmajurxty of wmch were amed at
subjedting  the pos t-secondary edication systen of the Ghueeh to the.
reguluinns théd’ currencly governing the state u,uvmtty ‘systen.

ArticTe 1 stated that nnly state ins[imtions could. hold teats or
Studonts oF the Church

' examindtions llndlng 1o the awarding of dégrecs.
: ]

- ‘system could pursue their ‘studies in the Church Tun univcrsities und
eolieges, but would have to taks helr exantintiond in the btate

universities, Articlé 2 dictated equality for students of both systems

in terns of the awarding of financial help, and in the general imple-

mentation of untversity regulations. Article 3 prescribed that students

of the Church system register in the state institutions on the same date
a5 the btudents of the public systen reg¥stered, and prescribed ay equal

registration fee. Article 4 recognized two systems of secondary-edu-

cation: "schools founded or maintained by the communes or by the state,

32 )
and which are termed universitfes; colleges or public schools; [and]
or vhich have

schools founded or meintained by 1

no ndmr niape than !free schuvls' " Article 5 statéd-that degrees, and
cer'tificates could be Awarded to candida\ten only after they had submicted
[, for ‘state {nstitutions. Article

to the exanipations which vere




ro.

6 specified that the offering of courses outside of the prescribed
mintstesdal corricolun vould be in accordanee with the lav of July 12,
1875. Article 7-stated that "no ome is parvmi.:ted to participate in
public or free education, mor to direct any Institutlon, of whatever
kind, 1f he belongs to a non-authorized congregation.” Arcicle §
declared that no free educational institution, or any organization
formed for the purpose of public education, could be placed in the
'public-ETvice! category Ciid Heice €LLGTNYS, £OF goveraNEIE Eluaistal
support), unless it complied with the law. Article 9, in accordance
wteh the_tradieional structure of French logislative bills, ctted
méasures, fo conravention of the lav, ‘and.Artlcle 10 Iormnl}.y ruled
that .nll previous legislation conerary in wording or petreiple to the
proposed legislaticn vas rendered inipp} tcable. Ferry folloyed the
tneroduction of the bill with the customary request to have the tvo
“bA115 of law sent to the pnrlimeﬂtary commictees For study, and the

agenda for March'15 followed.

Op March 27, 1879 the Duc de Feltre, a moderate Rightist
;:puknxmn, submitted a counterpropogal to Ferry's second bill, s!tti,ng’
forth, An his opinion, the same legislative objectives as were contained
in the "Law Relating to the Freedom of Higher Educition” in providing
“safeguards for the interests of the state wliile guaranteeing to the
Church the ‘same rights [in education] as to other persoms.”!? Article
4 of his biLl of law was a counterarticle to Article 7 Gf Ferry's bill
in providing for intensive state supervision, to.protect the interests

190r full text of the law of the:-Duc de Feltre, see
Appendix IV, Reprinted from JO, No. 103, Annexe No. 1293, April- 15,
1879, p., 3264, . § ©

St




of the state, but actorded the risht to teach "to all citizens, without:

n Frence.'

exception, who reside’
‘ "on $Gy 15, 1879 M. de Gasté, deputy for Fintstare and \
Centre fepublican in political affiliation, proposed a bill "Relating !
to the Freefion of Higher Edusetion” which was essentially a compromibe
measure between Feriy's law and that submitted by the Duc de Feltre and,
as indicited by the political affiliatipn OF M. de Gast®, took a position
between kight and fefL on the issue of theright te toach of the non-

‘authorized congregafions:20 -Arficle 3 of his .law would forbid the right

to teach to the % T in the State

school. system, \and accoriodate what he believed. to,be sufficient Republican .

_gbJectives; but ‘ould ‘permi the non-aithorized congregations”the right ,

to teach in.the Church system. It stated simply that "rio one is permitted
to tlach-in the Stafe education system, if he belongs to a’religious

congregation which 1s not authorized by the state."

All of the laws 'Relating to the Freedom of Higher
Education' were given toa special comnittee under the chairmanship of
Paul Bert, .a committee which reflected, in the composition of its -
_membership, the various shades ‘of Republican thinking, with the exception
/c;f' the Extrene Left, as' personified by Louts Blanc. “Of the group, Eugene.
Spuller and fdoyard Lockroy wers members of the Republicari Left) the
govérnment: y;f\fy, Bert-and Madier de Montjau were Radical Left, ‘and

Charles Gaslonde was Centré Republican. The remaining members of the

seven meber comiittee were Justin Labuze ($ecretary), Antoine de

205ee Appendix V fof -the full text of M. de Gasté's law
on higher education. . Reprinted from JO, No. 146, May 29, 1879, Annexe
No. 1374, pp. 4435-4436. . . . v ia ®

- i
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Somnier, Bertrand Mir, M. Gedin, Jules Maigne and Etlenne Drumel. Their
political affiliation was mot as distinct; and except for casting thedr
votes in coimittee in £avout of retaining Article 7 in the second bill

of law, they do not appear as speskers in the debates. Eugene Spuller

" was chosen as napporteur, as spokesman for the government to dellver

the report or recomendations of the commictee, to deldver the
second stage of the elucidation of government policy.?!

i The report ves Lengthy, occupying seventesn pages i the ;
Jourral ufflaul. -m con:uimd approximately 32,000, words. 1: first
dealt with and offically xe]::ted the counter~projects prupused by the
Duc de’ Feltre and M. de z;.s:é, the Duc. de Felere's because 3¢ vas too

removed £rom the government's proposition. to h. abeded’; ¥, de" Gate’a

- because 1t did'not, 1n the committee's opinfon, go:far enoighin support
of the minister’s bill to be incorporated .2 The réport then: proceeded

through three structural divisidns to examine the general role of the

State in education, to provide the setting for the expostulaticn of the

bill, to examine and -analyse the counter arguments to the bill, and to
exanine each of the articles of the b{ll in detail. The feport was then
tabled unt1l the beginaing of the debate on the proposed legislation,

and clxc\dfud for study to the mesbership of !ha Chamber. Both the

21The Rapport in relation ‘to the Exj om
policy having taken into, accourt internal criticisn and. committee
reaction. It could modify or enlarge the scope of a bill, or reject it
completely. lHence the report, at this stage, was considered govermment
policy. The chokce of the reporter is sigmificant. See J.E. c. Bedley
The Church in France (London: A. Cosistable, 1906),p..18 f
Inportance of reporter of the commission. A much: uhushed eiter on the
issue of church-state relations in France, Eugene Spuller, in his
writings and speeches, personally espoused the type of relatively
moderate ecclesiastical policy which the Waddington, and later,-Freycls
alatscries forsally endorsed. 2 3

2259, uo. 159, June 12, 1879, Amnexe No.. 1442, p. 5005.

-
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Erposé and the Report would become the focus of argunent ‘for and against
when the Chamber met to discuss the legislation and debate the advantages

and disadvantages of the bill of lau. #




CHAPTER 111

THE CHAMBER REACTS ~
\

The debate on "The Law Relating to the Freedom of Higher
Bducation” in the Chanmbér of Deputies began on June 16, 1879 and, until
the vote wgs taken on July 9, vas marked by two distinct featurcs:  the'

vinle'nLly emotfonal tone of the: debum.g and the isolation of Article 7

from the mnn bill as the focus of the entire debate, an isolation

uhi;:h had been. foreshadoved by the aouit of tine devoted to the artlele

in the xzpasé and the Reporit:| pravxously Indead, the counterprojects

1ncrodwed by the Duc de Felm and o de Gasi.vere only of signifi—

cance in that they pruvlded alternative policies For treatmnt of the

non-authorized arders,»yoliqiga which reflected the avthors' political

leaning. Wheress Article 7 forbade the right to teach in any school
systen to the non-authorized eo;lgrtegadons . the Duc de Feltre's biil
vould'grant then the.right to teach in both systems, while de Gagte's
comiprontae would grant thém the ¥ight to teach in the Chiszch aystem.

The Extrene Left would not grant the right to teach fojany religious

order, authorized or. ml—autﬁurized Thus :he debuce on Ferry's second

hul becarie a-debate on ATticls 7 of that b;ul, a debate which was

intended fo decide the fate of the non-authorized religioys corgre-

{'gations, an issue which attracted ‘every political grouping to attack

_or’ defense. /

.
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The members of the Chamber, especially those wWio played
~ 1mpnrmnt roles in the’ 1egtslame ‘process, were kPenly aware of the
inportance of the :zr_}cle. The to government members uho wgre m:‘zst
mqmeci 14 the legislative process, Fotry and Spuller, openty drew
attention to its taportince. In the éa.-paaé Ferfy declared Article 7
to be "one of che sost mor:u: aruhes of the new lav,"! In) his

_report, Spuliet siated that Article 7 "m provided the basis for the

lengthiest Yons. 1 't m:- dnd~bureauz of the Chamber, in:

e ssys
the press find * in the narlon."z Paul Bert, chatrman.of me Apecinl
comi ttee vhich m.ued e lau.and ieho had' Himael 1nnnduced a

mmz /bi11, desmbedr!ﬂe arciéle ds. "the’ nevest; o momt {upor tanit,

“.and ch ope-ar ticlé nost des érving o a[unziam'"’ Charles. Gaslonde, "

the memher of ‘the committee who cast thi

: - ;
that/"article 7 ... [wns],the entire law."

politictan and leading spokesmn Qr the Right on the issue, mde the

following analysis: - L . o
.\. the Famous Article 7, whichfhds st every— ®
L thing, The Bmpood des Notifs speaks only of dt...  'n |
TheReport of the honorable Mr. Spuller dwells on .

1E oy, st e Speiches dnllisesd at this ros="

. trum focus only on this point.}
. LI X g ghet 5

s w1879, Py 5495,

Liled Fercy, Ch. vep.. March 15 1879. 307 ¥o. 90,
A‘y?il 1, '1879, Amexe No: 123q P

2ugene !puliex, Ch. Dey., March 28, 1879. JO,. uo. 159
June z, ﬁn, Amexe No. 1442, p. 5015,
s

s
- 5?:-.1 xen. Ch.i'Dep., Jme 21, 1579’. .m, Nc‘. 169, June -

Uchirles, Guloﬂde, Ch. Dep., June 23, 1879, 30, Nou 171,
Jue 2; 1379, p..5593. :

" Sgar
JJune 25, 1ﬂ79, P, 5593,

one ‘dissenting vote, simmarized

on’de Mackay, Ch. Dep., June 24, 1879, J0, No. 172,

Baron de lackau, legitinist

L
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’ * The article had engéndered such political hargrigues that, as one speaker,

: Paul Lenglé, deputy for Haute-Caronne, ey Aoted, though the artiele
. had been introduced ds part of a law dealing with education, and though
. . . _Lhe’other articles were'specifically Ed\lcn\'.ln‘;al in nature, for the !

i F1Ftaen days of debate that had just ended, educatign‘hadn’t even beeh

mentioned.® Fredinand Boyer, deputy for Carde and speaker for the Right,

- *  stated in his dddress that the article had aroused "considerable emotion"

i-France,r and predicted that hiot only would it be fought by numerous

————speakers in the Chamber gnd'in the san'a:e, but its incluston would bring

i - * amn the defeatof the rotal.law.” ' * . . & - :

In bis fizsc pmdlctirm, xayer was accurate,ias "numerous’

s ' pgakers aig Hp,hx: the article.vand En,ught 1 violently, ‘a fact utested

s tothy o Tess A gnven\mnt ueaber..than ‘the sgednd prime min{ster . to hold

1 office during the debatd® onArticle 7, Charlps Freynmet.’ The ruction “

SR ,was souviolent, in fact; in,his Spinion,thaf he ‘thougft at times that

. o the e parnes. che Right and-the Left, would uimuy physushy ateack

v SPaul Lerigl; Ch. “DEp 5 June 0, 1879. 03 No.. 178,
o ay 1. 1&79. p. 59, % i TE By

; 717ezﬂnand Boyer, ch. Depu; Jue-.17; 197% J0, No. 165,
* + Jurie 18; m?;, p.'5326. 'He had: earlfer -declared that.the Right would
MEight to :tus em'l" on \mmu of,;ﬁe Chupch. Ihid,; p. .

91“4.. p-'\IZL S T \ . iy

See Paul Tiilich;: The' Tota

3‘5 lie ch-mh.‘j Social Raaenrch Vol

S n nd_the
g - Mo
T for a subjettive; developmefit of the argimen ‘ _Recessity o
b _ ‘.- *+ education to:the;Church. official. Chury 1 b 't

|
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- personal s und heated n:mck on ahe. of  the gévarmun:rnxinis;em, Pierre.

" from the glmnbnr‘ The gtp\dlicn set off a co—odon fn the Chaiber,

& ) 30
//

In the words of Antontn Debidour, "it vas. tie most lethal thrust thac

the government could take at the non-authorized congregations,” and; _°

in view of the above, a serious blow to the Churclf of which they were

an integral part.!! Certainly, 11¥%38 hov the ‘puloerl for the Right'
lnteryrund the article when theybegan the attack on the artiele. diring

the very firstbpening dly of the debate.

Prey:!nel s fum of phyllczl conﬂiu in the Chl,?f'

"were prosably prompted by the atmosphere on thag opentng day, craated

initially by the first lpe-ker, @ spesker. for ehe Right, Paul Gramer

de Cassagnac, deputy for Gen. " Cassigna pened his remarks by.a

c!ruzd, ﬂ\u uinh!cr al ngrw-l:uu. Ponibly hll\lh\g at mr_ alleged

1legal ‘sctivities on Jthe part of the unum. cnuuue nzmea the

embership ould faitiate leqﬂldon 1ike mz contatned in
The speaker of the hm-e. Léon Gambetta, mhd'v:uh;nu out of order, Y a
and would not permit him to speak wmless he apologized to M. Girard:

“¥hen' he refused, and 1a'splen of his prc ations and the.

of suppoiters fron the Right,- he was censured by “the speaket -and rxpeuu

vh.gch d 1p phyliul h betveen med;erl of fhie.Left A

Meyeitdalspublished tn Papal Tenchinga' !duutinn. uleexen

Tange by the' Benedictine Monks of Solcgmes, .im:w(td by Rev.' |

onuc,, tr by Rev. Aldo Rebu:h ni. (Bostor s:. Pnul sduar-.
39600 pp. 12199, :

2 fgitee’ cuhalg,gue apithest ot
‘Li 'l'rox!ﬁnu kggubugng 1870—;,9_05. Tome 1T, TOIOFIBRY (Peia}. ;X
*. lcan, 190); p. If




ncident can be Gbtatned. fron Jo, No. 164, June 17, 1879, pp. 5274-

27, 3819, o 5676.
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‘chair."!? Thepeaker considered it necessary to recess the debate in

order to restofe calm and the debaté was not resumed until the next day.
The account of the incident serves to portray the reception accorded the

intréduction of Article 7 by the Right, a reception which, to repeat

Freycinet, was actually violent. .

This violence of reaction arose directly from the interpre-

tation which the Right had assigned to the article. Regardléss of the

which ents of g policy gave the R
Imttations’ and scope of the law, -every speech From the Right, in some
form, denounced Article 7 as the beginaiig of an official government .
programe of persecution of the Catholic Chureh; 3 beginning which had

as/its’ ohje::ive the destrisction of ‘the Chitch unlvarsity systen. By

theit count, passage. of the law. would effecnvely closé "6A1 religin\u
comund ties, exclude 6740 teachets from the Catholic sliaciin system

and deprive 61,409 students of ‘a Catholic education, when," in the

-opinion of the Right, "there was neither space, teachers nor momey to ¢

accomodate them-in the state, system."!? Further, it would reduce the
Church university system to a second-rate position, an analysis of which

1s best given by Léon Bourgeols, deputy for Vendée:
Our universitiés, our institutions, will be con-
sidered ghettoes, their pupils - outcasts and . ;
* lepers; their doctors, bachelors and licentiates - .

12h, Dep;, June 16 1879, A detailed account of the

b S A s i

5278.

‘i 138aron de Mackau, Ch. Dep., Jure 24, 1879. J0, No. 172,
‘Jine 25, 1879, p.'5596. These statistics were reiterated by |
Boyer-dnd Etienne Lamy, both of whom ware promivent in the debate on
Atticle’ 7. 'J0, No. 165, June 18, 1579, P; 5329 and 0, No, 174, Junp




outlaws. Only those who wear the gavermment epau=
lettes on their shoulders and carry ‘government
certificates will have a place fn the sun. 1

¥or this reason, Article 7 had effected on the Right "d
veritable explosion of sorrouful burprise and vislent protede.”!s \e
Members from the Right, continued Boutgeols, had expected that the
government would be more conciliatory tovards the Church and. the
Catholic religion, since official statementd by the minister.of
religions, Enile de Marcére, had been very conciliatory in tone. In
fact, the minister had assured the Right that any laws to be passed by

the, government would be permeated by a spirit of appeasement. However, -

the recent action of the in Article 7 .indicated §
“that "the era of compromise and conciliation" had/swiftly degenerated

fnto hostility agalnst religious ideas and msmuéuns."’ 3w ¢

In this way, ‘Article 7 was transferred from the realm
of education and debated by. the Right and defzmlcd by the government
within the context of anti-religious leelslntion. The bill which -

began as a bill of educationsl reform was subjected to successive stages

©of interpretation by the Right: first as the Mestruction of the Church A
university system'and the educatfonal hardships this would éntail,
followed by the destruction of the non-authorized religlovs congre=

gations which vould in turn be follaved by the destruction of all

religious tion uhich would b luded by the attack on the

L Léon Bourgeois, Ch. Dep., June 28, 1879. JO, No. 176,
June 28,1870, 3. 5791 e

4 ‘SIhld

i6Ferdinand Eoygr, Ch. Dep., June 17, 1879. Jo, Wo. 165,
June 18, 1879, p. 5319. .




secular clergy and the Church itself. These successive stages of -
4

interpretation continued to emerge in one form or another from the v i
U 7

speeches from the Right, as members sought to portray Article 7 as a i

most venemous piece of anti-religious legislation.
P

s Thus, 1} the opinion of Bourgeois, 1t was not the Jesuits
that the government redlly wanted, but the Church, nngiun itself.17
1t was ot just the four male non-authprized orders: that warranted
expulsion by the gobernmént, "it was a question of the st clergy of 5
France; it was religion, God Rinself, .whom they wished to chase From s
edu:aclon."w The government could protest as it wished agail\sr r;hese

. FIPR Sl the Right was nged that the ultimate aim of the

-a'n:}.cl! wvas' the eventual exclusion from educatién of all orders,

1
1
<" ilnortsd ni non-authorized, for "mm wag' certainly the aim pmpused . i f

by the author of the project,"!® 1: was tot jusc an attack on rellg(ous

* orders, it was an attack on Catholicism itself. If Gambetta had already "

" the minis'ter

coined the slng.’m "Clericnliem: there's' the real ememy,
of education hed varied 1t Somewhat, by the introduction of Article T, i

For the Right the new Repsblican elogﬂn ‘had become “Gatholicism, there's

the real enemy."2) For Gasldnde also,. the Centre Republican who fought
- . the artiole, the exclusion of the Jesyits would be’followed by the out~

lawify of all'clergy; and, finally, by the prohibifion of Catholicisn

. 17600 Buurg:nis, :Ch. Dep., June 28, 1879. JO, No. 176, <
i June 29, 1879, p. 5792. 1 .

3 EA " 1erpya, . .

v 198oyer, Ch. Dep:, June 17, 1879. 'JO, No. 165, June 18, :
1879, p. 5319, . . .

: Wrpgg, - ¥ ' 3
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1tself.2! For Benjamin Bardoux, deputy ir Puy-de-D3me, the bill on
the freedon of higher education was based on the anti-religious

’
philosophy of laicité, "and that philosophy inspired the basic article

of the project, Article 7."?2

-When the.government did reply mﬂ!hese interpretations,
and deny thetr foundation, the dentals were ignored. The Right had
watched closely the relationship beme;an ‘the government party and the
Radical Left, and were not impressed with the degree of influence which
the latter party was, in their opinion, exerting upon the goverrnent.

Alexander Ribot, deputy for Pas=de-Clais, noted that when Ferry replied

to the radical demand of Madler de Montjau that all :elzg;ous orders be'

refused the ugh: to ceach, che best Teply that the mititster had been | .

“dble to muster was that it vas ot an’ dppdigine Hueh th take ‘such an

‘acxm.” The chat;u of mugxm and Y tinued

Barnl\ de Nackay called the policy contained tn the ar:inla "the First
step in’ a new campaiga:"2% ftienne La\ny. deputy for' Jura, described
Article 7 as "a ‘transitional measure; the bridge between the freedom

that the government had« abandoned and the despotism it was preparing

25

2Ifnile Gaslonde, Ch. Dep.; Jue 27, 1879. Jo. No. 175,
June 28, 1879, p. 5727.

Beujumin Bardoux, Ch. Dep N J\I“t 20, 1879. JD, ¥o. 178,
July 1, 1879, b., 5930,

23p1exanddr. Ribob, Ch. Dep., June 30, 1879. JO, No, ‘178,
July 1; 1879, p. EIN

z“ne Mackau, Ch. ’nep.. June 26‘ 1879." Jo, No. 172 Jung

25, 1879, p. 5598.°

“Juné 27,1879 p. 5679.

25 tienne Lamy, ch. Dep., June:26, 1679.. 30, No. 174,°
/ -
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For Msgr. Freppel, deputy for Finlstdre, 1t was "a veritable declaration
of war."?® He continucd that "the bill had sustituted, in the nation,
. ) religious parties for political parties, had accursed the Catholic Church
- and, in the long run, was designed to prevent all Catholics from
teachidg.” In effect, as assessed by Baron de Rochefoucauld, Duke of

Bisaccia, the article was little more than "a policy of harassmeut for

4 Catholicism and religion." 27

i

w5 . o N proceeded from this more violently
verbal tone of attack on Article 7 to a more ncadumic attack, to under-
ainé the govermment argigents for ‘Afticle 7, m the mesmy Gf 1ts
dncorporation dnto legtslation. They challongsd’ the govétommt for

evidence of the darigers vhich allegedly emanated fron the presence of .0

% { - the reugmu orders, -and -for pxouf nt the cmpirl:iu nd mulsnu
in which the_ oiders were supposed to be invilved. They diswissed

> 7) -'sovermment allegations that l’.h!vrreli_'gi‘nm_ ‘orders were creating civil
diviston-and inclting civil ar as Flctitious, even Jaghable, as "the
echoes of some old fairy tale."?8 et WAah o Ban presented H
by the governnent as evidence, bu, which the Right noted, were

g nwnspicunmly not read, vere scoffed at as "erroneous works, novels,

o i 29 hey tered that the nusber of

L'Ba{:" de France, p. .

2Tharon de Rochefoucauld, Duc de u. da, Ch.
June 28, 1879. JD,“Nn. 176 June 29, 1879

26Quoted 1in ng'um.e:

4 Caigar ; 3
29Lany, .Ch. ﬁqz., June_ 26, 1679. NO, No. 174, June 27, i
lndoux. ‘Dep, June 30, 1879. "J0, No. 178, July




c;ma/ut ETérgy-and latty vho had served with distinctfon under the

Republic, in peace and war, was limitless.30 They could even consider

the government charge of anti-Republican education as amusing when it
¢ could be pointed out that so many elected Republican deputles in the
Chamber, even on the far Left, had been educated in the colleges and

universities of the non-authorized congregations.’! B 4

3 © Also, the Right questioned the need for the Article as
a protection for the state in ensuring adequate state control when there
already existed by legislation, Pnﬂ in the civil service, a system of N .
supervision by state school inspectors who could oversee the teaching

and furnish evidente of treasonable education on the

in the schools

pact, of the'orders. Evén the minister’ hinself, it was pointed out,

S5 " upon 1nzermgmon, had- adnicted thac a1l schools had been Xn!p!c\:ed.

It was tronic, too, in‘the opiffon of the Right, that the govermment
}5 1inspectors \Yt-d stven eicellent comendations to the schools of the now- |
- R —— *

snthariseliurders; aven/ioighe:dedult school
. v
acting illegally, there was in existence ample legislation to provide

9 for the protection of the state, legislatign wh;h even provided for i

N he theme of Cuthn]ic service to- the. Kep\lblic was

& “eipounded by de Gastd, J0,: No. 146, p. 4434; Le Comte dé Mailld, J0, i
No. 171, p. 5548; Lamy, JO, No. 174, p, 5678; Boyer, J0, No. 178, p. 4
o 5327, Emile Keller, deputy fofHaut-Rhin, was then working on the ¢
magsive 'work Les Congrégations Réligisuse en'France en 1880 which .

: accumulated the service records of all Cathollc religious orders in

France ‘throughoyt the nineteenth century,.and vas intended to show
! the contribution-of the orders. The work was published in 1880 by .

Pnusselqumi‘réul of Paris, iy

3lpe uacksu, Ch. Dep. Jupe: 27, 1879.  JO, No. 175,

Jure 28, 1879, p. 5725 ;

- A i 83rcn de. Rochefoucauld, Ch. Dep., Jung 28, 1579. J0, %
g .. Mo. 176, June 29, Iarsyp 5796.




. " 37 2

the expulsion of illegal orders.? The conclusion they drew was that

1f there alrealy existed legislation for the’ inspection and control of

non-authorized orders, and if the principles purported to be in Article
7 were already cabodted {n legisltion, how could the government,
possibly justify the introduction of the article unless it were a front

for a much more sinister plan?3"

Tn the minds of the Right the article also raised the
spectre of the worst excesses of the Revolution, when the revolutionary
government, especially during the terror, attémpted to destroy the .

Church thfough execution and fiscation of property.35

-

= Arthur de Valon, deputy for Lot, described Article 7 as "the re-enact-

& ment of the despotism and autocracy of the French Revolution; which

. destroyed fird Gallican Church, and now seeks to destroy.the Church in:~ ®

|
i
'

France."35 . De Mackau pointéd 6UE that even while “they Were debating * - @
Article 7 and the government was protesting that the article had nnuxigg
't3 Ho with religion, the municipal council of Paris o decreedng the
removal of crucifixes from the ‘classrooms of state schools; an action
strikingly similar to the action of the Co‘[:xvention 1n 1793, when the

= ] .. Lany,“Ch. Dep., June 26, 1879. JO, No. 174, June 27,
1879, p. 5678; Boyer, Ch. Dép., June 17, .1879; JO, No, 165, June 18,
*1879, p. 5326. E

< 34D Mackau, Ch. Dep., June 24, 1879. JO, No. 172, June
. 25, 1879, p, 5593. ]

3%ee. Gabriel Le Bras, Introduction 3 1'Histoire de la
atique Réligleuse en France (Paris: Bibliothéqué de 1'fcole des
. Hautes: Etudes, 1945), pp. 100-103 for thé result of the revolutionary
campaign agaimst the Church. .

Pr.
[T

PEREER

, 3%De Valon, Ch. Dep., June 24, 1879. JO, No. 172, June
25, 1879, p. 56D4. i s vt g

A
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‘.removal of statues and crucifixes was decreed since tiiey were considered
the refuse from an outmoded cult. In that same year, he continued, the
cnmm of Raris decreed the abolition of all religions.3? Another
speaker compared the existing ministey to the Jacobin party of the
Revolution when he predicted that "Article 7 will soon lead to the
decree of 3 Messidor, An XIT."8 THE Right 41d ot merely think it
coinciderital that the appearance of Article 7 should coincide with a
wave of anti~clerical and anti-religious activity then being carried
out by municipal and regional representatives of the Republican govern—
ment.3? Neither could they ignore the fact that a qunber of very
significant anti-religlous billa vere then being concurrently tatroduced
for dtscussion: "’ T the minds of the Kight, there was'no’queation nf
government thinking behind Avticle 7'when the Comunnrds. who'had. -
.hemp:ed to destroy the ‘state, were recelving favourable treatnent tn
educational legislacion, while Catholic religious orders who had faith-

fully served the state were being disériminated against.!

In another method -of attack, the opponents of Article 7

sought to demomstrate the serious megative reaction which thié article

e

37pe. Hach u, Ch. Dep., June 24, 1879. 30, No. 172, June
25,1879, pi 5598; Bourgeois, Ch. Dep., June 28, 1879, J0, No.
June 29, um, p. 5792.

5 38Boyer, Ch..Dep., June 17, 1879. J0, No. 165, June .18,
1879, p. 5326 5 5 e

35.10, No.. 174, p. 5689; No. 175, p. 5728; No. ‘176, p. 5792,

“%5xamples were the laws restricting the activities of
chaplatis in the setvices, restriction of the number of religious feast
days and the bill on divorce. JO, No. 83, March 2, 1879, p. 2672. See
D, No. 157, June 10, 1879, pp. 4906, 493; No. 166, June'19, 1879, p.
5374,

“lnoger, 10, No. 165, Jue 18, 1679, p. 5319; De }ﬁ:kau,
30, No. 172, June 25, 1879, p. 5592
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was causing in the nation. Gaslonde cautioned the government against /

articlg,” and pointed to the fact cthat one-third of the departmental

councils were opposed to its introduction. He appealed to the govern- %

)

"misunderstanding the great movement of public opinion opposed to the i /
i
i

ment to take seriously the vast number of petitioms being presented in

to combat its passage.

C opposition to the article, and the centres of action then being set up _ /
Y2 Later in the same specch fie repeated the h
. i

o X warning that "a considerable movement of public opidlon uas centring |
around the bill," and described the nation as "divided and shocked” by |

E Article 7.%% In describing the reaction of the Church, meubers of the

o Right claimed that 'the bishGps'were unaninous in fWecting the laws,
aid disagreed with the:government regarding the unanimity of the
‘opposiition of the clergy, asserting that the entire clergy, including

In’ fact, continued

the secular clergy, were involved-in the protest:'"

o - “2Gaslonde, Ch. Dep., Jine 23, 1879. J0, No. 171, June
. 24, 1879, p. 5544. A typical example of a JO reading of the submitting
of petitions is demonstrated by the following extract from the Senate
d session of May 12, 1879, J0, No. 131, May 13, 1879, p. 389%4: “M. i
Chesnelong introduced a petition from the archbishop of Aix, and the 1
bishops of Digne, Gap, Fréjus and Toulon, Agaccio, Nice andd Harseﬂlcs, ! i
|
{

... from the archblshop of Algiers, the bishops of Constance an
= Hippsme, from the bishop of Oran, the seiaig a Rennes, and from
; the- bishops of Saint-Breuve, Vannes and Quimp

“3Gaslonde, Ch. Dep., June 23, 1879. JO, No. 171, June i
2, 1379, P 5545, & |

. /
. i “5Le Viconte de Belizal, d:p\n:y for Cotea-du-Nggd, Ch. , /
i Depy Juin 27, 1008, 0, No.'175, June 28, 1879, p. 5725. Léon - |
oy Bourgeots, Ch. Dep., June 28, 1879. JO, No. 176, June 29, 1879,°p. {0 B
5763. According to - “Gaille, the biahgps violently and bitrerly
E 'opposed the article. See La Pense et 1'Action Politique des Eviques
. Francafs au début de la Troisitme République 1870-1880 (Paris: i
Hachette, 1967), pp. 453-69, for examples of protesting correspondence !
sentto the' goverrinent ministe: bishops, The impact of Article-7
e L on the Church would constitute a separate paper. Sec Rambaud, Jules: |
s *.' Ferry, p.115; Pottecher, Jules Ferry, p. 157; Lecanuet, L'Eglise de . |
France, p. 30; Depasse; Paul Bert, p. 30. /J §
[
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Bourgeois, they had protested with "such admirable unanimity and such —

enthusiasm that the government has describdd it as rcbellfous."S

Government speakers, during the beginning of the debates,
sought to minimize the impact of Afticle 7, but became more cognizant
y . of the articulation,of public oplaion For and against the article as
s the legislative process continued, and thereby added more evidence i
_ regarding the national reaction to Article 7. As early as tfie report,
Spuller alluded to the reaction of the Church when he stated that the
article hdd become "the object of petitions circulated throughout the
vhole of “the Fronch nation, of sermons and pastoral letters of: bishops."*6
mwnds the'end of the debate, Ferry uould refer to Ard:le 7 as ”hnvlng

caused suik problens. and vhich haa bacn curged by everyone

X 0f ‘the latter statement, veny could provide firathand :
vidence £rom aspéaking tour of the South of France' in 1879, aftér the -
parunn(enury recess. In a series of letfers to Madame Ferry, he .
described the various reactions to the article which he observed as he

i | toured his  vouts, refercing to the descnatrations:for and sgalnat the o

article as "unanimous and spontaneous.” In Languedoc, even the children

chanted 'Article 7' in greeting. In Perpignan, "Vive Article

) * “Sgourgeots, Ch. Dep., Jume 28,%1879." J0, No. 176, . s
L June 29, 1879, p. 5763. .
“8spuller, Ch. Dep., March 29, 1879. JO, No. 159, June
: s 2, 1879, Annexe No. 1442, p. 5018. .
3 “TFerry, Ch. BEV., June za, 1879. J0, No. 174, June
27, 1879, p. 'S684.




synonymous for "Vive La République."® In Marseilles, his entourage

was stopped by a mob of young teenagers shouting "Article 7" as a

derogatory epithet. It was also at Narseilles chat "nrdinnry, peaceful

. péoyis ciaed Aebicle 7," WhiIe a¥ Lyods, Veiry cam to the/ conclusion

that the article "had divided the mind of the nation into|two camps.

2 After the tour he was convinced that he had "touched the most vﬂ:rngr /

CHoEHGE the TAELOH.YSY PaliBert dama €6 4 TIkE con:lu{:on when he

visited Perpignan, Beziers and Marseilles during the samé period. Lm

his clse"; Republican supporters everywhere along the route qel(l,m'
. ;

SE |
g - |

hin uxtyl "Vive Article 7

5y s debate tn the Chamber had Einished. Durlns the debate, fo repeat| the

|
. Xlwever. such renlizm:ians d1d not comé uptil nmd the ,i

i
Fgovernment - minlmlued the agnitude of, the reaction and 1scpu(t§ / . {
Vo . Rightist and Centralist evidence as not being representative of e’ 1

nation ag a whole. Spuller dismissed the petitions as un;epreae.{zanve v

ST FiatE TR SREALNE BTy the sigratures of vonen and

children, signatures obtained by the clergy by placing thé faithful

under duress.’? Ferry placed the blame for the petitions, and the

reaction in general, on certain clergy who vere misleading the Jeople

3 “8Ferry, Lettres, No. 116, p. 266; No. 117; p.| z b Yo. .
! 118, p. 300, N6. 120, p. 302,. Other examples can'be found 1h lptters
3 nusbered 113, 114, 115, 119,

2 421bid., p. 300. 5 ‘
S0rbid., p. 296. ‘

4 Slquoted in. Duh}e\dl, Paul Bert, p. 97.

- 5 . 3 5253;{1’4, eh. Dep., March 12, 1879. 0,.No. 19,
Aunexe No. 1442, 12,1879, p.. 5012, ¥

i

i i
+




\ introduced would be immoral,
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by playing on their fears and glving them false information; "activists

and petitioning agen!

curés in their pulpits and vicars-general in the
countryside, ... who told the igaorant populace that 1t vas a question
of driving the brothers and sisters from the village schools."53 The
petitions were not valid, inhis opinion, since the people signed aut
of a fear created by false propaganda. Not satisfied, he gontidued,

the leaders of the protests and those who organized the petitions

compounded these lies by ing that ‘the
of the nation wished to anaihilate Catholicism, and convinced the people

that Article 7 was intended to suppres the teaching of religion 1’

nchuun.' To Ferry, ‘it was pnfecﬂy undeur.lndlhle that the people

hould react'with such violence and send puxuum with such numerous

- signatures, when they vere being told by these activists that the

children vould ‘ot be¥alloved to pray. in the séhools, Lh-z&lulhnaka

would be the teacherq, that the
Catechisa and the crucifix would be prohibited in the classroom, and’
tha\t the govermment dnilu!l were -m.lurn lni ca—m.lrds, ud the
dregs of soclety. ™ nuz inciters had been telling the péoplé-thar
"the moment of persecution had finally arrived, that'the guillotine ~
was being prepared, and that the only time that.Cod would henceforth
be dentioned would be to prove that he didn't exist."55 Though the.
purpose of speakers ike Spuller and Ferry.vas to demonstrate “that the

S%erry, Ch. Dep., June 27, 1879. J0, No. 175, June 28,
639, p. 5728, - e =i .

i
|




rucuon to Article 7 was exaggerared and dcmu.my provoked, they

m-dvaxun!ly doted as -dmA"u fot the violence of

l'uctlm which

p-udnnully may had ut dut to play down.

|
Ferry Alsﬁ ddhud'—me aw;nman to Article 7 which

_‘emerged from snother quarter in e ch-mr.‘ paullbly unexpected and

very much of concern, to the {government: the oppo.mun from the
szllbliunl of the:Centre w)]n, up to that pdm, hid been supponxng

government goncy. In their'view, the emq articles: of - the hu1 9 %

Bgladng to :he Freedon of nghm: Educuu.wn }wux: in cnlwler. accord

T to pmxpxnm a \ur »m. the c-uml{c mmxch. Reprumla:ln -pohgs,au

of this .zow. l.i?z unjmun B: ;' nd Paul Léon" Bo s, e

e . that m o -d.ocx _systems be peumzd to: operate um by .ug. with

S the free school systen subordinate to the stite in adainistrative matter

J “ but autonomous in ‘mattérs of falth and consclence. Thus, they could mot . <

vote with the govefnment on Arud.e 7 but, on-this occasion, had to” i

separate uu-uln- from I'.l\e -num 5 Bardoux desciibed the govern-

ment's nhxnu.n; on -dwuunn as " umu::nrun" and, whereas e considered

" himself npubum 1n’ thought .mr E;eung ‘and d4d not oppose either the - *

" content or wotdlng of the other .r:mu.,ha aceused. the gavennent of.

dnginin Berdows, Pw-du~l>&'m-, ch. n.p
Ho.. 175 ery pis 1879, ». 393

71bid.,




. bill of law.

b5

'Enfance de-la Troisiéme 1870-1879 (Pari:

friénds of the tentre lefe," Ex_m, While asking for :h‘eu support,
pessimistically predicted that they would not.vote the law,5® He
sought to placate "this little groul; of conservatives of the Centre,"
who, in his words, "were flirting with the idea of separating from s
goyerment at such a critical time," and refusing to the govermnment'a
support "on which they were accustomed to depend.”S? vnycmec.
writing later, blamed Fersy for "provoking a spirit of dtviston 1n the
Repuwblicans of the Centre," a charge taken up by sone historians of the
Third Republic who, assert. that Afticle 7 precipitated lasting divisions
15, the Rl:puhllmm a1ltance.60 Thé ‘irrelevancy, at this potnt,’ of ‘the ',

atter stazmln:. “daes fof 10 any vay diminish the signiﬂ:ance of the "

séct that the Republicans-of the Centre: oired with the parties al’ ‘the

Righi dn rejecting Article 7 and séekin to-pravent, {€s passage as’

A

“The in¢lusion of the rejection by the Centre Republicans
concludes, the account of the reaction -to Article 7 in ‘the:Chamber of

Depities, a-reaction in which the nembers of the Right, pringipally;  °

attacked the drticle as anti-Catholic and persecutory, 5.4 revival of -

. thé horrors of the Revolution, and sought to mdemi\;a the E)vznmen[ s .

position by pointingout the immediate ssfative effects vhich the

S8Ferry, .Ch. Dep., June 26, 1879 0, No. 1;71.,'1,"&' 27,

1879, p. 5687.

5‘3n1.1 P 5122.

x’ 6“1&2 feinet; mmm. p. 120 See Georges Weill,
15t/ de 1'IdZe Lafque én France au XIX® Sigcle (Paris:, Alcan; 1912),
D. 282;: Georges Michel, Léon Say (Paris: C. Lévy, 1898), p. i

jacques: Chas tenet, ‘Histolire de la Troisione Republique, Vél, I,
" Hachette, 1952), p. 71,
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“article would have’on education generally and on Catholic education in i

particular. They argued that, given the existing legislation, the law i

" wvas totally umecessary‘and that it vas a /cuve}~u& for the @v‘ernment's‘
true intentions which they decmed to be the firat step in a programe
of otflcially sponsored persecution of the Catholic Church. Through .
their ‘statements and presentation of petitions, the Right further

% provided evidence of the emotional atom which the artlele vas precipi=

% . ml:ing in the nation, a fact also madvertenuy attested to by govan\—

- nent némbers and their supporters who, in their speeches and ritiigs 1

R later, skhibitd cledr Grideres of how Article G affected the »pupulace iy

o - 2 ‘gsnernl]_y. v _There' can'be ume, doibt at this point that d\a article.
‘ } ’ duemd againsz the zed gations and corfeatred ‘gnan NERE L
Al “educational bill of P was, more than just @ cnntruvelsial«pi.en.s Gl 3 '
o 1eg151mpn. Heithar can. drie dispute ‘the fact that, from m revidence i

¥ provided by contemporary witnesses who were contifjually in the midst of

the legislative process, the rion of the article set off a

political storh in the Chamber and in' the nation, and was violently

“fought by.ts opponents, members from the Right and the. Repﬂbllcan .

-Centrey as a’deadly piece of legislation; the obvious _nbje_c[ive of

.. which was in their minds, the eventual destruction of the Catholic ) 4

religion: § % 5 3 >

8lother. "areas of reaction” Ancluded . the Catholic: press,

a 'study done by Mona Ozouf, -L'fcole, T ég;me et La REpal bllgue (P ris

Cnll. “Kinsqua" 1963), “passin.. - -




CHAPTER TV
" ARTICLE 7 — THE QUESTION POSED
b The violence of che reaction to Article 7 by the parcies
of the Right in the Chamber, and the emotion] controveray uhich it .

2
in-the nation, ially amshg the and clergy of

: the Catholic Church, raises serdous questions relating to the introduction
) L of the article, especiany when’ the reaction Is set against the back— L ¥

A sTomd "ot what mlghr. be descrlbcd a3 the unfavoursble politteal cireum-

i
stances of 1879.1 When' one r.ona!dem, to racnpitu.lut;, that the . g 1
*. " Repuifean governent, relattvely geaking, vas atill 1:\ te dnfney 1
and lacked firm’ control .over the' volitimll and sotial, forces uk' the. ,
(R nation; that it governed a nation still uvgn'uuh the aftermath of
' " defest, occipation, civilir and the political fensions followingMay . .

“ © 16; that it had to contend in 1879 with formidable opposition in the

Chanber, the Senate, in g and reglonal administration; and was

5 .. racked by parliamentary instabillty.and internal diviédons, and con-

2 o
frontad by ecoiomic probless; ome could, at:the outset, qudstlon its .
political acunen in neroducing luglula tion which added t6 party and

¢ nagional dtvtaicn, ‘and croited-a political uprear which threatened: Lta

© 553 e s &S

- * very existence.? Instead of . providing responsible leadership and

1see above, pp. 15-18.

. " 2Iq'fact; ‘the second ministry which dealt with Article n.
s the Freyciset miniatry, vy foreed to mesign over Hie dusue of the -
< decree 3

Heooa T T e 4 g




introducing leglslation to bring peace and unity to consolidate, the
natjon after the very traumatic events of the decade, the government
seened to be doing the ciact opposite, as observed by one of the members
. of thé comnittee who studied the bill.%® 1In fact, Freycinet, the premier
of the second ministry which'carried through the'bill, called the article

"the worst legislative bill that anyone could have invented.""

It could pethaps be argued that, prior to its introduction,
the governmeit vas not aware of its serfousness, or that it would create
such an uproar, or that they included the artiele lightly, simply not = -

« realizing 1

impo
. the face of  Fersy!

Such aburvnmn.s camot ‘be upheld, however, in

' dlaie mé eopiied smumen: that :hg.gavernmnt 2

mmoducad the arficle "with deliberate purpose and after serious

thnnght."s Tn bis iémoirs,’ Freycinet admitted thﬂt "M." Say and

s wulq not. the import’ of this imovation
[‘Arr_‘{'nlu 7)."% He writes that when he predicted to Léon Say, in council,
that t‘h; ﬂvltlcle would "cause an upl;ar' Say agreed with hlm.‘ Such
statenents ‘l:lrurly indicate that the Haddington ministry Tecopnized the -
‘inportance of the article, and that its advent.on the political scens

would not be a smooth one.
- ¥

3caslonde; Ch. Dep. June 27, 1879. 0, No. 171, June
28, 1879, p..’5545.

~ "mycmc. Sowvendrs

p. 120, - . &

,Ch. Dep.; Aprl 1, 1879, 730, No. 90, April
2,71879, Annexe Nn. 1239 p- 2767..
SFreycinet, Sowenirs, p. 71.
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Nevertheless, 1f one wished to pursue this argument in

spite of Ferry's admission of government forethought, why did the

government continue to press forward with the article ot only in the

face of the opposition of the Right, which in itself was understandable,
but after, the defection of the Centre and after becoming c'ugnizil\t of i
the agitation which the article was causing in the nation? Even more
1mp8r:.n;, why did the legislative process not stop when the article

was rejected by the Senate on March 9, 18807 . From the presentation of

i
i
j
}i
i

‘the Report in the Senate on December '8, 1879,, through the debate in the
Seddte Which van fron January 23 o March 9, 1880, the’ areicle and the 5
o matter of the right to teach of the mn»nuzhurmd congregations Agnin

becane the focus of the nrgument and. was agath héotodly debated, Wher .

the debate, ended on March:9 the fotal bill} incluiing Article 7, vas

“defeated by a vote of 148 to 127. After further sonstdetation of the

" bill, all articles ekeept Article 7 weve possed. In a ariEe e s s
Article 7vas defeated by 187 to 103. T article at this point should :
have simply ceased to cause any fufther concern. ' Yet, notwithstanding
the rejection by the . Senate, :he’kepu\‘anun ministry, this time under

| the premiership of Charles Freycinet, embodied ! the objectives of
Article 7 in executive degree forn and published tvo decrees on March

16, 1éap The first grdered that the. Soclecy of Jesus be éxpelled from

France withina three-ponth pordod, and ts property transferred to.the
seuulnr Clergy.* The second decree demanded thac all ather ron-authorized
” #orders apply for \auzhonuunn within :he same pgr{od ot face penalties

fot violation of the law.” The decrees were iuplemnted 1|med1nt=].y, and -

H . 7

T . < Irenaities Were fot specifidd. . tnitke. the pteparutlon
i of Article 7, which vas well thought out, the decrees, accordiny
Freyeinet, seie hastuy prepared and- 83 tastily” executed. Freycinet

Sowvenirs, p.




" )

through abandonment "of the legislatiw process, certainly through 3\

deviation fron i, dn resorting to adninistrative decrees: when the

governmn objectives could mot be attained in the normal legislati

manner. ’
This by-pass action of the government poses questions of

its own, the mst interesting betng vy the ministry dfdn'c we the .

decree mettiod n. the beginning, o sem‘here along. the way before ihe

oppc.sman toughenad, Howaver, the p\blicatinn of the décrees 1s more’

important, to the ongml queation 1n that it Focuses on' the: persj.stence
of the govermment o achievn the objectives of Article 7, aliwost in
spite of any form of opposdtion. “This persisténce lndicated that the
-passage of Article 7 and the mbodxm;nt‘nt its principles in law was a
matter of great importance to the Republican government, anff that the
attaiment of its objectives held yrofound meaning for 1ts.menbiers:
Whatever the historiographieal discussiod regarding the motivation
Lnnudnm.m; ‘of Article 7, whatever arguments extst Qs to its alms o

effects, ope cannot ﬂispuhe the fact that & clause.of-a bill of law

which was deliberatel anidst. the w pon-

tical circumstances, which yas carried throigh in'the teeth of violent

.opposition and a split in government support, and‘vas .still forcefully
s . o 5 ¢ €

8Louis Andriewx, Sourenirs d'wn Préfect de Police (Paris:
3.% Rouff, 1885), “pp. 289=90 describes such disturbances. Andrieux vas
inspectéur-ginéral of the jParis polite; and was' charged with the

anfotcement of the “decrees in that clty. 5




vres‘pnnse to 1th ‘most critical challenge. the ehreat which‘thx bined

e merging 1ntu a gingle unified force, a development which meant.c
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inplemented in another form after the parliamentary process had rejected
its passage, mist have dealt with a matchs of great concern to the
goverment in the Chapber.

Paradoxically, it was the unfavourable political circum—

stances of 1879 which produced Article 7, and the reaction from thé Right

and the Church, and from the Senate and the Centre, were reflectivp/Bf

the reasdns for the introduction of the article and, in the mind

& s 6§ tie 3 of its objectives.
a5 the goverment ;Qsessed thetr situation in 1879, the opposition
both h;uses, and from the Church’ through the intermediaryof su) poriers
in both houses, . represented the e;;fskenc'e Of a powerfyl allland¢ of anti:

nepuhucan forces in the nation. Article 7yas'the stated goyer:

strenfth af these forces held for “the continuéd existerice of . Lhe A
form of government and society. Government speakers declared
intended to resolve the crucial political and social problems o

by preventing the of 1, an publican Frand

securing, through a retufn to the Concordat's ecclesiastical policy, the
Euture of the Thifa Republic.” Further, ‘they professed that 1i:,uun designed

as a forceful {mmediate action to prevent the cuanmm of anti-Republican

for the Revnblica‘ns the division of France into".two nations; division

whi:h, considering sl s mutim‘l hostility ‘which they thought

Spuller, Ch. bep'., March 29, 1879, Jo; Ye. 159,
Annexe No. 1443, June 17, 1879, p. 5019. " Ei
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“extsted, could only meant ultisately, another civil var of disastrous
consequences, a fear kept real by the memory of the frightful carnige

of the Commune of 1871.)0 Hewce, they constdered it as more than just
preventing a Rightist return to power in a future election. They
presented 1t as a calculated mve to destroy the leadership around which
the various anti-Republican forces were massing, and thus frl;‘ment and
weaken these forces by removing thelr unifying lagdership, . the Teliglous

orders who were the directors of political orgonizations and the

tado of: the futura

The Republicas seened tat & mdstve
] sadiee B AEESREL s RN e e Plice 4n the nation, a
.cnll;_uczmz which they variously referred to as the coalition and the
counter-revolution. They Further believed ‘that this coalescence” was

betng npnrhud‘d by certain son-authorized orders, upenhlly the

Jesnits. The lstter, d: to the wvere most
in this role of leadership, and it was at thes that the article, and
Llllr the decrees, was principally directed. For the Jus\lir_}‘, through
the unique position of power which they had sttained in the Church
through the publication of the Doctrine of Papal Infallibility; had
gained control of the French Church, and were {n-the process of organizing
“all the component parts of the Church, clergy P laity, intoa powerful
political machine, which, from the point of view of the goverment, they
coild then place at the disposal of the Right in any forthconing €lection.
Ina conconitant process, i 38 through  the Church educational
_system which they coritrofled, was indoctrinating the youth of France
:ﬁ“‘_“ e :
; 1546 Paul-Seippel, Les Deux Fri (Lausanne: Plyo 3

-1905), passim, for insight inco'how Repiblican umu developed
the concept of two Frances.
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with anti-Republican philosophy, and [hu; preparing the future electo-
rate for the mnarchical Right. Considering the polltical usage to
which the obedience implicit in Papal Infallibility could be put, as ”
the Republicans interpreted the doctrine, the success of the political
organization and eduwational indoctrination of the Jesuit order would
spell doom for, the Republican cause {n a future election, or even
before that through.a possible coup d’état.

: Hence'the Jesuits, the Focal point of the coaleacing !
fozcés, bad to be removed, and qusckiy, if the future of c!’\e Republic
was to be secure. - The Righe would then tbe powerless yithout the
_pblitical orfanization, and ditectlon which they nupplled tho political

potential of the Church organization would-be disengaged from the

services of ?}e’ mgnm{ parties, and, ‘the educational system would - . .
cease to permeate the minds of youth, the futurd electorare, with anti- i
"Republican doctrines. The Church could return S proper sphere, ‘
the sphére of the n{:!rizual. and the Repiblicanization of France could
peacefully continbe, without a second France to create disunity and o
civil di:shamuny. From the government's pain['nﬁ view, ac&rding to

: the sources examined, this vas vhat Article 7 was intended to do. From

:?{bam: of view, Article 7 was much more than 'a miserable political

dient', but.uas vital to the contined existence.of the Third Republic.

The Right, inadvertently, substantiated the objectives

" . of Article 7'by divining "the true aim of the project," and correctly

| . analyzing, though in negative form, what the governmeat intended to

achifeve.!! Whereas: the govérnment stated the objéctive of Artigle 7 to

”!ou:geou, ch. bep., Jie 18, 1879, 307 Y. 176, June
», ‘1879, pe 5791 2
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B
be the security of Republican France, the Right assessed the objective

to be, by imlication, the destruction of monarchical or royalist France.
- Bourgeois called the article "a law of revenge", and accused the govern-
ment of taking advantage of a democratic electoral mandate to autocratically
™ destroy the opposition.'? To Paul Lenglé, it was not a law dealing with

N _pducation, "but a political law, ... a law of revenge."!’ fdouard de la

' Bassetiére, deputy from Vendée and speaker for the Right, charged that

the educational reasons put forth by the government ware rerely a fromt

for the ‘government's trué reason; "what one would call a rafson d'dtat,
... a political objective."!% Eticane Lamy concluded that " the true

reason forihrticle 7" was a political one, the final eradication of the

\Legittnist party.}S Tt vas becauss they believed, correctly; that the

: implementation of Article 7 would lead ultimatély to their disappeatance
a8 a political and social force in the nation that they fought the
article as they did. 4 »

However, although the Rightis't assessment of .the objectives .

of the article was cofrett, it was the government spokesmen who developed
v 3

- the logic of the argunent through the various legislative stages; the

4 speakers from the Right merely added, through their correct interpre-'

1 tation of the aim of Article 7, further proof of. the-government's

. 121p14, ;

. 13,englé, Ch. Dep., June 30, 1879.. J0,No. 178, July 1,
1879, p.. 5934.

19pe 1a Bassetidre, Ch. Dep:,"Juté 27, 1879, —JopmNo.
175, Jwe 28, 1879, p. 5729.

1%Lamy, Ch. Dep., June 26, 1879. 1O, No. 174, -June 27,
1879, p. 5678, K ; . .
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imen'u;.:;, Hence it was the government speakers, and their Republican
supporters, who outlined in detail the reasmns for the .introduction of
Article 7, and set out Lts atne and cbjectives. It vas their collective
view that sav the clergy and laity of the Church, the political parties
of the Righ't and the supporting groups of the Right in the nation being
welded into a powerful anti-Republican coaliflon by the non-authorized
religlous orders under Jeguit direction; a view b e wlabusasel bo
the Bzpoe, the Report and in the frequent government speeches through— °
ot the debate. Thus one must ‘exanine’ these speeches in particular to -
understand how the govermment SentiTebRR K Lkt O vee e

to the existencé of the Repwblic and its fear' for the Republic's future-

survival, ‘Spch an eXamination will show how the governmeiit vitued the . *

entanglémenit of veligion, cducation and politics ss beingithe greatest
source of pover £qr the opposition Right, and their belief that their
disentanglement through Article 7 was the only way to truly

Republicanize the nation.




. . CHAPTER V

ULTRAMONTANISM, JESULTISM AND
THE POLITICAL THREAT OF RELIGION

The tnvestigation of the Republican government's rationale
for introducing Article 7 bEg“lvn.s with the reaction of thé Republicans to

the ptm:nulga:(on\_oi the doctrine of Papal Infallibilicy on July 18, 1870.:
The doc trine, ‘which sta ted that "the pope, when speaking ez s,

Posesaen nfallibiliey dn denisionl regarding faith or mrals, in

virtie. of e apnsmlic pover™, wts interpreced by the Republe- "
cans in a totally polt tteal ccnt!xt‘-“ The obedience which the Catholic
1ndtvidual vas bound in eonscience to Igtve o the pope vhen the latter

was rendering decmens "regardily fatth and foxals', a spectfte

1Definition from William L. Langer, ed. & compl
Encyclopedia of World History Mass: The Riverside Fress,
To50y

» p. 664 The statamnt of the First Vatinav\ Council was much -

more explicit and reads as follows: "... that the Roman Pontiff,
vhen he speaks ex cathedra, that is, ‘when u:mg in the'office of
.shepherd and teacher of all Christians. by virtua of his.supremd .
apostolic authority he defines™ doctrine concerning faith or morals to

. be held. by the whole Church, by the divine assistance promised hin in
Blessed Peter, is possessed of that infallibild ty'with which the
divine Redecmer willed His Church to be endowed in,defining doctrine
concerning falth or morals; and that therefore such definitfons of ‘the:
Roman, Pontiff are of themselves, and not from consent of the Chiirch,
-drreformable.”. First Vatican Council, Session 4, July.18, 1870, First
Dogmatic Consti tution bn the Church of Christ, 'ch. 4 (D 3074), CEv
3180 LG 25, Quoted in Ronald Lawier, O.F.N..Cap. et al, easA, The .
Teaching of Chrisc: A Catholic ‘Catechism for Adults. (New Y
Anerica Press, 1966), p. 228. For a concise summary of the theologicnl"‘
baékground to the doctrine see’ Ibid:, pp. 222-230.




2 * obedience implicit in the doc trine, was viewed by the Republicans as a

poténtially\ powerful weapon'were it ever to be used agalnst secular

governments for politital purposes. The interpretation was. especially

- alarming in'a nation Such as Erance where the imense mjority of the

~electorate vere Catholics. Interpreting the doctrinme within a’narrow

political fragevork, they.could foresee the pope, £f he so chose, by a

aimplc :m&and turning the Catholic elecmrn(e into an anti-Republican

;
E + ueczof\u \ . . - . r
: \\\, . ““'ERepeblican speakers of all shades of Republican thinking ’!

cundeb‘med

octrine and =xpreued the same -fears qf its political

the, princl];al amng these vas. the fear that the doctrine b

/ sutscilsh

R A hid of feccively, destxuyed the Gallican chuzch -and the political princi- . iy
u . £y pes of c\\e Concordat ughn which chutch-state tdn[iuns had been based

nyb that nme.2 Gambetta, had earlier deucribed its effects as

“eeducing t silence and obedience all those who vere of dny importance

- invhat could be called the natioial clergy.”3 Speakers in the debates,
though Temoved by nearly a decade from its publication, referredto the
doctrine in very emotional terms. Emile Deschanel called the doctrine

"a great revolution'-in relarionswith thé Church, since the doetrine of

Papal Infalllbiliéy vas the absolute negatlm of e Gallican doctrine .

which had been enshxinerl inRevolyttonary legishtlun, espétally in _J—\

) 8 “*
U Maurice Duvergér, Thé French Political Syst em (Chicago: -
v DT of Chicqgu Bress, 1958), p. - 120; Danselte, Histoire, p. 36
. ‘ The Evolution of mnce Under the Third Repiblic (New
5 oy Mo Cromwell, 1897), p: 288 Acosb, French Laic Laws, p. 38; .
4 . Willlam Bosworth, Catholicism a,wl Crisis in Modern France (Princeton: - ! b
Princeton University Press, 1962), p; 207 Full text of the Concordat i .
quoted in Bodley) The Chun:h i Frante, Appendix One, pp. 114-120.

s g *" Sgametea, . nep., May 4, 1877, quoted 15 Bierre
3 Barral, Les Fondateurs ‘de la (Paris: A. Colin,
+1968), p. 183 E g

5 : . :
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. the Organic Law of 18 aemmn‘l. An )%.“ If the pope were truly infalli-
- ble, he continued, the nation udy just a3 well consx.der useless its

principles of public : ight, "since they'eo

ve, in effect, obliterated

by a papal direction at any time."S Spuller described the proclamation

as "a\'nv_um:xan which ten years 4go destroyed Catholicism ... and s

changed the pope From 4 mings prince ... to &ne sole head of a powerful,

& xmiv:xsal party strongehough to provoke disﬁ&nsian in: an Catholic”

.nations "m gers vhictf emangzed from: this xituatinn,‘he continued,

vere ve /;Jl, siree’ the docum; set Agﬂn:t‘the government "all French .

penpl! who cnnsidend £t a‘religious duty, ag a- duty nuperiu( o all, -

other: duciel, to_obey, nénpletaly, any. ddrective arriving frmu,Rnne." .

. "Deachunel ch. nep.. Jnma 23, 1879. 30, No. 171, Jine.
4, 1879, p. 5548, The:, Drganic ‘Law “of 18- Germinal An X ‘gave' the govern:

- ‘ment, by lav, the right £o inspect .a11 Church published :statements prior

©to publication and generally’set own thé ‘powers Hf police’in’ uuum‘

i'to the'Church. ~For text of Yaw:see Mdlgy, The Church in’ Fran

Appsnd.tx oo, PP 110—134

p\lty For' Malne:

Selistre ard fadtoa 1
Dep., June 28, 1878, .30, Nd. 17&

June: 29, 1879




ety

58

‘on the nation thrnlzlh the !;rmul'ldm of the Doctrine of Infallibility,
Just as u.. nation had always fought, in previous.decades and centuries,
"to resiat the exclusive and Jealous domination of Rome and the Papacy."
ALl yfevinul French 5uver_nu over the plll: eighty years, he continued,

\

Mvu had" to ‘defend themselves n.;unu ultranontanisn and its usurping

clatia, ot tinse ancrouhuenm had been resisted sucgessfully: However,
ulltrélon tanisn continued to emerge from the defeat, necessitating a

continual battle ‘to overcome it d:ﬂnl.uly.”’ The atdte had to be the

and

true b fance against the e ts of |
e aunm o Rope, nv:xr:p Spuller later, qnd, introduced the

 relationshitp, af ‘the, dm:uue to the' French Revolition by concTuding

that "Lhe Pr-m:h n-vmiuuun would unxy nd on that day whea Ulera-

su,'.h st
',mxm. gbscure doctrine vhick was xmm or dlsmtssed, the Doctrine

i x; is reasonsble’to assume :\:g:., far fton being some

uf Papal unmuu:y raised grave ‘spprehersions in’the minds uf
Republican léaders uucuu.e, believed 1t posed a most .euoua threat

¥ to tileif Continued’ government of a mation of Catholics.

'Spuller, Ch. pr,. hl’ch 29 1379> Jo, Hu.'
“12, 1879, Anmn No. 1442, p.5010., Ultranoritanism s étﬂned s Vehe
policy of the party in the Roman Catholic Church that favoirs hmelnng
7 .and_enhancing the power and authority of -the e concép
opposed to. the mére democratic secular -ovmmn £
“ which would haye power reside in the episcopacy or in the vario:

us
nnr.ianll charch mvbuen:- nuc'lr as, "in: the suiple of Ftnu:e, Gallicanism. -

, June 26, 1879, 'J0; No. 172, Juna-25, 1879
RS U L :

’_' NS




. ¢'of Christian conscienc

','.councu of. Trent by meu £amo; doetri

The Republican leaders did mot lay full blame for this

development on the Church itself, but considered the Church as a quasi-

ionocent victim of the long-range plans of the Society of Jesus who,
fa their view, vas using the publication of the Doctrine of Infalltbility,

as a first gep towards Aﬂsn dream of tenpornl domination in the ]
nation."}2 The Republicans scemed convincdd that once -the Jesuits had achieved
their ain of unchallenged papal authorify the Church could be eastly. |
domtnated by dontriating the pope, since, 4n the words: of the radical

1a Motte, “fey [the Jesutts] know that it vis alvays felatively easy

i

. to"make one man an ‘tns trusent were he seated in the Chatr of Peter, " i‘
. i
{

‘while it was. d1nos € mpouibl to overcome a _u“. ' mpres:nndan

13 nis plan, cungupad the Republicans, had I

since they

already begunelsewhere in time and plac "poLsoned  the :

and'had

to the depener&y of the lau:h:rn zunpe-n nnuom by linking them to

perverse papal and ul:'x-l-:nnna u:mm b -

" . Throughout. the dn\bun. Republican speakers elaborated
on what' they.believed, to 'bc the predontnant role played by the Jesuits '
i bringlng about! the ﬂml v:lcm' of ultramon tanism. De - Motte
k cnnbendad that st onty had Jnfallibilicy been' Tavded and exmund ‘by: ¢
* . == V2Fegry, ‘Ch. nep., Nnrch 15, 1879 30, No. 87, mra{h .
29, 1879. infiexe No 1238, g. 26517, e R
De la Mogie, Ch Dep., \J\m 28, '1879.-. J0, No.. 176,
T35, u:s, e 50 e B :
i “xw spuun,
d*histoire publique
e 7 s :
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Civilta Cattolica, the society's official journal, but had been intro-
duced into the rules of .faith and, finally, had become the officlal
dogma of the Church.! To be quite brief, he continued, the bishops
sanctioned and adopted whatéver the Jesults had writte. Thus, he
concluded, "ass.ured forevermore of the obeissance of a thousand
bishops, of half a million priests exg‘icxﬁ‘pg their influence on 180
nillion Catholics, the Roman Pontiff can carry out, whenever he pleases,
the assault on Lihjalism.”“ Fuila Deachanel chasrved that the publi-
cation of 1nfn111b’i1§y could only be ‘interpreted as a triumph of Jeoutt
doctrines, since they had pursued the Fecognition of ‘nfallibility for

. 80 long.17 In PauliBert' & scientiftc term!.nulagy. the Catholic Church

had * ryatallized ummd Jesui[ism.

w 1o the' Repiblicons, the p\dzlicn(inn of the doctrind of -
Pnpal lnf:lllhlllty and I:hE victory ﬂf the ultrunununlat movement :geemed '

part of . the mister plan deriving from the Jesuit philosophy of the .

'indirect pover of the papacy'; a-philosophy which the Republicang §
inerpreted s having two Saslc, but polisteally cructal, ‘prenises:

that the spiritual power of the apacy vaa subertor to the temporal

power of the statd, and that the cortrol of the civil state must be-

Spe la Motte, Ch. nep., June 28, 1879, .30, No. 176, .
June 29, ms, p. 5787, d sn
T aemd, a2
e \

¥ 1 TDeachanel, cn Dep.,. Jute 23, 1879.' ,J0; No. 171,
June 24, 1379‘ p‘ 5545. % i -
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returned 'to the clergy.!? For those from the Right who demanded to see

Proof of this plan, the Republicans pointed to the official organ of

the society in Rome, the Civilta Cattolica, which, in their opinion,

clearly as:

grted that the temporal power was_subordinate to the spiritual

power.20 The Republicans interpreted the philosophy, as they did

infallibility, in a political context, and were convinced that the

e

ambition of the Church was "the absolute domination of the spiritual

pover over the civil power."?] This thinking, which hud been developed

into a philosophic structure by Joseph de Maistre, the Republicans claimed

had been adopted into the official thinking of the Church under the aegié

¥ oF the Jesuits.2?

W ) .

B Once ‘having secired control of. the Church' through the .-

, - achiévement

£ Papal xn‘;.uu}uuy’, according to tfle Republicans, ni\é

Jalulra then bacuma agents of ulunﬂmnt‘ninm to secure control of | ch=

$ortine wanEoL: chiurches and reduce ihen; 45 Terty phbaied '1t; b0, conpleté’

] ' sérvitude.2¥. "To arriveat [his end,” quoted Emiié Deschanel; "they

“19%erry, ch. Dap.. March 15, 1879. J0, No. 87, March 29,
1879, Amnexe No, lZ!B. p. 2657 h: . &%
iﬂma., Jm\e 26, 1879; 30 No. 174, Jue 27; 1879, p.
5631. »
ugene Spuller, L'Evolution Pulitig\be et Sociale de
ﬁgllse (Yana. F.-Alcan, 1893), p. 110, Also, Paul Bert, Le )
Clericalisme, gnalrions d'Education Nationale (Paris: A Cblin. IQOO)A

i 7 P - ' .2250e "Joseph de Maistre, Du P!ae (Lyon. qusnnd, 1819), -
4 - .7 passim; John-C. Murray, "The $olitical Thought of Joseph de.Maistre
’ 2 . | Review of Politics, Voli XL (1949), 63-86; Mervin-Harie Sriell, "The
. B “Cathiolic Social Reform lhvenent. Alnztinun Journal of Soclology,
16-50  (1899-1900), ‘16-50. T

5 . 3 : 23Ferry, 'Ch. Dep.,| June 27,.1879.. JO, No. 175, June 28,
8 Iy .. 1879; p. 5726, neucunu, ch. m} ., June23, 1879, 0, No. 171, June .
¢ 2, 1879, p. 3550, < . = .
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began by dominating the clergy. De la Motte described

the order as
"the principal arm of the papacy,” who, having discovered organization .
as the greatest political weapon of the Catholic Chyrch, proceeded
through control of the colleges and: the universities, and in other
ways, to enforce their will on the secular clergy.?® Ferry referred to
this development as "the assimilation of all the authorized and non-

suthorized orders, the associafion of all the secular clergy, and even
an inmense segment of the French Church {n the lay sphere with elements

of Jesuitism."26 By 1879, in the opinion of the Republicans, the

‘Jesuits were already in fact the directors of the'spiritual power in
‘France since ‘the bishops were ho more than apostolic prefects and the' :

mer' orders Facognized the’superior. position of the _societyi? As.for

me seculur clergy,’whn hnd" been. the backbon

of the French Church,

they were noyloager l:amxideréd by nnyquy to be of any real mpormnce.l" o

CIn Feny s opxnion. these suvemencs could ﬁe proven e
statiscieally.?? ngums e provided shoyed that the ordet had grown i = A
from sever communities in 1828 to tenty-seven by ies. By contrast,

establishaents of the secular clergy.had dropped from 152 1n 1865 o *

z“machun&l\ op. cit., p- 5548. i L
" 2%pe ‘1a Motte, Chi”Dep,, June 23, 1679. 10, No. 171, : g
June 24, 1879, p. 5548: " :

5y iﬁpe::x, g:n. ‘Dep.,  Junc 17, 1879,

: 30, No. 175, June 28, 1
725. “ .

1879, p:.5

5putar, ‘ch. Dep; 'Harch 29,1879
'12, 1879, Amnexe No. 1642, p. 5015

.0 F 18793 p. 5686,

“Ferzy, “Ch Deg

June 26;: 1879.

10, N6 159, June * .

N

0, No.'174; Jume 27,




122 in 1879, .a twenty percent decrease in only fourteen years. In the

fleld of education specifically, he noted that the free laic institutions

were losing studeat population to the educational institutions of the

"  non-authorized orders genmerally, having lost, since 1865, a total of

11,760 students. ‘The great majority of these students, continued Ferry,

had been lost to the schools of the Jesults, a concrete. example of the
degree of power and influence which the order was already exerting.

&« The position of ultimate dfrection and control of the

French Church which the Republicans believed had been achieved by the

Jesuits in 1879, coupled with the strict obedience which the smm—

* ‘believed was guherent in the doctrine of Papal Infallibilicy, was

vieved by, the Républicans, as an extremely dangerous politicalssituation,

~given what they construell to be the state of the electorate in the pre-

dominantly cm\ouc nation which tey spverud. The latter the, -

deseribéd’as 1i1-educaced'and ﬂr—kl:. and easy political grey for the
monolithic organization which they believed the Church had becose.
Ferry déscribed the Ghurch as "the fresst, most powerful, best organizad,

the richest ... of all the forces Hin France]," and pointed out that

when it operated in a society with "unrestricted freedom," was ‘always"

the strongest;30 Spuller concludéd that the Church had set tself up
o 4 !

a8 "a sratesithin a stace,” and was trying to make the cest of :the

world b;uave that Catholics were not. citizens who had to submit to’ the

sane’ lavs as nthcn.“ Bett dau:ribed what he uhr:ud to as ehe.

S "r.r‘ry.mn.‘mp..‘ Jung 27 1879, .‘dn,; No. 175; Jine 28,
1879, pi 5726, . . <

= Slgpulier, Chi Dep.s Mareh 29 un. Jo, No. 159,
‘Annexe No. 1442, Jllnl 12, 1079, P Sﬂib. ¥ ? -
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extent of official power and secret influénce” dhich the Catholic Church
exercised in France, and "the dangers which derive[d] from this situation
for the political and social state."?2 Given such power and influence
among the: people, combined with the hierarchic structure by which one
:nnm;nd from the pope could be easily and readily transmitted to the
laity, and the fact that such a command would have to be gbeyed threugh‘
the newly achleved infallibility, it was not diffic ll’.r for the

to take their

the next logteal step and see

a political directive emanace from the papacy whiffh would instantancously
- turn the Catholic laity 1ntu 4 vast anti-Republican clectorate.®3 Why

the electorate would be so teneptxve fo such @ commnd was explained

by the Republicahs by the m—.m s pollhicnl anbivaleace. ey As Ferry put
it, when eescnhsng thets  Fickleness, they " pnsseam a, strength and a
Vealiness." - They.had elected the Republican.forn 6f government, bup -
vere stf11 inbud with "iie old memoriés" that, in his words,’ the

médern day intellectudlism of 1879 had not eradicated.?"

P The 7old memories' which Ferry teferred to as being kept

alive by the masses Gas an allusion to royalist or monarchist sentiment,

which they believed. that the Church, with Jesult direction, vas -\
explnltix\g ot beialf of ‘the’ parties of the Right, especially the

Legi.:imiu pitty The Republicans had: already noted that the Church

espnused a pouucu ‘doctring of indirect power vhich, s deve].nped hy

I%ert,. Le Clériualismé, p. 282, . oy Tl Bl
e ‘33s_puner,,n'ﬁvolu:ien,‘p‘ 110 ¢ . oA S
: MPerry, Ch, Dep., June:27, 1879: . 0, No. 175, June
28, 1879, p. 5723,




de Maistre in Du Pape, and developed as they believed by the Jesuits,

: was predicated on the oxistence of the momarchical principle of govern-

ment as the expression of temporal jower. Thus, (n the Republican mind,
a natural bond united the Church and the parties of the Right, the link
being the mutual benéfits which would accrue to both the Church and the

Right through the re-establishment of the monarchical  form of govers-
S

ment in France.,' The Republicans called the alliance by various names;

the clerical party,wthe party of the counter-vevolution, the counter- -

' ' revolutionary pu}u or the coalition. They seemed to prefer, however,

Tihe clerical party’ as a, descriptive epithet denoting thé collusion

between polifics and religion, a collusion which they frequently

denounced in their allusions to-the Right, duuﬂam them as "a party = |
hflaned vith political “ambition, wishing 5

: } . )amring for rq_ugxui-‘var.
L - ‘to reignac agy price, even ﬂmngn the’ controls.of fanaticism and - X3

"' Shouid this party succeed, the total obliteratfon of

K svpe_nuunn
the Revolution and the Republic was -imminent.36 ¢

- This latter fear was not so far-fetched in 1879 as it

* .
appears today, given the hindsight of more-than a century, since the
' . Right in 1879 still retained formidable power in the nation, a fact of

¢ ~ =~ which the Republican government uss well aware. Their defeat in the

recent ef®ction had not been ev:rwhg.\-ina. umg their combined parties

g had recelved zony-ux perzent;of ;the clectoral yote in the Chnmher,'
r
. . . undit was not until after the debates on Article 7 had been concluded
u R x o) o i
4 Sl Spegchaned, Ch. Dep., June 23, 1879, J0. No. 171,
. June 24, 189, 5. 5551. < k
a8 . %gbad, F :
3 i 3
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that they lost the majority which they commanded in the Senate.37 As

was notéd during the discussfon of the political circumstances of the

govermment in 1879, the consfitution had been heavily influenced by the .

Right and, Up to that point, although the Radical Republicans were
pressing for change, the Republican govcrnr}an: was reluctant to do so.38
Rightist personnel controlled the civil service, local and deplrmentalv
counctle; and thé judiciary, ‘@ factwhleh one spesker from the Right
thought should caution the government towards pressing on with Article
7, cénsidering the problems 1t would have with administrative imple-
mentation. 3% The same speaker pnin—t;d out that thirty-seven depart-

mental councils opposed Article 7 and would oppose the government's

16,40

i

i

- t
i . s

. ‘Ocher speakers 4n the Chnmher, -among mem governnent
nembers ard supporters, testified to the existence of this power and
ihfluence Still comanded by the Right. In'Ms inaugual addréss to
the Chamber, ‘the President of the l;epublic, Julés Grévy, gt‘ated that

"the cabinet ... [would] not hesitate ... to give to the Republican

majority legitimate satisfactions ... motably in that which concern([ed]

administrative and judiciary personnel.""1" The purging of all levels

- 7
37Campbell, The French Electoral System, p. 74.

i - 38M:A. Sieghart, Government by Decree @ondon:  Stevens,
1950), p. 186. : )

39n.mn de ankuu, €h. Dep., June 24, 1879: JO, No. 172,
June 25, 1879, p. 5593. :
1. ~
Thid. i
*13ules Grévy, Ch. Dep., ‘June 20,,1879.. Quoted in °
Grévy, Discours Politiques et Judicalres, Rapports et Messages de_dules’
Grévy (Paris: Quantin, 1888); p. 488.- 5




Charpentier, 1881), p. 363
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of administration provided these 'legitimate satisfactions' after the
Republicans achieved a majority in the Senate following.the senatorial
elections of January 5, 1880.%2 However, these purges did not take place

uptil after the debate on Article 7 was completed in the Chamber and

was made the debates to the continued

presence of the Right in their position of power, particularly by govern-

ment supporters fatther left, who accused the government of proceeding

much £o0 slowly."3\ In a specch at Bagndres-et-Bigoire on Octoher 8, 1879, .
Paul Bert attacked tie position of the Right in the nation stating that,
although they had lost the electoral victory, they still went about the

country telling the peasants that they were still the masters, that the
Repiblic dared not touch them), that they still controlled the ctvil service,

the prefectures and.the counsﬂ" What was even worse, Bert edntinued, in . »

testinony to the power they still vieldud. "the peasants believed . fhem. 15

Ferxy noted that “the avowed enemies of the Republic" were always the first

names on the petitions.'S. Somd speakers of the Right, still'confident of

their pover, the ‘a8 1ding over "a repuiic in

its death throes."? Given such a position of preponderance and strength

"zspnly].er, L'ﬁvalumn. P 1aa‘
. ‘JJules Ferry, nenpentng of the Chambex of Deputies,
November 27, 1879, quoted in Paul‘Robiquet, Discours: et Opiniohs de
Jules Ferry; Tome III (Parisi Armand Colin et cie,. 1895), p. 202.

ipaul Bert;. Le;nns Discours et Conférences (Paris:: G,

4S1bid. .

"G’Fan'y, Ch. Dep., June 30, 1879. JO, No. 175,- July 1,

1879, p. 5943.

TLton de Baudry-Asson, Vendée, Ch. Dep:, June 21, 1879.
Jo, l!o. 169, June 23, 1879, p. 5496
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which was attributed to the Right, one could perhaps agree with ¥, §
Buisson, a later Republican apologlst, who wrote that she Repiblic }’
existed "only as a precarious, contested fact, without title, without ]

a charter, without guarantee, and perhaps without a future,"*®

The alignment of a vast organization like the Chuxch,
With its unlimited potential as a political machine, perfected by the .
Jesuits and infallibility, with the power and influence retained and
wielded by the Right, had as a singuldr purpose in the Republican mind,

the élimination of that future. This was particularly evident in what

they construed to be the political activi:sm of the Church among workers
and with royalist growps tenerally, activiem which the Republicans held
tptas concrte evidence of the orgatization of the electorate.’ Thsauh
"Cdﬂkolic Cumltl’.!es" nx\d "ucrkera circles” spiritual lnflllance was.,

Dg la hotte, by Ms count, EH\merRKEd “more

bebomtng poldtical control. .

thani 300 Catholic. comittees and clrclcs. fsudetations oF ek’ the

Worker," who, in his opinfon, were ucrkj.ng with 'the counter-revolution’

-"seeki‘ng to xmumc into the. nineteenth century a repeat of the sixteenth,

Ferry drew the attention of the Chamber to what he described as "this

network of Catholic, conmittees dnd workers' circles” which, i his

words, govered France entirely and a

“8F. Buisson, L' Drmnlzntian de_1'Enselgnenent h{gue et
5.

¥es Lois 1881-1886 (Paris: | Alcan, 1912), p. 23
36, No. 176,

i 49pe. 1a Motre, ch Dep., ‘June 28, 1879.
June 2951879, p.- 5788.

S0Ferry,.Ch. Dep., June 27, }579.
+29, 1879, p. 5788.

30, .No. 176, June i
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the workers was interpreted within the political context of the Church-
_RIBRt alignment as another example of religious association being used

for political purposes. . .

The Republicans viewcd" the romantic religfous revival |
" generally, and the pllgrinages which were a particular aspect of that
revival specifically, in the same way.5! - The most obvious feature of
the revival ds they idived dt was the development of a mystical,
" emotional and fanatical spirit among segmepts of the laity. The
mldtant brand of Catholician which resulted they. contrasted with
what they considered to be the liberal and intellectual featurea of

Gailican cnpoucmg. In Spuller's aind there extsted a’ tremendous

gulf between this tradition ds represented by Richelieu, Bossuet and

Fenelon, -4nd thé miserable: mitdcle apologists of La Salette and

Lourdes."52' In the ‘organization of and participation in pilgrimages,

‘'which increased as a result of the advent of the railro

and thie

s s
leadership of the'Assumptionist Fathers, Republicans|saw 'political
raliies under the guise. of religion', a sithation which §e la Motte

described as."truly provoking."S?

.__,___A_‘—
5‘Dnnseu:e. Histoire Réligieuse, p. 325; (Lha

Griffiths, The Reactionary l‘(evolur.inn (Londnn' Constable
pp. 149-231.

' 525pu11er,\ch. Dep., June 26, 1879. Jo, No. 174,
1679, 5. 560&. ‘

7, 1879.

e la Ho:ce, e Dep‘, June
June 28, 1579, pA 5788 s




1879, p. 5722.

* relating to the rej

Houcver, as important as these two examples were of the
‘evideice of the politicil-religious 1nten#uensh1p which derived
from the Church-Right alliance, ‘much Wers aviiialies was Poukd 4 the
reports of the parliamentary commu:ée‘s which investigated Church
involvement in tifk election campalgns of 1877 "ifi which", accordingto
Ferry, "the clerical party had A e high-level

direction."S" through what he described us "ceascless intervention"

‘the Church utilized every means at its disposal, including indulging in

a campaign of propaganda and providing clerical personnel for the caue

(of the Right, in order to undermine the Repiblican cause and malign the

. . . o e

Republicar candidates. . The methodsof involvement were detailed in the
reports, whiich d1d not form an.ftegral part of the debitegn Artitle 7,
ulthough, cotneidentally, they vere betig delivered l:oncnrrantly and ©

uere used in’the debstercu fortify, the go\w.u\ment s posx:‘ion

. +  ‘he report of the main parliamentary comhnittee:chargdd
with investigating the degree of involvement which the Church demghstrated
in the elections of October 1877 wgs Biven on April 5, 1579. the virious

sub-i l:oumi[tees from the district having beer aivsn to the mm cbmmi::ee

 previouaiyi$5 In his sumatica of the s\lh-cummtt_zee reports,. the N

reporter, ‘Edouazd muaud, emphasized the posicxkze-fandmgu of the

sub-cemmitzees and qunzed passages of the sub-commivtees Ac lengr.h to

SHp xxy, ch.. Dep., June 27, 1879. Jo, No. 175, J'unu 28,
. <3 55cn\ Dep’, April 5, 18797 + 30, “flo; 135, Annexe No.
1345, May 17, 1879,%p. 4031. \Inleus otherwise i\nuuud, all quotations
)ln are thcluded 1n this citation. i
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I1lustrate for the Chamber .the type of anti-Republican propaganda which

-the Aclerp had. used, some examples of which will suffice fo demonstratd

. ¢ vhat.the d-as eletion s A




w ’

‘that it, of all the sub~r.ommictee reports, served the guve:nmmtt'

. putpose bm by illustrating detstled methods of Churcl\ {nvolvenent
‘ta contatning nunerous examples of anti- Republican invective. The
report described m microeosm what the xepubucnns postulated tp be true .

N of the nation as-a Hhole, the political effectiveness of the Chirch's
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vere hesrd and echugd in the humblest pa!ish. T!le Fepoit wetiton ko . L¥

stats. ghat, "the hhhnps of Savny/ substitured wl.miul diadigsion

i woull mc inter fere with n:e\h ut! of (ha Caﬂmnc elecmtsté at l:l\:

Boila. The xeporl: ci:ed witnesses for -the: Repu‘bltcan ‘side wwho mcuﬁed

2 VIR the :uucn pressure’. .ag "frxgmu. umxb propmnda nnrescmned "v

TR TR and "ery eyident" in the' towns’ of Tl\uiry, Lemewc; Sbint hxdolvh and

*1In, Gards

eleutoral u;ems in: anpporn of M. L H;rquh de 1a Chsmhxm

b uc‘her l!.ghtist jmmu!.s ,,denoum:ug e Reynhucua, eV \nh\g uuu

e el Piezxg—de—sunny. “The r=poxt una exumples of sgch * "very svtdent:




" Toles. e g . -

eth'ti g che clergy "to carty. €o their pnrlshicn\ers the fact that the K

. g L i
- ® R 73 g
"dxs:rxbut{ng-huu‘euns or moncy, teking an offi¢ial stand against E i “
i
republicanism 1n sernms or assisting at political rallies, as was the ot L
,case of the ntror s minary of Baauvoisin.” AcD'Albercville, the o

chaplain of the Leacher training ollege acted as chairman at R{gnm:

electoral meetings. At St. Jean de Naurferine, clergy.played sty

St The rapnrt e mekepubnéans vas also ﬁa![iznla!ly ;

111ii - ak' l:he typa of

r_nndidute a grﬂv‘glnda which had med religion and pnli:il:s. tn ’tha:.r

opinion, Ln 4 dstesuue Hay. & clréiilar nadé to the priests of the

Yegion' hy the Leg—n LS tlndldam' e M.urquis du 14 Ghanbre,, vas ¢ited

The fteg\lent]y used votez-bien of ‘the. clergy m

candidates vere nfaned to as.

for nf the Righ

had :n‘ndid-ma", emmies of the utiol\. “eandidates Ear e Revaluuon"~ .




for “he vas the candidate for the Rewolution.” Pastoral letters were

- efved fn which the Archbishop of Chasberry, “speaking as if he were

thé pontiff himself", stated that a victory for’the Republicen parties i

s would mean "a return to the domination of the paganiss of the Revolicion

... to those % times, to those disap to those crimes.” In

- concluston, the report dealt with what the wmtz;L considered tobe '
the ahuse of Church author ity by thé bishops vhen hey instructed the

Eatehrl =hu G 'vote 0%, the candidates of the: Rigie vas

7s
chrlm-n duty and, "uhile chria:tarm -nd uhur!u“ af :ha Chu:ch

- eépares and glotation uhinb. accununs o mu-ua,-wuu be -uu,n.d,

were mud-xad by m- Republians ss proof of the saatn potengial * 2 Y

of ‘the Church, and - the Tatter's cnumicm vith the pirtie: of the Right.

" Further, coupled with ¢he-expanding cmzrol which they believed the

chm’h was -tul.nin. mnu;lx wntkl orplntim ana the religtous g

Tevival, and the

©
_verm:emlfying unn'-lludon die- :o theactioh of

“the Jesults: through Lafalithing

’, mx of tits potential in nlfumdlr.iu: serise’, -nmugh_._..'.é o

y 1, u.nu. nmnr, 1F the | ml had und his’. .-mmmy gq.nei fro




infallibility, the degree of hlmlvemm\.t dnd the outcome may have ‘been

quite differenc.

Spuller, wrifing later of the events of May 16 whith

of Prance into electoral agents."$

w38 2 <7 Mhe fact at :tu- was ot done'was not convincing pmuf

to the R!publicans that o vould not, be done in the “future. )”er:y

- ngraed thac: the inu porer of 'the’Chureh had ot been, ued, That'a . .

: uzer::ive.fmu Rone; hnd never: hgan ewpluyed to such an.exténcin the.

chn e will be mmr:nu, if

| -7 pold el !phzre to r_mt ey [ uame,
y you [the’ l\epubll:ans] don't_take yrecm.uoﬂ,nss Should the Jesuits
1

g sweceed 1 ‘Qehieving coliple te dandnauon of the Church, an nbjec:ive i

URE, inthe opinforiof the Mpuhlicllﬂ.

hey vere rmdxy \ﬂ[nining,, :

and coalgsce under rhelr leadership te scattered and dmunmd pertio

Gt the Right with the,anti-Repwblican forces.in the’ fation, shother
< " dlection could spell the!end ‘of the' Republic: Already; according to
© Terry, the Jesulis domimted the! Catholic” connittees, ‘the political

neetings, ine press and odner reas of public “1fe: 50 Soon the procéss
3 P

o 14 b completed: - the Jesuitl would l:un:rol the Church -enitirely ‘and

<70 areée s vast redoirces ‘and Anfiiggnee towards the defeat of the .

Republican partiss: and the re—n!ta\:lishmnt ofthe munucmnnl tegine; :

Having siready u,ﬁ ted a1 theb forcn of the nghl: under their leadgruhip'

e : iy 59Ferry. Cit. Depi, Iyne 17, 1&79.

30, Wo. 13, Juhie 28, .
1579. p.'5726< .

“$0Ferry, Speech .;,,Epmu. A\)ru 23, 1879
Rob; qm, Dilcmlrs et 02 ons ;. 7.




“diFect them, ... constituteithe milléda of the cqynterrevnlutim\.

 Republic would be elintnated. ‘

- i

76
Writing of the events later, Spull.er clearly stated that "Artigle 7 had
as its objective the dissolut!nn of the coalition which was the bulwark
of the. conspirat} of May. 16."51 Inhis report he cmphatically declared i
that "the religlous congregations, and the Jesuits who dominate and T

w62

Ferry was just as emphatic when he stated that Article 7 vas - directed

at the Jeautss, and “élrlkins ac the’ ‘Jesults viis Striking at the hend

.of this cc[lltlen of parties wmch threa?ens !:he Rephblic uED wm . ;i .
one” 1egislative blow the poundal political influénce ‘of ‘wltranoitanton

and 1nfnllihllicy would be effectively ’red\lced. the Church would be

remﬂv=d £rom ine: pclidcal direction imposed.on 4r by the Jasui:s./nnd

e mnlescmg forces of' the Righe -au;d ng,ain Feturn to dtsuntey’and

tneffectiveness. In a'relative sense,’ the tomedtate dn—gac to ‘the

‘March zs, 1579 JD'.,N?. '159;
Amm No. mz Jun! x2 md b 5015. : T bt iy

June 24, 1879. U0,

4 631=eny, Ch Dgp.
: zs, ma, . 5603,
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Article 7, however, by removing the Jasults, was

_ xn:endad to eu inate the future as el as the Lmmediate threat “to f

" the' Repuhllc istabe - th J‘eguxn, as. clatned by the R!publicans, haa

" future’ e, were b;ing ¢ with ant  and

nuunmrevuluuum:y phuo.ophy.. They. he!ieved uke Le(bnits, :m: &

were: cvnvln:ed that the Jesut yen dn—ecn-ng an’ u{ucat:innll sysm

"formny and -ys:eumuny hos:ue to our [REpubl(can] 1nsti:uninna Lt

‘e, Republicuns were cri[iuLGough of l:he ma:hing in

s Chiren eduation lystem, and” " that glven by.- “the prdets in :he state

. < sehool systzm, befnxe they m:tacked the sy. m ‘on, pollticnl ktumds.

Mgy yers candemna[ary ot C)\nn:h 1-m11ecm1 ‘th ghl'. which bad ‘bgen

pnbnm SR uu;himycuu;s as g)\e Syzlabun of Kr'l'mr‘q wmch the!

1y’ pro £ agatnst the, fre tj,uH»«

i RS Wi ping and governthe,"? - Théy1labus was an-"assault on Liberalfen’
! x i il ErR . - §

07N, 175; June 28,

©,¥De laMotve, th. Dépi; June 28, ‘1879, .m No. 176,
June 29,1879, p. 5786, See Annc Frenantle,. The Papal Encyclicaly tn




uci.ony Aus\ur. 4y 1879,

and, in contrast to the spirit of scientifig inquiry and rationalism

vhid! the felt they proj d "darkness,

supersti(ian. ‘hypothesis, dogma and idols."3 They were sometimes

very cynical in tone when referring to. the Catholic catechism, the
teaching Ilma!ddnx prayer‘ nnd other aspects “of teaching in the Caﬂmlic
schools." Such Rupuh.uun denunciations ranged from ganeral. polenics to
ntu@l}s bn such specific suhjef:ts as ‘the Catholic teaching on the indis-

In effect, the Repuhllcans demonstrated in

solubility of marriage
 theis. remris very [intle respect for eid\er the’ mn:ent or pedngogil:al
Bethods vilch they. percelved o exlst 10 the! Catholle nymm of education,

‘and in e 1n&[bnce conpated e ﬂtudcuu cducuted in_ the” Ghyreli systen

-to the dimed fh Dante's Inferno, "kept behind by a hideous =duu:19n.

..: eternally marching'with theit heads turned behind.thém."”S *.The,

"réason and intellectual Light., What. they sav as the.contribution of

the Churth Systen was' the éxact opposite — rgoction; superstitit

blind faith and intelZectual darkness ¢ 5 E .

Thedx Bistorical Context (Toronto: . New Amdcnn Library, 1963), pp:.
163«155 iﬂr cnntplete xllx'bua.. 'l'he ‘Syllabus’of Errors uas a mllection
L aTTosueTons; o

plsta!‘ﬂl et o copeained ‘official p:lp:ll stands on vatinus O
“soctaliand, political movemert: . . S

" 3Ferry, distribution’ ‘of prizes at the Surbanne conyo~
quoted in | Buhiquel., Diseours;, Pl

Bert, Le' c1auuume

S ‘55e_e 30, 863

=i 7Baxt he Dep, - Juipe 21, 1870 30; I(o 169 .wne 23,
25491,




y { 3 However, as condemnatory as they werc of the Church,

o education system on purcly acadesic grounds, the Repubjicans considered

the Church's interpretation of Politfcal history, which they belicved
to be taught in the schools, outrightly dangerous to the Republican

cause. This was especially true vhep the Republicans examined what was .

béing taught the » upon the princ -and phi losophy

¥ of which thé x-puhu:-u.u were modelling their govu-menn and u:laty.

Spullet q\wud woxts purportedly used in.the Catholic uyltam whifch

“ - raught that. "Republican leglalation was ingplred um. the Sacait! opteté

of the n.w1uuon“ vhich vas refernd o as "the orkgin ind‘caiie OF -

s - every evil, every duuur and. every degenoracy” for the French FRE OO

Ferry cigid a parliisentacy ¥epoct of 184 which mm«x thie Church |

« ... systém-of education because "1t did not permit the creation of bad

" citirens"; that is, cuxm Who respected the Revoltition and 16

9 g held np ks in the n\-her, r.uzhooh in
o &' + 7 . uhich, he said, students vere mwt "to believe that the French
i 5 ¥ 5 Revolution uq a :ﬂn. that Napoleon was a usurper pumished for his

other textbooks uhich hie had befors him, continued Ferr;

Revdlution vas described as "-'m\my revolt under the influence of i
it P 2 T
T . 85puller, ‘Ch. Dep., Narch 29,1879, 10, “No. 159, B
* - Amexe No. 1462, Sime 13, 1879, p. 5015. e )

t sl’arry. Ch. D=p
27, 1579' p. sanz.

3 "xnd,_ 5




pagan theories, that it annihilated liberties which profected the

from’the des of the state; that Napoleop,

lke Attila, was the scourge of Sod."!!

For such interpretations and their inclusic in the
Church school system, the Jesults, again, were ultimtély responsible
since the order vas using the system to predch the tridmph of the pope

and Teturn of the monarchy, the specific application of *the general

doctring of ihdirect ymr-” They were “instruments of the counter-
revalutinnl!'y p-r:y, proftlalng prim:lplea directly nppcsed to thean "

of the npub].tun regine, 1 mry stated . that xbe spmg,ut

hosei14ty agatnst a1l tha’ conni:uted the tradLtLon of the French
Revolution" was tntroduced 1nto France by the Jesuits, and ' that, under
their direccion ud tatleage this sptrit vas rapidly begoming the -

: a:-sphm 1n the French Cltlm].h: systea.1% e expressed his atira
that the Jesuits condested "totally” the Revolution of 1879 and all its
am;é-wu. and that "all chese oq?d doctrines” were being taught

Fach schools.!S. Spuller ascribed to the Jesults the stated. aim of

'ab?ushxwe French Revolution and its principles, and wiping out

_*_\(__L_ Lo,
E

) bdl oy 2 : )
uller, Ch. Dep., March 29, 1879. J0, No.159
Apexe No. u.h Jane 13, 1879, 5. !

. pyg i i

ey, o Deg.. Jusie 25, 1879, 30, o, 174, June
5B 5688, e
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B . 1its moral and material conquests."!® It was the Jesuit order actually,

Spuller contended, which taught that the legislation of the Republic

* “was inspired with the !ntanxcsplrlt of the Revolution,” a statement

P :

17 In their

that ortginally had been ascribed to the Church generally.

schools, students were being prepared, in his opinion, for "slavery to

. the ultramontane conspiracy,

taught thei to detest the Republican state and itu‘lnws."’ Their
teaching was the abuolu,u megudon of French lays and 1n5tlk.utlun5 since
19 .In his elaborate

the Revclution £o them vas "a great modern heresy

treatment of/the teaching of history in Jesult schdols und collegeas

Ferzy recqlnted zepeated instaricés inuhich the téaching was anci-

Revolutionary and anti-| nepulemm” For exanple; he sad the £eudal -
o "relationstips of the Middle Ages weré held up as social 1d=nls, a
specifically 'Catholic' account of the Wars of Religion was taught,

" along with justification for repeal of the Edict.of Nantes,and the

. constant : of the ¥renehi
sfatement, Ferry quoted lengthy passages from'a standatd history which

he claimed was being used extenéively im the Catholic system, written

. . &

16ptler, G Dep., Mareh 25, Sa, 0% 56, 159, Annexe
No. 1462, uné 12,1879, p. 5015
Lt ¢ V7Ibid,, . sms.
) 4 18sputier,, Ch.Dep., June 34, 1&79. 10, No. 172, June -
25, 1879, 5. 5603, %
s

: 5 ) 9nu=hn=1, Cha Dep.‘, J\me 23, 1874, 7 J0, Nn, 171,
Py June 265 1»79, b. 3548, B «

2 B 1879, v 5689-5591.

2°Fen:y. mh Dep., Jioa! ‘26, 1879.7 .10, No. 174, June 27, |

" and were under the care of teacherswho =

Ot To clucidate the latter -
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by a certain Abbé Cournal, which described the Revolution only im "gory,
Aured (details."?!
- The teaching of such distorted interprecations, from the
[ = Repub lican point of viev, of the great political and social sovement
. which -they were using as the basis for the now French Republic, could

not ‘be condoned. Thelr affinity for the principles and philosophy of

‘the Revolution of 1789 vas excolled p_y._-uvmy Republican speskers who

ok -.xc'q::to-} t the iatrpEetations. | For s.;uuar, the Revolution vas
e very rasion d'tve G purpose for lepumm- developivent, the

: principle-of mmuu actLons; the origln ani:fountatn of. lquh11uu

“ life and wope."? He described the begioning of the Third Republic as
“entering the secoid century of the Revolution." For Ferry, to defend
- Article 7was  to defend Revolutiomary ideals, "these ideals, ... which '

F for cwent-five years soldter

thors, philosophers, orators and
politicians :o-amd their efforts and shed thelr blood."23 Addressing
ks collesgues in the Repwblican ranks he stressed that "this heritage
must be  transmitted to yowr children, as your fathers have lefrit to

you." De la Motte xg-nu the point when he spoke of the defense of

Article 7 ss "the defénse of £he principles of the Revolution."2

B Though fated with different

21phid. . = £

225py] Ch. Dep u.n:n n, 151;. Jo, No. 159,
'Amm No. 1442, g 1, 1879} 3. 5019, S

érry, Ch, nep.. .vh. 26, 1579. Jo. lu.flzb, June |

23p4r,
27,1879, p. 5681, .

: 4 2870 19 ume, Tune28; un " 30, Y. 176, Junézg,
15,79. p.- 5782, All@, Pllll lntt. Le Clericalisme, P. vi,o
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parties and identified themselves with differing Republican philasophies,
they considered thelr common bond to be the revolutionary-heritage just
as the ‘common bond of the parties of the Right was the mgnarchical

~ principle. Their iv\lerpre:ninn of history vas in accord, that’ civu

society had been in slavery to the Church and the forcas of cleziulism,

and that the Revolution had as its abjeccive to emncipateit for sl

Mpall s Wy R o

To acconplish th J.mex. and perpeuune the French

revolutiohary tradifion, eduatfon vag to play & vlml role. Tmia

Fa-
speegh deuvemd aI: Le Ha¥re on ‘Mafy i 21, 1880, "a apnch which may be

. , taker as tepruentnblve‘ of Repblican untnkim; on this subjuct), Pqul %
dexe nmsed the {lity of education’ e he p 1gacdon of

Republtun (L Ravelutlcmary) 1deas.?8  Not nnly nst che sducational

i
he must Jearn “tha relatiye AT of the df Eferent uo:i‘l

hation, bt

ofgantzations. In. other word thé system' "mist make the. student -

. re:mgnm the syperiority of the demeratic, l‘(epubli in Teglpe ove} thel,

hical 27 1t muse, Bert, make him,

how the”

first is (he feign of equality and zha second the !Eipl of privilege;

‘the fpmz ] e of lay

the- latter “the regime of absol\ltism. 3

'mezeﬁou, it Hns the dnt‘y of the Repub!jcan guvermn:."to mlke sure

".that, the principles Of the’ Revolution triumphcd over. those of their

2Sugene. Spul)er.

i nistre de 1' Inlm:ul:l:ibn PabT que.
Discours Allo:ltlonu Clrnuhlres, Vol. T_(1687-1888) (Pa te.

1888), r




adversaries:" Spuller developgd the same argument (n his report when he
di::hnwmizad Jectan into "o logical state$s— autocracy and democracyv"z“
LIf ‘the child vwere to bz prepnred [e be a good cl:lxen. Tre suid, (that is,

a Repuslicag cuuen), “then. the lavs of edum(inn, the firsc to be

" applied to a‘child; siOeld be in accordance with Republican philoscphy's 29

Education was to play a viml role.dlss in thy achigve-
.

unfty of the !\ltioq. an 1deal which the Repnhli:am considered most .

' .
presung 4n 1879 - i which Lhay cunslﬂered

3 i 4
| feature® nnd p:incipn]. -Enru uf “chie rrench Ruvulu:ion B, 3y Sln_ca the ¥
\

vu-diuu Helte of .the luvalu:inu ¢ Tres, ‘he -

Refuslican party wes the.
continied, it had '"u.e' sravest uqannsxbuuy for nnnmmng the wntty.
¢ oi doctrines vhich emnated from” the Revolution to the Republic, Al e

Spuller re, farxad e

the Repnblic.nu fthe 'pxj.ndple of mmy for’ the -

Republica'n pnrties ind, in ur.emprlng to ahw that all phe nnrﬁeu at‘
the Rght could offer Ptance vas divislon, demanded to knov, m return,

their yrinl:iple of'unity.3? In m. report, e denne.r. uniE(ed Pmnnh

+‘sodiety“as "a sociesy where ak¥ the citizéns of he sarie wmtty,‘u}ut-
ever,thetx Tellgious nEfiltntiuns serve m the uqe azay, !uppnrl ‘the

! the mos't: duunmu tg

it of ome off I:he nos £ 1wpnr;an: mea:l,s of me Revolution of 17&9 he otal <




mued with the same nlv{: spirit."33 “e mnﬁthy h‘Zwrsuea this

ma: work of ‘national }uy, he satd, "and evolution had
=

comson _cefitre ]-u the fore:

6f the nation
.,

which had bcen scatered and ‘captive under o thopsaid xmuvu'ua) and.

kevoluu-m.

-nd from there had a-exged 8, new Frar

of the’ respeuiblllly ot the. kgpubuc m m

natonal duunity "rhrou:h the ntroduc tion uE n-uou ertos 1505

the cdutat mz‘imly of. bu_ also of 1 children."37

- 2 i < 3
. “335py u= - Dep., nlnxch 2, 10‘19. J0, No..159, .
- Annexe No. 1442, Jue 12. mw. P+ 5006+ re S

an md
30, 1

« Phail Beee, La Morals des .v.m.tu (hru
‘meo) P n
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< '- > llwevér, sgain. it was within the political context thar

They were, sin the words of ‘de la Motte, atteming®to achteve "the plon

of conquaﬁ,h{; the future by Torming the impressionabie mifids of: children; -

with all the doctrines that the eddcator of the enrly yeaxs 1- capable

ok givlng him.n3 - rk..; Berf wrote-of "\the da ngem for. the peace and "

Tne\cem:hing did nqt atop with the tern\inatim nf the schiool §ear Slnce g

the Jesulés’ prolonged the conerél though: the confessional, through a «

constant, spiritial and vigilant control. Deschanel stated nhu their -

:eaching ereated secret divislnn in spteitial-affatrs and ;n mt:er

nof l:unsciance, ivisienion atl the greal m:al queatinh! which nomu»

" tuted zhLioun ition of 11fe."40. Fnr exam xg\.:hey uught that c{vu\

butnot b e, pope;- and ‘thae eqmu:y of Gunership. in muaga

J.ed to destructlnn

can -teaching -on all thése mateets, <in ‘decordanéd Wit [he teuching of

the Revnlumon. vas enuuly uppnslte

the educu[iun system of' [he Jesvits cane, in for most ondemation - by, txm

1a Wotte, Ch. Dcp.,\una 26,1879. 30, No..176,

38pe
., dume 29,:3879; j. 5788, L -

March 29, 1879:

o s uller, -da, Né 159;
Amiexe, No. 1442, June 17, 1879 pr 5019 A

“2p1a)

of famuy unity and ; as munurcusly evi14 Repnbli—




‘Republicams. TInsteadl of lova for the Revolutdon agd the. pursuu

antty n-ghe nabiod, thedesutts disseminn[ed Ratred for, the Rebotuidan
-7 and soved m seeds of division u. the ration by con:mmng "lhe

- eatablishnents, whefe Ehey teach thé schwl of ccunterzcvﬂlu(icn vh\:re

students’ leprn to hate and curse all r_he ldeas which are the haneur and’

2 fgunaa‘n-én'uf modern Frame.*"3 The docmne of the” cn\ml:er(evalublan,
. de!crlbed by Deschnngl as "the dustructian of thc !DD!Q[Y which \:he

! : French Revolstion had made, Of the ciVAL ind poxmcﬂ saaiaty uhm.

-atlans wmcn fcllqud. iwas th . ari- " tine gl

at ( W o ,,the Republicans conntitutnd, ‘the lociecy uhlch mey awed to the genex-

stncelits sucl:Esa wu;g bring ahqun the tnml pauciul zransfumuﬂ:n

*/oF yduth . i The anei-! Repllhlicnn lende\:s(\ip S Stk an mng

the dnctnm’?uas [mstilled n the ninds

* trained sinée of ‘those "who.
T E ey u

a-p'ue to 'mxe see{ety afid"furntsh:{t ‘with admin‘istramrs" and tiey

emeried’ fren chese éscablistinents nnvmg "ned Eher love for the presant

mor faith in Lhe tuture.""s They vere, conuan Ferry, an elite

'me upper :J:Isses of éwc!e\:y, Since these classés h

e,y 1 L et il 3me. Ch, lhp«,lull«e 26 1579. m, Np 174 Jm
i o 27 1879, Fi 5688. e

“‘Deachanel Ch. Dep.,. Jurie 23, 1879, 30, No, 17"
June 24, 1879, p, 5548 5 =

Sme, Cch. sz‘, Jue 27, 1519. an, No. 175, Juné
S 28, 19) g 57230 s ' i

§ 46Ihgd.. L, e

i tkained to conlemn and demde the Frerich, stolu:lon.""r’ The mmne,»

&' made’ _;L: a‘practice




‘ xepumun, wolild | “Be e respam:;lon

e

h

‘Améxn No. 114“" Jv.me 12, 1879, P 501

wois

) F:ench naun :

af enruliing ehur chudren'in the sthools md colleges of the order."

The .mma:a liticnl‘uﬁd to all o thf\ in thc: nind “of one “

“spearticadied by ‘the Jesuits."™?

!f one’ wanteﬁ 3 £ 5t the existence-anf’ teaching of, this dBc:une.

according to-Ferry, ke had on) Hamine the textbooks nf th

seumr had earlier stued the At someuhnc differem:ly hehe - . L

their” penuax.cal revievs,

‘the puhucacim of thelr sermon Vorkerd,©

H\z-_ Je:um:

n, a1l of these, b satd,

fsoldiers £ the cointerrévolution

va Frnnce whnse religtuus affiliatio

monarnhil:al p.rlnciple of . goverment nn'd pre -anvnmmnn‘cy suciety

'lha Jesute symm of dducation; 1nllem‘l of putsuing a Work ot co-.prmnxse 3 s

«:k RepubLicat scciety, wias the “£Lme-hone Uivisios'

bé tween the gun hos:ilzqtrnncqnyr ch Ravolﬁtionary u;x,pre-kevo_lu'cioriuy‘

) "75pu1m. Ch, Dep. , March 29; 1879.710, m\ 159,
5. edhed

De. la Yot.te, Ch Deply June za, 1319, J0jMo. 176, | Lo i [
June 3 1579. . 5764 ; R

WFerry, Che uep - JunA 26, 1879, JD, No.. 174, June ' b
27, i, - 5688, wk it

3 arch. 29, ~1s794 ‘30, ‘No. ‘159,
5015.. . . wEd AN




- rebult of eol\tlnuing the then éurrent s tate of affalts in educqtion . o
P would be "the xeation- of tvo camps, npposed £ ous dncther 3n AL |

phases of. activity, in sllmnlks of ufe, in the ‘aray} - in the magiseracy,

h datsisteyy In c:lvxl 11&."5‘ On ofe s1de would be ranged the stutency ‘

e - of the Church sys tén and m the other side "all who emerged from the ' *

* common, pess, ail whojpldced thelr hope in vork and industry, bringing

B L into'the encauntet! of 1t ‘dtame crically opposed t'ealings and passions."S2

“The xesult of perpe[uating this syatem would be,. concluded Ferry, "not

L Bimply the state of anussim erists, buz ar 1wng and pernanent state, :

... a France.in’pe

petual dissension,-a France etwrnnlly divided .mn,a_: e o

itself,"s3 "

His “statement axprema a thene whichwas recutrent:’ . (

throgghout. the debate sndeticl 7 L :he mr thal th& ivplct: “of.the

téaching u m Jeqnit—diteued chmh systeu would u1:1mie1y lead tofu Tt

an {sctual etvil wat, a fear heightendd by the fact that the: memoties of

the Cn\mune vere 's i1l very: much altie. Fersy predicted tHiat ‘the society :

of Fratce would Even(\ml.ly beone; & bartlefield; & sifuapion which coiild

* only mng aboit’ che end of ance.“‘ Other Repuhltl:ana reiterated t)\e

I
o 5
I
et x : Slve:zy, Ch m., June 27, 1879. .vo. Yo 175, June 28,
1o 1879, 8 5725; ) R -
s A er'(y, Spee
B BE 2 -Robxquu, Dincours ‘et gginsom, 'p.

5"1514
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 "€he.preparation’ of civil war in the minds of the'nation's yau:h;"”'
Not to support Areicle 7, declaged Descharel, ’wal tantamung to

subjznling the étudenta 1n the collnges to disuniry andthe germs ot

e

expertence’ fron ‘the p!st %o t11ustrate what

56 They eld- up. the Comnne asan e ample ofis civiliar
J\{y eomsdersi unuld be;

as i resule of the -edication systen inder “the Jesuits, the cdvil yar of

the future: .Fory argued Ferry, vif, the Jesms, under_ ¢

acgls of the
Church, were t.be pemitied co conclnue thts dfvistve -forn of -
education, ‘then there wad - o réan hy, the comtunarda shouid pot be ’

pemit!ed to cdntrol their o edyculon symm and msmu theti

children‘ not. gcmrdmg o the

deals, vtkeli der \ma ;mm 17895 Hput -

accarding to an. 1.denl learnt [rom mk! recem: tim:!. fx‘om this - violent

and s!.nister‘era, vcomnrising -the cm frDm March ‘1k0 May 24. 1571."57

tion of Ar:tcle 7 co H, 5 he said. the conflict of.

the a:heols anda youch dxv:ded. a Frace -perpe tuslly divided and in

,dxsmston, a sn‘.uation _which would mvumy lea to civu wiie 150,

L i uf e n bl1car p.,uum\ '5 g :he ration;

for Agticle 7 uuulrl, men, m\d as fallows The. .Yuuits. mmugh me

pu!:unuion of nEslllbility, had gnned

cnzml of the univazsll Chhxch

ale

"

*. . ‘through con?nf the papa:y,und were :apmy gamng l:ontrul of the "

o1
I
i
1"
i
]

! 1379, p. 5497

1879,7p." s722h .

! “sen, ch Dep - June’ 21, -1879.-30, No=—169 .rmnrz%

55Deschln21 Ch nep.. June: 23,-1879.. JO, Yo, 171,

'June 2«, 1879,.p.- 55 .
U SFerlgy chiL n&p., June.27, 119 do; No‘ 15, Jume 28,

5§1h11’.; » 57234




- na tdonal churches, especially the French, through an‘tncresse of
“ perlwnul Ahd ins ti tutions, but E.lpeehlly ﬁ:mugh the pregdmnl:
position of 1ofluence snd authority " had -::;Lned They held the

doctrise of '1ndtze4:t m:', and 1 d‘x Plan of swbjugatioa of the -

vemporal o' the spirital-sphere in France; vere v¢ld1ng all ‘the dhplrar.-

~ anet-] Iepnblien forces into @' sassive eenlitlm with the pwgr and

i nuthnd!y a: the a:wuxed Chu‘rch in its. umm, umm:x.\g and pre-

paring the amm—- 1n e lr-nedllu polmul sense, for the reticn

systenthat they, ccntrallul were’ yupnrtn; m futite r.lectnrate. the |

o mvoluum.ry doctrines. - Should this state Jp affars cwndllue. both

|

N

i

i :

¥ IR yhn\n of France, by ﬂdnctrin-d.nrlhe- viui\mu.-lepubliun. coutter-. i
) :

'

" ‘meit and the future of the Republic aad” the mablon vould be in )eupudy

n-u, o _/yswun. vas vb-t Aru:le 7-had the u

= S objuct of _prm:inl. The mnv.l of ‘the. Jmtn vould remove the

Source of i and leadership f1o the anti-Republican coalition,

“ 3 ~both in_ education and’ ponuu. and, in the hpubllun sind, would

t2 paltes gallginn. breaking the’ llnk betiseen the Church

" and the Right. napmucm spokossen vere clear and dit:ct on this pofnt

lnd in ch' deblta on, Artlclz 7; were equlll.v cleat that the article wi

Pl i ? ’aim directly .: that order. g}my -um‘_zh-‘g “What ‘we [the pvgmne,.{]

ezt athtog, ot i peie are’ the orized

" the present and future- eJ.-cmau would, be dodt o the wuun mern-

e
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gations, “especially the Jesuits:

the sfaeriit unich France had awep

60

iR

Jesus."%% In his report, “Spuller relcerited chls point and, described \

had for-the non—authnrl:ed ‘congre-

Paul Bcrr in his !eigrence to .

the oxder, ‘decldred ‘that “aorig. these [nan~au:homea] mngregmms.

. ‘there: is ore .

.'whose, activities re o well known .

that the law

need only be Jirected against then."

"The law .placed ‘before jou," he

. to teach ynuth, aid to vote for of apainit this T will be’ equivalent
“to vuting for or’ ulinaz gmmng the ELfhe €0, teich tothe Soclegy. of
-Jesus;

was aimed

'm Right also ahsuved :m l:he aktsck on: or defensg "ot Artidie U

an’‘attack ot or “dctenseof the. Jnul:s‘. As Paul lnurgEnis mU.

had ‘ot been made, one cnu)d allwlt deduce che aim £ron the amount of

< Mo, 1442, June 12, 1879, p. 5014.

e
cont(nued "has as m chjnn: ‘the remcvnl from. the Jesults®of :he\righ( %

61

s, it vas pnr:icnlnrly #he Jesiits at"which Article 7
n62. :

T4 ks Mer

irg treycmen wrotc, u|7c

omzmmx wiﬂmut 4 noment's Heuitstinm he: .yesms."“ ‘speaters. fmm

1
urgunen 5 cdncentmted ona singte

potat;. the idn-authoiized orders,
s i ; o !

but eupmlally the J:Aulf_s

L Even. 1f such clear stnt:mnts of :he diwiof Article 2

'

Sﬁrmy,'cn, Dep., Ju;-ne zs, 18 Jo, No. 1.74.June' 7,)‘ ,\
b B 2

1879,.'p’. 5686,

S0spiller, Ch. uep.. Harch 2, 1679, /30, Yo 7159, Aniexe

513;;:, ‘Ch. Dep., June 2, 1579. .m, No. 169, Jm zz, 3 g N

a9, e 94T e Sy .

621b1d <.

‘Sﬂmycxne:, Sowenira, p.. 124,00~

Ch: Dep.:, June 3
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invective which was levelled dt - the order by the Republican speakers

Jodog the debute,. Speshard. miotisd VAt yas'in el Sp¥iton 8

lengthy history of political and ecclesiastical agitation in which' - 4 b
o }De 1a Motte claimbd

gnvem‘e\d France, |Spainy]

I the order wab thyol! the Bourbons who . | ' i RO

powerléss to combat Do

Flugal. and Naplos we

them ‘and accused them of sreating "all the difﬂcultiaa (of thé lmperiul
Go*’ler‘nnu"\l\(.':'ss Deschanel cited quomnona of NApo).em\ 1, pope Clenent
xv, L6uts| XVI and, Cha ftes X dtrected lyl‘nut, the Jésuits, -l‘_ll,uf whon, -
he . said, c{}n\demned the|Jesuits for thelr pautiul‘n\u/y&{a N

dtvisive nnmm in Chnxch and: sute. and: their aims of dowi

conguu

xder as 's bumi insnuuenn in- :he hunds of a

Deucmnu desnr.i \ed :\s

)

apmzuu chiaf, .\s lvho was Iluayu 2 iureig:\ex

\
pm—uculazly ‘zmphaﬁi‘zed by, l’erry wio_dedi¢ted that because, the’ order."

68 mxg fdct. was -

was i foreign one, Jm: a forstgn a\lpe'dnr, 4 citfzen's allegium:e could,

EE 55pe L- t‘h\tte, cn. a2, 247951, R 176, ia
29; 1879, .pi: 5782, | i |\ e D
Sl G “Des‘h‘nhe;,l\ch. Dep: . Juna 23; ;aza
24, 1879, p. 5548. :

30, Noi 171, Jun'a»

i Y 57?5..‘ aen, Legons p.kiﬂ e SR o
- -4 B8heschanel, Ch Dep: 4 June, 23,1879, 30, Wo..171, Jine
£ 26,.1879; .- 5547, Gl

69 y, ch. Dem, June 26, 1579 30, 'Na.,iu,fJuu 27,7




m;rds. there werz 0

dts cont!nulty, to

: educmon. Theae endi vere t be ‘attained :m.gh thé ranbyai - of the

70pa,
“June. zs, 1879, . 5732

. v g B ", J’
& 'state,"’%. They. could never be integrated’into’ the Republic, 1f .
Bert's opinior, since their true country was Rome.”! Thelr whole
Nistory had condemned them since,.as sbu11ef later vinte, they inteo-

duced “everfyhere- divisions, quarrels and s:hlsms, vere an enemy of the

pea;e of ‘the Church,” ard were created, as an otder, fore foy the ruin

than for the e 1::5}‘2‘."1 of the faithfuli’2 . » .

fu—: s e qpell. :(mminene doom far the ThAEd epubuc. In their

.

o prcsuvu ﬂm Repubut nd ensie

sire a penceful, i fled Franm, ‘the noalition-vnuld

have’ to be® broken hnd the Church temnved £ i policiu, both Fron

*immediate pcl.ic'ical mtiv:.sm mx Eumre pol(tlcul 1ifluence thzmlxh

Jesuits and’ rj\e g Y nf the )

1a Vntte,

<




" recognized the true petil.
June 25, mn,

“T33pyiter congx-tullted !erry 1in-the m-bet for "nmng
Ch

24, 1‘79. .YO, lc. 172,
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! gepu»ucmuuon Hod 't be atopped, the’ enemies 3t the, Repub14c had

. oherER Vi

ARTICLE 7.1 TiE ‘CONCORDAT.REAPLIED | -/ ;‘

““The Repuhlicnns Had ml:cgniaeﬂ and identifled the threat
m <he Repuwlic emsnating fro the political activitiom of the Church
\m.der the di“ctinn of ‘the Jesuits and tha pnlitinal ends to uhm\ the o ot

Jesuimnrienmd :ge Chirch edu;m.om systes; but wete very

.cogalmnt of the fact t:hu such: ‘recogai tion and: idennlfi-{tion ‘presented

A d!.].emma how . to fornvuln{a a poli::y caplble o eombattin. this r.hzazz *

¥ widwur. mmung Eurr.her diahnnm:ny and’ dxsunn:y, They knew. that to.

1n1:qu nczion diucned(:g tnst any part of rhe Ch reh, and the irders . g

weré anddtegral.patt,’ would

st cirtainly enbrof] the government in

# conflict with the Church as & whold,” and perhaps:Hiing .0 cliiax nio‘r'e

quickly -the process of anti-]

épublican cnnlescence vhten te action was

intended ':a -prevent.

I nthE'r wordu, the gpvem»ent was, in the pcss:ion

i-of hpving o drate; 4 plai

ction to protéct the Republic from division .

‘and (lsundty, i tholt, Throigh ‘thit sawe’ plin’ of action, contributing

{ Further to internecine cuntunﬁy unleashing a var with the Cathol

o+ Chiirch and nu that, such & corflict. entatled. The process of . ahti-

s be conquered £1nally’ and definitively andhreds’ leadexship- desir\})

:m bo;xd (}ueen the R ght" .unrl the cm.m; hnd to be brukan. and e~ ... !
Churr.h remved fron Lt incursion into pollt!.ts 1Ethe iépiblic vas e

“be uecu!a.‘ ALL of this hed to bé atcatned :h:uugh séme v;lan of detton - "




- alreadyhay wautfistemey of sarici prnlﬂms

Republicﬂniutlﬂn of French loctath were i ba: permuted o o

aeemlngly paradoscical timing ni thel: mtrnduc(ien o the urmm, msed

ea®lier {n'the paper as an esnnti-ﬂ compofient. o; che banfc queatib".

why mu—avmfﬂ legislation should be inzroduced<when e goveﬂ\zant :

il vhtch Loelupyse=

self. ‘As the nepubmam nmlqu theix'pauticnlx!ituunun.rﬂg threat ! . oo
e NI

to.;the continied extstence of the Reptib lican form uf govermnt “uas t‘hu j

nu.ngq, relatiyely’ fassets 4 1mpbtunce zr, he yrnl‘.ess of nn;,i

unue

. > !‘Fér:y,‘ ci
l79, o572, < . St el

% Dep-,"J\;M 27, 1879

zFreycinet, souvenxm PR3

3quoted 1n. Lessnuer, L' Fglide a vim e, p. 280 Co\lpare
with: Spullex, "The peril has increased with (:lghc(ul tapidity.'s Ch...
.Dep., Manch-29, "1875 ao No..159, Annexu Mo 1442, 3Yufe 12, 1879, )




better act quickly 1F it didn't wish'to perish.” When questioned by, the

Centre as to thé need for ‘Article 7-at that\particular time, he meta-

& pnoriei' 1y descrtved the g;)veq‘;ur.‘l posttfon as "ot H-fdnl w.sllp .

"the -d: urgent necessities of the uzun:iml.

_for the upubuwp.
“oehe dsinger of qhi:h s gruter 17 1879 than at any other pt!v!ﬂul time i

A the hlrhry of smm & "Ten S years of this bunaneas, Of this:

= gt ¢ fe T e i-dhry ot' the d.uu-. as the mvermnt spokeswen

YR g o ﬁos,nsg:::m coincided vell m et nptm.xm wieh the: propitiovsnces . .
7 a2

Cii. Dep. lﬁn_:h\” 1879,




of ‘the_time for action. There was no hetter time to devise a plan

; of counterattack than when the government was young, strong, confident
' the

"> and imbued with purpose.l® To Ferry, the alternatives were cledr: )

government éither had to act immedidtely or it would mever act. The

R . 2 .
. " problen in his opinion would only get harder to resolve as time passed

“Any' delay, he warned woyld compromise the future of the Republic:

Besides, he said, the electorate had given the Republican parties &

i mandate to act, and it'did not conform to that mandate from the nation
- as they 1nterpmea‘ it "to permit their lifelong enemics to remain
entrénched i -education vhen they had been outed fron thetr political

2 At no- other ﬂme were: the fuuen partics, m\e parties

forn‘esses

nf the Mghl:, m his opmxnn wenkes 5 at no amu mg wexe they’ more "

"The Kepubllc, “he ‘contidently

cm\quexed more-béaten, more’ poverless.

assured his :ellengues ‘would.mever be more powerful, better established

N
. or better protected by the ‘nandate. of the nation:!

_This belief, fhat the majordty, of the French electorate

were in suppore of, the objectives. contained in Article 7, was shared by

all Repubn:sns of the deft’ ‘(ha pointed to .the results Gf the recent

elections -ag evidence for that Belief. ‘On April 23, 18795 at a banquet
“ .at fpinal in his home department, Vosges, Ferry told his audience that

Ao e i L SIE &
( 5 ‘"Ferry, [

o Dep.; Juide 27, 1879. J0; No. 175, June 28,
1879; p. 5721.. 2 S . - \

U1bid.

§ . ? ‘Zoua;ed in Lecanuét, L'ﬁguse de an:e, e 27,
30, No. 175, June 28,

s R _“3perry, ch. Dep., June 27, 1879.
1879, p.'5727. fE 5 s




819, il 5940.

-1879, p. 5728.
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... except for a group, morc noisy than numerous, the true nation is
uith us."!" In the Chambek Ferry again expressed the conviction that
everything which emanated from the agreement of both houses'would be

accepted by the nation.!® Paul Bert did not doubt his comiction and;

" in his turn, agreed that France had been consulted "and had answered

clearly," péinting to the six million votes cast in support of the
Republican parties.'® Spuller also belitved that the nation-was in
support of the Republican programme.!” Tough nore cauious Republican
deputies from the Centre made the point that support for Republican
candidates at the polls did not necessarily ‘mean Support for a govern-
sént offensive agatnst the nugiuu‘s énr}'gragn:ions. the Republican
parties never: doubted ‘that’ the majority of thé ele:tonte wel’e‘scud]y

behind them fn thetrbid to deatroy Forever the thieat -from the Jesui

divected coalitiﬂn.

In'fact;  théy argued that they would be acting irresponsi- -

bly if ‘they falled to seize this opportunity to respond to the wishes of

the electorate. The governmént, asserted Ferry, had been given "a formal

* but also to found it

mandate, not only to consolidate the;Republic

hrerry, Speech at épmax Aprll 23. 1879, quoted. in
Robique:, Discours ct Oninions, p. 53«

15gerry, Chy Dep., June 27,1879, JO, N 175, June 28,
‘“nu[,%;nm il', 1879. .vg, No. 169, June 22,
1879, p.: 5&96 . : .

H 17spuller, A uut-us:re, P 3300 2 L
Y8Bardoux,’ Ch. Dep.,. June 30, 1879; .J0, No. 178, July 1,
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on solid b.': 19 In his analysis this mandate was given "to see to .
i it that a certain lition ... be e thaf the parties

hostile to the Republic lose thelr support, ... that the unsurpations of
clertcalism be made impossible forever."2) The evidence of: opposition

1n the nation at this time, as perceived by Right and Centre deputies,

was not by the as of the true state

of opinion in France, even among the French Catholic laity. Ferry was 3
= ~. convincedthat "the immense majority of Fremch Catholics” d1d not dream

©of a retufn to the 01d Régime.?! TIh his' interpretation, the peritions
e aa 2 and other forms of organized opposition simply demonstrated what he

vidence of the cohtrol of the.

had been stating all along; that 1t wa

tion over .the papuhﬂi. ‘not of actual ‘populap duconm: at the | # Wk

S 'Ruy\:blicau legislation. ! The Republic,-Bert remarked, atan’ t fepresent '\

Lot undl;i\nnu‘childrnn Lo by s, 000,000 yotes."22 i

S 1,500,000 s1gnatur
1In a banquet speech at Oe\llnnpu ur-Yonne'.on August 15, 1880 he pledud el

fidelity "to the only government which s today ‘possible, to the eaty

4 one which'can claim &he solid majority in the France of unfversal

" . ; suffrage."?? In his words, “the Republic had proven itself-.

X 19Ferry, Ch. Dep:, Jume 27, 1879. 0, No./175, June 28, |
. 1879, p 5728 b -

s 4 % 29Ibid. , p. 5602. ) e

;T S b, gl 7 : s o <

i iy A " 22gere, Ch. nap .vm 21, .1879. 30, No. 169; June 22, T
Y 1879, py 5496. R, y potnced out”dhac’ ey could clain :

ght
representation froma n-nu u( s 000,000

“nr:. L-;n 5 P 449 o




 national £uli.n|

- Barral, Les Fondateur:

24, 1819, P 5530-

Eugens Spuller believed and stated that "France [vas]”
with her governaent,”. that the nation was not "with those who attack
her and who use, in order to attack herggffie defense of religious

"2% e, like Bert, viewed the petitions as not represeatative,

interests.
numerically speaking, claiming that if the supporters of the law had
wished to campaign for sigaatures “they would have-obtained Eigures
difficult to wrestle with,"25 Tn his opinion, the petitions in favour
of the Teligious Gongregations contatned too many "signatures with the

same wriung. lists of women, young girls dnd chudun to be ‘taken as

accurate indicators of true publie, opinim\.zﬁ A year, ea rliér, G mbet ta

had concluded that the Repiblic was mvn:-d An the' alleglance:of' the

L gmt mljnxiky of the pauph."?’ Enﬂe Dalchnml lald his colleagues -

'thah Zhey conld be "uzmu. un: :h-y,md. 1\1 !heh' auppnn. the .

Tnag

In .m-pm; tp ‘reassure. thitr dupporters aid aisver

cﬂdt: £rom the Right regardiog the question of the waity of support
1a the nation generally, the Republican spokesncn pointed to the untty
of the Republican parties of the Left in their approach to Artiele 7

as sysbolic of national agreement with the objectives of the article.

- 24spuller, Ch. Dep., March 29, 1879. Jo, -No. 159,
Ameu No. 1552, June 12, 1879, 5013. .

257b1,

+ 261p4d,.

o |

27Gan hetu,
P. 16

couts de Gambetta,’Vol. VITI. Quoted in

"n-.chml Ch, nep., .vung 23, 1879.. .m,‘ Nou' 171, Jwe




Ferry categorically asserted that the government was never more united

' for such a course of action. Tor those who talked of "the government's

being divided on Article 7," he could state with assuraace that the

‘ governnent had been, “from the beginning, unanimous on’ this question.”

1f there had been some-disagreement "it was never,more than a trace of
light dissent:"2" Bhere anti-Republican sn:n[in;enk Wwas still strong, for
example, in the Senate, the Republican spokesmen were confident that ;
with the fortheoning senatorial elections, a Republican majority would -
be returned. ' In the words of Paul Bert, “harnony froutd] be reestablished.
betuech “the two hcuues of gpveh\ment."“ With: solid majoricy support

for.the government; ag they believed, in the’ ‘Hatien, and uun uniey

wiﬂ!ln their xan.ks.the " fcan | ment was Lhere

% to strike at thelr pnl.t':icul and

ind ted

putentlnl u( the Intter was ful

ind Eapale’ of thren:gning the Republic. )
. However, u quick, declsivc hation wan necebsary, and |
though they were conviriced that the tune for gich action could rever be

nnsciuus of the political

bétter chosen, the Republicans' were still very!

dtlema 4n vhich they found themsslves’ and sough
emphasize that Article 7 had political- endd only-and was ok In any vay,
intended as mu-rhu;xous ory' spcciflcnlly, “anti Caihblie 1cglelatiun

One’ cnm’mt doubt: the sincerity af the stntementu of guvérnnant 5pnk&smn

i 2%eriy, .Ch ep., June 'z7k,‘1a7q. 30, No, 175, June 28,
1879, p. 5728. & e w5
: = b
il . 30Beft; Ch. Dep., Jume 21,°1879. 30, No 169, June zz,
1873, pi73498. In fact, . ihis was what. actually happened.

‘at great length, to
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o who consistently dented that the arcicle had any religlous commotation

wh-r.mm. in m: they considered to be the realm of things Egligtoys.

Ferey opesly ethted that o atcack Caspoltctan and -put the Republth tn
a state of war with ‘the f-x:h of the majortty of nench citivens would
"the worst and most criminal of gnq:hlluu}'“ Whed members from

the Right at one point, ge they d1d frequently, attack the article as’

legislativa pefugcution, Parry demandad evidence of this persecorion,

4 whets and how persecution was uung p’lnc-. where Cnthﬂlicium wvas ‘being

I catoltcs enﬂuynd compl!tn sre.aom of th asd voraht . nh-t

As Spuller §tated when he replied:to the charges from the Right that

o ' “some kind of war Has been demmd'upﬁ\ c-:honcu-.' imc.u.{g nis

£y, h. il‘e.p‘.. P 29,1879,

0, ua.'us‘. J.{m 28,

. interfered With. Tn rlbutzing the l:hﬂrz he pointed to the fact that,




No. 1442 June’ 12, 1879, p. 5016

In his opinion, it would be political stupidity for the Republic to make
the miatake of attacking, as polfticians, a religion which still counted

among its membership the greatest percentage of the population of France.?"

Spuller clarified the government's stand on the question, insisting ‘that

such thinking had no place in government policy.

They do not dream of it; they do not wish it. Just
and moderate’ polftics will be the rule in this legis-
- lature. Theie is nobody amomg us.to unleash a
religious war.... The govérnment is mot aggressive,
it 1s tolerant. It has has not the zeal of an apostle,
‘it has’ not tha passion of the sectarian and famatical:
o8 ot ehcroach upon the' ealusof

eneny
A ‘cériicd ench: 3 .

v |
ee, mmmd with the spn—u of the. gﬂve(mmnt. had,

n fact; " the comm

1n'his Gpinion, already denonstratéd the moderate lntgntinns of the

af the Far Lefe

by :the cxtreme

representntian on the ‘committée, M. Madier de-Montjau, vho had’ yisted:

“to excludeall religio\m ‘orders) mclmﬂng seculat’ prieﬂm, from teacmng.“

" The var ofi ‘conscience, he reiterated, the unleashing of a religieuu war

which would create confucz in fanitlies and in- the naumwu ‘never

entertained for one moment by thie ‘lovbriment’ o hith b was a, BFES

that any-government could wage.3” Ferfy dismissed as “gross slander’ “the

5, 3‘45":, gnnu. p. 366, ! L %

fspuncr, Gh. Dep., Mirch 29 1879. 1 30, No.-159, Annexe

. v 5s;muex—. op. cit‘, 'Juuc 2, '1379, 30, No." 172, "June
'28, 1579, P- 5606.  Here Spuller was alluding: ta that. sectfon of the
eport which condemsied the Far Left yasi[(on‘ s
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§

¢ religlon in' the glightest vay 0 ey 4 i

Otter
© « Republican‘défénce as "
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charge that the law "constituted an attack upon the liberty of conscience

and vas a death-blow to the Catholic religion,"3® Freycinet felt it

wasn't eyen necessary to reply to such charges; they were so removed
from Reépublican thinking. MWe, like other Republicans, "had always.pro-

foundly respécted religion,” and if such were meeded, he sald, the

- “goverament to which he belonged knew how to protact and deferd 1t.3?

The solution to the Republic's greatest, threat was‘nnnlain!g in legis- o
lative action directed against religious congregations, but this was a

political action with'a political objective and was not meant to harm

The Rishr: ‘considered ich-taik to'be nierely paf: of  thex

4 mibtly ‘sépure’ bfie. attainment'of the ohjectlves .

gevemm;nt fagade,

vf Republican Church «policy and: thé best’ cecloptabpiohl poucy for the

Church and the-riatipn,, of all the' alternatives. that vefe uwilahl

These nlt:el’natlves were ‘represented By the policiés advocated by the -

divergent puumc:l groups in the chamb\er and varied oy ¥Bintin, 135 e

sxoup' s, position o, the pold ticalspécnumand :hg sosttion which that . °
by ) ks - =

group wished the Churh to occupy 1h the staté. > There were: four ‘such’

“alternatives, Spuilet’ gmmrtud, andehl iﬂcluded "enislavement of the

"hn—y, Ch', Dep 5 -June 27, um. J0, No:“175, June.
.5728. . . V

at‘ Montauban, July' , 1879, duoted

39'erycinat. spee
i Andtiaux, Suuvenlrn, P28

mbera from the Right deucxibed this poction of the -
(e

‘v’
D:n‘, June 28,. 1379. Joy Ilo. 175 “Jume-29, ‘1879, ] 5794, .
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Church by the State, subordination of the State to the. Church, and
1liberty given to all'\ — nome Of which were gecéptable to the Republican

government as ‘an ecclestastical policy beneficial to both Church and
State, ‘for reasops wh\(ch Spuller explained."}

Tne ngu such alternative policy, "ensldvement of the

Church by the State,” ‘\Jaa the poliey of the Extreme Left, the Communard
spokesnen, 'who_spoke n‘?enly of restriction and persecution of the Church b
and, tn relation to thé pareisuiar objectives of Article 7, would forbid

the Tight to m'n“ny member of ‘a teligious or'der or any clergyman.

This policy vas openly princiated by the Extreme Left spokestan og the
comiteée, Madier de Montjab, ‘and vas vublicly xenounced by Spulier: . .

because'of the représsion it entiiled for “the Churen ‘mx religion, a

_repressionswhich; in Spilier's analysis, wes notpavt of ‘the governmenc's

I@suci‘ a.policy were adopted; he ccntin\md 1ater,‘ the )

intentions

government vould be. i & 6 tate of incessan[ vat witht cuhnucim, a

situation which vould mL: certatnly not biing true peace o the country.

Besides, not-only were tion and alien to:true
philosaphy but it would:be politically (onush to inttiate anti-Catholic

legislation when the Republic depended on the support of so many Catholids.%2

|
"The secnna‘ altermtivn "the suhnrdilmtton of. the sme v

to ‘the Chureh," vould be, |

in Spuller's uyl\'xtcn, a ‘return ¢ o e state

of affairs of 'the 01d k&xime, a peliuy which he ascrihl:d to the patties
—

“4lgputter,’ én Dep., mm. 29, 1579. Jo, No. 159, Annexe .-
No. waz, Jupe’12, 1879, p. 5019 3 B

i € i e 0 A3 *

3 “stuar, _p_. dit., Jul\e 24,1879, J0, No. 172; June 25,.
. 1879, p. 5606, ¥ 5 . g




, the implementation of such a policy

i : of the Right. Generally speaky

i - would mean’ the control of matters of the State by the Church, a

red would be "obviously disastrous for .

situation which he consic
Sh N 4
liberalism and Repiblica: France.™3 1In relation to Article 7, the

Church then would have "efclusive authority irf the realm of edu:a[ion a

and would use th; ority for the diffusion ni doctrines contrary -

s of modern society.” Thus, the Church. having fiad -

to the princip:

ion of egucation at all levels and "having held the child .

fe school, wo,uld ho}m him still, ‘as‘an adult, in soctety.""

+ pondage I

Such @ policy did. not, avén wargant discusaion by a Republlcan governnent

other than to show its obvicus dangers:. : .. -

a poucy wnich r.l\e ernn Huu]d_

Snstitute a pn-ilive

danger *to the peace -and um.tymf Fr-m:eA This nueznndve, which
engendeted heated discnssions in" thé Ghaaber in 1“& decadés, and was *

finally achieved ‘in 1905, was not desired by the Republizgns ot 187 .

B sifce, in their view, it would bring added c:a?ﬂue to the nation. To

turh, 1o0se powerful ‘aid potentially uncontrollable anti-Republican,
forces in the nation, both from thie Far Left'and the Faf Right, when
the Republic was nnr. fmnly @established, would he, in Pe:ty s npinm

to foolishly invite disaster since’ these forcés would ve' perulttsd o

“3131}1\ i TG, ¥

443, Rivero, "L'Idée Lalque et Ja R&forme Scolaire
Revue Politigue et Paricmentaire,’ GXLVITT (1931), 389.

| 187"
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operate beyond the control.of the atate. The year 1879, in his opinion, *

N was not the time for separation, a feeling held by the Republicans

generally, who felt that this' policy, like the two preceding, would mot

bring true peace apd umity to the nation.’S

Since none of the three alternative policies, as far as '

the Republican vas 4, provided a

i
H

solution to the thréat from the non-duthorizeg: eliglous orders, or

-proviged the basts For_the Church- State relationship vhich the govern-

Kl

ment wislied to dmplément;: the Hepublicans :mw: a fourth policy. Ihis

e ZBis in'sffect the reapplication of the Concordat of 1808, o which. they

“ZHAf1E thetr eccles{astical policy in 1879 and the terna Of which they =

1ncnrpmrl:ed in Article 7 in reln:’x}g to the tallgio\u\cm\gregltiunu. %

Al
In a:ccrdnnce with the principles.of thiy olicy; as .expounded.in the

Cencard-t, the Church vould be.an Laengess pnr: Of ‘the s'tate and-for

Mmoo . that rus:m m:xuad to rights and pxivneges A s o proper % )

. sphere, but sould be subservient to’ the State 4n Yemporal or ‘civil ¥ 2 <

. matters, while tlie State would have no claim to superiqrity in 2

spiritual matters.'S. Far from harassing the Church or restricting its

in. the 1¢; sphere of spiritual service, the' govern=

meat was "animated by an equul concern for the prﬂ:ectia'n of the rights ® 5

of the state.and the rigm:s of ‘the Church."*7 In a lengthy -paecn R a

separation. . Ina sp eech at Bordeaux on August 30, he ccndemn d "
.. . sepuration, foreseeing that !dfecord will only increase.” Quoted in .

£ ) Rohiquet, Discours et Opinions, p. 43, , 7

ok . “€spulier, quoted in Gndille, Pensge et Aetion, p. 1090 ¢

1
(2 : :
s 5& " 45Ibid. " ‘As late as 1885 Ferry was.still apposed <o
{
i
{
I3




defending this policy in the Chamber.of Deputies on December 4, 1880,

Paul Bert stredsed the basic principle of this relationship.

We do not wish the teacher any ‘longer dependent on
the Chureh, but the teacher free in his school. At
the. same t.‘km:, we leave the priest free in his -
Church. “To both,p protection, respect 'md Ereedom.
In this manner, we separate.the two doma
leave each one’ free; we. avold canfront:tien dnd

assure public peace."!

The solution provided by the Revolution.of 1789, the proper, yet limited,
control of -the Church by the.State with the Church inviolable within
her proper sphere of spirituality, was the solution posited in Artigle 7

“ to'kounteract ‘the,pnlitical threat 65 iche 'non~zuthgrl=ed n}ders.

1€ (he tefns’ of the Goneordat hnd‘ continied 'to be :

oboerved throughmlt fhe previcus ceftury nnd had ot been perm!((e

lapse lnm,dESuetudeu the pmmem. m the l‘lepublican view, per}\aps 5

. Ul aot; kxlst ta 1&79 “Howéver, ' a pracedure cruclal to proper Chn:ch-

e State felations, dicwced by me Concordat, the authorfzation of '
. religios orders, hadibeen deliberately set aside and religiGus orders
., " vere being periitrted to function and invalve: themsclves in all sorts b

non-spiritual activity dangerous to the Republic,without the state

/ being upable of exerting its. rightful mn’.horll‘.y, the orders balng

3 ub,ggcz only m&ig:z foreign uuperlors. .This. trend had . climaxed,

: uc:n(dlng m the l(epu.hllcan ugumann hy the Falloux Law of 1850. It .

-, was- thanks to ‘this tu:uun. nnted Spuum—. that the nnn»nuchori:ed

reh.gimu: ordern had been uble. t0, open sdmuu."? rna 'reault was thac

5 1 . "aBari,‘Le Clertcalisne, p 204, ¥ i
sl e - pulla:. Ch.’ Dep., March 29, 1879. 30, No. 159, Annexe

No.. 1AAz June 12, 1879, 3y 5014,




by 1!7{:’!& state had effectively lost the p;’oleel‘ve :0!{:“{13 which -
rightfully belonged to it by the c:mémm. and mumerous religious
uxdex.l, never authorized llplly by the government, vere in a !!l(e of
1ue.-l .l!ol:!.ltlun in vielation of the law of the natiom. The Church
had arrogated to itself in education what was not intended as the
proper sphere of the Church as spelled out inithe Concordat.  Thus,
continued the Republican argument, the Church, through the presence of

the non-authorized congregations, "had usurped areas in the political

and soctal sphere, which ightfull '.““ with :he

belonged to e luw "50. Durlug the r.irn of the nuumm sauu,;,,

‘and undet sucoeeding 'nverrm:ntu, (tie Churchy. wich tha mnpu.mn of

the Jagtelator; had last its pmpu domatn; ritual, dapuq. the moral,

mi-spumm nsm;uen of ‘the fammu. and ‘had encroached upon areas.

5 res:rved‘ to [t state; ;the ddministration and ar_g.nin:lm} of puhu: X

Do i1 : g

This basts pretse, ‘that only_the state, “aid o suordtnate”
group of the state, e.g. the Bhur:h, codlds !.uu-rxly control amd direct
public aducation, vas central to the Republican n‘_
“could delegate 1ts rumllhﬂlty, but 1t -u-r;;f:: ultimate control.

v . -
Spuller quoted (thergkeat c £o- support *

The state,

. his argument. that "-due-d,onal reforms, of necullr.y. must | ‘be the xz.n: .

of the Siyte."52 From all times, un_du the m:chtu s undér the

5°nu.a., 2 5005 /

S‘tu

e “$2114d." e ‘was quoting, dt Lingth Feom an- aritole’ oF
Renbuvigi's in. the Revue Philosophical Critique (May. 1, 1876).". Char
Beértrand Renouvier, Republican and philosopher, led a neo=k

1in reaction to the positivist: 1n -phi1osophy

ntian revivi




Rgpuhuc, contiriuéd Spuller, in modern states as well as 1n those’of
al\t!.qldly People have belidved that control gf edusation has been m’
idgitinate and. necassary furiction of. the state. In France in particular,

{nce: the stato had arrived at a stage of fized and reguiar organization,

educncmn had’ bun a government right, a branch of the eivil nuumnry.

.an =1=m=nc of social pnuenf" . E

. ‘.. ML the great legislators .ma thigkers of the past,

continved” hia argument, had -denons trated agxeemnt ln/polj,tlc:\l thought

he tricdrporated their philnsophlcnl nrgumem.s “tnto his .

wn ‘Guizot: )md recem:ilnd the authoxi[y and supuncy of, the state .

with the" e aciion 9 the Church to :each in 2, spedch deliveréd to the ...

Chamb= “of Fars;bn 1éy 6 1544 3 N:ithet 44d. thle constd tutfonal

lmnarohy of Lnuls—?hillppe renbuiee"dta ‘ancient. ug,h of ‘the control

overeducation. Uhen Mc 1e Duc de Btaglla presentéd a law ‘providing

for ‘the duil ‘system of, edu:atlnn, he said, his law stated that “puvna

55 ML llrﬂgl.ie.

uubject‘ to the supervision oI the stnte au:homu y

-said’ anuer, “had claimgd pre—animnce for ‘the state, and its ‘inéldensble

.right —'suyerviilen‘ 50 even ‘ﬂten _the state agreed to' the ynrtitinning

3 su.u remned it pouer and ‘control over

"Ftn!u,‘nls Gu!xon roynlist dm:tr!nair e educltiomlh:
ninister of education, the education reforn of 1833.’

: - 55v1cm Frangois, duc de Brngl!e, liberal nul:ucut rmd
% pnllﬂt:inn under the Orleanist mumirchy‘ snd the Second va ) H

edu‘;a:in mustibe in accordaice with: the g of ‘thé nation; and ‘rematn lo-
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possessing an edwational function, which is the most important of the
functions which it fulfills for society.% D
This point had even Yeen supported by the great anci-

Repuwblican am:;u»n.‘ﬁ.u of the past in France, asserted Spuller, as
he quoted from a speech of Comte Alexis de Saint-Priest, s leading
monarchical thinker under the Second Empire. Reparding the supremacy

" of the state, he also had concluded that the supervision of the state
must be exercised legitinately over public education, not only in the

s0 in the sacred interests of

_drteres ts of _religion and -m-au, "but

" fiationdlism." Even the nitiators of the law of 1850. though they had
o:take! raponlibul:y for. beginnin; a'dangerous trend, "huu: ina

swpuvlsipn oF the private sybten to prevent any ‘educition contrary to

the ‘laws of. the stite" since, to them,

Gas evident. "7, : .
One-titrd of Spuller's report dealt with "the fundamental”
Qquestion of the right .of the state to the control of mm;nl':“ T
- };s.. there vas nothing more certain nor "more solidly established"” in
tie public right of France t;:-ln the authority of the state 1? this ares.
Fresdom to_teach, without limits.or controls, vhich the Republicans
perceived to be the clala of the Clmrch, couu never be permitced since

. the State had the righ:, and -the duty, codtral and -upervue.

. Sespuller, Ch Dep., Marth 29, W79, 0, No. ,‘m.'An&m
June 12, 1879, p. 'S

Pan'y, Speech at spxml April 23; 1879, quuted in'
; !nbique[, Discours et Opinfons, p: 55, . e
Segpuller, bp. eit. i 5 .

S91bid., p. 5019.,

“the -mugr right-of the state ~




& us
. At this point the general philosophical argument defending
the rights o:)zhe state in educaticn had been developed by the Republi~
cans into a specific defense of the action against the non-authorized N

religious orders, for control by the state was particularly applicable
when the nation was transforming itself into a Republican democracy and

the rights of the state focused on the right of permission to teach,5®

“The control of textbooks and the right of supervision, Ferry said, were

no doubt serious rights which the state alresdy had, but when, behind

VA e BN N G AR, I EEAThEES A AR e bocks what they
wanted to make them, ... Hoy ridiculous it wis to supress the textbooks
and permit tlie teachers to teach."8). If, the state folt that.an individual

y ; L ¥ &
or. group existed' "to inculcate youth with doctrines hostile to ° ;

‘[Republican] inétitutions, there existed for the stite a proteétive

-.. which is the state's right and

measure; ‘éxclusion [from teaching]
g ,
prerogative."2 If the rights of the state i education had been lost

through the usirpat: £ these rights by Gertain' personnél in religlous
PaLER

orders, he argued, ' the'fogical action for the stateuis to reclaim these
rights of control through the authorization of exclusion of these
personnel. It was timé, to repeat his metaphor,’ to brivg full circle the
Revolutisnary wheel of tha . cights of both stabe and Ghurch,: However,

the control through authorization had been ignoréed and. the ‘sole control

0erry, Ch. Dep., June 27, 1879. JO, No. 175, June:28,
1879, 1p. 5724. . s ; :

Sipia. £ 2

821b1d. "

T '631had, . .




1s
’ of the a\"ders had been assumed by the Church, a right which the Church
had never possessed, in relation to the Concordat. Thus, it was
necessary to return this Tight to the State.

If this were not done, then the non-asthorized o;'ders
wotld continue in their state of illegal existence, their very community
association by & vidlatton of tHe WWEGE the NALIGN & POLAETS rsiand

P by theRepublicans. As Ferry pointed out, the goverment was very much
aware that there existed in F;ll\ce "countless religious orders uhich"
had never ‘been granted formal authorizatioy by past governments." &%

These ordets exdsted.ln a state of pérpe tual and topermissable yiolation

& ine Lw aid vere, {n effect, funcllm\ing, in"célation to the laws of

“the. nman, xueyanyﬁ Earlier he.had” deseribed then’ as "groups who
. desociste Gutside thé lav, . outside /m state, vho refuse to r!vea] (hgtr
1 J - ‘laws, o refuslj to. submc their Taws fo civil socinty and renagnue
s its right and supre_macy\ 6. Freycinet const Sd it "rotally y

that, under the pretext’of.religion,-associations not permitted by the

Concordat should aspire to place themselves above the law."” Even &

worse; their activfties in the field of cducation were "arousing genuine

- fears for the Republic and for the nitlon."5! The religious mmgu\pucns

- =
g £ 1bid., p. 5728,

85Iba

June 21, 1879. - JO, No.. 169, June 22,

e N S6Ferry, o .:cit
A 1879, py 5495. - " .

4 7Frey¢1mr., speech at mncauban. July au. 1879.. Quoted .
. in Andriews, Souvenirs, .. 289, T .

SBibgd, :




‘

had usurped an authority, an influence, "thanks %o the tolerance of the

last fifty years," which had ngyes-been legally accorded them.®? Their
P - /

position inrelation to the law vas clear: those who forned any manner.

of association to lve in accordance with laws which had not been

presented to the government, which had mot been approved in the

prescribed mnner, vere in viofAtion of the law’0“Withdut the proper

authorization, Ehese religlous orders had placed themselves in a

veritable state of var‘ with the nation dnd vere am:hany threatening

the nation.”!

cleatly "in a state of illegal extstence,

dres'to his sol1eagues attentian: vho, séthapaihava not wnderstod.,

1medu:e1y what polnt theré' was m/m:icu 7."72

ﬂle !eligiﬂvs m—dm, to pxevent the's tate from being s\imtdlmu by

the Church and o ensure ‘the futuxe of the Republic there vas no’ need .

To the Republicans, Fhe non-authorized orders were

To r:medy i sitnation, to cmmcemcc the threat fﬂom

116

a fact which Ferry repeatedly

“ in the/minds of the' Republican yolicy—mkus for.any reln!ﬁrely dnsr_ic

action of any necessity of searching for nev, unpeoveri 5n1utions a1
that vas necessary was to revert back to the terns.of the Concordat,

to the proper delfneation of Church and State rights, of Church and

895puller, Ch. Dep., Yarch 29, 187. Jo, No: 159,

Annexe No. 1442, June 12, 1879, p. 5005.
1879, . S78.

™ i
5495,

)
©5683.

.t 7lIbid., June 21, 1879. 30, No. 169, June 22; 1879, p;
$ « B

721bid., June 26, 1879, 30, No. 174, Jume 27, 1879, p.

K I
70Ferry, Ch. Dep., June 30,-1879. J0, No. 178;.July 1,
: - July

|
oy
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Braresaphares; lko: Bt eravflharmeious rdiationtiip tahish both the
Church and the Statd served and respected cne another.’ The Concordat
then "would gonstitute the unshakable foundation on which the Third
Republic wished to base its ecclésins;icai policy."”™ " This policy was
neither Far Left nor Far Righf; it nelt ther pel’seci’rad nor left the
g WL pEOLBELad, b ansin weterdsueaitio el fopen alternative
within the context of which the Republican governient developed thelr
policy. Itvas in this sense that "thé spirit of the lai [Artdele 7]
was the spirit of the govermmént," for Article 7 contained ;.he same
b fectives and 1imits as'did the teris of the Comordat on the mstter

of xaugious’or'der's.” It was simply a matter. of redueing the Churnh

_to,the equaliey of “the “conmon lay, that is to say; in-obedience to' the .

.state, 'in :empomx natters.

In dsiming the Lisidts, and oo of Ar:icle -7 fn-this

-
‘manner the Republicans pted to. the ';gl‘tive

. N
of the law in relation to.the other alternatives, If Article 7was a

5 reinplementation of the’ terms of the:Concordat, it not oly reimposed

the rights -of the State and restored to. the State the controls which

beyond which - the State coild not g0..- Thts conatltuted, reiatively
;_.—_—__ . . . i
T £ 731bid,, June 27, 1879: J0, No. 175, Judie'28; 1879; p.

741bid.

7SSpuiter, G, Dep:) Yiaich 29,1878, 30, Yo ‘159. Annexe
No. 1442, June 12, 1879, 7%. 5036

i

76 Ferry, Spench at Epimll, Apru 43,1879, quoted m
8.

$6 : Pob iy gl

belonged .o 1t," it also defmed in relntion 6t Goniogif -ty bounds:  +

Robiquet, Discourset Ogil\lons i 5 s

i
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-Withuur_ returnlng to: the ‘014 Régine, he’ continued, the gnv:tmnenl: had.

18

speaking,e a protection £or the Church. The Republican spokesmen were

insistent that the cbjéctives contrined within Article 7 vere' thercfore

definitely linited. "It was a question of restoring," affirmed Spuuex_

“and nothing more tham that. Itvas the "First attempt to Testore

w77

the 'righte oF the state s vhich hud besn wesnad may decatefully,n70

The Revolution had conpleted the process vhich the monarchy had begun, -
the constructioni of the -lale state vith supreme authority, but "the

o 3 st bl
reaction of 1850" had intériered with this process and it was incuibent

on the Republi¢an, government of 1879 to reclaiim’ these lost rights,”®

‘The government, he said, uas ot askirig the Chamber "'to destroy with

violencé - all that hid becn done in the tealn of piblic edueation over’

but.vas uiging the Cramber 'to ascend: 2 dungezcus

the 1au forty. yearl

i innhm:, ‘to russigﬂ to thi state its legirinate cnncrnl in :he Eield of

educntion, to zecapmre a pover -that should never.| have been ah.’mdon:d 90

to retrace its stew because "a ‘bad road hid been tonstructed." Indeed,

thera was no reason why the Repunucnn government of 18should.not

" possess the ‘same ‘povérs as all the other. previouu govérnmznts of France,

< The government smply wwished to protect tr9e1£ fron

. encroachment! which seemed da.nghxous to the_nation, and by doil\g 80

through the -enactment of Article 7, was mérely reviving the terms:of
SRR . ary BTy e

77spuller, chA Dep., Mirch 19. 1879.. .30, No. ‘159,
Amexe No. 1462, Jue 12, 1879, 5. 5019 . s

7BThaa, i 5007
791bd. - i e vl

s 5014
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2 < . .
the Concordat. By doing so, the Républicans pointed out, 'the article

was 'neither new, radical nor exceptionally demariding."®) As Ferry

stated, "{&de no precense of logislating, bu only implesented

ux!.!r.ing srafum."“ Spuller had enphasized this point earlier, stating .
that the article d1d mof 1n ary way cradicate extating leglalation,

nor postulate nev.®3 As far as he vas concerned, it innovated nothing,
and the lavs reldting % the matter (of the non-authord zeg congregstions)

dfd not cease to be in effect nor yere changed in any way.

In fact, ample precedents for Article 7 could be found

4n chede. layswhich pmved, At least'th the udsfaccion of 'the

§ Repubuuns—, that the yrinciples of" Arthle lpussesszd a long. tradxuon

10 the leglalacive anmfd o
(
 the Re\ml\ltiun, ﬂnding the hn:is £or the 1egma:m i mur:hical

rance h:u réport SpullEl’ vent -bejond

France .mi direstly cvnneu:l:ing it gith all pn:viuus lzglshtiun o the.

atter from SE. ].nu.is to Charles X, “enes gyt 4k teh o natfonal

"struggle for anfty agatnst ene'mies who ‘soughy to dea[my Frince “from
;within,8 luscmc ' doéunents, he saﬁ were. pmcisn and_in agreement
o his potnt, m Tight of the state to control religlous ordér's, and

nhey abounded 4n the Prance of m pigt-as well'as u the Frince of 1879585

Dep., June'27, 1879, 30, Nou 174, Jurie 27,

Sirbia . SRy ¢

. !!s uller ) Ch. Dep.y March 29 18797 - 00, No.: 159,
Anexe No. 1442, Jue . 11 1879, p. 5014 i 2

9"md; 2 B 5019,

7 S esId: . 5005, B g : B .




He cited as exomples “the dagrecof the Parlenent of Faris of w67 and
l‘.h! edict of Louls XVI of 1777. bo th ni which were direched ﬂ&al.ns[ the
sBciety of Jesus, as was Article 7. The edict: of Francis T and Henry
IV, the edict of Februry 1763 and an edlz:vz: of Louis XV had the sane
legislative objective. In a speech at fpinal on Adgust 23,-1879 Forty .
seemed paéylexed that Article 7 should évoke sich .g_{:e..um\"vnm there
existed such a body. Of exactly the sam type of legislation - He,
T 1790, the lav of August 18, 1792, the et uév
Nessidot, A Xil; the lw of Janpary 2, 1817, and the law of vay 2,

—Tg25; "l ©Of which clearly set out ;he legal pesitim\ of-an religioun

nmgre%iuns‘"” In his opintot, To téxt was cleator and sabody could ©

& wy-any nore’ clearly -what was fntended to be meant.. , .

Wen spEnkErs from the'Right cnailenged that these SHEIE

hadceased to have sny sigatticinbe;, Fery replied that"not Dnly ‘o ¢

they . mot béen repealed but thar each: anhsequm\t plecu of letsTation
!elating to the status of l;h! rellgiﬂn! arders hld endnx‘sed and
strengthened (che previow one,‘creating d continuing’ traditigh of legte-
lation =..body;cng.me prinéiples of “Artlele 7. o8’ 'Tm- was proven by the.
fact that all previdus governments had used’ these laws in'‘desling with
the_non-duthorized cdnﬁgagatlnn;. which indicated that "the civil poders

89 : ) ok

alvays congidered the las active

Siecry, Speehiet Epgmal, Aprit 23,
Mhiquet Discourn et Oginion B Sh.

T e

1879, quoted in

4 % 99%srry, Ch."Dep.; June 26, 1879, JO, No. 174, June 27,
1879, p. 5683, . : £ e e

Bempia. L S B o B P




From M. Portalis in the Chambor of Parts im 1825 to

H. Rouland, minister of the Empire in 1865, the
. Chamber of Deputies of 1845, the government of-Lowis-
Philippe, who applied the decree of Messidor to the
non-authorized congregatfons, to the Inperial govern-
vent who applied them in 1861, to an order of Capu~
chins o vere, I 1 batism; ‘antilished s ehe dupaxs-
ment of the Nor

In relation to ﬂ\‘E J!S\litsi he continued, "the special laws of Louis XV
and Lou‘is.ym abolished the Sm:lé(y of Jesus .in Fyancc.:' while the
general u}g a‘f 1789, 1752 and 1802 proscribed and suppressed in France
all religious associatdons OF men. Earlier, io the Eapood, Ferry had
clted the decxes of 1804 and. the tro lovs of 1617 and'1825 as having

established -the. principln that uuginua nssor_iatinns anuld not be

. forned anphere ul:hin the natipn witheuc aut)mrizatinn from. thé. govein-

nent.91 i terns nf the 1aw. of 1625 aunh unthuri:a.tian ha:i £ be glven

by law. e Ordinunce of June, 2 mza fermsny forbade :ha diréeeton.

of of “Leachtsg 1a cel,leges oF iaor senlnﬂies fo beunder a reitgLou’

" ofder mot 1agally es:amhhed in Fr.qnm 92 Spuue: kéninded his

¢
colleagues.that's-preceimt for Artfile -had been set d ‘late as" 166
when a lav wu‘n"m sdne legislative dntent s Article 7 was preserited
toa :oyms:—dom;na:ed Chamber 93 - The “evidencs produced by such

exanples should demmt:nte, the Re'puhl!:nns felt, that Article 7 vas

" merely repeatingwhat hid been done. on mny occastons,by previous -

acch 5, 1879.° J0,. No. 90, Améxe No. 1239,

Apﬁl 1 1379, I . 2768.

- Teipgal vt

“S35puller, Ch. Deps, J\me 24, 1§1§. %30, No. 172, June

~




, also vas restricted In relation to how far it could go in its restraining

. a measure -outside and heyand the nam.zl legtslation, ' The reclaimlng

of the righ(:s and prnr.ecl:inns Lost" through:the te&ccicn f 1850 and- -, e

122

governments, when these governments felt that the rights of the styte
were' in danger.
In asserting that "Article 7 vas nothing more than that,”

the government spokesmen were attempting to assure all- that the government

policy towards the Church. No radical or punitive measures, in their
opinion,. were necessary. The legislative solycion concained in Article

7, the Teturn to the Concordat, was "efficacious and sufficent ... by

the very moderation of the measure."" .The article did not represeht .
revalutipn, or vlalence, or brutal l‘uprure/ with truditiun or cus:em."”

It vas.not the beginnmg ot series of laws; it was @ spe:xal maas«te,

W96

- Subsequent legiahtinn was entirely "the scope'of the law.

Article 7 vas not’évén méant to reclain the Severity of these. lavs, .

"but to maintain order in the’legal sphere,"%7

In fact, there were certdin things that the.article
could not do since’ it could go mo farther .than-what was specified in

the Concordat. 'Did-the laws not respect the teaching rights of the '

1879, p. 5943.

mny,@. Dep., June 30, 1879: J0, No. 178, July 1,”

¥ r’slbld e

Stgpuller, ‘Ch. Dep., March 29, 1879. JO, No. 159,
Annexe No, 1442, Jlme 12,1879, p. 5005%

: 91014, Jurie 24,1879, . J0; No.. *173, une 25, 1875, p.
11 I




Brothers of Christian Doctrine, for expmple, Ferry queried, or the
teaching rights of the numerous authorizedcongregations of women who

devoted themselves to education?®8 Were the secular clergy not free to
o A ! L 7

teach? he asked. Was the teaching of the state to become irreligious
5 [

and did the government propose™to suppress religlous education in the

colleges? Ferry's teply to all’ these self-posed questions was a firm
negative; "No, gentlemen, all that {s respected.”®? Article 7 was
directed only at the non-authorized congregations. lembers were "well
aware," declared Ferry, "that it was not directed at the Brothkrs and
Sisters."100 There, vere, according to government statistics, eiphteen
to twenty thowand acheols stffed by the religlous congrégations wmch .

the. law did ot chreaten, 101 Furﬂmr there were 130 institutions

ﬂs:affea by the secular clergy shd twenty-Eo or tugiity-Five under the

dttecdm\ of bishops, beyond the jurisdicticn‘ of m law. 192 According
té another spokesman, Five authord.zed ehngregitions of men would remain -
to teach and the confidcated: establishuents vould xebatn -the propest

of the Church and be adninistered by the secular clergy.203 Notwith-

standing Article 7, the parent would alvays remain free to.give his

%BFerry; Speech at Eplnal; April 23, 1879, quoted in
Robiquet, Discours et Opinidps, p. 56
®Ibid. A .

100Ferry, Ch. Dep.; e 27, 1875.. 30, No. ‘175, Jurie 28,
1879, p. 5728, .

i 1011bid., June 30,"1879, J0, Now 178, July ‘I, 1879, p.
5941,. 4 2 ¥ Y
'lozlﬁili 4

g e 193peschanel, Ch. Dep., Jime 23, 1879.- J0, No. 171, Jute.
24, 1879 p. 5549, % ‘
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child a Catholic education and, If he wished to’place him in the care
104

of the religious orders, he would always have the right to do so.

- ~The fact that the authorized onlers’wmlld not be touched

. 1n any, wy by e legislation-should be proof enough, from the govern-
ment's point of view, of its moderate intentions. As Ferry stated,
"the committee ... drew a-distinction between the authorized and‘non-
authorized orders."!05 The government, he satd, "did not have, could
not have, any quirrel with the suthorized orders who sibmit to the
condd tdons {mposed by lav, who bring thetr laws:to Lt, sodify them at

its demands, as the brothers at the beginning of the éentury did, who

inplored the assistance and Tecognition of the rights of the state "%
They extsted with'the. permission,of.thé . govefnment and the
:h : “liad to extend to thein the rights and privilegs of ‘the Concordat. = All

that'” the' governnent .was asking.now- was that Telatiops rétuxn to this
state of affairs, Ferry saw mothing to prevent the non-authorized

orders) except the Jesuits, fron seéking authorizationand affirmed that

Article 7 was nbt opposed to any order of men who wished to be authorized

to come before the Chamber and have 'their. regulations approved.!07

Somebody Mentiohed" the Stlpicians, the Marists and.
other congregations. Who.has led you to believe
that if they brought their regulations, the Chamber

"
0, Now 169, June 22,

+ A0igyyd

© .. WSirry, Gh.Dep., June'2l; 1879
L1879, p. 5494, Tl 1 B )

- Merbaa, p 5495 »
Juie 27, 1879. 10, No, 175, Jué 28, 1879,

14

1071b1d.




would refuse, to.auchorize then vithou exception I
or distinction? Who has told you?

The goverment could not be accused of proscribing the non-authori Zed

ordurs through” Article 7 vhen itwas the express purpose of the article

to encourage them to seek suthorismtion and when no request had’ever A

been submitted for authorization.'®® Furthermore, Article 7 did not B
B deny the cent‘emyll!ive 1ife to anyone, mor the right to :n:er’ a

. religious order, but,. declared Spuller, it forbade the right to teach 3

to'ven who by..choice had submitted to regilations "which the state did
not authorize." 110 Deschanel syppor ted Spuller regarding the.right of

* .the individual to enter the l:cmr.emplar.lve Life, bue consldered the o R

d.lfferenl. mam: oo PO r.he~rlght to naach, tha ™~

Tight o teach "

- wight, T give tnstruc tion s edica 100 10" 2, dily, direct’ and garmnu\t ;

1nﬂuence\zn young ninds, on young souls, ‘and cénsequently on the fume
of the natlog."11! s £ ‘

’ Unders'tanding -this distinctioh was essentidl. if one wire

o understand the policy contained within Article 7. The distinction, al
. begieen the rightto exist a5 a religious order and the ugh: to partici=' -

‘pate 1n pducation, as. government spaakera asuer}gd, was. a key ynint in

denons trating’ the good ‘falth and sincefity of ‘the. govérmént's intentions .

208rpig. [T £ sa e 2 iy
10%7eycinet, Souvenirs, p. 1307, . T S
> 'muchﬁzs, 18795 % 30, Now. 159, Annexe . L 3

1105puller,’ Ch., Dep.
\ No. 1442, June 12, 1379, ». 5019, % K -;%-
1”nmhane1, Ch . nep.. " June 23. 1879, J0, No. 171, June CRM - S0
£ S g .

2, 1579, e 5546




- The return to the Concordat meant a return to the control of religious
congregations through authorizdtion, but dnce authorized the state was

bound by that same Concotdat to extend to the authorized congregations
the Ereedom of their role. Similarly, Lhough_ Article 7 was intended
o combat clericalisn and remove the Ghurch from the policical sphere

as atipulatad "by' the Concordat, it could not.in any way restrict or
1ncer£eu vith Catholicisn uhich the Congordat: formally recognized
Spullérwould 'say PSR Ty —— 1t to

and respected.

Cucnoucum nd CJeri:ulism are not. the sane thug,"lll

to unmagk

5 e end;
"4t Uhat the nepubucan gnveznmen[ wishedSggid Spuller, was "
T those who- practice politics under the guise oF religlon."!13 Clericaliam -
i o, 15 “thedr ‘Lncer on, in that

was ;ocauy different from
"the Fortier vas @ poli:lcsl n'-aner, the'bond ot alli.nm:e which united

;

“’mxm

* g,

Sl
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infallible authority for the rational principle on which French society

9 rested, and to govern this society as it wished to govern all other

human societies.!!S This latter aspiration Bert deffned as clericalf:
Through Article 7, through the reapplication of the terms of the €op-

to be curtatled, re-:uuen’ﬁ'punne rooted

cordat, clericalism w:

out of the body poliiic, while Catholicfsm vas to be puc 1n its righe-

t
1 “fu1, respected place, protected and givu\ freedon for expr:ssinn. =
b . Aretele 7 mu vas Rodazate 0gisdation vhich Eonmd 7 )
i nelther the extremes of the Right noF of the Far lefe, but incorpotaced
. f . apolicy which benofitted and protected both Church, and State. The’ s i @
1 Comittee . reviewing ﬂm .:nnu had_already dnmnnnud proof/of this . — . 5
‘ in placing itself stuarely bahind thl! gpvarmlen: “aid rhot . gotig’ Beyond l
L  the objectives assigned to “-, “Fron ‘the lepublicln polnt of viu, d|e p . i
Chu£¢ 80 see u that way; ‘that the uguudon vuvnelthar
2 ini;l religious, .ant ; nor anti-Cé . It uas a political oF

solution to a strictly political prohle-. Tn their analysis religion,
. 2 & edueation and politics- hud_bem-a so nnnuu by the Rightist reaction
of the previogs “mid-century that all théee had to be. diseatangled”

through the 1 bnce in of the /‘indthe goration *

y Srmy, ch. Depy,. Jupe 24, {a75. ‘.m, N
. 1579. p:. 3602. ¥
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was a practical principle, a means given to government to protect itself,
and the que:;ion& of education had to be resolved, not by philosophers
and I’.haoreticun!, but by statesmen, practical men.!!7. It was a matter,
: argued De;chanel. not of religion, but of public and social order, of
civil legislation, a matter to be decided upon by government, by itself

B . ‘and for itself.!!® The matter did not touch upon such deep principles

as freedom of conscience, Bert stated; 1t was simply a law of social
defense.’19 The Concordat had been ignored, the laws of the nation

B governing Church-State relations were being openly violated, and the

g Church, through the agency of the 1zed orders, was
into a realm which, according to the Concordat, properly belonged ;:n the

. State. ‘Implemnting Article 7 would merely make the non-authiorized
orders come within. the scope of exlsting legislation and restore’ proper

. R control s ‘set out'in the concardu:.

i e This, to the Republicans, was the cardinal point contained
in Article 7, The state would b protetted through the restoring of the

* legitimte controls of the Concordat and the Church would Teturn to its
legitinate sphere so that both could fuhction fréely without fear of

sach other.. Indeed, the development of an ecclesiastical policy based

- on the d Zights and . to' both Church and

|

i State. It is. little wonder that the Republicans, viewing the extreme,
1. i &

|

ot 2 : il
. 171b4d.," June 26, 1879. .JO, No 1.74: June 27, 1879, p.
5682: . .
x 1epeschanel; ChlDep.; Jume 23, 1879. :J0; No. 171,
June: 24, 1379. . 5545,

- 1%Bert, chi' Dep. ;June 21, 1879...J0, No, 169, Juna'
Fa, 22, 1879; 'p.. 5490 g
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and in their opinion, dangerous, alternatives that were available for an

official policy towards the Church, described the programme begun by
Article 7 as "a great work of compromise.”}20 Spuller would write later
that "these reforms in education must be understood as a work of peace
and harmony, and not as a propaganda, as a battle against any mani-
festation of conscience, which, above all, must remain free and

"121 1t was a philosophy animated not only by political

122

necessity but by the 'great philosophy’ spoken of later by Paul Bert.

1t was a philosophy of moderate Republicanism, of stability, security

and peace.  ° ,
It was .a philosophy well symbolized by the type of men
viio pideup. the goyerbuent and who were chosen as official Republican
spokesmen. In Grévy's opening spnech upon béing inaugurated ‘an
President of the Republic, a speech read by Wndding:nn to ‘thie Chamber and

de Marcdie to the Semate, he deactibed. the ReBUSlican philosophy as

"liberal, yet truly conservative."123 Even at the height of the storm

over the decrees ‘and their he to speak of

and peace, cautioning the'Republicans not "fo instfgate impatience,

120Freycinet, Souvenirs, p, 39.

‘“Spu)]er, ) e an‘luriun Pclttigue, Pl
122gere, Digeours sur 1'0bligation et la Laicies de. 1= 1
mseignenent Primaire, Ch. Dep.; December A 1880;  Quoted, in Le |
Clericalisme, p. 204. . 3
“ “3:};}% Grévy, Mscnuts Panugues. P 513.°
12“1_ua , B. 528. Discduxs en Xa!pﬂnse 4 1'allocution du .
Matre de” 1a7VAlle Dijon August 17, 1880.




of the Cnb%nct‘, government supporters in the Chamber and Senate

described their policies’as being "too timid."!?5 Gambetta, ‘as speaker
of the Chamber, described prudence as the guiding principle of Republican
politics and used his position as speaker to control Mhe frequent out-
burs[s which characterized lhe’ debate on Article 7. The self-affirmed
moderation and tone of Spuller's and l‘erry s s(;uements were censistent
i URETE HALE TaHREY O bR AR B S R LS.

Though their policies, coutained in and synbolized by

§ Article 7, were mmed by both theli of Right and Far
Left and weré found easier. to condean than understand by historians
of later perYods, they themselvds'were convinced that they had a Firm
grasp on the reaiic;:- of the political and: social situation and, without
" bedig dither téo_ conservative or. . too radiedl] fele that they coutd "
o resolv; thiealpost xnsuluh‘le S of suryival which; “n, their opinicn.
confronted the Republic. - They foutid thé ansver to that! prcblen dn thak
partod’of thetr nation's history from which they had drawn all their

polirical and philosophical ideology, in the expericnce of the Revolution;

and they sau in the relnstatenent of the ferns of the Concordat a just,
tolerant and compmmu policy for Church-State relatians. The fact

that they were r:undemned by-their coptemporares as political 'nppor—v
tuniats', or considered’politically inept by some. later crifien dian

1.3, not decract from the sincerfty of purpose with which tr}ey pursueq -their

Boal of | peacé and unity for! theix mation, nor discredit their coa-

. cvinction that Article 7.was the only true “solution to bring nbuu: the

scﬁievmgn: oi that goal, an 7 which they's

for. the continued existence of the Republic.

125preycinet, Souvenirs, ‘py 39.




-lnd Eugen Weber. (eds),, The ‘European.Right: A Historical Profile 3 7

CHAPTE ¥ " E

CONCLUSTON

. In concluding thisistudy of Article 7 — the Repuiican
government's professed reasons for Introducing it and its significance as a
1agisla{ive expression of moderate Republicao ccclesiastical policy —
one is reminded of a statement of Eugen Weber's that "we shall mot grasp

the ideological roots ... of the Third Republic.of France unless we

the  and of the Republic's education =g

1

policy."! . However, dn relation Apécjlﬂ:nlly-td ‘this thesis, one is

i
H
i
z e
{ Republic's *

edunatlon poucy unless we. lum a firm grasp of what' the Republicanl‘ -

tempted fo rewrite that ‘we nh.n not understand zha Thir

to'be their idéologleal Toots . “The rey of ‘the g

statenent ¢ though 16 no vay undernines he reln:innshlp betueen 1dgology

blican déological fodts, as they .

and 1 policy since’th

themselves perceived them, provided the basis for the introdiction of z

Article 7 and the grpissnts iy Ltk defenss vhen 1t encoyntered the

severe-opposition that 1t did.

. These arguments, hopefully; have been presented with

some degree of clarity. -The g ‘i ionof . 4

Article’7,

its aims’ aiid b jectives; fuare Faived st tia hegtmung of the

[
paper sgainst the' badkdrup of the: polilil:ul

lEugm Weber, "he' Right' in Fr@m:e, {n Hans Rogger

*(Berkeley:. University of: Cnufurnu Press, 1965), p. 82, g




“of su:h.m.gnit_urlg that, vhen completed, would either bring -bgu: the end
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of 1879 in gfder to emphasize their importance as questions for discussion.
A cursory survey of some historiographical material dealing with the
question was included for the same purpose. The paper then proceeded
into an account of the intpbduction of Article 7-into the Chamber of
Deputies, detailing facts of importance concerning the legislative
stages of the article and other pertinent background information, such
as the introduction of the counter bills of law. A spectal section
followed dealing .Fx:)usiveiy with the’ reaction to the article in the
Chanber, especially from the parties of the Right and Centre, and the
reaction generally in the nation 48 svidenced by menbiers of the Chamber.
The question uas then formally posed s to why thé Republican government

of 1879, considering its, : poldtical P

harmny Yid- dtuntey Ln 1ia eritn shén e avored” policy of tl

 same

.governmenit vas a pragramie Of peacé, stability and: unity for the nation:

The explanation for this paradox lay-in the way the

Republicans who made up the government, and their supporters,analyzed

those same le political ci; and' 1n their interpre-
tation of the historical developments of the previcus centiry since. the

analyses ‘and t which were incoz &d 1n the

“succeeding chapters of the paper. To-the Republicans; although they

“ hag just ‘uucceédzd in winning: the elections, the, future ‘of France as a

Republican nation uas thxeateneﬂ by the coalescing of all the anti-
Republican” forces.dnto one massive; unfted coall.tion' a’ coalescence

which would transform the weak, -individual forces ‘into s political forcé’




of the Republic or engender civil war het\;een' two mutually ho!ii‘l:
Frances. From the Republican point of view, the non-authorized religlous
congregu;tnns/nﬁj(:lxﬁ/eautzg in partioular, vere the focus of this
movement and were providing the leadership and direction to bring about
its success. The society was performing this role to achieve their aim
of 'indirect power' to bring about, through the democratic electoral
process or otherulse, the subjugation of the aivil authority to the

Church and de.mmy modern, liberal society. Their association with the

pan:ies of the Right nd e e EneoRepubIicen forces vas, n e

opinion 'uf the Republicans, a logical and necessary.one since 'indirect

pover cmlld only function 1n conjunction with the monarchical principle .

ni gnvermmn(. G & i 1 ,’ ) . 4 ’
g The Jesufts could wicld such powef and influence bogause, .
as Ie..\ders and Axpnnenr.s at the Ultrnmntnnxst movement, 'they had - =
siicceeded in the first. stage L their plan, achiev’.ng canzml of the .
un{versal: Church.  They. nccmvpliabed thts throu;h the publxcucian af .

the Doctrine Of !nfallihility which, in e interpretstlon ei the

Republicans, rendered the Pcpe absolute 1n_terms of bending the member-

ship of the Chuzch: to his will: Thiu position of suthority the Republi~ -

i viewed with alarm cnnudnring the thteat whlch they saw 1t posud

for the political realn.in’ a vastly Cnthnile ‘atton-iike France,” given

“thet hiernr:hical organtedeion of the Chuzch ‘agd the wiquestioning

uhediem:e uhich Jthey pemeived to be part of 1n£ulli_b1]1ty. _Onee’ the' . ¢ i

Jesuits, nad nchieved :m; :an:rol l:hrcugh infallibilicy,, they had :hm B

proceeded to achieve nantml of thie national churches’ by innxensing

. ‘thetr nunbérs ‘and obr.aining. through meats of : the ‘pover wtelded a " 5

_agénts ‘of ultranontanism, a place ug \dispu ! £ the Chure/




7 Anstitutions. . ; i

: éircles. Tn'ey ‘had deménstrated their mnhéda' of using ihevcﬁu’rch and

" were er the des! of 'R society, its laws and B
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in the natfon. -Concomitant with securing mastery of the French Church
in general, the Jesuits, and the other non-authorized orders, were fast
gaining control of the Church educational system in partlcular. As the :
ke;ubucunk surveyed the-social and palitical forces at work in 1879 the ~— — ™ .
one de’vclupment whicl caused them the gravest concern was le “subordin- 3
ation of the Church, 4t clergy and educational system to the il of

the Soclety of Jesus.

That which caused the greatest apprehension, however, was the
action of the Jesuits in bringing the vast fnfluence and potential of

the Church into the political sphere and allying these vith the political i
forces of ‘the’ Klghr.. 66411 fornidable in the govermment, aduinistration
and society of the nation. - They vere providing the I\igh: with a bond -

of unify and'a political philosophy,and were:organizing the electorate -

under ‘the. gulse ‘of religlous activity, through'pilgrinages and.vorkers’

xengian 1n; the elections af 1877 dnd the Repuhlican.s fenred that: should
this. process of, cansulidﬂ[i\m be brought fo fruteion, united to the full
pover of the Church'anong the electorate, ‘the Republican caust was dooned .
In addicion, the Jesuits vere compounding the threat to the Republic by
attempting to indoctrinate the youth of France, the future electorate;

with 1ican and

y thinking and imbuing them
B the poll.ticnl Philodophy of the partias of the Right. By thus

wirining control of ‘the masses 'of the: present and future, the Jesults , -




Republican forces

- threatto the Republic.
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Thus, for the sake of the Republic, and its continued
existence, the Jesults had to be removed from their position of leader-
ship and control of the coalition of anti-Republican forces. The
necessity of quick acByon was imperative before the process was completed,

and the forces, consolidated tq-a position of unlimited power, could

threaten the Republic soomer even than an election. In striking at the
Jesults, and excluding them from the nation, the Republican ggvernment
would be freeing the Church from their control and removing the potential
of the Church from the political sphere by breaking the link between the
Church and the forces of the Right. The unifying bond and leadership
“hich the order provided for the disnr’ni[éd parties of the Right vould

be' removedsy and tHe pnnm would lapse intd the pusizion of ol eical

" weakness whilch. they Weld fter their electoral defeat:. Thus, by xemﬂving

the Jesutts, il cancrqlnng the other mn—uu[horlzed orders, ‘the. Antt-

ould be dlssipated and cease to pose sny Further

Hoyever, the Repuhlicans were aware that in initiating
any forn of attack on the Jesutta, Ieglslntivé ot otherwise, or any
religlous onder, [they were creating a dangérous situation, They knew
that, given the position of power which the Jesuits had attained in the
Church, any attack on' the ordér, could easily o interpreted as an attack
on. the Church.  For that reason; they were aware that any policy which
combatted. the Jesuits 'and pro tected the Repuhli: must not 14 any, uay,
‘interfere with the Church's trie’ function; s they. percéived iti° Nnne

of the, alternative llcie! preaented by Lhe Far Lefn. e.g. pkrsecudul\
o

or Lot the'! Right, of the State ‘to the Church,

i
i
i




- ‘terms of the Concordat, as an ecclenasucal [Inlicy. demand, au:nauzs:;nn "
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would, they asserted, achieve the true Republican objectives of peace -
and unity. : E :

Instead, the Republicans found the solution to their :
problens, and their way out of a crucial dilemma, in the solution pro- 1

vided by the Revolution — in the Concordat of 1808. There, -they

believed, their Republican predecessors had set forth a just policy

which provmed for protectisns and guarantées to both Church and Stafe,.,

and delineated the proper ugrris and spheres of cach agency. Foremost 9
anong these protections for the State ua% the right of authorization
of religlous orders which, in subsequent tenturies, notably in the,
period following 1850, hed been set astds, permitting the creation of
non—authorlzed !eliginus orders. who were not under the contiol of the
vState4 As perceived by the RepublicnnE 1n~1879. the nan~authnr1zed

\d}s, especially; thé’ Jebutgi, yate respansihle for the threa[ “to’ the

fature ‘of, the Repuplic. 'l'hus‘ a1l thist vas nécéssarywas to revive the

of all.non-authordized religious orders, and restore the control of the

state in an area in which the Republicans felf control was sbsolypely

necegsary for the protection of the state.

This was what Article.7 was meant to achieve, the restor-

ation of ‘a particular Tight to the State which had been arrogated to'it

by the Concordat, and which had been weaned away in the previous decades,

the right to control teaching personnel for the protection of the State.

ft vas not an attack on s the falth of s, but an

attack/on o clerxuun, the introsion. of the nrg-nxua Church into
polities, the renbvil of the-Chicel fron a-sphire th which 1t-did not
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belodg. If the policy limited a particular activity of the Church in

ts to the activities of

accordance With the Concordat, 1t also set 1ii
the State in relation to the Church since, once dythorized, the orders
had to be given, by lay, cvery frecdom and cooperatijon. If the poliey
protected the State by restoring the right of control it protected the

Church by permitting only the terms of the Concordat to be the basis for

Church-State policy, thus puaranteeing the Church respect and protection

by law.
Considering their view of the political circumstance in
which the Republicans found themselves, tie uncertainty with which they
viewed the political future, and the alternatives’ which they saw. being
presented to rTesolve the threat to internal unity and the continued
‘cxls;ence Of ‘the Republic without in any way hindering the true Tole of. |
the Chureh ‘a3 ehej perceived it; it is ‘dirf_ﬂqult not: fo sempent, AF me -
fully ‘agree - with, the ;‘aol.il:y whichr they ;hnée, and their description
4 of that policy as just, compromising and moderate) it i alvays easier
. aftervards, gifted with hindsight, to enumerate the bad resilts emaring:
from any governmental action, especially from one as slgn‘ificam: as.the

1t is'always harder.to view the historical

legislation of Article 7
situation exactly as the unm;ponry people viewad it, and dccord to
then honesty offanalysis and sincerity of purpose in relation to the
s‘olution of problems which confronted them. ' ‘This _paper has been an
attenpt to document such hopesty and sincerity and,. hopefully it will
contribute in some small vy to the thay Of the seemingly eternal
problen of rgluéianah{ps betveen Church and State and, even more opti-
mistically, to a furtherance of ‘mutual respect and’ understanding between”

the ‘two, as the Republican government of the Third' Republic sought in

Areicle 7. .




% an. Le ministre peut le convoqudr en isession

APPENDIX [ e

ROJET DE, LOT
TITRE PREMIER: "DU CDNSI‘IL SUPERIEUR' DE L' INSTRUCTION PUBLIQUE"

‘Art. 1 Le conseil supérieur de 1'instruc{ion publique se compuse
de cinquante membres appartenant f 1'enseignemen
est presidé par le ministre.

Are, II Le conseil se réunit en assembléd géndrale deux fau par’

ordinaive. Vingt de ses membres |forment une secrion
permanente.

| Ave. T Les menbres du coniseil supSrieur lsont designés de la
manidre ssuivante: * X

[ "7 1. Quinze membres pominds par déerdt qu Président de
1a République, en consedl dds mintstres, et choisis

parul les ingpecteurs-gentraur, -los recteurs, les

]
|
i
,

. : prafesneurs en Exexcice de 1'enseignement. supérieur
. publiqua. . . . %
v 2. Les tro: des’ enstignenen td® supéit .
B . : secmdaita et prinaire du miqistere de l‘instruccion 2
publique

3. Le vice-recteur de l'ncndemle;de Paris.

N 4. Le directeur de 1'école norma. supérieure. Ces
: vingt membres forment la sectlpn permanente. -
un prufeesenr e Collage de Pram &lu par ses | .

collégues.

\

Un ptaf:useur .du muséum €lu par\ﬁel coliggues. o

Cing professeurs. des facultés dd 1'ftat, dt des

Gcoles supérieures: pharmacie, &lus, au scrutin de /4

liste, 3 raison d'un-pour chaque|ordre d'enseigne-

. ment, par 1'ensemble.des professeurs chargés de -
. cours} aggrégés et maftres ﬂe -conférence pourvus

du grade de .docteur.

. - 8. ' Un direécteur de 1'scole des hnute étud:es &lu par
. * . le peraonnel. enseignant de'1'éco

3 & 9. Un professeur de 1'école,des lang es orientales s
vivantes &élus -par ses calle

" 10." Un professeur de:1'école dgs. chartes *&1us. p.:‘us

- colpegten.” T




Art.

Are. V

11. Ui membre du personmel enseignant de 1'école
* polytechnique &lus par les examinateurs, profes-
seurs et répétiteurs.
12. Un professeur de 1'école des hnuux arts Elu par

ses colldgues.

13. Un professeur'de 1'école centrale des arts et
manufactures Glu par sbs colldgues. .
14.®Un professcur de 1'enscignement ggronomique &lu
par le personnel enséignant de 1'institut agronomigue
et des Gcoles d'agriculture: . -
15. Six titulai de 1'
comodgoanant secondatrs publique, 6lu au scrutin -
de liste par les professcurs ed exercice dams les
lycées et colléges pourvus du titre d'aggrégé ou
du grade de docteur. .
16. Six membres de 1'eénseignement primaire &lu au
- .scrutin‘de liste par les inspecteurs primaires,
. directeurs et maTtres adjoints. des &coles primaires.

17. Quatre membres de 1'enseignement libre nomnés par
le Président de la Républiqu: sur le prﬂpositlon du

ministre. B o L

Tous leg membres du conseil sont nommés pour uix ans. "us
oot Indetentnen reeligtble .

La ‘section permanente- don écessnfrement s avis e 1e55
projects. de loi, de dgerer ot de raglement, et-sur les
programmes d'@tudes particuliers aux Gcoles publiques,

! (s
Sur les créations des facultés, lycées, colléges et &coles
nomales. primaires.
Sur les créations ou transformations des chaires.
Sut les livres qui peuvént 8tre introdults dans les. Gcoles

S et sur ceux qui peuvent dtre défendus dans ces

o1
_ mémes enhussemgn:s omme -contraire 2 la morale, 2 la

constitution et aux 1dis. .
Sur les dénandes formées: par des Errangers et umdﬁm: H
ahmnxr, des des grades, 2 e ¥ ouvrir,
© 8 dfriger une Ecole.

Elle connait, avant leur renvoi devant les conseils
acadéniques, de toutes les affaires de rétrait d'emploi; .
de avec ou sans inc du-droit d'

o 1e i

en]elgnelnenﬁ puhnc. ‘

En cas de_vacance d'une chaire dans une hcuué, 1a
sectivd présente deux candidats concouremsent ave la
facults; intéressé.




i b a section donne enfin sop avis sur toutes les questidns
Gy —7, d'tudes, ‘d'administration ow de discipline qut lui sonc
{renvoyges par-de mintstre. ,

ERRNIN Y S 7 conséil en’assenblée’ gEn&rale donne -son-avis:’

i mo E Sur les feglencnelrelatifs aux cxamens comiuns’ sux Elaves
- . § PR des ‘Gcoles ‘publiques et des.Gcolds libre
- * Suf les reglemen[ﬂ relatifs au sirveillance.des &coles
Libres. ‘ v e e
g + Surles. livres peuvent Stre interdits dans.les &coles
g - Lbres, comne contraire d 1o morale, & la constitution ot
i dux-lois, - 5

AtE. VIT . Le Consgil,” én nsse’nblée générnle, détermine le tarif des™ .

‘. i7i | drofts d'inscription;. d'examen ‘et de: diplie; 4 percevolr

s : au compte du Trésor Public.dans:les °établissefients dt - *
VS.ti00. L enselgnement supérieur. Il rdgle les’ conditlons d'dge’ . -
pour 1'admission aux grades.: Il statue en dernier ressort
suf“les jugements rendus ‘par, les cnnsells sdadeniguas.!
daisiles affblra contenticuses Flativ

15 UL Facyltds
Red (2)"d:1a réwoc n
. ensefgigent supérieur ou

(3 a 1 1nt2l'dlctlnn de draxz d’ensaim!r Qu’de ‘dirigdr
PR prononcd” confré un
- pentine de. 1'enselgnement public ou dtbre

secondatre public™

Uy e 1'exclusion'dés Etudiants’de’ toutes’les acadeuies.
Toutefois, 11'ne peut;pronouncer: définitiveent 1'interdiction
e 1'enselgnenent que 'si pa'décision ot prise dus “dgox stere
 des suffrages

gt r'x_mz nzuxzzuz'<7:s

; m,

X S S Sty .
Sare. .vm u y.a Ay clief-: uen de chaque ncndénm, un Tonséfl acadnijue
5 i, 7 compose i

i b4 ‘(3) Des. doysnu des facults,, des’ dizeccenu des Emles £
upérieurs de’ pharmacie’de. 1'Etat ‘et des. directeurs des

. er_oles de pléin exercice et prép-umiru de’medecine

STt et da phnmu:le du ressort.

b 4). D8 thots bénbies; €1is au scruliy de liste, parilés -
yrofessenu :i;ulaims,~ Eupprlemnn chargés’ de couts




et mitres de’ conférences de cen Enculm‘! et" éca!ee‘
. pourviis du’grade de docteyr . :
= d (5)'De deux proviseurs’ nomnds par le dindbere
. : (6) De trois professeurs ou principaux,” agrégss ou
docteurs, &lus au scrutin de liste par les professeurs
en exercice dans les 1ycdes et colléges du ressort
5 . académique, agrégés ou docteurs.
Fi " (7) De quatre membres choisls par le ministre dans les
é conseils généraux ou municipaux qui concourent aux
©  dépenses de 1'enseignement supérieur ou secondaire.

Art. IX  Le conseil académique se réunit deux fois par am en sesslm\‘
orditaire. Il peut &tre convoqué extraordinairement par 1d
« .ministre. w5

- Art. X © 1 donne son avis sur los réglements relatifs aux colléges H
® comnunaux, ‘aux lycées et auk Stablissements publics d' - 5
S enseignament supérieur; ‘sur les budgets. et conptes d' * .

)
5 i P age o de’ ces sur. toites les’ . o
i : 3 questlnns d'adninistration et dé disclpline eondasuade {
i Tihy B mée: ui lui. sont; : i
ot e U ¥ ddresse chaquéannéeiy, ministre un, ﬂppoxt Sl T
%4 N g '+ sur-la situation des Etablissements d'ensefgnement. .’ %

\ v secoidaire ét supéricur. et -sur-les zmél!,urntionu q.u e 1
peuvent y &tre introduits’ : >

% g 11 instruitiles affaties’ diséiplinaives rel;tives sk “membrds |
I - o+ .de 1'epseignement public, secondaire ‘ou,supérieur,.qui’ lul i
7 “ sont soumises par le’ministre ou-lé recteur, et prononce sauf

¥ recours au conseil supsrieur, dang .ces mémes affaires.

5 ¥ Pour les dffalres contenticuses’ ou disciplinaires intéressant

gt v ’ 3 + les membres de 1'enseignemént libre, supérieur ou sécondaire,
e s deus, nembr'es. d'enseignenient. libre, ‘només par le ministre
sont adjoints au consell acidinidve.

i
i

Art. XI Lespembres du-conseil acadmlque, nomnés_pat e minfs ere
" ou @lus, le sont pour, deux ans.. Leurmandat est indéfininent
. remuvetable. s B g

< “Art. XII Sont et dememnc abmgées' toytes les dl:yasi(inns des 1ols,’
# 5 décréts; e 3 la prasent«
Tot ; y %




Art. 1

Art. 1V

Are. TIT

-

Art. v

L ArnovL

- ATt VIT

APPENDIX 1L

PROJET DE LOI DE M. JULES FERRY
“DE LA LIBERTE DE L'ENSEIGNEMENT SUPERIEUR"

Les examens ct les &preuves pratiquent qui déterminent la
collation des grades ne peuvent &tre subis que devant les
&tablissements d'enseignementssupéricur de 1'ftat.

Les &lives des établissements publics et libres d'
enseignenent supérieur sont sounis aux mémes régles d' .
Grudes, ment en ce qui concerne les conditions d'dge,
de grades, d'inscriptions, de travayx pratiques, de stage
dans les hSpitaux et los officines, les délais obligatoires
éntre chaque .examen,. et les droits'd percevoiz au covlpte
de, Trésor public.

Les Elaves des établissemeiits. libre-d'énselgnément superieur :
prennent leurs inscriptions. aux dates fixces par. 1ea
K xéglemnm. dans. 1és ' facultes de- 1 'Btat.

Ceis . {nscriptions ‘sont gmtui:s pour les elévas de 10 Eta: et
pour les Elaves librés. ¢ %

U raglenent Uglibére i counsell supfrieur de 1'instruction
publique, aprés avis du ministire des finances; déterminera
le carif des nowveaux drolts d'examens.

La loi recor@it deux espzces d'gcole d'enseignement
suparieur. (1)’ Les Geoles -au groupes d'Ecoles fondées ou
‘entreteénus par. les cmmunes et par 1'ftat, -et qui prennent
le mon d'universités, ou de facultés; ou d'Gcoles publiques.
(2) Les 6coles fond@es.ou entretenus par des particuliers
ou des associations et qui né pguvenc prendre d'autre’ nom
aue celut A" coles 1ibres. e
Les titres ou'grades d'ﬂggrcge, de doctour, delicerce, de
bachelier, etc.;.ne. pewent Stre.attributés qu'aux personnes
qui les.ont obtenu aprés.les nseours:ql Sidains Taglaiheatrea';
‘subis devant les facultex de 1'fea
[ouvertire des cours iiolees est Sountse, sans autre réserve,”
" awx formalitids prévus par 1'article TEia 1 lof de12 -
Juillet, 1875, ‘ -

Wul n'est admis'd parttetper'd 1" ensetghement public ou
“libre, nid diriger ua établissement, de’ auelque. ordre,de
11" app: 3 une igiéuse non -

aytorisee.




Art.

Are,

Are.

vz

™

x

Aucun établisscent d'cnsclgnement libre, aucune associ-
ation foraée en vue d'enseignement ne peut Stre reconmu d'
utilité publique qu'en vertu de la loi. =
Touts Saftection ik avelelas VeV et Vi dals présente
suivant le cas, passible des pénalités prévues
pur TTarticle XIx do 1a dof du 12 juiiier, 1875,

Sent abrogées les dlsposition des 1ois, décrets, ordon-
nances et réglements contraires i la présente lof, et
notamment 1'avant dernier paragraphe de 1'ar I et
les axciclés XIIL, XIV, N et XXII de 14 loi de 12 Jutllet,

1875.

- £l
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© APPENDIX IIT |

PROJECT DE LOT DE M. PAUL BERT * .
"DE LA LIBERTE DE L 'ENSELGNEMENT SUPERIEUR"
]

Art. T L'education supéiieur est libre.

At IT Tout citoyen Frangats jouissant de ses droits civils et
n'ayant subi aucune condamnation’ pour crime ou pour un
débir contraire a la probité ou aux moeurs pour owvrir
des cours sur des matitres do dSmaine de 1'enseignenent

*§ ‘supétieur, sous la seule condition d'addresser huit fours

indiquent le local ol seront faits les cours et 1'objet

* de.l'enseignenent .qul’y sera donné,

1 Lorsqua le recteurs jugera que 176bjet. "dé 1'énselgnement
i'n"est pas. du domaine dg 1 'énséignenent supérieur, 1l .
{ pourrd promencer, * le counseil acadénique entendu, la. .

0. - fermeture ‘du cours, Appel pourra. atre fait de. cetts
" dgcision ou conseil supérieur de Ldnsexiétion pulidues o -
cet appel ne sera pas“suspens:

: Les inspectéurs. de 1'ense15n=ue‘nt public ‘auront tmljuurs

* 1es, entrdes'dans les cours des ‘Gtablissements privés.

Art. IIT . Toutefois les legons'isolées ow contérencen destirg aux .
adultes et portent sur des matiZres appartenant au nom ou i.la
. domaine de l'enseigement supérieur, demeurerent iu droit
commun.en mtidres de :éuntg'ns publxques au privées.
ME TV Les b its privées upéricur ne
poutrmt prendre les cltrzs ie Emculte ni d'untversite.

Les certifieate d'études quion’y ‘jugera 2 propos’de
décerner 'aux 613ves e paurront. porter les titres de .\ ¥
bacculaurat, de Iicence ou'de doctorat.

“Lad. sssogtitions ‘Fondées -en Vua:d organiser des Etablisse-
ments' d'eriseignement sup&rieir ne pourront:étre, reconnues
4'utilite publique que par une foi.

Les déclarations diutilite précec rdées par
 d@erets’ sont rapportécs. :

L 161 du 12 num, 1875, est amgse.

auparavant au rec téur de- 1'Académie une déclaration :




Are. T
Art. IT

“Art. TIT

Aft. IV

Are.' v

Are. VI

Art. VID
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APPENDIX TV z

PROJECT DE LOI DE M. LE DUC DR FELTRE
"DE LA LIBERTE DE L'ENSEIGNEMENT SUPERIEUR"
——

Les facultds libres auront, concurremment avec. ¢elles de

1'Erat le droit de déliyrer les dipldmés et de conférer
les grades. et .

L'Etat n'adngttra dans les fonctions qui réldvant
Jizectement de gon authorit, come dans ses Gcoles, qui
les ‘candidats diplonds par son universite.

_Tout personne pouryuc d'un 4ip1amé ou d'un grade quelcongue,

. ‘sera tehu de joindre, en toute clfconstance, 3 son ti

i+le ‘non de-la faculté qui le lul aure ‘confers : B
Tout franc;aia aufa 1o dibit d'énseigner dans un Gtablisse-
ment d'instruction d'un ordre.queléonque s\l est dgé de
vingt-cing ans,. et 5'il n'cst pas atteintipar
prescr‘ptiuns e ‘1'article VIII de.la, }oi du. 12 julllet,

Les, droits d'ins:riytlnns et d'éxanens “sont supprinés
dans les’ facultés de 1'Et:

2 s /.

Toute infraction & 1'artiéle III de la présente: Lol
entrainera un¢' pénalté qui sera. ultérieurement fixge.

Sont abrogle les disposd tiod des lois, dEu‘e

s cof xEsente 3ot
antanmint 1as ut[i,qles XIII et XIV i 1a foal
"Juillet, 1875
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Art.

Are,
Art! 111

Art.

1
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APPENDIX V

PROJECT DE LOT DE N. DE GASTE

. "DE LA LIBERTE DE L'ENSEIGNEMENT SUPERTEIR"

Les examens qui servent & determiner la collation des
grades de bacheller, licencié et docteur dans les
facultas de droit, de docteur. dans les facultés de
nédicine, de licencié et de docteur dans les facultds
‘des sciences et.des lettres, ne pourront Stre subis que
devant wn jury nomé par 1'Eeat: les professenrs de ces

facultés ne ‘pourront faire partic de ce jury todt qu' 't

ils;resteront én exercice, - -

11 n'est rien imové én cé qui concerne: ln colltion /:
- des grades de bachelier \‘lus lettres et U bachelier de
sciences.

‘U réglemint d'adninistration publique pourra \:harger
les professeurs des facultés libres ot de.1'Etat, chacun
dans_1a faculté oi’iI professe de toutes les épreuves,
de“tous les examens autres que ceux qui pré&cddent i
impédiatenent la collation des grades dont 1l vient
d'Etre question, ou d'une partie seulenent,steandi ticn

~qle_les professeurs des facultés libres aient’les mémes
droits,, A cet &gard, que ceux des' facuma de 'Etat.’

" Jusqu'a'ls promiigation de’ce réglement d"adatntstration
publique, indiquant “le nombre et les’ conditions de ces
Gpreuvés et-de ces exanens intérieurs dans les diverses
facultés, la collation deés grades aura lieu dans les
condi€ons. préscrites pur 1a loi du'12 filller, 1875.

Licuverture des coursisolées est soumise, sarsiautre
réserve, aux foralitiés prévues par 1'artdele ITL de la
. loi, de 12 jufllet, 1875.

fud o' ést-adnis & partiuiper a 1'=nsemenen: de i xmr,,‘

5'41 agpn(tient 3 une
par . 1'Etat. . .

Les 't dans les E
réligeuse g'nccugl\\t de’l'enseignement, aprés.la promil-
gation de'la présente 161,.seront sounises aux mémes
condL.edons que les “Lalques pour dirdger. les etnhll.vsgmenu
d'tagtruction.




Les réligeuses qui auront plus de 25 ans A i'dpoque de
; cette promulgation continueront A powvolr remlacer le
. " brevet d'institutrice par la lettre d'obedience: celles
qui_acront moins de 25-ans, auront trois ‘ans pour obtenir
le brevet d'imstitutrice, si elles veulent continuer i
pouvoir diriger les feoles.

Are, V. Dans toutes les grands communts dans chacun des arrondisse-

ments de Paris et de Lyon, ayent pldileurs &oles comunales

— . pour chaque sexe, lorsqu'on voudra changer le rapport
éxistant entre les Goles congréganistes et les &coles
laiques, on consultera les pares et les mares de bnille
sEparément pour chaque sexe.

. Dans chaque serutin, 11 y aura trois votes difEérents,

vote pour avelr des,Ecoles laiques et congréganistes, vote .

pour n'avoir que des Gcoles laiques, vote pour n'aveir que

. . . ldes roles. eongrégarigtes. La-vote pour avoir les deux . © B

en méne cambipou rEgler le partage des énales»gm:m les
deux gen: seigicment .

% Les' pires ‘de famillas ‘et “leg Veuves ayant dés ‘gargans
y ayant pas dépossé 1'dge’ pour aller 41" &cole; voteront . !/
. . - ‘seule’pour le rgpartition;des &cles de: garcons dans:la :
o A ‘' commune ou dans . 1'arrondissenent:.lcs méres de_finilles
3 e ¥ B . et _les veufs ayant deg’ filles n aym pas dipassé 1'dge
pour aller 31" » =
e i des ecnleu des fmu. S

K f Un réglemerdt d’adainistration publique dats Q\: quelle ¢

- . *.. &poque et ‘dans quelles conditions on pourra fairs cette - . * i

& consultation des pires ‘et des. mires de faille, et ¥
. coment .on fera successivenent. le remplacenent. des Scoles:

en’respectait les droits acquis et les engagements pris.’

<./ De ministre de 1'instruction publique. assignera aux
¢ et aux'insti ces des  Scol

P . de- trai tement: . o dépensea-obligatores des
% 4 0 comunes,® uand e cnnseil}.»mnhg;\cipll ne 1'aura pas -fait.
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