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Traditional Catholics had most cause for resentment. Direct con-
tact of Austrian hishops with the Curia was prohibited, as was the
publication of Papal acts without permission. Some 530 out of 1188
asteries in the Austro-Slav lands, and a further 117 in Hungary;
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cutions lacking educational or welfare functions. Their libraries were
distributed to teaching bodies or pulped; their raiment ended upina
depot in Vienna. The expropriation of monasteries in the eighteenth
century was the equivalent for would-be progressives of the nationa-
lisation ol private enterprise in the twentieth, justified by the argii
ment that their wealth resulted from past gifts made for public
cultural and religious purposcs, and had in this sense always been
national. Accordingly, resources taken over by the state were used
to form a Religious Fund from which about 1700 new parishes were
created, as well as numerous welfare institutions. In Vienna the
lying-in hospital for expectant mothers, the Deaf and Dumb Inst
tute, and the vast General Hospital, with its two thousand bed
date from this time. Moreover, the expanded clergy were toi
trained in six newly instituted ‘General Seminaries’, rather tha
monasiic centres or the diocesan seminars favoured by the Coun
of Trent. The Marriage Patent of 1783 treated marriage essentiall
asa civil contract. :
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