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FOREWORD 

The field of mission law has been comparatively unex­

plored. A case in point is the law regarding mission 

stations. These are a purely luission institution and rr,ay 

not be established in diocese under the Consistorial. Thus 

subsidiary churches in parishes which have sometimes been 

called miBEions or parts of these dioceses which de facto 

have been left without parochial divisions do not enter into 

the discussion here. Mor is this dissertation concerned 

directly with Christianities or the groups of the faithful 

that have been established in the missions by the authority 

of the Ordinary. There are three stages in th© organisation 

of a district in a mission diocese or quasi-diocese. The 

first and fundamental one is the forming of those who have 

been baptized into groups, known as Christianities. The 

second is the mission station or a division of territory 

sin-ilar to parishes with its own Rector- Lastly is the 

parish or qua si-parish. It is with this second stajre that 

this dissertation is concerned. 

Under different names these or similar institutions 

have existed froa; very early times. While much has been 

written about these in discussing the development of 
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parishes in Europe, comparatively little has been said of 

their growth in the missions in modern times. The develop­

ment in these latter and the atate of the law concerning 

them at the present time is the object oi this work. 

The greatest development took place during ihe nine­

teenth century. Their nature was clearly defined, their 

purpose and legal status established. Thus, there is a 

natural division between the earlier beginnings before the 

nineteenth century and the full organization of the law 

during this period. In thia historical development, the 

logical order will be followed aore than is usual in such 

a work. This will bo done for x,he sake oi clarity since 

the number of documents regarding different points would 

make a purely chronological analysis difficult to under­

stand. 

Since the Code there has been some doubt regarding 

the nature of these stations and their legal standing. It 

is hoped that this work will clarify some of these points 

and thus be of help to missionaries in the conversion of 

their people. 

The writer wishes to express his gratitude to His 

Excellency the Most tteveremd ft. E. Turner, O.D., Bishop 

of Llshul and the Very Reverend T. &cv«uald, Superior General 
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of the Scarboro Foreign Mission Society for the opportunity 

to pursue advanced studies. He is also genuinely grate­

ful for the guidance given him by the members of the Faculty 

of the School of Canon Law at the University of Ottawa and 

in particular to the Rev. Paul-Henri Lafontaine, O.^i.I., 

A.B., S.T.L., J.CD., D.U.P., for his invaluable assistance. 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

FOREWORD II 

ABBREVIATIONS V 

PRELIMINARY NOTIONS 1 

The Meaning of Mission 1 

Derivatives 4 

PART I - HISTORICAL SYIIOPSIS 

CHAPTER I. FROM THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY TO THE BEGIN­

NING OF THE NINETEENTH 11 

ARTICLE 1: FROM iiiE FIFTEENTH CENTURY TO 1622 11 

General Idea of Patronage 12 

The Development of Mi&sion Stations 

Under Patronage 17 

Conclusions 22 

ARTICLE 2: THL FOUNDING OF IHiJ PROPAGANDA (1622) AND 

THE EXTENT OF ITS JURISDICTION 24 

The Founding of the Propaganda and the 

Extension of its Jurisdiction 2$ 

The Relation of Religious Mission 

Stations to the Propaganda and its 

Vicars 26 

Conclusions ,. 33 



TABLE OF CONTENTS VI 

Page 

ARTICLE 3: CANONICAL INSTITUTION, 1022 TO THE 

BEGINNING OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY 34 

The Territorial Limits of Mission 

Stations 34 

The Appointment, Transfer and Removal 

of the Rectors of Hi^sion Stations 3& 

The Status and Jurisdiction of Rectors.of 

Mission Stations 41 

The Obligation of Residence 43 

The Administration of Mission Stations.... 44 

Conclusions 46 

CHAPTER II. FRuI-'i THE BEGINNING OF THE NINETEENTH 

CENTURY TO THE CODE 47 

ARTICLE 1: THE ELwlENTS OF iilSSXON STATIONS 46 

The Purpose of Mission Stations 4$ 

Territorial Limits 50 

The Church or Chapel 51 

The Rector 52 

The People 60 

Moral Personality 62 

The Lack of Parochial Status 63 

Conclusions 65 



TABLE OF CONTENTS VII 

Page 

ARTICLE 2: SPECIAL FEATURES OF SO*ih MISSION STATIONS.. 66 

The Irremovable Rector 66 

Wuaai-Benef ices 63 

Conclusions 70 

ARTICLE 3s THE ERECTION, DIVISION AND DI5t JURATION 

OF MISSION STATIONS 71 

CONCLUSIONS 74 

PART II - CANONICAL COMMENTARY 

CHAPTER III. THE ELEMENTS OF MISCION STATIONS 79 

ARTICLE 1: IN GENERAL 79 

The Present Law 79 

Opinions of Authors.. 81 

ARTICLE 2: TERRITORIAL DIVISION 83 

The Necessity of Territorial Division.... 84 

The Nature of the Territorial Division 

of Mission Stations. 90 

The Terr i tor ies Wh'ch say be Divided 

Into Mission Stations 95 

Mission Stations Established for Diffe­

rent Languages and Tribes 99 



TABLE OF CONTENTS VIII 

Page 

ARTICLE 3: THE CHURCH OR CHAPEL 101 

The Necessity of a Church or Chapel 101 

Many Mission Chanels are not Churches 

or Oratories 104 

Status of these Chapels 106 

Subsidiary Churches and Chapels.. Ill 

ARTICLE 4s THE RECTOR 113 

The Care of Souls 113 

The Administration of Temporalities 121 

Appoint: ent and Removal of the Ftector.... 124 

ARTICLE 5: THE PEOPLE 128 

The Necessity of Having Faithful in a 

Mission Station 128 

The banner In Which the Faithful are 

Attached to Mission Stations.. 130 

ARTICLE 6: MORAL PERSONALITY 133 

Moral Persons by Law. 134 

Mission Stations arc ..oral Persons by 

Law 135 

ARTICLE 7: CONCLUSIONS 143 



TABLE OF CONTENTS IX 

Pago 

CHAPTER IV. THE ERECTION OF MISSION STATIONS 146 

ARTICLE 1 : THE OBLIGATION OF EREC1ING *ilSt>ION 

STATIONS 146 

The Obligat ion of Erect ing Par ishes and 

(auasi-Pariehea 147 

Reasons for not Erect ing Par ishes and 

^uaoi-par ishes 150 

The Obligation of Erecting Mission 

Stations 162 

ARTICLE 2: THE COMPETENT AUTHOiilTY 166 

The Rojsan Pontiff 166 

The Sacred Congregation of the Propaga­

tion of the Faith 167 

The Nuntio or Delegate 168 

The Bishop, Vicar £od Prefect Apostolic, 

Superior of a itiooion Sul Iuris 169 

The Vicar General, Vicar and Prefect 

Delegate, Superior Delegate 170 

The Vicer Cepitular 173 

The Pro-vicar, Pro-prefect, Pro-superior. 174 

Those Whom the Ordinary Should Consult... 175 

ARTICLE 3: THE DECREE OF ERECTION 180 



TABLE OF CONTENTS X 

Page 

ARTICLE 4: CONCLUSIONS 187 

CHAPTER V. VARIATIONS IN MISSION STATIONS 189 

ARTICLE It MISSION STATIONS COMMITTED TO RELIGIOUS.... 189 

Status of Mi_sion Stations Committed 

to Religious 189 

The Appointment and Transfer of the 

Rector ,, 194 

Penalties and Removal 197 

ARTICLE 2: RfcLIGIOUo STATION UNITED PLENU IURE TO 

RELIGIOUS 200 

Nature of the Union 202 

Temporal Effects of the Union 203 

Spiritual Effects of the Union 204 

ARTICLE 3: MISSION STATIONS ERECTED AS BENEFICES 206 

Mission Stations as Benefices 207 

ARTICLE 4 : UNIONS, TRANSLATIONS, DISiJv.iikATIONS, 

DIVISIONS 213 

Unions 215 

Translations 217 

Disc embratlons and Divi sions 217 

Formalities Required 219 



TADLE OF CONTENTS XI 

Page 

ARTICLE 5: CONCLUSIONS 220 

CONCLUSIONS 223 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 225 



ABBREVIATIONS 

C. 1. C. 

C.J »c. 

Collectanea 

AAS - Acta Apostoilcae Sedls. 

ASS - Acta Sanctae Sedls. 

B. R. - Bullarum Dlploa.atua et Priviiegiorum 

Sanctorum Romanorum Pontlflclum. 

- Pontificla Coa-mlsslo ad Codlcis 

Canonea Authentlcae Interpretandos. 

- Codex Iuris Canonic!. 

- Collectanea S. Congrerationie de 

Propaganda fide-

Collectanea Parisiensia- Collectanea Coubtitutionum Decretorum 

Indultorum ac Instructionua Sanctae 

Sedls. 

- Acta et Decreta sacrorua Conc-iliorum 

Recentlorum. 

- Dictipnaalre de Droit CanonlQue. 

- Codlcis Iuris Canonic! Pontes cura ... 

Gaeuarri edita. 

- Statutum Auctoritate Surnc.i Fontificis 

A S. Congreratione De rropaganda Fide 

Definitive Approbatum i'ro i-d^aionibus 

CoriRregatlonl i'daslonarlorum Qblatorum 

B. Karlae Vir&inis ln.̂ .aculatae CoamiKsig 

Collectio Lacensis 

DDC 

Fontes 

Stat. O.M.I. 



ABBREVIAilONS XIII 

Sylloge - Sylloge Praecipuorum Docuaaentorum 

Recentium Sucunorum i o n t l f i c i u n e t 

S. Confre^ation!s tie Kropaganda Fide 

necnon aliarum SS. Cung:r«Kationma 

Rouianorum ad Usum hlt-gionariorum. 



l'MCLUOJURY NOTIONS 

The Meaning of Mission. 

The word 'mission* (missioj signifies the 'act of 

sending* (1) and was used in the roman law in the sense 

of giving someone possession or transferring something to 

another (2). 

In ecclesiastical lav, it is used in several senses. 

In relation to authority, it signifies that act of legitimate 

authority, by which one is deputed to exercise jurisdiction 

(3), and more specifically, the aot, by vhioh one is con­

stituted Juridically apt to preach (4). 

In relation to purpose, it la used in two different 

•ays; 

Firstly, Internal missions (S), that is, a eyele of sermons, 

(1) A. Foreel11ni, j«exlcon Totius Latinltatls (6 vol., 
Patavli, Typis iiemlnarii, 1840). v*3. p.260. e.v. aissio. 

(2) "SI plures sunt, -iul postulant ut o&veatur, omnes 
mlttl in possessionem solent" (Ulplanus In Dlgostum Justi-
nlani, 39, £, 15, 15). 

(3) Codex lurls Canonlcl Pll X Pontlfex Maxim! lusau 

f jgestus Benedlctl papae XV Auotorltate iTomulftatus (Romas, 
917), Canon 109. (Hereinafter cited as C.J.C.) . 

(*) C.J.p.* Can 1328. 

(5) C.J.C.. Can 1349. 
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Joined with spiritual exercises, to foster religious life. 

Secondly, foreign missions (fi) or the preaching of the 

catholic faith to non-oathollos (7). There are some authors 

(8), who do not wish to intlude in the foreign missions, the 

preaching o:' the faith to the baptised, that is, to Here-

ties and schismatics. However, all the documents of the 

Holy iiee and almost all authors (i?), Include heretics and 

schismatles as well as the unbaptized in the object of 

foreign missions, *nd this rightly so, for the Code (10), 

when it treats of foreign missions uses the word 'non-

oatholics* (acaihollol), for those to *Ybo» these missions 

are directed. 

(7) T. Grentrup, S.V.D., lus Mlsslonarlum Quod in 
Formam Gomp^nall Pedact^a kcrlrsli, vol.1 t the only volume 
published , tTte'yl,' ̂ ypoj^anhTiTdomus «4lseloaie a 3. Michaels 
&rehang., 19£5), p.l, n.l,£. 

(b) «f, .;chmldlin, Cat&oile Mission Theory. ?eeany, 
Mission Press, 1931, p. 36. 

(9) Cfr. ?• "̂ernas, ̂ .J., Xus Ueoretailum ad sura 
Praelectlomua la ooholla Textus ganonlolT~slve Iuris Users-
tallma 16 vol.. 3rd ed.» .Pratl, orfiolna LlprarlsTGraolleWi 
iilii et soo., 1913*1915), v.3, para 1, p.44; a. Vroc&ant, 
lua Migslonariormn (6 vol., Snd ed«, Lou vain, Jdit ions du 
Museum Lesslanum, 1938-1938), v.l, p.5, n.4j Trentrup, loo,. 
ol&.« p.4, n.4. 

(A°) C J . C . can 1350. 
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The prinolpal end of foreign missions is that wby 

enlarging tho kinged om of Christ throughout the world, all 

men may be made to participate in Ills salutury redemption" 

(11). Thus, the purpose of all foreign mis ..ions is the 

increase of the number of the faithful (12). iTo.. thin, 

it appears that the etjaentlax work of the missions is two­

fold. First, tho c&tuolie iaith wust be planted and new 

faithful added to the fold. i'he care* of catholics, only, 

living in the midst of non-catholics, is not strictly, a 

missionary work. Thus, t;*e clergy who accompanied the Cru­

sades aid vtcerj vork was restricted to the catholics, 

living in those lands, were not missionaries, second, the 

faith having been planted must be consolidated. Aggregation 

to the faith by baptism does not complete the work of con­

version* The newly converted must be imbued with the spirit 

of Christ and made into living members of the church. There­

fore, the work of th* foreign missions is not finished at 

baptism, but these nee whites must be perfected in faith and 

(11) Pius XT, Encyclical letter l-erum .ecleeiae. Feb. 
26, 1£25: *>ct& A.i;ostoilcae êflls U ^E&<J, I-ŷ Ts r-olygToitis 
Vaticanls), V.18 (198C), p.55. 

(12) "^uorsxaa, luaeauraua, saorae :.issiones pertinent, 
nisi ut in tanta lm^snaitate looorum icclesiae uhrlsti insti-
tuatur ac stabiliatur'J,r (ibidem, p.74). 
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morals (13). Both of these works must be accomplished 

before the Chureh is firmly established (14). 

Foreign missions, then way be defined as that part 

of the eeclasiastloal ministry, which concerns Itself with 

the planting er.d oonsoi Ida ting of the faith aaong non-

eatholies (15). 

Derivatives. 

There have been r.*?.y derivatives of •mission*. Here, 

we are only oaiicon.ed «ith those that lat>ly a division of 

territory, since mission territory &&d mission stations are 

the only ones to fall «ithin the scope of this thesis. 

1) Mission Territory. 

Prom the founding of the iuored congregation of 

the *rpagation of the Kaith by Gregory ^V (1621-16E3) in 

(13) Vromant, loo. Pit., p.4, n.E. 

(14) Cfr. Acta et Deereta uacrose.net 1 oecumenlol Concl-
111 Yatlct.jal. appendix Tfe, exsne^a ConstItutIonia Super Hjasio-
nlbua -tipostollcis * strum axaalnl rroposltum; ^ctc. et l*eoreta 
laefbrum Conoll|,oru» itocontlortua. 'CollectloLacensle, auotori-
bus presbyteHs J.""3T"e iiotab &TOu Sine Xabe Conceptual ad 
LacaE (7 v o l . , r r iburgi Brlsgovae, bumptibue Herder, 1870-1693), 
v .7 , ool.683e. (Hereinaiter cited as Collectlo Laoensls.); 
I . Ting, Le lure ^lselonarlo In COLOIIIO Vatlcano, in Common-
tarlum pro . e l ig los l s et k l s i ipnar i l» (Homae), v.25 (1944), 
p . l i e . 

(15) arontrup, loo . cH* . p .7 , n .6 . 

http://uacrose.net
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16££ (16), till its re-organization in 1906 (17), mission 

territories were those lands whose Inhabitants, in great 

part, wore not members of the ohuroh (18), that is, those 

countries whose inhabitants vers idolaters, infidels, here­

tics or schismatics atoong whom the sacred Congregation sent 

its missionaries (19). This was expressed in the Bull. 

Inacrutablll. founding the Congregation, and placing under 

its Jurisdiction "each and every matter, pertaining to the 

propagation of the faith throughout the world" (£0). Under 

the code, mission territory has a more restricted meaning. 

It is desoribed in canon L&2 §3, as "those regions where 

the sacred hierarchy has not yet been established and which 

are still in the state of missions'*. To these, the canon 

Joins those torritorios "where though the hierarchy has been 

(16) By the Bull Inacrutablli. «>une £8, 1622: Iuris 
Fontlfloil uo propaganda ffldq (7 vol.. Homae, ^x Fypograshia 
Pelyglotta 3. C. do Propaganda fide, 1888-1897), v.l, p.l. 

(17) Pius X, Const it ut ion aaplentl oo:.siliQ. June 29, 
1908, n,2i AAS, v.l (1909), p.IS, |6, n.l. 

(18) Orentrup, loo, oit.. p,9. 

(19) M. Andre (D' i^valon), Plot lonnaire do Droit Cano-
njquo on Lo pours do Droit Canon (3 vo l , 2nd ed, i a r l s , 
iiippolyte 'a laor , Llbrairlo-isdltour, 1888-1890), v.R, p«653, 
n .4 , s . v . missions. (Hereinafter cited as DDC). 

W ) L Q 0 * ***** p . 8 , n*S* 
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established thoro is still something incomplete" in thoir 

otato. And this because the propagation of tho faith con­

sists not only in planting the faith among a pooplo but also, 

in consolidating it. In other words, tho faith oannot bo 

said to be propagated among a people until tho foundation 

of ohristlenity is soouro. This is accomplished when the 

ohuroh in any land is sufficient to Itself in ite institu­

tions, suoh as schools, orphanages, hospitals and other 

works, and in its clergy and religious (21). Thus, the 

First Plenary Council of China described tho ohuroh as 

founded only when it has, of itself, an adequate number 

of olergy, buildings and works (££)• Therefore, mission 

territory is that territory vhioh lacks a complete eccle­

siastical organization. An external criterion, however, is 

its subjugation to tho S.C. of tho Propagation of tho 

Faith (S3). 

2) Mission station. 

The territory of a vicariate or prefecture 

(21) 8.0. of tho Propagation of the Faith, Latter, 
May £0, 1923, n.2: A&S, v.15 (1923), p.370, n.3. 

(22) Primum Concilium Slnenss. anno 1924 colobrat ma. 
2nd od, Zi-Ka-Wel, Typographic Mission!* Catholloao (T'ou-
se-we), 1932, p.30, n.18. 

(23) Vromant, loo, olt.. p.11; Orontrup, loo, clt.. 
p. 11. 
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apostolic should bo divided into quaai-parishes If this 

division can be made with advantage (24). However, this 

is not to bo done prematurely (£5), and some or all of the 

vicarlato or profeoturo may be left without paroohlal limits. 

The o&uon orders this division to be made only when it can 

bo done satisfactorily. In the same way, dioceses which are 

subjected to the £>. C. of the Propagation of tho Faith, since 

thoy are still missions, may have all or part of thoir 

territory without paroohlal division (20). This is called 

undivided territory, that is without designation of paroohlal 

limits (27). 

In this undivided territory however, there does exist 

an imperfect division, that is, the territorial limits esta­

blished by tho Ordinary, within which tho missionary exer­

cises tho osro of souls (28). This was tho law before tho 

(8*) C**J*C. Can 216 §2. 

(23) S. 0. of tho Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 23, 1920, n.l; AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.£. 

(26) i». C. of the propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
Deo. 9, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.13 (1921), p.18, n.l. 

1*7) L o o» «*** 

(28) "ixeelluit inter haoo munus curatus animarua, 
o.uod aaepe ... roilgiosis viris decnandatur Intra fines ab 
Spisoopuc praestltutos; locus autom lis finlbus oonprohon-
sua ml a si on is nomine designator" (Leo ..III, Constitution 
Hoaanoa Pontifloss. May 8, 1881: Acta Sanetae Sedls [Homao, 
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Code and remains so, today. Can. 1182 §2, speaks of the 

limits of tho mission (£9). Tho report, sent every five 

years, to the saered Congregation by tho Bishops, Vicars, 

Prefects and Mission Superiors subjeot to it, asks that 

tho number of sootions or distriots or other areas, into 

which tho mission le divided, be given (30). Those divisions 

prepare tho roy for tho ordinary form of ecclesiastical 

rule through parlshos (31). In tho meantime thoy tako tho 

place of parishes (32). Thoy are sailed mission stations. 

£x Typographia iolyglotta 8. Cong, de Propaganda Fide, 
1663-1908], V.13 (1804), p.468). (Hereinafter cited as 
ASS); Collectanea s. CongregationIs de Propaganda Fldo 
(2 vol, 2nd od, Bomao, ex Typographic /olygiotta s.c. do 
Propaganda Fide, 1907-1908), v.2, n.1552, §14. (Herein­
after cited as Collectanea). 

(29) "•••oooloslae sitae intra paroohlao vol misslo-
nie fines". 

(30) 8. C. of the Propagation of th* Faith, Letter, 
April 16, 192£, n.l: A*3, V. 14 (1922), p.268, 0.2, n.4. 

(31) 3. C. of the Propagation of tho Faith, 1ns-
truotlons, Oct. 18, 1683: Colloctanea. v.S, n.1606,§12, 
p.194. 

(32) "...in singulis dlstrietlbus, quae paroehlarum 
locum tonent" (s. c« of tho Propagation of the Faith, £ncy­
clical letter, June 1, 1877: collectanea Constitutlonem 
Decretorum Indultoram ac Inatruotlonom lanctae Sodls ad usum 
opcrarlorum Apostolic arum gbolototlf Miaeibnmn ad sartoroa 
Saleeta et Qrdlnp) Digests oui-.u ,:oaoratoruia Somlgajril p&rT-
slensls ejusdem Socle tat is 12nd ad. Hong Kong. Ty-ds Socleta-
tin Misslonua ad Sxieras, 1905], p.83, n.186, §19). 
(Hereinafter cited as Collectanea Parisienols). 
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iiach one has its own ohuroh or chapel and resident priest 

(33). Those stations are to oover the whole of the undi­

vided territory of the dioeese or quasl-dlocese and none 

of it is to be loft for future evangelization (34). 

A miesion station is like a parish in having terri­

torial limits. In a parish, these limits are perfootly 

defined; in a mission station, only imperfectly. « parish 

must have its own ohuroh or public oratory} a mission 

station may perhaps have only a chapel. «. parish has its 

own rector as its proper pastor) a mission station has its 

rector, but, in tho ears of souls, he acts in the name of 

tho Ordinary (35). The faithful are attached to a parish, 

by domieile or luasl-donlclla (&6); In a miesion station, 

tho faithful have only diocesan domicile or nuasl-domiollo, 

and aro Joined to a mission station by their assignment to 

(33) "Statlonea prlmariae eae sunt, in qulbus adest 
ocolesia vol saoellum oum prosbytero residents" (S.C. of 
tho Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 1886: Analeota 
Iuris Fontlflolj. [27 vol, Home, 1635-1888], v.26, ool.SIO). 

(34) Pitta XI, Snoyolicel Letter Uerum acoleolao. 
Fob. 20, 1926: AAS, V.18 (1926), p.79, 8*3". 

(35) 8 . C. of the Propagation of tho Faith, Instruc­
t i o n , July 25, 1920, n . l : AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.7. 

(3*> M i £ ' » £*" 9 £ §3* »* §*• 
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It by the ordinary or his delegate (37). 

Thus, a mission station may be defined as a broadly 

delimited section or part of tho territory of a mission 

diocese, vicariate or prefecture apostolic, or a mission 

*sul iuris*, which, with its ov.n church or chapel, its own 

pooplo and rector, takes tho place of a parish (38). 

Within the limits or these mission stations, there 

ere subsidiary stations. These are ohurohtis, chapels or 

places suitably furnished for the holding of tho sacred 

functions, which tho missionary visits from time to time 

in the oare of souls (39). 

(37) "Post baptismum susoeptum, neophyti ... adsori-
bantur ad proplnqulortim christian! tat em" (Prlraum Cone ilium 
Slnenso. n.636, p.£59). 

(36) For a full discussion of the constitutive sle~ 
monts of mission stations, seo Chapter 111, infra. 

(39) Pius II, iincyclloftl Letter Rerum r'.cploslao. 
Fob. 28, 1926: A*8, V.18 (1926), p.00. 
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CHA?TSK 1 

FROM W'il FIFTEENTH C^TURY TO TlVi 

BKOUUNO OF TT1-; HIKil^BNTH 

iUtTl«JLi 1 

FROM TEE FIFTSK1TH Ĉ .TTjliY TO 1622 

The concept of missions, as it is understood today, 

is not found in the Corpus luria canonici (1). The law of 

the Decretals with its insistence on the union of benefices 

and the care of souls was not applicable to the missions 

outside JSurope without many changes, in the years before 

1622, there &as no universal mission law. This came later 

with the founding of the 3. C. of the Propagation of tho 

Faith. However this earlier period of missions under 

patronage was a time of beginnings. Missionaries were 

granted the widest Jurisdiction and many privileges (2). 

(1) X, 3, 33, 1-2: corpus Iuris Canonlcl (2 vol, 
od Lipsiensls £, post /vomilli itiohterl ouras instruxlt 
Aomilltts Freldberg, Lipsiae, Tauohnitfc, 1079-1681). 

(2) e.g. Adrian VI, Brief, gXT>onl nobis. May 9, 1522: 
P. Torres, La Bula Oanimoda De Adriano VI, Madrid t Consejo 
Superior no investigaolones "c'lentifioaa, institute Janto 
Toribio do Mogrovojo, 1948, p.68-104. 



FROM THJS xv TO m«. i n CKKTURY 12 

These wore used to establish a new system, anion of which 

was later adopted with modifications by the sacred Congre­

gation (3). This period Is treated in so far as it in­

fluenced the development of mission stations. 

General idea of tstrona^o. 

Tho system under whloh mission stations were esta­

blished was known as patronage (4). In return for supplying 

tho needs of tho missions and protecting thorn, the catholic 

king was granted certain privileges. This method of sending 

missionaries and supporting th«a in tho field applied in 

territories under tho influence of Portugal or Spain. 

In 1454, Nicholas V (1447-1455) granted the right of 

patronage to tho King of .Portugal, in tho lands whloh ho 

had conquered in Africa and in those which ho or his succes­

sors would ooniuer in tho future (5). After the discovery 

(3) 3. Jdaearel, l>o Mlealonum Inst it ut lone ac i>e ela-
tlonlbua Inter Super lores Mlaslonua et Super lores hellgloapTa 
Romao, Institutum Graphicum Tlbernum, 1940, p.33. 

(4) Under patronage (Patronotue Regius), tho privile­
ges and duties of tho king wore much greater than under 
ordinary canonical patronage, in tho missions, tho king 
dlrootod ecoleslastloal affairs and tho conversion of tho 
infidels. 8oa F. Montalban, Manuals Hlstorlae ttisslonum. 
Shanghai, In Tyt>ographia T*ou-ee-we, 1935, p.59-60. 

(5) Nicholas V, C nstltutlon Romanua Pont if ex. Jan. 8, 
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of America, the same rights ware granted *.o tho r,ln# of 

Spain in the new territories (6). By this grant, the world 

of tho missions was divided by an imaginary line running 

north and south, one hundred league* west of the Azores. 

The roalms west of this were granted to the King of Spain; 

those east of It, to the King of Portugal (7). The mission­

aries necessary for the conversion of the Inhabitants would 

bo sent and provided for by the Kings (B). In return, thoy 

wore granted exclusive rights to those do&ains (»)• Tho 

King would erect tho churches, jsor.&sterios and pious places 

(10) and would give the foundation grants (doo) for all 

bonoficos (11). He was •P-IVOE tho right of presentation to 

(6) Alexander VI, Constitution Inter cetera, ti&y 4, 
1493: B.R.. V.5, p.361-364. 

(7) Ibidem. §6: Jk&., p.363. 

(8) n£t Insuper mandamus vobls in virtute sanotae obo-
dlentlao ... ad terras firms et ir.sulas praediot&s vlroa 
proboa ot Oeum tlmentes, dootos, peritos et expertos ad lnstru-
endum lnool&s et habltatoros praefatos in fide oatholloa et 
bonis aoribus imbuendos destlnaro debeatis, omnom debItam dili­
gent lam in praemiesis adhibentea." (lbIdea. §7: B.K.. p.363). 

(9) Ibidem. 8: B.R.. p.363& : loholas V, Constitution 
Homanaa Pontifox. Jan. 571.454, §4,7: B.R.. v.5, p.112, 114. 

(10) Gregory AIII, Bull Super specula. Jan. 23, 1575: 
L. Magnlno, ̂ ontlflola ;lr»POnlca. Romas. Offlolum Librl Catho-
liol, 1947, n.7, p.20. 

(11) "•• .neor.sn t'&nefloia ariger.da, et per £«baatianu* ... 
dotanda" (loo, olt.). 

http://ir.su
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those (12) and of choosing tho olergy for the missions (13). 

Thus, tho King's rights were restricted to the supplying 

of tho clergy and taking care of the temporal needs of tho 

missions (14). 

The spiritual government resided in the residential 

bishops and in the missionaries, under the immediate direction 

of their superiors and provincials (15). The missionaries 

were sent by Papal authority. Ultimately, oil received their 

mission from the Pops. Hut, Immediately, some received their 

faoulties from the Holy c>o, others from their superiors or 

tho Apostolio Delegate (16). 

In eaoh territory there wera two or more authorities 

granting Jurisdiction. The bishop of the dioeese who had 

(12) w...id >naas peraon&s similiter per eu& ad praesen-
tationem hujusmodi in lpsls dignltatibus, canonieatlbus et 
praobendis ao benefioiis lnatituendis" (lop, olt.). 

(13) "...volumus ut tun sacra saagestas aut tuum regale 
consilium assignot et y.reflgat nu&erum fratrum mitt end oruss* 
(Adrian VI, Brief ptponi nobis. May 9, 1522: Torres, La Bula 
Omnimoda De ^drlano VI. p.100. 1.48-50). 

(14) fcSontalban, Memuale Hjstorlao Mlssionum, p.57. 

(15) Ibidem, p.186. 

(16) Paul 111 granted special faoulties to at, Francis 
Xavlor and uimon iiodrlguex as rapal Nuntios. These they could 
delegate to others. Joe Paul III, Brief Cum slcut Pharisai­
sms. July 25, 1540: Magnino, ffor.tlflcla Klpponloa. p.4-5. 
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tho aama rights as other residential biahopa granted it 

on a territorial basia (17). Besides each religious order 

appointed ita own superior or prolate. His prerogatives 

were not restricted to tho religious discipline of his 

aubjoota. Many of tho special powers granted by the Holy 

See wore delegated to tho missionaries through him. 

There ware aany grants of faculties. The best known 

was that given by Adrian VI (1522-1523) to the mendicant 

orders (18). Tho missionaries were nominated by their 

superiors (19) and doputad to tho missions by tho king (20). 

A religious prolate was appointed superior over the other 

missionaries of his order in eaoh territory (21). All the 

authority of tho minister general waa given to him, axoopt 

that which the former reserved to himself (22). The friars 

(17) MasaraL. Dp Misslonua Inst ltut lone *io De ll?la~ 
tlonibus Inter auperloroa issloaum *t superloree heilgtoaoa. 
$58, n.3, p.56. "~ 

(18) Adrian VI, Brief Sxponl nobis. May 9, 1522: 
Torres, La Bula Qamlmoda De Adrlano VI. p.98-104. 

(19) "...ut aamee fratres ordinum mendicantlum,*.. 
a aula prelatis nomlnati ... aa tranaferre, licite et libera 
poeaint" (lbldom. p.99, 1. 28). 

(£®) lbldom p.100, 1 . 4»-5G. 

( f iD loldem. p.101, 1 . 58-65. 

(22) "•••haboant in utroqua foro super fratros s i b i 
Cornells a os omnom auetorltatom ot faoultatom quam gonoralis 
minister habera dignosoitur, i ta tammn <AUO4 ipse gonoralis 
minister • • • poaalt prefaturn auotorltatom l imitare ot arotaro 
promt o i viaum fuorit" (Ibidem, p.102, 1 . 79-84) . 
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whom he chose were given special power in pieces whore 

there was no bishop, or where the bleb op or his offioial 

could not be reached within two days (23). This oonaioted 

in all the Jurisdiction in both fori, that the prelate 

Judged expedient for the conversion >.f t-e Indians and their 

obedience to the !i5ly See (24). It extended to all epis­

copal acts which eld not require the power of orders (25). 

Thus, tho missionary in the territory to which he was sent 

could preach, prohibit baoks (L6), hear trie confessions of 

all who came to him, absolve from reserved cases (27), admin-

(23) Ibidem. 1. 39-93. 

(24) "...omnlmodam auotoritatem nostram in utrouue 
for© habeant tantum uuantam ipsi et per eos deputati de 
fratribus auis ... iudicavorlht onportunsja et expedient em 
pro eonveralcne dlctoruin lndorum ot lomuteati one ao profetu 
illorun et alioruia prefatorum in fide catoliea et obedient la 
sancte Romane ecclesle" (Ibidem, p.103, 1. 99-105). 

(23) "...extoodatur etlfiuu ̂ uoad omnes actus opisoopa-
les oxercondos q.ui non requirunt ordinam opiseopalean (ibidem. 
p.103, 1. 106-108). 

(26) "...per vos vol alios idoneos per vos probandos... 
ovengellum et saoraa scripturns praodioandi, ... ao hereti-
corua et soandniosorum librorum et scrlpturarum lectlones pro-
hlbondl ot lnterdicendi" (Paul III, Brief Cum aleut charissl-
mus. July 27, 1540; Magnino, Ponllflola Klpponlca, p.4). 

(27) nKt ut, cum all^uos ex fratribus ... in saracono-
rum at pagenorum alioruiuque infidalium terras ... mlserlt, 
possit ols, auetoritatp nostra, faoultateut ooncedero ut chris­
tian os ibidem ooamorantea, confessions poocatorum auorum 
audita at poonitentla salutari injuncta, eos et eoxmm iue/a-
libpt ab omnibus poccatis, etiam in bulla Coenae Domini rose-
vatis, ot a consequentibus oonaurla et poonis, abealvore'* 
(Paul III, Constitution Licet dobltum. Hov. 15, 1549, §33: 
B.B.. V.6, p.399). 
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later tho paroohlal sacraments (28), dlaponse from Impedi­

ments, inflict oensuros and absolve from thorn, oommuto 

vows (29), administer confirmation and minor ordera, give 

the blessings reserved to the bishop, acquire houses, 

alienate them, build churches, bloss and reconcile thorn and 

make particular ordinances for divine cult (30). 

Tho Development of Mission Stations Under patronage. 

In torritorios that wore governed by the Spanish or 

tho Portugese dioceses were established everywhere, in 

tho Far last, however, where thp Portugese established a 

aphere of influence without conquering tho oountries, only 

a few dioceses were erected. These wore so vast that, in 

practice, the bishop waa able to rule effectively only a 

•mail part of thonw Tho internal organisation of those 

(28) "... ao inoolis at habitatorlbus at allls pras­
es let is eucharietie ot alia oooleslastioa sacraments minla-
trandi" (Paul III. Brief Cum sicut Pharisaisms. July 27, 1540: 
Magnlno, pontlflola Kjpponloa. p.5). 

(29) "... vota vero quoeumque, per POP pro tempore 
arnissa ... in alia pietatis opera oommutandi* (loo, olt.). 

(30) "Ao in loois praodlotis rowotissixaia, quaeoustq.uo 
acolesias, hoepitalia ot alia pia looa, prout expediens 
fuorlt erigerp, ao nunc ot pro tpaporo oroota roformaro, ... 
ao profanataa ecelesias rooonoiliaro posaint, ot quaecuaque 
statuta at ordinationea desuper noopssaria faoere." (Paul III, 
Constitution Llopt Debltum. Nov. 15, 1549, §36; B.R., v.6, 
p. 399). 



FROM THE XV TO TBJ4 XIX CENTURY 16 

dioceses was not always the same. There was no universal 

law with regard to t h i s and the particular couacils se t t l ed 

the »a l ter In different ways according to local circumstances. 

in Peru, they were organised on a t err i tor ia l bas i s . Each 

church or monastery was responsible for t* © evangelization 

of a particular d i s t r i c t . In Mexico and the Far hart the 

new converts were personally subjected to the superior of 

the monasteries or residences. In some places canonical 

parishes were erected. 

1) The First Council of Lima, Peru, held in 1552, 

ordered that the country parts of the dioceses be divided 

among the different rel ig ious orders az.d the clergy who 

l ived in these d i s t r i c t s . In uach d iv i s ion , the re l ig ious 

order to whom i t was committed should have a monastery. 

From i t , the rel ig ious went out to preach and bat t i se in 

the ir own terri tory (3D* In a l l tho principal Indian 

v i l l a g e s a church was bui l t ; in the smaller ones a house 

(31) " . . . ordenawos y i.andaaos que todas las prouincias 
principal is da inc i ios . . . se repartan entro las ordenes o c l e -
rigos que hay en e l l o s , para que cada orden, en la proulncla 
quo l e cupiere, pueda hacer nonwsterio . . . dondo so recojan 
los re l lg iosos a tiempoa a dar cuenta a sua perlados do lo 
que han hecho, y do a l i i se devidan y salgan a dotrinar y 
baptiaar por la dlcha proulncla que lea estuviere encomen-
dadan (Primer Concillo lltnenee do 15?2, Constitution 26: 
F. Mateos. S .J . . ConatituelonTs para indioa del primer Con-
ClljLo Uacnsa in Maalftna^l^lspanlsft [Madrid. El Ins t i -
tuto "Santo Toribio de MogrovoJo'H, v. 7 19501, p .40) . 



FBQM TMK XV TO IMi.-; XIX CLiilUHY 19 

that eould be used as a chapel. All tue eacrarents were 

administered in these (32). 

The Spanish towns and the Indian settlements were also 

divided, because there were no pariahes, the Council ordered 

that these towns and settlements be divided territorially 

among the churches and monasteries in • ach place. The 

streets were used as boundaries. The division was made 

upon agreement between che Prelates of the monasteries and 

the civil ruler oi' th« town, aach prelate, in the area 

pertaining to his monastery, had charge of administering 

the sacraments, teaching the pagans and the new converta, 

overseeing their way of life, visiting the Indians in their 

haa-lets, caring for their sick and in general, guarding 

everything pertaininp to the Faith (33)* Some of these 

(32) "... mandamos, que los eacerdotes ... en el pue­
blo principal ... se baga una iglesia ... en la cual so ad-
Bin 1st ren todos los sacrafientos ... Y en los dpmas pueblos 
pequonos quo no hoblero poeibilidad para hacer iglesia, hagan 
una casa pequena ... donde se les dipa la doctrine y platIquen 
las cosa da la fden (Ibidem. Constitution 2: p.16). 

(33) "Por cuanto ... no haber perroquias en los pueblos 
do espanoles, nl curas que hasten para administrar los sacra-
mentoa, ... mandates y ordana&oe que todoa los pueblos do 
espanolee, rancharlas y asientos, pueblos de indios que estan 
on los dichos pueblos, se devidan por callus y asientos entre 
las igleslas y monesterios que en el tal pueblo hoblero, con 
parecer dal perlado o vicarlo do cada pueblo, junta&ente con 
loo perlados do los atonesterioa, para que cada uno en su per-
teneucia tenga cuidado de admlnlstrar los aantos sacratnentos, 
y do dotrinar a los Infleies y nuevarente convertldoe en las 
cosaa da nuestra santa fee. y vlsitar las rancharlas y enfpr&<oe 
dollas" (IbldPBi. Constitution 29: p.4C-41). 
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missionaries had benefices, other had not (34)* 

Ail priests with the care of souls were bound to 

residence, under pain of excommunication and a fine of one 

hundred pesos, To leave their district, they needed special 

permission in writing from the.tr prelate (35). The residence 

was established in the principal town. From it the mission­

ary went out to the satultr towns to Instruct the Indians and 

ad&lnister the sacra .ents (36). 

Those with the care of souls were subject to the 

visitation of the Bishop. Tho latter was bound to hake this 

visitation every year, either by himself or by another (37). 

(34) nPor cuanto el tltulo y principal fin ... es la 
dotrina e conversion de los naturales ... y los beneficios 
y salaries se dan por csta rason ... los sacerdotes que en 
sus lftleslas no tuvieren prebendae o benef Icios" (jbidoc. 
Constitution 30: p.41). 

(35) "... nandatioe so pens de o^comunlon mayor e da 
cient pesos, a todos loa curas e a las de.T.as persomis que enten-
dieren en la dotrina de los naturales, ... que 10 se puedan ir 
nl vayan de los pueblos que estuvleren a eu cargo, sin parti­
cular llcencla del perlado o de su provisor o vicario in 
scrlptle" (ibidem. Constitution 31: p.42). 

(36) "... tendran cuidado los oacerdotes de hacer sus 
aalentoe on los pueblo de roes gente, donde, conao dicho us, 
han do estar las iglesias prlnclpales ... y tenga aslmismo 
gran cuidado do lr a visiter todos los pueblos de eu distrlto" 
TIbidem. Constitution 40: p.51-52). 

(37) "? para que sepan como viven los tales sacerdotes 
y usan sua oficios, a lo menos de dos en dos anos visiten 
personaliaente sus oblspados, y cada un ano envien personas 
tales quo los vlslten y avisen de lo rquo1 se debe hacer" 
(lbidom. Constitution 33: p.45). 

http://the.tr
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2) In Mexico, a different system was followed. In 

tho Indian settlements the new converts were attached to a 

monastery and were subject to the prior or guardian of the 

monastery. In the Spanish towns, a religious was appointed 

to exorcise the care of souls ai-ong the Indians, both of 

these were obliged ex officio to care for their subjects (36). 

3) A similar system was established in the Far East 

under the Portugese. Three years after the founding of the 

i.L. of the Iropagatloa of the Faith, that is in 1625, this 

qusstion was asked:'Whether in Ja^an and the Far East, it 

was expedient to divide the parishes aoonp; the Jesuits and 

the a end cant orders, so that tie T el if, lout of each order 

would preach and administer the eacrauents only in those 

parishes assigned to thee?*' The Sacred Congregation replied: 

"tilth regard to & territorial division, in the negative; 

with regard to a personal division, in the positive". By 

(3#) "womine curatorum regularity Indorum oppidis 
eomprohondl priorom, guardianum, vlcarium, aut praefectum 
monasteriorum quibua Indi eubditi sunt; in civitatlbua vcro, 
aut oppidis Hispanorum, rell^losam personam, cui a superlo-
rlbus adtainietrationis Indorum cura demandata est. Itidom-
qup pxponlt. In omnibus quae praecipuntur curat!s, per decreta 
hujus synod! comprehendi curatoa regulares, qui non ex voto 
earitatis, sed ax officio hue minus exercero debent" (Provln-
clalo Concilium ftpxicl. Colobratum Anno Domini 15^5. fljl 
J. Herduinl. ActaTConc11forum et Epistolae Decretalea. ac 
Constitutionss Uvmmorum frontirlciiim Til vol.. Parlslla. Ex 
Typographia Rogia, l7lTT, vTlO, col.1604). 
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mutual consent, each order, even when they were established 

In the ea^e place, would ostium* the direction of a certain 

group, and would not inteiiere in anothwr'fc harvest (39)* 

Finally, parishes canoalcaliy erected according to 

the coEr-uson law *«re ufttablitŝ ud in minion territory, during 

this period. The Second Council of Lima ordered their 

erection, even amon*, the Indiana (40). 

Conclusions. 

Durinf this period, there were three types of missions; 

first, parishes canonicslly erected urtcer the common law, 

second, monasteries and churches which had their own terri­

tory and people, tut were not parishes, third, monasteries, 

churches and residences (41), to which the christians were 

(39) "An ... expediat in Japonla et in aliis Orlenta-
lius Indi arum locis divldere parochlas inter î endi cantos et 
pp. Soc. Jesu, its ut slnguli Ordlnes solum in sibi assipna-
tie parochias Sacramenta adrdnistrare et concionar! debeant, 
SSmus Onus N. in nefatlvum partem q-oad divisionem locale®, 
quo vero ad personaloK in afflrmatlvas incllns'oat" (S.C. of 
the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, June 13, 1625: Magnino, 
Pontiflcla Mloponlca. n.4, p.121). 

(40) "Sancta ergo haec Synodus, tantorum conciliorum 
et Patruffl statute (Tridantini), reverentla debits venerans, 
indos qui hactenue per coronendas solum divisi ©rant, per 
paroecias posthao dlvidendos ordinat, statuit et Bandat" 
(Soicundo Conclllo Provincial Llmeneo 1567, Constitution 76: 
Mlaslonalla hlspanlca. v.7 ri55S1. VT$W, 1. 1487-1492). 

(41) Tho residences established by the Jesuits in China 
warp ealled missions. P. Mondreiranes, G.F.i..Cap., Manual de 
Mislonologia (2nd od., Madrid, Editorial MPro Fide", 1947), 
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subjected personally. In some places the superior of the 

monastery was the reotor of the mission; in others, another 

was appointed, both had th<* care of souls, ex officio. 

The rectors of these missions were presented by 

the King or his representative and Instituted by the Bishop. 

Some had benefices but wen those who had none were supported 

by the King. 

Parish priests received their jurisdiction from the 

corijcaon law; other rectors from their religious Prelates and 

from the Ordinary. 

In places where the ordinary ecclesiastical hierarchy 

was established the system of patronage worked well. At 

least, when dissensions arose they *crc easily aattled. 

p.3« It is interesting to note the different names that 
have been used for mission stations. The Spaniards ealled 
them doctrinas or places to teach catechism. Some of the 
documents of the Holy See use the term christianitas. cfr. 
S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction to the 
Vicars Apostolic of China, Oct. 16, 16£3: Collectanea, v.2, 
n.1606, p.194. Others use mlssip. cfr. Leo XIII, Constitu-
tion ftorepes Pontlflces. May 8, 1881: ASS. v.13, p.4fld. 
v'-till others call thaia dlatrlctua or sectip. cfr. S.C. of 
tho Propagation of tho Feith, Letter, April 16, 1922, n.l: 
AAS, v.14 (1922), p.268, c.2, n.4. The early missionaries 
in Canada ealled their station© residences as it appears 
from a letter of St. John de Brebeuf, "De la Residence de S. 
Joseph aux Hurons, au village nomine* Ihonaturia, ce 16 Juillet 
1636": The Josult Halations and Allied Documents. Travels and 
Explorations of the Jesuit missionaries In Hew France. 1610-
1791 (od. Thwaitea. 73 vol©., Cleveland, The Burrows Brothers 
Company, 1896-1901}, v.10, p.36. 
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Sueh waa the case in Spanish America. But in the Far East, 

where for practical purposes tore wure no ©iohope (42), 

the mission stations ware independent of all immediate 

authority except that of their religious prelate, when 

two or more orders worked in th** same territory, each had 

its own method. When difficulties arose there was no one 

with authority to settle them. 

AHTICLE 2 

Th£ FOUNDING 01' Tlili PBOPAC«u«DA (1622) AND 

THE tiXT**l OF IIS JURISDICTION 

With the erec t ion of the Propaganda the re appear 

the f i r s t universa l laws t h a t t r e a t of mission s t a t i o n s . 

Many of these were made for one t e r r i t o r y and a f t e r a 

period of t r i a l extended to a l l the ^ l e s i o n s . Kost were 

app l i ca t ions of the co:aron law to tho pecu l ia r circumstan­

ces t ha t exis ted In mission t e r r i t o r y . 

In tho boginninr there was an apparent conf l i c t of 

j u r i s d i c t i o n between t h a t given to the Sacred Con^-roratlon 

(42) &.&., the diocese of Macau, es tab l i shed in 1575, 
Included China, Japan and the i s l ands adjacent to them. 
Boforo 1575, thesp t e r r i t o r i e s bplonged to t he Archttloceae 
of Goal Gregory XI I I . Bull Super specula . Jan . 23 , 1575: 
Hagnino, Pont l f lc^a fllpponlca. p .17 . n . l . 
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and the faculties that had been granted to the religious 

orders before 1022. Thus, it *aa necessary to define the 

extent of the powers of the Propaganda and the relation of 

religioue mission stations to the Congregation and its 

Vlcara Apostolic. 

The Founding of the I rpuaganca and the Extension of its 

Jurisdiction. 

So that the holy a&e might have closer vigilance over 

the missions and might more carefully and ardently promote 

their tork, Grcrory XV founded the S. C. of the Propagation 

of the Faith in lo22 (43)• Through tho new Congregation the 

Holy See assumed tho immediate and exclusive direction of the 

misslore. Thus, the competence of the Sacred Congregation 

extended to everything that pertained to the propagation of 

the faith throughout the whole world (44). It was given 

jurisdiction to superintend all missions and to appoint and 

change all mlsalonariea in the field (45). In law, therefore, 

(43) By the Bull Inscrutably, June 22, 1622. Iurla 
Pontlflcll Da Propaganda Flap. Pars 1, v.l, p.l. 

(44) "... oamia et singula negotia, ad fid«j& in uni-
verao mundo propagandam pertinentia, cognoscent et tractent" 
(i$tem, $2* p.2). 

(45) "^issionibue omnibus ad praudicandum et docondum 
evangellum et cathollcam doctrinal auperlntondant, ministros 
necessaries constituent ut mutant" (ibidem. §3: p.2). 
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the Sacred Congregation had exclusive competence in the 

sieelona. In fact, howaver, it was a long time before thla 

exclusive jurisdiction was recognised everywhere. The grants 

of patronage still retrained In force and the governments in­

volved did not wish to surrender their rights. There were 

residential bishops in mission territory. Un ©r the common 

law they could select and appoint their own missionaries. 

Lastly, the privileges and faculties that had been granted 

to the religious orders were still In use. These orders 

could establish mission stations, appoint their rectors, 

grant them jurisdiction, transfer or remove them. That the 

Sacred Congregation might be an effective instrument of the 

Holy See, it waa necessary that the religious missionaries 

and their missions be brought under Its control. 

The Halation of ftcllgloua Mission Station? to the Propaganda 

and its Vicara. 

1) To the Propaganda itself. 

In 1623, the Sacred Congregation reserved to 

itself the right to send missionaries to the mission field. 

Religious nominated their missionaries who were then subject 

to examination and approval by the Propaganda. Those approved 

received their mission by letters patent signed by the Cardinal 

Prefeot and the Secretary and under the seal of the Congrega-
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tion (46). This was mitigated in 1626. Religious superiors 

could approve and send their own subjects but could not 

recall theut without permission of the Sacred Congregation 

(47). Thus two ways of sendinr ml&aionnarlea were established. 

Some were sent directly by tho Holy See, others indirectly 

through their religious superiors. 

In 1640, the Propaganda forbade religious to erect 

monasteries, convents, houses, seminaries, colleges, hospices 

or oratories under the title of the Propagation of the Faith 

without its special permission (4#). 

(46) "Quod Generalise et alii Superiors* Regularlum 
rellglosis sib! subditos quos ad propagandas fidem in quas-
cuaque asundi partes mittere continget. Sac rat Congress ti one 
prlus nemlnent, ad hoc ut prluequam mittantur ab eadeetn exa^i-
nentur et approbantur. ^uod pro approbatls Patentee luxta 
formulas} alias a Congregations anprobatum cum subscriptions 
Cardlnalls Praefectl et Secretaril ac Siglllo CongregatIonia 
expedlantur" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, General 
Congregation, June 24, 1&23, |l,2: Collectanea, v.l, n.6, p.5). 

(47) "S.C. atetlt in decretie ut Keligiosi non fiant 
Missionarli sine eorura Superiorum approbatione, illique, post-
quam fuerlnt approbati et miss! ab oisdem Superioribua sine 
consensu Congnis a Mi'slonibus nullo modo rei.oveantur" (S.C. 
of the Propagation of the Faith, response, May 6, lt>26: 
Collectanea, v.l, n.39, p.12). 

(46) "S. Congregatio de Propaganda Fide ... censuit 
praecipiendum 9»&9t prout praesente decreto praeclpit Superio­
ribua cuiuscumque ordinls ... ne Konusterla, Conventus, Domus, 
Seroinaria, Collegia, Hospitla sou Oratorio sub titulo de 
Propaganda Fide construant, aut erlgant, vol a suis subditis 
conetrui ac erigl permittant sine sua speciall licentia" (S.C. 
of the fropagatlon of the Faith, Decree, Feb. 3, 1640: Collec­
tanea, v.l, n.99, p.2d). 
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The same year, It declared that all mlaslons erected 

by religioua in the past and those that would be erected In 

the future were eubject to it (49). The Fathera of the Con­

gregation argued that by the Bull InBcrutabill. all aiaaions 

throughout the world wars aubjected to the Propaganda, not­

withstanding ths privileges arid jurisdiction that had been 

granted to the religious ordera (50). 

Thua, the Sacred Congregation declared that all mis­

sion stations throughout the world were subject to it with 

regard to the stations themselves, the institutions erected 

in these stations and the missionaries who were sent there. 

2) To its Vicars Apottolic. 

The relations between the local Ordinary and 

regulars who exorcised the care of souls were defined in a 

brief of Urban VIII (16*3-1644) in 1626. In the care of 

souls and the admin1atration of the sacraments, regulars 

were placed under the authority of the Ordinary in the same 

(49) "Smlnentiesimi PP. oensuerunt mlssiones iam 
factas et in futurum ab iladem Generalibua faclendaa esse 
S. Congregatlonl de P. F. aubjectaa" (S.C. of the Propaga­
tion of the Faith, Particular Congregation, Dec. 5, 1640: 
Collectanea, v.l, n.101, p.2tf). 

(50) "... quia per earn negotium propagationia fldei 
in unlverso mundo Cardinallbus illius apirituallter oommlttl-
tur, at ut superintendent omnibus miasionibuo ordlnatur, non 
obstantibua privilegiis (concesala) qulbuaoumque Ordinlbus 
•*••• d o c clt.). 
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way aa seculars (51). In these matters they ware aubject 

to his jurisdiction, visitation and correction (52). They 

were forbidden to hear the confessions of seculars without 

his approval. If he were unwilling, they were forbidden to 

preach even in their own churches. In any other church his 

permission was required (53). 

When a religious arrived in a mission, he was obliged 

to show his lstters patent to the Vicar Apostolic. If he 

refused to do so the latter had the obligation of forbiding 

him the use of his faoulties. Once tte lettera were presented, 

however, the Vicar waa not to refuse is approval unless for 

(51) "In reguiares curau anieaarum persona rum saecula-
rium exercentes, In hie quae dletam curam et sacran.entorum 
administrationem eoncernunt, Spiscopum eadem auetorltate utl 
posse, qua in parochea saeeulares" (Urban VIII, Brief Exponl 
nobis. May 9, 1626, $ 2: lurla Pontlficli De Propaganda Fide,. 
Para I, v.l, p.61). 

(52) "Consult regularea exercentes curas: anlmanua 
aubesse lurladictionl, vieltationl et correction! Archiepls-
copi, in his taf&en quae ad dletam curar. pertinent" (Urban VIII, 
Brief Kxponi nobis, April 7, 1627: Iuris>ont jflcll Vo Propa­
ganda Fide. Para T. v.l, p.72). Although this brief Is formal­
ly particular law, it lo equivalent to a universal interpreta­
tion. For it appliea equally to all, since the decision is 
OM interpretation of decrees that have universal application. 
See Warns, lus Decretallum. v.l, p.175, n.145* 

(53) *••• cenauit praedlctos rellgioaoa nequaquam posse 
... personarum aaecularium confess!onwe audire sine approba-
tione ppiacopl dioceaanl, nee verbum Dei pra< dicare In eccleslis 
eui Ordinic. non petita lpslua benedictions, nee in aiiis 
ecclesiis sine ejus llcentla, necnon in ecciesiis etiam sui 
Ordinis Ipso contradicente et eontravenienteN (Innocent X, 
Decree, May 14, l64»\ »3« Iuris Pontlficli Do Propaganda Fide. 
Fare I, v.l, p.253). 
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a grave causs, which had to be explained to the Sacred 

Congregation (54). In 1702, it was declared that all 

missionaries, secular or religious, regardless of their 

privileges, were forbidden to administer the sacraments 

or do any parochial work without the penfiaaion of the local 

Ordinary (55). 

Without the consent of the Vicar Apostolic, religious 

could not build or open a church in places where they them­

selves or any other missionary already had one. In places 

where there was no church, this was not required. This 

was granted in the form of a privilege. It waa not a right 

(56). Whenever the numbor of catholics or the else of the 

(54) "Statuimua at ordlnauus quod praedictl Episcopl 
Vicarii Apostolici ab omnibus et singulis Heligiosi ... exl-
gere possunt et debeant ut suas patentee ... litteras exhl-
beant; Usque qui illas exhlbere recusaverlnt, tamquam Sedis 
Apoetolieae delegati, prohibere ne facultates sib! per litte­
ras huiusmodi concessas exerceant; ipslque Ftegulares llcentlam 
exercendl suae facultates petere teneantur ab iiadorn Eplsco-
pls Vlcarlls Apostolicis, quatu lpsi denegare non debeant, 
nial in caau gravis causae dlctae Congrwgatloni coeminlcan-
dae" (Clement IX, Constitution Speculatoree domus Israel. 
Sept. 13, 1669: Collectanea, v.l, n.lS6, p.61). 

(55) "Mlesionarils autem sive Saecularlbua, sive 
regularlbua ... non lie eat, etiam vigore suorum privilofrio-
rum, SacraKionta adminiatrare aut alia munia parochialla oblre, 
nial de licentia praefatorum Ordinarlorua seu Vicarlorum 
A ostolorum" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
Feb. 14, 1702: Collectanea, v.l, n.253, p.#6). 

(56) "... nee aine licentia eorumdem Vicarlorum Aposto-
11corum ... llceat Regularlbua aedlficare et aperire ecclesias 
in locls ubl lpsi, vel alii miselonarli ... ecclesias habent; 
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district justified it, the Vicar Apostolic could divide the 

parishes and districts and call in other udasionaries, 

seculars or regulars, to staff the new divisions (57). 

Kegulara were granted faculties in the saue way as 

secular priests. Thoy were not to be dependent on seculars 

nor were their faculties to be limited to cases of necessity 

(58). The missions which each order had cared for in the 

past were to be left under tnelr care. The Ordinary, however, 

in ease of necessity could grant these stations to another 

order or to seculars (59)* The authority for these statements 

are documents for a particular territory. They gave the mind 

ubi vero apcrtao non sint, poasint ad fcmara privilwgiorum 
et facultatum ipsis concesserum" (Clement IX, Constitution 
Speculatores doaiuo Israel. Sept. 13, 1669: Collectanea, v.l, 
n.166, p.61). * 

(57) "... posaint et debeant Vicari! Arootolici prae-
dicti operarlos raultiplicare, parochiaa divider®, aliaque 
eiusmodl facers" (loo, cit.). 

(5^) nIta ut simul cum eactsrdotibus saecularlbus Sacra-
tent a Pastoralia adcinletrare poesint (Regulares), sine aliqua 
restriction© ad casus necessitatis vel dependentla ab illis, 
sod aequaliter et cum sola faeultate lpsius Vicaril" (Urban 
VIII, Decree for Holland, July 15, 1626, |2: Appendix ad 
Bullarlus S.C. de Prorra/randa Fide, v.l, p. 166). 

(59) "...cuilibet misaionariorun coetui ilia conaer-
vet loca et terrltoria quae pridem ab ipsis in animarum minis-
terlo excolebantur ... salva semper Epiacopi auctoritate aliter 
dec emend! in caeu necessitatis" (S.C. of the Propagation of 
the Faith, Particular Congregation for China, Jan. 21, 17$$: 
Collectanea. v.l, n.592, p.369). 
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of the Holy See on this matter, although formally, they 

applied only to the territory for which they were given. 

In the early years of the Sacred Congregation, there 

were territories which had neither a biahop nor a vicar 

apostolic. In these territories the Holy See granted new 

facultiea through ths religious superiors (60) or renewed the 

old ones (61). When a Vicar A:ostolic was appointed, however, 

these grants of faculties automatically lost their force In 

so far as they ware opposed to the authority of the Vicar. 

The religious missionary and his mission fell under the 

co£%on law as outlined above (62). 

(60) "... ac surer1arum dietorus clcrlcorum In prae-
dleto Slnarum Eegno, cum h>j iscopue a Sede Apostollca constl-
tutus non erlt ... facultatem concedimus et impartimur" (Urban 
VIII. Brief Ut anLntarua salutl. Oct. 7, 1626, $1: Iuris Pontl-
flcll De Propaganda Fidp. Pars I, v.l, p.64). 

(61) K.g. Urban VIII renewed all the privileges of 
the Benedictines In England, In 1633. Cfr. Bull Plantata. 
July 4, 1633: Iuris Pontlficii De Propaganda Fide. Pars I. 
v.l, p.l4*-154« 

(62) nBrevla enim, et huiusaodi documents emissa 
fuere, antequam quatuor Vlcarli Apostolic! in Anglia consti-
tuti forent, cum omnl auctorltate, quae competlt cullibet 
Ordlnario in sua Civltate et Dlocesl. ^uamobren; sanct! libero 
et tranqullle ordinariae Kpiacoporure auctoritatis exercitlo, 
ex ipao deslnit Hegularium immunitas pro Sacramentle adminla-
trandls" (Benedict XIV. Encyclical Letter Anostollcum mlnis-
erlura, i4ay 30, 1753, (10: P. Gaaparri-J. Seredl. Codlcis Iuris 
anonici Fontes f9 vols., ftosiae, Typis Polypiottis Vatlcanis, 
1926-1939], v.2, p.395)» (Hereinafter cited as Fontes). 



FROM THE XV TO THE XIX CENTURY 33 

Conclusions -

The Holy See enacted the Propaganda aa its own instru­

ment to rule the foreign missions. Everything pertaining 

to these was placed within its competence. Therefor*, the 

sending, of missionaries, their work in the mission field 

and their recall were regulated by It. All mission stations, 

colleges, monasteries, houses or other institutions for the 

propagation of tns Faith were under its control. 

The immediate ecclesiastical superior in the mission 

field was the Vicar Apostolic appointed by it as its repre­

sentative. Ha received his powers directly from the Congre­

gation. He was responsible to it for the propagation of the 

Feith and the care of souls in his territory. 

All othere were oubj«ct to his jurisdiction, visita­

tion and correction in these matters. Privileges that exempt­

ed religious froeo this subjection were withdrawn by the very 

fact that a Vicar v?as appointed. 

Thus, the whole work of the missions was placed under 

tie ia&edlat© control of the Holy See and Its representa­

tives. 
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ARTICLE 3 

CANONICAL INSTITUTION, 1622 TO THE BEGINNING 

OF THii NINJiTK&ttTH CLNTURY 

Besides laws regulating the general relation of 

mission stations to ecclesiastical authorities, there vera 

those which pertained specifically to the establishment and 

administration of them. These latter concerned: 

flrat, the nature of the mission station; 

second, the rectors of these regarding: 

(a) their appointment, transfer and removal, 

(b) their status and jurisdiction, 

(o) their obligations; 

third, the administration of these stations. 

The Territorial Limits of Mission Stations. 

In 1659, the S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith 

issued an instruction to the first Vicars Apostolic of the 

Paris Foreign Mission Society in which they were directed 

to assign to each missionary his own work in the provinces 

and to circumscribe this work with distinct territorial limita. 

If the miaelonery wished to leave this territory, even for a 

short time, a substitute was required (63). From this document 

(63) "Clerum Misslonarlosque ... cuique euum munus In 
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we fuey oonelude that mission stations w«?re territorial 

divisions with their own Heetora erected by the Ordinary. 

However, there was a restriction with regard to the places 

where new missions culd be ereeted. rhere there was already 

a mission of one religious order, a mission of another order 

could not be ereeted without the express permission of the 

Congregation, Itself (64). 

After this tine, there are freouent references to 

these divisions of territory. In 1703, the sacred Congrega­

tion declared that the Vicar Apostolic oould choose his own 

distriet, and if there were a missionary there already, he 

oould transfer him to another one (65). This was repeated 

in a letter to the Vicar «ooatlic of ranching, Indo-ohina 

provir.cia adslgnate, at voniaa aula lltdtibus dlstinctam in 
qua laborsMum sit. £xtra hano nequaquaa lloitum ait oui-
quam egredl absque veatra In scriptis obt^nta faoult&te ... 
tunc vero praeaoripto brevisaJoao tesapoie, alteroque subrogate 
qui absentia defectum supplant*' (2.C. of ths Propagation of 
the Faith, Instruction to the first Vicars Apostolic of tho 
Paris Foreign Mission Society, 1C59: Collectanea Parisiensia, 
n.97, p.38). 

(64) "Hullo modo impoateruia licere ... in loois in 
qulbus exlstunt misaionarli apoatollcli uniua ordinis, novam 
Misslonera allorua rellgiosorum ... fundare ... absque expressa 
lioentia ejusdem s. Congregationls* (S.C. of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Decree, Jan. 11, 16S6; collectanea. v.l, n.125, 
p.36). 

(65) S.C of the propagation of the Faith, Letter, 
June 20, 1703: Colleetanea parisiensia. n.25, p.16. 
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in 17fc3 (66). Finally, in 1753, Benedict vIV (1740-1758) 

deolared that It «as not lawful for missionaries In England 

to administer the seeresents outaide the limita of their 

mission stations (67). 

What waa the nature or these stations'/ In 1660, the 

first Vicar Apostoile of ^uebee, Mona. de Laval, reported 

that there vera three churchea in hie vicariate vhieh took 

the place of periehea (66). in 1760, in the diooeae of 

Peking, the saerel Congregation decreed that mission stations 

were not parishes, fneae districts truly and properly 

speaking were not eueh becauae the care of oertaln souls 

vaa not necessarily joined to them (69). 

(66) "Lieere Vloarlls Apostollois ... degere in suo 
Vioarlatu ubi maluerlnt ... H>uod si ibidem alius fuerit 
Mlssiofiarlua, Vioariua Apoatollous alium 1111 diatrictum 
asslgnet" (B.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Letter to 
the Viear Apostolic of Tonohing, Oet. 9, 1783: Collectanea 
Parisiensia. n.27, p.18). 

(67) "Yortsa Missionsrlus in pagls ... non lieeat 
Saorasionta ... extra praeaeriptoa limitea adminletrars" 
(Bonedlet XIV, Encyclical Letter ^postolloum mlnlaterlum. 
May 3D, 1753, §28! Fontes. v.a, p V « W . 

(68) "... Hae tree ultimas (eeolealae) paroohlae 
enent" (F. de Laval, Helatlo talsalonls Canadensis 

1660 mense Qctobrl ad Sanotam Sedem t̂ laaa; H. retu~C. Oagnon, 
&andes*eata. Let t rea Past or sic s e t Clreulalroe des gy&frWf d e 

aaebeo [6 v o l s . , iiui'be©"", IaprluerTV'C^nerale, „ . Cote el 
Cie, 1687-1890], V . l , n.30, p .23) . 

(69) "S.C. . . . consult ao declaravit ecclesias amies, 
o ra tor io , oapellaa, d l s t r l e tu s . . . turn in c iv l t a te Pekinl 
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Within the limits of these stations, there were sub­

sidiary atatlons, vnieh according to the Synod of sutohuen, 

China (a. 1803), vera places suitable to gather the faithful. 

Attached to each 3f these, Mere should be at least twenty 

peraons. To thea th* missionary came to preach the word of 

Ood, to administer the saeraEtents and to perform his apostolic 

duties. When these duties were completed he must leave the 

station (70). The importance of this Synod lies in the fact 

that in 1338, the Saered Congregation extended its rulings 

to the vhole of China and all adjacent territories (71). 

These are particular laws, ^a such, they were binding 

only in the territories for vhieh they were given. However, 

in the nineteenth century, when mission atatlons were esta-

quam in ejus dioeoeel ... nee vers, nee proprie paroohiaa 
esse cum oertarum animarum euro necessario conjunctas" (S.C. 
of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, Feb. 17, 1780: 
Collectanea. v.l, n.543, p.325). 

(70) "In quaeu&que Igitur locum ... nodo alt aptua ad 
Qongregandoa fldelea ... iblque adalnt saltern vlginti perao-
nae ... mlsaionarlua ... ire personaliter non recusat. ... Id 
unun sollicitl ... ut predloatione verbi divini, admlnlstrat-
ionl aaoramentorum ... munuaque apostolloum rite et digne im-
pleatur. ... Neque enim adminiatratlone absolute unlua loci, 
patlantur ae diutlua ... ibl detineri" (Synodus Vlcariatua 
Sutohuanela. a. 1803. n.16: Collectlo Laoenals. v.o. 061. 687c). 

(71) "Observantla hegularura In Synodo Sutohuensi anni 
1003 et ejus appendiee praesoriptarum, extendatur ad omnea 
Kpisoopatus et Vieariatus Apostolicis in slnla et regnia adja-
oentibua existentee" (B.C. of the Propagation of the Faith. 
Opera*, Aug. 87, 1838: Oolleetanea Parisians!*, n.104, p.40). 
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b11shed everywhere, moot of these particular laws wore 

prescribed universally. 

The Appointment, Transfer ajfld hemovai of the sectors of 

Mission stations. 

1) Missionaries respited their mission from the 

Propaganda either directly, by letters patent or indlreetly, 

through their religious superiors, regarding the former, 

some of these lettera designated the missionary to serve 

in a particular vicariate (?£}• in this case, the Vlear 

Apostolic assigned hla to a station (73). 

Others appointed him to a certain station, in such 

a ease, there waa some doubt whether the Vlo&r oould ehange 

him to another place. In 1776, the aacred congregation waa 

asked, "Whether mlaslon&ri$a appointed to one district or 

territory vere to be eonaidered rariah irlests? Could they 

be transferred to another district for any reaaon, even the 

eaallest, depending solely on the will of the Vlear Apostolic?" 

(78) %uonlam in litteria patentibua ... unioulque eorum 
niseionariorum speelallter lnlunotom est oui ex Vieariis paw 
reant, at quoniem in Vloariatu lnaervire debeant" (S.C. of 
the Propagation of the Faith, Weaponso, May 7, 1669: Collec­
tanea, v.l, n.160, p.©7). 

(73) Benedict XIV, Sneyolieal Letter iipostoiloum mi Uls­
ter ium. May 30, 1763, §11J Fontes. v.8, p.307. 
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The Sacred Congregation replied, "The Vicar Apostolic can 

change the stations of the missionaries for a just and reason­

able cause concerning the good of the mission" (74). Thus 

the Vlear Apostolic oould appoint restore of mission atationa 

and transfer them to other stations within the vicariate. 

8) In 16u6, it waa decreed that the religious superior 

could tranafer his subjects from one station to another, 

only with the consent of the Vlear Apostolic (75). There 

was one exception to this. In case of sickness, the superior, 

on his own authority, without recourse to the Vicar, oould 

substitute one oissionary for another. In such a case, the 

substitution was temporary, that la until the other missionary 

oould return (76). 

(74) "Vtrum nissionaril deatlnati ed aliquem dletrlotum 
aeu territorium habentur ut parochl. ... An possit amoveri 
ad alterum dletrlotum quaoumque ex causa, etiam minima, exbl-
trlo VIcar!1 Apostolioii? H. Posse VIcarlua ap. mutare sta-
tionpp &issionarlorum ex iuata et rationeblli causa ooncer-
nente bonum misslonis" (B.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Response, Jan. 13, 1776: Collectanea, v.l, n.518, p.315). 

(75) "̂ uandooufltque auperlores regular!urn ... voluerint 
mutare ali^uem auorum, tenebantur id Indiesre vloarlo" 
(Alexander VII, Brief Dudum a fellclc. Sept. 80, 1656, §1, n.4: 
B.R.. v.16, p.833). 

(76) "... lioeblt auporlorl miaaionla Soeletatis, sine 
reoureu ad vicarium, in loois, abi unlous a sooletatia reside-
bit, co aegrotantc ... ex unioo loco miaaionla alium cubati-
tuere, donee aeger vel abaens ad funotlonem redlerit** (ibidem 
§1: p.236). 
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3) lis it her the Vloar Apostolic nor the religioua 

superior could remove a missionary from his station. In 

eaoh eaae, they must oonault the Saored Congregation beforehand 

and only if they obtained ita oonaent, oould they proceed 

with the removal. With regard to the Vicars, this was 

declared by the Leered Congregation In 1666 (77). with 

regard to the religious superiors, there were two deorees 

issued, one in 1620 (78) and another the following year (79). 

In this case alao, there was an exception. For grave 

reasons or In s ease of present or Imminent public scandal, 

either the Vloar Apostollo or the Religious Superior oould 

remove the missionary oonoerned and substitute another in 

his plaoe. However they were obliged to Inform the peered 

Congregation of the whole matter, forthwith (SO). 

(77) "S. Congregatio ... diatriote praeoeplt Prae-
feetla Missionun ... ut a tfleslonlbus ipsis assignatle, abaque 
lioentia S. Congregation!s missionaries ... nulla causa remo-
veant vel dlmittant" (B.C. of the Tropagatlon of the Faith, 
Decree, Mar. 16, 1666: Collectanea, v.l, n.167, p.54). 

(7B) "... in eaeu amotlonls a mlaslone, quae ab eiadem 
super!orlbus fieri nullo mode potest, nial prlus consults 
caeca B. Congregations" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Decree, June 15, 1630: Ansleota Iuris pontlfloll, v.86, ool. 
540). 

(79) B.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, Nov. 
86, 1631: Analects Iuris lontlfloll. v.86, ool.540). 

(SO) **••• nisi ob graves oauaas, vel In oasu praesentls, 
aut Isgalnentia public! scandal! de quibue, ac misslonariorum 
reactions, et aliorum in remotorum loeorum aubstitutlone, quam-
priaum per aelpaos faclends, samdeoi -». Congregationem quanto-
cius eertioren faeere teneantur" (loc. clt.). 
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Nor oould the Vlear apostolic give a missionary permis­

sion to withdraw permanently from his mission. This was 

true even when the time for which he waa appointed had 

elapsed. In each ease, he waa obliged to obtain permiaalon 

from the sacred Congregation (81). 

This was changed far England, in 1753. Under this 

law, a religious could be removed frost hie mission either 

by the ordinary or by the religious Superior. Neither waa 

obliged to give reaaona to the other for his action. However, 

they were exhorted to take this action only by mutual con­

cent. Moreover, they should provido a substitute for the 

one removed (68). 

The otatue and Jurisdiction of sectors of iUsaion atations. 

1) The status of Hectors. 

In 1698, the sacred Congregation waa asked, 

(61) "... Ipsis vero inlunxlt ne a Missions dlsoedant 
nisi rrlue a S.C. obtents licentia redound 1, quaavis temp us 
residendi in Missions luxta eorum deorets Integra eompleve-
runt" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, I/eoree, March 16, 
I&&8; Collectanea. v.l, n,167, p.54). 

(88) "itsl Hegularla Superior, qui atatult allquem ex 
aula Lellgiosla ••• a Misslonlbua exaroendle recovers ... non 
tcnestur rsmotlonls eausam Vioarlo Apoatolioo slgnlfioare, et 
esdem rations llberum alt Vioarlo Apoatolioo, ... tamen oonsen-
taneum erlt, el unanlml voluntate et consensu rem gerant* 
(Benedict XI?, Sneyclleal letter, Apoatolicum mlniatorium. 
May 30, 1753, §81: Fontes, v.S, p.401). 
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"Whether in very old missions, especially if they have a 

chapel or ohuroh and a cemetery, the missionary is to be 

considered the Parish Priest of the mission?** The ftaored 

Congregation replied, 'They are not true Parish priests" (83). 

In a decree for the dloeeae of Peking, issued in 1780, this 

matter waa further clarified. The Scored Congregation de­

olared that the rectors of these stations in the diocese 

of Peking were in no way Parish Priests but simply preachers 

of the word of Ood (84). 

8) The jurisdiction of hectors. 

In 1647, ths Scored Congregation deolared that 

the faculties granted to missionaries could not be exercised 

unless previously, they were shown to the Ordinary of the 

plaee. However, once they had been presented, the latter 

could not hinder him in any way In the administration of the 

sacraments inside his own mission (85). These faculties were 

(83) "An in Missionlbus qui sunt magia antlqul misslo-
naril, paroehl In tali wisalone conaeantur, maxime si oapel-
lam aeu eaoellum, aut ecolosiam et sepulturam habent publioam. 
£U Ad 1. Hon eaae veroa parochos" (S.C. of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Response, April 88, 1698: Collectanea, v.l, 
n.848, p.84). 

(84) "Mlssionarlus vero ... nulls modo paroohoa ease, 
sed clapllces verbl Del praeeones" (u.C. of the propagation 
of the Faith, Decree, Feb. 17, 1780: Collectanea. v.l, n.543, 
p.335). 

(85) "Missionaries in eorum facultatibus habere clau­
sula© quod sine licentia jgplaeoporum ... in quorum districtibus 
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delegated to the missionary either directly by the Sacred 

Congregation or through the religious superiors. 

With the appointment of ita Vloars Apostolic, however, 

the Sacred Congregation began to grant misalonarlea their 

faoulties through these Viears. Regarding vicariates in 

Sngland, Benedict XIV, in 1753, withdrew all privileges and 

customs eonoeming this matter and ordered that all prieata 

needed the approbation of the Ordinary of the place. If they 

wished to hesr confeealona. The only exceptions were Pariah 

Priests. Ths Vicar Apostolic could set limits to theee 

faculties, e.g. he could grant them for a certain time or 

place, and afterwards he oould abrogate or renew them (86). 

The Obligation of tiealdenos. 

Missionaries were bound to reside in their mission 

stations. In 1688, the Sacred Congregation deolared that 

they were not allowed to leave their station without the 

express permission of the Prefect of the mission (87). 

habent Missioses, parochialla aaoramenta administrare non 
possunt, cetera vero, poet oatenaaa Praeiatia ... suae facul­
tates ... adminiatrare poaaunt, nee a diotls Praeiatia ... imps-
diri debent" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, General 
Congregation, April 86, 1647: Oolleetanea. v.l, n.116, p.35). 

(86) Benedict XIV, Encyclical letter Apoetoilcum minis-
terlum. May 30, 1753, §7: Fontes. v.8, p.398. 

(87) "S.C. deolaravit Missionaries nullo modo debars 
a Missiose diaeedero sine expressa licentia Praefsotl Missio-
ais" (8.0. of ths Propagation of the Faith, July 7, 1688: 
Collectanea, v.l, n,41, p.12). 
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In 1659, in the Inatruotlon to the First Vicars Apostolic 

of the taris Foreign Mission Society, the aacred Congregation 

preaoribed that this permission be in writing, it oould be 

granted only in a legitimate and very urgent caae and for 

a very abort time. In all easea, a substitute must be named 

(86). 

In 1646, the Seared Congregation was asked, "In time 

of persecution la the missionary bound to remain in his 

mission, even endangering hie life?" The reply was "In time 

of persecution the presence of the Pastor is more necessary 

than ever, leat the faithful be led astray" (69). 

The Administration of Mission Stations. 

Ac soon us a Vicariate Apostolic vac erected, the 

spiritual administration of the mission stations within it 

was completely under the jurisdiction of the Vicar Apostolic. 

(88) "Extra hano nequaquam licitum alt ouiiuam egredl 
absque vestra in scriptis obtenta faoultate, quae quidem haud 
facile eoneedend* eat nisi legitime et urgent1®alma oauaa law 
pallst" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Inatruotlon to 
the firet Vicars Apoetoiio of the raria Foreign Mission 
Society, 1659: Collectanea Parlalenels. n.£5, p.18). 

(69) "An cum perieulo vitae, persequentibus haeretleis, 
misslonaril in Misaionibue suis permaziere debeant? R. Tempore 
pereeoutionie esse magis necessarian paatorum praesentiam, ne 
fide lea pervertaivtur" (8.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Reeponse, April 16, 1646: Collectanea. v.l, n.115, p.36). 
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In 1678, it waa deolared even in the matter of establishing 

Sodalities and Confraternltlea of their own order, the reli­

gious siiasionary needed the permission of the Vloar (90). In 

the saiae year, the Vicar Apostolic of To netting asked the 

Scored Congregation to declare that the choosing of admin­

istrators for all ehurebeo, even those that were private, 

the approval and constituting of teachers and everything 

elss concerning the government of both ohuroh and faithful, 

belonged solely to the Vicar Apostolic. The reply waa: 

"In the affirmative" (91). 

With regard to the temporal ad&inietratlon, there la 

one document laaued at the end of thla period. In 1794, 

a declaration waa fjade trsfc the Bishop had the right to 

determine which pious works would receive the income of 

a church. Donations that were given for a special purpose 

(90) "Won lieere rellgloaia ... sodalltia aeu confra-
t emit at, ©e aub quovic praetextu erigere abstuo permission© 
Vicarlorum Apoetolioorum" (S.C. of the Propagation of the 
Faith, Particular congregation for China, March 81, 1678: 
Collectanea, v.l, s.814, p.78). 

(91) "10. Ut deslaretur ad Vloarioa Apostollooa dum-
taxst apectsre ellgere admlniatratores etiam leicos pro 
ecclesias etiam prlvatle, ludlwagietroe constituere atque 
approbare, sllaque facer© gufeerniua tarn ecolesiarum cuam 
Christifidellum ooncernentis* R. Ad 10. Affirmative" (S.C. 
of ths Propagation of the Faith, Response, Aug. 7, 1678: 
Collectanea, v.l, n.216, p*78). 
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were to be used for that purpose. The use of whatever was 

left after this special purpose was fulfilled, however, 

was determined by the Bishop (98). 

Conclusions• 

At the end of the eighteenth century, mission stations 

were already a ©anon!eal institution, although not universally 

established. They Tfrere territorial divisions ereeted by 

the Ordinary and completely subject to him. 

The rectora of these missions could be removed only 

by the S. C. of the propagation of the Faith. They oould 

be tranaferred by the Ordinary. Although they were not 

Pariah Priests they were bound by a strict law of resldenoe. 

They enjoyed only delegated jurisdiction. 

The religious rector was subject to the Ordinary in 

everything pertaining to the cere of souls, but to his own 

religious superior in his religious life. 

(98) "In arbltrlo et pot estate n-piacopl esse erogare 
in usus plos, reddltua bonorum eocleslae, qui vel ad peou-
llares uaum non fuerlnt a benefactorlbuc destlnati, vel, 
satlafaoto onere a testoribua injuneto, allquld aliud superest 
de llsdem reddit1bus in usus plos erogandum" (S.C. of the 
Propagation of the Faith, particular Congregation for China, 
Jan. 13, 1794: Colleotanea. v.l, n.617, p.386). 



CHAPTER I I 

FROM TH£ RKOINNINO OF THE NIHiSTSlCNTH CKKTURY 

TO T*& CODS 

The great-3at development in the lav regarding mission 

stations took plnoe during the nineteenth century. Most 

of these new precepts were outfrowths or explanations of 

the principles that had been established during the preceding 

period, e.g. those determining the nature of mission stations. 

Some were made for a particular territory and afterwards 

extended to the whole mission world, e.g. the Constitution 

Romanoa pontjflooa (1) of Leo X11I (1878-1&03) wae firat 

given for Kngland and later waa applied In other mission 

lands. 

This expansion covered several aspecta of mission 

stations, i.e. their elements; the special features that 

applied to some of them, chiefly thoee In the United Statea 

and England; and their erection, diviaion and diamembration. 

(1) A33, v.13 (1S94), p.481-498. 
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ARTICLE 1 

Tffl SLXAJtoTii OF HILUIOM S1WIOMS 

Mission stations were establiahed primarily for the 

conversion of the non-cathoilos. 3hlle this was being 

accomplished they served as a substitute for parishes. 

They vere territorial divisions, each having lta own church 

or chapel, lta rector and eople. They were juridical 

entities but not parishes. 

The Purpose of liisslon otat ions -

1) The conversion of non-catholioa. 

Mission stations were founded for the conver­

sion of the non-cathoilea. This conversion did not end at 

baptism but eontinued in the training of the neophytes in 

catholic life after they were baptised. In 1893, the aacred 

Congregation ordered the establishment, in the Kast indies, 

of mission stations having aa thsir proper end peculiar pur­

pose the conversion of ths infidels. For this reaaon they 

were gradually to bp extended to cover the whole of the 

undivided territory of the dioceses or quasi-dlocesee (8). 

i Z) "Ut mlssiones aliquot atatuantur iuae infldelium 
onsm at! propria* pecullaremque flnem aibl praesti-

tutum prosequsntur. ... ac seisim ad universum diocesis terri-
toriua extendsntur** (-.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
InstructIon, March 19, 1698, §1: Collectanea, v.8, n.1888, 

P.887). 
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8) To take the place of parishes and to prepare for 

their establishment. 

In 1858, in a decree for England, the Propaganda 

ordered that some churches ee erected in the likeness of 

parlance. These were chosen by the Bishop after he had 

consulted the Chapter (3). In 1877, an encyclical letter 

of the Congregation to all Vicars Apostolic and mission 

Prefeota refers to mission stations "which take the place 

of parishes" and asks whether these are being prepared for 

erection into parishes in accordance with the canons (4). 

Thuse ths primary purpose of mission stations waa 

the conversion of the non-oathoiica. The secondary purpose 

was to take the place of pariahes and to prepare for their 

establishment. 

(3) "In singulis dloeoesibus auotorltate Kplocopi 
attamen de consilio capitull, acoleslae aellgantur non-
nullae quae magis aptae videntur ut ed instar pe.ro ©oiarum 
haberl pes aunt" (3.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Decree, April 81, 1658: Collectlo Laeensia. v.3, vol.959d). 

(4) **••• in singulis dl strict lbus quae par ocular urn 
locum tenent ... et utrum memorati d1strictus ad formam 
paroechiac a Canonibus requisites aocedant"? (S.C. of the 
Propagation of the Faith, Uncyolieal letter, June 1, 1877, 
•19i Collectanea, v.8, n.1473, p.110). 

http://pe.ro
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Territorial Limits. 

Is the United States, the First Plenary Council 

of Baltimore (a. 1858) decreed that nisei oris etatlona with 

boundarise ought to be established (5). The Second Council 

of Baltimore (a. 1866) ordered that they be erected every­

where, In the likeness of parishea, circumscribed by olsar 

limits (6). In Canada the;, were instituted before 1675, 

with boundaries delimited by the Bishop. TLis appears from 

a decision of the Sacred Congregation, eiven In 1675, 

regarding them (7). In 1881, Leo XIII deolared that a mission 

station was a place whose llaJ.ts nere determined by the 

Biahop and within which the missionary exercised the care 

of souls (8). In 1663, the sacred Congregation ordered 

(5) "Valde expedlt distrletus eoclesiastioos Inter 
eertos limites dcsigners" (First plenary council of Balti­
more, a. 1658. n.10: Collect lo Laeensia;. v.3, col.l46d). 

(6) Tolumus igltur, ut ... distrletus quldem, paroe-
clas inatar, desoriptis accurate llmitibus, unloulque eccle­
sias aaslgnetur** (goncllll Plenarii Baltlmorensie II Acts et 
Deoreta. 2nd ed., Baltimore*, Joannes .v.urphy, 1880, p.79, 
a.124). 

(7) **••• quaedam terr l tor ia valde ample . . . oontlnen-
t l a ab Spice opo limitibua clrcufiiaeribantur ad tcftpua sub 
nomine misslonic non vero paroehlae" (S.C. of the propagation 
of the Faith, heaponae, Feb. 86, 1875, n.5: Analecta Eccle­
s i a s t i c s . v . 3 , p .490) . 

(8) Leo XIII, Constitution Romanes Port I f Ices . May 8, 
1881: *SS, V.13 (1894), p.488. 
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that theae missions be eetablished in China. iSaoh Vica­

riate waa to be subdivided into districts like rural 

deanerlee. Then, each deanery waa to be divided into 

mission stations (&)• 

Thus, Taunton, in 1906, defined a mission station 

aa "th© smell or district confided by the Vicar Anoetolic 

to a prieat** (10). 

The Church or Casus!. 

In 1683, the Sacred Congregation exhorted the Vicars 

Apostolic of China to build at least a ohapel In their mis­

sion stations. Besides, they vere to have a residence for 

the prlect (11). 

In as Instruction of the Propagnnda given in 1886, 

two kinds of missions are described. Primary stations were 

those in which there was a church or chapel and a resident 
W « W M W 1 t » l f W W W » l l # > W I > M W W Mlllw 1 Mil III 

(9) "... ut cingull Vieariatus n$$. in totldea dic-
trlctua, aingull vero distrletus in ohrletlanltatea velutl 
divlderentur4* (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, instruc­
tion, Oct. 18, 1883, §18: collcotansa, v.8, n.1606, p.194). 

(10) &• Taunton, The Law of the Church. London, Kegan 
Paul, Trench, Trubner & Co., 1*06, p.436, s.v. missions. 

(11) "... eosque hortari in raagals et prineipalloribus 
chrlstlsnitatibua ... slieuod saltern aaoellum aediflesrl 
curest cui doous sliqus adhaerat pro mlssionsrii habitat lone" 
(S.C. of ths Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, Oct. 18, 
1883, §13: Collectanea, v.8, n.1606, p.194). 
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priest. Secondary onee were places where there were ceveral 

oatholloa and which the prieat visited only (18). 

From this it appears that a church or public oratory 

waa not neceasary for the 9»t**bllah&ect of a mission station. 

A simple chapel waa sufficient. 

The Rector. 

Before the Code there were two kinds of mission rectors, 

irremovable and removable onea. Irremovable rectors were a 

special feature of some mission stations. There were special 

decreea regarding their appointment and removal. Otherwise 

they fell under the general lava, outlined here. These 

latter applied In their entirety to removable reetora. 

1) Their status. 

In 1858, In a decree for England, the S.C. of 

the Propagation of the Faith ruled that mission reotors 

exercised the oare of souls. They vere responsible also 

for their prinelpsl church as well ae the other churches 

(18) "atat1ones primaries eae sunt, in quibus adest 
ecolesls vel saoellum, cum preabytero reaidente; atationes 
subsidiariae aunt ea loca, ubi pluree oatholioi ooncldent 
et a mlsalonarlo tar.turn visitant tor1* (S.C. of the Propa­
gation of the Faith, Inatruotlon, 1886: Analeota Iuris 
PontIfloll, v.86, eol.540). 
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of their mission station (13). In 1860, It was stated that, 

though they exereiaed the care of aouls, they said the mlsea 

pro populo not from Justice but from charity (14). in 1881, 

Leo XIII made the rule of the Fourth Council of reatmlnster 

his own and ordered that one priest be appointed rector in 

each mission station. He exeroised the care of souls and 

administered the church. The ather missionaries in the 

station had the care of souls only In dependence on him (15). 

(13) **Iis ordlnario praefieiatur rector mlsslonaril 
qui eeoleaiae et anlmaruiu curam gerat quemadmodum eaeterl 
eeeleelia Ibidem propositi" (J.C. of the Propagation of the 
Faith, Decree, April 81. 1858: Collectlo Laoenals. v.3, ool. 
9694). These stations in England and ths United Statea were 
aometlaee called quaal-parishea. in the Code, this term Is 
used In a totally different sense from that which the authors 
had given it. *t present, a quasi-parish is a pariah in a 
Vicariate or prefecture apostolic tC.i.C. , Can 816, §3). 
Before the Code, It waa uaed by the authors and some of the 
particular councils to mean a slaalon station In oertaln 
dioceses under the Propaganda. 

(14) "... In mlseionibus loois, ubl neque parochl 
aequo paroeelae rite adhuc invenluntur, laudatoa Vlcarios 
et operarloa apoatollcoa, licet anlmarum curam exercentea, 
tantujamodo tltulo carltatls non vero ex justltla aupradiotae 
obligation! (mlaea pro populo) laplendae** (o.G. of the Prop­
agation of the Faith, Knoyolioal letter, Aug. 5th, 1860: 
Collectanea, v.l, n.1199, p.656). 

(15) "Si duo vel plurea slnt saoerdotes in eadem mie-
aione unum tectum primus deaignsndum, (j,ui gerat curam anlma­
rum et adminiatrationed j&celeeiae ... octeroa omnea curam 
qusm habent anlmarum cum dependentia a prlmo exeroere** (Leo 
XIII, Constitutiott Romanes Pontlfloss. May 8, 1881: A38, 
•.IS, (1894), P.486J. 
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In 1883, the ftapred Congregation stated that all 

missionaries were 'co-operator©a* of the Ordinary and were 

therefore altogether under his direction and must observe 

all the rulea which he made for the good of the misalon (16). 

In 1693, in an inatruotlon to the Vicars Apostolic 

of ths iSsst Indies it was determined that the rectors of 

mission stations would be relieved of all other work ao 

that their whole labour would be given to the conversion 

of the non-catholics and their perfection in the ohrlstian 

life (17). 

Finally, in 1901, the aacred Peritentiary deolared 

that in interpreting the faculties granted by It, mission 

rectors were included under the name of Parish Priests (16). 

(16) "... nimirum se in dlvino minlsterlo exeroendo 
laborea suum ao operam aub omnlmodo directlone et adminis­
trations Ordinarlorum esse lmpenauros" (S.C. of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Instruction, Oct. 18, 1683, §5, n.l: Collectansa. 
v.8, n.1606, p.191). 

(17) "Apostolicoa vlros, qui his misslonlbus praefl-
oientur, ab allis negotis eurlojuo expedltos esse oportet 
ut totos ss lnfldsllbus evangellssndis posaint impendere" 
(S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, March39, 
1893, §1: Collectanea. v.8, n.1888, p.207). 

(18) "An cub nomine paroohorum ... venlant rectores 
... qui In dlatriotu aliqua curam anlmarum exeroent auln 

farochi veri nomlnis die! possint. R. Affirmative** (S. Peni-
entlary, Response, July 17, 1901, n.l: collcotanas, v.8, 

n.2118, p.480)* 



FROM THS XIX CKNTOBY TO THE CODS 55 

8) Thsir Jurisdiction. 

Mission rectore had only delegated jurladlctlon 

before the Code. Tils appeara from a study of the nature 

of ordinary and delegated power at that time. Ordinary 

jurladlctlon, according to Warns, waa that which belongs 

to someone, by hie office from the disposition of the law 

itself and la exerolsed by him in his own right. Thus, the 

distinction between ordinary proper power and ordinary 

vlearlus *ae not made before the Code. All vicarius juris­

diction was delegated, i.e. it waa given by special commis­

sion either a lure or sb homine and was exeroieed in the naE.e 

of another (19). 

For tela reason, the powers of ths Vieara Apoatolie, 

slsee they vere exeroieed Is the name of the Holy See, were 

considered to be delegated ones (80). In the same way the 

missionary, although he received juriedlot Ion from the lav, 

exercised this not in hie own name nor in the name of the 

Vicar Apostolic but in the name of the Holy See to whoa 

clone the care of the foreign missions was reserved (81). 

(19) lams, lue *)coretallum. v.8, para 1, p.15, n.4. 

(80) Herns, Ins Lsorotsliupj, v.8, para 8, p*486, 
n.699j Taunton, The Law• ot the Church, p.685, n.3, a.v. Vicar 
Apoatollc; *"• Fanning. Vloar .0.; at olio in The Catholic iSnov-
oftopcais/. v.15, p.401. 

(81) terns, loo, o l t . , n.700. 



FROM THE XIX GUNTURY TO TH* OODJS 56 

In 1635, the question waa aaked whether a simple 

missionary absent frost his own territory could administer 

the sacraments to his own christians even in territory be­

longing to another Vlear Apostolic and without any faculty 

from tnls Vicar. The sacred Congregation replied, "It la 

lawful for a simple missionary to hear the confessions and 

give Holy Communion to the aubjecta of his own Vlear Apoatollc. 

Rcgardlsg the other sacramente, It la not lawful without the 

consent of the local Pariah Priest (88)• 

In 1858, the Scored Congregation waa aaked, "In 

territories to whloh they are assigned by the Vlear Apoato­

llc, do miaalonarlea enjoy ordinary power like pariah priests 

or only delegated?** The response was, "In the negative to 

the flrat pert, In the affirmative to the second** (£3). 

(88) "id llcere etiam simplici aisslonarlo quoad 
audiondas confess!ones praebendamque aacram Communionem. 
Cetera saoramenta non llcere hulo admlnlstrare nial de oon­
sen su parochi localla" (S.C. of tho Propagation of the 
Faith, Reaponae, Deo. 3, 1635, n.2: collectanea, v.l, n.844, 
p.490). 

(83) "Miaaionarll Apoatolloli gaudent ne iurlsdlo-
tione ordinaria tamquam paroehi, aut solummodo delegate In 
Miaslonlbus ad q.uaa mis si sunt pot Vioarium Apostolioum? 
R. negative ad prlnam partem; Affirmative ad eeoundam** 
(S.C* of the Propagation of the Faith, Reaponae, Aug. 83, 
1858, n.5: Oolleetaneat v.l, n.l060, p.580). 
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Finally the decree He tcmers. Aug. 8, 1907, ruled 

that vith regard to marriage under the name of Pariah Prieat 

was to be understood any prieat deputed by the superior of 

ths mission to tae universal care of aouls in any station 

(84). 

Thus, although a misalon rector had only delegated 

power hp could exercise it in the matter of confession and 

communion outside hla own Vicariate and in favour, not only 

of hla own aubjeota but of all those of hla Vloar Apoatollc. 

3) Thsir administration of the temporalities. 

In 1816, the Sacred Congregation was asked three 

questions with regard to the administration of the temporal 

goods of raiseion stations. Firstly, what right had the Bishop 

Is the administration of goods acquired by these jalasions? 

The response was that the Bishop had the right to administer 

these gooda according to canon law and the intention of the 

doner. 

Secondly, what right had the Rector of the mission, 

who had ths care of the congregation? The reply waa that 

(84) "Komine Paroohl ... in mission1bus ubl terrltoria 
necdua perfecte dlvlcs sunt, omnia saoerdoa a misslonic 
Moderators ad curam anlmarum in aliqua atatione universaliter 
deputatus" (S.C. of the Council, Decree y?e Temers. Aug. 8, 
1807* Sylloge. p«7, n.8). 



FROk THifi XIX CENTURY TO THS COOS 58 

he had the right to administer these goods in dependence to 

the Bishop. 

Laatly, it was asked whether the Hector acquired any 

right In these goods given to the Church which he oould 

llcltly exercise even if the Bishop were unwilling. The 

Sacred Congregation replied: In the negative (25). 

In 1883, in Its Inatruotlon to the Vicars ^postolie 

of China, It was established that the Bishop together with 

his Council of Administration had the right to exercise 

vigilance over the administration of the goods of each mission 

station (£6). 

Thus, the Vector was the administrator ex officio of 

the goods of the mission. His rights, however, were always 

(25) **8. ̂ uale lua habet ^plsoopua In bona et ad 
boncrum aomlnlatratlonem, quae a novls hlsoe eooleslls sunt 
aoqula its? 

3. ^u&le sacerdotibus simplicibus curam Congre-
gationum habentibus oompetit? 

4. An saoerdos simplex aoqulrat sllquod lus in 
slmilis bona quae Intuitu Secleslae sunt data, illudque exer-
eeat licite, Invito ^plscopo? 
Ad .8. Kp Is cop us habere lus adualnistrandl bona ab tJccleslio 
aoquisita ed formam Canonum et Juxta intentionee fundatorum. 
iu& 3. habere aub dependent la ftplseopi. 
Ad 4. Negative** (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Hecponsc, April 1, 1816: Collectanea, v.l, n.71S, p.419). 

(86) S.c. of the Propagation of the i*slth, Instruction, 
Oct. 18, 1863, §14: Collectanea, v.8, n.1606, p.195. 
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aubordinate to ths authority of the Bishop to whom belonged 

the "care and superior administration of the goodc of the 

diocese" (87) and whose duty It waa to ace that In each 

mission the church property was wisely administered (88). 

4) Their removal. 

In 1338, the aacred Congregation waa asked, 

"Does the Ordinary of the diocese overstep his powers if 

for reasons known to himself he Interdicts s religious mission­

ary or reatricta hla jurladlctlon in the administration of 

the asoramente?** The reply waa, "In the negative, vhen 

there is a grave and urgent reason and the sacred congregation 

is informed immediately* (89). A similar queation was asked 

and the same answer given In 1840 (50). 

(87) Acta et Peereta Ooncllil Plenarii Baltlmoronsic 
III, a.1884. a.878, p.lgET 

(88) S. Smith, i£lesa.®r.fs of joplggipartjLo®i Law (3 vols., 
9 ed., New York, Benslger'Bros. 11877-18881 J,v.l, n.668, p.472; 
Taunton, The Law of the Church, p.13, n.3, c.v. Administration. 

(89) "L*Ordinaire du dioeoss outrepssserait-11 lea 
lisites poses*, si pour des raiaons a lui oonnues ... 11 Inter-
disait un religloux raleslonnaire, ou restrcignait aes pouvolrs 
dans ce qui concerne 1*administration dec sacrementcT K. Nega­
tive dummodo gravis, et urger.s adeit causa, statlm s. Congre­
gation! aignifieanda" (8.0. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Response, Dee. U , 1880, n.5: Collectanea, v.l, n.679, p.500). 

(30) 8.0. of the Propagation of the Faith, Response, 
Sept. 81, 1840, n.4: L* Ferraris, Prostata Blbllotheca canonlca 
Iurldics Msrslis TfasolQ|des Hoc Hon Ascetics Polonies Rubrla-
tlos aistojrls§ (9 vol, Romas, &x Typographic polygiotts S.C. 
de Propaganda Fide, 1886-1899), v.9, p.756, s.v. VIcarlug 
Apoatolicui. 
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Is 1887, the question was saked, "Is It neoecsary to 

lnatitute a canonical process for the validity of the trans­

ferring or removal of a mission rector from the office of 

psrlsh priest to that of curate or an Inferior grade?** The 

Sacred Congregation replied, "In case of removal aa a penalty 

for crime or aa a disciplinary meaaure, in the affirmative; 

la other ossec, In the negative but It must be done for s 

grave cause" (91). 

Thus the rector of s mission ststioa exeroieed the 

esre of souls in the whole territory of hie mission under 

the direction of the ordinary to whom he wse a curate. He 

was obliged to this from charity, not from justice. Other 

missionerlee la the ctation were In dependence on his. He 

could be removed but only for a grave reason and if ths 

rsmovsl was s penalty, then, only by a formal proeees. 

Ths People. 

In ths Inetruction drawn up by the first Vicars Apostolic 

(31) **£ neoecaarla l*iatltusione de prooesao oanonioo 
-ooT Is vslidita del* at to con cui U Vesoovo trasferisce, rl-
mouve o trsslocs un ret tore missionsrlo (amovibl le) dsll*offloio 
di psrroco a qttello dl vioarlo, auoillare, o ad un officio 
inferiors grado a dignits? ft. In cssibua rsmotlonls perag-
endae la poena* oriminis vel rectus dieeipllnarls, affirmative*, 
la reliquiae, negative; aed opus eat ut flant graves ob 
causae" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Uesponse, 
Msreh 88, 1887: Collectanea. v.8, a.1669, p.819). 
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of the Paris Foreign Mies ion Society and approved by the :>aored 

Congregation la 1669 the f irst reference ic made to the 

people committed to the missionary's oars (38). This was 

repeated la many particular aynode. The Synod of autehuea 

(a. 1803) which wss extended to the whole of China sad adja­

cent lands by the S.C. of the Propagation of ths Faith la 

1838, Instructs the rector to feed and osre for the flock 

"committed to hla" (33). The First Synod of Japan and Cores 

(a.1890) atatec that one of the principal offices of ths 

rector le to tesch the fsithful "oommltted to hie care" (34). 

Thus, each mission station bed a certain number of faithful 

attached to i t by the Ordinary. 

How many faithful were required? There wae no set 

number. The Synod of 3utehuea ruled that at least twenty 

(38) "Missionaries slmul edooeblt quoaodo . . . cotsraia-
sos s ibi populos regers lps i debeant" (Monltssd jjigslonarlos 
a. Congregationls De Propaganda Fide [ISih edJ., Hongkong, 
Typis Soeletetis Mlsslonum ad T,xteres, 1630, p.107). 

(33) "Item ovec s ibi cotsniasaa, cum aumma diligent la , 
vigilantla et charltate paaoaat atque ouetodlant" (synod of 
sutchuca a.ieoa. §84: Colleotcnp*. v .8 , a.8f87, p.SoTH 

(34) "Inter Ssoerdotle offloia unua ex praeoipuue ©at 
docere fidelec eibi oomniaeoe" (Acta et oecrets Pjlaac Syaodi 
Hegionslls Jsponlae et Corpse ftaflaaskl liabliae .>.D. J890. 
Hongkong. Typis sooletatia MisDloiium ad ;xteros, 1983, 1 .1 , 
§18, p.38). " 
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persoac be attached to a subcidlaxy station (35). In an 

Instruction given in 1886, ths sacred Congregation required 

several csthollos for these (36). How aince subsidiary 

atatione ware within the territory of the principal mission 

station, a fortiori several catholics were required for the 

latter. However, the ntutber was not cat but waa left to 

the discretion of the Ordinary. 

Moral Personality. 

That mission stations were moral persons before the 

Code appears froa two deouaieats. in 1881, Leo xill made a 

distinction between those goods donated to a religious order 

in ths aiaaions and those given to the mission station or to 

a religious for his mission station. *;ith regard to the 

lstter, the religious was bound to render an account to the 

Bishop (57). The sseond doo ment is an Instruction to ths 

Vicsrs Apostolic of China issued by the aacred Congregation 

l3&) gypodaa Vlcarlatuajiutchuensis, a,1003. n.15: 
Collectlo Leoenels. V.6. col.687c." 

(38) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
18861 Analects Iuris Pontlfloi|. v.86, ool.540. 

(37) "Korua tasien bonum quae misslonl vel regularlbus 
intuitu aiaclosis tributi fuerunt, tfplacopi lus habent ab 
ilsdea misslonaribus regularlbua, aequo ao s paroehic oleri 
ssseulsris, ratlonem exigen&l" (Leo m i , Constitution Romanoa 
pont If less t May 8, 1881: kMt v. 13, p.495). 
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in 1883. Tho Vicar Apostolic would erect a council of admin­

istration. One of lta dutlea waa to exercise vigilance over 

the administration of the goods, gifts and collections 

belonging to each misalon station (3d). 

From both of these documents it appears that the owner­

ship of the goods, gifts and collections was vested not in 

the diocese or vicariate apoatollc, but In ths misalon station 

itself. How, the right of ownership in ecclesiastical gooda 

can only be given to a juridical entity. Thus, these mission 

atatione were morsl percone. 

The Lack of Parochial Statue. 

In 1863, the Sacred Congregation was aaked, "Whether 

missionaries who exercise the care of souls, in anyway, in a 

determined place, are bound from justice to offer the misea 

pro POPUIO on feast days?" The response was, "In the negative 

as long aa the place le not a pariah eanonlcally erected and 

the missionary is sent there to take the place of the legi­

timate parish priest" (39)* 

(38) "... sive ad exercendam vlgilantiam circa adain-
istrationee bonorua unluacuiusque ehrlstlenltatla, oblatlonum 
et colleotarum" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruc­
tion, Oct. 18, 1683, U 4 : Collectanea, v.2, n.1606, p.195). 

(39) "An ... mieaionarii, qui quovis modo suselpisnt 
aniaarum curam in allquo determinate loco, teneantur indiscri-
aatia ex iustitia, applicare alsas& pro populo, diebus fastis? 
E. Negative, duwmodo non agatur de locls In qulbus ... paroeclas, 
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The Bishop of wuebee, la 1$75» aaked the following, 

"In this region there are several very large districts with 

scattered people, which the Bishop has circumscribed within 

limits as a misalon, not as a parish. The care of souls is 

committed to a priest who resides there with the title of 

missionary. He performs all the work of a psrlsh priest 

snd recelvea the tithes m,o\ oblations as a true parish priest. 

Is this priest bound to celebrate the misaa pro POPUIO?" 

The Sacred Conrregatlon replied, "In the negative" (AO). 

Theae two declarations taken t-orether are tantamount 

to a declaration that mission stations were not pariahes. 

If a wall established station such as that deacribed by the 

Bishop of Quebec waa not a parish a fortiori others less well 

organised vere not. 

canonice erectse lam sint, atque ad ea ... alsaionarii missi 
sunt ut legltlaorua Pgstorum vices gerunt" (S.C. of the Propa­
gation of the Faith, Decree, Aug. 16, 1866, n.l: Collectanea 
Pa,rifloaaiJ, a.615, p.256). 

(40) "In hac regions saepe contlngit ut quaedam terrl­
toria valde a&pla. aed populum valde diapersum continentla 
ab splscopo Haitibue circumscrlbantur ad tempus sub nomine 
alsslonls noa vero parochiae; eorum cura spirit via lie allquando 
comalttltur allcui preebytero, qui ibidem residet cum tltulo 
aissloaarll et omnia aunera perficlt quae sunt parochi propria, 
dcciaas et oblationes percipit sicut verus parochua; teneturne 
Ills presbyter ad celebrmndum pro populo sicut parochua? 
ft. Negative" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Response, 
Feb. 26, 1675, n.J; Analects fecclcalasHcs.. v.3, p.490). 
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Finally, In 1681, Leo XIII declared tnat mission 

stations in Knplaa.d were not true parlshee (41). 

Conclusions. 

In places vhere patronage existed, soraa mission 

stations had already been erected as territorial divisions. 

Under the iropa/an&a, they were always each. However, it 

was only in the nineteenth c*ntury that they were established 

everywhere. 

The mission rector, under patronage, was often semi-

independent in his own territvry, especially where there were 

no bishops. Under tne Propaganda, he oecatKe a delegate of 

the Ordinary to whoa he was completely subject. He fulfilled 

his spiritual duties not in his own n&at*? but in that of the 

Ordinary. The latter exercised vigilance over the adminis­

tration of the temporal gooes, which thw rt*ctor took care of, 

ex officio. During the first two centuriea undtr the Sacred 

Congregation the mission rector \*&® always irremovable. 

During the nineteenth century removable rectors became the 

rule. 

(41) "At Britannicae sisalon«s generatlm in paroeciaa 
ad iuris trai ites erectae non sunt" (Leo XTII, Constitution 
Komanoa Fontiflcca. May 8, l#8l: ASS, v.13, p.4#7). 
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A church or chapel was necessary for each misalon 

station. Subsidiary chapels or stations were often esta­

blished by the Ordinary within their territory. 

At least several catholics were necessary to erect a 

mission station. 

They were moral persons owning their own ecclesiastical 

gooda. They were juridical entities having objective perpe­

tuity but were not parishea. 

ARTICLE 2 

SPKCIAL FEATUiir.S OF Suh£ MISSION STATIONS 

The Irremovable Rector. 

In 1852, the Sacred Congregation issued a decree for 

England ordering the Institution of some mission stations with 

irremovable rectora (42). The First Council of Westminster 

(a.I852) made rulea regarding their removal. The Bishop must 

establiah a council of Investigation made up of the older and 

proven priests of the diocese. The irremovable Rector could 

(42) "lis ordlnario praeflclatur rector r. issionarius ... 
attaj.en permanenter insti tutus habeatur" (S.C. of the Propaga­
tion of the Faith, Decree, April 21, l«i52; Collectlo Laeensia. 
v.3, eol 959a). 
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not be removed unless his case had been examined by three 

prieets of this commission and the Bishop had heard their 

advice. The Bishop would s>ake regulations as to the mode 

of procedure in this Investigation and submit them to the 

Sacred Congregation for approval (43). 

Irremovable rectora were introduced in the United 

States by the Third Council of Baltimore (a.l#B4). A mission 

atation was made Irremovable by the Bishop in the saise way 

aa it waa done In England (44)• Once a mission was esta­

blished as an irremovable one it could not afterwards be 

made movable (45). A priest to be made rector or an irre­

movable alsaion should: 

1) have worked in the diocese at least ten years; 

2) have proved himself capable of administering the mission 

in temporals and spirituals; 

3) be chosen by the concursua (46). 

He was bound to make the Profession of Faith on receiving 

(43) Concilium Provincialc tfeatmonaateriense I.a. 
1652. c.13, a.2.3.4: Collectlo Laeensia. v.3. col 925d) 

(*4) Acta, et Decreta Co-cilll Plensril Baltimorensls 
III, afl|fo, n»33, p.3l. 

(45) ibidem, n.34, p.22. 

(46) ibJLaem, n.36. 
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his mission (47). He could be removed only for a canonical 

eauae and with a formal trial (4b4). 

Did these Rectors have an office and therefore ordinary 

jurisdiction? The common opinion of authors both before and 

after the code CPPSS to be that they did not. This was the 

opinion held by Saith in hie work, Elements of Ecclesiastical 

Law. He submitted hie work to the Consultors of the Propa­

ganda for revision. In their report, they agreedwMthhim 

that these rectors were delegates of the Bishop (49). 

Ctuasl-Beneflcca. 

In 1B69, the Sacred Congregation ordered the Bishops 

of India to introduce the custom of stole fees and to make 

provision for the stable and certain support of the clergy 

(50). Accordlnf to the Second Council of Westminster (a.1655) 

(47) Smith, Sle: ents of itccleslastical Law, v.l, n.664, 
p.466. 

(4*) Acta et Decreta Concilil Plenarii Baltlmorensie 
III, a.iea*.. n.38. n.23. 

(49) "tta 1 Pas to r ! son delegat i e non verauiente Parro-
ch i " (Conaultore* Report, n . 2 : Smith, Elements of Ecc les i a s ­
t i c a l law, v . l . p . x x v l ) . For a f u l l diecussion of t h i s 
quest ion see G. Allen, De Benericlorum Paroecia l iua Existent!ft 
Ante Et Post Codlcem In Sta t lbua Foederatla Americae Sen t . r 
Eoase, Apud Custodians Librarian) Pont. I n s t l t u t i Utriusque 
I u r i s , 1935, p .64-69. 

(50) " . . . v o l u i t di l igent!am eplscoporum, ut prudenter 
provldeant induei paulatlm cbnsuetudinem atque . . • legem 
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a portion of the revenue of the church belonged to the 

Rector of the mission for hla decent eupport (51)* In 

Canada, the Rector recolved the tithes and oblations aa 

true parish priests. 

Were these benefices? 

Taunton calls then manual benefices (52). Howsver 

from the nature of theae stations before the code, they lacked 

two essential elements for a true benefice. 

1) These rectora lacked a strict ecclesiastical office. 

An office required ordinary jurisdiction attached to it and 

exercised by ths holder of the office in his own name (53)* 

Rectors of mission stations even when they were irremovable 

had only delegated jurisdiction which they exercised in the 

name of the Ordinary. 

aolvendl me^orata iura stolas ... atque ad certa tustenta-
tionis n.lnistroma sacrorum media stabllienda lnservlant" 
(O.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, Sept. 6, 
1669, n.23: Collectanea, v.2, n.1346, p.23). 

(51) *••• sivs tandem ex ea parte proventum eccleslae, 
-juac sibi coapetlt pro sua honesta sustentatlone" (Decreta 
Svnodl Proyinclalls westmonasteriensla. a.1355, c.6\ n.12: 
Collectlo Laceneis. v.3. col 9fi2d). 

(52) Taunton, The Law of the Church, p.539, n.4, s.v. 
Rectors. 

(53) Werni, lus Decretallua. v.2, pars 2, n.240, 
p.6. 
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2) They lacked subjective perpetuity. Benefices before 

the Code required both objective and subjective perpetuity 

(54). Objective perpetuity was that required of any soral 

person i.e. that it be established In perpetuity. Subjective 

perpetuity required that the holder of the benefice receive 

it in perpetuity also, i.e. that he be irremovable (55)-

Most mission rectors were removable. Those who were not 

had only del crated power. Therefore, mission stations were 

not true benefices. 

Thus the rectors of these stations did not hold a 

benefice but received an allowance (praestimoniura) or stipend. 

This allowance, according to Ferraris was " stipend taken 

from ecclesiastical income and given to a canon or other 

cleric for his support" (56). 

Conclusions• 

Some mission stations were made Irremovable during 

thla period. Once established as such, they could not be 

(54) S. Conslstorial, Resolution, March 13, 1668: 
ASS, v.j, p.508. 

(55) Warns, lus Decretalium. v.2, pars 2, n.5, p.9. 

(56) Ferraris, Prompts Blbllotheca. v.l, p.549, n.4, 
c.v. Bcneficlum. Regarding theae quaai-benefices In the 
United States cfr. Eonlnga, A., C.CS.R., Comaentarium In 
F&cult>atrec Apostollcaa. 4th ed., New York, Ben cigar Fratres, 
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changed afterwards to movable ones. 

There were special rules regarding the appointment 

and removal of their rectora. Theae did not hold an office 

but enjoyed only delegated jurisdiction. Except In the 

matter of appoint., ent and ran oval they were subject to the 

Ordinary in the same way as other rectora of mission stations. 

Misalon stations ware not true benefices but their 

rectora received an allowance for their support. 

ARTICLE 3 

THE ERECTION, DIVISION AHD DISiiEkSRATION 

OF MISSION STATIONS 

Mission stations were erected by the Ordinary or 

his delegate. In 1652, the S. C. of the Propagation of the 

Faith In a Decree (57) ordered these stations to be erected 

"by the authority of the Blahop". In 1881, Leo XIII declared 

that the limita of the mission were to be defined by the 

Bishop (58). In the same Constitution Romanos PontifIcea 

(57) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
April 21, 1852: Collectlo Laeensia. v.3, col. 959d. 

(58) Leo XIII, Constitution Romanos Pontificea. 
May 8, 1881: ASS, v.13 (1894), p.488": 
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he declared that the solemnities necessary when dividing 

a psrlsh were not to be extended to the division of a misalon 

atation. Nor waa anyone to urge the similarity between the 

two divisions. The obligation of observing these solemnities 

was a rcatrlctlon of liberty and therefore not to be extended 

to other cases, however almilar. Because in misaions there 

were alwaya peculiar circumstances which did not apply else­

where there could be many more reasons and lighter onea 

for dividing aieslon stations than those established by 

law for the division of parishes. Therefore the Blahop 

could divide a misalon station having consulted the Chapter 

or Council and the Rector of the mission. If the mission 

waa ad»lnletered by religious the Bishop must consult ths 

religious superior. After the division the Rector or the 

Superior could appeal to the Holy See but only in devolutive 

(59). 

The Pope went on to answer the question: whether 

the new mission thus established, if It were divided from 

a mission committed to religious waa also to be given to 

them. In this case the Bishop could appoint a religious 

rector or a secular one as he saw fit. The law waa silent 

(59) Ibidem. p.4«9. 
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on this point and therefore, the case was placed under the 

Bishop's authority. For the Bivhop has a right founded in 

law regarding everything that pertains to the administration 

of his diocese (60). 

In an Instruction to the Vicars A ?ostolic of China 

in 1<63, it was stated that the erection of n«w churchea 

and ciapels, the determining of the place ard necessity 

of these was reserved to the Ordinary. He was to do this 

by a public document which would declare that the edifice 

waa reserved for divine cult and placed under his jurisdiction. 

Thourh the faithful were obliged according to their clrcua-

atances to help In defraying the expenses they were not to 

build a new chattel or make any notable change in an old one 

unless ths Ordinary gave his consent (61). If the new 

church belonged to religious, however, the express permission 

of the Holy See and the Ordinary was necessary (62). 

(60) Loc. clt. 

(61) S.C. of the Propagation of th* Faith, Instruction, 
Oct. 18, 1883, 5 13: Collectanea, v.2, n.1606, p.194-195. 

(62) "... social 1 bus relipiosis novae sibi ssdee coneti-
tuere, erlgendo novas ecciealac ... nisi obtcnta prius expressa 
licentia Ordlnarli loci et Sedis Apoetolieae non llcere" (Leo 
XIII, Constitution Romanes PontifIcea. May 6, 1881; ASS, 
v.13, p.493). 
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Conclusions. 

The Ordinary elone was competent in the erection, 

division and dis^embration of mission stations. If he 

wished to divide or disuiember a station he was obliged to 

consult the chapter or his mission council, the rector of 

the station concerned and the religious superior If it were 

committed to religious. He was free to give the new station 

thus formed to religious or secular as he saw fit. Appeal 

could be made to the Holy See against his decree tut only in 

devolut ivo• 

Ho church or chapel could be erected in a mission 

station except by his authority. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Patronage was a system by which the catholic king 

supplied the men and the means for the missions. In return, 

he had the right to depute missionaries to the missions and 

to present them to all offices and benefices. The spiritual 

rule resided with the residential bishops and the missionaries. 

They established three types of missions: 

(a) parishes, canonically erected, 

(b) territorial divisions attached to a monastery or residence, 
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(c) monasteries and residences which had the care of souls 

on a peraonal basis i.e. they cared lor a certain group of 

the faithful. 

When the S. C. of the Propagation of the Faith was 

founded all the mlealons in the whole world were placed 

under its care. Missionaries were sent by the Holy See 

or by their religious superiors. They were aubject in the 

care of souls and la everything pertaining to the propagation 

of the Faith to the Vicar Apoatollc, who waa the representa­

tive of the Holy See in his territory. In their religious 

life, they were subject to their own superiors. 

The Ordinary tod charge of the founding of new 

taissione or churchea end the /rovernlnF of then, the admin­

istering of the sacraments, the organising and ruling of 

the faithful. 

Froei 1659, mission stations were always territorial 

divisions erected by the Ordinary and completely aubject to 

hla. Their rectors were appointed and transferred by him. 

They could be removed only with the permission of the Holy 

See. They were bound by a strict law of residence. They 

had only delegated jurisdiction. 
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In the century before the Code, the greatest develop­

ment in the law regarding mission stations took place. 

Their elements were defined. They were territorial divi­

sions, erected by the Ordinary, with their own church or 

chapel, their own Rector and people. They werp juridical 

entitles but not parishes or benefices. 

The tprritory of the diocese or quasi-dlocese that 

was not erected into canonical parishes was fradually to 

be Included within the limits of mission stations. 

A principal church or chapel was a necessary decent 

of these. Other stationu with chapels were erected by the 

Ordinary within the territory but they were subsidiary to 

the principal one. 

There wore two kinds of rectors; removable and irre­

movable ones. The former were the more common. Both kinds 

were 'cooperatores* of the Ordinary in the care of souls and 

had delegated jurisdiction. However they administered the 

goods of the rclwsion station, ex officio, under the vigilance 

of the Bishop. 

Some catholics were necessary to erect a mission 

station but the number was not determined. 

Mission stations were moral persons possessing their 

own ecclesiastical goods. 
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The erection, division and disoaerabration of mission 

stations were reserved to the Ordinary. In this matter, 

however, he must consult the mission Council, the Hector 

of the mission and the religious superior if the station 

were administered by religious. When a new station was 

erected, it could be given either to seculars or regulars 

as the Bishop sew fit. 
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CBAPTKR III 

THS ELEM:iNT3 OF JJI3S10N STATIONS 

In dealing with the legal status of mission stations, 

the first question to determine is the nature of mission 

statlona, themselves. What elements are necessary in the 

lav before a mission station can be erected? The discussion 

here le concerned vith those things that pertain to the 

essential featurea that belong to all mission stations. 

Special featurea will be reserved for a later inquiry. 

First of all, it is necessary to determine In a 

general way which elements are essential. Afterwards eaoh 

of these will be discussed in particular. 

ARTICLE I 

IN OKNXRA.L 

The i'reaent law. 

Nowhere in the Code la there a clear enumeration of 

ths elementa of mission stations. Can. 740 determines the 

right of ths priest to administer baptism in them. Can. 

1182 §2, 3 and Can. 533 §1, n.4 give rules regarding the 



THE ELEMENTS OF fiULAluN STATIONS 60 

administration of goods belonging to them. Can. 1162 §2 

determines the administrator of these goods. ;'heoe are 

the only direct references to mission stations in the 

Code. 

Before the Code, the Ordinary ..as bound to e s t a b l i s h 

mission s t a t i o n s in i-uoh a way tha t gradually the whole 

t e r r i t o r y , not divided into p a r i s h e s , w^uld be included 

in them. That t h i s s t i l l appl ies appears from the £ncy-

o l i c a l l e t t e r Heruxa ricclealae of Plus Al (1922-1939) given 

Feb. 26, 1926: 

"Therefore, raake this your aim that the seored 
preachers will be so distributed that no part 
of the territory will regain ./itĥ ut the 
preaching of the Gospel and be reserved for 
future evangelisation, therefore, spread out 
by means of residences, constituting mission­
aries in a certain place as a sort ot center, 
around which are established minor stations, 
co&miited to at least one eatechist and having 
a chapel to which the missionaries from the 
central station mutt go and »hioh they visit 
at stated intervals, to exercise their 
ministry" (1). 

(1) "Sacros igitur praeconee lta vcbis corcia sit 
dlspertlre, ut nulla terrltorii pars ab evangelli praedi-
catione vacet et in aliud teiupus exoolenda rcGervetur. 
<«,uare longlus, per mansiones, procedlte, mlsslonlbus in 
ali:tuo loco, tiuasi q.uodam centro, constituent la, quern locum 
minor es undl-iue etationes circumstent uni anltea catechistao 
oommlssae et sacra aedloula auotae, juas missionules e sede 
media ldentidem stato tempore, rainisteril causa, udeant 
at.iue invisant" (Fiue ^1, aineyalloal letter Herum Scoleslae, 
Feb. 28, 192ft: iuvS, v. 18 (1926), p.79-80). 
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Since the Code, the tf.C. of the Propagation of the 

Faith haa iaaued aeveral deoreee and inatruotions on mission 

matters. Some of them deal with aisslon stations and their 

rectors. 

Opinions of the Authors. 

t h a t i s tire nature of mission s t a t i o n s ? 

Bests c a l l s thorn the t e r r i t o r i a l p a r t s of a v i c a r i a t e or 

p re fec tu re which have not been divided in to q.uasi-parishes 

( 8 ) . Pugl iess defines them as d i s t r i c t s in which a mission­

ary exerc ises hla functions ( 3 ) . Vroraant says tha t mission 

s t a t i o n denotes a sec t ion of a v i c a r i a t e or prefec ture apos­

t o l i c . In t h i s d i s t r i c t the missionary propagates the 

Fai th and exeroiaos h i s minis t ry in the same way as a par i sh 

p r i e s t ( 4 ) . Orentrup would not r e s t r i c t thasa t o v i c a r i a t e s 

and prefec tures but otherwise would agree ^ i t h Vroraant ( 5 ) . 

Payen descr ibes thea as d i s t r i c t s which contain a p r inc ipa l 

(2) 0. Bes t s , In t roduc t lo in Codioem, 3rd e d . , College-
v i l l e , Minn., S t . John 's Abbey t r e s s , 1946, p . 5,13, n .4 

(3) A. Pugl ieae , De l u r e Mlaploaarlo in Commentarlua 
pro nc l l f l los ls e t Mias ionar l ie . v . 16 (1957 J. p.39~!l 

(4) Yroaant, l u s Kilssionarlorum. v . l , p . 8 . 

(5) Grentrup, l u s Misslonarlum. p . 2 . 
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Ptation and subsidiary onee ( 6 ) . According to Paventl, 

mission s tat ions are l i k e auasl-parishes. Therefore four 

elements are required in any mission s ta t ion; some t e r r i ­

tory , f a i t h f u l , a priest to whom has been given the care 

of sou l s , and a ohuroh, oratory or simple chapel decently 

furnished according to circumstanoes, in whloh the sacred 

functions can be held ( 7 ) . i&uxen would add to these elements 

that mission s tat ions are moral persons from the law (G). 

All of these def init ions are partly true . tfguren alone 

names a l l tho elements of mission s ta t ions . That these 

stat ions are not confined to v icariates and prefectures 

appears from the decree issued in 1920* It was deolared 

that part of the terri tory of mission diocese could be l e f t 

without parochial l imi t s ( 9 ) . Thus mission stat ions may be 

erected in mission diooeaes aloo. That the Keet;r exercises 

(6) tjonlta lianklneneia (2 v o l . , 2nd ed. post codioem, 
£l-Ka-wei, Typis Orphanotrophii i^ou-ae-we, 1933), v . l , 
p .80. 

(7) X. Paventl, i)e Stations ^lssionatli et Vloarlo 
Cooperatorl jvlsslonall In Monitor EcolealentTcus. v.64 (1952), 

(0) I . iSguren, Do Conditions luridlca ^jgalonaril in 
Studla Misaionalla. Romae, Apud Aedea ^ontificl i ie Lniversi-
t a t i s Oregorlanae, v .8 (1950), p.148, 183, §10. 

(9) 3 .C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
Dec. 9 , 1920, n . l : A.A6, V. 13 (1921), p.10, n . l . 
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his ministry in the same way as the Parish wriest can only 

be accepted as a broad exa..;>le. In fact, in the spiritual 

administration he has no exolusive jurisdiction or rights, 

no ordinary power and where there are two or more priests 

in the mission, by the common law he is merely the first 

among equals. 

However, these stations are lixe quasi-pariehea. 

They have tueir o«n territory, a church or chapel, a 

reotcr, some faithful and are moral persons from the law. 

Thus trere are five distinct elements in mission stations, 

namely: 

1) an Imperfect territorial division of a tide si on 

diocese, vicariate, prefecture or nisslon sul juris. 

2) a church or chapel, 

3) a rector to whom has been coram!tted the care of 

souls, 

4) fa i thful , 

5) moral pe r sona l i ty from the law. 

AJUTICLK I I 

TeaKiTor.i/u. JJIVISIQK 

There are four questions to be answered with regard 

to the t e r r i to ry of a mission s ta t ion . F i r s t , does a mission 
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station require territory? Second, what is the nature of 

the Units of this territory? Third, where oan these bound­

aries be eyt&blioaod? I«stly, ma> two or vaof9 mission sta­

tion! be erected in the aare territory? 

Therefore, t):o following «JH» dealt wlthi first, the 

necessity or a territorial division whan erecting mission 

stations} secondly, the nature of this division; thirdly, 

ths territory in which this? division oan be made and lastly, 

mission stations established for different languages or tribes. 

The Necessity of Territorial Division. 

All authors w:io treat of the subject agree that mission 

stations are territorial divisions. Some call them distriots 

or parts of a vicariate but all agree that a mission station 

requires some territory* 

From the founding of the S.C. of the Propagation of 

the Faith, a division of territory was always favoured and 

during- the latter part of the nineteenth century, was always 

required, in establishing a mission station. 

1) The present law is contained in Can. 11&2 &2 and 

in the Encyclical Herum Eccleslae of Pius XI, which has been 

noted above. Can. Ilc2 J2 roads 

"Alao offerings made for the benefit of a 
pariah or laiseion, or of a ohuroh situated 
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within thp l i m i t s of a par ish or mission, 
are administered by the pariah wriest or 
the laisalonary . . . " 

i ) The f i r s t question tha t a r i s e s i s with 

regard t o the meaning of miaslo in t h i s Canon, authors 

d i s ag ree . Vroa&nt th inks t ha t I t appl ies to luas i -par i shes 

(10 ) . Yermeersoh-Creusen holds the same opinion but uses , 

as an example, mission s t a t i o n s in England before the 

Code (11 ) . Payen (12) , Paventl (13) , Orentrup (14) and 

Eguren (15) hold tha t I t means mission s t a t i o n s . This l a t t e r 

seems t o be the correct opinion. 

a) In t h i s canon the par ish and the mission, 

the pariah p r i e s t and the missionary are compared and opposed. 

a l l authors agree t h a t the meaning of paroecla i s a canonlo-

a l l y erected pa r i sh and parochua means a canonical par ish 

p r i e s t . Kow, according t o Can. Slfi §3 , a quas l -par i sh Is a 

(10) Vromant, l oo , e l t . 

(11) A. Vermeersch-J. Creusen, epitome I u r i s Cattoniei 
(3 v o l . , 6th e d . , Wechlinae-Komae, H. bessa in , 1340-1346), v . l , 
p .472, n . 3 . 

(12) Monlta jNanKinansja, v . l , p .153 , n . 2 . 

(13) Pavent l , Breylarlum l u r l a wdsalonal l s . Homae, 
Catholic hook Agency, 1952, "p.23c". 

(14) Orentrup, l o c . c l t . 

(15) Kguren, l o c . o l t . 
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esnonleslly erected parish. The only difference between a 

pariah la mission territory and a quasi-parlsh Is In the 

hlerarchloal unit to whloh they belong. Thua a quaal-pariah 

automatically becomes a pariah when a vicariate apostolic 

is erected into a diocese (16). In the same way If a diocese 

were auppreased and returned to the etatua of a vie arlate 

apoatollc the pariahes would automatically become quaal-

parlshes (17). Thua to aay that alsjsJLo in this canon applies 

to quae!-parlahea la to say that both worda refer to the 

same thing. The caee la even clearer with regard to paroohus 

and aisslonarius. Can. 451 §2 n.l states that iuasi-perish 

priests come under the name of pariah priests In the law. 

Therefore, la this canon mlsslp does not mean a q.uasl-parish 

nor does alsalonarlus mean a luasl-parish prieat• 

b) In doubt about the sense of a lav we 

are to seek out parallel passages to find the meaning. This 

comparison between parish and mission is made again in §3 of 

thia same oanon with regard to the administration and the 

report to be made to the Ordinary. It la made in Can. 533 

§1 n.4, with regard to the investment of funds given to the 

U6) C.J.C.. Can 216 §3. 

(17) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
Dec. 9, 1920, n.l} AAS, V.13 (lv£l), p.18, tt.2. 
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parish or mission. Both of these laws regarding missions 

were contained In the Constitution Roman03 rontlfloea of 

Leo IIII (18). Leo Aill in the sa&e eonstltutlon described 

what he meant by a mission, I.e. "the limits established 

by the Ordinary within whloh a religious exercised the care 

of souls'* (19). These were not parishes or quasl-parishes 

In the sense in which the Code uses that term. They were 

mission atatione. 

Mow according to can, 6 n.3, we must Interprete 

that part of the law which repeats the law before the Code 

in the meaning of the old law. Therefore can. 1182 §2 and 3 

and Can. 533 §1 n.4 refer to mission stations when they use 

the word alaslo. 

0) This Is confirmed by reference to the 

Faculties granted by the S.C. of the Propagation of the 

Faith to Ordinaries under its jurisdiction. In Formula I 

of the faculties granted before 1941, Faculty 19 uses the 

words "in actu visltationis paroeclae ruasi-paroeoiae et 

miaaionla" (20) and Faculty 25, "Asaignandi penslonea iuasi-

(18) Leo AIJI, Constitution ftonanoa pontlilces. -uay 8, 
1681; ASS, V.13 (1894), p.494. 

(19) Ibidem, p.488. 

(20) S.C. of the iropagation of the Faith, Formula 
Prima (major). ni l9i Syllo^o Prseclpuorua. Doc .yentoruja 
Recentium Suiamorum yonti f ici'ua, ot S. Cor^'fp?aHonlB de Fro pa-
ganda'^lde neonpn^alla^^^ Hoaaanarum"ad" 
uautu kiaalonarloyuai, Typis 7^1^IotTii*'^tTcaHIaTT^JB , p.584. 
THeral!naTte'r citecTas isylloge) • 
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parochic vel aisslonarius ... raslgnantibus quasl-paroeelaa 

vel missiones" (21). Here there la no doubt about the 

meaning of mission. In each of these faculties it is compared 

and opposed to parishes and ju&ei-parlshee and therefore can 

mean only mission stations as such. 

Now since the natural meaning in the context, the 

meaning In parallel places and the law before the Code are 

In agree£wnt that mission when opposed to parish means a 

mission station, in our interpretation of the law, this opi­

nion has been followed. 

ii) Can. 1182 §2 supposes s. territorial 

division when speaking of mission stations. *nd this division 

is like that of parlahea. There la no doubt that the phrase 

*within the limits of the parish* refers to the territory 

within the boundaries of the parish. Kow tne same phrase 

is used of also ion station** and has the same moaning i.e. 

the territory within the boundaries of the mission station. 

Therefore, mission stations are territoriel divisions. 

2) Plus XI in the encyoliosl herum jSccieslse ordered 

the establishment of mission stations. These stations were 

to have s central residential station and surrounding it, a 

(£1) Ibidem, n.25, p.505. 
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group of subsidiary atatione, all of them in charge of the 

missionary. The reason for establishing them was that no 

part of the territory would lack the preaching of the mission­

ary (22). Now it is evident that the ministrations of the 

missionary were not to be restricted to the stations them­

selves but were to cover the whole territory for which the 

stations were established. Otherwise, It could not be said 

that no part of the territory lacked the preaching of the 

missionary. 

Therefore, mission stations require some territory 

attached to them. 

3) This interpretation la confirmed in the letter to 

the Biahops, Vicars and Prefects Apostolic and Superiors of 

uissions regarding the report to be sent every five years 

to the S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, question 8 

aaka: whether the parish registers are kept in "each diatrlot, 

pariah or quaai-parlah* (23). Question 4 asks: "Into what 

Christianities or sections or dlstriota or other boundariea 

is the misalon divided** (24). Thla does not refer to pariahes 

(22) Plus £1, Kiicyclical Letter herum Ecclesias. Feb. 
28, 1926: AAS, v.18 (1926), p.79-80. 

(23) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Letter, 
April 16, 1922, n.l! AAS, V.14 (1922), p.289, n.8. 

(2*> Ibidem. p.288, n.4. 
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or quasl-parlshes. Question 5 ooncerns them (25). Nor are 

they rural deaneries, question 6 refers to them (26). 

Thuc, In this letter, It Is taken for granted that mission 

stations are territorial diviaiona. 

4) Last of all this Is confirmed by the Council of 

Shanghai (a 1924) which decrees that missionaries are bound 

to reside in the district or mission which has been committed 

to them by the Ordinary (27). The Regional Council of Corea 

(1931) has in its first decree a description of mission 

stations. Thsy are the territory comprising the central 

residential station and ordinarily aeveral secondary stations, 

the care of which has been committed to a missionary rector 

(28). 

Thua, the first element of mission stations is their 

territoriality. 

The Mature of the Territorial Division of mission stations. 

The special note regarding the boundaries of mission 

(25) Ibidem, n.5. 

(26) Ibidem, p.289, n.6. 

(27) jprlmum Corsilium Slnense anno 1924, n.118, p.59. 

(28) Acta et Decrata Prisd Conclllj Keglonalls coreanl. 
1931, Hongkong, Typis Nazareth, 1932, n.l. 
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stations Is that they are Imperfect divisions of territory. 

In a deoree of the aacred Congregation, Dee. 9, 1920, un­

divided territory is described as that territory which has 

no parochial limits (29). Thus the limits of a parish or 

quasi-parish are complete divisions separating the ordinary 

jurisdiction of one .Parish Priest from that of another, 

since mission stations are not parishes their boundaries 

are not perfect, i.e. they are not parochial boundaries and 

therefore aay be lacking in one or other of the notes of 

parochial limits. 

Now the boundaries of parishes must be distinct, per­

manent and circumscribe the territory in which a true parish 

priest exercises the care of souls. None of theae notes 

ajply to the boundaries of mission stations* However, these 

latter must indicate some territory. 

1) The boundaries of mission stations need not be 

distinct. Pius XI indicates that they must determine whloh 

subsidiary stations are attached to each mission station (30). 

This is a sufficient indication of boundaries. However, 

(29) S.C. of the propagation of the Faith, Deoree, 
Deo. 9, 1920, n.l: AAS, V.13 (1921), p.16, n.l. 

(30) Pius A1, Encyclical Letter Herum aoclealas. 
Feb. 28, 1926: AAS, v.18 (1926), p.79-80. 
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they may be quite clear. In some of the better developed 

mission ctatlona, e.g. In many ; issions in China, the 

boundaries follow the civil divisions or a street or a river 

and Indicate the territory of the mission station aa clearly 

aa parish boundaries indicate the territory of a parish. 

But this Is not neoessary. 

In other missions the boundaries may be established 

aa the territory In which a certain dialect is spoken or in 

which a certain nomadic tribe dwells. They may be act as 

the halfway mark between two mission stationa (31). Often only 

the groupa of chriatian or the Christianities attaohed to the 

atatlon are named (32). However, what la necessary and suffi­

cient Is that the subsidiary stations be Indicated. 

2) The boundaries of misalon stations need not be 

permanent. They need be set only for a time. This was the 

law before the Code and has not been changed by It. Thua a 

subsidiary station may be attaohed to one mission station 

for a year and then transferred to another according to 

the needs of the diocese. 

3) The boundaries of mission stations ciroumscribe 

(31) Leo XIII, Constitution Komanos I ontlflces. May 8, 
1881: ASS, V.13 (1894), p.489. 

(32) S.C. of the Propagation of th© Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, V.12 (1920), p.332, n.4. 



THS JLiWSNTS OF MISSION STATIONS 93 

the territory within whloh a missionary exercises the care 

of aouls. This waa the description given by Leo XI1I in 

his Constitution Romanes jr'ontlfioes (33). They divide the 

jurisdiction of one rector from that of another. Hot that 

all rectora may not be given jurisdleti on for the whole 

territory of the diocese or quasl-dloeese. But that the 

boundaries of mission stations show where he will ordinarily 

exercise this jurisdiction. In raany mission dioceses all 

missionaries are granted faculties both in the Internal and 

external forum for the whole of the undivided territory of 

that diocese, e.g. diocese of Kongmooa, China (34). But 

the mission station limits circumscribe the territory in 

which the cure of souls has been admitted to the missionary 

and in which he is bound to exercise it. 

In many other missions, jurisdiction in the external 

forum is given to the Kector of the misalon only, at least 

with regard to liceity. Thua in the diocese of Ranching, 

China, the mission boundaries divide the Jurisdiction of 

the rector not for validity but for liceity (35). 

(33) Leo XIII, Constitution Romanes ?ontlfloes. 
May 8, 1881: ASS, V.13 (1894), p.488\ " 

(34) Mission Manual of the Vicariate of xLonnaoon 
(South China). Hongkong. Hazaroth Press. 1^37. a.147. 

(36) Monitft *Nanklnon«la. v.l, r>.88, n.4. 
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On thp other hand the boundaries may divide the 

jurisdiction of the rectorc both for liceity and validity. 

In all these cases the diocesan statutes, the decrees of 

Hegional and Plenary Councils and the particular delegation 

of the missionary In question will determine what division 

of jurisdiction has been made in a particular mission station. 

The Ordinary should grant these faculties without ambiguity, 

especially sith regard to those that concern matrimony (36). 

4) Mission station boundaries must be established aa 

sueh by the competent ecoleslastleal auperior. Thle subject 

will be dealt with more fully, when the erection of mission 

stations Is discussed, it is enough to note here that 

when there Is a doubt as to the status of a territory i.e. 

whether It is a parish or only a mission station, the 

determining fsetor will be what the intention of the 

ecclesiastical superior was (37). For it Is the will of 

the ecclesiastical superior In erecting these boundaries 

that determines the nature of them. 

(36) "Id quoqu* ad ordlnem eervandua, vltandamque 
eonfuslonoa mirifice conduoet ut nlmlrun facultates quae 
missionnrlis eommunicantur, prassertim vero matrimonialas, 
absque ambagibus Iisdem ostendatur** (S.C. of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Instruction, Sept* 8, 1869: Collectanea, v.2, 
n.1346, p.22, §10.) 

(37) Ferraris, Proiapta Blbllotheoa. v.6, p.75, n.ll, 
s.v. Parochla. 
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The Territories Which nay be Divided into Mission Stations. 

1) The territory of parishes or luasi-parlshes may 

not be divided into misalon stations, with the establish­

ment of parishes and quasl-parlshes all ohapels, churches 

and oratories beoome subsidiary ones and regain in dependence 

to the parish ohuroh (38). According to Can. 464 §1, the 

Parish Priest Is bound to exercise the care of souls with 

regard to all his parishioners. This Includes the people 

of theee subsidiary atatione. There are certain exemptions 

which can be granted but mission stations are not among 

them. To erect a mission atatlon, a Hector must be appointed 

to whom is committed the oars of souls in his territory. 

The curate with eere of souls in a pariah la under 

the direction of the Parish Priest who directs him In 

the oare of aoula (39). The missionary rector is considered 

a curate of the Ordinary and Is dependent on him In the 

esre of souls (40). Therefore, If any division Is made 

of the territory of a parish a new parish or perpetual 

(38) 8.0. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.8. 

(39) C.J.C.. Can 476 §7. 

(40) 3.C. of the Fropagatlon of the F a i t h , I n s t r u c t i o n , 
Ju ly 26 , 1920, n . l : AAS, V.18 (1920), p .332 , n . 7 . 
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Vicarage must be established, according to Can. 1427 §1. 

Thus a mission station may not be ereoted within 

the bouiidarlea of a pariah. 

2) A misalon station may not be erected within a 

diooese which is not subject to the S.C. of the Propagation 

of the Faith. 

According to Can. 216 §1, the territory of dioceees 

is to be divided Into distinct territorial parts which are 

parishes. This division must cover the whole territory of 

the dioceee. In 1919, the c*.C. Consistorial declared that 

where churchee la dioceees oould not be erected into parishes 

they were to be considered as subsidiary churches or chaplain­

cies in some parish upon whloh they were to remain dependent 

until they could become parishes themselves (41). Thua, in 

dioceses under the Conslstorial, the whole territory of the 

dioceses must be Included within the boundaries of the 

parishes erected in the diocese. How, mission stations cannot 

be erected within the boundaries of a parish. Therefore, 

none of the territory of a diocese under the Corslstorial 

may be erected into mission stations. 

3) Mission stations may be erected in undivided 

(41) S.C. Cons 1storlal, Declaration, Aug. 1, 1919, 
n.l: **£, v.ll (1919), p.346, n.3. 
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territoriea within hierarchical unite under the S.C. of the 

Propagation of the Faith. These are the dioceses, vicariates 

and prefectures apostolic and missions sul Juris which are 

subject to the Fropeganda. 

a) Vicariates and prefectures apostolic. 

Vicariates and prefectures apoatollc are to be divided 

into quasl-parlshes whers this can be done conveniently (42). 

However, this division Is not to be aade prematurely but the 

Vlear or Prefect Apostolic is to consider the good of eouls 

and the increase of the Catholic Faith (43). Nor la it 

necessary to wait till the whole territory may be divided 

into quaal-parishes. iaoh quasi-pariah should be ereoted 

when it la ready. Thua in a vicariate or prefecture all 

or part of the territory may be left without quasi-parochial 

limits (44). This is called undivided territory (45). In 

this undivided territory the Vicar or irefect must prepare 

for the establishment of quasi-pariahes (46). lie is bound 

U £ ) C J . C . can 216 §2. 

(43) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.oJ2, n.2. 

(44) Ibidem, n.3. 

(45) &.C. of the Propagation of the Fuith, decree, 
&eo. 9, 1980, n.l: AA8, v.13 (1921), p.18, n.l. 

(46) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: ̂ 8 , V.12 (1920), p.332, n.l. 
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to eetablish aiasion stations in such a way that no part of 

ths territory will be left without the preaching of the 

Gospel (47). Therefore mission stations may be erected 

in the undivided territory of a Vicariate or Prefecture 

Apoatollc. 

b) Dioceses subject to the Propaganda. 

in dioceses subject to the sacred Congregation, part 

of ths territory may be left without parochial limita. 

These dioceses are still in a mission state and are to be 

considered aa missions (48). Thua, unlike dioceses subject 

to the Consistorial, those subject to the i'rop&gonda may 

have all or part of their territory, undivided. In theae, 

they fall under the aaae rule as vicariates and prefectures 

apostolic. 

o) Missions aui iuris. 

In an audience with the Holy Father, Plus XI, Nov* 7, 

1929, Cardinal Van ftossum requested that the code of canon 

Law be made applicable to missions aui Juris in everything 

that regarded Prefects Apostolic and prefeoturee apostolic 

(47) Pius JOL, Snoyoliool Letter xierum liooleslas. 
Feb. 28, 1926: AA8, V.18 (1926), p.79-80"; 

(48) S.C. of the Propagation of tho Faith, Decree, 
lieo. 9, 1920, n.l: AA&, V. 13 (1921), p.18, n.l. 
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The Holy Father granted this as requested (49). Therefore, 

Mission stationa can be erected in the territories of 

missions aui juris. 

Thua, mission stationa may be ereeted in the undivided 

territoriea of mission dioceses, vicariates, prefectures and 

missions sul Juris but not within the territories of dioceses 

subject to the o.C. Coneistorlal nor In any parish or quasi-

parlsh. 

Mission Stations Established for Different Languages or Tribes. 

May the ordinary erect two mission stationa in the 

same territory? May he erect different stations for different 

languages or tribes dwelling in the same territory? 

Before the Code these were erected by the ordinary, 

de facto, but there does not seen to be any general law with 

regard to them. In the United States, where a great many 

of these were ectabllshed, even the Third Council of Baltimore 

does not mention them. In Canada, some seem to have been 

established in this way for the Indians. Faculties were 

granted to the missionaries within their respective missions 

end with regard to the Indians only (50). 

(49) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Nov. 7, 
3-929: ayllogj. n.146, p.347. 

(50) wLea mioslonnairea des ..auvttges joulront dans 
leura missions respect Ives, et a l'dgard des a&uvages 
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Since the Code, the Ordinary is forbidden to erect 

language parlohea or national parishes in the same territories, 

without an lndult from the Holy see (51). Dope this apply 

to the erection of mlealon stations? 

It seems that It does not. This canon Is a restrict­

ion of the free exercise of the rights of the Ordinary. For 

the Ordinary has a right founded la law *ith regard to every­

thing pertaining to the administration of hla territory (52). 

In this case, the canons of the Code are to be strictly Inter­

preted (53). Mow Can. 216 §4 mentions parishes only and 

therefore, it Is not to be extended to another case no 

matter how similar It may be. Therefore It seems that 

this canon does not apply to mission stations. 

Nor Is there any special decree regarding language 

or national mission stations. In this matter the law la 

silent. Therefore it is left to the Ordinary or to Provincial 

seulement, de tous les pouvoirs dent nous pourrione user 
nous-meme..• * (Mandement of Bishop Hubert. Bishop of «.ucboc. 
Oct. 28, 1793, nrt.I7: Tetu-Qsgnbn* Uanaements, Let tree Pasto­
rales et Clrculalree dec Hvftguea de tuebeo. v.2. >j,497i 

(6i) C«J.C«* Can 216 §4. 

(52) Leo XIII, Constitution hoaanea Pont Ificea. May 8, 
1881: AA8, V.13, p.488. 

(53) C.J.C., Can 19. 
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and Plenary Councils to decide this matter. Thus It seems 

that where no provision has been made In these Councils, 

the ordinary is free to ereot mission stations for people 

of different nations or tribes or languages who dwell in 

ths earns territory. He Is bound only to consider the good 

of souls m.a the increase of the catholic Faith. 

ABTICLK III 

THS CKUKCH OH CHAPIL 

The Necessity of a Church or Chapel. 

"Those regions with a permanent residence for the 

missionary and his principal church, are called mission 

stations'* (54). Thus, Vromant In his definition and through­

out his work would have the church as a necessary element 

of mission stations. Paventl however holds that a seai-

publlc oratory or a simple chapel or plaee suitably furnished 

in which the sacred functions can be held is sufficient (55). 

This seems to be the correct opinion. 

(54) Vromant, lus Wleaionarlorum. v.2, p.287, n.266. 

(55) Paventl, Brevlfetrlua Iuris Klsalonalls. p.134. 
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In the lew before the Code, a church waa not re­

quired for a principal atatlon. Nor haa this been changed 

by the Code. Nowhere In the Code or the decrees since the 

Code have ohurehes or public oratories boen required In 

constituting a mission station. On the other hand, Pius >>I 

In the Knoyollcal Herum Scclealae seems to imply that 

churches will be ereeted only In the more Important etatlons 

i.e. those with a large number of Inhabitants or in the place 

of residence of the Bishop, Vloar or Prefect Apostolic (56). 

tfven here as will be seen from the text, ohurehes are only 

conditional. Therefore, churches do not seem to be a necessary 

element of mission stations. 

Thla conclusion Is confirmed In the instruction of 

the S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith regarding the 

report to be cent to the congregation by Biahops, Vicars, 

Prefeeta and mission Superiors aubject to the Sacred 

Congregation. Here the queatlon la aaked: whether In the 

prlnolpal churchea and chapels the Bleased Sacrament oan 

(56) "... si lie in loels, ubi sedem domiciliumiue 
ipsorum vestrum, Venerabiles Fratres, Oilectl Fill!, consti­
tuent is, itemque in ampliorlbua ob Inoolarum numerum 
stationlbus, domum Del ...patere opua est, vitandum tamen 
ne sumptuosa ...templa ...exoitentur" (plus XI, iSnoyellcal 
letter Herum Ecclesias. Feb. 88, 1926: A 3, v.18 (1926), 
p.80). 
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be reserved (57). under the conditions existing in missions 

theee principal chapela where the Blessed saorament is 

reeerved, could only exist In the residential station of 

the missionary. 

From all thia, it seems that a church or public 

oratory la not required, to establish a mission station. 

From the nature of the case, however, some place 

suitably furnished in which the sacred functions can be 

held is necessary. This is a direct conclusion from the 

purpose of mission stations. Like missions in general their 

purpose is to increase the number of faithful and to conso­

lidate the faith among the neophytes. To carry out this 

purpoae, there must be some place where the aaored functions 

can be held. It would be impossible to spread the Faith 

without the sacrifice of the Macs and the sacraments. 

Therefore at least this is necessary. 

These places have been ealled chapels. The reason 

is that many of them do not fulfil the requlresnenta necessary 

for oratories under the Cods. 

(57) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Inatruotlon, 
June 11, 1942: AAS, v.34 (1942), p.348. 
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Many Mission chapels are not Churchea or Oratories. 

A church is a sacred edlfioe dedicated to divine 

worship, tho chief purpoee of whioh la that all the faithful 

may use It for public worship (58). An oratory is a plaoe 

destined for divine worship but its chief purpoee is not 

test all the people may use it to perform public acts of 

religion (59). Thua, the principal difference between a 

church and oratory is that the first purpose of the oratory 

is not the accommodation of all the faithful (60). 

A public oratory la one whose purpose Is Indeed the 

accommodation of some collage or even private persons but 

la such a way that all the faithful have the right, when 

legitimately established, of attending, at least during 

divine service (61). A public oratory is ruled by ths same 

lav as churchea (62). 

Before a churoh or public oratory may be used for 

t88* C.J.C.. 2aa 1161. 

(59) C.J.O.. Can 1188 §1. 

(60) F. Capello, Sumaa Iuris C •:.:-aic|i (3 vol., 5th ed., 
Basse, Apud Jiedec Uni vers lta tie Cregci -Ian <e, 1940-1945), 
V.8, p.388, B.424. 

<**) C.J.C.. can 1188 §2 n.l. 

t**> C«J»C.. Can 1191 §1. 
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the sscred offices it must be solemnly blessed or conse­

crated (63). &oat mission ehapela are not solemnly blessed 

or consecrated. Nor can they be. If the Ordinary prudently 

foresees that a church or public oratory will, in the 

future, be converted to profane uses he m&y not give his 

consent to the building of the church or public oratory, 

if it is built already he may not bless or consecrate It 

(64). The chapels of most mission stations are temporary 

chapels. If, In the future, there are large numbers of 

converts the intention Is to build a church. In the mean­

time, a room In the priests' residence or some other suit­

able building is used for divine worship. The intention 

from the beginning is that these will be used for other 

purposes when a church can be built. Under these conditions, 

the Ordinary Is forbidden to ereot or bless or consecrate 

a church or public oratory. 

ftior ordinarily, are theae ehapela secl-publio ora­

tories. They are not established for a ooimunity or group 

of the faithful but their chief purpoae la that all the 

faithful may come there for divine worship, sometimes a 

(*3) C-J»C-» Can 1191 §2, U65 1. 
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csml-publlc orstory is used as the mission atatlon chapel. 

But a chapel srseted for this purpoee clone oould not be 

s aemi-public orstory. Therefore moot mission atatlon ehapela 

are neither churches nor oratories. 

statue of theae Chapcic. 

These ehapela are not established under the law of 

the Code but are the reault of aeveral facultiea granted by 

ths Holy Sss to Biahops, Vieara, Prefects and ission 

Superiors. They are halls or rooms aet aalds for divine 

worship, temporarily, by the authority of the Ordinary. The 

plsss Itself must be decent and suitably furnished for the 

holding of the sacred functions. 

In these chapels the sacrifice of the Mass may he 

celebrated, ths Bishop may permit the reservation of ths 

Blessed Sacrament and the parochial sacraments aay bs 

administered. 

1) Maca may bs oelebrsted. 

According to ths Code, masa must be celebrated in 

a ohuroh or oratory (65). However, mission Ordinaries ars 

granted ths faculty to permit the celebration of mass on a 

(65) C.J.Q*. Can 822. 
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portable altar In oaae of necessity (66). Here the portable 

altar la to be understood as In Can. 822 §3, I.e. to cele­

brate Haas out aide a ohuroh or oratory. The condition for 

the uss of thia faculty la "in oaae of necessity" and is 

certainly fulfilled whenever a priest says mass in a mission 

station chapel even from his own devotion (67). 

2) The Blessed saorament may be reserved. 

According to the Code, the Blessed Saorament 

aay be reserved in certain ohurehes and oratories but not 

outside of thea except with an Apoatollc lndult (68). It 

must be reserved in an immovable tabernacle in the middle 

of the altar (69). 

The Faoulties granted to mission Ordinaries however 

allow tho Ordinary to pexmit the reservation of the Blessed 

sacrament for the sick In a decent place, even outside 

the tabernacle, if there is danger of sacrilege (70). 

(66) Facultates Deoennales Macrae Congre^ationic De 
iJrop. Fide. Formula Major. Jan. 1. 195*1. n.4: Paventl. 
Breviarlua Iuris Miselonalla. p.245. 

(67) Vromant, lua , lasionariorum. v.5, p.32, §36, 
n.3. 

(68) C«J.C Can 1265 §1, 2. 

(69) C.J.C.. Can 1269. 

(70) Facultates .Deoennales Sacrae Congre^ationla De 
Prop. Fide. Formula Major* Jan. 'A7T*W"5I. n.los paventl. 
Brevierlum Iuris Mlsslonalja. p.247. 
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Thus, this faculty permits the Blehop to dispense from both 

the above-mentioned laws of the Code. 

Is the danger of sacrilege a necessary condition to 

the use of this faculty? For lnctanoe, where there was no 

church or oratory could the Bishop permit the priest to 

reserve the Blessed sacrament in one of these ehapela? 

And this, even, if there were no sick at the moment? The 

S.C. of Kites was asked this question in 1671 regarding this 

faculty. The baored congregation replied: "In the affirmative 

aa la evident from the tenor of the induit" (71). The pur­

pose of the faculty is that the sick may be able to receive 

Viaticum or even outside the danger of death, Holy Communion. 

And where this necessity exists the Bishop aay permit the 

reservation outside the church or oratory. However, in 

this caee the lav with regard to the tabernacle would bind 

einee there is no necessity to dispense with it. 

Therefore in these mission chapels the Bishop can 

permit the reservation of the Blessed ^aoru^ent in an immov­

able tabernacle in the middle of the altar. 

(71) "Hum vl huiua faeultatia licett laiasionarlo commo-
rantl la lools ab ecolesia vel oratorlis, longe distantlbua, 
servare ail^uas aacras Hostlas in loco decent1 pro infirmla 
forte ocourrentibua, ojiamvis aotu nulli ibi inflrml reperlan-
tur. E. Affirmative, prout liquet ex ipso induit1 tenore" 
(S.C. of Hites, Response, Feb. 4, 1871, n.l, §5: Collectanea. 
v.S, a.1365, p.45). 



THS SLOMSNTS OF MISSION STATIONS 109 

3) Solemn Baptism may be administered. 

The proper place of solemn baptism is in the 

baptistry of s ohuroh or public oratory (72). Solemn 

baptism may be administered in private houses in the two 

cases mentioned la Can. 776 §1. 

In the missions however many people live a long 

distance from a church or public oratory. In most mission 

stations there are no churches or public oratories. Even 

where there is a church In the residential station a great 

many people live a long distance from it and it is morally 

impossible for them to bring their infants to the church to 

receive solemn baptism. 

On the other hand, solemn baptism is to be administered 

except In the cases mentioned in Can. 759 (73)* Even where 

the ceremonies have been omitted they are to be supplied 

forthwith in the church except in the case of Can. 759 §2. 

Under the conditions mentioned above it le impossible 

to carry out both precepts of the law. For in this case, it 

is Impossible ever to administer solemn baptism if the precept 

with regard to the place haa to be fulfilled. Thus there is 

(72) C.J.C.. Can 773. 

(73) C.J.C.. Can 755 * 1. 
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a conflict of laws between the precept to administer soleun 

baptlam and the precept to administer it in a church or 

public oratory. In this case the decision will be in favour 

of the one to be baptised. Therefore, eoler.>n baptism may 

be given outside the church or public oratory and certainly 

in mission chapels, if possible (74). 

4) The confessional may be placed in these ehapela. 

The confessional for women must always be in a 

connpicuoue place and generally in a church or public oratory 

or in a eeml-publlc oratory destined for women (75). The 

proper place for sacramental confession is a church or public 

oratory or a semi-public oratory (76). Both of these canons 

are not so strict that, for a just cause, the confessional 

may net be had In another place (77). This just cause is 

always present in these mission cherele i.e. that the people 

aay receive the eacra&ents without prave inconvenience. There-

(74) Paventl, Brevjarlmn IurisJ4!BS1oralis, p.198-199; 
Vromant, lus Mlsslonarlorum. v.lr p.101; c?r also Prlmum 
Concilium Slnencs. n.257. p.103! S.C. of Rites, Response, 
Feb. 4, 1871, n.3: Collectanea. v.2, n.1365, p.46. 

(75) C.J.C.. Can 909. 

(76) C.J.C.. Can 908. 

(77) Capello. De Sacrament^a (5 vo l . , 2nd to 6th ed., 
Romae, Marlettl, 1945-WQ), v .2, p.656, n.2. 
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fore, the confessional may be placed in mission ehapela. 

5) Certain of the Apostolic Facultiea may not be 

used In theee chapels. 

Some of the Apostolic Faculties are granted for 

churches and public oratories, only. These are N. 9, 10, 

11, in the Major Formula (78). Since thepe chapel* are 

neither churches nor oratories, these faculties may not be 

used in them (79). In a letter to the Superior General of 

the Scheut Missionaries the Sacred Congregation declared that 

in these faculties "church* was to be taken in its strict 

canonical sense (60). While this is only a private reply 

it declares the evident meaning of the Faculties. 

Subsidiary Churches and Chapels. 

Within the territory of mission stations, the Ordinary 

is obliged to establish euifitiwnt subsidiary stations so 

that no part of the territory may lack the preaching of the 

(78) Facultates L»ecennales uacrae Congregation is De 
Prop. Fide. Formula M*.1or. n.9. 10. lit Paventl. Brevlarium 
Iuris Kisslonalio. p.2467 

(79) Winslow, A Conii:.ent<-ry on the Apostolic Faculties, 
p.49-

(80) Vromant, lus Missionariorum, v.5, p.41, note 1. 
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gospel, ^ach of these must have a church or chapel (81). 

Rarely will they have a church, in practice. 

In each of these stations, there is at least one cate-

chlst (82). A catechlst is a layman who with the approval 

of the Ordinary as such, gives his ti&e, in whole or in part, 

to the teaching of the Gospel. 

From the central station the missionary visits these 

subsidiary stations at stated intervals to administer to 

the faithful there, to teach and instruct the catechumens 

and to preach the Gospel to the non-catholics in these places 

(83). Thus the spiritual administration is committed to the 

Rector of the mission station. 

Khere a church or public oratory has been established 

in one of these subsidiary stations, the temporal adrr; in i strati on 

belongs to the Rector of the scicsion station!*, unless the 

church or oratory has its own administration separate from 

that of the mission station or particular law or custom has 

ruled otherwise (84)• 

(81) Pius XI, Kncycllccl lottor fteruw Eccles5. 
Feb. 28, 1926: AAS, v.18 (1926), p.79, I c T T ^ " 

(82) Ibidem. 

(83) Ibidem, p.80. 

(6*4) C.J.C.. Can 1182 §2. 
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ARTICLE i, 

THE RECTOR 

The Care of Souls. 

All authors agree on t*ie necessity of a rector to 

whom has been granted the care of souls. Regarding the 

spiritual Jurisdiction of this rector the Code is silent. 

Therefore the Sacred Congregation rave norms in an Instruction 

la 1920 for determining the status of the rector of the 

mission station. This Instruction is silent regarding the 

approval of the Supreme Pontiff and therefore the norms which 

it gives sre to be followed not by reason of their inherent 

juridical value but by virtue of the Canons which they inter­

pret. The part of the Instruction regarding mission rectors 

is drawn from Can. 1096 51. The Instruction determines from 

what source the missionary receives jurisdiction to assist 

at marriages. In the words of the Instruction: 

"... In places where these rquesi-pariahesl have 
not been constituted, fci&sionaries are to be 
considered curatos of the Vicar or Prefect 
Apostolic, and therefore validly and llcitly 
assist at marriages with a general licence 
granted by the Ordinary1* (85). 

(85) "... In locis vero ubi lpsae fquaai-paroeciae! 
constitutae non sunt, Mseionarii censend! sunt cooperatores 
Vlcarli et Prafectl Apostolicl, atque proinde cum licentia 
general1 ab Ordlnario concesaa valide et licite adsistunt 
matrlmoaiis" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
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Most authors (86) agree that a norm ao general is 

not to be r©8tricted to the matter of Marriages only, but 

is rather to be extended to the whole work of the missionary. 

However, Paventl (67) in his application of this, seems to 

restrict it to the matter of tuarrla^es. 

Paventl would f&ake a distinction between an ordinary 

assistant In a parish and a mission assistant who is Rector 

of a mission station. In the mi-slon station a very large 

territory is involved. The mission assistant, i.e. the Rector, 

does not dwell with the pariah priest, in this case the 

Ordinary, nor can he consult him easily. In many missions 

the Rector can consult the Ordinary rarely and with the 

greateat dlfficultiee. Many times for long periods of time 

Instruction, July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1°20), n.332, 
n.7). 

(86) M. Coronata, 0.P.M.Cap., Institutiones Iuris 
Canonicl (5 vol., 3rd ed., Taurini, ftarietti ' 19471), v.3, 
p.743, n.534» Payen, Pe Matrimonlo In KlsalonibuB £t Potls-
aiwuw in Slnls (3 vols., 2nd ed., Zl-Ka-Wei, In Typographic 
T'ou-ee-we, 1935-1936), v.l, p.205, n.266, v.2, p.186, n. 
1780; Konlta Nsnklnenaia. v.l, p.80, n.H9j Ugursn, De Condi-
tlone Iuridlca Mlsaionarll In Shudla MisBlonalia. v.5 (1950), 
p.131-133; Paventl. Brevlarlum Iuris Missionalis. p.130-138; 
Vromant, lus Misslonarlorum. v.2. p.296. n.2S0; v.l. p.166, 
n.197; Maearel. DeMlasionc Institutions Ac De Relationibus 
Inter Superiorea Missionum £t Superior us Heilglosls."i>.lbt2. 
n.2C5: Priaum Concilium Sinense. P.56. n.107. 
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he cannot consult him at all, not even by letter, e.g. in 

iany missions in China during the last fifteen years and 

in practically all of them since the Communist Invasion 

of 1949* Generally, the hector lives in n.isslon stations 

far from the Ordinary and there exercises his ministry, 

celebrates the divine offices, administers the sacranents. 

He must fulfil all the offices of the parish priest with 

regard to the faithful. Over arid above this, he must spend 

himself for the conversion of the non-catholics. In fact, 

this latter Is his chief burden. All this must be done In 

a territory where there is rarely any ordination of Catholic 

life. Rarely are there catholic traditions and customs. 

Many times he must care for people whose traditions and 

customs and language are different from those of the rest 

of the diocese or quasi-diocese. 

Therefore, according to Paventl, these Rectors should 

be considered as Parish Priests exercising the care of souls 

with more rights and jurisdiction than other parish priests. 

Thus he would have the Rector of a mission station likened 

rather to a vicar adjutor of Can. 475 §2 than to the vicar 

cooperator of Can. 476. This vicar adjutor takes the place 

of the parish priest in everything and therefore has the same 

rights and offices as a proper parish priest excepting only, 

the obligation of the missa pro populo. 
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In fact, the mission station rector takes the place 

of the parish priest, I.e. the Ordinary, In everything and 

this permanently. For the Ordinary by reason of the vast-

nsss of the territory is permanently unable to fulfil his 

obligations (8i2<). Therefore, Paventl would attribute to 

the Rector of the mission all the powers and obligations of 

ths parish priest except the mleea pro populo. The reason 

is that he Is bound by the same offices and duties as the 

true pariah prieat. Therefore he would apply to him the 

prescriptions of Can. 451 $2, n.2, i.e. that the Rector of 

a mission station is the equivalent of the parish priest 

and in the law would come under this name. 

Curates or assistants la these rlsslon stations he 

would have as delegated ad uaiversltatem causarum. But the 

Rector is the equivalent of the Parish Priest and therefore 

would have ordinary jurisdiction and be bound by the 

prescriptions applicable to any other vicar adjutor, with 

full parochial rights. 

While all this may be true and it seems very strange 

that the one pastor of whom is demanded the universal care 

of souls, who has the heaviest responsibilities and is the 

(68) Cfr. C.J.C.. Can 475 II. 
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most Isolated of all should be denied the ordinary juris­

diction to carry out hla obligations, still It is not for 

the Interpreter of the law to niaLs the law but rather to 

Interpret it 88 It la. And In this matter, we have the 

clear words of the Instruction; In places where these (quasl-

pariehes) have not been constituted Missionaries ars consi­

dered cooperatores of the Vicar or Prefect Apoatollc. There­

fore the rights and obligations of the mission Rector in 

spirituallbua are to be estimated according to Can. 476 

rather than Can. 475* 

2) Does a mission Rector exercise the care of aoula 

ex officio with ordinary jurisdiction or only with delegated? 

Before the Code, Sectors had delegated jurisdiction 

only. However, once they had been delegated to the universal 

care of souls in any aission station, they received by Papal 

law the same powers as Parish Priests regarding marriage. 

In the matter of confessions when they received faculties 

in their own diocese or quasi-diocsse, they could hear the 

confessions of all the subjects of the Vicar or Bishop, 

anywhere. 

Paventl, for the reasons given above, would consider 

that the mission Rector has a true office and therefore, 
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ordinary jurisdiction. Eguren (89) arguing that all curates 

have an oifice would of course extend this to the Rector of 

a misalon station. Payen (90), Vromant (91), Maserei (92), 

Roster (93) would have the mi©sion Rector aa a curate and 

therefore without ordinary jurisdiction unless the Ordinary 

has established an office as such. 

It is not the purpose of this dissertation to enter 

into the controversy regarding the jurisdiction of curates. 

This seei-s to have been settled by the Response of the 

Commission lor the Interpretation of the Code given in 1942. 

The Cou&ission was uaked: Whether a vicar cooparator. ratlone 

officii, mentioned in Can 476 $6, can validly assist at 

.carriages. The Commission replied: in the negative (94)* 

It would seem therefore that the other opinion now lacks 

true probability (95). Paventl*s argument seems to prove, 

(89) Eguren, De Condition© Iuridlca J'.issionarii in 
Studla ftlaalonalla. v.5 (1950), p.148. 

(90) Payen, Honita Nanklnansla. v.l, p.87, n.119. 

(91) Vromant, lus Mlsslonarlorum. v.2, p.298, n.280. 

(92) Masarcl, loc. clt. 

(93) L. Roster, De Admlnlstratlono Sacramcriyorua h:x 
Obligations luatltlae in Apostolicum. v.14 (19A3). p. SO. 

(94) Pontifical Commission for the Authentic Interpre­
tation of the Canons of the Code, Response, Jan. 31, 1942, 
n.l: AAS, v.34 (1942), p.50. (Hereinafter cited as C.I.C.) 

(95) Cappello, Smmaa Iuris Canonlcl. v.l, p.519, n.559. 
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rather what the law should be than what it really is. It 

would hardly be eonaidered probable against th© clear words 

of the Instruction. 

According to the Instruction aifceionaries in undivided 

territories are curates of the Vicar or Prefect Apostolic. 

Therefore with regard to spirituals they have only delegated 

jurladlctlon. Ihe righta and obligations of the misalon 

Rector are to be estimated from the diocesan statutea and 

the letters of the Ordinary (96). They aro to be judged alao 

from the Plenary and Provincial Councils held in the territory. 

Thus the Council of Shanghai decreed that all priests approved 

by their own Ordinary could hear another priest's confession 

anywhere In the country. Also thst any prieat called for 

the sick into a bordering Vicariate could on this occasion 

hear all confescions, distribute communion and say Mass, 

baptise, preach. However, they could not assist at matrimony 

(97). 

In practice, the Ordinary must grant universal Juris­

diction for all cases to all his missionaries occupied in 

the care of souls. This, at least for validity. Thia comes 

(96) C.J.C.. Can 476 16. 

(97) Primma Concilium Sinenae. p.128, n.326. 
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from the lack of communication which usually obtains in 

mission territory. Regarding liceity, sowe rather compli­

cated systems of rules as to when this delegation can be 

used have been developed (98). This is a result of the fact 

that the mission Rector cannot give universal delegation. 

Universal delegation by one with ordinary power who 

is inferior to the Roman Pontiff does not carry with it the 

power to subdelegate except in single casec (99). Thus Rectors 

in neighbouring mission stations but In different Vicariates 

are unable to assist one another except in single cases or 

in sick calls in danger of death. 

Thus under the present law, the mission Rector is 

in a worse condition, juridically, than under the law before 

the Code. Under the old law he had power delegated a lure 

from the Holy See regarding marriages; today, from the 

Bishop. He could hear the confessions of all the subjects 

of the Vicar Apostolic anywhere; to-day, only in the territory 

of the diocese or quasi-diocese. He had the care of souls 

in his mission and all others exercised this care In depend­

ence on him (100); to-day by the common law, he Is merely 

(98) Cfr. fronlta Nsnklncnala. v . l , p.68-94. 

(99) C J . C . Can 199 S3. 

(100) Leo XIII . Constitution Ronvanos Fontiflcea. May 8, 
1881: ASS, v.13 (1894), p.485. """" 
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the firat among equals. 

If the principle stated by the First Council of 

Baltimore be true: "since it is repugnant to the laws and 

custom of the Church and the beneficial rule of aoulo to 

concede to several priests, at the same time and equally, 

the pastoral authority to rule the same church or district" 

(101), then, it would be hoped that this condition be changed. 

In such a case, it would eeew that the office of Rector 

of the mission could be a kind of quasi-vicar adjutor, as 

in Can. 475* ?be other missionaries in the station would 

remain vicars cooperatores. 

The Administration of Te; porelltlee. 

Later it will be shown that mission stations are 

moral persons by law. Under the law before the Code the 

Rector was the administrator of the goods of the mission 

station. Over this administration the Ordinary exercised 

vigilance through his Council of Administration. 

Since the Code raany authors do not admit that mission 

stations are moral persons by law. However all adu.it that 

(101) "Cum repugnet leglbus et consuetudini Eccl«&slae, 
bonoquc anlmarum regimlnl, pluribua Sacerdotlbus slmul ex 
aequo concedero auctoritatem pastoralem regendl eamdau Eccle-
slam, aut Diatrictum" (Firat Plenary Council of Baltimore, 
a.1852, n.4: Collectlo Laeensia. v.3. col. 26c). 

http://adu.it
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where miaaion atationa have been erected into moral persons 

the administration is in the hands of the Rector of the 

mission (102). 

1) That the Rector is still the administrator under 

the Code appears from Can. 1182 $2, 3* This reads: 

"2. Also offerings made for the benefit of a 
parish or mission, or of a church situated 
within the limits of a parish or mission, are 
administered by the parish priest or mission­
ary, unless the church is one which has its 
own administration distinct from that of the 

farlsh or mission, or unless there is a special aw or legitimate custom to the contrary. 

3. The parish priest and the missionary ... 
must administer these offerings according to 
the sacred canons ..." 

The word missio in this canon applies to mission 

stations. The canon states that oblations made to the mission 

station or to a church established inside the territory of 

a mission station are to be administered by the missionary, 

i.e. the Rector of the station. This is evident from the 

fact that the word misslonarius regarding the administration 

of the mission station corresponds to the word parochua In 

regard to the administration of the parish. The Rector of 

the mission Is the administrator unless they are given to 

(102) Paventl, Brevlarlua Iuris Mlsalonalisf p.147. 
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a church with an administration separate from that of the 

misalon. Clearly the law takes for granted that the admin-

latrator of these oblations and the administrator of the 

mission stat ion i s one and the san.e person, in the same way 

aa the administrator of the parish and the administrator of 

these oblations i s one and the same person. Thus i t i s clear 

from t h i s canon that the administrator by law of the mission 

stat ion i s the Rector of the mission• 

2) The second argument i s taken from the Apostolic 

Facult iea. The following faculty waa granted under the 

present law unt i l 1941* to Ordinaries subjected to the S.C. 

of the Propagation of the Faith. "To assign pensions to 

quasi-parish pr ies ts or missionaries when they resign from a 

quasl-parish or mission by reason of lnfiraslty . . . to be 

paid each year by the ir successor. These are not to exceed 

one-third of the f ru i t s of the quasl-parlshes or missions 

(no matter what manner they are received), af ter expenses 

have been deducted" (103). 

(103) "Assignandi pension*,s quasi-parochls vel mis­
s ions ri i s ex i n f l a l t a t e reslgnantibus quasi-paroecias vel 
mlssiones . . . solvendam annuatim a successors, non excedentem 
tertlam partem fructuum quomodolibet provenlentlum ex quasi-
paroecl is vol missionlbus, deductls expensis" (S.C. of the 
Propagation of the Faith, Formula prima (major). Jan. 1, 1931: 
Syl loge . p.585, n .25) . 
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In this faculty, the Ordinary was given the power 

to grant a pension to the Rector of the ml&sion atatlon 

to be paid annually by his successor, from the fruits of 

tho mission station. Clearly it is impossible for the suc­

ceeding Rector to pay a pension from the fruits of the 

mission station, the sum not to exceed a third part of these 

fruits and after he had deducted expenses, unless he were 

the administrator of the mission station. 

Thus it Is apparent that the law before the Code 

which made the Rector of the mission station the ordinary 

administrator of the goods of the mission station has re­

gained the same under the Code. 

The Rector is obliged to follow the prescriptions of 

the Code In the carrying out of this administration. It Is 

not within the scope of this dissertation to explain the 

laws on the administration of goods. It is sufficient to 

state with Can. 1182 S3* that the administration must be 

carried out In accordance with the sacred canons and that 

he must give a financial report to the Ordinary. 

The Appointment and Removal of the Rector. 

1) The appointment of the Rector is reserved to the 

Ordinary. Here we deal only with the appointment of Rectors 

from the secular clergy. Regarding religious, there are 
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special laws which will be explained vihen mission stationa 

committed to religious are dealt with. That the Ordinary 

has the right to appoint these Rectors la clear from Can. 

476 §3. Since these Rectors are to be considered as coopera-

tores of the Ordinary it is his right to nominate them, transfer 

them, change their duties or to use them in different offices. 

Thus the Instruction of the S.C. of the Propagation of the 

Faith, given Dec. S, 1929, stated that: 

"It is the part of the mission Superior to 
appoint Superiors of mission stations, to 
change these stations and the missionaries 
themselves, to transfer them from one place 
to another, to employ them in various offi­
ces and tasks according to the need and 
advantage of the mission" (104). 

Therefore, the appointment and transfer of the mission 

Rector belongs to the Ordinary ad nutum. The only reason he 

needs is the present necessity and utility of the mission (105). 

2) Regarding the removal of a Rector the law in the 

missions is much stricter than under the Consistorial. ,rhile 

in theory the Rector of the mission station is removable ad nutum 

(104) "Superioris mlssionis est stationum mlssionallura 
Superiores norainare, eas sicut etiam missionaries mutare, 
de uno in alium locum transferre, eis uti pro occurente 
missionls necessitate vel utilitate in diversis officiis vel 
rauneribus" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Dec. 8t 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.114). Translations of this 
Instruction are from Bouscaren, Canon Law Digest, v.l, p.637. 

(105) Paventl, Breviarium Iurig Mssionalisf p.101. 
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like any other curate (106), yet he can be removed only 

for the very gravest causes. Thus the above-mentioned Ins­

truction decrees: 

"For very grave reasonu ... the ecclesiastical 
Superior... may remove someone froia his post 
or office ... without prejudice, however, to 
the right of recourse in devolutlvo to the 
Holy See" (107). 

The reason for this law is apparent. The great 

scarcity of missionaries, the difficulty of finding replace­

ments ahd because of these, the fact that removal of a mission­

ary generally means the abandonment of some mission work has 

led the Sacred Congregation to allow removal only ior the 

very gravest reasons, for here it is not only the case of 

safe-guarding the rights of the individual missionary but 

of the souls also who u.ay be left without a pastor. 

Therefore to avoid the necessity of removal the Ins­

truction decrees: 

"If the Superior of the mission learns that 
one of the missionaries subject to him has been 
gravely wanting in his duty, he can take proper 

(106) C.J.C.. Can 477 II. 

(107) n0b gravlssimas porro ra t ion-a a . . . iiup*>rior 
e c c l e s i a s t i c u s . . . a l l quern a proprio loco vel munere ren*o-
verc potest ; . . . sa lvo taken recurau in devolutive ad Aposto-
licam Scdesi" (S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Inatruction, 
Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.115). 
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measures and apply merited penalties" 
(108). 

Comparing these two parts of the Instruction we sec 

the methoa of the Sacred Cov.prelation. Where there is 

grave cause the Ordinary can transfer a missionary or change 

his duties or epply penalties but only for the very gravest 

causes can he remove him (109). 

In this matter of removal when the Ordinary is re­

ferred to, Vicars General or Delegate, Frefects or Superiors 

Delegate are not Included unices they have a special Rtandate. 

This comes both from Can. 477 §1 which requires the Vicar 

General to have a special mandate to remove a curate and 

from the Instruction which reserves this to the Superior 

(108) "Superior mlt$lonie,ubi subditum sibi roissio-
nariua muncri suo graviter dt.fi cisse corperuit opportunas 
dispositiones atque meritae poenas statuere potest" (Ibidem). 

(109) Masarei, De klaslonum Institutions Ac De Relatio­
nibus Inter Super!ores Kiaslonum Et Superloreo Rellglosoc. 
p.250, n.258; Vromant, lus foisslonariorum. v.2, p.289, n.270. 
Vromant would restrict this to vicariates and prefectures 
apostolic. This seems to coae from a misunderstanding of 
the nature of dioceses subject to the Propaganda. These 
dioceses retrain in a mission state according to the Decree 
of the Propagation of the Faith, Dec. 9, 1920, n.l: AAS, 
v.13 (1921), p.18, "Cum dioceses hulc Sacro Consillo subjectae 
tamquam missiones haberi debeant". It seems clear therefore 
that when the present Instruction speaks of the Superior of 
the mission, these dioceses aro also included. 

http://dt.fi
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of the mission. The Instruction also defines what is 

meant by the Superior of the mission I.e. the one appointed 

by the Holy See (110). 

ARTICLE 5 

THE PEOPLE 

The t.'eceegity of Having Faithful in a Mission Station. 

May a mission station be erected where there are no 

faithful? Paventl (111) seems to tr.ink that the faithful 

are not necessary for he says that stations may be established 

where there are no christians, not even one. 

In the law before the Code several faithful vere re­

quired. Under the present law, there Is no direct mention 

of the number of the faithful or the necessity of having 

faithful. However that a group of faithful are necessary 

for the establishment of a mission station can be inferred 

from other laws. 

There are three stages in the development of a parish 

In mission lands (112). In the beginning the Faith must be 

(110) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.112. 

(111) Paventl, flreviarium Iuris kjcglonalla. p.134. 

(112) Allen, De Beneficlorum Psroeclallum Exlstentla 
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preached to a purely pagan or non-catholic people. When some 

converts have been wade they are grouped together to form a 

Christianity. Ac IT ore christians are added to the flock 

the second stage la reached i.e. the establishment of the 

misalon station. Lastly, the parish itself Is erected. 

A Christianity has been defined in a letter of the 

o.C. of the Propagation of the Faith to the Bishops, Vicars 

and Prefects Aoostolic and the Mission Superiors subject to 

it, as "a group of christian families" (113). 

Thus it is evident that a group of christians are 

necessary also to the second stage or the mission station. 

On the other hand could the Ordinary erect a mission 

station for a group of catechumens? Ihe case Is practical 

e.g. where a large group, a long distance from any esta­

blished atatlon ask thet a priest be sent to them to teach 

them the Faith and receive them into the church. Catechumens 

are not persons In the church. One becomes a person in the 

church by baptism (114). Therefore catechumens as such 

Ante Et Poet Codicem In statlbua Foederatis Americas Sept., 
p.16, n.17. 

(113) ".** chrlstlanitates ... (ldest cumulationes 
fajiliarum christianarum)" (S.C. of the Propagation of the 
Faith, Letter, April 16, 1922, n.l: AAS, v.14 (1922), p.302, 
n.2). 

(1H) C.J.C.. Can 87-
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are not subject to the laws of the church nor are they 

counted among the faithful. 

Now the purpoae of a mission station is the conver­

sion of the non-catholice. In this case the conversion has 

already begun. The Ordinary Is morally certain that the 

necessary faithful will not be lacking. Hence the Ordinary 

may judge that the converalon of the people may be accom­

plished more easily by establishing the mission station 

before the Christianity. Therefore, the Ordinary may erect 

a mission station for a group of catechumens. 

The Manner in Which the Faithful are Attached to Mission 

Stations. 

Can. 92 distinguishes diocesan and parochial domicile. 

only. The faithful living In a mission station have only 

diocesan domicile since there are no parishes (115). There­

fore by domicile the people can find only their proper 

Ordinary, not their proper Rector. Rectors of mission sta­

tions, being curates have no subjects, per se (116). How 

then are the people of the mission station to determine their 

(115) Paventl, Brevlarlmn Iuris Mlssionalls. p.144. 

(116) Eguren, De Conditions iurldlca ttlsslonarifl. in 
Studia Mlaalonalla. v.5 (1950), p.161. 
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proper immediate Pastor and their proper misalon station? 

Jarre* (117), Paventl (118), Eguren (119), Payen (120) 

would extend the rules of Can. 740 to the whole exercise 

of the sacred ministry In a mission station. With regard 

to this exercise there is no express precept and therefore 

according to Can. 20 we are to take our rules from laws made 

In similar cases. Therefore the extension seems to be justi­

fied. Can. 740 legislates: 

"Where parishes or quasl-parlshes are not yet 
established, the particular statutes and 
accepted custcs-s nust be consulted In order to 
determine what priest, besides the Ordinary, 
has the right to baptise, either in the entire 
territory or in some particular district". 

If we substitute for baotlsandi the words ministerium sacrum 

exercendl we have a norm which supplies the silence of the 

Code In regard to the relation of the people of the mission 

station to their rector. Hence, parochial rights and the 

administration of the sacraments will depend entirely on the 

statutes of the Ordinary and the accepted custonus of the 

(117) C larre, wuoaodo Christian! Piunt Subditj 
Missionariorum in Apostolicum. v.2 (1931). p.71. 

(118) Paventl, loc. clt.. p.145. 

(119) Eguren, loc. clt.. p.162. 

(120) Payen, Monlta Hankincnaia,. v.l, p.88, 1011-1014. 
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diocese or quasi-dioceae. These are generally only for 

liceity. The accepted cuatom of this canon does not mean 

the strict cuatom of Book I, Title 2 but rather the accepted 

manner of acting in the dioceoe or quad-diocese. Otherwise 

the word rocoptarua would be euperflucuo. 

To be noted also is the fact that the canon postulates 

this division of right being made on a territorial basis -

not a personal one. Thus the right of exercising the ministry 

according to the statutes and customs of the diocese may be 

delegated to the Rector of the mission station for the terri­

tory of that station. 

In this way the people will be able to distinguish 

their proper mission station and their proper Immediate Pastor 

through the territory in which they dwell (121). This seems 

to be in conformity with the purpose of the mission station 

also. For th© secondary purpose of mission stations is to 

prepare the way for the establishment of parishes. This 

manner of distinguishing the proper station and Rector by 

the territory seems the most suitable one to prepare for the 

strict application of the laws of domicile and quasi-domiclie 

which will apply when the mission station is erected into a 

quasi-parish or parish. 

(121) Vromant, lus Msslonariorma. v.2, p.299. 
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ARTICLE 6 

MORAL PERSONALITY 

Payen (122), Vromant (123), Geispolsheia (124) 

think that mission stations cannot be moral persons since 

per se, the Vicariate is the only moral person in the mis­

sions. 

Paventl (125), Kasarei (126) hold that while mission 

stations Ray be erected into moral persons by the Ordinary, 

they are not so by the law. 

Eguren (127) and Olllet (128) hold that mission stations 

are moral persons by lavr and therefore do not need a apecial 

(122) Payen, Monlta Nanklnensia. v.l, p.104, n.132. 

(123) Vromant, lus kisslonariorum, v.4, p.68, n.50; 
v.5 (1926 ed.), p.124.* 

(124) C. Geispolsheia, O.F.M.Cap., Dilucid&tionea In 
Statutum pro Hiaslonibus Ordlnls l7f. Kino rum Capucclnorum 
Anno 1938 Approbatum. 1<o1aae7 Apud Curiae Ganeralcm FF. Kin. 
Capucclnorum, 1949, P-150, n.116. 

(125) Paventl, Breviarium Iuris friiaalonslla. p.147. 

(126) Kasarel, De Mlaslonum Institutione Ac De Rela­
tionibus Inter Superlorea Klsslonuia Et Suoerlores RellgToabs. 
p.183, n.205* 

(127) Fguren, Do Conditions lurldlca ttlaeionaril in 
Studis Mieslonalla. v.5 (1950), p.148? 183 110. 

(128) P. Glllet, La Peraonnslit»j Jurldlqua ,en. Dro|t 
EcclcslaatiQue. Valines, W. Godenne, 1927, p.242." 
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decree of erection as such. It is enough that the mission 

station itself is erected. The moral personality is then 

given it by the law. This latter opinion seems to be the 

correct one. 

In discussing this question it is necessary to consi­

der: first, how moral persons are established by law; 

secondly, how this law applies to mission stations. 

Moral Persons by Law. 

Moral persons which are not of divine law are established 

either by the law itself or by the decree of the competent 

superior (129). When the moral personality comes from the 

law Itself, this fact aay be expressly mentioned in the law, 

e.g. churches, seminaries and benefices (130), or It may be 

only implicitly contained In the law. In this latter case, 

the proof of the moral personality will be arrived at only 

Indirectly I.e. the moral personality arises from the fact 

that some institution or group of persons is made capable 

of rights and obligations (131)» e.g. the menaa enlscopalls (132) 

(129) C.J.C.. Can 100 |1. 

(130) C.J.C.. Can 99. 

(131) Cappello, Summa Iuris Public! Ecclesiastic!. 5th 
ed., Romae, Apud Aedes Universitatis Gregorianae, 1943, p.42, 
n.40. 

(132) C.J.C.. Can 1653 §1. 
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Thua if the law regards some institution as capable 

of rights and obligations that institution is a moral person 

by the law itself. 

Mission Stations are i-oral Persons by Law. 

Mission stations are granted the right by the law to 

own their own goods. Therefore they are moral persons by law. 

Ecclesiastical goods are temporal goods, whether cor­

poral or incorporal, whether movable or immovable which belong 

to the universal church and to the Holy .See or to any moral 

person in the church (133). The dominion over these goods 

belongs to the moral person vihich has legitimately acquired 

these goods (134). Thus when there are rules in the law with 

regard to the administration of the goods of some institution 

these goods are considered as ecclesiastical foods and there­

fore the institution is considered as a moral person. 

The present law regulates the administration of goods 

pertaining to mission stations and considers the mission 

station as the owner of these gooda. 

(133) C.J.C.. Can 1497 51. 

(134) C.J.C., Can 1499 12. 
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1) Can. 533 $1 n.4. requires the permission of the 

Ordinary before money given to a parish or a mission station 

or to a religious for the parish or the mission station may 

be invested. The same basis Is established In the mission 

station as In the parish for this law i.e. the ownership of 

the goods. For there Is no doubt that these gifts given to 

the parish become the property of the parish. In the same 

way the mission station haa proprietorship of the goods given 

to it. From this the Ordinary of the mission station or the 

parish obtains the right to grant permission for their invest­

ment. 

2) Can. 1182 §2 legislates that gifta given for the 

good of a parish or mission station will be administered by 

the parish priest or the missionary, unless in the case of 

a church within the boundaries of the parish or mission 

station which has its own administration, separate from the 

administration of the parish or mission station. Clearly 

this canon places the temporal administration of the parish 

and the mission station on the same basis. The parish is 

administered by the parish priest; the mission station, by 

the missionary. Both temporal administrations cover all 

the churches In the territory unless one of them has been 

exempted. Therefore just as the parish owns the goods thus 
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administered (135), ao alao the mission station. Thla la 

confirmed from §3 of the same oanon whloh rules that these 

goods are to be administered by the pariah prieat or the 

missionary aocording to the norma of canon lav and that an 

accounting of their administration will be given to the 

Ordinary. 

3) This prescription and that of Can. 533 §1 n.4 

came from the law before the Code. But before tho code each 

mission station had the ownership of Its own goods* One of 

the duties of the Council of Administration, according to the 

instruction of the Sacred Congregation, Oct. 18, 1883, was 

to assist the Bishop in the vigilance which he exercised over 

the "administration of the goods oblations and collections 

belonging to each mission station" (136). It Is clear from 

(135) Vromant, lus Mlssionariorum. v.4, p.84, n.63. 

(136) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Inatruotlon, 
Cot. 8, 1663 §14: Collectanea. v.£, n.1606, p.195; see also 
the regulations regarding the administration of the temporal 
goods given by the Second Council of Veetainster, a.1855, 
In Collectlo Laeensia. v.3, ool. 980-964. The missionary 
reoelved an inventory of all that belonged to the mission; 
Ibidem, n.12: col. 98&d. Those things given to the misslon-
ary for ecclesiastical purposes were considered as donated 
to the mission; ibidem, n.13: ool. 983a. The one who had 
charge of the zalsslon must keep an account of all the income 
and the expenses of it; Ibidem, n.17. These were an roved 
by Leo XIII in the Constitution liomanos Pontif icea. May 8, 
1881: ASS, v.13 (1694), p.496. 
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this that each mission station owned Its own goods, oblations 

and collections. 

Kow aooording to can. 6, n.E, 3 where the law after 

the Code repeats the law before the Code In whole or in part 

it Is to be Interpreted in that part under the authority 

of the old law. Therefore these canons grant the right of 

ownership to each mission station. 

4) In the Faculties granted by the Sacred Congregation 

to mission ordinaries, there was one which gave the Ordinary 

power to grant a pension to a missionary resigning from a 

mission station. This pension was to be paid from the 

fruits of the mission station (137). This faculty waa 

granted Jan. 1, 19£0, and renewed In 1931, under the Code. 

If mission stationa were not moral persona there 

would be no need for thia faculty. In that oaae all the 

gooda of the mission station would belong to the diocese 

or luasi-diocese, as the authors holding this opinion 

admit. Now the Ordinary la the administrator of the goods 

of the dioceee or luasi-diocese. Furthermore one of the 

obligations of ths diocese or quasi-dlooeee is to support 

Its missionaries in sloitnees or In health (136). Therefore 

(137) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Formula 
prima (iiajoy), Jan. 1, 1931: Sylloqq. p.585, n.25. 

(138) "Bona quae a fidelibus in ... clarl sustenta-
tionam ... erogantur, Missione donata censetur" (fftatutum 
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If mission stations wore not moral persons the Ordinary 

would need i.o faculty to grant a pension from the Income 

of the mission station. This would be the Income of the 

diooeee whloh waa already obligated to support the mission­

ary, in this case, the sacred Congregation would be grant­

ing a faculty which meant nothing. 

On the other hand, if mission stations are moral 

persons then this faculty waa needed. In this oase the 

administrator la the Hector of the mission station (139) 

and the support of missionaries not labouring In that 

mission station Is not an obligation of the mission station. 

Thence the neoesslty of the faoulty. 

Thus the present low grants the right of ownership 

to all mission stations* Therefore they ox© saoral porsons 

by law. They do not need a separate decree of erection 

Auotorltate &ua«i Pontlflols * s. Congregations *>e Propa­
ganda Fide Definitive Anprobatum rro Llssionibus Congre­
gation 1 yiBSionarlorua Qplatorum B. fcarlaa Virgin Is lama cula -
tao Coruaissls. footaa. Tip. l"ol."*'*'Cuors dl Maria". 1934. p.15. 
c.34). "Bis saltern in anno, Superior ecelesiastious Supe­
rior! rellgloso solvat aummam peounlae ... pro Mlsslonariorum 
austentatiose" (lbIdea, p.15, a.34). (Hereinafter cited as 
Stat. O.M,I.)i Paventi, Brevlarium Iuris i>lssionalls. 
p.£36. 

(139) C.J.C.. Can 1162 §8. 
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to make them such. They receive their Juridical entity 

by the very fact that the Ordinary erects a certain 

territory into a mission station. 

Are these stations collegiate or non-oolleglate 

moral persona? To answer this lueatlon, the basis under­

lying their juridical personality mist be eonaidered. If 

this basis i s a group of persons than they will be col le­

giate; i f i t i s a material basis, they will be non-collegiate. 

tfhile authore do not discuss this point regarding 

mission stations, they disagree when they apeak of i t 

regarding parishes. Some would have the group of the 

faithful form thle constitutive substratum of the moral 

personality of parishes (140); othere, the parochial ohuroh 

(141) or the fabrique of the ohuroh (142). Finally, some 

would place It In the territory of the parish I t se l f (143). 

(140) L. Fanfani, C ,P . , pe lure Paroohorum Ad Normaia 
Codlcis lurls C&noaioi* 2nd ed.,Bo^tao, n&rletti, 1936,' 
p . 2 , n . l . 

(141) P. Bernler. pe Fatrlmonlo Faroeeiail. ^uebeel, 
Apud Auotorem, 1936, p.53; feilohiela. Princlpia Janeralia 
Pe Peraonis In Kooieslae. Lublin, Unlversltas Catholics, 
19*52, p.358. 

(142) Oesterle" In a review of the book by Hagea, 
xjfarrsl and Pfarrer in Jus Pontlflclum. v.13 (1933), p.308. 
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When mission stationa are dlacusaed, some of these 

opinions may be applied to them; others, may not. Could 

this basis be a group of faithful? It seems that It oould. 

The primary purpoae of mission stations, I.e. the conver­

sion of the non-eathollos, does not militate against this 

opinion sinoe this purpose includes the training and the 

stabilizing of the new converts in the Faith. If thle 

opinion vere followed, mission stations would be collegiate 

moral persons made up of a group of physical persons. 

However, no where in the Code or the decrees cince 

the Code is the term mission station used to describe a 

group of christians. It has always been used to indicate 

the territory itself or the place where the chapel was 

erected. In the same way, in a comparison with seminaries 

whloh are non-collegiate moral persons (144), it would 

seem that mission stations are also, non-collegiate. 

The opinion that regards the church itself as the 

eeat of the moral personality does not seem to apply In 

missions. Miehlele lists parishes and missions as non-

collegiate moral persons but adds that these territorial 

moral persons are rather mixed i.e. they have the proper-

(144) C.J.C.t dan 99. 
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ties of both collegiate and non-collegiate moral persons 

but "from their nature, they are to be called collegiate" 

(145). He would have the constitutive substratum of these 

persons seated in the church, itaelf (146). When applying 

thle to mission stations however It would seem that this 

baala la not the ohuroh Itaelf, einee this is not a neoes-

aary element of mission stationa. mission stations like 

quasi-diooesea do not have their seat and juridical title 

founded in a ohuroh but rather in the territory for which 

they are established. Thus the quasl-diooese does not 

have a cathedral ohuroh or a See, as such, but takes Its 

name from the territory Itself or from the principal city 

(147) or the place where the Ordinary resides (146). 

The mission station is erected in a similar way. There­

fore, in missions it does not se@& that the church itself 

oould be the seat of the moral personality. 

(145) ttiohiela, Principle Generalla ue Peraonis In 
Ecclesias. p.359. 

(146) Ibidem, p.358. 

(147) "Vicurlatum Apostoiloum Bong&aimuu ub urbis in 
es reglone principle nomine, nuncupandum esse ceneuerunt" 
(S.C. of the jfropagatibn of the Faith, Deoree, June 22, 1^39, 
n.2: AAS, v.31 (1939), p.400. 

(148) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
July 9, 1940, n.l: A^S, v.38 (1^40), p.555. 
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It seems that mission stations have their person­

ality founded in the territory itself and ure v:on« 

collegiate moral persons. This seems to bo more in con­

formity with the purpose of the stations themselves, I.e. 

the conversion of the non-oatholles living In th© terri­

tory. Also, according to Glllet, the rights of the mission­

ary to administer the goods are placed on a territorial 

basic by can. 1182 §2, i.e. Intra ... mlsslonls fines. 

However, no completely satisfactory settlement 

can oe maae of the alfficultios attached to any of theae 

opinions. The opinion that mission stationa are non-

collegiate ooral persons and have their b&sls in the 

territory of the station itself cannot be completely proven 

from our present law. 

iitTICLJE 7 

CONCLUSIONS 

There are five necessary elements of mission stations; 

1) sn imperfect territorial division of a mission diocese, 

vicariate, prefecture or mission sui lurls, 

2) a church or chapel, 
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3) a rector to whom the care of souls has been committed, 

4) faithful, 

5) moral personality from the law. 

A mission station must have boundaries. However, these 

are not ths same as parochial ones. They need not be distinct 

i.e. they may be determined In a general way. They need 

not be permanent I.e. a certain part of their territory 

may be attaohed to them for a limited number of years and 

afterwards rsvert to some other station. Within this terri­

tory, the care of souls is committed to a missionary. These 

divisions may not be made in a parish or in a diocese sub­

ject to the S.C. of the Conaistorlal, but only, In the un­

divided territory of a mission dloceae or quasi-dioceae. 

Stations for different languages or tribes may be esta­

blished In the same territory by the local Ordinary without 

cpeelai permission from the Holy See. 

A mission station must have a church or chapel. It 

la not necessary to have a church or public oratory. * 

semi-public oratory or a simple chapel which Is not an 

oratory is sufficient. In the territory of the station 

there are generally other churches or chapels which are 

subsidiary to the principal one. 



THE SLSWiSNTS OF MISSION STAT10WS 145 

The care of souls in this territory is committed 

to a Hector who exercises this care not ex officio, but 

as a delegate of the Ordinary. He Is the administrator, 

ex lure, of the temporalities of the mission station. 

He is appointed and transferred by the Ordinary ad nutum. 

He can be removed, however, only for the very gravest 

causec. 

/i group of christians or at least catechumens are 

necessary. The christians are attaohed to the mission 

station, not by domicile or quasi-domicile, but according 

to the particular ordinancee of the Ordinary or the 

accepted customs of the place. 

Mission stations are moral persons from the law 

itself and receive their iuridical entity by the very fact 

that they heve been erected by the competent ecclesiastical 

authority. 



GHAPTSK IV 

THifi ERECTION OF MISSION STATIONS 

In considering the constituting of mission s ta t ions , 

the f lrat matter to be daterodned i s whether the Ordinary 

has an obligation of erecting these Ins t i tu t ions . Since 

they are erected only where there are no parishes or quasl-

parlshes, i t i s necessary to deal with the Ordinary's 

obligation of erecting the l a t t e r , at the sa&e time. From 

t h i s , the determining of which ins t i tu t ion should be erected 

in any given case follows naturally, tforal persons must 

be erected by the competent authority. Therefore an i n v e s t i ­

gation w i l l be made Into the questions: who are competent 

and what procedure must be followed in erecting mission 

s t a t i o n s . 

ARTICLE 1 

THS OBLIGATION OF &BECTING MISSION STATIONS 

Mission dioceses and quaai-dioceaes are divided 

territorially into pariahes or quasi-parishes and mission 

stations. The Ordinary haa an obligation of erecting 

these institutions In certain circumstances. To understand 
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this obligation regarding mission stations, It is necessary 

to consider it alao with regard to parlahea and quasl-

parlshes. Therefore the dieoussion will concern the 

obligation of erecting parlahea and quasl-parlshes; the 

reaeons for not erecting them and finally, the obligation 

of erecting mission stations. 

The Obligation of Greeting Parishes and ^uasi-parlshes. 

According to Can. 216 §1, the territory of every 

dloeeee must be divided into parishes. All authors admit 

that this canon places an obligation on Bishops to divide 

their dioceses into parlahea. Regarding -vuaei-dloesses, 

i.e. vicariates, prefectures smd iaissions aui lurls. the 

canon orders that they be» divided In the same way &s 

dioceses. However in this case there la & qualifying 

phrase i.e. this ii vision i& to be ^ « when it oas; !>* 

done conveniently (1). Thus, the law takes iu%o consider­

ation in the second oaae the local oitcu&iSt&ho«K. *t.d the 

inconveniences that such a division jtilgHt en use. Thus, 

"It Is the mind of the sacred canons that, ti*e can it My 

of every Vio&rl&te Apostolic and Prefecture be .IWld^I into 

distinct parts, each of which has its det*r«>ined people, 

(1) 0»J»Q»» Can 216 §2. 



THS SHSCTION OF MISSION STATIONS 148 

Its proper church and its own Hector" (2), Hence, there 

is a true obligation incumbent on the Vloar or Prefect 

Apostolic to make this diviaion. He muat prepare for this 

and when he Judges that the circumstancea are favourable, 

he muat proceed with the erection of theae quasl-pariaLes 

(3). 

Nor la It necessary to wait till the whole territ­

ory aay be ao divided. Aaeh quaai-parish must be erected 

as it is ready, the remaining territory to be left till 

a later time (4). In this way some of the territory will 

be erected as quasi-parlahea and the rest will have no 

parochial limits. This latter is ealled undivided territ­

ory (5). 

(2) "J£a est eacrorum cancnum raens ut culuavis seu 
Vieariatus Apostolicl seu Fraefecturae territorlum In 
dlatlnotas partes dlvldatur, quarure alngulae detenslnatum 
populum, cum propria ecclesia et peculiar! pastore, habeant" 
(S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, July 25, 
1920, n.l: **8, v.12 (1920), p.331, n.l). 

(3) Heou Tze-Cheng, Ua ^uaal-Peroeclae ireotlone. 
Homes, iSditlones Com*, A. Arnodo, 1944, p.HI, n.6. 

(4) S.C* of the Propagation of the Faith, Inatruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.3. 

(5) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Deoree, 
Deo. 9, 1920, n.l: AAS, V.13 (1921), p.18, n.l. 
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Hence, an Ordinary who would not erect these iuaal-

parishes when all the olrcumstanoea were favourable would 

be acting against the mind of the canons. Therefore, the 

law determining the division to be made in masl-dlooeses 

le not a couneel but creates a true obligation when It can 

be done conveniently. 

This division Is not to be made Inconsiderately, 

however. If those things whloh are necessary materially 

will be lacking or if there are other reasons which militate 

against the division, the Ordinary is to leave it till 

another time. In this matter he should consider especially 

whether it will help in the oare of souls and increase 

of things Catholic in the district (6). Thus, in the 

final analysis it will depend on the Ordinary's judgment 

whether the parish cr quaai-p&rish will be erected imme­

diately cr left till a later time. 

Dioceses in mission territory fall under the same 

law as quaal-dlocese In this matter. Thus the deoree of 

1920: 

"Since dioceses subject to this daorod Council 
must be had as missions, it can be permitted 
that In them some part of the territory will 

(6) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 23, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.2. 
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remain undivided, i.e. without parochial 
limits (7). 

Thua in all dioceses and quasl-diooeses in mission 

territory, the Ordinary is bound to erect parishes and 

quasl-parlshes when this can be done suitably, i.e. when 

it will help in the care of souls and the increase of 

things Catholic in the district. 

Reasons for Rot Erecting Parishes and ^uasi-parishea. 

What conditions would make the constituting of 

parishes or quasi-parishes unsuitable? The S.C. of the 

Propagation of the Faith in its Inatruotlon of 1920 gave 

ths principle by which the Ordinary is to Judge this 

setter: 

"Vicars and Prefects Apostolic will consider 
in the first place, the efficacy for souls 
and the increase in things catholic in their 
regions* (6). 

(7) "Cum dioceees hulc £&cro consillo subjectae 
tamquam missiones haberi debeant, permltti potest ut in 
eisdsa aliqua pars tsrritorli indivics isaneat, idest sine 
designation© limitum paroeciallusT (S.C. of the Propaga­
tion of ths Faith. Deoree, Deo. 9, 1920, n.l: AAS, V.13 
(1921), p.16, n.l). 

(8) "... Prae oeulls In nrimis habeant Vioarii et 
Prefect! Apostolic!, In erlgendis quasi paroeolia, utlli-
t at era animaruai et quibus Increment is res oat holloa in suis 
reglonlbus adoleverit" (s.C. of the propagation of the 
Faith, Instruction, July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), 
p.332, n.2). 
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Most authors, while agreeing on thia principle, do not 

give any concrete oases or conditions whloh would wake 

this division unsuitable. Heou Tse-Cfceng proposes "a few 

circumstances of plaoe and person" which would militate 

against the constituting of parishes and iuasl-parishes (9). 

However, nji.t has given a complete susauiary of these condi­

tions. 

The Vloar or Prefect must consider the efficacy for 

souls and the inereaae of thinge catholic. Thua, he must 

judge whether it will help in the care of souls. Four 

factors will enter Into this judgment: 

1. the progrecs of the church In the area; 

2. the stability of the population; 

3. the number of priests available for the care of souls; 

4. the state of the church temporalities. 

1) The Progress of the Church in the area. 

The f i r s t purpose of the parish i s the care 

of souls who are already Catholics*, that of the mission 

s ta t ion the propagation of the Faith. Therefore the s ta te 

of the ohuroh In a oortain area, whether t t i s tuainly oon-

(9) Heou Tss-Cheng, pe ^uasWaroechlae i r e onions T 
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oerned with the oare of catholics or with the conversion 

of the non-catholics, will be a major oonslderutxon with 

the ordinary, when deciding to erect a parish or luasl-

parish or to leave the region as a mission station. 

The parish and quasi-parish is the stable Institu­

tion for the oare of souls of those who are already converted. 

This is seen from the whole law regarding parishes. The 

Parish riieet is bound, from his office, to exercise the 

oare of souls regarding all his parishioners (10). But 

a person becomes a parishioner by domicile or quasi-

domlcile (11). Kone, however, oan acquire domicile or 

quasl-domlolle unless he is a person in the church and 

thus becomes subjeot to ecclesiastical laws (12). He 

becomes a person in the ohuroh by baptism (13). Hence, 

the parleh priest is bound by his offloe to exercise the 

care of souls chiefly, in those who are already baptised. 

Thus the parish is an institution existing mainly for 

those who have already accepted the Faith. 

(10) C.J.C, Can 464 U . 

(11) C.J.C. Can 94 §1. 

(12) C.J.C, Can 12 

(13) C.J.C, Can 87. 
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This is seen also from the functions and duties of 

the parish priest. Those reserved to him by Can. 462 are 

directly concerned with the care of the Catholics in his 

parish. To him is reserved the solemn baptism of his parish­

ioners' children, the bringing of the Blessed Eucharist 

to the siok, publicly, the adnlnistration of &xtreue Unction 

and Viaticum even privately, the assistance at iwarriage and 

the publication of the banns, the announcement of ordinations, 

the liturgical blessing of houses, the blessing of the Font, 

public processions. nil of theae are concerned primarily 

with the oare of Catholics, not with the conversion of 

non-catholics, he must celebrate the missa pro populo 

for his subjects (14). For them he must celebrate the 

divine offices. He must give them the sacraments, know 

them, instruct their children (15). These and the other 

functions of the parish prieat are for the care of the 

faithful i.e. for those who are already converted. Thua 

the pariah la instituted ohiefly for Catholics, hegarding 

non-catholics living in his pariah, Can. 1350 §1 aaya, 

"... Pariah priests must look upon the non-catholics living 

(14) C.J.C. Can 466. 

(18) £•£•£• * Can 467. 
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in their ... parlshee as commended to them In the Lord". 

Thua, the institution of the parish is such that 

its first and chief purpose Is the care of souls that 

are already Catholics and only secondarily, even in the 

missions, is its purpose the conversion of the non-catholics 

living in the territory. 

Mission stations, on the other hand are Instituted 

primarily, for the conversion of the non-catholics and for 

their training and stabilisation in the Faith. This appears 

from the documents both before and after the Code and from 

the whole history and experience of mission stations, them­

selves. 

In the Instruction of the S.C. of the Propagation 

of the Faith Issued in 1893, It was stated that the peculiar 

and proper purpose of mission stations was the conversion 

of the Infidels and that the missionaries auployed in these 

stations were to give their whole labour to the work of 

conversion (16). 

Since the code, Plus XI In his encyclical letter 

Kgrum Kccleelae wrote, 

"We desire of you a better organisation 
which from now on may render more easy 

(16) S.C of the propagation of the faith, Instruction, 
Marsh 19, 1893, §1: Collectanea, v.2, n.1828, p.287. 
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the way of the propagation of the Faith 
and the Increase of converta" (17). 

The organization that he prescribes la the establishment 

of mission stations In such a way that no part of the 

territory will be left without the praaonlng of the Gospel. 

Here again the same declaration is ;&ude regarding the pur­

pose of mission stations i.e. the propagation of the Faith 

and the increase of converts.. 

In the same encyclical, the iOpe deolared that 

secondary stations were to be left In onarge of at least 

a oateehist whose chief purpose is "to assist the mission­

ary particularly by instructing oateohumens and preparing 

them for baptism" (IS). Thus the chief purpose of mission 

stations Is seen to be the preaching of the Gospel to 

those who are still outside the church and the preparing 

of them for their baptism, and after baptism, their 

training In catholic life. 

(17) "... res aptlus volumue e vobis ordinari, ut 
faeilior posthao ad Christlanae sapientlae propagationem 
pateat adltus et numerus eorum augeatur qulbus ea fnclli-
ter collucet" (Pius xi. Encyclical letter Herum acoleslae, 
Feb. 28, 1926: «ww3, V.18 (1926;, p.79). 

(18) "... qui missionalibus operam navent suam, 
oateehumenos potisaimum erudlendo et ad baptismura compa­
rand ort (ibidem, p.78). 
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Row, it will hardly be better for the care of souls 

if the Ordinary establishes an institution for the care 

of Catholics in a distriot where the chief purpose of the 

church is the conversion of non-catholics, and vice versa. 

Therefore, the Ordinary should consider first the 

state of the ohuroh In the district. If tho principal work 

of the church in & certain place is the care of those 

already catholic, then, the institution oalled for is 

the parish. If the first consideration must be given to 

the conversion of the non-oathollos, then, he should leave 

the district aa a adsfaion station. 

This is confirmed by the whole history of the 

missions since the founding of the Propaganda. Parishes 

have always been the exception save in those places where 

the people were already catholic or where these parlahea 

were established for Catholics immigrating to a new land 

where the population waa non-oathollo. 

Thua where a people are largely catholic or where 

the priests charged with the care of aouls are occupied 

chiefly with the oare of those who have already accepted 

the Faith, the time has come for the Ordinary to consider 

the establishment of perishes or quasl-parlshes. 
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2) The Stability of the Population. 

For a parish there are required Catholics with 

domioile or quasi-domloile In the district (19). In some 

missions, the population migrates periodically. One part 

of the year will be spent in one place and the rest some 

place far distant e.g. the nomadic tribes of Mongolia or 

the Eskimos and some of the Indian tribes In the Canadian 

Northland, in other places, the population Is ever on the 

move e.g. the catholic boat-people on the feting river in 

China. These spend their whole lives on the boats, moving 

up and down the Ming, a distance of some three hundred 

miles. Other places have a large Catholic population for only 

a few months of the year. They come for recreation or 

commerce and after a few months, the mission is deserted 

till the following year, e.g. the summer places, like 

Mo-Kan-San where many Catholics from shanghai made their 

summer homes. Now a parish requires a stable population, 

authors say that at least ten persons are required to 

establish a pariah (20). But in the missions a parish 

will rarely, If ever, be erected where there are so few 

(I*) C.J.C. Can 94 §1. 

(20) Cfr. Cappello, Summa Iuris canonic1. p.447, n.488. 
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that have domioile or quasi-domiclie in i t . 

Therefore the law regarding the establishment of 

parishes and quasl-parlshes will not bind where there 

are very few catholics who have domioile or quaal-domidle 

In the place. In places where this population is not 

stable, i t i s better not to erect a parish. 

3) The Number of Priests Available for the Care of 

Souls. 

Regularly, the Ordinary must name the luasi-

parish priest from among the secular clergy who belong 

to the quasi-diocese (21). ^n practice, this usually 

means the native seoular clergy, .̂ven a removable parish 

priest uuet be permanent (22). The foreign missionary is 

rarely permanent In this sense, "hat with recurring 

wars and the Internment and expulsion of all foreigners 

of a certain nation (23) and the extreme nationalism and 

(3D C»J»C»* Can 457. 

(22) C*>.C Can 454 §1. 

(23) Cfr. S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Decree, May 20, 1923, n.2: AAS, v.15 (1923), p.370-371. 
In many places, missionaries are granted permits to rewain 
in the country only for a year at a time. After each year 
these must be renewed by the Government. 
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suspicion of the pagana among whom they live It is generally 

more prudent when naming parish priests to choose only 

natives of the place, iven in the best of times, these 

latter are generally less hampered in their activities. 

For these reasons, the Council of Shanghai ruled that 

"the erection of quasl-parlshes was to be urged rarely 

and with the greatest caution, whereever the native secular 

priests to whom the office of quasl-parish priest might 

be committed were lacking (24). 

If there are not sufficient secular priests the 

Ordinary may appoint religious, even exempt onea, to the 

care of souls (25). "The fiiahops of missions have the 

special faculty of naming regulars to parishes when suit­

able priests for sueh benefices <ire, altogether lacking 

among the secular clergy" (26). In this case also, it 

(24) "... censet ibi maxime oaute et parse urgendam 
esse erectlonem quael-paroeclarum, ubi non adest sacerdotum 
saecularlum indigenarum cop la, quibus co/a&itti potest 
offiolum quaai-parochi" ( Primus Concilium Slnense. n.103, 
p.56). 

(25) C.J.C. Can 297. 

(26) "Facultas speclalls autem £plsoopls missionum 
fit nonlnandl regulares ad paroeoias cum idonei ad tails 
benefioia saeerdotes e clero saeoularl omnlno deficient" 
(S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, Dec. 9, 
1920, n.l: AAS, v.13 (1921), p.IS, n.3). 
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will generally be the native member of the religious that 

the Ordinary will choose. 

Therefore where the ordinary lacks suitable priests 

for the office or where he cannot spare a priest for this 

territory only, the law regarding the erection of quasi-

pariahee will not be urged. 

4) Tho State of the Church Temporalities in the 

Territory. 

There are certain temporal things and temporals 

adnexed to spirituals which are required before a parish 

can be ereoted. There these are lacking and there is no 

hope of providing them immediately, then, it Is better 

that the Ordinary leave the district as a mission station, 

(a) the parish church. 

A parish must have a parish church (27). This ohuroh 

must be scleanly blessed or consecrated (28). Where this 

church does not exist and there is no immediate hope of 

building it then the territory must be left as a mission 

station. Thue, whers the ottered functions must be held in 

a mission chapel or in a hail and it ic prudently foreseen 

mmmmmnr- • • mm mm '««" tmnmmimm<mf m\ i w m • uw i w* iw B M « M 

(27) CJLiC, Can 216 §1. 

(28) C.J.C., Can 1165 $3,4 . 
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that thia oonditlon will not be remedied in the near future 

the erection of the pariah ia not to be urged. However, 

It la not neoesesry that a sumptuous or costly church be 

provided as though they were to be cathedrals of future 

dioceses (29). *11 that Is necessary Is a church large 

enough to acoommodate the faithful of the parish. 

(b) the pariah house. 

The quasi-parish priest is appointed for the good 

of the souls committed to him. Therefore the church orders 

that he shall live In the parish house olose to the parish 

church. The Ordinary may permit him to dwell elsewhere 

If the house Is not ao far distant that It will cause harm 

to the pariah functions (30). Where thle cannot be arranged 

then it !a better to wait till a parish house can be con­

structed (31). 

(c) the benef ice . 

If the endowment for the benefloe cannot be provided 

and It Is prudently foreseen that what la necessary will 

(29) Plus XI, Encyclical letter Herum Ecolealae. 
Feb. 28, 1926: AAS, V.18 (1926), p.80-81. 

(30) C.J.C. Can 465 §1. 

(31) Heou Tae-Cheng, De jaaei-Paraeolae ^ r e c t l o a e . 
p . 2 3 , n .10 . 
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probably be lacking, the Ordinary Is not to erect a quasl-

parlsh (32) . Where provision cannot be made for the aupport 

of the pariah prieat and for the sacred functions In the 

pariah the Ordinary may aot erect a parish or luasi-parlsh. 

The Obligation of &roc»ln& miaaion s t a t i o n s . 

In the undivided parts of these dioceses and quasi -

d ioceses , Is the Ordinary bound to erect miaaion stat ions? 

bA&sarei alone, to our knowledge, considers the question 

and he thinks that there la no obligation but merely a 

counsel i33) . However, I f we consider both the old law 

ar.d the new i t seems that there i s a real obligation of 

erecting Mission s t a t i o n s , where there are no parlahea or 

qu&& i-parishes . 

Under the law before tho Code, there was an obligation 

of erecting mission stat ions in these undivided t e r r i t o r i e s . 

Thus the Instruction of the Propaganda in 1893 ordera that 

mission s tat ions be established and then continues: 

(32) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n . l : AAS, v.12 (1920), p.352, n .2 . 
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"In whatever dloceeea these (mission stations) 
already exist lot care bu taken that t>t the 
first opportunity they be multiplied and 
gradually be extended to the whole territory 
of the diocese" (34). 

Since the Code, Benedict XV In his eneyclloal letter Maximum 

Iliad counsels that mission stations be BO erected. 

"In order, then, that the preaching of the 
Gospel should come within everyone's hearing 
more successfully and quickly, he will find 
it useful to found other mission stations" 
(35). 

It was ?iua XI in his encyclical letter Herum iSoole-

siss who ordered these missions established throughout the 

undivided territory of the diocese or quasi-diocese. He 

prescribes: 

"Therefore, make thle your aim that the sacred 
preachers will be so distributed that no 
part of the territory will remain without 
the preaching of the Gospel and be reserved 
for future evangelisation, therefore spread 

(34) "... ^uibus vero in dloceelbus eaedem lam extant, 
ourandum est ut priao quoque tempore multlplleentur, ac 
senslm ad universum dlocesis terrltorium extendantur" (S.C. 
of the Propagation of the Faith, Inatruotlon, March 19, 1693, 
B»1J Collectanea, v.2, n»182S, p.287). 

(35) "Itaque ut ad auree singulorum eo celeriue aielius-
que Evangelli praedloatio perveniat, multan proderit alias 
aublnde mlsaionalium statlones ...constituent" (Benedict XV, 
Sncycllcal letter kaximum lllud. Nov. 30, 1919: Am, v. 11 
(1919), p.443). 
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out by realdenooa constituting missionaries 
in a certain plaoe aa a sort of oentrs 
around which are established minor stations..." 
(36). 

fivary part of the diocese or quasi-dlocese Is to 

have its preacher of the Gospel, wo part of it is to be 

reserved for future evangelisation. This Is to be done 

by establishing mission stationa throughout the territory. 

Thua tae Ordinary la obliged to erect these miaaion 

atationa throughout the whole territory that is not divided 

into parishes. This is to be his aim i.e. he must tend 

towards this organization and make it as soon as circum­

stances permit. 

It is clear that this is the very same law as that 

of the Instruction of the Propaganda of 1893. The Ordinary 

Is bound to take care to multiply theae atationa and extend 

them to the whole territory of the dlooeae or quasi-dlooese. 

This Is to be done gradually as circumstances permit. 

That a part of the territory be left outside the 

boundaries of mission stations, a sufficient reason Is 

required. Any reason that would make the evangelization 

of a certain part of the territory impossible for the 

(36) Plus XI, Encyclical letter rteruw ̂ cclesiae 
Feb. 28, 1926; *«£, V.18 (1926), p.79-80". 
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time being would be enough. Thua, for example, the follow­

ing would be eonaidered sufficient: 

a) the lack of personnel, i.e. where there are 

not sufficient priests and catechista to staff theae 

missions. If there are not enough priests for the oentral 

stations that would be neoesssry or osteehists for the 

minor or secondary ones, it would not help the evangelis­

ation of the territory to include it in a mission station 

whieh oould not oare for it. If there is an immediate 

remedy to this situation, e.g. by training more oateohists, 

than, it must be taken. 

b) the laok of sufficient funds to support 

these stations end their personnel when they have been 

established. The reason for erecting them is that no 

part of the territory will lack a preacher of the Gospel. 

Where the preaoher cannot be supported the station would 

lose its reason for existence. 

e) a more or less permament condition of un­

rest in some part of the territory i.e. a condition so 

grave and permanent that it makes the carrying on of the 

work of conversion, morally Impossible. Thua In many 

missions no mission work can be carried on in that part 
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of the territory where bandits or pirates have established 

their headquarters. 

d) a population that Is scarce and dispersed, 

i.e. a people who are ao few and ao widely eoattered that 

the missionary could rarely oome in contact with them or 

would not have auffiolent work.among them. 

Theae and other similar reasons whloh in fact render 

the work of conversion extremely dlffloult or impossible 

would be sufficient for the Ordinary to leave part of the 

undivided territory of his diooese or quasl-diocese out­

side the limits of the mission stationa. 

AftTIOLtt 2 

THS eOMPfcTSKT AUTHORITY 

What authority Is competent to erect mission stations? 

The Roman Pontiff. 

The Roman pontiff has the supreme and full power of 

jurisdiction not only regarding faith and morals but also 

those things that pertain to the rule and diecipline of 

ths ohuroh throughout the world (37). in mission territories, 

(37) C.J.C Can 218 §1. 
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the oare of the non-oatholios is reserved to the Holy see 

(38). Therefore the homan Pontiff has the power to creot 

siaslon stations anywhere In the missions, without any 

formalities. However, the Roman Pontiff, in the normal 

rule of the ohuroh does not direct immediately by himself 

the Internal rule of the mission. His oare of the non-

catholics is exercised through vloars (39). 

The sacred Congregation of the propagation of the Faith-

For the ruling of the missions, the Homan Pontiff 

has constituted the 8.C. of the Propagation of the Faith 

and committed to it the oare of all those regions where 

the hierarchy has not yet been constituted and even where 

it has been constituted, If there still remains something 

Incomplete In their state (40). It has the faculty of 

doing all those things necessary and opportune for the 

propagation of the Faith, and the constitution and change 

<38) C.J.C. Can 1350 §2. 

(39) "lussul divino, [ecclesias] .... partem princi­
pal©*, totum scilicet regimen miaul.nis sibi retlnet" (S.C. 
of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, Deo. 8, 1929: 
AAS, v.22 (1930), p.112. 

UO) C J . C . Can 252 §2. 
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of the necessary ministers (41). Therefore, since the 

mission station it the inatitution whoae chief purpose ia 

the teaching of the Gospel to thoae outside the Faith, 

the Sacred Congregation haa full power to erect mission 

stations anywhere in mission territory. 

However, while It has this power, the Propaganda 

gsnerslly rcatricta itaelf to making the major divisions 

i.e. dioceses, vicariates and prefectures apoatollc and 

missions sui juris. The Internal divisions In these 

missions are left to the local eoelesiastical Superior. 

Nuntio or Delegate. 

These have the right of vigilance over the state 

of the church in the territory to which they are sent. 

They are to make their reports to the Holy See (42), but 

the rule of the diocese or quesl-dlocese Is left to the 

looal Ordinary (43). Therefore, the Nuntio or Delegate 

has not the power to erect miaslon atationa. 

(*1) C.J.C. Can 252 U . 

(42) C J . C . Can 267 U , n.2. 

(43) C.J.C.. Can 269 §1. 
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The Bishop. Vicar and Prefoot Apoatollc, Superior of a 

Misalon Sul Iuris. 

"Therefore the one and only true Superior of a 

mission is he who la named by the Holy See, to whom aa Can. 

1350 declares the entire care of the missions... is reserved 
— W — - W ^ W W W — . H i l l Mill • • • ! ! . — M . . . M • W I M H I I . I i l - ^ I . W . I M M . t O W l M HIMIWI ' • • •!• — M M . . i WIIHW—MMt—• n • IHJ.MI—•—IWWWfc 

solely It is his business to establish mission sta­

tions ... to build ohapels and churchea" (44). In theae 

words the Sacred Congregation declared who has the ordinary 

power to erect mission stations. 

The Superior of the mission is the one appointed by 

the Holy See. Since dioceses subject to the Propaganda must 

be had as alsoions (45) the Superiors of missions are; the 

Bishop In the misalon diocese, the Vicar Apostolic in the 

vicariate, the Prefect Apostolic In the prefecture, the 

Superior in the mission sul luria and the Administrator 

appointed by the Holy See, according to Can. 312. 

In mission dioceses and quasi-diooeses, in the care 

of non-catholics, the Ordinary acts as the Vloar of the 

(44) "Itaque unus ac verus mlsslonis Superior is est 
qui nominatur a Saneta Sede, cui, uti praeelplt canon 1350 
*universe mlssionum cura ... unloe reservatur" .... Ad 
ipaum speetat mlasionales etationes oonetltuore, ... sacella 
et ecclceiae erigere" (S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, 
instruction, Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, V.22 (1930), p.118). 

(45) S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, Deoree, 
Oee. 9, 1920, n.l: *JU9, v.12 (1921;, p. 18, n.l. 



THS KRKCTION OF MISSION STATIONS 170 

Holy See to whom le reserved the whole oare of the mission 

to non-oatholios (46). Although they exeroise this oare 

as vicara of the Holy see, they do it ex officio and with 

ordinary power (47). 

Before he can validly exercise his jurisdiction, he 

muat have taken possession of his oee, according to can. 

334 §3 regarding Biahopa, and Can.293 §2 concerning Vicara 

and Prefects Apoatollc and Superiors of missions sul Juris. 

Before he has taken oanonical possession he may In no way 

Intrude himself into the rule of the diocese or quasi-

diocese (48). 

Therefore the Bishop, Vicar and Prefect Apoatollc, 

Superior of a miaaion sul iurla and the Administrator may 

erect mission stations within their territory after they 

have taken possession of It. 

The Vloar General, Vicar and Prefect Delegate. Superior 

Delegate. 

AS often as it la necessary to the right rule of 

the diocese a Vicar General Is to be constituted by the 

U*) C.J.C. Can 1350 §2. 

(47) C.J.C. Can 294. 

t*S> C*J*C. Can 334 §1. 
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Bishop. This offioial helps the Bishop In the whole 

territory with ordinary power (49). His Holiness, Bene­

dict XT, In 1919, "granted to Mission Ordinaries the power 

of nominating a Vloar Delegate If they need one, who shall 

have In practice all the jurladlctlon In spiritual and 

temporal mattera, which the Code gives to Vicara General 

In dioeeaea" (50). "Sinoe the aforesaid faculty was 

explicitly granted to only Vicara and Prefects Apoatollc" 

His Holiness was petitioned in 1929 "to extend it graoloua-

ly also to the &ooleeiastioal Superiors of independent 

Missions, that is, those missions which are directly de­

pendent on thia Scored Congregation ... In the audience ... 

His Holiness deigned to grant both requests" (51). 

(49) C.J.C. Can 366 §1. 

(50) "JElargltus est Ordinarils Mlssionum pot est at em 
nominandi Vioarium Delegatus, ai eo indigeant, cui praotioe 
eoneeaaa ait omnis iurisdictio in spirituailbus et tempora-
llbus, qua ex Codice I. C. uti potest Vioariua Oenerails in 
dlocesl" (S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, Letter, 
Deo. 8, 1919, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.120). 

(51) "Slooome la facolta sopradetta fu esplloltamente 
conoessa solo ai Vlearl e Prefetti Apostolic! ... estendere 
anehe ai Super!orl £ooleslaatiol dalle Mlsslonl autonorae, 
vale a dire diretta&ente dipendentl da quests sacra Congre-
gaeione ... Nell*Udlenza ... 11 S. Padre el degno dl aeeo-
gliere tanto l'una come l'altra domanda" (S.C. of the Propaga­
tion of the Faith, Nov. ?il92$: Syl̂ LQga. n.146, p.349). The 
translation is taken from T. Bousoaren, S.J., The Canon Law 
Digest (3 vole., Milwaukee, The Bruce Publishing company 
Tiwt-l94.9])t v.3, p.42, S. Canon 198. 
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Without a speoial mandate, the Vicar General may 

not erect a mission s ta t ion that Is a benelioe (&£)• Nor 

does i t seem l ike ly that he may erect fid asion stations 

even when they are not benefices , without a special mandate. 

It Is the business of the Superior appointed by the Holy 

See to erect mission s t a t i o n s . This i s the same as the 

law before the Code. Leo £111 declared that the l imi t s of 

mission stat ions were to be defined by the Bishop (53) . 

It seems therefore that with a speoial a&ndate, the Vloar 

General, Vloar and ir refect Delegate and Superior Delegate 

could erect a mission atatlon in the t err i tor i e s where 

they have ordinary power (54) . 

(52) C . J . C . Can 1414 §3. 

(53) Leo XIII, Constitution Bosaanos Pont if icea. 
May 8, 1881: ASS, v.13 (1894), p.4811 

(54) The controversy regarding the powers of these 
Vicars whether they were ordinary or delegated, seems 
to have been settled by a reply to the Vicar apostolic of 
Nev Guinea; "An lurlsdlotio In spiritucllbus et temporall-
bus quam Epistola S.C de Propaganda Fide dioit practice 
concessam oaao Vioarlo Dalegato, jit nature suo lurlsdlotio 
ordinaria vel delegate; ... K. lurlsdlotio Vioarii Delegati 
est ordinaria" (S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Letter, Nov. 16, 1937: paventl, Brevlarlum Iuris Mlaalonalla. 
p.90). Paventl gives the Propaganda Prot. n.4226-37. See 
also Bousoaren, The Canon Law p fee at. v.3, p.44, s. canon 
198. This dooumerit is not published in the AAS. 
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The Vloar Capitular. 

The Vloar Capitular has the same jurisdiction as 

the Bishop in spiritual and temporal matters except in 

those things that have expressly been prohibited by the 

law (55). Hovever, while the See Is vacant no innovation 

is to be made (56). Since mission stations are moral 

persons and therefore perpetual it seems that the erect! on 

of suoh would be binding on the new Ordinary and that there­

fore the Vicar Capitular would be bound by this reetrlotlon 

(57). 

The usual Interpretation of this canon Is that the 

Vloar Capitular may not undertake anything that will sub­

stantially harm the diocese or the rights of the next 

Bishop (58). Thus, if he foresees that the proposed 

erection of the mission station will not be harmful but 

rather will be beneficial to the diocese, Can. 436 will 

not of itself prevent the making of the division. Thus 

in mission dioceses it may easily happen that such an 

(55) C.J.C. Can 435 §1. 

(56) C.J.C. Can 436. 

(57) Hegerdlng pariahes, cfr- Paventl, Brevlnrlum 
Iu r i s . . l s s lona l l s , p . 127. 

(58) Cfr. Hegatil lo, Ins t i tu t lones Iur i s Canonic!. 
v . l , p.316, n.581; Coronate, InstI tut lones j u r i s Canonic!. 
v . l , p.544, n.461} Cappello, Sumtan lur la CanonXeX p.366.n.400. 
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erection will need to be made and cannot be postponed till 

the Bishop has been appointed, e.g. the request of a large 

number of people to enter the church In a certain diatrlot 

where no mission station already exists. 

Therefore, it seems that the Vloar Capitular oould 

ereot a mission station where this will not be harmful to 

the dioeeae or to the rights of the new Bishop. 

The Pro-vicar. Pro-prefeot. Pro-superior. 

Vicars and Prefects Apostolio are obliged to appoint 

a suitable Pro-vicar or Pro-prefect when they take possession 

of their territory, unless the Holy see has appointed a 

Co-adjutor with the right of succession (59). These have 

no power during the life of the Vloar or Prefect, unless 

it has been delegated to them, but on the latter*s demise 

or incapacitation, they assume the whole rule of the 

quasi-diocese and retain this rule until the Holy See has 

provided otherwise (60). 

The Canons of the Code of Canon Law which refer to 

Prefectures and Prefects Apostolio may be applied, servatla 

(59) C.J.C. Can 309 §1. 

(60) C.J.C. Can 309 §2. 
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servandls. in general alao to independent missions and their 

Superiors (61). Therefore Superloro of missions sui juris 

may also name a Pro-auperlor, who will fall under the 

seme lsw ac the Pro-prefect. 

These offioials when they have legitimately assumed 

the rule of the quasi-diooese o&u use all the faculties, 

ordinary, according to Can. 294, or delegated, which the 

Vloar or Prefeot enjoyed unless they were committed to 

him Industrie® personae (62), Therefore, while they hold 

office they have the sawe powere us the Vicar, Prefeot or 

Superior as the oaae may be. 

Therefore, the rTo-vicar, ^ro-prefect and xro-

superi or, during their office may ereot mission stations 

in the same way us the Vloars, Prefects or Superiors. 

Those Whom the Ordinary Should Consult. 

1) The diocesan consultors and the mission council. 

The Vicar or Prefeot apostolic must constitute 

a Council of the older and juore prudent missionaries. He 

must hear their opinion, ut least by letter, in the more 

(61) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Nov. 7, 
1929: Sylloge. h.146, p.349. 

(62) C.J.C. Can 310 §2. 



THS ERECTION OF MISSION STATIONS 176 

grave and difficult business of the quad-diocese (63). 

Blehopa of diooeses, on ths other hand, are to Institute 

diocesan Consultore (64). In the words of the Instruction 

of 1929, the Superior of the mission "should make much of 

the mission Council which ... he Is bound to establish and 

consult" (65). 

Before constituting mission stations, since they are 

a permanent Institution for the care of souls and their 

ereotlon directly and gravely affects the preaching of the 

Goepel and the Inoreaae of things Catholic in the diatrlot, 

the Ordinary of a qusai-dloccBe would be bound to consult 

his Council (66). 

Regarding dioceses, there is no prescription of the 

Code which obliges the Bishop to consult the diocesan 

Consultore in this matter, paventl says that it follows 

from Can. 1532 §3 (67). This canon regards alienation 

(63) C.J.C. Can 302. 

(64) C.J.C. Can 423. 

(65) "... magnl faoiat Consilium mlsslonls, quod ... 
oonstituere et ounsulere tenetur" (S.C. of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Instruction, Deo. 8, 1929: AAS, V.22 (1930), 
p.113). 

(66) Paventl, Brevlarlum Iuris ^lsslonalla. p.132. 

U7) loo* elt. 
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of church property and alienation does not enter into the 

erecting of a new moral person. Regarding the division of 

eoolealastloal goods in dividing ulssion stations, the 

pertinent lav la Can. 1500, not Can. 1532 §3. In thi-t 

matter there la no prescription of the Code. 

The Blahop la obliged to consult the Chapter or 

the diocesan Consultora, where there Is no Chapter (68), 

only whan this la prescribed by law (69). Here there Is 

no prescription. Therefore, In the diocese, the Bishop Is 

not obliged to consult the Chapter or the diocesan Con-

suitors. 

2) The religious superior. 

"... If the mission Superior should plan to 

undertske some work for whoae execution the necessary funds 

were not at hand or for which suitable evangelical workers 

were needed, he should take the matter up with the Superiors 

of his institute.••" (70). In these words, the Instruction 

(68) C.J.C. Can 427. 

(69) C.J.C. Can 391 §1. 

(70) "... Si mlssionls Superior opus aliquod a^gredi 
lntenderet ad quod exsequendum neoesaarla pecuniae vis de-
esset vel apt! evangellei operari! deslderarentur, cum instl-
tuti sul Superioribus rem agat oportet" (S.C of the Propa-

?at Ion of the Faith, Instruction, Deo. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 1930), p.113). 
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of 1929 defines when it Is neoessary for the Ordinary to 

oonault the religioua Superior. It goea on to aay that 

the Ordinary "should make great account of the judgment 

and advice of his religious Superior" (71). 

Thus, in erecting mission stations the Ordinary Is 

bound to consult the religious Superior In two cases: 

1) where the neoessary funds are not at 

hand, I.e. where the Ordinary would need an extra subsidy 

from his religious Inetltute, either to erect the station 

or to support end develop it, later on. 

ii) where he would need priests from the 

Inetltute to staff the station. In both these oases an 

extra burden would be placed on the Institute, which the 

Ordinary, of himself, cannot do. "It does not, however, 

follow that the Superior of the mission can undertake and 

pursue in hla mission whatever works he chooses according 

to his own will and oholee, and that the inetltute is then 

bound to provide the expenses and ahoulder the debts" (72). 

(71) "... In aagno pretlo nabeat Superiorls rellglosi 
ludlcla et concilia" (3.0. of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Instruction, Deo. 8, 1929: AAS, V.22 (1930), p.113). 

(72) "Neque tamen inde oequitur Uuperiorem mlsslonis 
pro llbltu atque arbitratu suo opera quaecumquo In aua mis-
slone mollrl atque exseoul posse, Instltutumque delude tenerl 
exponala provider® ac deb^ta portare" (loc. cit.). 
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Thus, where there Is a new burden placed on the Institute 

by the erection of the new mission station the Ordinary 

must oonault the religious Superior. In cases where the 

Institute will not assume thia new burden the Ordinary 

will "according to circumstances, have recourse to the 

S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith" (73). 

Regarding the manner in which the Ordinary la to 

oonault his mission Counoll, the Code prescribes that It 

be done "at least by letter" (74). It would seem that this 

would be sufficient also aa far as the religious Superior 

is concerned. Under the conditions existing in many 

missions, it would cause grave difficulties to require more. 

Generally, mission ordinaries and society Superiors do not 

live in the same mission or the same town. Travel in many 

missions, both from the point of time consumed and the 

difficulties encountered, is not to be undertaken without 

a serious reason, to say the least. It Is with reason 

that the canon allowed this consultation to be had by 

(73) "... cum Institutl sul Super1oribus rem agat 
oportet, vel etiam pro rerum adjunctis ad sacrum Congre-
gatlonem de Propaganda Fide recurrat" (loc. clt.). 

(**) C*J*C. Can 302. 
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letter. Therefore, it is sufficient for the Ordinary to 

consult the religious Superior and the mission Council 

by letter. It would seem that the Ordinary would be 

obliged to wait till the answer oould be received according 

to ordinary clrctmnttmoes or that he set a period of tlae 

in vhieh to reply. If this tine hea elapsed without a 

reply, It seems that the Ordinary oould proceed safely, 

acoording to his own judgment (75). 

ARTICLE 3 

T M DSCRSJi OF SRKCT10N 

The necessity of the intervention of the ecclesias­

tical authority in the erection of mission stations, before 

the Code, has been established. Likewise, there can be no 

doubt of its necessity under the present law. Ko moral 

person can obtain existence exoept through competent author­

ity (76). ^ mission station is a moral person. Therefore, 

the intervention of the ecclesiastical authority la absolutely 

(75) Heou Tze-Cheng, ftc quasi-Paroeolae ^reotlone, 
p.39, n.30. 

(76) C.J.C. Can 100 §1. 
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necessary in the ereotlon of mission stations. 

Must this ereotlon be made by formal deoree? Can. 100 

§1 declares that moral persons reoelve their personality 

In two ways, either from the law Itself ot from a formal 

deoree of erection by the competent authority. In a decree 

iaaued in 1922, the S.C of Heligioue declared that this 

formal decree le required in the ereotlou of all moral per­

sona (77). Thua, misalon stationa since tiiey ure laoral 

persons must be erected by formal decree. From the nature 

of the oase, this deoree should determine the territory of 

the mission station i.e. at least which subsidiary stations 

belong to it (76), the piuce of rosidanoe of the missionary 

and the principal church or chapel. If the station is also 

a benefice, it should state the endowment of the benefice 

and the rights and obii&atioms of the beneficiary (79). 

la this formal deoree necessary to validity? 

(77) "... eapienter per can. 100 §1 nraescribltur ut 
peraouae morales ... nonnisi per formula deeretuu a compe-
tente ecclesiaatlco Superlore erigi valeant" (S.C of kell-
gioue, Decree, Nov. 30, 1922: AAS, v.14 (1*22), p.£44). 

(78) Plus AI, Encyclical letter herum Soclesiae. 
Feb. 28, 1926: A;S, v.18 (1926), p.80. 

(79) C.J.C, Can 1418. 
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Paventl (80) and MasareI (81), since they do not admit 

that mission stations receive their personality from the 

law, think it is required for validity. Eguren (82) 

holds that, once they have been eatabliahed by the competent 

eooleslastioal superior, mission stations are moral persons 

whether this ereotlon has been had by formal decree or not. 

Neither the law before the Code nor the present law 

require a formal deoree for the validity of the erection. 

Before the Code, mission stations were created "by the 

authority of the Bishop" (83). The formalities required 

for the erection and division of parishes were not to be 

extended to the erection and division of mission stations 

(84). tfven in the ereotion of parishes a formal deoree 

(80) Paventl, Brevlarium Iuris Mlselonalls. p.147. 

(81) Masarel, pe .alsslonum Institutions AQ De Rela­
tionibus Inter Superior e 8 Mlaaionum ,.t Super lores Rellgio-
BOS. p.163. n.205. 

(82) Sguron, De Conditions luridlea teigslonarll in 
Studla Mlsslonalla. v.5 (1950), p.148. 

(83) S.C of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
April 21, 1862: Collectlo Laeensia. v.3, ool. 959d. 

(84) Leo XIII, Constitution Romanos Pontifioea, 
May 8, 1881: ASS; v.13 (1894), p.4&T. 
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was not required for validity (#5). Therefore before the 

Code, missions stations could be validly erected without 

a formal decree. 

Under the Code, moral persons receive their person­

ality in two ways, either by law or by for.al decree. While 

this decree is prescribed, it is not for validity in the 

c&Be of moral persons erected by law. It is evident that 

the nullity of acts is not to be presumed since it is some­

thing odious but that this nullity must be clearly proven 

(86). 

Now, in the case regarding the diocese of Prince Albert 

and Saskatoon, the S.C. of the Council declared that the 

parishes in that diocese were validly erected even though 

there had been no foriJial decree of erection. The principle 

of law which determined the case wes that a formal decree, 

while prescribed, is not necessary for validity in the case 

of moral persons which receive their moral personality from 

the law itself (87). 

(85) S.C. of the Council, Letter, Mar. 18, l£8l: 
Collectanea. v.2, n.1548, p.145. 

(86) C.J.C. Can 11, 1680 11. 

(87) .-v.C. of the Council, march 5, 1932: AAS, v.25 
(1933), p.437. 
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Therefore with regard to mission stations while 

they are to be erected by a formal decree, thle preecription 

of the law is for the liceity of the act, not for the vali­

dity. 

Thua, where the ordinary has defined a territory, 

determined the principal chapel or church and appointed a 

Rector who has not the exclusive care of the souls in the 

territory and is not bound by the obligation of the g.iesa 

pro populo or where the Ordinary has approved such a 

situation by accepting it ov^r the years, we have a mission 

station, validly erected, which enjoys rporal personality 

in the law. 

In erecting mission stations the following suggested 

form could be used: 

a N 

Miseratione divina et L-anctae Sedls Apoetolieae gratia 

Episcopus N 

(Episcopus Vicariue Apostollcus de.... 

Praefactus Apostollcus de aut 

Superior i.i^sionis de ) 

omnibus praeeentes litterae inspecturle salutem et in Domino 

benedictionem. 
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Inter praecipua Nostrl pastoralis officii munera 

sane habetur propagationem Fidel Inter crane© gentee in 

Nostris regionibus degentes lta disponi ut unusqulsque 

aissionarius cunctls officii per Nos el attributl munerlbue 

facilius satiafacere possit et valeat. 

Idcirco (prius audito fConsillo misslonis et] Supe-

riore religioso), novam stationem miesionalem ad propaga-

tionis fide! nececsitatibus et rellglonls incresjento provi-

dendum canonlce erigi decrevimus. 

Wuae quidem statio mlssionalls consistat intra limites 

infra dictas, scilicet: (88) 

cum statio principalis in loco N 

existente. 

Divisio bonorum, luxta Can. 1500, habeatur ut infra, 

s c i l i c e t : 

Quapropter, omnibus luxta canonee at tente coneideratis 

et mature perpeneis, hanc dletam stationem reiesionalera 

N,, , . . , ut supra deecriptam, CUBS praefata 

s ta t ions pr incipal! in loco , sub 

(88) Here the l imits of the new mission stat ion or 
a t l e a s t , the na^es of the Chris t iani t ies or subsidiary 
s ta t ions thet belong to i t should be given. 
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tltulo S , virtute praesentlum 

canonice erigimus erectsx .^e declaraii,ue; cum omnibus 

lurlbus, gratiie et facultatlbus, quibus ceterae Nostrae 

diocesis (vieariatus, praefecturae aut adsaionis) stationes 

sdeslonales, luxta canones et statute diocesana frul et 

gaudere solent. 

Datum N , sub slgno slgilloque Nostrie, 

ac cancellaril Nostrl subscription©, anno Domini milleslmo 

nongentesimo die mensis 

aU BpiSCOpUS 

(Uli Episcopus Vicarius 

Apostollcus dc 
Loc. slgll. 

WN Praefectus Apostollcus de 
aut M Superior Missionls de ). 

NN Cancellarius. 
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ARTICLE 4 

CONCLUSIONS 

The Ordinary has a true obligation of erecting 

parishes and quasl-parlshes when such a division will be 

of benefit to the care of souls and the increase of things 

catholic in any part of his territory. In the meantime, 

he must seek to have all the territory, not so divided, in­

cluded within the boundaries of mission stations. 

The principal standard by which he is to judge the 

readiness of any t e r r i t o ry to be erected as a parish or 

quaal-parish is the s ta te of the church in that t e r r i t o r y , 

i . e . whether ths church i s chiefly concerned with the care 

of those already Catholics or with the conversion of the 

non-catholics. If the former, the parish or quasi-parish 

i s the ins t i tu t ion called for; i f the l a t t e r , the mission 

s t a t ion . However, even when a major part of a a i s t r i c t has 

bean converted to the Faith there may be other reasons why 

the Ordinary would find i t Inconvenient to erect parishes 

and quasi-parishes. These tnl^ht be the ins t ab i l i ty of the 

population, the scarcity of suitable prieste to act aa 

parish p r i e s t s , the lack of a pariah church or a becoming 

dwelling for the parish p r ies t , or f ina l ly , the inabi l i ty to 

supply the means for the establishment of the b©n«ficG or 
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for tihe upkeep of tho parish and Its pr.stor. In ? H these 

cases, th'-* Ordinary should por.tpone tho erection until the 

necer.nities can ba provided. 

Miaaion stations nuat be orweted by the competent eccle­

siastical authority. Those are, during their office and under 

the conditions of the law, the Roman Pontiff, the S.C. of the 

Propagation of the Faith, the Bishop, Vicar or Prefect Apos­

tolic and the Superior of a roinalon fful juris, the Vicar 

Capitular, Pro-vicar, Pro-prefect and Pro-superior. With a 

special wandate, the Vicar General, Vicar or Prefect D«lspate 

and the Superior Delegate aay alao erect mission statjons. 

In quasl-diocesos, the Ordinary roust consult, his mission 

Council; in diocoaeo, he. its not obliged to hoar his Consul-

tors. In both, he is obliged to consult the religious 

Superior whenever he needs the priests or th^ fuids from 

the religioua Institute to supply the new station. 

Since mission stations are n.orcl persons they must 

be erected by formal decree. Thia decree, however, Is not 

for validity. All that is necessary for validity is the 

intervention of the competent ecclesiastical authority. 



CHAPTER V 

VAKIATIONS IN MILSIOH STATIONS 

Like parishes, mission stations may be committed to 

religious or united, pleno jure, to a religious house. 

T.jsy ̂ ay be established as benefices. They aay be united, 

translated, dismembered or divided. All these variations 

affect the legal status of these stations either changing 

the Juridical entity already establiched or subjecting it 

to laws which do not apply to other stations. 

AR'lICLE 1 

MINION STATIONS COrtKITTED TO RELIGIOUS 

Status of Hlssion Stations Committed to Religious. 

1) Mission stations are committed to religious (l) 

generally as part of a larger territory. This is done in 

two ways: 

a) Directly, by the Holy See. A diocese or 

quasl-dlocesc Is committed to a religious Institute by the 

(1) When religious are mentioned In this matter, it 
is intended to Include members of societies and institutes 
who live a community life but without the religious vows. 
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S.C. of t he Propagation of the F a i t h . Pius I I in the ency­

c l i c a l Rerum Ecclcalaa ouated, "We . . . s h a l l divide and sub­

divide a t e r r i t o r y and s h a l l confide to *he na t ive clergy or 

o ther congregations new v i c a r i a t e s and apos to l ic prefec tures" 

( 2 ) . 

b) By cont rac t with the Ordinary of the diocese 

or quas i -d iocese . By these c o n t r a c t s , the r e l i g i o u s I n s t i ­

t u t e accepts a l a rge d i s t r i c t in a diocese " to be cared for 

and governed in a l l mat te r s , s p i r i t u a l and tensporal, subject 

t o the j u r i s d i c t i o n of the Local Ordinary, the p re sc r ip t i ons 

of Canon Law and of the cont rac t" (3 ) . When these agree, en ts 

have been reached between the ordinary and the Superior 

General of the r e l i g i o u s they are submitted to the Sacred 

Congregation for approval . Once the Apostolic Beneplacitum 

has been obtained the contrac t becomes ef fec t ive from the 

moment i t was signed by both p a r t i e s . 

(2) " . . . iteruEi iteruraque p a r t i r i , e t c le ro Indigence 
a l l l e v e Soda l i t a t i bus novos v i e a r i a t u s ac praefecturae com­
mit t ere neutiquam cunctabiraur" (Plua XI, encycl ica l l e t t e r 
Rerun Ecc lee iae . Feb. 28, 1926: AAS, v.18 (1926), p . 8 2 ) . 

(3) £p«tracti between the_Ordlnarv of jthe Diocese of 
N . . . and the Superior"'General* oT the Scarboro "Foreign, Mj-gsjoft 
Soc ie ty . Feb. 24, 195C-J Archives of the Scarboro Foreign 
Mission Socie ty , A/lOOl/50, Propaganda Protocol nJ2L22/50. 
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Thus, mission stations committed to religious are 

those which are administ,red by religious missionaries (4) 

as part of a larger territory which has been confided to 

their Institute. 

2) When a religious Institute accepts a mission, 

it makes the end of the Church*e tsiission its very own. In 

the new mission It will seek nothing else but the preaching 

of Jesus Christ and the announcing of the Kingdom of God (5). 

The Holy See on the other hand does not intend to withdraw 

from the evangelitation of the territory given to the 

religious. It retains the whole rule of the mission expect­

ing from the religious Institute the s&en and the means to 

carry out the work of evangelization (6). Thus the Holy 

See reserves to itself the governing of the nissiou and 

the preaching of th© Gospel to the non-catholics (7)« 

The mission is not united to the religious Institute nor 

does it become tho property of the latter (8) but It remains 

(4) *••• Porro stationes omnes quae a nostrls Missio-
nariis adcinistrantur, uti lpsi Institute concreditae haben-
turn (Stat. O.fc.I.. p.8, n.6.) 

(5) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.111. 

(b) Ibidem, p.112; A. Larraona, AnnoUpacs in Cpmmon-
tarlua pro Religloals et ^issionarlla. v.11 (1<?307, P. 148. 

(7) C.J.C. Can 1350 52. 

(8) "La miwsione non va considerata come una proprieta 
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secular. The religious eupply the clergy for the mission 

until there are sufficient native secular clergy to take 

care of Its needs. 

3) Therefore, regarding the status of mission 

stations committed to religious the following conclusions 

may be drawn: 

a) They are committed to religious on a temporary 

basis either by the Holy See, ad nutum or by the Ordinary. 

In this latter case they are given generally for a determined 

number of years (9). 

b) They remain secular mission stations but are 

administered by religious until there are sufficient secular 

clergy to care for them (10). 

c) The whole care of souls Is governed by the 

local Ordinary who has been appointed by the Holy See (11) 

dell'Istituto; essa e un territorlo affIdato da11a Chiesa 
di Cesu Crlsto a zslant! apostoll" {3,C, of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Decree, May 20, 1923, n.l: AAS, v.15 (1923), 
p.270, n.3). 

(9) V. B^rtocceti. lus Couatltutlo..ale / isslonum. 
Torino, R. Berruti, fl947l, p.158, n.357-

(10) Ibidem, p.159, n.35&\ 

(11) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Dec. #, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.112. 
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The religious Institute does not have the habitual care 

of souls in these missions. Therefore the religious 

Rector is not the actual vicar of Can. 471 but is to be 

eonaidered a curate of the Ordinary (12). In the care of 

aouls and the propagation of thu Felth, he is subject to 

the Bishop and acts as his delegate. 

d) The Ordinary may appoint secular priests to 

be Rectors of these stations when he sues fit. However 

he may not call in members of another Institute habitually 

without the consent of the Propaganda (13). 

a) Since the mission stations are not the pro­

perty of the religious Institute, expenses cnade or debts 

contracted by the religious in their administration arc by 

no means the obligation of the Congregation to which thoy 

(12) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.7. 

(13) "Si miesionls Superior... apt! evangelici opera­
ri! desiderarentur, cum Institutl sul Superiorlbus rem agat 
oportet, vel etiam pro rerum adJunetis ad Sacram Congrega-
tloncm de Propaganda Fide recurrat" (S.C. of the Propagation 
of the Faith, Instruction, Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), 
p.113); "••• ^uod si Ordinarius graves rationua habeat ad 
alios Missionaries nostris subrogandos, rem Sacrac Congrega­
tion! subjaciat" (Stat* 0.^.1.. p.8, n.6){ Vromant, De Aucto-
rltate wua Mis alone s R»..guntur in Jus Pontif icium. v.11 (1Q1I), 
p.64: Grentrup. lus foiaalonarlum. p.90; Mauarei. pe Mssionum 
Institutions Ac De Relationibus InterSuperiores Miasionum 
Et Superiorei ReligJ-oefesi. P. 142. n.161. 
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have been confided but are chargeable to the juridical 

entity of the mission stations themselves, 

f) The religious who is Hector of one of these 

remains subject to his own religious Superior rejmrding his 

own religious life and the observance of the constitutions 

and rules of his Institute (14)* 

The Appointment and Transfer of the Rector. 

The appointment and transfer of tiie religious Rector 

of a mission station is reserved to the Urdinary (15). But 

in both these matters he is bound to u*« the offices of the 

religious Superior. "The latter la usually in a position 

to know his subjects &ore thoroughly and to be better ac­

quainted with their characters, talents, and qualifications 

for various duties. Hence, the religious Superior is to 

propose Superiors for the various mission stations... and 

the Superior of the mission le to &ake the appointments as 

he judges best in the Lord" (16). 

(14) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.114* 

(15) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.114. 

(16) "... Hie enlm pro officio suo oubditos plenius 
coguescere atque eorum ingenla, facultates, aniai vlrtutem, 
aptltudlnes quoque pro varlie officils melius perspecta 
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This proposal of the Rector by the religious Superior 

ic different from the canonical presentation of Can. 476 

H . This is something new introduced by the Instruction 

(17). The Ordinary in the missions has much wider faculties 

in this matter than the Ordinary under the S.C. of the 

Consistorial. For the latter nominates the one who Is 

presented, but the former the one "he judges best In the 

Lord". The latter may refuse one presented and request 

that another be presented In his place. The former, however, 

may appoint one who has not been proposed (18). 

Therefore, the religious Superior does not deetlna 

a religious to a certain station nor does he present the 

Rectors of these as he did before the Instruction of 1929. 

He proposes theae Rectors only and the Ordinary appoints 

whom he sees fit. 

Is this a derogation of Can. 476 $4? This canon 

habere solet. Undo Superior rellglosus dlversarum statlonum 
Buperiores... aptos vlros proponat; Superior ml^sionis vero 
eos rominet prout in Domino ludlcaverlt" (Ibidem, p.114-115). 

(17) Paventl, Brevlarlum Iuris Mlsalonalls. p.102. 

(18) Geispolsheim, Dllucldatlones in Statuturn pro 
MJEslonlbue Ordlnls FF« kinorum Capucclnorum Anno 1938 
Approbatum. p.64. "" 
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states that curates are to be presented by the religious 

Superior and approved by the Ordinary. According to the 

Instruction of 1920 missionaries and mission P.ectora are 

to be estimated as curates of the Ordinary (19). 

It seems, rather, that the Instruction of 1929 Is 

a clearer explanation of that of 1920. In this tcatter of 

appointment and transfer the religious raiselonary and 

mission rector do not fall absolutely under the law regarding 

the appointment and transfer of curates, but the Sacred 

Congregation has applied these rules, taking into conside­

ration the circumstances in missions. 

In transferring a religious Rector from one station 

to another, again the religioue Superior is to propose the 

transfer but the decision is left to the Ordinary. "If 

the religious Superior believes that the spiritual or 

temporal welfare of one of his subjects requires his transfer 

from one place to another or that he should be relieved of 

any office or duty, he should respectfully and confidently 

make the matter known to the Superior of the mission. But 

In case of disagreement, the decision of the Superior of 

(19) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.12 (1920), p.332, n.7. 
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the mission must prevail" (20). 

Penalties and Removal. 

"If the Superior of the mission learns that any 

missionary has been gravely wanting in his duty, he can 

take proper measures and apply merited penalties. But the 

religious Superior has a cunulative right with the Superior 

of the mission in the sane case, if, however, it happens 

that different decision* are reached by each of them, the 

decree of the Ordinary asust prevail" (21). 

This applies to the missionary as regards his duty 

In the care of souls. In his religious life he is subject 

to his religious Superior only. Therefore, regarding punish. 

ments, the religious Rector is subject to his religious 

(20) "Superior rellglosus, si quandoque persuaeum sibi 
haberet, aliculus subditi spirituals vel teaporale bonum 
poKtulare ut ab uno in alium locum transferatur, vel officio 
aliquo aut munere levetur, reverenter et fiducialiter rem 
Superior! laiasionio tacponat. In casu tau.en die sen sua, Supe-
rioris mlssionis sententia praevalsre debet" (S.C. of the 
Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v. 
22 (1930), p.ll§>. 

(21) "Superior mlssionis, ubi subditum slbl misslona­
rius muneri suo graviter defeclsse comperuerit opportunas dis­
position s atque meritas poenas statuere potest. Superior 
vero rellglosus In eodeut casu cujaulatlvum cum Super!ore 
mlssionis lus habet. AttaDiCn si alitor ab uno et ab altero 
decemi oontlngat, ea quae ab Ordlnario decreta fuerunt, prae-
valere debet" Tloc. clt.). 
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Superior exclusively, in those things pertaining to his 

duties as a rcember of the religious Institute but to both 

Superiors in the care of souls. Thus, both the Ordinary 

and the religious Superior can proceed against him for 

grave neglect of his duties as Rector of the mission. 

This cumulative right Is to be understood In such 

a way that both Superiors have the right to proceed against 

the missionary, either together by mutual consent or sepa­

rately. If they reach different decisions, the decree of 

the Ordinary prevails. 

From this, it follows that both Superiors have the 

right of vigilance over the mission Rector in the care of 

souls and the preaching of the Gospel, although the Ordinary 

alone prescribes the methods and rules to be followed. If 

the religious Superior has the power to ruake decrees and 

inflict penalties regarding the care of souls, then he has 

the right of visitation and inspection regarding the same 

matters. Otherwise he cannot give a decree about something 

he doesn't know. And how can he know, if the Rector is 

withdrawn from his jurisdiction in this matter? (22). 

(22) C. Delgado, De Relationibus Inter Parochua Reli-
liosua Et Ejus Superlore's Regulares. Rio de Janeiro, Editora 
oses Limitada, 1943, p«76. 
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"Finally, for very grave reasons, either the eccle­

siastical Superior or the religious Superior has an equal 

right, without obtaining the consent of the other, to 

rerr.ove son.eone from his poet or office; nor is either bound 

to disclose to the other the reasons for such action, and 

much less to justify it, without prejudice to the right 

of recourse in devolutive to the Holy See" (23). 

Before the Code, the very grave reason for renoving 

a rector was "the present or imminent danger of public 

scandal" (24). While the present law does not mention this 

it remains as an indication of the gravity of the cause 

before a missionary may be removed. 

The Rector i*ay be removed by either Superior. All 

that is necessary is an administrative decree. Afterwards 

tne Superior who reuaved him must iniorm the other Superior 

that the removal has taken place without having to justify 

(23) "Ob gravlssimas porro rationes tarn Superior 
ecclesiSBticus quern Superior rellglosus aequo lure, non 
requlsito alterius consensu allquern a proprio loco vel munere 
removere potest; nee alter alteri causae ludicli sul ».perire, 
multoque minus probare tenetur, salvo taisn recursu in devo­
lutive ad Apostolicoai Sedem'* (S.C. of the Propagation of 
the Faith, Instruction, Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.115). 

(24) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
Nov. 26, 1631: Analecta Iuris Pontificii. v.26, col.540. 
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It In any way (£5). Recourse against the deoree is to be 

had to the Propaganda (26). This reoourse does not suspend 

the execution of the decree (27). Therefore, the hector 

must obey immediately the ruling of either Superior even 

though reoourse has been taken. 

ARTICLK £ 

MISSION STATIONS UNITED PLiSNO IURii TO RJSL1O10US 

That mission stations are sometimes united pleno lure 

to a religious house appeare from a deoree of the S.C. of 

the Propagation of the Faith, uniting the mission station 

of St. Gabriel, Stanleyville, to the house of the Priests 

of the Sacred Heart of Jesus, and whloh reads: 

"1) The mission Station of St. Gabriel Is regarded 
ad ins tar quasl-paroeolac. and, as such is 
united pleno lure and at the pleasure of the 
Holy See, to the House of the Congregation 
of the Priests of the Sacred Heart of Jesus... 

2) The gooda of the Station, henceforward, belong 
to the aforesaid Congregation of the Priests 

(£5) C.J.C. Can 454 §5. 

(28) C.J.C. can 1601, Plus X, Constitution Sapient! 
Consillo, July 3, 1908: ;uv8, v.l (1909), p.12 §6, n.5. 

(2?) C J . C . Can 1899 §1. 
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of the Sacred Heart of Jesus; under this 
oonditlon, however, that the goods of the 
station ohuroh, taicen ad lnetar guaal-
paroeolae will remain diatinot from the 
other goods whloh belong to the religious 
house, in this iMtter, en inventory shall 
be made Immediately, und signed by both 
the Vicar Apostolic and the religious 
Superior. 

3) Regarding the care of souls, the aforementioned 
.Station shall be ruled aM ad&inistered in 
the sauae way as other quasi-parishes in 
Vicariates apostolic are ruled and admin­
istered. 

4) A suitable number of religious eh*»ll be 
appoliiteu to the care of souls in the 
sacie station. 

5) The geedo of the Station whioh are ceded 
to the aforementioned Congregation of the 
rriests of the taored l.oart of Jesus, shall 
always be used in works which correspond 
to the purpoae or the aiasion" (£d). 

(23) nl) Statio mlssionalis 3. Gabrielis intelli-
genda est ad lnetar quasi-paroeciae, et, qua talis, unltur 
pleno lure et ad nutum J. bedis domui religiosae Gcugrega-
tionis Sacerdotum a ^acro Corde Jesu .... 

£) Statlonis bona ad preelaudatam Congregationem 
Sacerdotum a Sacro Corde Jesu delnceps pertlnebunt, ea tamen 
conditione, ut bona ecoleslae atationie, ad lnstar quaai-
paroeoiae sumptae, dlstlncta maneant a ceteris bonis, quae 
doaui rellgiosae pertinent, luxta Inventarlum, quam cltlua 
redlgendum et turn a Vioarlo apoatolioo turn a Super!ore reli-
gioso 8ub8lgnandum; 

3) Statio, de qua sermo fit, regatur et adminiotretur, 
quoad curam anlmarum, sicutI caeterae ^uasi-paroeclae in 
Vicarlstlbue ^postollcls passim reguntur et ad ministrantur; 

4) Congruus rellglosorum nua»erus curas anijuaruia in 
eadem atatione addioatur; 

8) Bona Statlonis, -|uae meiiioratue Goiigreg&itionl sacer­
dotum a Sacro Corde Jesu cedent, semper adhibeantur in 
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This is a particular document and therefore formally binda 

only in the Station for which It waa made. However, It 

chows ths manner In whloh the Sacred Congregation haa 

acted In this mutter and ac ouch demonstrates how these 

unions may be made. 

Nature of the Union. 

Oonsalea defines a union pleno lure of a parish to 

a religious house as "the conjunction of a paroohlal 

bonefloe with some religious house In both spirituals and 

temporals, In such a way the parish becomes religious" (29). 

All authors agree when parishes are thus united, that the 

sacred office and at least, the fruits of the benefice 

are united to the religious house. There Is a discussion 

regarding the dominion of the benefice but this is not of 

Interest here. The pariah alao becomes religious (30). 

operibus, quae nlssionum fini res pond cant" (S.C. of the 
Propagation of the Faith, Decree, June 8, 1961: Paventl, 
Brevlarlua Iuris jVlsslonalls. p.135; ae Stations uleslonall 
at Vloarl? Cooperatori falsslonall In Monitor '^coleslastlous. 
V.64 (1962), p.263). TTJIaTdecree is not found in any of 
the primary sources. The reference In Paventl Is Propaganda 
Prot. n.£133/51. 

(29) F. Oonaalez, O.S.A., Do Parooho jnellgloso alusqus 
Superiors iocsll. Canon Law studies, n.3T37~V'aahington, The 
Caiholio Unlv erslty of America Press, 1950, p.41. 

(30) C.J.C, Can 1425 §2. 
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In the mission Station however, there la no benefice 

aa such but the union takes place between the moral person­

alities of the Station and of the religioua houae. This la 

aot to say that the mission Station loses Its nature but 

that It Is made the property of the religious house (31). 

Therefore, as a mission station it remains subject to the 

Ordinary. 

Temporal affects of the Union. 

1) The true and proper dominion of the temporal 

goods of the mission Station is translated to the religious 

house to which it is incorporated. "The goods of the 

Station, henceforward, belong to the aforesaid Congregation 

..." (32) 

£) The goods of the mission station are to be kept 

distinct and administered separately from the other goods 

of the religious house. To do this an Inventory of the 

goods is drawn up signed by both the ordinary and the 

religious Superior (33). 

(31) S.C* of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
June 8, 1951, n.2: Paventl, l,oc. clt. 

(32) Loo, clt. 

(33) Loc. clt. 
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The reason for this provision is two-fold: 

a) according to the decree, all the goods 

are to be used only for works that correspond to the 

purpoee of the mission (34). Thus they may be used 

exclusively In works which are established to aid in the 

care of souls and the conversion of non-catholics. There­

fore they must be administered separately. 

b) The union is granted at the pleasure of the 

Holy See (35). While this is a perxuanent union, It may be 

dissolved by the Holy See. Thus to avoid uncertainty and 

oonfualon in case of dissolution, the goods of the Station 

are to be kept and administered separately from the other 

goods of the religious houae (3d). 

Spiritual affects of the Union, 

An office in the strict sense is established ad 

lnetar quasl-psroeclac. This office le united to the 

religious house. Thus the moral person of the religious 

house has the office in tltulum and it becomes a religioua 

(34) Ibidem, n.5. 

(35) Ibidem, n . l . 

(36) tfernz, lus DecretaHum, v .2 , pars 2, n.£74, p.£40. 
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offloe. It never becomes vacant for the moral person does 

not die. The substanoe of this office will be explained 

later. 

In this oaae, a Vicar who has the aotual care of 

souls must be appointed (37). He, exclusively, has all 

the rights and obligations of the office (38). The oare 

of souls in the mission Station falls under the same rules 

and regulations as in quasl-parlshes (39). The Vicar ful­

fills the obligationa of the office with ordinary jurisdic­

tion. In matters outside the substance of the office, he 

remains a delegate of the Ordinary. 

A suitable number of assistants <suat be supplied 

by the religious for the care of souls In the mission 

Station. They are to be r&eabera of the Congregation. It 

is sot enough that they be appointed to the religious house 

but they must be appointed to the care of aoulo in the 

Station (40). 

(37) C.J.C. C&n 471 §1. 

(30) C.J.C. Can 471 §4. 

(39) S.C. of the propagation of tho Faith, Decree, 
June 8, 1951, n.3: Paventl, loc. clt. 

(40) Ibidem, n.4. 
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ARTICLE 3 

MISSION STATIONS EhtfCTED *S BENEFICES 

Under the law before the Code, mission stations 

were not erected as benefices although the Holy See (41) 

and particular Counolls (42) made provision for the certain 

and stable aupport of the ministers of the Gospel. Thia 

certain and stable aupport of the missionariea has always 

been favoured by the Holy See. This flows from the very 

purpose ut the mission itself. The mission exists for the 

conversion of the non-eatholloa and the eetabliahment and 

stabilization of the ohuroh. But the ohuroh le not stabil­

ized in any land until there is established a permanent 

method of supporting those who preach the Gospel (43) 

In the universal church, the traditional method of 

sustaining those who have the care of aouls has been by 

benefices. It is not necessary that mission stations be 

made benefices. Most of thexa are not because they lack 

the necessary endowment, However, where It is possible 

(41) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
Sept. 8, 1869, n.L3: Collectanea, v.2, n.1346, p.23. 

(42) Decreta Jynodl iroylnolalls ncstmonasterlensls. 
a. 1855, c.8. n.li: Collectlo Laeensia, v.3. col. 98£d. 

(43) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
May 20, 1923, n.2: A*S, v.15 (1923), p.370, n.3. 
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they may be so erected. This Is the opinion of ivasarei (44). 

The other authors do not consider the question. 

Mission Stations »s Benefices. 

1. - benefice is a "juridical entity constituted 

or erected in perpetuity by the competent ecclesiastical 

authority, consisting of a sacred office and the right to 

receive the revenues attached to the office by endowment" 

(45). Thua, to constitute a benefice, four elements are 

necessary: 

a) A juridical entity erected in perpetuity. 

Thia is a non-collegiate moral person and the subject of 

rights (46). Perpetuity la two-fold: objective. I.e. 

the benefloe Itself Is erected in perpetuity,and subjective. 

I.e. the beneficiary holda the benefice in perpetuity. 

Under the present lav, the first of these Is all that Is 

necessary In constituting a benefice. Those holding manual 

benefices are alwaya movable (47). 

(44) Masarei, De Missionum Institutions AO ua Roia-
tlonlbus Inter Superiores Missionum at Superlbres***heIIiI^B0s, 
p.183, n.205. 

(45) C J . C , Can 1409. 

(46) Csppello, surama Juris Canonici, v.2, p.513, n,541. 

W ) CJ.C.. Can 1411, n.4. 
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Is ths preoariousness of mission stations an 

objeotlon to their being ereeted as benefices? can. 216 

§£ orders that the territories in whloh mission stations 

are erected be established as quasl-parlshes when it can 

be oonvenlently done. The Instruction of 1920 declares 

that the Ordinary Is bound to tend towards the establish­

ment of these quasl-parlshes (46). In the meantime, they 

are left as mission stations, is this compatible with 

the objective perpetuity required when erecting benefices? 

A moral person, by its nature is perpetual (49). 

This perpetuity is given to it by the law. Thua, a morel 

person erected by competent authority has objective perpe­

tuity i.e. it continues in its legal existence unless it 

is extinguished according to the norms of law (50). This 

stability granted by the lav itself Is sufficient for 

benefices. 

(48) S.C. of the propagation of the Faith, Instruction, 
July 25, 1920, n.l: AAS, V.12 (1920), p.331, n.l. 

(49) C.J.C. Can 102 §1. 

(50) Allen, De Benefiolorum Paroeolallum Existentla 
Ante Et Post Codlceo In Statlbus"Foed'eratis auerleae Sept.. 
p.103. 
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Mission stations, being moral persons, have, there­

fore, this objective perpetuity which is required for 

benefices. Thus, the precariousness of mission stations 

is not an objection to their being erected as benefices. 

b) It must be erected by competent ecclesias­

tical authority. The superior capable of constituting a 

benefice is one who holds public authority in the church. 

In this case, this is the Holy See or the local Ordinary 

(5D* It Is established by a formal decree of erection 

in which the place where the benefice is erected, its 

endowment and the rights and duties of the office are 

determined (52). 

c) The benefice cust contain a sacred office. 

This is the spiritual element. It is the foundation of 

the right to receive the income of the benefice. This is 

an office in the strict sei.se i.e. "a charge or duty, per­

manently established by divine or ecclesiastical law and 

conferred according to law and which carries with it some 

participation in ecclesiastical power whether of orders 

(51) C J . C . Can 1414 52. 

(52) C.J.C. Can 1416*. 

http://sei.se
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or jurisdiction" (53). The one obtaining the office ful­

fils his obligations by ordinary power. This benefice 

will be considered as simple or non-residential since it 

is not mentioned as residential in the Code. 

The rectorship of a mission station may be erected 

into a true ecclesiastical office. Ihe sector will fulfil 

the duties of this office vith ordinary power. 

The object of this power hill depend un the law of 

the Ordinary. Gaaparri (54), Ooronatu (55) and iiegatillo 

(56) seem to say that the curate way have the ordinary 

faculty i.e. from an office, even, oi assisting at marriages, 

from particular law. However, most authors (57) hold 

(53) C J . C . Can 145. 

(54) P. Card. Oasrarri, Trwctatua Cat.onicua Da Matri-
monlo (2 vol., ed. ad Kentera Codlcis I.C, Homae, Typis 
Polyglottla Vaticanic, 1932), v.2, p.lC6, n.935. 

(55) Coronata, De lacra^entla. v.3> p.756, n.540. 

(56) Kegatillo, Interpretatlo Et Iurisuruuentla Codicls 
Iuris Canonic!. Santender, Sal Terrae, 1949, p.142, n.206. 

(57) F. Werna-P. Vldal. lus Canonicum (7 vol., 3rd ed., 
homae, Apud Aedes Universitatis Gregoriauae, 193^-1943), v.5, 
p.675, n.533; **• Chelodi, lus Canonicum De Matrlmonlp. 5th 
ed., Vicenza, Socleta Anonima Tipografica, 1947, p.164, n.133: 
Cappello, De Lacra^sntla, v.5, p.633, n.651; Vromant, lug 
KlSBionariorum. v.4. P.167, n.l9#; Payen, De watriyonio In 
MlBslonibus Ac Potisslmum In Slnla. v.2, p.IB?, n.I?'ftt)Y 
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correctly that a curate may be granted only delegated juris­

diction in this matter. Those things determined by the 

Holy Lee are beyond the power of the Ordinary to change 

by a particular law. An inferior cannot change the law 

of his superior (56). In this matter, the Ordinary is not 

competent. Therefore, the right to assist at marriage (59), 

ordinary jurisdiction for confessions (60), or the right 

to preach (61) could not be attached to this office. However, 

the right to baptise, according to Can. 740, and the powers 

ef a chaplain nay b*j adnexed to it. la those duties 

attached to the office, the Recto;1 vlli exijoy ordinary 

power, in others, only delegated. 

d> Ihe holder of tne office has the right to 

receive the iruits of tne oenefice. A benefice may not 

be established without a stable and congruous endowment 

(62). Reiffenstuel says that a congruous endowment is 

(56) C J . C . Can 22. 

(59) CJ.C. Can 1094. 

(60) C.J.C. Can «73. 

(61) CJ.C. Can 132fi. 

(62) CJ.C. Can 1415 fl. 
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one which is sufficient for the decent sustenance of the 

clerics assigned to the benefice (63). However, the more 

coinson opinion is that revenue must be sufficient also to 

care for the requirement* of divine cult (64). 

2. This would be a movable benefice, ^uasl-parlahes 

are movable, by law (65). Parishes in mission territories 

fall under the saise laws as quasi-parishes (66). Therefore, 

all parishes and quasl-parlshes in mission territory are 

movable. From analogy of law (67), it would seem that 

mission stations when they are erected into benefices are 

also movabls. Therefore, the Hector of a beneficial mission 

station oould be removed either by a formal process or by 

(63) A. Reiffenstuel, lus Cbnonicma UnIvorsum Coaplec-
tens Tractatum De ftegulle Iuris (7 vol.. ed. Pelletier, 
Parlsiis, Apud Ladovicum Vivls7 1264-1870), v.3, p.4#2, n.100. 

(04) Cappello, Sumroa Iuris Canonici. v.2, p.517, n.546; 
Coronata, Ingtitutlonea lurle Canonic!, v.2. p.369, n.97d; 
Faafani, Do lure frarochorum ad Normam Codlcis Iuris Ganonici. 
p.16, n.10. 

(65) C J . C . Can 454 *4. 

(66) S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, Decree, 
Dec. 9, 1920, n.l: AAS, v.13 (1921), p.16, n.2. 

(67) C J . C . Can 20. 
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an informal one according to Canons 2157-2161 (6S). 

ART1CLL 4 

UNIONS, TRANSLATIONS, DISinKKBRATIONS, DIVISIONS 

There is no special law in the Code determining the 

union, translation, dismembration or division of mission 

stations, saving only Can. 1500 which defines the division 

of goods to be uaae when the territory of an ecclesiastical 

moral person is divided. In the present matter, this 

canon applies whenever a new parish or mission station is 

erected from the territory of a station already established 

or when part of the territory of one station is added to 
0 

another one or to a parish. There are no other laws given 

in similar matters that aiay be applied to mission stations. 

The interpistation given must be based on the general prin­

ciples of the law. 

1. The first of these principles is that the Urdinary 

has a right founded in the law in all matters that pertain 

to the administration of his diocese or quasi-diocese (69). 

(68) Cfr. Cappello, Smaaa Iuris Canonic!, v.l, p.521, 
n.56l. 

(69) Leo XIII, Constitution Roaaanoa Pontif ices. May Bt 

10&L: ASS, v.13 (1«94), p.4#d. 
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Any law therefore that restricts the frse exercise of this 

right must be interpreted strictly (70). Hence the laws 

In the Code which determine the division of parishes and 

benefices (Can. 1419-1430) may be applied to mission 

stations only In so far as they are favourable to the 

Ordinary^ rights. Where they restrict these rights re­

garding parishes, the restriction is not to be extended to 

any other matter however similar. Thus the formalities of 

law regarding changes in parishes or the canonical causes 

for makinf these have no application in the matter of mission 

stations. In this way, the Ordinary may have many more and 

lesser reasons for making these changes in mission stations 

than the canonical ones regarding parishes. 

However, in favourable things, the prescriptions of 

the law regarding parishes may act as a guide In this matter. 

Whenever the Ordinary can unite, translate, divide or dismember 

parishes, a fortlojri he can do the same in mission stations. 

Those things that restrict the Ordinary's rights regarding 

parishes have no application in mission stations. 

2. In making theae changes, the Ordinary alone is 

eonpetent. According to the Instruction of 1929, "without 

(70) C.J.C. Can 19. 
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him no one whatever be his authority, can establish, change 

or discontinue any work in the mission" (71). Hence, he 

alone has the power to divide, translate,dismember or unite 

mission stations within his territory. 

Unions. 

According to Can. 1423 11, the Ordinary of the place 

can unite parish churchee, between themselves, on equal or 

unequal teru-s (aeque principalis or rainus principalis) or 

with a benefice to which the care of souls is not attached. 

In the same way, the Ordinary can unite mission stations. 

Both mission stations retain their moral personality. Where 

they are united on equal ter. s, one is not subjected to the 

other. In this case, the two missions remain independent 

one of the other, each conserves its own rights and privi­

leges but one Hector is equally in charge of both stations 

(72), When united on unequal tens, the stations retain 

their personality but the lesser of the two follows the 

(71) "Sine Ipso ne. o, cuiuscumque sit auctoritas, 
opus aliquod in missions sive inchoare, sive inmutare, sive 
supprimere potest" (S.C, of the Propagation of the Faith, 
Instruction, Dec. 8, 1929: AAS, v.22 (1930), p.12). 

(72) Cfr. Cappello, Sumtaa Iuris Canonici. p.520, 
n«540. 
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principal so that ths Rector of the principal station by 

that very fact has charge of the lesser. Likewise, the 

Ordinary aay unite two mission stations in an extinctive 

union i.e. in such a way that both lose their juridical 

entity and a new station comprising both is erected, or one 

is united to the other in such a way that it ceases to exist. 

In this case all the rights and obligations of the old etatlons 

are united in the new one which emerges or the one which 

remains. 

Nor is the Ordinary restricted by Can. 1422 and 1423 

|2, except in one case. He may not unite a mission station 

and a parish since it is forbidden to unite a parish and 

any moral person (73). However, he may unite a mission 

station to a religious house. The fact that the S.C of 

the Propagation of the Faith has made this union Itself 

In a particular case, In no way affects the Ordinaryfs 

rights regarding this type of union. 

The Ordinary is not bouna by the causes which are 

enumerated In the fore-rant1oned canons. The only reasons 

that are applicable are those that come from the purpose 

(73) C.J.C. Can 1423 52. 
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of the whole mission I.e. that it will help In the propa­

gation of the Faith and the Increase of things Cathollo 

in the district. 

Translations. 

In the same way, since there le no lew governing 

translations of mission stations, the Ordinary may transfer 

the principal station from one place to another as he sees 

fit. 

DlsmembratIons and Divisions. 

Nor is the Ordinary bound by the formalities regarding 

pariahes when he divides or dismembers a mission station. 

On account of tho circumstances in the missions he can 

have more and lighter causes for ranking the division (74). 

When a new station is erected, it is a secular one, even 

though the mission from which the division waa la&de was 

religious. 

Since either the division or diamembration of a 

mission station will Involve the division of the territory 

of an ecclesiastical moral person, in such a way that a 

(74) Leo 1111, Constitution homanos frontifloes. 
May B, 1681: ABS, v.13 (1694), p.488. 
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part of It will be added to another moral person or a 

new person will be erected for this territory, the Ordinary 

is bound by Can. 1500. He Bust divide the common property 

i.e. that which was deatined for the benefit of the whole 

territory, aa equity demands. This property would include 

that given for all the schools of the territory, for the 

support of all the misalon worka, in general, the oblations 

given, according to Can. lies §£, for the benefit of the 

whole mission. This does not include property given for 

a apeclfio purpose (75) e.g. for the poor of a particular 

diatrlot or gifts to a specific church or altar. 

In the same way, the Ordinary should divide the debts 

of the mission station I.e. those contracted for the 

whole territory, not particular ones (76). 

The Superior who divides the territory has the 

authority to divide the debts and the common property. 

The division depends on him. It does not take place auto­

matically (77). 

(75) S.C of the Council, Resolution, Jan. 14, 19£2: 
AAS, V.14 (1922), p.£33. 

(76) M. Plstooohl, De he Beneficial^ luxta Canones. 
Taurini, Marietti, 1928, p.lSO. 

(77) S.C. of the Council, Resolution, July 16, 193S; 
AAS, V.25 (1933), p.47S. 
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He Is to do this according to the principles of equity, 

ex bono et aequo. Thle Is an administrative aot and 

will depend on the Ordinary*s judgment of the circumstances 

that surround the diviaion of the station. In all this, 

oare must be taken not to do anything that would directly 

go against the will of founders or benefactors or deprive 

any person of acquired rights e.g. the use or usufruct 

of come property (78). If the moral person of the station 

Is governed by special laws, they must be observed. 

Formalities Required. 

Since these changes In mission stations would be 

among the graver and more difficult affairs In the admin­

istration of the quasi-diocese, the Vloar or Prefect 

Apostolio, the Superior of a mission sui lurls would be 

obliged to seek the advice of the mission Council, at 

leaat by letter (P&). The Bishop of a mission diocese 

is not obliged to consult his consultora. If a new burden 

for the religious Institute would arise the Ordinary must 

oonsult the religious Superior also. 

(78) fi. Ayrinhao, Administrative Legislation In The 
New Code of Canon Law. New York, Longtaans, Green and Co., 
1930, p.388, n.3. 

( W C.J.C.. Can 308, 
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The Ordinary is not obliged by the prescriptions 

of can. 1428 §1, since we are not dealing with benefices. 

However, since these changes are made in moral persons, 

they should be made by authentic document. 

ARTICLE 5 

CONCLUSIONS 

Mission stations are committed to religious as part 

of a larger territory, either directly by the Holy See or 

by contract with the Ordinary of the diocese or quasl-

diocese. In these stations the whole rule belongs to the 

Holy See and to the one appointed by the Holy uee to rule 

the territory. The religious Institute supplies the men 

and the means for the work of evangelization. The mission 

station committed to religious does not become the property 

of the Institute but remains secular, Th© adjrj.nl at rat ion, 

however, is carried on by religious u.vfcll there are enough 

secular clergy to supply the needs of the station. 

In appointing the .vectors of these, the proposal 

la made by the religious 3uperlor but the ordinary appoints 

whom he aooa fit. Transfers are to be made in the same 

http://adjrj.nl
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way. Both Superiors have the right of vigilance over the 

religious missionary In the care of souls and the propa­

gation of the Faith. Both may punish him if he is delin­

quent In theae. In case of disagreement, however, the 

Ordinary's decision prevails. Both Superiors independently 

one of the other nay remove him but only for the very 

gravest causes. They are not bound to .rive reasons to 

one another for this. There Is left however, the right of 

appeal to the holy See, but only In devolutive. 

There is no general law regarding mission stations 

united pleno lure to religious. There is a decree of the 

S. C of the Fropagatlon of the Faith uniting a certain 

mission station to a certain institute. The aoral person 

of the mission station was united to the religious house, 

lhe temporal effects were, first, the ownership of the 

goods of the mission station paased to the religious house, 

and aecondly, the religious house was obliged to administer 

thess goods separately and use them only, for the works of 

the mission. An office ad lnetar quasl-paroeciac was esta­

blished and granted to the religious house in tltulum. 

The mission station became a religious one. 

Mission stations may be erected as benefices by 

the competent ecclesiastical authority. In this case, 
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they would be considered as non-residential and movable 

benefices. 

In uniting, translating, dismembering and dividing 

mission stations the Ordinary le not bound by the restrictions 

of the law applicable to parishes, except in two cases. 

First, he aay not unite a rieaion station and a parish. 

Secondly, In dividing and dismembering mission stationa 

the common property should be divided according to Can. 

1500. Otherwise, the Ordinary is competent in everything 

regarding the union, translation, disaembration and division 

of mission stations. He seay Hake any of these changes 

whenever the good of souls and the increase of the Faith 

makes it advisable. In these matters the Vicar, Prefect 

or Superior of a mission sui juris should consult their 

mission Council; the Bishop of the aiiaoion diocese is 

not obliged to consult his Consul tors. If a nc* obligation 

would arise for the religious Institute, the Ordinary must 

consult the religious Superior. 



CONCLUSIONS 

Mission stations In their present fora; arose In the 

missions outside Europe and fulfilled a need there which 

still exists. The strict organisation of parishes Is un­

suitable for the conversion of a non-catholic population. 

The permanency of parish boundaries, the difficulties of 

supplying benefices, churches and other necessities for 

parishes and above all the exclusive jurisdiction of Parish 

Priests renders this institution Incompatible with the needs 

of these missions. Thsrefore a looser and less permanent 

organization was necessary. Thus, in missions in modern 

times, mission stations were first established by the local 

Bishops and Vicars and the first laws governing them were 

made by local Councils. These latter were adopted and 

developed by the S.C. of the Propagation of the Faith, in 

such a way that before the Code an adequate body of laws 

was established concerning thle institution. 

The codification of these laws in the Code of Canon 

Law was Incomplete, leaving many lacunae ICPIS. Some of 

these were filled in documents since the Code but the 

present law must be sought out in different documents of 

unequal juridical value and there are still lacunae legis 

which must be supplied according to Can. 20. It would be 
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helpful to the good order which ought to be established in 

dioceses and quasi-dioceses in the missions if these laws 

could be gathered together in one place - possibly, in a 

directory of mission law. 

At the present time, wany missions follow the law 

before the Code in practice. Especially, Is this true 

regarding the status of the mission Rector which was much 

clearer under the old law. The laws regarding the Rector 

could be improved either by a return to the law before the 

Code which placed one priest in charge of the spiritual admin­

istration of the station and all other missionaries in depend­

ence on him or by applying the law regarding vicars adjutor 

to the peculiar needs of the mission Rector. This would 

remove raany doubts regarding their jurisdiction and would 

make their labour for the conversion of the people easier 

and more effective. 

It seems that the law regarding the union of mission 

stations to other moral persons could be clarified and possibly 

some rules made regarding this matter. The same might be 

said regarding the times when the Bishop of the mission diocese 

should hear his Consultors. 

In spite of these imperfections, however, at thepresent time, 

a clear picture can be had of the nature of mission stations, 

their purpose and the laws which govern their status. 
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